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Such a case would present an instance of open nullification of 
the State and Federal laws that can not be presumed; but I would 
have no doubt in such a case that the Senate would have ample 
power to change the rule prescribed by the statute and admit the 
person elected to his seat. 

I think that answers the Senator from Oregon. 

This power is, in its very nature, inherent and exclusive in the 
Senate; but we must not go in search of difficulties and hunt for 
faults in a law, or for anomalous constructions, or difficult atti- 
tudes in which questions can be presented. We should search, 
rather, for the simple, easy, common-sense method of carrying 
into execution the powers of the Constitution, and apply to it 
raci a aeaoe as the people who formed it intended should 

applied. 

It must not be supposed that they anticipated quirks, quibbles, 
and hairsplittings on great constitutional questions, but that, on 
the contrary, they anticipated a sober construction of the funda- 
mental law, not an l but a pro construction, and one 
AR Onia carry out the scheme of our dual form of goyern- 
ment. 

Mr. President, I will notice the carefully prepare report of the 
minority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections only far 
enough to enter my dissent from some of the conclusions there 
reached, although I adopt much of its reasoning and much of what 
the minority say. 

In declaring that the Delaware senate had paramount and ex- 
clusive jurisdiction to adjudge the qualifications of William T. 
Watson to act and vote as a senator, it is said: 


Whether they exercised such jurisdiction or not, the Senate of the United 
States has no jurisdiction in the premises. 


I do not concur in this conclusion. I think it perfectly com- 
petent for the Senate of the United States, in determining the 
status of Mr. Du Pont, to inquireinto and determine whether the 
body from which he received his certificate was the legally con- 
stituted joint convention or assembly of the legislature of Dela- 
ware. There are doubtless certain things which are within the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the legislature, and which may be said 
to have been put at rest or foreclosed by their action, or possibly 
by their inaction, thus precluding us from inquiring into them; 
but as we are charged with the exclusive duty of determining 
whether Mr. Du Pont has been legally elected to the United States 
Senate from that State and with protecting the Senate from the 
invasion of those not legally elected to it, and assuring ourselves 
that he who asks for a seat here has been legally elected and is 
justly entitled to it, we have jurisdiction to that extent at least 
to inquire into the legality of the organization from which he 
claims to have received his commission. In no other way can the 

just and legal balance between the States and the United States 
preserved and the purposes of our Government carried out. 

A State, as an integral portion of the Union, is entitled to repre- 
sentation in either House of Congress, butits representatives must 
be elected in conformity with the fundamental and statutory laws. 
In the nature of things we are the final judges whether or not the 
law has been complied with, and therefore whether the State has 

ut itself in an attitude to entitle it to representation in the par- 
Bontas instance. We can not escape this duty. It is clearly de- 

volved upon us by the Constitution, by the very framework and 
theory, of the Government, and it is a power that is exercised almost 


v. 

I have not at any time since beginning the examination of this 
case considered it difficult of correct determination, although it 
is highly important in the consequences that may follow our judg- 
ment. 

Since attempting to examine it, it has appeared to me to be clear 
that Mr. Watson, upon the death of Governor Marvil, had simply 
added to his duties as speaker of the senate, for the time being, 
those of governor, and that he discharged or exercised the latter 
entirely by virtue of his office of 7 2 88 I am unable to view 
the question in any other light, and I think this conclusion is es- 
tablished beyond reasonable doubt by the language and policy of 
the Delaware constitution. 

Mr. President, this case presents a pure question of law. There 
is nothing of passion or sentiment in it. the State of Delaware 
has 7 1 elected Mr. Du Pont to a seat in this Chamber, he 
should promptly and cheerfully seated; if it has not, in the 
interest of good government, both State and national, it becomes 
our duty to exclude him until such time as he may come to us 
with proper credentials. 

I have not noticed nor shall I notice the many queries and sup- 
posititious cases and Bi Sieger that have been presented in this 
case. I do not regard them as p any importance. We 
should never discuss a great constitutional question in the atmos- 
phere of awkward and su ititious statements that may or 
may not arise: we should discuss it in the light of the facts pre- 
sented, in the light of the great cardinal truth that it was the honest 
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and patriotic intention of the framers of the constitutions, who 


were themselyes common men, to present to the people govern- 
ments simple of construction and easy of execution; govern- 
ments that would be practical in the hands of honest, patriotic 
men, rather than those that would be capable of being e anom- 
alous in the hands of skillful lawyers and statesmen seeking 
neey N the supremacy of a particular political party. 

In this light I have examined the case, and I have reached a con- 
clusion which is, to my mind at least, satisfactory, and which 
will guide my vote. I affirm, therefore— 

First. That Mr. Watson was at no time governor of the State 
of Delaware, but after the death of Governor Marvil simply di 
charged or exercised the duties of that office ex officio—that is, by 
virtue of his office of speaker of the senate—and that he had a 
clear right to participate in the deliberations of the joint conven- 
tion of the general assembly that voted for the election of a United 
States Senator and to vote; and 

Second. Having possessed that right, and having participated in 
the deliberations of the joint convention, 15 votes were not a 
majority of 30, and Mr. Du Pont has not received a majority of 
the votes of the members of both houses present and voting, as 
required by law, and is not, therefore, entitled to a seat in this 
eras ak gard his titl high 

o not re is title as possessing any higher, greater, or 
more sacred character than would be the title of Gy other citizen 
of the State who had not received a vote. He has no better right 
than such an individual would have; and having reached this con- 
clusion my duty is | pe I will at the proper time vote against 
his being recognized or seated as a member of the Senate, 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. GORMAN, I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be until Monday next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. LODGE. Before that motion is put, in the absence of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], I think I must object. The 
Senator from Ohio is very desirous of going on with the confer- 
ence report on the Cuban resolution and getting it out of the way 
of the other business of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Take the vote. 

Mr. LODGE. I trust no action will be taken by the Senate 
until the Senator from Ohio, the chairman of the Committe on 
Foreign Relations, returns. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum being sug- 
gested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

McBride, 


Bacon, Davis, McMillan, Sherman, 
Bate, Dubois, Shoup, 
Blanchard, Faulkner, Mills, Smiti 
Brice, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oreg. Sq 
Brown, 3 Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Burrows, Gorman, organ, Teller, 
Butler, Gray, Nelson, Tillman, 
Caffery, Hale, „ ie, 
Call, Harris, Peffer, Ves 
Cannon, Hil, Perki 
Carter, Irby, Platt, Wal 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. Ty Wetmore, 
Chilton. yle, Pugh, te, 

2 „ Lodge, Roach. Wolcott. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sixty Senators have answered to 


their names. A quorum is present. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], that 
when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
Mr. GALLINGER, I wish the Senator from Maryland would 
modify his motion to the extent of permitting the Senate to meet 
to-morrow at the usual hour for the consideration of pension bills 
alone. [ Oh, no!“ Evidently there is dissent from that propo- 
sition, but a great many Senators have made the request of me 
for that arrangement. Iam content with any action the Senate 


i ee 
. SHERMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The debate is proceeding by unani- 
mous consent. > 

Mr. MILLS. Of course. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I hope the motion toadjourn over will not be 

eed to unless we can make some agreement as to the time of 

taking a vote on the Cuban question. It has now been under con- 
sideration for some time, and I hope, and I shall ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate for such an agreement, that the vote may 
be taken on Monday not later than 5 o’clock. 
Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator from Ohio will not insist even 
in asking for that. early all of the time of the debate thus far, 
more than two-thirds of it, has been taken by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations or those in sympathy with their report. There 


` 


are several Senators upon the other side who have had no oppor- 
tunity whatever to discuss the question and who are desirous of 

ing so. We were caught before by an agreement, and I helped 
myself to get it, not knowing what report would be, by ty 
an hour for taking the question, and everybody was cut off. 
for one can not agree at present upon any time being fixed until 
Senators shall have had an opportunity to be heard; and I do not 
think the Senator from Ohio, considering how much of the time 
his committee and the Senators in sympathy with the committee 
have taken, cutting out pretty much everyone on the other side, 
ought to ask that a time should now be fixed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado will state 
the Tatra: ng pos 

. WOLCOTT. I understand the motion before the Senate is 
that when it adjourn to-day it be to meet at a fixed time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Lask if the motion is debatable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not debatable. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I call for a vote on the motion. The debate 
has been 5 — unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GormAN], that when 
the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the motion will be voted down. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I havea general pair 
with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. I should 
vote nay.“ if he were present. 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DanieL]. He 
not being present, I withhold my vote. I were at liberty to vote, 
I should vote nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 42, nays 22; as follows: 


Allen, vis, McMillan, Stewart, 
c. 
Bacon, Dubois, Mar ? Teller, 
Bate, Faulkner. Mitchell, Wis. Thurston, 
Brice, Gibson, Morrill, Turpio, 
Burrows, Gorman, V 
Butler. Gray, Peffer, Wal 
S Harel Era wae 
iy 
55 Son ere 
Y, wel 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Smith, 
NAYS—2. 
Baker, Cullom, Mitchell, Oreg. Shoup, 
Blan Erge; organ, Tillman, 
Brown, Gallinger, Nelson, Vest, 
cal, Kyle, Sonia Wilson. 
dler Lodge, o * 
Clark, Mills, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—2. 

Aldri Gear, Lindsay, 5 
Bo m Mantle” Ran h 

A on. „ oorhees, 
Blackburn, Hansbrough, Murphy, arren. 
es Hawley, poner 
Dan oar, e * 

= Jones, Nev. tohara, 
So the motion was agreed to. 


WAR IN CUBA, 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the conference report 
on the Cuban resolutions. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, when I concluded my remarks 
yesterday evening I was discussing the question of the belliger- 
ence of an insurgent people at war with the mother country. I 
had attempted to show that the exercise of this power is lodged 
exclusively in the Executive. I shall not recapitulate the argu- 
ments that I made to establish that conclusion. I find that buta 
small difference exists between the distinguished Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray] and myself on this point. I will read an 
extract from his speech of yesterday: 


Mr. Gray. Mr. President, all these resolutions of the Senate attempt todo. 
confining themselves within what I believe, and a majority of this tel 
believe, is wi the sphere of its power, is to express its opinion, and 


House of 8 giving expression also to what we believe to be the 
opinion of great mass of t of x ctl pe e 
much—it seems to me that we could do no less—having expressed t opin- 
ch of this Government what undeni- 

enigs to it solely; that is, to possess itself of the 7 information 
an 


ds perhaps the issues of 
ott , internati 
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here in the Senate 
which we have 

y. ha first acted in this 

to resolution offered by the House of 

ntatives, our own resolutions, prior in point of time, being con- 
temptuously swept aside, and adopt other language and resolutions express- 
ing a different attitude on the part of the Government of the United States 
and ee a Ae the United States from that adopted by the resolu- 


Senate. 
Mr. Stewart. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 
Mr. GRAY. Lewes 
Mr. STEWART. Would not the passage of either of these resolutions bea 
sufficient warrant, guaranty, or indorsement of the general ti 
tained therein to enable the President to 


should 
of 


io so? 
Mr. Gray. I think he would be justified in taking that course after satis- 
fying himself as to the facts. 


This extract from the speech of the Senator from Delaware 
quoted by me shows that he is of opinion that the power to decide 
ultimately upon the fact of belligerence resides with the Executive 
and with the Executive solely, He, however, says that the ex- 
pression of opinion on the part of the Senate and the House is a 

roper thing to do, and that that expression of opinion has been 

eli tely made, and presumably, although he does not say so, 
under the sanction of international law. It occurs to me that in 
a question of pure, simple fact, a question of gp ee fact, a loose 
opinion is entirely out of place; that even a deliberate opinion 
which does not amount to a firm conclusion, which can not gov- 
ern the conduct or prescribe the action either of an individual or 
of a State, is not such an expression as the Senate and the House 
of Representatives ought to make in regard to the delicate matter 
of the relations existing between a mother country and certain 
insurgents warring against the power of that mother country. 

This is not a matter of opinion on a domestic question. Itisa 
matter relating to facts of a foreign character, and becomes there- 
fore asort of international opinion; and in all matters with respect 
to the relations existing between this Government and the gov- 
ernment of a foreign country we are to proceed with that caution 
and deliberation which the intercourse between independent States 
justifies and demands. 

The Senator from Connecticut be PLATT] suggests to me the 
question whether or not we ought to be denouncing upon the floor 
of the Senate the manner in which a foreign nation conducts its 
affairs. Isay SODOROMI no. For one I not only denounce this 
interference with the conduct of a foreign country in relation to 
its own subjects, but I emphatically protest against these attacks 
made upon the character of a foreign country; against these epi- 
thets applied to a foreign country which have been hurled right 
and left during the debate on the ding question by Senators 
upon this floor. I take no part or lotin such denunciations, and 
I characterize them as entirely out of place and beneath the dignity 
of the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. President, I will venture to quote from our own authority— 
I call it our own authority—the views of a distinguished interna- 
tional author in our country, Mr. Dana. Speaking of the recog- 
nition of belligerency, he says: 

If it 

The country recognizing— 
issues a formal declaration of belligerent 
with which it has no complexity, it isa tous and unfriendly act. If 
the parent government complains of it, complaint must be made upon 
one of these grounds. To decide whether the recognition was uncalled for 
and premature requires something more than a consideration of proximate 
facts and the overt and formal acts of the contending parties. e foreign 
33 ͥ ß 
and ions on each side, the bable extent of the conflict by sea and 

the vantages extent and ra ty of its development, and, above all, 
the probability that its own merchant vessels, naval officers, and consuls 
may be precipitated into sudden and dificult complications abroad. 

Now, it is not contended that this recognition of pengeng 
has the force of law; that it binds the Government of the United 
States; that it binds the President of the United States. But, 
Mr. President, behind this resolution lurks a great danger. 
These resolutions have been accompanied with commentaries of a 
very warlike and aggressive character. The interpretation placed 
on the resolutions in debate by Senators on this floor goes beyond 
the point of a mere empty declaration and almost invites a war, 
almost amounts to an insult to Spain, and a gratuitous declara- 
tion of belligerency is characterized by the author who I have 
quoted as a 3 insult. 

Mr. President, there has been a great deal said in regard to the 


rights prematurely, or in a contest 


evidence to establish this belligerency. As a matter of course, 
every body acknowledges open, notorious, historical facts. E — 
body knows and notices that there is a war in Cuba. Every eg 
is presumed to be aware, and every government must take offi- 


cognizance of the fact that there is a revolution going on in 
the Island of Cuba; that hosts of armed men on either side of this 
oo a waging a war, some say of extermination, cer- 
tainly of astation, in that lovely isle. We must take cogni- 
ma =o ing government in Spain, These facts are un- 
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cording to the methods recognized among civilized 


while they admit and concede, at least so far as the Senator from 
Delaware is concerned, that they will have no nding force, and 
refer to the Executive as the ultimate authority to decide upon 
the question of belligerency, yet parade a multitude of facts from 
every quarter; facts that have no sort of bearing upon the issue 
before us; facts that would be discarded without the slightest 
hesitation if offered before the most ignorant justice of the peace 
to establish any matter of fact. Yet these facts are paraded with 
a great show of strength and dwelt on with great persistence to 
establish that very condition of things which some of them con- 
cede our declaration as to which amounts to absolutely nothing. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to know why we should make this 
declaration. If it is a declaration that binds nobody, if it is a dec- 
laration that has no force, why is it insisted upon with such per- 
tinacity? Why are we called on to review not only the history of 
the present insurrection, but to review the who pens history 
of the conduct of the last rebellion in Cuba, dating back nearly 
thirty years, commencing in 1868 and only winding up in 1878? 
bas J are the alleged atrocities of General Weyler paraded to the 

ublic? Why is Spanish history raked up from the time that 

orquemada tortured his victims to show the ferocious character 
of the Spaniards? Why is every incident of this kind dwelt upon 
with so much vigor, so much force, so much persistence, if it is 
not. to inflame the warlike passions of the American people and 
embroil us in a controversy with a friendly State? 

This is one of the reasons why I object to considering the ques- 
tion of belligerency on any other ground and from any other point 
of view than that sanctioned by international law. If we are to 
ps judgment at all upon this 8 we ought to do so, in the 

guage of the Senator from Delaware, deli tely, conscien- 
tiously, being well informed of every fact necessary to induce a 
correct conclusion and judgment in the premises. 

It is confessed that there are no facts of a character that would 
be called testimony in any sort of a court or before any sort of a 


. tribunal charged with the investigation of matters of fact, and |. 


yet we are called upon here to express a loose opinion, to give a 
conjecture, to make a supposition, to form a conclusion or a judg- 
ment without that degree of proof which induces a certainty of 
knowledge upon a matter of this gravity. Upon a matter touch- 
ing our foreign relations with a friendly power; upon a matter 
coming within the scope of 5 law, we have no right, 
in my opinion, to be expressing opinions of this grave character 
without the sanction and without the warrant of that sort of 

roof which the Executive himself must have before him in or- 
der to bring his mind to a correct conclusion upon the point at 
issue. 

Mr. President, I will revert somewhat to the position that I took 
yesterday in regard to the exclusive power of the Executive to 
pass upon the matter of fact of belligerency. It is only a matter 
of fact. Where do we get our information, and how do we get it? 
Whenever any information is desired in regard to foreign i 
a polite request is sent by one or both Houses to the President of 
the United States 1 him, if not incompatible with the 
public interests, that he shall give such and such facts as are re- 
quired. He may withhold the facts. He may think that the 
condition of affairs is such as not to warrant a publication of the 
facts. With him and solely with him rests the responsibility of 
ae pg! those facts or of giving them to Congress as he may 

t. 


see 
How, therefore, could we get the facts if the President consid- 
ered it to be incompatible with the public interests to give them to 
us, Shall we consider the tales that have been told in the news- 
papers; the blood-curdling statements that are incredible upon 
their face, the narratives of battles which never occurred? y, 
Mr. President, I do not believe that any sensible man, any con- 
scientious man, would in a matter affecting his own personal 
interests venture a judgment upon any such facts as have been 
a in the public press in regard to the conduct of the war in 
u 
We know thatthe pathies of our people go out to the Cubans. 
We know that a helping hand is held out across the Gulf of Mex- 
ico from the shores of our own Republic to those patriots. We 
know that sympathy runs there in a constant stream. We know 
as a matter of fact that in the present condition of mind of our 
people they are ready to grasp at any piece of evidence that is 
favorable to the Cuban cause and accept it as gospel truth. That 
baing the case, we ought to move with much more caution, with 
much more deliberation than if it were a case of belligerency in a 
country with which we had hardly any communication or with the 
efforts of whose people to achieve their independence we had but 
that abstract interest and abstractsympathy which the American 
popie feel for all nations ling to achieve their independence. 
in the matter of Cuba right at our doors, with publie sympathy 


ng out to those people on every hand, with our people prone to 


ve every statement hostile to Spain and favorable to the 
insurgents, isit possible that the Senate of the United States would 
take evidence such as is from the newspapers, given by 


overzealous correspondents and Cuban sympathizers, as establish- 
ing the facts upon which this t Government ought to act in a 
matter of this momentous kind? That is the sort of testimony and 


that is the sort of proof that is offered to prove the fact of 

Mr. President, in regard to ral, historic, undisputed facts 
the Senate of the United States andthe House of Representatives 
and the President take cognizance without proof; but in regard 
to those of a contested character we must get them from the ac- 
credited representatives of the United States in Cuba. I know 
of no other source unless the President of the United States send 
a special commissioner, charged with the duty of ascertaining the 
facts of the situation and report to the Executive. 

The Executive sent Mr. Mann with credentials as commissioner 
to investigate fully the situation of affairs in Hungary and report 
to the President of the United States. The declaration was made 
by President Taylor in his mi to Congress that if the facts 
justified it, if the Hungaran established a de facto govern- 
ment, he would immediately recognize that country as an inde- 
pendent 3 So it could be done in the case of belliger- 
ency just as well as in the case of a de facto government. I think, 
sir, it is absolutely necessary, before we pass upon this question, 
that we shall have such facts as will warrant us in coming to an 
honorable and a just conclusion in the premises. 

Mr. President, the range that this discussion has taken has em- 
braced a great many questions, and the resolutions themselves 
invite this broad range of discussion. As to the middle resolu- 
tion there can be no great objection toit} It is simply a resolution 


That Congress l destruction roperty caused 
war of — mg ped and er mp ery only 3 
tion of the contest, aoe in the interests of Spain, the people of Cuba, and 
other nations, would in the establishment of a government by the choice 
of the people of Cuba, it is the sense of Co that the Government of the 
United States should use its good offices ‘and friendly influence to that end. 

I see no particular objection to that resolution. It only ex- 
presses a desire upon our part to use our good offices to brin, 
about the establishment of permanent independence in Cuba. It 
is an offer of friendly mediation. That offer may be rejected, but 
it certainly will not hurt the pride of Spain. It will —— 
any part of the international law should this resolution pass. It 

ects no relations as between the Cuban insurgents and the King- 
dom of Spain. It simply announces our iness and willing- 
ness to be a mediator in bringing about the cessation of hostilities 
and in attempting to establish, 8 our friendly aid, of course 
with the consent of Spain, a permanent republic in the Island of 
Cuba. As to the belief that it is the only permanent solution of 
the contest, it is held by most of the people of the United States. 
But whether it be so or not, there is nothing in this resolution of 
an offensive character, nothing whatever that would hurt the 
pride or insult the dignity of Spain or any other country to whom 
it might be addressed. 

I believe, in common, I think, with the majority of our people, 
that it isa matter of impossibility that the dominion of Spain 
should last in tuity over this island, 3,000 miles away from 
it. It is one of the richest islands, if not the richest, in the Car- 
ibbean Sea. In extent of country, in fertility of soil, in diversity 
of 2 it is unequaled in the islands of the West Indies. 
When that island becomes more populous, when it becomes im- 
bued through its length and breadth with the spirit of independence, 
in my opinion its independence is at hand. I do not think that 
there is, from the statistics, any showing that the Government of 
Spain derives any great revenue from the island. I believe it is 
rather a costly possession. But that does not concern the issue 
before us. It only goes to show that if the island is not remuner- 
ative to Spain, if it does not 1 money in her coffers, then the 
Spanish hold upon that island is rege Ga ee and consider- 
ing the character of the island, considering the distance from Spain, 
considering the proximity to the United States, and considering 
the influence always of our republican institutions, it occurs to 
me that the time is near at hand, not far removed in the future, 
when the independence of the island will be a thing accomplished. 

But in the meantime, Mr. President, let us hold fast to the pol- 
icy that has heretofore governed the United States. Our policy 
has been one of strict noninterference. We have governed our 
conduct in all our relations with foreign people strictly under the 
rule of international law, and have heretofore embroiled ourselves 
with no foreign power and have given none of them any just cause 
of complaint. 

There is no sort of parallel between the Southern Confederacy 
and the Island of Cuba. We had every single muniment of title 
to belligerency, and it was necessary on account of the commerce 
between Great Britain and the recognizing countries that they 
should recognize a condition of belligerency. We occupied a vast 
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territory. We gave battle in open field time after time, and blood 
flowed in torrents. We had a capital of the Confederacy and a 
capital of each State in the Confederacy. We had every single 
muniment laid down in international law from which foreign 
nations could rightly and 8 that there was a condition 


of belligerency existing in the Southern Confederacy. But in the 
eorrespondence of that time, in the laws laid down at that time 
by Mr. Seward and those who administered our affairs subsequent 
to Mr. Seward during the rebellion in Cuba under President 
Grant, we have built up a code of international law as to belliger- 
ence founded upon the doctrines of the text writers and the usages 
that obtain among the civilized nations, and we are estopped to 
assail that law. e are estopped to do any act against our delib- 
erate position assumed in regard to belligerency. 

Mr. CHILTON. Will the Senator from Louisiana permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHILTON. I understood yesterday a su tion to be 
made by the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE i. which was 
adopted by the Senator from Louisiana, that in the Prize Cases, 
in which was considered the recognition of the belligerency of the 
Confederacy, it had been decided that the President alone pos- 
sessed ba Latent to make an effective recognition of bellig- 
erency. t is too strong a statement of the effect of that opin- 
ion. The Prize Cases involved this question (and it tallies ex- 
actly with the proposition that I laid down yesterday), whether 
the ing Bear might for himself make a recognition of belliger- 
ency when it was necessary to doso in the disc of some other 
constitutional function which belonged to him. examination 
will show that the recognition of belligerency in that case was 
sustained under that clause of the Constitution which authorizes 
Congress to confer upon the President the power to call forth the 
militia to suppress insurrection. Congress passed certain statutes, 
one in 1795 and another in 1807, touching the subject. The de- 
cision of the Supreme Court in that case does not seem to be predi- 
cated on an independent prerogative existing in the President to 
recognize belligerency as to foreign nations, but it was under 
the constitutional clause to which I have alluded and his duties 
thereunder as Commander in Chief. Indeed,in that case it was 
not necessary to decide the question at all, as the facts show that 
Congress afterwards specifically confirmed the actions of the 
Frodon; which were treated as implying a recognition of bel- 

rency. 

. CAFFERY. Yes, sir; I am perfectly well aware that Con- 
gress ratified the action of the President of the United States in 
all warlike matters relating to the Confederacy. 

Mr. PLATT. But is there any instance in which Congress has 
ever undertaken to accord belligerent rights to anyone? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Does the Senator address that question to the 
Senator from Texas, or to myself? 

Mr. PLATT. Iam addressing it to the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir; there is no instance whatever where 
Congress has ever undertaken to acknowledge belligerency. 

Mr. PLATT. Sofar as I have been able to examine the history 
of Congress, it has never been done by Congress, 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator know, or can he cite any au- 
thority, or offer any reason which authorizes the Supreme Court 
of the United States to declare a question of belligerency? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I can offer no reason why the Supreme Court 
should recognize belligerency, because none can be adduced. The 
Supreme Court can not recognize belligerency. 

. ALLEN. I wish, then, to make this suggestion to the Sen- 
ator. Is not the . to declare or recognize the belligerency or 
political independence of a people purely a political question with 
which the Supreme Court has no concern? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is. 

Mr. ALLEN. Therefore anything that the Supreme Court may 
have said on that subject is mere words? 

Mr. CHILTON. No; the Supreme Court recognizes the fact 
that it is a question for the political department of the Government. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHILTON. But the point is to determine what constitutes 
the political department of the Government. I understood the 
Senator from Louisiana to claim that the Chief Executive of the 
country was vested with the exclusive jurisdiction to 5 
belligerency, and he quoted as authority the opinion in the Pri 
Cases. But I have called attention to the fact that the opinion 
referred to was predicated upon a specific clause of our Constitu- 
tion, to wit, that which governed the suppression of insurrection. 
It has no application to the recognition of belligerency of a for- 

country, people, or district. 

eI am making that suggestion I wish to call the attention 
of the Senator from Louisiana to another point. I understood him 
new A afternoon to criticise the ac of my analysis of the 
case of Kennett vs. Chambers, 14 Howard, which involved the ques- 
tion of the recognition of the independence of the Texas Republic. 


I quoted from memory mly, and stated that the deduction which 

would be naturally drawn from the decision in that case was 

that the duty of recognizing belligerency belonged to the treaty- 

making power; that is, the President and the Senate. Since the 

adjournment of yesterday I have looked at that case, and I find 

2e owing language, to which I desire to call the attention of the 
ator: 


Whether Texas had or had not at that time become an independent state 
was se eee for that department of our Government exclusively which is 
cha: with our foreign relations. And until the period when that Boyar 
ment recognized it as an independent state the judicial tribunals of the 
country were bound to consider the old order of things as having continued 
and to regard Texas as a tof the Mexican territory. And if we under- 
took to inquire whether she had notin fact become an independent, sovereign 
state before she was recognized as such by the treaty-making power, we 
should take upon ourselves the exercise o! litical authority for which a 
dzotastvely apon another depertinant, (hist Justice Taney in onnete eee 
ex ie 
CAE. 14 Howard, 50.) aa 9 

Mr. ALLEN. That is the point, if the Senator will permit me, 
to which I directed his attention, whether it is not purely a politi- 
cal Epone with which the Supreme Court has nothing to do. 

. CAFFERY. Clearly so. The Supreme Court did not pass 
originally upon the power and has never passed originally upon 
the power. The Supreme Court predicates its finding of belig- 
erency or not upon the finding of a political department of the 
Government, 

Mr. ALLEN. That is right. 

Mr. CAFFERY. And that is all, 

Mr. HOAR. Just as they did in the Rhode Island case as to 
the question, which is the true government of a State? That 
occurs every day upon the question, which is the true government 
of a State? 

Mr. ALLEN. That is a rule without any exception whatever. 

Mr. CHILTON. That is the same question which arose in the 
seal-fisheries controversy, and is a question for the political depart- 
ment of the Government. 

Mr. CAFFERY. There is no great difference between the Sen- 
ator from Texas and me. Chief Justice Taney lays down the 
proposition in 14 Howard, in unmistakable language, that the 
recognition of independence—not the serene ee of belligerence— 
belongs exclusively to that department which has charge of our 
foreign relations. In another part of the decision quoted by the 
Senator from Texas there is a kind of loose expression of a general 
character that would seem to place this power in the hands of the 
treaty-making department. e treaty-making department of 
the Government is the Executive and the Senate. , therefore, 
the Senator from Texas is right in assuming that this latter clause 
of the decision which he quotes conveys the proper law, then a 
concurrent resolution by the House of Representatives and the 
Senate is ultra vires. 

Mr. CHILTON. The Senator from Louisiana must excuse me 
for interrupting him. I do not wish to be misunderstood. I 
merely called attention to that decision to show the lack of uni- 
formity of judicial opinions on that question. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Recently. There is no decision, however, go- 
ing to the extent of even intimating that the power to recognize 
belligerence belongs to any other than the treaty-making power 
or the executive department. 

Mr. CHILTON. The Senator would have understood my con- 
tention on that aes if he had read my speech. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senate is included under the head of the 
legislative department. That is the expression used in those 
opinions, but the House of Representatives has nothing to do 
with the treaty-making power, it has nothing to do with the ap- 
pointment or confirmation of ambassadors, and it is only from 
this expressed power that you can imply the Pe to recognize 
belligerence. e express power is to appoint ambassadors; the 
express power is to make treaties. The implied power from these 
express powers is to recognize 5 or belligerence. If 
therefore, that be so, the House of Representatives is excluded. 
ec any participation whatever in a resolution recognizing bel- 

erency. 

r. President, these resolutions, after expressing this kind hope 
that Spain will listen to our overtures of mediation in regard to 
the establishment of a permanent independent government in 
Cuba, go on and they contain a threat of war: 

Resolved, That the United States has not intervened in struggles between 
any Euro’ Governments and their colonies on this continent; but from 
the very close relations between the le of the United States and those of 

ba, in consequence of its proximity and the extent of the commerce be- 
tween the two peoples, the present war is entailing such losses upon the 

le of the United States that Congress is of opinion that the Government 
of the United States should be prepared to protect the legitimate interests 
of our citizens by intervention, if necessary. 

I understand the word intervention,“ as used here, to have its 
proper signification as pet to any interference by one govern- 
ment with the affairs of another government, and under that 
meaning the intervention spoken of here is an implied threat of 
war, for prima facie intervention is a declaration of hostilities. 
No nation upon earth ever permits another nation, from what 
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cause soever it may be, to interfere with its independence; and 
when you interfere, whether it is for business purposes, as this 
resolution declares, or for any other purpose, it is prima facie a 
hostile act. Hall’s International Law, chapter 8, section 88, reads: 
Intervention takes place when a state interferes in the relations of two 
other states without the consent of both or either of them, or when it inter- 
feres in the domestic affairs of another state ively of the will of the 
latter for the p of either maintaining or altering the actual condition 
of things within it. Prima facie, intervention isa hostile act, because it con- 
stitutes an attack upon the independence of the state subjected to it. 


This, in my opinion, if there were no other reason in the body 
of these resolutions, affords ample ground for 0 Somes pi to them. 
Prima facie, the intervention spoken of here isa hostile act; it isa 
defiance cast in the teeth of Spain that whenever we think our in- 
terests require we shall be prepared to intervene, if necessary. 
We therefore set up to judge independent of the will of Spain, 
without consulting Spain in the least, to intervene in her affairs 
in the matters affecting her internal polity, in matters affecting 
her insurgent provinces, whenever we think itis necessary. That 
e a ee menace of war; that is a constant declaration of 

ostility. 

The ony ground which is sanctioned under international law, 
so far as I have read it, is a matter of pecuniary interest or isa 
matter of self-protection. 1 do not know that international law 
sanctions intervention in the affairs of a foreign country for the 
purposes of pure humanity, nor do I believe that that doctrine may 
sanction broadly interference on that ground. There has been but 
one interyention in the history of the world on account of pure 
humanity that I know of. There the powers of Europe, stimu- 
lated by the halo of glory encircling the most celebrated state of 
antiquity, to which modern civilization owes a debt it can never 
pay, intervened in behalf of mankind—of humanity. The case 
was that of Greece. That is the only instance I know. This 
writer upon international law states the fact that that is too slight 
a ground on which to predicate or base a broad tenet of interna- 
tional law. 

From the speech of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON] yes- 
terday I will make this quotation in reference to intervention: 

The time may come when the United States will have 8 so powerful 
that they can lay down, as of absolute authority, rules of international action 
upon the American Hemisphere. With this 1 power will come the re- 
spo sibility of inter posing for humanity and liberty whenever the circum- 
stances require it. Such a policy will be, the legi te outgrowth of the 
Monroe doctrine, which will be developed to guard the peace and freedom of 
the whole Western World. 

Bat we have not yet reached that time. We are strong, very strong, but 
we are not yet so strong in com with ible adversaries that they 
will yield to our intervention without a mighty trial of arms. 

Iconclude from this extract from the very eloquent and forcible 
speech of the Senator from Texas that he is of opinion that inter- 
vention in the affairs of the Western Hemisphere by the United 
States will be justified whenever our 3 shall justify such 
intervention, and the Senator contends, or intimates, that this 
policy is the legitimate outgrowth of the Monroe doctrine. In 
neither of those propositions do I a; with my distinguished 
friend. I do not think that the United States can afford to estab- 
lish a rule to govern her action in regard to interference in the 
affairs of states of this Western Hemisphere other than the ground 
established by the common consent of the civilized states as form- 
ing part of the code of international law, and I believe that such 
a step as that would be a flagrant violation of the rule of conduct 
which binds us internationally to observe toward all other nations 
that noninterference, nonintervention, in their affairs as obtains 
now; that the question of our strength, the question of our power, 
has nothing whatever to do with the matter of intervention or 
nonintervention. Iunderstand, then, from this doctrine, as enun- 
cia ed by the Senator from Texas, that he places the question of 
aah eos purely upon the ground of ability to make your inter- 
vention good. 

Mr. President, there are stronger grounds why we should not 
intervene based upon the moral tenet of this international law 
than any possible ground for intervention based upon the preten- 
sion of power. 

I contend further that the principle enunciated has nothing 
whatever to do with the Monroe doctrine. The Monroe doctrine 
was founded, and is founded to-day, upon the principle of self- 
protection, and one of these writers, Mr. Woolsey, in his edition 
of Hall, lays it down that the question of intervention is one of 

litical expediency whenever the power intervening thinks its 

ustitutions, thinks its safety, in peril. There can be no pretext 
whatever in regard to Cuba that we have or will have a right to 
intervene and set up our law or our pretensions in the premises, 
whatever they may be, on the ground of any fear that our insti- 
tutions will assailed or endangered by any internal struggle 
going on in that island. š 

If the power of the United States and its example are to spread 
over these contiguous countries, it must be upon the wings of 
peace, and not upon the pinions of war. The beneficent example 
of the United States has already been courted and followed in the 


establishment of republics south of us, and, as in the opinion 
that I expressed a while ago, will be established in the Island of 
Cuba at no very distant day; but whenever we set up a doctrine 


of force and strength we invite that which the United States has 
always deplored—a foreign war; and however much the people to 
the north of us and the people to the south of us may desire repub- 
lican institutions, the very moment that we make an aggressive 
war upon the powers holding those provinces to the north and to 
the south and in the Caribbean Sea we bring about a spirit of 
animosity and hatred, even in the countries in whose behalf we 
interfere, that will do away with all the beneficent and benign 
effects of republican institutions working their own way along 
the smooth pare of peace. 

Mr. President, I have extended my remarks on this subject quite 
as far as I now propose to go. I will state before I close that I 
have the profoundest sympathy for the struggling people of Cuba; 
I have the profoundest respect for all obligations, national and in- 
ternational; I have the profoundest regard for the welfare and the 
feelings of all nations with which we are at peace. I would not 
wantonly and oper aie bring about a breach of friendly rela- 
tions between the Uni States and the humblest of the powers 
of the earth. I would respect the rights of all; I would resist 
encroachments from any 

In order to square and reconcile our sympathies in behalf of a 

ple struggling for their liberty with the requirements and ob- 
igations of international law, I think we ought to content our- 
selves with a declaration of sympathy, just such as was embodied 
in the resolution offered by the distinguished Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. WHITE], and permit this great moral entity, this great 
code of international law, to pursue its way unobstructed and invio- 
late from any infraction or violation of its ordinances on our part. 
If there be a case of belligerence in Cuba, the President has or 
can have the evidence to baste Al his recognition of it. With him 
is the power and the responsibility. I am willing to place, where 
the Constitution, in my opinion, has placed, the exercise of this 
Spe rh function in the hands of the Chief Magistrate of our 
public. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I had intended to address some re- 
marks to the Senate on this question, but I heard the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] say during the morning hour that those 
who are opposed to the resolutions have not yet had sufficient op- 
portunity to be heard. I shall therefore decline to occupy the 
floor to-day, in order that I may give the opponents of the resolu- 
tions ample opportunity to present their views to the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the advocates of imperialism and 
the continuance of European authority and power upon this hem- 
isphere,and especially in the Island of Cuba, have maintained that 
33 under various guises. The honorable Senator from 

uisiana [Mr. e the proposition upon the idea 
that the people of the United States are bound by some opin- 
ions of writers opon customary proceedings between nations, 
under some idea of an international code, that says to the people 
of the United States, when the interests of civilization are con- 
cerned, when the traditional policy of the United States is set 
aside and counteracted, when all the sentiments and opinions of 
the people of this country are outraged, that they are forbidden 
by considerations of the co: uences of possible war from assert- 
ing that which is right, asserting the principles of humanity, and 
asserting the duty of nations to each other as we understand it. 

Such a proposition, Mr. President, is analogous to the case of a 
man who, passing along a highway, is thrown into the presence 
of an outrage upon some feebler person, of murder or of outragein 
its vilest form, and who, possessing the ability and power, passes 
on the ontside and says: ‘‘If my vital interests were affected I 
would interfere; I sympathize with you, but I will not interpose my 
hand and power at present for your protection.” We would say 
that that man was unmanly; that he was unworthy of respect and 
consideration. But the advocates of Spanish rule in the Island of 
Cuba undertake to say that what is honorable and humane in an 
individual in the collective body of the people is dishonorable; 
that it must be governed by some fancied consideration of interest 
to the collective body, and the promptings of a manly, courageous, 
religious, humane, civilized spirit can find no place in the public 
policy of a people. Sucha oponon bas no warrant in any of 
the authorities which have been read here. They have no refer- 
ence to such a condition of things; they have no reference to the 
duty which is imposed upon a sovereign State to subject her poli- 
cies and her conduct to the highest considerations of humanity 
promoting civilization. 

The honorable Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON] alluded yes- 
terday to the results of war upon the progress of this country 
toward a higher civilization. e progress which a policy noy 
in the interest of peace would make would be a pro; s towa 
an ignominious condition of society, a progress toward an unman- 
liness and the education of our American people intoa race whose 
hearts would be closed to all sympathy with the higher and the 
better interests of civilized man, In this case of Cuba there is no 
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excuse for hesitation or doubt, The polisy of this Government 
i te 


has been proclaimed in a series of S papers which have re- 
ceived the approval not only of the legislative department, which 
is the supreme power in this country, but also of the executive 
branch of the Government. Iwill attention to what has been 
the utterance of the executive de ent of this Government, 
confirmed and sustained by tke legislative department, and that I 
may not occupy too much of the time by reading these extracts 
from the State eee Iwill print them, by leave of the Senate, 
as a part of my remarks. 

We do not speak to the Senate here, it must be understood, but 
we tothe RECORD; we speak to that large, that greater, body 
than the Senators who vacate their seats when questions of public 
concern are considered; we speak to the American people, that they 
may be aroused to consider and decide the policy and the condi- 
tions with which the public power should be exercised in respect 
to the struggle of the Cubans for free and independent government. 

This is a question which is second in importance to none which 
hasevercome beforethisbody. Itis but the prelude to that greater 
organization which was called into life by that distinguished citi- 
zen of the United States who has passed into the shades of eternity, 
the Hon. James G. Blaine, when the Pan-American Co st 
only congress of the republican States, the republics of North and 
South America, thathas ever been convened, wasorganized. This 
is the prelude of that confederation of the American republics 
which will assert the power of the people, the enlightened and in- 
pong poli, over all the policies of this Government and of all 
the icas. 


In Executive Document No. 93, of the first session of the Thirty- 
ninth Congress, the following statement will be found: 


gaa ? Have — Bae yet Aap Sarkans and accepted them? 

but disappointment upon ppointment and disaster upon 
disaster ted from their rehensions? After near four hundred 
years of such disappointments and is the way of Providence in re- 


to America so mysteri. 
essed? Columbus, it was said, had given a new world to the 
Richeliou o pied a fortified nee portion . 
eliou occu: an a 
Rare — Gulf Ne Mexico to 5 pry eae 
t appendage e crown er sovere’ 
3 here surpassing by a hundredfold in 
? To whom have those vast d. „with those founded by the 
ese, the Dutch, and the Swedes, been resigned but to American na- 
colonists and exiles, who have come hither, 
ion, and the virtues of Europe? 
on this continent? Has it not 
been more bene: itself an domi- 
nation, if it had been possible. could have been? The American nations which 
have grown up here are free and self-governing. They have made themselves 
so from inherent vigor and in obedience to absolute necessity. Is it ble 
for European states to plu them again into a golonial state and hold them 
there? ould it be desirable for them and for Europe, if it were possible? 
The balance of power among the nations of is maintained not with- 
out numerous strong armies and nent conflicts, while the sphere of po- 
litical ambition there is bounded by the ocean which surrounds that conti- 
— — 4 — — be agen to . if this vast ee 
populations, r resources, forces, once 
brought within that sphere? 
* * 


* s s . s 
“On the contrary of all these suppositions, is it not manifest that these 
American nations were called into existence to be the home of freemen; that 
Pat that telaga and all te responsi „ 
t u es ~ 
drawn, to the relief and benefit H 


and z 

That is the 1 which was declared by Mr. Seward and which 
has been reiterated in every Administration of this Government: 
that was the declaration of the United States to France when rec- 
ognizing the Juarez Government. While it was a fugitive and 
had been driven from Mexico the United States recognized it and 
demanded that the French army should retire and the French 
occupation be withdrawn from Mexico. Why, then, talk about 
the policy of this Government when that instance stands here? 
The Juarez Government was a rebellious government, asserting 
republican government against the power of the Maximilian Gov- 
ernment, which had been established by arms and recognized by 
the theretofore legitimate authority of Mexico. In this language 
the United States declared to France that this was the home of 
freemen, that they recognized the Republic of Mexico and the 
Government of Juarez, although fugitive and without organiza- 
tion, and demanded upon this proposition that the army of occupa- 
tion should be withdrawn by France. Why, then, do the advo- 
cates of monarchy and the preservation of j honnak rule in Cuba 
assert that there is no p nt for this action on the part of the 

of the United States? 

The Senator from Louisiana and other Senators have alluded to 
the declarations in 8 of the outrages committed. I 
find in ths records of the State Department, furnished by the 
minister of the Republic of Mexico, the distinguished and able 
and worthy representative of that people at that time, Mr. Romero, 


newspaper extract after newspaper extract presented to the Ameri- 
can people, and presented by the Department of State to the Con- 
of the United States for its proper influence with them in 
etermining the public action of this body in respect to the recog- 
nition of the Juarez Government. 

But, it is asked, what have these instances of outrage to do with 
the question of the recognition of Cuban rg pare i! Mr. Pres- 
ident, is not the protection of our citizens a legitimate subject of 
consideration? ence comes this idea that the question of out- 
rage upon the American people is not to be considered by the Con- 
ste of the United States in according recognition either of bel- 
igerency or of independence to a government? Whence this idea 
that if our people are not safe in contact with that power upon our 
own shores that we have 8 to bring these instances to prove 
that condition of things. to w that citizens of the United 
States are not safe, even when protected by treaty stipulation, un- 
der the Spanish Government in that island. 

Surely there can be no force in these propositions. Surely the 
American people will understand that the protection of the citi- 
zen who has a right under treaties to visit foreign lands and to 
en: in commerce and business there constitutes a necessity for 
the civilization of the world and for commercial intercourse; and 
if e ads Peo outrage is committed upon citizens of the United 
States uld it not be a subject of consideration and should it 
not influence the action of the Congress of the United States? If 
there be a country within our reach where it is desirable for us 
to have, and where under treaty stipulations we do have, relations 
of commerce, should we not act in protection to our people? If we 
find it when there is a formidable revolt there, when there 
is a revolt which has sufficient nence and stability to indicate 
the probability even of its success, should we not say, Here 
are the elements of strength; here is a condition of things requir- 
ing the protection of American interests, commercial interests, 
personal interests, interests of civilization”? And should we not 
recognize the fact that here is a revolt where there is a probability 
of success, and when sufficiently promoted a case proper for rec- 
ognition of independence to be accorded to them? 

Let us see as to the condition of things, and as to the probability 
of the truth of the statements which have been made a Cer- 
tainly no one can question the proposition that facts, cireum- 
stances, events of continuous nature, showing the character of a 
person or of the people of a State, give color and probability to 
other occurrences similar in character. When you can place your 
finger upon a particular individual, and you yourself, being a 
son of ter, will say to epus functionary or to the Con- 
23 of the United States, I know this secs to be reliable; I 

ow his character, and he states certain facts which correspond 
with the established course of history in relation to that people,” 
there is evidence equal to any which can be produced. 

Now, let us see what is the condition of thin gs in reference to 
the Island of Cuba. What is the condition in reference to the 
possibility, the probability, of its maintaining its ind dence 
and asserting a government for itself? I find herein this book, 
Manning’s Law of Nations, the . taken from 
Wheaton's Elements of International Law. a which, though 
merely the opinion of one man, is yet an enlightened opinion and 
carries its weight with it: 

The deplorable strife in Cuba continues 

This was in 1878— 


without any marked change in the relative advantages of the contending 
forces. The insurrection continues, but Spain has gained no superiority. 
Six years of strife give the insurrection a significance which can not be 
denied. Its duration and the tenacity of its advance, together with the 
absence of the manifested power of repression on the part of Spain, can not 
be controverted, and may make some positive steps on the part of other 
powers a matter of self-necessity. 


Here is an opinion after eight years of prolonged war, of pro- 
longed efforts to suppress this insurrectionary insurgent power in 
the Island of Cuba. It is the opinion of a publicist, the opinion 
of one of the text-books upon the subject of international law 
which is so much cited here, if there be such a thing, which there 
really is not, it being nothing more than the consent of publicists 
and the action of nations from time to time in reference to it. 

The Senator from Louisiana | Mr. Carrery| spoke of interven- 
tion as a hostile act. Among the subjects which are mentioned 
as creating a proper oecasion for interference by a government, 
following this note, this writer, Manning, in a late book of author- 
ity on these subjects, says: 


The concession of such rights may, at a certain epoch in the strife, be 
claimed both in the interests of humanity and of neutral ; therealways, 
ind arrives a moment at which such a concession is made (as in the case 


rn ction in the United States) by the 3 
from which the revolt takes place. The main difficulty is found in ascertain- 
ing the moment proper for what is called recognition of be! 
must be neither so premature as to embarrass a friendly government 

what may prove to be only a transien displa 


order or treachery, or so dilato; 
cruelty inciden: 
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for de the moment at which interference for belligerent. purposes 
5 became a subject of earnest controversy during and 
after the late American civil war. 


Mr. Dana, in a note to his edition of Wheaton’s Elements, says: 


To decide whether the recognition was uncalled for and premature re- 
quires something more than a consideration of apg wat facts and. the 
overt and fo: acts of the Deere eg 
and entitled to consider the preceding 


sion, either upon a test case that arises or by a 8 prospective decision; 
while, on the other hand, if it makes the recogni 
to the cion of an unfriendly purpose to the parent state. 

t rights is not solely to the advantage 


rs at sea, and to exert all N known 
ey can obtain 

abroad loans, military and naval materials, and enlist men, as 3 every- 
owlegged. 


These are the grounds upon which, according to those writers, 
the laws of nations allow and justify a recognition. 

Generally speaking 

Says Mr. Dana, in his edition of Wheaton, part 4, page 187, of 
Mr. Manning's book 
the occupying 


1 

“3 is 8 — occupied wheats is actually p! 
of the hostile army. The occupation only extends to those 
this authority is established and can be exercised. 

We see, therefore, by these authorities that occupation of a coun- 
try is when force is asserted, force either in the absence of adequate 
attempts to suppress it by the nation of established authority, or 
by the superior force of an insurgent and rebellions power. 

Look at Cuba! What is the condition? What was the condi- 
tion for ten years up to 1879? The records of the State Depart- 
ment which I have here before me establish it. I shall not take 
the time to read copiously from them, but will publish them in 
my remarks, 

ey assert that at every point except in the fortified towns and 
seacoast cities the Government of Cuba maintained its power during 
that entire period of time. That is the assertion of our own con- 
sular authorities. But what was the condition? What is the 
condition now? Let us see for a moment what justification have 
we, what demand have we to interfere, to intervene. I wish the 
resolutions were more positive than they are. I wish the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives with respect to intervention 
was in the form of a joint resolution and imperative. Why? Be- 
cause it is for the interest not only of the United States, but of Spain, 
that the contest should be terminated by the establishment of a 
free government, because nothing but disaster to that ancient 
Government, to her internal civilization, can occur by the pro- 
traction of this struggle. If Mr. Seward is right, if Mr. Adams is 
right, if Mr. Cushing is right, if every Administration of this Gov- 
ernment has been right from the days of Mr. Monroe to the pres- 
ent time, that the dominion of despotic and arbitrary authority 
instead of republican government in the Island of Cuba and upon 
the Western Hemisphere is doomed to extinction, then there can 
be no doubt that this Government should adopt the manly and 
courageous policy and say so, friendlily but firmly, to the Govern- 
ment of Spain. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Florida allow me? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Suppose we do take the action in Congress that 
the Senator desires, which I understand is that we should inter- 
vene, and Spain refuses to grant an independent government to 
Cuba; what would he have us do then? 

I quite agree with the Senator from Florida that if the time has 
come when this Government for any reason ought to promote the 
establishment of an independent government in Cuba, if the Gov- 
ernment ought to exert its power and influence to that end, we 
ought to doitina 1 manly fashion; and I under- 
stand that means that if we intervene to the extent of saying to 
Spain that this Government has come to the conclusion that Cuba 
ought to be free and independent and Spain refuses, then we 
should aid Cuba and go to war to carry out that end. Now, I 
wish to know what the Senator thinks we should do. 

Mr. CALL. I will state what I think. The first action would 
be to say what Mr. Seward said to France, and then see what effect 
it has. The next step would be to repeal or modify our neutrality 
laws and allow the friends of freedom and free institutions in the 
United States who see fit to risk their lives, as they have done in 
every contest since the Republics of North and South and Central 
America have acauired freedom—the brave American men who 
wish to risk their lives in the defense of liberty and humanity 


to have an opportunity to do so. That will settle the question 
without any war, and settle it immediately—within ninety days. 
That is what I would do, 
Such an act is not in hostility to Spain, because it is an inevit- 
able fact that if the war continues see will be bankrupted, her 
t, 


people e e with an enormous and Cuba never will be 
subdued by her power. That island is 3,000 miles from Spain, 

and with a hundred million ple in this country who, despite 

imperialistic tendencies and the autocratic disposition of our pub- 

lic policies, are devoted to freedom, the maintenance of despotic: 
institutions in that country is impossible. 

These are considerations of public policy, a public policy which 
has been affirmed first in our Declaration of Independence, in which 
we invited that people to adopt the same course which we adopted, 
namely, the discontinuance of monarchical, despotic authority, 
although the nation whose control over us we objected to and from 
whose people we descended originated all our ideas of freedom and 
the principles of civil liberty which are contained within our Gov- 
ernment, our Constitution, and the customs of our country, al- 
though its government of its colonial possessions in the main has 
been li Some of her colonies are now in advance of the 
American Republic and the American people in all the public pol- 
icies that look toward the advancement and the comfort and the 
welfare of the masses of the people. Take the Island of New 
Zealand, and we do not compare with those English people in the. 
laws and policies and institutions which bring comfort to every 
man’s home and education to every child, is was the people 
against whom we revolted because of autocracy and despotism in 
their government. The power of the European nations everywhere 
on this Continent has been abolished except in Canada, where it 
has been maintained by the wisest public policy, where the powers 
of government are exercised in the interest and by the consent of the 
people of Shall we suppose that when on this Continent. 
the power of autocracy and European 8 and European 
institutions has been destroyed by the people themselves it is pos- 
sible as to the little Island of Cuba, right here upon our shores, for 
any force, much less that of Spain, to maintain a continued pos- 
session of the island? 

Now, these are considerations of public policy founded, as I said, 
upon our own Declaration of Independence, founded again u 
the declarations of every Administration that has ever controlled 
this Government, founded upon the express declarations, as I have 
read, of Mr. Seward to France when, after having acquired com- 

lete possession of Mexico, having obtained the formal assent of 

er people and her different forms of authority, having estab- 
lished complete power there and a government of their own, we 
recognized the insurgent government of Juarez because it was a 
republican government, when it was fugitive from its capital and 
had neither place nor standing except in the affections of the peo- 

le. At that time Mr. Seward addressed to the minister from 

rance the observations which I have read and which will be 
found in the record of the Department of State. 

I say, then, here is first the question of public policy, to which 
we are committed; that we should say to Spain that we feel com- 
pelled to accord not only belligerent rights. as the resolution does 
in a mere expression of opinion, but that in the opinion of Con- 
gress free government should be allowed to the people of Cuba, 
and that if necessary to prevent the further molestation of Amer- 
ican citizens the Congress of the United States suggests the pos- 
sibility of a necessity of intervention on its part. 

Mr. President, it is said that this isa mere expression of opinion; 
that it has not the force of law. But a mere declaration of opinion 
on the part of this body, reflecting the public sentiment of the 
people of the United States, is a potential fact, reflecting as it does 
the settled and public opinion, reflecting the deliberate judgment 
of the intelligent, thinking people of the United States. Thatisa 
power which conveys its warnings to all nations and to all peo le, 
not in a spirit of bravado, not that we can assert that w ich is 
wrong and untrue, but when we are right, when we are justified 
by sound and wise public policy in the interest of humanity, when 
we are justified by a sound public policy in the interest of the in- 
evitable future, every manly and just consideration concurs to 
give force and effect to a declaration of the opinion of the people 
of the United States as to any measure of public policy which is 
definite and settled. 

Mr. President, what is the condition now which demands action 
on the part of our people, which demands action by this body? 
The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] alludes to instances 
of outrage and condemns their being related here—here in this 
body, charged with the duty of protecting the American citizen 
anywhere; this body, charged with the duty, higher than the Presi- 
dent himself, of controlling his action in regard to treaties; this 
body which, with the mtatives of the people, is 
alone with the responsibility of war or peace. 

What is the duty? That een eee the great Gov- 
ernment of the British Empire, t for which all people honor 
it, that which makes.us all proud of our lineage and ia 
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that the subjects of Great Britain everywhere feel that her power 

is around and abont them, and all nations recognize the fact. 
Iam going to submit a letter to the Senate. I state that it is 

as good evidence as can be produced of a fact. I know the writer 

of the letter, though his name is concealed and will not be given. 

I know him to be, so far as any judgment can go from an acquaint- 

ance of some years, a truthful man. He writes from the midst 

of these things. 

Pee HALE. Of whom is the Senator speaking? I did not get 

name. 
5 55 CALL. His name I do not wish to give. I say I know 


Mr. HALE, I thought the Senator mentioned the name of this 
writer. 

Mr. CALL. No, I did not mention his name. 
mony that he is a good man, a truthful man, an honest man. 
believe his statement from my knowledge of him. If you were in 
court you would say from your knowledge of the witness that 
you would believe him upon his oath, and if three respectable wit- 
nesses shall testify it becomes competent evidence. The reports 
of our consuls become competent evidence. When a member of 
this body. certifies to a knowledge of a person and to his truthful- 
ness and worthiness of credit, it becomes reasonable evidence of 
the facts stated. I ask the Secretary to read the letter which I 
send to the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Senator WILKINSON CALL. 


HONORED AND DEAR SIR: One of those bloody deeds which raises the heart 
in horror and indignation has occurred just at the very gates of this city on 
last Saturday at the little town of Guatao. The Spanish have procured means 
to conceal it, but numerous testimonies from persons coming from the place 
the frightful news. 


FEBRUARY 25, 1896. 


way; but the Spanish cavalry was blind with r: 
telligen 
cific Cubans 


soldiers rose into the houses and pulled out the innocent dwellers to be sacri- 
ficed at the streets. Some were ordered to run, and when they did it they 
were shot in the back. It is reported among the dead a man 80 years old and 
another 75, who were unable to walk. A poor milk seller, who was cleansing 
the bottles for his trade, fell down by six bullets. At the houses where the 
soldiers found no men, but only women, they cried that some of those must 
be men under female ise for escaping capture, and the women were 
submitted to pec Jogger by them raising up their clothes and showing their 
sex. Some mem of the Red Cross in the place, who had gathered a 
wounded man, were threatened and deprived of him. The Spanish spent 
the night there, and during its dark hours some women have been violated. 

God and humanity must know this carnal feast. 

Some days ago a man in one street of Habana was charged by one Spanish 
soldier as e and amid a delirium of blood the man was sacrificed by 
67 bayonet wounds and 6 machete blows. The Spanish assured he was 

but all the Cubans in the city know that was only a common token of 
the Verocity and bloodthirst of his race. I have felt at my heart the need to 
make you know these facts. 

P. S.— To- dax two American citizens, reporters for your papers, have been 
arrested for asking news about this crime in the city of Guatao. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, that is a very shocking narration. 
The question is,Is it true? It is like these newspaper reports. 
No doubt the Marquis de Léme, who represents the Spanish Goy- 
ernment here, is not responsible for that. There is no doubt that 
the Spanish officials condemn that, but the question is, Is that the 
customary condition of things prerana ere? Has that Gov- 
ernment power to. protect the citizens of the United States? That 
is the question for us. I do not condemn the 2 5 7 5 minister 
for going into the papers here. It seems to me that it was right 
that he should do so, that there is no objection to appealing to the 

ublic opinion of the people of the United States when it is not 
Sane in an incendiary manner. But I say, if that is the condition 
of things under Spanish rule in the Island of Cuba, it is the impera- 
tive duty of this body, charged with the high responsibility of con- 
trolling the foreign relations of this Government, to say that the 
American flag shall protect with the power of its people its citi- 
zens and its interests in every land, and especially in Cuba, be- 
cause here in this correspondence I assert that Cuba, lying upon 
our shores, with immediate and constant intercourse between our 
ple and hers, is the proper and the necessary subject of solici- 
tats and of more than usual consideration in regard to our public 
connections and policies toward her. 
Now, let me see if that is true. Are the probabilities, are the 


corroborating evidences enough to satisfy anyone of the truth of 
the statements in that letter? Let me read a letter from Santiago 
de Cuba, written June 17, 1869. What happened then character- 
istically, when asserted b 
roboration from the condition of thin 
istics of that struggle and those peop: 


credible witnesses, now derives cor- 
then and the character- 
What better evidence 


I give my ee 


do you want than corroborative testimony? This is in the state 
ace of the United States. It comes 5 the acting United 
tates consul at Santiago de Cuba, A. 8. Phillips: 


SANTIAGO DE CUBA, June 17, 1369. 


My DEAR Wire AND CHILD: These are the last lines you will ever receive 
from me. In four hours I am to be shot, having been.captured by the Span- 
iards on the Island of Cuba, where the vessel ran, instead of going to = 
mouth, Jamaica, where I ship . Now, „I have no money to 
leave you, and I am so so: ling, as I leave you penniless; but you may 
get some by getting a good lawyer to sue the owners of the vessel for dam- 
ages. They en my life and deprived you of my support, and ought 
on. 

ill be a statement sent to the Government that he can see; there 
is also, I have been told, a contract in New York to land these men in Cuba, and 
if he can get hold of it you can get big es from them. The vessel's name 
was the Grape Shot, schooner, of New York; the owner’s names are Henry 
Wall, a surveyor of New York; one Le 1 a broker in the same place; 
one Slowmaker, a liquor dealer. All this can be found out in the New York 
eustom-house. Youcan get a good deal of money if ye get the right kind of 
a man to take hold of it. and enough to keep you for life. The time i getting 
short, darling. and if I could only see B and baby once more I could die 
happy. I have always loved you, darling, whatever you may think to the 
contrary; God knows it is true. For gon and only you, I have tried to get 
along and make you a good living. You have always been a and true 
wife to me, and, darling, do Torgiyo all the trouble I have ever given you, and 
meet me in heaven. Tell Smith that he must let you have some money to 
help you plong: tell him as a azim brother I entreat him to take care of you 
and my little boy. Ihave one kind friend here, a Mr. O'Callaghan. Darian, 
Ican not write more, my hand is sore. Tell Cousin Fannie and Aunt Olden. 
May God Almighty bless you and keep you and baby is my last and only 


prayer. 
Tell baby his father’s last prayer to him is that he never drinks one drop 
and be to his mother. 
After I am dead Mr. O'Callaghan will cut a lock of my hair, and my hand- 
kerchief, and send it to you. 
Jod by, darling. I command you to sue the owners. Call a witness, one 
William Craig, of Oliver street, New York, who was on the vessel with me. 
God bless you. 
Your affectionate and dying husband, 
CHAS. SPEAKMAN. 
Mrs. MAGGIE C. SPEAKMAN, 
Care of Capt. J. W. Weaver, Aurora, Ind., U. 8. 


This man, against the protest of the American representative, 
was shot to death, with his declared statement that he was ig- 
norant of the destination of the vessel, with the declaration of our 
minister that the vessel had the right under the treaty to enter 
with her contraband goods subject alone to capture, and with no 
right of imprisonment or of punishment, this American citizen 
appealing to his Government was shot to death. Here follows a 
long correspondence. If he had been an Englishman the guns of 
the English fleet would have thundered around Morro Castle in 
thirty days. Englishmen would have been proud that their Gov- 
ernment did not hesitate to incur whatever risks of war there 
might be instead of an ignominious peace. 

ut, Mr. President, that was not all. Here is Wyeth, a young 
man who ships for his health to the West Indies, protesting in 
the power and in the name of the American Government and its 
ministers that he had not engaged in any unlawful expedition, 
that he was not even informed of the destination of the vessel, 
that he was only a passenger. He was shot to death because 
they had caught the vessel entering into the Cuban waters and 
without any evidence of regs Scag with the insurgents. Here 
is a long correspondence in which a demand for indemnity was 
made, as Mr. Cushing says, and after a long time it was accorded. 
But what is indemnity in comparison with the life of an Ameri- 
can citizen? 

Mr. President, that is not all. Take the case of the Virginius. 
Fifty-three American citizens were put to death in violation of the 
provisions of the treaty, acknowledged afterwards in all the diplo- 
matic corr mdence. Here is a long series of letters from Mr. 
Cushing condemning the savage and unlawful and horrible act,” 
to use his expression. General Burriel, the officer who committed 
this massacre, was promoted because of his murder of American 
citizens, as Mr. ing calls it, one year after the occurrence, 
Here is the correspondence in the State Department, in which they 
demand an explanation, and having promised and having made 
reparation in money for the 53 American citizens, instead of sub- 
jecting this man to the processes of the law (Mr. Cushing says if 

e be innocent because he obeyed orders, let him submit to the 
tribunals and offer his defense), he was promoted—instead of being 
punished for the act of eternal infamy. 

Mr. President, do Senators talk about evidenceand aboutnews- 
paperstatements? Do they talk about’ band of insurgents? Here 
is the constitution that those people have established. But that is 
not all. Here is a long list of perhaps a hundred American citizens 
murdered, put to death, not taken with arms in their hands. 
Here is a case of particular atrocity of a Germanand an American 

ursued in the streets of Habana and the case of the poor man 
Speakman that I spoke of. Here is acase where a mandemanded 
to be put off the vessel ina friendly port. They refused him, and 
when they arrived in the port of Cuba the officer of the vessel, 
having discharged his cargo, forced him to leave because of a per- 
sonal culty. He was arrested and shot to death because he 
was an American, on the presumption that being there he had 
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engaged in some act of violence. It was enough that he was an 
American for him to be murdered. i 

But here is another case, a case which occurred in the streets of 
Habana, testified to by the British consul-general, in which an 
American and a foreigner walking along side by side were accosted. 
The American had on a blue necktie, and the English consul writ- 
ing here says that he was riding in his carriage, he saw a man 
chased by another one, his neck clothing torn from him, anda 

istol shot fired; that he opened the door of his carriage to take 
fim in, but before he reached the spot the Catalonian volunteers 
seized him and stabbed him to death in his presence, and he died 
because he had what they took to be the color of the American citi- 
zen, cok ys necktie, That is the testimony of the English consul- 

neral, 

5 5 the remarkable part of it is that in one of these cases there 
was a British subject molested, and immediately the Government 
of Great Britain sent a ship of war to the waters of Cuba for the 
protection of its citizens, and the consul notes the difference. 

Mr. President, here is justification for war, but I am not the 
advocate of war. No war is necessary and no war is possible. 
We do not want Cuba; we only want het ees ee when they have 
aright to it, to have self-government. e do not want to fight 
the battles of Spain, as our silence does with our neutrality laws. 
We want to give to the Cuban people the rights of war. We 
want to assert against the power of Spain and every other 
power the rights of humanity in the prosecution of the war. We 
want to say that the rules of regulated and civilized warfare shall 
be observed when prisoners are taken; that they shall be treated 
with humanity, and only confined until exchanged or released by 
treaty. That is all that weask. Why this objection to it? Do 
Senators pay inora will be war? War with that country? What 
commerce have we for Spain to prey upon? Our commerce is 
carried in foreign bottoms, and privateers could do us no harm. 
But there is no possibility of war. It would shake the dynasty of 
Spain to the ground in a moment. Wesimply demand the rights 
of humanity and justice to an organized revolution. We declare 
that there is a state of public war and accord to them the rights 
of belligerency, and demand humanity in the treatment of pris- 
oners. Why not? 

In the face of all this demonstration of opinion and all this tes- 
timony, are we toremain perfectly silent? that the part of pub- 
lic rpaney and of humanity? 

r. President, the questionis, What is this struggle in Cuba for? 
Whether it is just or unjust, whether wise or unwise, whether it 
be a patriotic or an unpatriotic war on their part, if there be a 
state of war, if there be a state of 19 85 55 hostility, if there be 
a probability of success and the establishment of a government 
of their own, it is our duty to recognize it; it is our duty to see 
that they have the same rights that any other people waging war 
would have. 

Now, what is their condition? Does any one doubt in the face of 
the fact here that there is a state of public war in Cuba? The 
decision of the Supreme Court has been alluded to here, where the 
Supreme Court decided that the fact was that the President of 
the United States having declared certain facts to exist, it thereby 
resulted as a necessary implication that there was a state of war 
and that belligerent rights existed. Is not that merely a declara- 
tion, whatever weight is to be attached to the opinion of the Su- 
preme Court, which, in my opinion, is only that which is given to 
the opinion of any other wise and sensible people?—because they 
have no power beyond the decision of the case which is before 
them. I repudiate the idea utterly that they have any autocratic 

ower. To-day they may decide one way, and to-morrow in asim- 
ilar case they may decide a different way. Congress is the su- 

reme legislative power over the Supreme Court and every other 

epartment of the Government to declare the law and to make the 
law. But,according to that opinion, whatever weight you choose 
to give it, is it not clear that when a state of facts exists which 
show there is belligerency, then those facts themselves demand its 
recognition? What is the state of facts in Cuba? Here was a ten- 
years war. Here was a war prosecuted in the face of these con- 
stant shootings and murders. Hear what our consul, Mr. Phillips, 
says: 

The merciless and barbarous way in which this war is carried on by Spain 


shocks every principle of humanity and civilization and demands an interfer- 
ence. 


There was, then, a state of war, so officially declared by our rep- 
resentative as a fact. - 

That was ten years . That was the war in which shortl 
afterwards the seven students were shot. Here is the correspond- 
ence with the United States and its minister deprecating the 
killing of the seven Cuban students in Habana and congratulating 
Spain that she had at last, using the words of Mr. Cushing, ‘‘ be- 
gun to awake to the barbarity, the infamous barbarity,” of that 
act by the pardon and the release of the remaining students who 
had been held. For what were they murdered? Simply for the 
demolition or injury or mutilation of a tomb or a statue or an 
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inscription, or something of that kind. They were boys, shot to 
death, and this young Speakman was only 20 years of age. Here 
the consul tells of his remonstrance. 

Here is a very singular thing. Here is Captain-General Dolce 
in the war of ten years doing what? Refusing to surrender some 
prisoners to be shot to death and murdered, and he was compelled 
to resign his office by the Catalonian volunteers and abandon 
the island. The captain-general under the authority of Spain 
was himself compelled to submit resignation because he had dis- 
satisfied these volunteers by his acts of clemency. 

Now, what shall we do in such a state of things? Here is the 
record in the communications of our own consular officers and 
our own ministers. Why deny, what motive for denying, that the 
Government of Spain is unable to maintain its authority even 
over its own forces in the Island of Cuba, and that the sentiment 
of the Spanish authorities prompts to acts of atrocious cruelty to- 
ward the American people and toward all others, and especiall 
to all persons of Cuban extraction in any way connected wi 
that „ and is such that the Government can not re- 
strain it 

What is the condition at present? There is an evidence of what 
the present revolution is. For ten years the Cuban people resisted 
the whole power of the Spanish Government, and according to 
their statements, 150,000 men left their bones in that island, and 
only when guaranties were given of self-government, complete 
and entire, did those people lay down their arms. 

Here is further evidence. Can we not see something from the 
light given by that to furnish food evidence of what the present 
revolution is? It does not follow necessarily because that was 
maintained for ten years that the present one will be maintained 
for ia length of time, but it renders it probable, it renders it 
possible. 

Now, what other facts come in? Here for twelve months a state 
of war has existed. Here is our consular report from Mr. ops | 
stating that the island is full of these insurgents, and if they h 
arms the whole population would join them. Is there no evidence 
in that statement? Here is an army of 45,000 persons. Here is 
Gomez traveling from one end of the country to the other; and 
no general of modern times has exhibited greater ability than this 
man, organizing a force without the recognition of any nation, 
organizing a force supplied with arms entirely from the private 
enterprise of the Cuban people, and maintaining the possession of 
four-fifths of thatisland, e oing backward and forward, 
crossing a wall of men, as Gener: eyler testifies, as he moves 
from one section or division of the island to another, and reaching 
the immediate precincts of Habana. 

Spain has sent 150,000 men, according to her report; but some 
Cubans deny this, and assert that neither in the last war norin 
the present war was there or is there such a force of Spaniards in 
the island. The Spanish army is on paper. Spain has not the 
means to send the forces which she pretends to have sent there. 
That is the opinion of Cubans. An intelligent Cuban was talking 
to me yesterday on that subject. But, however this may be, I do 
not wish to say severe things about the Government of Spain. I 
wish to deal with facts. That country has had an ancient record 
of honor and distinction for three centuries. She maintained a 
heroic war with the Moors and drove them out of Europe. There 
are very distinguished traits of character in the Spanish people; 
but it is idle to talk about their maintaining their attitude 8 
Cuba against the inevitable march of civilization. 

Events for more than two hundred years have marked the dis- 
appearance of Spanish power from this hemisphere. Why? Be- 
cause the facts which occurred in the war from 1868 to 1878-79 in 
Cuba have created everywhere among the people where they have 
been attempted a profound sentiment of detestation and hatred. 
It is because Spain has not gate the benevolent policies which 
have characterized England and other colonizing countries, and 
which have not characterized the Spanish Government. What 
man would there be with the soul of a man who would not, if liv- 
ing in Cuba, resent the shooting of those seven students because 
they were sup in some patriotic impulse to have mutilated 
the tomb of a Spaniard? It is strange to me that here in our Sen- 
ate, here among the American people, where bravery and courage 
and sympathy with oa and humanity are the great principles 
of public and private life, where we disgrace the coward and scorn 
a man who has no sympathy with ind, such facts should not 
move us to immediate and stern action. 

Is there any doubt about these records here for ten years? Your 
own archives confirm the stories of present atrocities and of 
present wrongs. How idle it is for Spain to talk here, with this 
growing peuple of 100,000,000 upon her borders, wedded to the 
sentiments of freedom of government. Here is even her own 
minister, as reported by General Sickles in his dispatches, sayin, 
When we are satisfied that the ple of Cuba are in favor of 
free government, we shall accord it to them,” acknowledging the 
inevitable course and yet denying that free government to Gaba. 

I ask why shall Spain burden her people with an enormous debt? 


3018 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 20, 


As well might she attempt to restrain the eruptions of Vesuvius; 
as well attempt to dam the mountain torrents; as well attempt to 
stop the tides of the ocean, as to prevent the progress of free opin- 
ion, the progress of free institutions, the instinct of the mass of 
mankind that they have a right to live, that they have a right to 
comfort, that they have a right to the education of their children, 
that they have a right to the privileges which belong fairly to 


every man, however we and potent he may be. You can not 
ater, that great mass and weight of opinion. we stand to-day. 

eare told that the President alone has this power. This impe- 
rialism, this tendency in our country to autocratic and aristo- 
cratic institutions, this interpretation by a life power in our 
Constitution to the effect that some one somewhere has power 
superior to that of the people in their aggregate and collective 
capacity, power superior to their representatives in this body and 
the other where the supreme representative power of the people 
is vested, should be checked. 

Senators do not appreciate the duty we owe to the American 

le. Wedo not recognize the fact that by our Constitution 
the power of 70,000,000 People is vested in this body as the lever 
and the restraining power in connection with the other House, 
this power being permanent, cautious, and deliberate; we do not 
the fact that in this vast power of 70,000,000 people 
there is nothing superior or equal to this body; that the legis- 
lative power is paramount and sovereign. What possible reason 
can be given for the idea that the President of the United States 
alone ean do what the House of Representatives, representing the 
people, and the Senate, representing the people and the States, can 
not do? hg N the President receives an ambassador, what can 
he do? He the power to do that without a treaty and admit 
him to the White House and talk to him. What more without the 
consent of this body? How idle then to talk in that way! What 
can the President, under the express language and meaning of the 
Constitution, do without the advice and consent of the te? 
He can propose treaties. What good will thatdo? He can admit 
an ambassador, receive his card at the White House, and nothing 
more. When atreaty with hisGovernment shall be made it must 
be with the advice and consent of theSenate. Suppose the Presi- 
dent issues a proclamation of war, and the Senate and House of 
ntatives say no, what will it avail? Where would he be 
if he persisted in defying the power of the Senate and House of 
Representatives? He would soon cease to be President by the act 
of the House and the final judgment of this body. 

We accord to the President of the United States and to his exe- 
cution of the will of Congress all respect; but how unwarranted 
the idea, upon what ground does it rest, that the President of 
the United States, without the ple, without Congress, in defi- 
ance of their will, may do anything. That is not so. That is not 
this scheme of government. This scheme of government is that 
the two Houses of Congress are the supreme legislative power, 
supreme over every y and over everything. To their will, 

ressed in proper orm, all dignitaries and all officials must bow. 

o President of the United States is not greater than the col- 
lective nation. Weare not greater than the collective people; we 
simply represent them. And what else? If we protect American 
citizens in Cuba; if we recognize the actual existing government 
there; if we assert that the rights of humanity belong to an in- 
surgent people there, whether they be citizens of the United 
States or not, and that when captured as prisoners of war they 
shall have the protection of the laws of war; if we say to Spain or 
to anybody else, or to Turkey in Armenia, If you persist in 
murdering and Sie ie a whole people, we will intervene with 
force and power,” will we not be justified? That is what Gen- 
eral Grant as President said. That is what he says in this corre- 
spondence; that is what his minister said, that unless these brutal 
outrages are stopped, unless other and milder methods are adopted, 
the United States may be compelled to intervene for the 3 
of her citizens, and in the interests of an outraged humanity. 

Why, then, this great hesitation about intervention? General 
Grant said that ten years ago; he said it with the authority of 
Congress. In use to an inquiry of Congress he communicated 
the declaration, and yet the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] read 
a part of General Grant’s message as if it were in condemnation 
of this resolution and this proposed action. So far from being an 
authority or precedent against this resolution, it is directly in its 
favor. The condition in which he declared such action must be 
taken has occurred and is now occurring, 

Those brutal outrages have not been 8 they have con- 
tinued. Here are many cases of arrests of American citizens. 
Here is the case of Rodriguez, an American citizen, reported by 
the American consul, arrested u suspicion and actually mur- 
dered by a harsh and severe confinement, an old man 70 years of 
age, the record of which is to be found in the report of your own 
n proofs and reports wh 

ce does it come multiply when 
case after case is mentioned of arrests of American citizens? 
Take the case of General Sanguilly, of which I have no evidence 


except general statements. We have demanded a record of his 
trial, and we understand it has been refused. He was an Ameri- 
can citizen sentenced for life to the accursed prison of Ceuta, 
which, with all others like it, ought to be wiped off the face of the 
earth by the action of all civilized peoples. He was subjected to 
arrest and imprisonment for months and sentenced for life, with- 
out a fair trial, upon suspicion alone, with no inquiry except an 
informal trial. pon your own consular authority, case after 
case is stated where such outrages have been perpetrated. 

The Senator from Louisiana talks about the want of evidence of 
these outrages and comments unlavorably on the Cuban people 
and the Senator from Ohio, defending the Cubans, read a letter 
from some person in Boston, which stated that these people had 
been kept in ignorance, that they were all mixed—mulattoes, 
negroes, all sorts of people. That is not true. I am very fa- 
miliar with some of these people. I personally know many of 
them. Therearesome of the beng gua and the most accomplished 
people among them to be found anywhere, versed in the differ- 
ent languages, with the peculiar sprightliness of the Latin inter- 
mixed with the oy aT a people charming in social intercourse, 
elegant in their habits; pg 3 of them are accustomed to large 
wealth, and yet you do not find in any country in the world a 
people abandoning their fortunes and their homes and sacrificing 
their lives as these people have done. 

They are martyrs to liberty and have a right to honor and respect 
from all men who honor heroism and the sacrifice of personal ease 
and enjoyment for porone and right and for the love of their 
country; they are of the martyrs whose blood is the seed of the 
church.” Polandis perhaps the only other instance equaling them. 
It is true that the Cuban generals lead a great number of people 
who have had no opportunity for education; but it is also true 
that they lead a mass of people who are penetrated with the idea 
of terrible ion. 

Read the accounts of shooting men down, and contrast the con- 
duct cf Gomez with reference to his prisoners with the conduct 
of the Spanish commanders, Gomez discharging them with the 
privilege of joining his forces or going back to the Spaniards, or 
releasing them on parole; while it has been common with the 
Spanish commanders. to have prisoners shot down, the excuse 
being made that they were shot while attempting to escape. 

I shall read at this point an account of a case of that kind, which 
is furnished by United States Consul Hall: 


SANTIAGO DE CUBA, August 13, 1369. 

T write you to advise of the horrible news that has spread through the town 
since the return of the Villaciara, which will take this letter. 

The facts are that on account of the departure of the prisoners Espin and 
Perez, physicians, Salvador Beni: jr., Ascencio, the two Collaros, one of 
the V. a, besides some intimate friends and relatives and a son of one of 
the Benitez, called Lico, by the same steamer for Bayamo, where, it was barge 
the prisoners were to be confron with an individual who them 
being in corr mdence with the insurgents, no guilt having been discovered 
in the proceedings 8 instituted in this city, a eget elgg og of per- 
sons went to the wharf to meet the steamer, it havin: been rumored 
that she would bring back the prisoners. I leave you to 
when they witnessed the landing of the escort and its commander and heard 
the report of the latter, that the prisoners had been shot between Jiguani 
and an encampment called Lorma de Piedra, by order of a colonel called 
Palacios, of the regiment of Antequera, without authority of any source 
whatsoever. He had shot, according to report, the persons who accom- 
—— the prisoners; they were Sinforiano Alvarez, Manuel 

tez, a mulatto servant of Perez, and even the horses that they rode. 


Here is a consular report. What do Senators think of that? 
That is not an isolated instance? Here are hundreds of them con- 
tained within the pages of this book which is a State paper of the 
United States. It would not be just to accuse Spain and all the 
Spanish authorities of these things, but it is just to say that it is 
the established condition of things there then and now, and that 
the power is wanting to suppress these hostilities, these cruelties. 
The decree of Valmaceda to shoot down all persons under 15 
years of age who should be found without a permit away from 
their homes has had its effect. It has been modified, it is true, 
but why? It has been modified because of this proceeding here, 
because the sentiment of our people will not permit it. 

If these facts are not true as to the treatment of people there, 
why is not their falsity demonstrated? wiy is it not 3 
our diplomatic representatives? No, Mr. ident, the reco 
of our Government conclusively prove that the facts are as we 
have stated, that the traditional policy of this Government in re- 
spect to Cuba has been described, and that Spain has been notified 
that the Cuban people have maintained this war for ten years, 
from 1868 to 1878; that they established a form of government. 
Here it is. Here is their constitution [exhibiting], similar to our 
own, though not full in its details, as, indeed, could not be expected 
under the circumstances in which it was formed. 

They have again revolted. For twelve months they have main- 


ine their horror 


tained their war successfully; they have not been su „an 
the same cruelties and the same arbitrary authority which at- 
tended the war from 1868 to 1878 have characteri this war. 


The Spanish authorities are meeting with no success; Gomez and 
Maceo traverse the island from one end to the other continuously, 
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Notwithstanding the cruelties and severities and the attempted 
suppression of this insurrection, it still increases in force, in 
vigor, and the sympathies of the people of the United States and 
their active assistance it seems impossible to prevent. Every day 
there are enlistments and attempts to cross the Gulf of Mexico to 
the Island of Cuba for the purpose of taking part in this war. 
The American ple are determined that there shall be no acts 
of cruelty or inhumanity perpetrated upon the people of Cuba in 
close proximity to the people of the United States. I venture to 
say that if in Mexico that condition of things was to occur, this 
people would awaken not only to remonstrance but to active in- 
terference, and I say so because here in this report of the Secre- 
tary of State to the Congress of the United States it appears that 
the Mexican minister, Mr. Romero, of whom I have ken in 
terms of compliment, which he deserves, communicated to this 
country constantly the cruelties which had been perpetrated upon 
the people of Mexico, and these formed the subject of remon- 
strance even to the powerful Government of France at a time 
when the United States was comparatively disabled by the exer- 
grt nog e pk verano il war between the States. 

We have upon all these grounds an established traditional dec- 
laration of the public poney of the United States in reference to 
the Island of Cuba, and it would be unmanly and disgraceful for 
us to go back upon this public policy, established and declared 
and proclaimed to Spain a hundred times in the pages of the offi- 
cial reports on the table before me. 

Talk about there being no war in Cuba, when for twelve months 
following these ten years 40,000 men, some with arms and some 
without arms, pass d and forward through the Spanish 
lines as if there were no lines there, coming within a few miles of 
Habana, and disa ing again. ‘ 

Mr. President, an tp is the duty of the United States, consider- 
ing Spain alone and her interests, considering the happiness of 
her people alone? Is it to permit her resources to be exhausted, 
to permit her people to be conscripted, her yo men and boys 
to be carried to that island to be destroyed by the uncongenial 
conditions of climate? Is it to our interest to permit a great pub- 
lic debt to be accumulated upon her? Is it to our interest that 
we should violate our traditional public policy? Is it to our in- 
terest that we shall withhold our expressions not only of ae 
thy but of encouragement to a people struggling to assert for 
themselves the power of self-government, and who have for so 
many years e such great sacrifices in order to obtain it? Can 
we not do this without committing any act of hostility? 

It seems to me that there is no prom of public policy, that 
there is no ground of reasonable public policy, of good sense, upon 
which we can fail to assert what our people have asserted time 
and again, that it will be the duty of the United States, if this war 
continues, if it is not brought to a close by Spain, to take such 
action ourselves as will bring it to a close. It is our duty to say 
to the people of the Island of Cuba who are struggling for free- 
dom that we not only sympathize with them, but we declare our 
belief that they have a right to their freedom, that they have a 
right to self-government, that they shall have all the assistance 
which fair and just neutrality accords, and if continuing that strug- 
gle interrupts the commerce of the country, preventing its devel- 

ment, interfering with our trade and our intetests—continuing 

is inhuman destruction of human life and property—if that 
shall continue to occur, we declare to them and to the world that 
we consider it the imperative duty of the people of the United 
States to interfere. ; 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I do not like to weary the 
Senate this afternoon by making any remarks upon the pending 

uestion. 
z Mr. CULLOM. Will my colleague yield to me? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is now after 4 o'clock, and I think it is hardly 
fair that the Senator should be expected to go on at this hour. 
With his permission, I will move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PALMER. That will be entirely agreeable to me. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I hope the Senator from IIlinois will not 

that motion. I have alittle billin my charge which I should 
e to have disposed of. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to yielding to the transac- 
tion of other business. 

NEW ORLEANS PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate 
for the present consideration of Senate bill 2132. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2132) for the relief of 
settlers upon lands within the indemnity limits of the grant to the 
New Orleans Pacific Railway Company. It authorizes the New 
Orleans Pacific Railroad to relinquish any lands within the in- 
demnity limits of its grant, which by decision of the Land De- 

tof the Government has been awarded it. in favor of any 
settler entitled to the sent of entry under the laws of the United 
States who has been allowed to make entry thereof, or who has 
resided upon and improved the same for five years, and to select 


in lieu thereof an equal quantity of other lands, from any of the 
publie lands not mineral, and within the limits of its grant and 


not otherwise appropriated at the date of selection, to which it 
shall receive title the same as though ey. granted. 

Mr. 3 I inquire if that bill come from any com- 
mittee 

Mr. PASCO. The bill was reported by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands unanimously, and has had careful consideration by that 
committee. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. As the Senator from Florida has stated, 
the bill was favorably reported by the Committee on Public Lands; 
and, furthermore, I will state to the Senator from Illinois that it 
is recommended by the Interior Department. It is a small affair 
= there are about a hundred honest farmers who will be affected 

ry it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not make any objection tothe bill. I only 
wanted to know what the fact was, 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment. 

a as there not an amendment reported by the com- 
m 

Mr. oan CHARD. There was an amendment striking out the 
preamble. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question on striking out the pre- 
amble will be taken after action upon the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and S erro 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amend- 
ment 3 by the Committee on Public Lands to strike out the 


pream 

The amendment was agreed to. 

THOMAS F. LEAHY. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2187) to pension Thomas F. Leahy. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In the fourth and fifth lines the bill reads, 
“subject to the provisions and limitations of the Pension Office.“ 
ac eas “pension laws.” I move to amend the bill in that par- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, after the word Pension,” it is pro- 
—_ to strike out Office“ and insert “laws”; so as to make the 
ill read: 

Be it te., ý 

sate ma great, e a A 
and limitationsof the 5 ng laws, the name of Thomas F. Leahy, fate an un- 
assigned conscript of Vermont Volunteers, and pay him a pension ut the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

ee ee reading 
e bill was ordered to be engr for a third ing, read 
the third time, and passed. é 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreein 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bi 
5 — R. 5564) authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern Railway 

ompany to construct and operate a railway through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes. 

CONDEMNED CANNON FOR MISSOURI CONFEDERATE HOME. 


Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (S. 2482) 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Navy to loan two 
condemned cannon to the Confederate Home of Missouri, located 
at Higginsville, Lafayette County, Mo. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN UTAH. 


Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 2037) to provide times and places for holding terms of United 
States courts in Utah. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments. 

The first amendment, was in section 8, line 6, after the word 
‘‘reside,” to insert or where the cause of action arose”; and in 
line 11, before the words “of said divisions,” to strike out all“ 
and insert both“; so as to read: 

civil suits not of a 
either of said divisions, against a single def: defend- 
ants reside jn the same division of said district, shall be brought in the divi- 
sion in which the defendant or 
— 5 F 


in the 
Utah, in 
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such suit may be brought in either division: and all mesne and final 


subject to the provisions of this act issued in either of said divisions may be 
served and executed in either or both of said divisions, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, in line 15, after the word 
“reside,” to insert or where the cause of action arose”; so as to 

All issues of fact in civil causes triable in any of the said courts shall be 
tried in the division where the defendant, or one of the defendants, reside, or 
where the cause of action arose, unless by consent of both parties the case 
shall be removed to some other division. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PIPE LINES OVER PUBLIC DOMAIN. 

Mr. CLARK, I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 

i 2032) to grant right of way over the public domain for pipe 
es. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, after the words 
„United States,” to insert ‘‘situate in the State of Wyoming out- 
side of the boundary lines of the Yellowstone National Park”; so 
as to read: 

That the right of way through the public lands and reservations of the 
United States situate in the State of Wyoming outside of the boundary lines 
of the Yellowstone National Park is hereby granted to any pipe-line company 
50 corporation formed for the purpose of transporting crude or re 


e 

Mr. CLARK. With the concurrence of the committee and the 
Senators from Colorado, I wish to move an amendment to the 
amendment. After the word “situate,” in the committee amend- 
ment, I move to insert the words in the State of Colorado and.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “situate,” in the committee 
amendment, it is proposed to insert the words in the State of 
Colorado and”; so as to read: 

Situate in the State of Colorado and in the State of Wyoming outside of the 
boundary lines of the Yellowstone National Park. 

Mr. PASCO. Is the effect of the amendment to the amendment 
simply to extend the same privileges to the people of Colorade? 
Is that the purpose of the amendment? 

Mr. C K. That is the effect of it. 

Mr. PASCO. I have no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The anaes ag is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Wyoming to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, in 
section 1, line 8, after the word“ refined,” to strike out and dul 
organized under the laws of any State or Territory“; so as to read: 

ion formed for the of tra rt- 
„ whic met have filed or may hereafter file with 
the Secretary of the Interior a copy of its articles of incorporation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 17, before the word 
“located,” to insert the word so”; so as to read: 

Provided, That no such right of way shall be so located as to interfere with 
the proper occupation by the Government of any reservation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 8, after the words 
„pipe line,” to insert if the same be upon surveyed lands and”; 
so as to read: 


That any company or corporation desiring to secure the benefits of this 
act shall within twelve months after the location of 10 miles of the pipe line. 
if the same be upon surveyed lands, and if the same be upon unsurvey 
— within twelve months after the survey thereof by the United States, 

e 


with the rt of the land office for the district where such land is 
located a map of its line. 
The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment was, in section 4, line 1, after the word 
“authorize,” to strike out such pipe line to occupy” and insert 
“the use of”; in line 4, before the Word construction,“ to strike 
out the“ and insert its“; and in the same line, after the word 
“ care,” to strike out of said pipe line”; so as to make the section 


Sec. 4. That nothing in this act shall authorize the use of such right of way 
except for the pipe line, and then only so far as may be necessary for its con- 
struction, maintenance, and care. 

The amendment was to. . 
Mr. CALL. I wish the Senator from Wyoming would state 


what the 8 ipe lines are for. 
Mr. CLAR The bill grants the right of way for pi 
of transporting oi 


over the public domain for the purpose crude 
= p p , 


Mr. CALL. To whom is the privilege granted? Is it given to 


any particular company? 

Mr. CLARK. No. Itis granted to those who wish to take ad- 
vantage of it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PASCO. Isuggest that the title be amended so as to show 
as to what States the bill applies. 

The title was amended so as to read. A bill to grant right of 
way over the public domain for pipe lines in the States of Colo- 
rato and Wyoming.” 

BRIDGE ACROSS SULPHUR RIVER, ARKANSAS. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1722) to approve and ratify the construction of a 
bridge across the Sulphur River, in the State of Arkansas, by the 
Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read thé third time, and passed. 
SOPHIA D. CLENDENIN. 

Mr. CULLOM. Lask leave to call up the bill (S. 177) granting 
a pension to Sophia D. Clendenin. 

here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8 
before the word dollars,” to fill the blank by inserting the word 
“fifty,” and in the same line, after the word month,” to insert 
ein lieu of the pension she is now receiving”; so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of hia D. Clendenin, 
widow of David R. Clendenin, late colonel of Second Cavairy, United States 


Anay and brevet brigadier-general, at the rate of $50 a month, in lieu of the 
pension she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sophia D. Clendenin.” 

GEORGE M. BROOKS. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent that we may proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. 637) granting a pension to 
George M. Brooks. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension rolls the name of George M. Brooks, late private in 
Company D of the Sixty-ninth Regiment of Indiana Infantry 
Volunteers, and pay to him a pension of $15 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
REAR-ADMIRAL JOHN H. RUSSELL. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask that the bill (S. 1989) to authorize the 

yment to Rear-Admiral John H. Russell of the highest pay of 

is grade may be considered at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to know if there is any objection to 
striking out the preamble of the bill just passed reciting the offi- 
cer’s history. 

Mr. PLATT. It is not a preamble. Ibis in the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is in the body of the bill. This is a very 
meritorious case. Admiral Russell was avery gallant officer, 
I have answered the objection of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
If the Senator wishes to alter the lan , however, I will move 
to reconsider the votes by which the bill was ordered to a third 
reading and passed, and allow the bill to remain on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not care to interfere with the bill, but I should 
To to move to strike out so much of the bill as recites the officer’s 

istory. 

Mr. HILL. Ifthe preamble is so much more valuable than the 
bill, I suggest that the bill proper be stricken out and the pream- 
ble retained. 

Mr. CHANDLER subsequently said: I wish to make a correc- 
tion in the bill which has just been , by striking out in line 
8 the words “eminent and,” and in lines 16 and 17 the words and 
has never received any special promotion or advancement in num- 


lines | bers 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent, the votes by 
which the bill was ordered to a third reading and passed will be 
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reconsidered, and the amendment suggested by the Senator from 

New Hampshire will be made. The Chair hearsno objection; and 

the amendment is agreed to. The bill stands passed as amended. 
WILLIAM s. GRANT. 

Mr. BACON. T ask for the consideration of the bill (S. 662) for 
the relief of William S. Grant. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate 
$77,989.88 to be paid to William S. Grant, in full satisfaction of his 
claims against the United States arising out of his contract to sup- 
Lament ie posts in Arizona in the years 1860 and 1861. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLATT. Iwish to enter a motion to reconsider Senate bill 
662, which was just passed. Let the motion be entered. I wish 
to look at the case. I may withdraw it subsequently. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered as indicated. 

Mr. PLATT subsequently said: I entered a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which Senate bill 662 was passed. I have examined the 
report and withdraw the motion to reconsider. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider is with- 
drawn, and the bill stands passed. 
GEORGE B. CUSTER. 

Mr. ROACH. I ask leave to call up for present consideration 
the bill (S. 1806) granting a pension to George B. Custer, late pri- 
ep of Company H, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer 

antry. 

By 905 consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 5, 
to strike out private” and insert ‘‘ sergeant”; so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place 7 he pension roll the name of George 
B. Custer, late sergeant, Company H, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry. pay him a pension of per month, said pension to be for 
— to richt hand, right foot, and right ankle received in service and line 
Q! * 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to George B. Custer, late sergeant of Company H, Seventy-third 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry.” 

NORTH GERMAN LLOYD STEAMSHIP COMPANY. 

Mr. BURROWS. Lask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 644) to refund certain import duties. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Messrs. Oel- 
richs & Co., the agents of the North German Lloyd Steamshi 
Company, $6,571.45, to be in full for import duties imposed, col- 
lected, and paid into the United States Treasury on a propeller 
shaft and appurtenances, four propeller blades, one propeller boss, 
one steam tabs, and two boxes of iron and brass, part of the machin- 
ery of the steamship Werra, at the port of New York, owned by 
the North German Lloyd Steamship Company, and to pay to the 
North German Lloyd Steamship Company, or their duly accredited 
agents at the port of Baltimore, $2,422.35, in full for import duties 
imposed, collected, and paid into the United States Treasury on a 
steel crank shaft, part of the machinery of the steamship Strass- 
burg, at the port of Baltimore, owned by the North German Lloyd 
Steamship Company. 

Mr. FRYE. What committee reported the bill? 

Mr. BURROWS. The Committee on Claims, 

Mr. FRYE. Was it reported unanimously? 

Mr. BURROWS. Unanimously. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CADDO LAKE BRIDGE. i 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1723) to approve and ratify the construc- 
tion of a bridge over and across Caddo Lake at Mooringsport, La., 
by the Kansas City, Shreveport and Gulf Railway Company. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 9, after the word 
“bridge,” to insert “and equal privileges in the use of said bridge 
shall be granted to all telegraph and telephone companies.” 


The amendment was agreed to. : : 

The next amendment was, in section 8, line 3, to strike out 
“river” and insert lake.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 3, line 6, after the word 
“alteration,” to insert: 
And to secure that object the said N e or corporation shall submit to 


the Secretary of War, for file, a design and drawings of said bridge and a map 
of the location, prepared with reference to a known datum plane, upon pre- 
scribed scale, furnished by the engineer officer having supervision of said 
lake, giving, for the of 1 mile above and 1 mile below the location of the 
bridge, the to; ahs of the banks of the lake, with shore lines at high and 
low water, the direction and strength of the currents at all stages, and the 
soundings accurately showing the bed of the stream, the location of any other 
bridge or yates ted and shall such other information as may be re- 
quired for a and satisfactory understanding of the subject. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the end of section 3, to insert the 
following proviso: 


Provided also, That said bridge shall be so kept and managed by the com- 
ny owning or operating it as to afford during the periods at which the lake 
is navigable proper ways and means for the passage through or under it of 
vessels, barges, or rafts, both by day and by night; and using the periods 
at which the lake is navigable there shall be displayed on said bridge from 
ues sunrise such lights and signals as may be directed by the Light- 
ouse Board. 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
EUNICE TRIPLER. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask leave to call up the bill (S. 314) for the 
relief of Eunice Triper, widow of Charles S. Tripler. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Mrs, 
Eunice Tripler, widow of Surg. Charles S. Tripler, United States 
Army, $3,000, for services by Charles S. Tripler in his lifetime in 
preparing, superintending, and directing the publication of a 
manual for the medical officers of the United States, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
FORT KLAMATH HAY RESERVATION, 

Mr. McBRIDE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 5286) providing for disposal of lands lying within the Fort 
Klamath hay reservation, not included in the Klamath Indian 
Reservation, in Oregon. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that all lands 
lying within the boundaries of the Fort Klamath hay reserva- 
tion, not included in the Klamath Indian Reservation, in the State 
of Oregon, shall be open to the operation of the laws regulating 
homestead entry. But the disposal of the lands shall be made in 
tracts not exceeding 80 acres to any one bona fide settler thereon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ARKANSAS NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY, 

Mr. ROACH submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di: ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.5564) authorizing the Arkan- 
sas Northwestern Railway Company to construct and operate a railwa: 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purp having met, after Tull 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 


VVV 

e mate recede from amen en 0 0 ousa an 0 

to the bill as passed by the House. See 
RICHARD F. PETTIGREW, 


WILLIAM N. ROACH, 


The report was concurred in. 

RED RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1726) to approve and ratify the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the River, between the States of Ar- 
kansas and Texas, at a pointabove the town of Fulton, in Arkansas, 
on said river, built by the Texarkana Northern Railway Company, 
but now owned and operated by the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company, and to authorize the latter company to main- 
tain said bridge over said waterway, subject to certain stipulations 
and conditions. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, in sec- 
tion 5, line 10, after the word ‘‘expense,” to insert: 

And if, after thirty days’ notice from the ee fod War to the presi- 


dent of the r company, or to other parties owning or controlling said 
bridge, the changes or alterations requ shall not be made, the Secreta: 
shall cause such to be made, and the cost thereof shall be recove: 


by suit in the name of the United States against said com; 
court of the United States within whose jurisdiction said 
thereof is situated. 


The amendment was to. 
-The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
a Tall was ordered tn bo aaraa third reading, read 
was 0 ; e or a 
the third time, and passed. N - i 


in the circuit 
ridge or any part 
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JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. HALE. I ask the Senate to take from the table for consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 3337) amending the act of June 8, 1880, en- 
titled An act to authorize the President to appoint an officer of 
the Navy or Marine Corps to perform the duties of Solicitor and 
Judge-Advocate-General, etc., and to fix the rank and pay of such 
officer,” and for other purposes. ‘ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend the 
act of June 8, 1880, by inserting in that act, in lien of the words 
„with the rank, pay, and allowances of a captain in the Navy, or 
a colonel in the Marine Corps, as the case may be,” the words 
„with the rank and highest pay of a captain in the Navy, or the 
rank, pay, and allowances of a colonel in the Marine Corps, as the 
case may be”; and provides that the amendment shall take effect 
from July 19, 1892, the date on which the present incumbent en- 
tered on foty. : 

Mr. CARTER. Ishouldbe glad to have the Senator from Maine 
explain upon what basis this bill is to be made retroactive. As I 
understand its terms, it provides that the wey of this officer shall 
be increased and that the increased pay shall relate back to a date 
in the year 1892. I desire information as to the view of the com- 
mittee in justifying a favorable 7 0 upon the bill. 

Mr. HALE. The bill provides t the salary which has been 
given heretofore to the officer holding this most important place— 
and it is one of the most important in the Navy ent, as 
Senators know who have business with that Department—shall 
be given to the present incumbent, an exceedingly meritorious 
man, a very able man, a man of complete integrity. The date is 
fixed, I will say to the Senator from Montana, because that was 
the date when he came into the office of Judge-Advocate-General. 
He had, owing to the illness and condition of his predecessor, 
largely done the work two years before that time, but he has held 
the office with the redu pay since the date fixed. Therefore, 
that time is fixed so that he may have the same pay that his pred- 
ecessor had and may have the benefit he would have receiyed 
if he had been taken from the Marine Corps instead of the line. 
In that case he would have had the same pay that is proposed to 
be given him by the bill under consideration. 


Mr. CARTE What is the present pay of the officer according 
to his e? 
Mr. E. I think the bill gives him about $3,500 and he gets 


about $2,300 or $2,400. Perhaps the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER], who knows the pay table of the Navy, can state 
more accurately. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Icannotanswertheprecisequestion. Ivote 
for this bill in order to give the ee incumbent the same com- 

tion that his predecessor, Colonel Remey, received. Colonel 
8 received the pay of a colonel in the Army, having been 
taken from the Marine und given this office. Lieutenant 
Lemly gets only the shore pay of a captain in the Navy, and it is 
necessary to give him the highest pay of a captain in the Navy in 
order to make his pay equal to the pay of a colonel in the Army, 
which is what his predecessor received. 

Mr. HALE. I think it is about $700 or $800 a year. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, 
ordinarily I would not vote for making a bill of this kind retro- 
active, yet in view of the fact that this officer did the larger pori 
tion of the work of the office while his predecessor was disabled 
and before bis predecessor left the office, and has done the work 
with signal ability since, I am in favor of giving him the same 
pay from the time when he took the office that his predecessor 
received. 

Mr. CARTER. Does any member of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs know what the present pay of the officer is and what his 
pay would be under the prop act? Isuggest that the bill go 
over until we can examine it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwill tell the Senator exactly what the effect 
of the bill is. He will get the pay of a captain at sea, which is the 
same as the pay of a colonel in the Army. I have not in my mind 
exactly the amount, but it is about $4,000. 

Mr. CARTER. It seems that this officer accepted the appoint- 
ment and has for the past four years discharged the duties of the 
office voluntarily. I do not know of any law compelling the gen- 
tleman to discharge the duties of the office unless the pay is satis- 
factory. The bill, as I understand it, proposes by its retroactive 
clause to give him in one sum the difference between the pay his 
eee received and the pay he has been receiving for the last 

our years, an indefinite amount. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Montana will permit me, 
I should like to state that the effect of the bill is simply to amend 
the present law so as to overcome a defect in it. nder the rul- 
ing of the Department this officer does not receive the pay that 
under the law he was entitled to when he took the place. The 
law provides that the Judge-Advocate-General of the Navy shall 
be appointed either from the rank of colonel in the Army or cap- 
tain in the Navy. The salary of a colonel in the Army and a cap- 


tain in the Navy, it seems, are the same. Therefore the person who 
drew the act intended, of course, that the pay should be the same 
for the Judge-Advocate-General whether he was taken from the 
Army or the Navy. But through an oversight in the person draw- 


ing e act he to notice that the pay of captain in the Navy 
is different on land and at sea. The pay of a captain at sea is 
exactly the same as that of a colonel in the Army, and hence the 
act provided and Congress intended that the pay should be the 
same whether the officer came from the Army or the Navy. 

The Department, in ing on the question, held that inasmuch 
as the act was indefinite and inasmuch as a captain on land re- 
ceives less pay than a captain at sea, the act meant that he should 
receive the smaller salary. The pending bill is intended simply 
to correct that mistake and put it where it was evidently the in- 
tention of the law to pnt it, so that he shall receive the same pay 
as a colonel in the Army or a captain at sea. 

Mr. HALE. That is a veryapposite statement. I have the fig- 
ures now. I sent forthe Register. It is the difference between 
caine ef pay, which is 83.500, and $4,500, a difference of $1,000, 
instead of seven or eight hundred dollars, as I stated. 

Mr. CARTER. For many years the offices of surveyor-general 
of the various public-land States and Territories have been held 
by gentlemen who had a right to believe that they would receive 
from appropriations from time to time the full sum of $3,000 per 
annum provided by law as the compensation for persons holding 
the offices referred to. It has become the practice to appropriate 
each Ma! asum Tangia trom $500 to $1,000 less than the amount; 
specified in the law as the compensation of those officers. Every 
season when an appropriation bill is under consideration letters 
are received from every State in the Union where such officers are 
engaged in the discharge of their duties, requesting not only an 
adequate appropriation to meet the amount provided by law for 
the salary in the future, but likewise to provide for back pay equal 
to the difference between the amount heretofore appropriated and 
the amount required by law. I have universally encountered the 
objection that those gentlemen were not compelled by any exist- 
ing law to remain in the respective offices to which mep were 
appointed, nor that any law exists compelling them to qualify. 

The rule applied by the Committes on Appropriations in both 
Houses of Congress invariably, in response to that line of petition, 
constitutes a principle properly applicable to this case. Whatso- 
ever may be correct or adequate compensation for the future is a 
matter in the discretion of Congress to determine; but when this 
officer has for four years voluntarily filled this office and dis- 
charged its duties for the compensation provided by law, I am 
opposed to his receiving additional compensation because of his 
extraordinary industry or ability on account of his location to im- 

ortune the committees. He should not be accorded as a reward 
or his industry in this behalf particular consideration by having 
his pay rerated for the four years during which he has voluntarily 


served. 

Mr. HOAR, I understand the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER] to state that the object of the bill is to correct a 
clear error or blunder in the draft of an act of Congress, and that 
the bill only gives him the salary which it is clear Congress in- 
tended to give him. A colonel in the Army and a captain in the 
Navy have the same pay. The statute provides that he shall have 
the pay of a colonel in the orig ths a captain in the Navy, but it 
turns out that a captain in the Navy has under certain cireum- 
stances a reduction in his pay. and the Department thought they 
were obliged to give this officer the reduced sum. The bill is 
therefore the mere correction of a mistake in the draft of an act. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will state to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that it was undoubtedly the intention in the original act to 

ive the officer, whether he was taken from the Marine Corps or 

om the line of the Navy, the same pay, and the mistake was not 
found out as long as the officer was taken from the Marine Corps. 
He then got the pay of a colonel in the Army. The moment they 
took an officer from the line in the Navy it appears that he can 
only get the reduced pay of a captain in the Navy and not the full 
pay of a captain in the Navy, which is equal to the pay of a colo- 
nel in the 5 

Mr. CARTER. It seems that three sessions of Congress have 
passed since this condition arose. I do not wish to object to the 
consideration of the bill, but I will exercise the right to move an 
amendment by striking out the proviso which relates to back pay. 
I move that the bill be amended by striking out the proviso at the 
end thereof. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The clause proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That this amendment shall take effect from July 19, 1892, the 


date on which the present incumbent entered on duty, and that the amount 
Narr appropriated shall be payable from the appropriation pay of the 
avy.” 


Mr. HALE. I can add nothing to what has been stated by the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] and the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. I hope the amendment will 
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not prevail, because if there ever was a case of pure equity where 
an officer should have the full pay from the time he entered the 
office, it seems to me this is one. I simply ask for a vote of the 
Senate 


Mr. CARTER. Haying uniformly given the same answer to 

tlemen who have approached me on the matter of rerating 

their pay after mas had voluntarily performed the services for the 
ed, 


amount specifi can not now consent to this bill passing, save 
with the amendment I have propad, On general principles back 
pay and back salary should, I think, be discountenanced in dealing 
with public officials. Where men are impressed into the Army 
or Navy in time of war, without any discretion possible on their 
part, where the compensation allowed by law is inadequate, or 
where in the line of duty severe injury has been sustained, then 
a proper pension or a rerating of the salary may be equitable. 

ut in this case voluntary service was accepted, and no doubt 
most vigorously solicited, if you please. The office has now been 
— by this gentleman for four long years. 

Mr. HALE. He received it by promotion. He had 
been doing duty as assistant, and the position naturally fell to 
him withont solicitation. 

Mr. CARTER. Is it not true that the civil-service rules do not 
apply to this office? J 

Mr. HALE. They do not apply to this class of officers in any 
Department. This is oneof the most important offices inthe Navy. 

Mr. CARTER. Then this officer, who was discharging the 
duties of an assistant, went into open competition with qualified 
persons everywhere for appointment to this place, and secured 
the appointment, I su ? He was appoin I doubt not the 
records of the Navy Department would disclose the fact that di- 
vers persons, well qualified, were willing to a t the place at 
the salary being received in other branches of the Navy. 

Mr. HALE. No; that was not true. At that time there was 
a universal feeling on the part of everybody having to do with 
the Navy ent—I know something about that—that this 
man, who had really for about two years been doing the duties of 
the head office and who succeeded to it, should also receive the 
salary connected with it. Nobody then, as the Senator from New 
Hampshire has said, had ever thought or knew that there was 
this defect in the law. He took the place without any question, 
and 1 that he would get the same as his 
tain’s 45 
Mr. C DLER. I ask the Senator to allow me to supplement 
that statement. There was no doubt at all expressed that the 
Judge-Advocate-General could go and take a colonel’s pay if he 
chose to do so. The case is not that which the Senator from Mon- 
tana is describing, where an officer, knowing perfectly well what 
the salary of a position was, took it. This gentleman took the 
office, and it was believed for a long time that he was entitled to 
84.500 a year. This bill is only brought forward in uence 
of a decision of the Comptroller ing this difference, which 
nobody believes exists. 

Mr. CARTER. For what period of time after this appointment 
did he continue to receive payment for his services at $4,500 a 


year? 

Mr. CHANDLER. None at all. The question was raised; it 
was held by the Comptroller for a time; then the decision was 
made, and immediately the subject was presented to Congress. 
The Senator knows that we do not 1 very fast here. All 
this time has run on, and he has lost this money unless the Sena- 
tor will allow him to have it. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, it must be conceded. that the 
officer discovered nearly four years ago the defect in the law as 
to the compensation attached to that office when held by him. 
Three sessions of Congress—not three sessions, but nearly three 
full Congresses—have expired since that time, and I assume the 
fact to be that these matters were presented in the three preceding 
Congresses and were considered by committees and reported upon 
adversely or not reported upon at all. I think it well to have the 
bill relate to the future, and the amendment will accomplish that 


£ Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. I inquire if this discussion is proceeding under the 
rule which requires that there shall not be more than one speech 
made by a Senator, and that it shall be under the five-minute rule? 
Aye MITCHELL of Oregon. Thatis what Ishould like to know 


Mr. FRYE, Or is the discussion proceeding by unanimous con- 
sent? J am very anxious to have a little bill passed here. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. So am I. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The discussion is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

Mr, FRYE. If the Senator from Montana is going to demand 
a division on the question whether or not the e DA shall 


be adopted 

Mr. B UTLER. I believe I am entitled to the floor. I have no 
speech to make; but I want to make a statement. 

Mr. FRYE. Very well. 


, & cap- 


Mr. BUTLER. I call the attention of the Senator from Mon- 
tana to the awkward situation in which his amendment will 
leave the law. The effect of it would be not only to deprive the 
present Judge-Advocate-General of the same salary which his pred- 
ecessor received, and which he is entitled to under the spirit and 
intent of the law, but it would leave the law so that one Judge- 
Advocate-General would receive one salary, while another Judge- 
Advocate-General, performing the same duties, would receive 
another salary. 

Tf the Senator thinks that the salary of the Judge-Advocate-Gen- 
eral is too large, and will offer an amendment to make a reasona- 
ble reduction in thesalary, whether the place is filled by an officer 
from the Army or from the Navy, I should be inclined to vote for 
his amendment; but even such an amendment as that should not 
date back and deprive the present occupant of the salary to which 
he is already entitled for services rendered up to date. 

The bill as it stands is simply to correct a clerical error in the 
wording of the law and to give to the present occupant of the 
office what everyone who has filled it before him has received. 
The present Judge-Advocate-General, on account of the illness of 
his predecessor, performed the duties of the office for several years 
before he was appointed to it. He does not ask extra pay for that 
extra work, though Congress has often by special ppro riation 
made such payment to minor officers who performed the duties of 
their superiors. He amply asks what he is entitled to, what he 
expected to receive when he accepted the office, and what everyone 
admits was the intent and purpose of the law. 

Mr. CARTER. The logic of the Senator’s position would con- 
flict with a report made a few days ago by the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post-Roads, increasing the salary of the postmaster at 
Washington City. If the rule suggested should be applied, then 
that report should recommend that for all time gone by during 
which the volume of business was as much as at present the same 
salary provided for the future should apply. The fact is, that the 
duties of the office were voluntarily performed up to this date, and 
the salary for the service being a stated amount is no just cause 
why there should be an increase primarily, nor if the salary be 
increased would that be just cause for rerating it up to the time 
the service commenced. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think this bill had better be considered when 
the Senate has more members present than at this time. 

Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. PEFFER). Move to adjourn. 

Mr. PEFFER. I object to the further consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESID Objection being interposed, the bill 
will go over under the rule. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. MORGAN. I introduce a joint resolution at this time, 
whichgl ask to have printed and go over. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 105) declaring that a state of public 
war exists in the Island of Cuba was read the first time by its 
title, and the second time at length, as follows: 


ot belligerency between said Governments is hereby 
Mr. HOAR. I inquire if that comes from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations? = 
Mr. MORGAN. It comes from the Senator from Alabama. 
Mr. HOAR. A highly admirable source. 
Mr. MORGAN. I am obliged to the Senator. I assure him 
that I intend to oe it. 
8 VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the 
e. 


EXCHANGE OF LAND AT CHOCTAW POINT, ALABAMA, 


Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1872) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to exchange in behalf of the United States the tract of land 
at Choctaw Point, Mobile County, Ala., now belonging to. the 
United States and held for light-house purposes, with the Mobile, 
Jackson and Kansas City Railway Company for any other tract 
or parcel of land in said county equally well or better adapted for 
use for light-house purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded tu consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, in line 20, 
after the word *‘ purposes,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided. That the ex herein ed for shall be without 
dette United BERI A E 3 Bi 

So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to igi in behalf of the United States the tract of land at 
Choctaw Point, Mobile County, Ala., ee to the United States and held 
for light-house purposes, with the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City Railroad 
Company for any other tract or of land in said county which it may 
offer in exchange thereforand ch shall be approved of by Light-House 


Board as well or better adapted to use for light-house 
S such exchan; y ay ton 99 one 


and, upon. ne the Secretary of the 
cute and deliver to said — quitclaim for said Choctaw 
tract, and shall 


take from ita proper conveyance vesting in the United 
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title to the tract or parcel of land to be taken in ex 

ae possession of such tract, such title to be 

ney-General of the United States in the usual manner; an 

parcel of land so taken in exchange shall be held and used for light-house 
Provided, That the exchange herein provided for shall be without 


together with de- 
upon by the Attor- 
d said tract or 


expense to the United States. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine if there 
should not be some provision that the land exchanged should be 
of equal value? Land might be good for light-house purposes and 
yet worth ten times as much as the other. 

Mr. FRYE. I think this is a matter which is all arran 
between the 1 Board and the railroad company. 
land which the Light-House Board is to get is a good deal better 
and more valuable in every t for the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishall move in line 11, after the word purposes,” 
to insert and of equal value”; so as to read: 

And which shall be approved by the Light-House Board as Sega well or 
better adapted to use for light-house purposes, and of equal value. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to that, though the land is all 
alike there. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON AND CANNON BALLS. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4463) to grant two condemned cannon 
and cannon balls to the Thirteenth Separate Company National 
Guard of State of New York. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment, in line 
7, after the word balls,” to insert: 

And to the Forty-third 8 a oom National Guard of State of New 
ean, 


York, for their armory at O N. V., two pieces of condemned cannon and 
sufficient cannon balls for four pyramids. 


So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to deliver to the Thirteenth Separate Company Na- 
tional Guard of the State of New York, for their armory at Jamestown, N. Y., 
two condemned cahnon and sufficient cannon balls; and to the Forty-third 
Separate Com: y National Guard of State of New York, for their armo) 

t Olean, N. V., two pieces of condemned cannon and sufficient cannon 
for four pyramids: ‘ovided, That the same can be without detriment 
to the service and that no expense is thereby incurred by the Government. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HILL, the title was amended so as to read: 
“A bill to grant certain condemned cannon and cannon balls to 
the Thirteenth and Forty-third Companies National Guard of 
State of New York. 

SURVEY OF MOUTHS OF YUKON RIVER, ALASKA, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
pero consideration of the bill (S. 1796) making an appropria- 
uon for — governmental survey of the mouths of the Yukon River, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments, in line 3, 
after the word “ dollars,” to insert ‘‘or so much thereof as may 
be necessary”; in line 7, after the word“ recognizance,” to strike 
out and survey”; and in line 10, after the words Norton 
Sound,” to strike out at which point freight and passengers are 
now transferred to Yukon River steamers, and for the purpose of 
making a thorough survey of the mouth or mouths, if more than 
one, of said river,” and insert ‘‘ and to ascertain what equipments 
and means are necessary for a thorough examination and survey of 
the entrances to and mouths of said river”; so as to make the bi 


he 


Be it enacted, k cto That thei 1 — 5 $5,000, or E90 5 as may be 
necessary, be, an e same ereby, approp: ou any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to enable the United States Coast 
and Geodetic Survey by proper reconnoissance to ascertain whether there 
is not a southern channel entrance to the Yukon River, Alaska, for sailing 
vessels, which would obviate the necessity for going as far north as Norton 
Sound, and to asce what equipments and means are necessary for a 
Sacre tion and survey of the entrances to and mouths of said 

ver. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill making an a 
paron for a reconnoissance of the mouths of the Yukon Biyer, 


HOLMES & LEATHERS. 
Mr. CAFFERY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1506) for the relief of Holmes & Leathers. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to T. P. Leathers, surviving partner of the 
firm of Holmes & thers, $12,910.35, being amount due them for 
transporting the United States mail on route No. 7402, Mississippi, 
ne on route No. 8165, Louisiana, for months of April and May, 

The bill was Ran to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like some explanation of that bill 
from the Senator from Louisiana. I see it is a bill to grant com- 
pensation for carrying mails in 1861, or thereabouts. I have in 
memory that there were some cases where contractors were paid 
by the Confederate government for carrying the mails where 
they afterwards made claim against the United States for pay- 
ment also. Is this one of those cases? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ofcourse this case is subject to that suspicion 
[laughter]; but it is a case where the records of the Treasury De- 
partment disclose that no payment was ever made by the Confed- 
erate States to Holmes & Leathers; and there is an affidavit of 
Mr. Leathers that no payment was ever made to him. The Audi- 
tor of the Treasury states that the amount named stands on the 
pons of the Treasury to the credit of these parties, Holmes & 

ers. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iknow there were cases where the contract- 
ors got pay from the Confederate government. They kept on 
carrying the mails after secession, and the Confederate govern- 
ment paid them in Confederate money, which was pretty good at 
that time. Afterwards it depreciated somewhat, I believe |laugh- 
ter]; and later, after the Union was restored and Louisiana was 
again within the Union, those parties wanted better money than the 
Confederate money, and came and asked that the United States 
would pay them. I do not wish to oppose the Senator’s bill im- 
properly or to hisannoyance in any way; I am perfectly willingit 
should pass if it is a proper bill; but I prefer to examine it 
fore it Cones 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will allow me, I will state that this claim has been before 
the Committee on Claims for some time. As the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. CaFFERY] states, it was made known to the Senate 
and to Congress very plainly some years ago that many of these 
claims which were presented here had been paid as stated, and it 
was difficult for the Post-Office Department to determine from 
their records what claims had been paid and what claims had not 
been paid, Finally, certain Confederate records were discovered. 
certain parties here having charge of them, which were sup 
to disclose all the facts in regard to these various contracts, show- 
ing who had been paid and who had not been paid. They were 
in the possession of private ties, who came to Congress and 
proposed to sell them to the Government for a certain amount. 

e passed an act ape laa 4 something like ten or twelve 
thousand dollars for the purchase of those records. The Govern- 
ment purchased them, as I understand, and the Government is 
now in possession of records which enable the Post-Office Depart- 
ment to determine very nearly correctly as to all these contracts, 
This particular claim of Holmes & Leathers has been before the 
committee; it was investigated at the last session, and the com- 
mittee was of the opinion that it was a god claim. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will state to the Senator from Oregon that 
while this claim was ding before the Committee on Claims, I 
addressed a letter to the Treasury Department to know whether 
or not there was any evidence to show from the Confederate ar- 
chives that this claim had ever come before the Confederate gov- 
ernment, and I received a reply, which is not in the report, that 
there was no evidence whatever disclosed in those archives that 
Holmes & Leathers had ever been paid. Following this is an 
affidavit of Captain Leathers, attached to the report, that not a 
dollar has been paid to him, and the amount stands to his credit, 
or to the credit of Holmes & Leathers, on the books of the Treas- 
5 to-day. It never has been paid by the Confeder- 
ate States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When was the transportation of the mails 
for which compensation is now proposed to be paid performed? 

Mr. CAF Y. About 1861. 

Mr. CHANDLER. During 1861? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Was it not transportation over a territory 
which was in possession of the rebel 88 and was not this, 
in other words, rtation done for the Confederates? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir. 


Mr. CHANDLER. And notfor Union citizens? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No,sir. The transportation of the mails was 
prior to the breaking out of hostilities between the United States 
and the Confederate States, and the bill is for the relief of Holmes 
& Leathers, mail contractors, for services rendered by them to 
the United States, 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, And not for the service of the Con- 
federate States. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Not at all. y 

Mr. PLATT. Was not this claim before the Senate for action 
at the last session? TE 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir; and the bill was passed. A similar 
bill has repeatedly passed the Committee on Claims, and last year 
it passed the Senate. It is a just claim. Captain Leathers has 
never been paid either by the Confederate States or the United 
States for services rendered to the United States, and I think he 
ought to be paid. 

Mr. PLA I have an impression, which scarcely amounts to 
a recollection, that there was an effort made at the last session of 
the Senate to have this amount passed upon an appropriation bill. 

ae PASCO. I-think that effort was made and that the effort 
failed. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It was ruled out on a point of order. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It was never put on the appropriation bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I made the effort myself to have it put on 
an appropriation bill. 2 7 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did not the junior Senator from Louisiana 
make a long h in behalf of this claim? 
1 Mr. BLANCHARD. I made a speech; I do not know how long 

t Was. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Was it not an hour or so? — 
Mr. BLANCHARD. No; I think probably about fifteen min- 


utes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I knew something had impressed this claim 
uponmeunfavorably. [Laughter.] It must have been—I remem- 
ber now it was—a 2 of the junior Senator from Louisiana 

Mr. BLANCHARD]; but I will make amends to the two Senators 
om Louisiana by saying that after the clear and distinct manner 


in which this casé has been put by the two Senators from Lonisi- 


ana, aided by the Senator from Oregon, I am myself entirely 
willing that the bill shall pass. 

Mr. PLATT. I understand that, although the Southern States 
went into rebellion in April, 1861, the mails from New Orleans 
eastward or westward, and perhaps both, were carried by Govern- 
ment contractors for some time subsequent to that date, and in 
this case up to May 31, and that the Post-Office Department cut 
off all payments subsequent to April 19, 1861. ; 

Mr. CAFFERY. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that 
that is exactly what this claim is for. 

Mr. PLATS. Yes; including also the amount which had been 
earned up to that date from the time of the last payment; and yet 
some of the contractors had no notice that the Government would 
do so, and they kept on carrying the mails so long as they could. 
In this case the mails were carried up to May 31. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Nodemand whatever was made for any pay- 
ment after Louisiana had seceded. 

Mr. PLATT. Unless there was payment sought from the Con- 
federate government, I think the Government of the United 
States onght to pay this claim. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will read an extract from the letter of the 
Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department in rela- 
tion tothe claim. He says: 

There stands to the credit of Holmes & Leathers for service from January 
1 to May 31. 1861, on route No, 7402, the sum of $6,207.05, and for service 
from J to May 31, 1861, on route No. 8165, the sum of $6,703.30, a total of 


That was prior to the declaration of hostilities between the 
United States and the Confederate States. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
PETER DALY. 


Mr. NELSON. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1119) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Daly. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 7, 
after the word“ month,“ to strike out in lieu of the pension he 
now receives”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, Peter Daly, late of Carne. K, First 
Regiment of United States Infantry,and pay him a pension of $12 per month, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
che bill seas a el to b grossed for a third reading, read th 

e was orde: e en or a rea 8 e 
third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr, NELSON, the title was amended so as to read: 
“A bill granting a pension to Peter Daly.” 
MONUMENT TO THE MARYLAND LINE IN THE REVOLUTION. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate con- 

sider the bill (S. 1312) to aid in the erection of a monument to the 
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memory of Gen. William Smallwood and the soldiers of the Mary- 
land Line in the war for American independence. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Library with an amendment, in line 3, 
before the word thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘forty” and insert 
“twenty-five”; so as to read: 

That the sum of $25,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the not otherwise appropriated, to be e nded by the 
Maryland Society of the Sons of the American Revolution to aid in erectin; 
the city of Baltimore, Md., & suitable monument to the memory of Gen. Wil- 
liam Smallwood and the soldiers of the Maryland Line in the war for American 
independence, the money to be paid to the society aforesaid under the order 
of the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

= MERCHANT MARINE ENGINEER SERVICE. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Task for the present consideration of the bill 
(S. 1242) to amend section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, to improve the merchant marine engineer service 
and thereby also to increase the efficiency of the Naval Reserve. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SQUIRE. I willstate that this is a bill which the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce is entirely in favor of as 
amended by the committee. He said to me thatit could be passed 
at any time without objection on his part. 

Mr. PLATT. I was going to say that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce is not here. 

Mr. SQUIRE. He is not here; but I have a distinct understand- 
ing with the chairman of the committee that I can put the bill on 


its age. 

Mr. HALE, How long a bill is it? 

Mr. SQUIRE. It is a very brief bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Is this the one which provides for American mer- 
chant engineers—— 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. And which the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] 
nya ought not to apply to the steamships which were taken from 
a foreign line and incorporated into an American line? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iwill state, for the information of the Senator 
from Connecticut, that the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] has 
gone through the bill carefully; it has been amended in commit- 
tee, and it is entirely satisfactory to him, and I believe it is in the 
main satisfactory to the Association of Merchant Marine Engi- 
neers of the United States. In some particulars they would have 
liked it a little different. But in the main essential particulars, 
such as having American engineers, it is complete and satisfac- 
tory to them. I believe it ought to be passed and that it will give 
great satisfaction to this large body of men, numbering about 
19,000 in the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. I know there has been a great pressure here for 
legislation by an association of engineers, and I know that the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], when the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. SQUIRE] tried to call up the bill before or presented some 
petition about it, made a statement on the subject. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President 

Mr. SQUIRE. If the Senator from Maryland will indulge me 
for a moment, I will state that when I introduced the bill origi- 
nally I did make a short statement in which I remarked on the 
fact that some of the American lines were not employing Amer- 
ican engineers, as was 5 at the time of the passage of 
the act giving the subsidy; t it was n to correct 
that practice, and that was the provision of the bill. Now, since 
that time the bill has been submitted to the committee; it has 
been passed upon and amended, a few amendments being reported. 

I wish to state to the Senate that there is no conflict whatever at 
the present moment. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] 
will kindly accept my statement of the fact that Mr. FRYE, the 
chairman of the committee, said to me that he himself would have 
put the measure on its passage had he been present. He said he 
thought it was due to me that I should ask for its consideration. 
There is no objection whatever to the immediate passage of the 
bill. There was a little misunderstanding at one time. I believe 
it has all been done away with, however, and there is now an en- 
tirely satisfactory condition of affairs on both sides. e 

Mr. GOR I wish to say to the Senator from Washington 
that I am heartily in accord with his general view. I am on the 
Committee on Commerce, which has considered the bill and has 
reported it unanimously, I believe, but at the same time my im- 
pression is that one or two gentlemen who were looking at the 
matter or an intimation that they wanted to have something to 
say on the bill when it came before the Senate and ibly sug- 
an amendment. I therefore suggest to the tor from 

ashington that he call up the bill at some other timo. . 

Mr. SQUIRE, I was hoping the bill could go through this 
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evening. If the Senator from Maryland does not object, I prefer, 
unless there is real objectibn 

Mr. GORMAN. I may not have any objection to the bill, but 
Iam under the impression that some Senators desire to say some- 
thing about it on the floor. , 

Mr. HALE. Evidently this bill can not be passed this evening, 
and I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 40 minutes 
p. see Senate adjourned until Monday, March 23, 1896, at 12 
o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


FRIDAY, March 20, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen. 
Tha ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proy 
AMBASSADOR BAYARD. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I call Spine unfinished business, and 
yield the floor for ten minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


Mr, McCREARY of Kentucky. I would like to inquire how 
the time stands now. How much time have we on the side of the 
opposition to the resolutions and how much have they on the side 
The SPEAKER. ‘Since th made yesterda 

e Since the arrangement was e 
the side represented by the gentleman from Kentucky 8 
* minutes and the other side twenty-nine. 
. SOn EARY of Kentucky. How much remains to the side 
resent 
e SPEAKER. 3 minutes; that, of course, is subject 
to reduction . urposes. 

Mr. HITT. How much the affirmative? 

The SPEAKER. Twelve minutes more. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. You mean twelve minutes 
more than the side I represent. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must recollect some time is taken 
— an the adjustment of matters, and allowance must be made for 

a 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, the debate on this question during 
the past two days has taken such a wide range that I desire, as a 
member of the committee having this matter in charge, to lead it 
back to the proper channels through which it should be discussed 
to have some direct bearing on the question at issue. Before giving 
my reasons as a member of this committee for voting for these 
resolutions I desire to testify my personal respect for the person 
of Thomas F. Bayard and my profound admiration for him as 
one of that class of Americans who have given the best pars of 
their lives to public service, and who, after a long period of thirty 
years, has never had a slur cast on his integrity or doubt as to 
the honesty of his purpose. But, Mr. S er, so long as men 
shall remain in pone life so long are their actions subject to fair 

ds of both friend and foe. When in our diplo- 
matic service the rank of ambassador was first instituted and the 
Democratic President had the right to select one of our citizens 
to fill that high office, the first time it had ever been conferred 
upon an American citizen, of all the distinguished men in our 
country at his disposition he chose to honor Thomas F. Bayard 
to fill that office. 

I will pause here a moment to ask what were the new duties, 
the new functions, that were imposed upon this raised rank in our 
diplomatic service? Inthe congress which assembled in Vienna 
in 1814 to define the duties and the precedence of the men in the 
diplomatic service, it was there laid down that ministers . 
tentiary and envoys extraordinary were the agents of the diplo- 
matic and business duties conducted between Governments; but 
it was further laid down that ambassadors were the personal re 
resentatives of the sovereign powers whom they represen 
Therefore, sir, I ask what new duty and what new function de- 
volved upon Hon. Thomas F. Bayard when he assumed this high 
office by the gift of the American people? Sir, he became the per- 
sonal representative of the sovereign American people; and when 
he said aught to attack or belittle the honor or the integrity or the 
Political honesty of the American ple he was more to be con- 

emned, in my judgment, than the foreign ambassador who would 
dare to 8 to belittle the dignity and the majesty of his 
royal master. 

ow, sir, we have condemned or are about to condemn the 
utterances of Thomas F. Bayard, and I wish to call attention to 
where these were uttered. In the first place, sir, I doubt very 
materially whether it becomes the dignity of the ambassador of 
the great American people to travel down to this little grammar 
school at Boston to give pua to students; but whether it does 
come properly within his function or not, I deny that it is proper 


for the personal representative of the sovereignty of the American ~ 
people when he goes down to this grammar school at Boston to 
teach his audience that the experiment that the American people 
have made in to self-government is a failure, and that we 
need, not the amiable lady that presides over the destinies of the 
Empire of Great Britain to restrain us, but that a strong man, 
with an iron will, must control these turbulent inhabitants of this 
great Republic of ours. 

And, sir, look what 8 this may lead to. These were 
the clever youths of Great Britain, the men who in the next gen- 
eration may sit in Parliament and guide the helm of state, and 
they will be there able to say in the debates on the floor of the 
House of Commons that they heard the American ambassador, the 
personal representative of the American people, assert that our 
Government was practically a failure, and when they come to con- 
sider the will and the votes and the judgment of the American 
people they will say that our ambassador told them we were tur- 

ulent and violent and had to be restrained by a stronger ruler 
than the sovereign of Great Britain. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there has been some question made as to 
the propriety of this House e peep pela casting any re- 
fiection upon an ambassador a „and it has been ed that 
it does not come within the province or the duties of this body. 
I am free to admit, sir, that if this were a question as to some ne- 

otiation beneng between the two Governments it might have 
oon per for the President, in mse to our inquiries, to have 
said that it was incompatible with the public interest to disclose 
the matter. But no such question confronts this House. We,the 
representatives of the American people, are here to justify and 
defend the American people, whom their representative has re- 
flected w in his official capacity abroad. e addressed a com- 
munication to the President of the United States and he responded 
in very curt language: 

I reply that no action has been taken by the President except such as is in- 
dicated in the report and correspondence herewith submi 

How were the American people to resent these reflections upon 
them, these utterances of our ambassador to d, unless it 
was through their representatives sitting here in Congress? There- 
fore we stand here to-day and on their behalf we do resent these 
reflections upon the American people: 

Now, sir, I regret that I can not find any excuse to make for our 
am or in d. He is not like that other Democratic 
ambassador who represents us at the 1 of France who, 
when he was approached by an itinerant k vender, took him 
into his confidence, disclosed his innermost thoughts upon all the 
questions pending between the countries of the earth, and then 
when he saw it in public print expressed his amazement that he 
had been so deceived, 

Sir, that illustrates one weakness of our diplomatic syen 
that we take gentlemen from the walks of private life and sen 
them as our diplomatic representatives abroad, so thatit is no 
wonder they sometimes fail, as in the case of our ambassador to 
France. But Mr. Bayard had no such excuse. He had been 
thirty years in public life. He had been Secretary of State, and 
had been in personal contact and communication with the trained 
diplomats who represent their several Governments here in Wash- 
ington. He had bead Secretary of State and had issued his orders 
to his subordinates, those whom he had sent abroad as our repre- 
sentatives. Those orders have been read in this House, and they 
show that he instructed those subordinates that they must not 

ubliely discuss or refer to public questions. And, Mr. prar 

will show this House out of the mouth of Mr. Bayard himself 
what his own calm judgment was upon this question. I hold in 
my hand a speech delivered by Hon. Thomas F. Bayard, on Octo- 
ber 16, 1894, at Wilmi m, Del. In addressing the citizens of 
that place on that occasion he said; . 
ve been sent abroad to rt t no I went to re t 
ce 8 I went to ropremat the honor of the nation. ee en: 

These words show that when Mr. Bayard went abroad as our 
diplomatic representative he knew his daties, he knew what they 
were; so I say, there are no mitigating circumstances or excuses 
for the indiscretion committed by the Hon. Thomas F. Bayard. 
Therefore it is that, upon calm reflection on this question, and 
having had some slight experience in the diplomatic service my- 
self, I feel I am justified, as I was in committee, in voting to pass 
these resolutions; that I am justified now in casting my vote in 
this House that the American people as well as their representa- 
tives denounce the language used by Mr. Bayard in these addresses 
resent the reflections cast upon the people of our country. [Loud 


applause. 
he SP R. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. S. er, permission was given yesterday on 
my suggestion to gentlemen toextend their remarks in the RECORD, 
but as it occurred in an inte way while some gentleman 
was speaking, it failed to get into the Recorp, and I repeat it 
now, so that gentlemen may take notice. I yield twenty minutes 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. FAIRCHILD]. 
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Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, it is withsome degree of diffi- 
dence I venture to entertain opinions on this subject differing from 
those of the learned gentlemen who have united in the majority re- 
port of the Foreign Affairs Committee. In diplomatic matters I 
would ordinarily accept without question conclusions advocated 
by one who has had the long and honorable career in the diplo- 
matic service possessed by the highly esteemed chairman of that 
committee. But when we are advised by my learned friends 
that the conduct of the American ambassador at the Court of 
St. James was as unprecedented as it was reprehensible, we are 
advised of a situation where precedent fails to point out a rem- 
edy and where diplomatic experience may therefore not be an in- 
fallible guide. Especially is this true where the advice of diplo- 

mney appears stamped with conservatism when conservatism 

would compromise with insult, and influenced by timidity when 
timidity may be acrime. If the wrong of the ambassador be un- 

8 then the time is now at hand, and will never return, 
or this House to place that wrong for all time upon its proper 

tal. Whatever definition we now give to that offense will 
accepted by the country and by history. The duty devolves 
upon us to mete out punishment according to the . His- 
will measure the offense according to the punishment. 
entlemen on the other side of the House have challe the 
good faith of the gentleman from Massachusetts in bringing this 
matter before the House in the form of an impeachment resolu- 
tion. I for one sincerely hoped that my friend from Massachu- 
setts would , to that * by adhering to his original 
proposition. en, in the early days of the session, he stated 
on this floor that as an American citizen he had felt humiliated 
by the disgraceful act of this ambassador, he echoed the feelings 
every member at least on this side of the Chamber. And 

I venture the opinion that to-day this House, with one voice, 
would be supporting impeachment charges could we but divorce 
this matter entirely from politics—were the patriotism of the 
minority not choked b [pataan tares and the natural indignation 
of those who would end America’s fair name from insult not 
intimidated by the unworthy efforts of Democracy to drag this 
discussion from the high plane where love of country would 

it and to wallow with it in their mire of porsin politics. And 

from that political slough we have heard the voice of their leaders 

derisively inquiring if we believed the ambassador guilty of an 

im ble offense, well knowing, as they do, that it is our prov- 

ince to determine that very question. It is for us to say whether 

such offensive remarks uttered by such an official amid such sur- 
roundings constitute an impeachable offense, a censurable offense, 
or no offense whatever. 

Themajority report of the committee concludes thatit is merely 

a censurable offense; the minority report says it is no offense at 

all. Tome the language of the ambassador, uttered under cir- 

cumstances that gave it additional force by reason of the very 
office he held, charging the American le, whom he was there 
to represent, with ‘* corruption in public life,” with a “ blunted 
public conscience,” with the ‘‘ existence of false standards in the 

pular mind,” with a political system descending to the low 

Ea of a mercenary scramble,” with a“ popular conscience sapped 

by schemes of corruption ”—such imputations under such circum- 

stances sound very much like a misdemeanor and a crime. You 
ask me, Is it a high crime? I answer, it is a crime as high as the 
h office which this ambassador has so foully dis 

the ambassador had only discussed local politics on foreign 
soil, without the nse of libelous age, we might all admit 
him to be guilty of only a censurable offense. But what have the 
minority to say; what have my distinguished friends who have 
indo: this majority report to say of this picture of corrupt 
public life,” of a “blunted public conscience,” of a popular con- 
science ree by schemes of corrupting favor,” which this am- 
bassador held up before his foreign audience and falsely called it 

America? If such conduct be not a misdemeanor and a crime, 

then pray, under heaven, to what excesses of language would you 

apply those terms? 
ir, although history fails to record an offense comparable to 
the humiliating conduct of this discredited ambassador—although 
among the family of nations it has been left for the American 
le to be the first to suffer insult from their own ambassador 
in the presence of a foreign audience—we are not wholly at a loss 
in determining the penalty meet for the offense. Many rs 
ago—so long ago, indeed, that the principles to which I now 
refer have me embodied in the common law—the courts of 

England had occasion to determine the law of criminal libel; the 

law that has guided the practice and decisions in ev State in 

this Union ag are the common law. It so happens that one of 
the principles thus enunciated bears some resemblance to Bayard’s 
transgression, approaching it as closely as human rience or 
the wildest flights of imagination permitted, up to the date of 

Bayard’s epistle to the English. Let me read, and I quote from 

the leading authority on the law of slander and libel: 
Publications „ * „ the na tend of whàk is * + * to 


the Government or Constitution of the country into general contempt are 
© è © indictable as misdemeanors, 


Thus the courts have spoken of libelous attacks against one’s 
country. Trammeled neither by blind partisanship nor doubtful 
expediency of politics, they have bestowed upon such expressions 
the mi he eee definition “criminal,” and the fitting penalty, a 
felon’s And yet there is nothing in this description of a crim- , 
inal offense contemplating the perpetration of the offense by an 
ambassador against the people of his own country, in an address 
specially prepared to tickle the fancies and prejudices of his for- 
eign audience. And I appeal to gentlemen on the other side of 
the House, if without these accessories of official position and for- 
eign anditors the judiciary have characterized the offense as crim- 
inal, are they not forced to admit that these contributory condi- 
tions make the transgression the more heinous? If the lesser offense 
be a crime, is not the more atrocious misdeed fittingly termed a 
high crime? 

t is not my purpose (for I have not the time) to make as com- 
plete an application of the law of crimi libel as this case ad- 
mits. But before concluding permit me to compare Bayard’s 
utterances with expressions the use of which in this country by 
one private citizen of another has sent many a man to jail. The 
law is the same whether applied to utterances against government, 


as I have just shown, or against classes of men, or t indi- 
viduals. The authority from which I have just quoted says that 
utterances are criminal libels which reflect upon sects, classes, 


companies, or bodies of men, though not mentioning any person 
in particular.” And the same has held true in reference to 
libels of individuals the tendency of which is to bring the sub- 
ject of it into contempt and ridicule.” 

With this brief reference to the law of criminal libel, although 
for comparison I might refer to cases in ty! fom of the Union, 
I shall refer only to one case—in the State of rgia—for the pur- 
pos of placing side by side the expressions for which the i 

efendant was found guilty and subjected to imprisonment and 
grosser utterances of the guilty am . I pass by with only 
slight reference Bayard’s Boston speech. With a possible appre- 
ciation on his of the distinction existing between the law of 
slander and of libel, he has pleaded in defense of those utterances 
that they were only spoken words, uttered without either previous 
writing or knowledge of subsequent publication. I refer to them 
now only as giving an insight into the munner of man who subse- 
2 delivered the carefully prepared address at — 

or if ever it be true, it is true of extemporaneous utterances, that 
out of the fullness of the heart the mouth speaketh.” 

It was in his Boston speech that he said: 

The President stands in the midst of a strong, self-confident, and often- 
n i mate Goat war OE OON hart halt sce elainiy soak 
it takes a real man to qovern the —.— of the United States. $ 

At last we know the motive prompting Mr. Bayard’s long-ex- 
ang ambition to become President. To the diseased brain of 
this disinterested patriot the violence of the American people and 
their need to be governed by areal man was manifest, and for 
many years he continued to offer himself a perpetual and willing 
sacrifice. Until the discovery of his less accomplished prototype 
of self-esteem, the office of President— 

He long had sought 
And mourned because he found it not. 
ughter. 

e mourned until the development of time offered him consola- 
tion sweet in the shape of a Cabinet office and a foreign mission. 
In the bestower of these welcome gifts he sees only a haloed object 
for perpetual adoration. In the people who failed to appre- 
ciate his Presidential qualifications his disordered imagination 
observes only ‘‘ falsestandards,” “ blunted consciences,” and ‘‘ cor- 
ruption in public life.” Such are the e contained 
in the Edinburgh address. Now mark the language for which 
the Georgis citizen was found guilty and subjected to imprison- 
ment: 

Notice.—Credible information being given me that R. M. Goodwin is about 
selling a negro, or negroes, under a certain deed obtained by him from my 
mother, Mrs. Julia Scarborough, I hereby notify and warn all persons from 

urchasing or in Au auner incumbering the same, as the said deed is 


egal, from causes known to Mr. Goodwin, from papers on record and in 


hisand my possession. 


_ Compare that language against a citizen of Georgia with the 
infamous imputations against the American people contained in 
the Edinburgh address; and I quote from Bayard’s own confession: 

In my own country I have witnessed the insatiable growth of that form of 
state socialism styled “protection,” which I believe has done more to + + 
corrupt public life, to banish men of independent mind and character from 
public councils, to lower the tone of national representation, blant 3 
conscience, false standards in the popular mind * * * and place 
politics upon the low level of a mercenary scramble, than any other 
Taimaa + + and saps the popular conscience by schemes of co: 

vor. 


Although it may require legal training to understand legal defi- 
nitions, the mind of any layman can pose, e reciate how mild are 
the utterances for which the Georgia defendant suffered impris- 
onment compared with the monstrous imputations contained in 
the Edinburgh address, 
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Had such language been used by an English ambassador against 
the English 1 without his immediate recall, a popular up- 
rising would have driven a prime minister from power. 

The majority resolutions contain barely a hint of the real of- 
fense. Ihave spoken of partisanship. The accusation can be ap- 

lied to either report with almost equal truth. The minority 
ve observed approvingly, and the majority with disapproval, an 
attack against protection, and in the case of either they have failed 
to see beyond the utterances of criminal libel. The majority reso- 
lutions, therefore, criticise what they call an attack against a por- 
tion of the American people. Sir, the ambassador attacked the 
whole American people when he charged corruption in public 
life” and a “blunted public conscience” “sap by schemes of 
corrupting favor.” hat, in Mr. Bayard’s opinion, happened to 
be the cause of the humiliating conditions he thus charged sinks 
into insignificance beside the infamous charge itself. 

It may be true, as has been stated by gentlemen on the other 
side of the House, that charges equally severe against public life 
have been made by ig deg in this country, but, be it said, to the 
everlasting shame of the polluted minds who see through such 
spectacles, whether the offenders be of low degree or high, occu- 
pants of thatched cottages or the mansion at the other end of the 
Avenue. [Applause. ‘ 

Mr. Speaker, I t God that I was reared and educated in the 
a“ of Washington, where I was thrown among public men, and 
I k God that that education has taught me that the cor- 
rupt man in public life is the exception. Accursed be such a 
man, for his one act casts a blot upon the fair name of the Amer- 
ican Republic. But thrice accursed be those whose tongues of 
calumny have a much greater tendency to destroy public confi- 
dence, high ideals, and patriotism than the corrupt act itself which 
these libelers so foully exaggerate. They are the men who make 
undesirable citizens. They should be sentabroad; but not as am- 
bassadors. Theyshould bedeported. We should reserve for our 
ambassadors men whose minds are so constituted that if needs be 
they must speak in public, they will emulate the example of that 

triotic American admiral, who when called upon to respond to 

e toast of his country said: 


My country, always right; but right or wrong, my country. 


1 1 1 1 z 
. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the resolutions. 
Such action by this House is unwarranted and unprecedented. Our 
ambassadors are under the direction and control of the executive 
branch of the Government, and the only possible a of this 
proposed action by Congress is to detract from the dignity and 
usefulness of a very distinguished American, who holds an im- 
portant position in our foreign service. If we establish the prin- 
ciple of shadowing our public men and catching up and distorting 
every careless expression, a system would be inaugurated which 
Iam confident men of good taste would not approve. It is evi- 
dent to me that the citation of Mr. Bayard’s speech at Edinburgh 
has a special object. 

This attack upon our ambassador to Great Britain comes from 
Massachusetts—a State that believes in protection for protection’s 
sake; a State which believes in a system by which the great mass 
of the people are subjected to onerous burdens for the purpose of 
enriching the manufacturers of that State. 

I 1 in the Forty-seventh Congress, when the tariff bill of 
1883 was up for discussion, a leading Congressman from that State 
announced the Massachusetts demands upon that question. The 
Democratic minority were insisting upon fixing the tariff so that 
some revenue could be derived from it, but Mr. Russell of Massa- 
chusetts said no. 

There is no protection in a revenue tariff—that is, to an American manu- 
facturer; for if a revenue is to be derived from an imported article it must be 
im , which certainly involves its manufacture elsewhere, and the rate 
of duty must be so fixed as to invite its pd perry Therefore a tariff can 
not be adjusted on a single article to serve the double purpose of revenue and 

rotection. It must be either at a point to check importation and thus pro- 
8 or it must be at a point low enough to admit importation and thus pro- 


duce a revenue. That is, when fixed at a revenue point it ceases to protect, 
and when fixed at a protective point it ceases to yield a revenue. 


This is the Massachusetts doctrine, and it is not surprising that 
Massachusetts men should denounce anyone who opposes doctrines 
of this character. 

Ambassador Bayard has been a distinguished in American 
politics for more than a third of a century. He seen the evil 
of legislation of this unconstitutional character, he had seen trusts 
created, he had seen our exports dwindle and the great producers 
of our country suffer from the want of markets, and the con- 
sequent ape boos of their products. With these thoughts in 
his mind, on November 7, 1895, Mr. Bayard said: 

In my own country I have witnessed the insatiable growth of that form of 
state socialism styled protection,“ which I believe has done more to foster 
uality of fortune, to Sorrork pobite life, to 

pul councils, to 


lower the tone of national representation, blunt public conscience, creato 
false standards in the popular mind, divorce ethics from politics, and place 
politics upon the low level of a mercenary scramble than any other single 


cause. 

It (the said policy of protection) has unhesitatingly allied itself with every 
policy which tends to commercial isolation, dangerously depletes the Treas- 
ury, and saps the popas conscience by schemes of corrupting favor and 
largesse to classes whose support is thereby attracted. Thus it has 
done so much to throw legislation into the political market, where jobbers 
and chafferers take the place of statesmen, 


I most emphatically indorse every syllable of these expressions; 
especially do I indorse hisstatement that the Republican policy of 
protection ‘‘ tends to our commercial isolation.” 

The Democratic party contends that a country like ours, with 
but 4 per cent of the world’s population, and producing as we do 
80 per cent of the cotton and corn of the world and an average of 
40 per cent of those other great hag pe wheat, coal, iron ore, pi 
iron, finished iron, and steel, must have the markets of the worl 


open for the sale of the products of American labor. 


During the consideration of the bill upon which Mr. Russell 
made the speech from which I have quoted, the distinguished 
champion of protection, Mr. McKinley, made a number of speeches, 
especially devoting himself to increasing the tariff tax upon iron 
cotton ties from 35 per cent to 102 per cent, he and his colleagues 
insisting that unless this was done it would be impossible to manu- 
facture cotton ties in the United States; and they repeated their 
threadbare threat that when the manufacturers of cotton ties in 
the United States had become bankrupted for want of sufficient 
protection the European manufacturers would double or possibly 
treble their price upon those articles. 

We, on the contrary, contended that the high-protection system 
invited retaliatory tariff and cut us off from foreign markets which 
otherwise would become large purchasers of the 5 of our 
farms and factories. Mr, McKinley claimed to be specially in- 
formed on this question of cotton ties, because the largest factory 
of iron ties in the United States was located at Youngstown, in his 
district. He succeeded in getting the tariff raised to 102 per cent, 
and from March 3, 1883, to August 24, 1894, his Youngstown friends 
were enabled to compel the growers of cotton to pay them double 
price for their iron ties. 

Of course there was no export demand and many of the factories 
had to be closed and workmen turned out of employment. 

When the Democrats got in power and we enacted the Wilson 
bill, which placed cotton ties upon the free list, immediately ever 
benefit claimed by Democrats was more than fulfilled. Instea 
of our being fiooded with iron ties from foreign countries, the 
demand for iron ties came from all parts of the world. I hold in 
my hand the Cleveland World of March 18, 1896, edited by the 
very high priest of protection, the Hon. Robert P. Porter, late 
8 ent of the Census of the United States. This paper 
tells us that the Youngstown Iron and Steel Company is now 
engaged in filling an immense order from Bombay, India, for 
cotton ties. The dispatch says: 

An immense amount of cotton ties have already been shipped, but this will 
form but a small part of the order. 

I send the paper to the Clerk’s desk and ask him to read the 
part I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“MADE IN THE UNITED STATES“—AN IMMENSE ORDER FOR IRON BEING 
SHIPPED FROM YOUNGSTOWN TO BOMBAY. 
YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO, March 17. 


The Union Iron and Steel Company is running on one of the largest orders 
of finished iron ever shipped from this valley. The order is from Bombay, 
India, and shipments have already been begun. An immense amount of cot- 
ton ties have already been shipped, but this will form but a small part of the 
order. Every package sent out will be marked, “ Made in the United States.” 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, that is one of the beneficial ef- 
fects of the Wilson bill pons le of letting down the bars and 
opening the markets of the world to the products of American in- 
dustry. In the face of false prophecies made by protectionists we 
see that with free trade in iron cotton ties we are supplying the 
entire world; and Youngstown, Ohio, is one of the largest benefi- 
ciaries of the Democratic tariff which we enacted on August 24, 
' The SPEAKER. 

ols The time of the gentleman from Alabama has 
expired. 

. WHEELER. But the principle of Democratic opposition 
to protective tariff has not bpd and. and will never expire. It is 
right and it is eternal. [Laughter and e 

. McCREARY of 8 I yield twenty-two minutes to 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HUTCHESON]. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I hope that no man will misunderstand 
my views in regard to the propriety of the utterances of the Hon. 
Thomas F. Bayard embraced in his addresses and now the sub- 
ject of animadyersion before this House. I should do injustice 
to myself, Mr. Speaker, if I did not admit, as an American citizen 
that those utterances were ill-timed and ill-advised. I will, Mr. 
Speaker, if the question shall be so divided as to permit of its be- 
ing done, vote for so much of the resolution as does not embrace 
the name of the distinguished representative or this country, but 
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roclaims (as a correct principle, in my opinion) that no ambassa- 
To should so speak of his country while accredited to a foreign 
nation. 

But beyond that, Mr. Speaker, I do not go with the gentlemen 
who have reported this resolution. Ido not go because it is a 
brutal declaration and a mere brutum fulmen an honora- 
ble citizen concerning words which I do not believe he intended 
as an insult to the people of this country. I believe that he did 
not contemplate that it would be the offense in the nostrils of the 
protectionists which it has been. He overlooked the fact that you 
stand to protection as we stood to slavery before the war. It is 
consecrated in your minds, and you permit no man to assail the 
principle under which you live and move and fry the fat out of 
the public without sensitive resentment. 

I want to congratulate this House, Mr. S er, that in the pres- 
entation of this question there has been that fairness and states- 
manlike consideration for every section and every man and every 
Tony in this House, except one gentleman to whom I shall allude, 
and I hope he will be in his seat before I conclude my remarks. I 
allude to the gentleman from Massachusetts. k 

But for the present let me address myself to the magnificent 

oung orator from Iowa [Mr. Cousrys]. I hail him, I greet him, 
13 him. He walks the and strews the pathwa: 
with orient pearls, and puts upon each blade of grass a gem, an 
then takes the crown of flowers from all the gardens and places 
it upon the brow of Protection. Sirs, I could not create the fas- 
cinating bouquets, but I propose to show that they are exotic plants 
to the policy of protection, and that he has placed upon its brow 
and claims for that policy what belongs to the genius and growth 
of this country, irresistible under any policy and inextinguish- 
able even by protection. Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman stood 
upon the banks of the Potomac and gathered the flowers of the 
speech from that distinguished gentleman, Wendell Phillips, than 
whom no man possessed them in richer profusion, he appropriated 
the fair flowers that 8 to the spirit of Freedom and put 

them upon the base brow of Protection, because Protection is the 
goddess at Whose shrine he worships. Let me repeat it: 

As long as there is a slave within our borders there can be no union. 

Does the gentleman say as long as there is free tradein thisland 
there can be no union? Sir, whatever taxes the toil of one man for 
the benefit of another is slavery, and that is the avowed office of 
protection. 

Let me tell the gentleman that the same hand which struck 
down slavery in the South converted this nation of 70,000,000 
people to the slavery of protection. The same hand that manu- 
mitted the freedman of the South transmitted to him none of the 
benefits of protection, I challenge you toshow in the institutions 
of the North to-day a single ex-slave, a single colored man, work- 
ing at the machinery of igang industries. They are rejected 
by the very institutions which you have constructed. In the fields 
of industry north of Mason and Dixon’s line where is there to-day 
a place where they could earn their daily bread? I invoke this 
same prophecy for protection, and, though it may be long delayed, 
its doom is certain. 

But the gentleman passes on from the proposition of liberty to 
the splendid scenery at Chicago. Let us quote: 

I walked up and down the aisles of that manufacturer's building and I saw 
the handiwork— 

Of what? Of America? 

I saw the handiwork of mankind—of Jew and Gentile, of Oriental, of Pagan, 
and of benny oar lon Py by side with that of our own American artisans, 
and I thought to m Aes is enough to fulfill the prophecy—the genius 
of liberty robed in light.” 

Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman recognize in that picture that 
alone in an exhibition, separate and apart from the markets of 
this country,can those splendid things which so electrified him be 
shown upon the American continent—that he permits us to have 
our appetites whetted, and still the luxuries are denied to our 
stomachs? It is protection which denies the enjoyment of the 
luxury which so fascinates his eye, and yet he glories in the beau- 
ea na can not enjoy and worships the tyrant which disappoints 

i ate. 
Like the witches, it makes the promise to the ear and breaks it 
to the ho We will gather the luxuries of the East and the 
West, and of the world, and place them before you to show you 
what its capacities are, and after we have mon them in your 
sight we will place them beyond your reach by a mountain wall 
ore Was that liberty? Is that its symbol? Sir, if you 
made a holiday occasion and brought the negro into that 
exhibition unshackled of his chains and then driven him back 
into slavery, would that have been a fulfillment of the splendid 
inspiration of Wendell Phillips? And does not the protection 
which you proclaim as far | the success of the beautiful 
picture as that which is illustra by the ne apr that you 
shall on a gala day lead the negro into the light of liberty and 
instantly expel him from its enjoyment? 
But, Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman, in commenting on this 


foor 8 the first section of the speech of Mr. Bayard, proclaimed 
r. 


eveland “a great man, a leader among men,” I want to sa 
that he furnished in confirmation the strongest proof of the tru 
of all that Mr. Bayard said concerning the power of protection 
when he painted him and admitted him to be great, but, pausing, 
said: But there are other great men in this country besides the 
President,” and then, with happy illustration, portrayed the time 
when that great man was bowed down in defeat in the ge of 
the tariff bill in the other House. He who had been able to con- 
quer on all other things, measured his arm with all other forces, 
encountered protection in the Senate, and protection was more 
powerful than Grover Cleveland. The only power in this country 
to which he has surrendered, according to the language of the 
gentleman; and the illustration of his argument was that protec- 
tion, panoplied and supported by every member of the Republican 

and by a faction of the Democratic party in the Senate of 
the United States, overcame him. 

But, Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman says that the prosperity 
of this ogony han been brought about by protection, I propose 
to reflect its absurdity and to show that it was not ‘ protection,” 
but that it was war.” If the argument of the gentleman is cor- 
rect, that that which brings prosperity should have its brow 
crowned with rich glory, then, sir, the brow of War should be 
crowned with praise and be acclaimed the great civilizer and great 
developer of this country. I 1 to the census of this country 
to show that from 1860 to 1870 the wealth of Maine increased 200 
per cent more than it did at any other time in its history. From 
1860 to 1870 Massachusetts, from which the gentleman hails, in- 
creased three times as much as it ever did in the history of this 
country, and Iowa, which in 1860 had a population of a little over 
600,000, increased to 1,200,000. It was this war, and the you 
gentleman should not attribute the glories and achievements 
this country to protection, but to the war of the rebellion, and 
should crown grim-yisaged War with all the plaudits for our 

wth and prosperity in the last third of a century. Take the 
— — from the brow of Peace and place the palm on grim- visaged 
ar. 


But, Mr. S er, while all the gentlemen save the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT] have given us a dignified dis- 
cussion of this subject, and a patriotic discussion, that gentle- 
man, coming from the sweet State of Massachusetts, hailing, as I 
find, from Melrose—a beautiful name, not only a rose but a honey 
rose—I am led to inquire, Mr. Speaker, what it is in that atmos- 
phere which so saturates a man with bitterness that it oozes out 
of his skin as he breathes and drops from his lips like burning 
lava when he speaks? What is it, Mr. Speaker, that imbues 
Henry CABOT LODGE, from the same district, the author of the 
force bill? What is it, Mr. Speaker, that makes the gentleman 
from Melrose, the sweet-scented and geranium-flavored Melrose— 
what is it, Mr. S er, that makes him the exponent of all that 
is to 3 the flag and stand eternal guard for the union of this 
country 

Sir, on his first introduction he walked down the aisle of this 
House with articles of impeachment against the distinguished 
gentleman from Delaware. His second introduction to this House 
was an article of impeachment, or a call for taking down the 
words of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] as 
treasonable, and the last article that we hear from Melrose is an 
impeachment of Thomas F. Bayard because he was a traitor to his 
country in 1861. Until we reach the district of Melrose ev 
speaker calls him gentleman and patriot; but when you reac 
sweet Melrose, where the birds twitter in the trees and each morn- 
ing the angels of life and of light sing their matin songs beneath 
the windows of the soul, that gentleman assails him for kind 
words uttered for the South thirty-five years ago. The gentleman 
from Iowa said we needed no declaration that Cleveland did not 
eat children. Sir, we may not need a declaration that Cleveland 
did not eat children; but I would like to have the gentleman stand 
up here and testify that the people of Melrose do not eat children. 

I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that whatever should have been said 
upon this occasion should have been confined to the merits of Mr. 
Bayard's utterances. We feel that no man should have gone into 
the grave of the Confederacy to visit upon us insult. The South 
staked her fortunes and her institutions on the arbitrament of the 
sword, and after a struggle which immortalized valor and eclipsed 
the achievements of twenty centuries she went down, gigantic in 
her fall, After that fall, Mr. Speaker, she claimed nothing except 
the Sia ge of the rights which were accorded her upon the 
battlefield. With our legions but a handful, and our flag but a 
shred, we fought to the finish, and when the immortal Lee sur- 
rendered to the magnificent Grant he accepted his sword, and 
over that acceptance he said, ‘‘Let there be peace,” and it was 
peace. In that grave we buried the cause of rebellion, and put the 
seal of death uponit, and no man who breaks thatseal does anything 
but a sacrilegious act to the dishonor of our Lee, whom we love. 

Sir, we came back to you as to a union between man and wife. 
We had sought divorce, but you forced us back into the Union, 
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Let it be a Union of love. I had rather be the Bluebeard who 
would destroy wife after wife, inch by inch, and drop by drop of 
blood, than t man who would corral a dozen wives into his 
embraces and then insylt them while he enjoyed them. This 
Union, eT pce should be a Union of equal States, of equal 
rights. ile we placed upon the arbitrament of the sword the 
destinies of our country, the policies of the South, we reserved to 
ourselves our individual rights, our individual sensibilities and 
manhood, and no man has the right to, and no brave man will, here 
transgress them. I desire to quote to this House an utterance of 
the lamented Garfield. He said: 


After thestorm of battle were heard the sweet, calm words of peace uttered 
by the 5 nation, sayingto the conquered foe that lay prostrate at 
its feet: is our only revenge, that you join us in to the serene 
firmament of the Constitution, to shine with us like stars forever and ever, 
the immortal principles of truth and justice that all men, white and black, 
shall be free and stand equal before the law.” 


That invitation we accepted, and we are here to-day. Ourstars 
are in your flag, our States are in your Union. Weare hereasa 
brotherhood, entitled to your t. Nay more, Mr. Speaker, 
when we went from the battlefield to our homes, we found deso- 
lation where there had been plenty, we found toil where there had 
been theretofore leisure. took up the South, put our arms 
around our dead and buried them, put our arms around our 
wounded and have supported them, and, carrying this heayy load 
up the hill, we have planted the star of prosperity over all those 
States which were bleached with the bones and ran with the blood 


of her sons. oud applause. | 
The SPEAHER. The time of the gentleman from Texas has 


ired. 
Air. HUTCHESON. Sirs, if the great humiliation of our fall 
does not engender some divine radiance, if our sorrows and our 
losses do not excite some pity, and if they can not relax a ghoulish 
malevolence, let us at least have our memories, which are made 
sacred by sorrowand immortal by defeat, respected by silence. The 
brave man does not strike the fallen foe or recur to the memories 
of unsuccessful conflict. Let us, oblivious of past differences and 
considerate of each other’s sensibilities, stand like brothers in this 
country and in this House, ready to do or die in making it the one 
great nation before which all the world must surrender their su- 


Per fi s A 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I yield twenty minutes to the gentle- 
man from Delaware [Mr. WILLIS]. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I should be very glad to vote for the 
second of these resolutions, with a verbalamendment which I hope 

will be made. If Jean vote upon that resolution singly and sepa- 
rately, Ishall be glad to do so, without attempting to controvert any 
thing which has been said with reference to the first resolution, 
for I admit the truth of every word that has been uttered in this 
House concerning Mr. Bayard and the sentiment expressed in that 
resolution. But I think I shall have to vote against the first 
resolution, for the following reasons: 

First, I have that amount of State pride which will lead me to 
vote against the resolution. I respect Mr. Bayard as a man of 
force, of distinction, and occupying a high position not only before 
the people of his native State (which is my State), but of the 
country. Iwill confess to you that I believe, and I think I know, 
that Mr. Bayard is a born aristocrat, posing as a democrat [laugh- 
ter]; that he has in him feudal instincts, is not in touch with the 
people, and presents in his 88 the unaccountable paradox 
of the union of the lord with the yeoman. But, at the same time, 
it might be admitted that these very qualities would give him 
greater credit at the British court than a man of a different cast 
might have, and if he can do us good there I am willing that he 
should, glad that he should. For, Mr. Speaker, I know that roy- 
alty is very jealous of its prerogatives. Royalty does not like 
republicanism, and if there is any place on God's earth to which 
the peculiar characteristics and qualities of our distinguished am- 

rare specially suitableitis the place that he occupies at the 
t E 

Second, I vote, I think, against the first resolution because 
our action in adopting that resolution must necessarily appear to 
be, even if should not be, a partisan movement; and I depre- 
cate the idea of partisan action on a question of this kind going 
out before the world. If we can not be unanimons, or practically 
unanimous,in the vote we take here, it is very questionable in 
my mind whether or not it will do the country any good or our 
party any good to adopt the resolution. 

Third, the pas: of the first resolution, the putting on record 
of censure against our ambassador, might have a tendency to 
weaken and neutralize his influence in the position that he occupies 
to-day. I do not want to do that. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Let him come home, then. 

Mr. WILLIS. It isthe President's business to bring him home; 
and if you were President no doubt you would do it. 

Mr. WATSON of Olio. Certainly I would. r 

Mr. WILLIS. And if I were President I surely would do it. 


But the discussion which has been had, and which has really 
boxed the compass” of political topics on the part of those gen- 
tlemen who have discussed the subject, especially on the other 
side and I do not know but also on my own side of the Honse, has 
attracted my attention to some special features with reference to 
this matter. The gentleman from Virginia . TUCKER], whom 
I do not now see in his seat, and who was very liberal, if not lav- 
ish, in his reference to Scripture, gave us yesterday a very adroit 
sia at gueeng and application of certain Scripture passages, to 
which I wish briefly to refer. I think his ent was espe- 
cially weak because of false interpretation false application. 
Let us look at it for a single moment. He quoted the passage, 
And from the days of John the Baptist until now the kingdom 
of heaven suffereth violence, and the violent take it by force.” 
Now, without saying that on that very figurative passage there 
have been various renderi and various views, so that a great 
many persons really do not know what it means—without. refer- 
Ting to that, let us take the gentleman’s own interpretation of it 
and let us ask him, Did he mean by his application to tell us that 
when Mr. Bayard used the word “violent” in his speech in 
land he intended to say that the American peono were on a rus 

for the kingdom of heaven and that Mr. Cleveland was the only 
a oot enough to stand at the gate and keep them back? 

ughter. 

As the gentleman was so very free in his Scripture references, I 
should like to quotea 8 or two of Scripture to him. agree 
with everything he said with reference to the ability and the fame 
of Mr. Bayard. Iam willing that aman shall exalt him to the 
seventh heaven. Iam willing he should say he is really a great 
man, though I will say parenthetically just at this point that Ido 
not accept the common definition of tess t the world 
seems sometimes to adopt. I do not believe that a man is neces- 
sarily a great man because he has agreat brain. To make a man 
great you must give him a great heart, a great soul, a soul in touch 
with the human race, with the great mass of the people; a soul 
that is full of pathy, full of humanity, full of fraternity, full 
of love. [Applause.] A man may have the genius of Lucifer and 
be a devil still. He may have the intuitions and splendid intel- 
lectuality of an archangel, and yet look through a keyhole and 
whistle through a quill. (Laughter. ] 

I say I will agree with everything that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia and the gentleman from 8 [Mr. McCreary] have 
said with reference to the eminence and ability of Mr. Bayard; and 
when you have said it all, you but make more emphatic that re- 
markable age from the wise man recorded in the Scriptures, 
which r thus: 

Dead flies cause the ointment of the n send forth a stinking 
savor; so doth a little folly him that is in reputa for wisdom and honor. 

And the passage has an unfortunate application in the present 
case. [Laughter and applause. 

The gentleman from Kentucky, after he got through with his 
chapter of pan ics on our ambassador, reminded us (an as- 
tonishing revelation) that the American poopie are behind Mr. 
Bayard and that there is great danger of his being elected Presi- 
dent of the United States if we should happen to censure bim. 
That was about the drift of the gentleman’s argument from the 
analogies and references he made. I think, however, that the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen from Kentucky has got his dramatis persons 
somewhat . Instead of the American people being back 
of the am or, the ambassador is back of the American peo- 
ple, and a good ways back—so far that he will never catch up. 

Lau enn It reminds me of a little story told of a horse race 

ownhereatBaltimore. Threeorfour splendid nags were brought 
out, and then one that was of inferior grade but carrying a high 
head and a graceful tail. An old darky standing by said: ‘‘ Dat’s 
de horse; look at him. Dat's my horse; look at him, When the 
race came off the darky's favorite horse was distanced, but the 
darky, never disco , never hopeless, said: Didn't I tell 
you so? Look at dat horse; he's drivin’ everything afore him.“ 
[Laughter.] Let me say to the gentleman from Kentucky and 
to the gentleman from Virginia that on this question of protec- 
tion, on this question which has stirred the hearts of the American 
people for the last three, four, or five years, the Democratic 
party, the Democratic Administration, the Democratic ambassa- 
dor, are driving everything before them. 

But if I had time [ would rather speak upon the congeners and 
correlatives of these resolutions than upon the resolutions them- 
selves. We may trust every age to produce its modicum of syco- 

hants and simpletons, egotists and despots; and this age is not 
behind the record. There are men holding subordinate places in 
the Government of the United States to-day, men sitting with 
their feet on the mantelpiece, with cigars in their mouths, who 
are as difficult of access as the Mikado of Japan. [Laughter.] 
They have got the “ big head,” and got it bad. [Renewed laugh- 
— | They belong, probably, to the class who believe everything 
foreign is good. ey belong to that large class who think that 
everything that comes from abroad is better than anything that 
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is American; who ape foreign manners and adopt foreign politics; 
who contract foreign marriages, praise foreign institutions, and 
cultivate foreign style and foreign fashions, and who leave here 
every vacation time and go to Europe to apologize for the battle 
of Bunker Hill. ome ughter and applause.] These are the 
people who play the harlequin at the feet of royalty and would be 
proud to eat dirt if they could eat it off aroyal platter; who think 
that an aristocratic snob, a gouty, leprous, half idiotic, immoral, 
licentious lordling, the degenerate o ring of a spurious ances- 
try, the rotten product of a rotten and effete system, is better 
than the sun-browned American farmer, with his bronzed cheeks 
painted with pigments of the sky, his nerves and muscles as 
strong as Hercules’s, his every sinew hardened by the reaction of 
honest toil, his blood as pure as the waters of Castalia, as he goes 
to his morning toil with feet as winged as Mercury’s, i 
the dews from the grass by the hedgerows on a June morning, 
brea the ozoneof God and feeling himself a man. [Applause. 
In my judgment, Mr. hoe pal there is but one standard in whic! 

the difference can be marked in the social standing of the human 
family, and I wish to draw that standard here, before the young 
men of this House, who I trust will be in it, its 5 255 and glory, 

haps long years after many of us who are older have gone to 
The other land. There is just one standard of distinction, ap- 

ropriately speaking, between men in this world, and thatis greater 

owledge and better morals. [Applause.] ‘To know more and 
do better. . is su inate to that. I do not care 
to go beyond that. yond that Mat Pryor's epitaph is good 
enough for me: 


Here lie the bones of Mat or. 
Descended from Adam Eve: 
If anyone can rank higher, 
Tse willing to give him leave. 


1 A : ; 
Speaker, God Almighty in his providence did three things 
for the human family. One was to give thema residence. Through 
the phases and changes of the geological eras He brought this grand 
old world to its present state of perfection through the great Car- 
boniferous era, t ugh the Glacial period, and rece all of the 
other periods, until the rains came and the sun topped the moun- 
tain ridges and the streams cleft the valleys and the continents 
and islands arose from the surrounding seas as the fields of the 
Lord. And then He has done another thing. He has furnished 
them with a religion, which, through ethnical restrictions and 
limitations, has come to be universal, so that the golden rule is 
the touchstone of excellence and religious eminence and religious 
glory in the world. And lastly, He has furnished them a Govern- 
ment which is the product of peo thathave lain and struggled 
in human minds since men began to sighfor liberty. It is in the 
ideal, epitomized, magnificent Republic of which you and I are 
citizens, the coniplement of the altitude of the best civilization of 
the world. e sate 

And yet, in spite of the principles which it illustrates and sets 
forth, which have been sighed for from high places and low places, 
which men have struggled for through thousands of years and 
fought for through the ages and centuries, which haye been 
cried out for by the oppressed and the helpless from the desert 

laces—I say in spite of all this there are those who walk the earth 
Seige and call themselves men who do not know a good thing 
when they see it. They walk and strut the rostrum of life as they 
look down upon their better fellows and say, ‘‘I am Sir Oracle, 
and when I speak let no dog bark. [Laughter.] Sir, when the 
Prætorian guard undertook the functions of king making the 
Roman Empire began to totter. They assassinated Pertinax and 
sold the crown to Julianus, Soon the Parthians were thunder- 
ing at their gates. Confusion succeeded treason and ruin finally 
came to the proud mistress of the world. 1 

When a man can not find anything good in the United States 
and has to go over to England or some other foreign country for 
it, he is bartering the crown. When he wants to adopt foreign 
manners and marry his daughter to a foreign snob, he is ring 
the crown. When an American woman, for the sake of an empty 
name, possessed of vast fortune, as she may be, can not find an 
American with brains and heart and soul and life good enough 
for her, but must go over to the other side and find somebody who 
Roes crazy over the divine rights of kings and knows nothing about 
the divine rights of people, that has conniptions and spasms over 
the guinea’s stamp and knows nothing about the guinea’s gold, she 
is bartering the American crown. [Applause.] 

I protest against the bartering of the crown a men born on this 
free soil. To-day we have no controversy, my brethren, whether 
we live in the North or in the South, as to our citizenship. Let 
us be true to it. There is a better and brighter time coming. 
It is a day of intense and glorious light, and America is pledged 
for its coming and for its existence. When it comes liberty’s 
throne will be erected on every mountain top and in every valley, 
and fraternity and equality will be the heritage of nations. [Ap- 


plause. 
1 vote for the second resolution and reject the first. 
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Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
remains to the negative side? 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-nine minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I yield that time to the gentle- 
man from Georgi pe TURNER]. 

Mr. TURN of Georgia. . Speaker, I share with great 
pride in the admiration which the gentleman who has just spoken 
entertains for the ‘‘ sun-browned American citizen.” y conten- 
tion to-day will be not for the fendalism of protection with its 
merciless exactions, but for that great principle which was chosen 
as the theme at Edinburgh on the 7th of November last, Indi- 
vidual freedom the germ of national progress and permanence.” 
It was the sentiment at once of the chevalier and of the yeoman. 
And it is to defend against the assaults of malicious enemies in 
this country the distinguished author of that noble sentiment of 
freedom that I enter this debate. 

I stand to-day, Mr. Speaker, in the presence of a trium 
party on the other side. They have brought to this House 
an e majority. And they have great duties and re- 
sponsibilities. They have great demands on their capacity for 
government. They are on trial as to their ability to originate 

t measures of relief which shall command public confidence. 

o mitigate the 3 stringency they have devised mone tax- 
ation, and to restore confidence they have invented more burdens. 
Fortunately for the sun-browned citizen that bill has failed in 
another place. As to the disorders in the T , they formu- 
lated another emergency measure during the holidays, which has 
now disappeared from view. The ‘‘endless chain” may still oper- 
ate upon the gold reserve. Our wretched banking laws are as 
wretched as ever, with no prospect of amendment. 

This great and triumphant party turns helplessly away from 
these tremendous interests, and wii t energy and unanimi iy 
trains all its artillery upon an individual member of the defen 
party to which I belong. What an exploitin politics is that. In 
order to do nothing else, they can talk eloquently about the suf- 
ferings of Christians in Armenia, and about the incomprehensible 
condition of Cuba, and over the mighty significance of the Monroe 
doctrine; and now still further to eee their helplessness in the 
field of their real tasks and duties, they have made this great oc- 
casion and a debate of three days over an alleged discourtesy of 
Mr. Bayard. He did not violate any statute nor any known reg- 
ulation of the department to which he is responsible. He tran- 
scended the canons of good taste forsooth. The victorious Re- 
publican party, in this Presidential year, marches against an 
individual for alleged bad taste in solid phalanx, and like an army 
with banners. 

Allow me nevertheless, sir, to pause here and say that about a 
matter of taste there can be no dispute. If the gentleman from 
Towa had not so stigmatized the idiom I would have given it in 
terse Latin —De gustibus non est disputandum. 

Mr. Speaker, the question here is not merely whether Mr. Bay- 
ard committed an indiscretion or violated good taste; it is rather 
whether it is right or proper or in good taste for the House of 
Representatives to visit its censure and condemnation upon this 

at American. I pro to show, sir, that he has done noth- 
ing wrong; and before I enter into that discussion I want to re- 
turn my thanks to my good friend from Virginia . TUCKER] for 
his eloquent tribute to this distinguished defender of the Consti- 
tution and of its great bulwarks of liberty. And, sir, may my 
right hand forget its cunning if I ever raise it against the man 
who stood in the very front of the phalanx of freedom when my 
section had no defenders upon the floor of Congress. Pardon 
ne if I confess my admiration is not unmixed with grati- 

e. 

The party to which I belong has no great army of mercenaries. 
There are none of those who have put up for our use the sinews 
of war. There are none to whom we have given special bounties; 
there are none to whom we have given booty and plunder, and 
there are none on whom we can draw; no special classes that 
have grown fat by policies that we have enacted and out of whom 
we can extract the I hesitate to put it in the vulgar ver- 
nacular of the Republican hustings. [Laughter.] 

But it is not so with our adversaries. They have bestowed 
lar, and donatives upon special interests for a generation, 
and the army of protection—the Pretorian Guard of the tariff—is 
about to dispose of the Presidential purple. Mr. Bayard offended 
these gentlemen at Edinburgh by speaking of the tendency of pro- 
tection to a mercenary scramble, as averred in the resolutions, 
If the indictment is true, any man ought to be allowed to proclaim 
it on the house top and anywhere in the world. The proof is 
already furnished. Out of the mouths of his assailants comes the 
demonstration of the truth of this great indictment. The Senator 
from New Hampshire, Mr. CHANDLER, a gentleman well known for 
his devotion to the Republican y, has testified with t em- 
phasis and detail, and after deliberation reiterated it. is testi- 


mony has already been sufficiently and effectively presented in 
this debate. I now cite additional evidence from the New York 
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1 Post of yesterday, leaving out names, because I dislike 
personal politics: 


Mr. when questioned as to the reports that he had solicited subscrip- 
tions from manufacturing establishments in the interest of , replied 
that it was nobody’s business.“ The Iowa State Register, s organ, 
takes issue with this. ublic’s business,” it 


in Illinois.” 

The names that I have suppressed in this statement are the 
names of distinguished men. 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hopkins). Does the gentle- 
man from Georgia yield? : 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Idonot; my time is too limited, Mr. 


Speaker. 
A. GROSVENOR. Well, the gentleman—— 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman from Ohio has had 
his time, and in that time my good friend, while he stood over the 
grave of Robert Schenck and defended him against imputation, 
was c: y silent as to these current imputations upon the party 
of protection. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

dso, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Bayard’s proposition and the demon- 
stration of its truth are almost coincident. And it ought to be 
as the lightning, and then the thunder, 

Let me remind gentlemen that we on this side, during the last 
Congress, offend prises interests by abating somewhat their 
power to tax, and that these same popie are tempted on by the 
prospect and promiss of an increase of their power to tax. Re- 
membering that we on this side have as our allies only unpur- 
chased freemen, I pause and ask my comrades here, if in the face of 
the inspiring struggle before us, are we to divide and go to pieces 
on temporary and transient issues when the great issue of freedom 
lies before us in the immediate future. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. S er, when these things are charged and said here at 
home they meet no denial; they meet no contradiction; no inves- 
tigation is demanded; there is no challenge given to it; but if 
somebody on the other side of the ocean announces or demon- 
strates the vicious and corrupt tendencies of protection, this inso- 
lent power says to him, no matter how distinguished,“ Silence, sir.” 

Mr. Speaker, so far from there having been any impropriety in 
the utterances at Edinburgh, the question was one rising high 
above all mere matters of taste, of courtesy, or of diplomatic pro- 
priety. It wasa matter about which a patriot might anywhere 
speak as with a trumpet. It was an occasion on which he might 

, to be heard by all mankind, against the degradation and 
avery and corruption of the system Which he denounced. Sir; if 
I had it in my power, in face of the peril that confronts us and the 
country, denounced even by those who are quarreling about their 
rivalries and the preliminary division of the GB say, sir, 
if I had my way f would put in every honest hand a whip to 
scourge this demon of protection naked through the world. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] As the shadow of this great peril 
thers around us and its gloom falls on the Capitol, I would 
ndle in that dome a light as a warning to my countrymen which 
should be as— 


When the sun his beacon red 
Had kindled on Ben Vorlich's head. 


Another speech has been mentioned in these resolutions, It is 
said that on some occasion our ambassador indicted his country- 
men as violent and hot tempered.” This latter occasion for im- 

hment was added to the resolution by the gentleman from 
1 [Mr. BARRETT], and yesterday, if I did not misun- 
derstand him, he deprecated any condemnation on account of that 
incident. And to find another pretext for denunciation, that gen- 
tleman unearthed the well-known Dover h of Bayard. That 
speech was made at a time when courage in civil life was as much 
required and of as high degree as that which animated men on 
the battlefield; but that speech was one of the bravest! But it 
belongs to a forgotten era; and since those who were our late ene- 
mies in civil war met with us around the base of a monument 
dedicated to the Confederate dead in the city of Chicago I have 
felt my heart warm anew to the Union. But, sir, let me not be 
diverted from what was said at the Boston grammar school in 
England. 5 
. Bayard had gone to that school as an invited guest, and 
t honor was done to him as the American ambassador. After 
wo or three other speeches on that day, the health of the Presi- 
dent of the United States was proposed as a toast, and he, accord- 
ing to custom, was called upon to respond, Certain words were 
uttered by him on that occasion of which a newspaper has given 
us the report to which reference has been made. e know not 
whether it is a literal and accurate report, but I enter no plea of 
that kind at thistime. Take every word there uttered and embod- 


ied in this preamble as a basis for these resolutions, and at last you 
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are bound to conclude that you have fired a great gun at nothing. 
[Laughter.] The whole Republican party is marching pell-mie 
against the statement that the American President is ‘‘a strong 
man” and that he is governing,” if you please, a people some- 
times violent.“ 

Now, let me tell the House what was said of this same Presi- 
dent, not by a Democratic ambassador, but by one who had been 
a Republican ambassador at the Court of St. James. I have here 
an address made by James Russell Lowell at the Harvard anni- 
versary, at which . Cleveland himself was a guest, and I will 
read to you what Mr. Lowell said of the President on that occa- 
sion. Ido not know whether James Russell Lowell was a yeo- 
man or a cavalier, a Roundhead ora Puritan. It makes no differ- 
ence to me. He was one of the most delightful and scholarly 
authors of New England and one of the most distinguished Re- 
publicans of that party, and at that Harvard anniversary, speak- 
ing of President Cleveland, he said: 

Youall know that Ican mean only the President of our Republic. His pres- 
ence isa signal honor to us all, and to us all I may say a personal gratifi- 
cation. We have no polities here, but the sons of Harvard all belong to the 


party which admires courage, strength of purpose, and fidelity to duty, and 
which respects, wherever he may be found, the 


Justum ac tenacem propositi virum, 
who knows how to withstand the 
Civium ardor prava jubentium. 


Now, that is giving, in the elegant Latin of Horace, the very 
same idea in more intense form which Mr. Bayard sie a at 
Boston. But did anybody offer to impeach Mr, Lowell for that 
utterance? Was there any condemnation of that distinguished 
and scholarly man? Mr. Bayard was at a grammar school where 
this eloquent phrase of Horace mingled in the air and was under- 
stood by all. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I want to add—and I add it with 
great pleasure—what Mr. Lowell further said of the same gentle- 
man, the President of the United States: 

He has left the helm of state to be with us here, and so long as it is intrusted 
to his hands we are sure that should the storm come he will say with Seneca’s 


Pilot, "O Neptune, you may save me if you will; you may sink me if you 
will; but whatever happen, I shall keep my rudder true.” 


Loud applause. ] 
ir. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I yield six minutes to the gentleman 
from Nevada mr EWLANDS.] 
Mr. NEWL 


DS. Mr. a ge in common with many who 
have spoken on this subject, I have to say that as a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs I regret that it has been necessar: 
to take action upon this subject. That committee, acting wit 
deliberation, called upon the President of the United States, first, 
to inform the House as to the accuracy of the quotations from Mr. 
Bayard's speeches which had been published in this country, and, 
second, whether any action had been taken by the Executive upon 
the subject. The reply came, practically substantiating the cor- 
rectness of the quotations and stating that no action had been 
taken by the Executive. 

It was expected that a President who was so prompt to act in 
the case of Sir Sackville West, whose offense was that he wrote 
to a fellow-countryman in California, an adopted citizen of the 
United States, a letter regarding an election then pending in 
the United States and commenting on conditions of domestic poli- 
tics—that a President who was so prompt to give that representa- 
tive of a 1 passports for a breach of diplomatic deco- 
rum, althoug e allusions in that letter to himself, to his policy, 
and to his party, were complimentary in the highest degree, would 
be 3 to respond by taking appropriate action with reference 
to the representative of this country bearing a like mission to 
England, representing the dignity and honor of his country there, 
ant indulging in language of insult and reprobation regarding 
domestic policies of his own country, whether national or pen 
even though he lifted the Executive upon a pedestal of dignity 
and power and strength and contrasted him in most complimen- 
tary terms with a people strong and violent,“ who needed to be 
obstructed in the measures which they proposed. We had a right 
to expect that the President would, by words of disapproval, by 
words of at least mild reproof, call the attention of Mr. Bayard to 
the requirements of the diplomatic service and to his breach of 
diplomatic propriety, and thus do away with the necessity for ac- 
tion by Congress upon this subject. But no such course was 
taken by the President, and it remains for us to assert the dignity 
of the nation. I have no question of our power, I have no ques- 
tion of our right, to censure any public servant so unmindful of 
the 3 of his distinguished position. 

The expressions which are complained of occur in two speeches, 
one delivered at Edinburgh aan one at Boston in England. 1 
shall have little to say with reference to the speech at Edinburgh, 
though it involved offensive criticism of the existing policy of a 
piers party and what might betermed the national policy of the 

Ini States ever since the organization of our Government. I 
shall refer mainly to the Boston speech, in which the strength“ 
of the President of the United States was contrasted with the 
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“violence” of the people whom he governed.“ Iam aware, Mr. 
Speaker, that there are a great many persons of education, of 
refinement, in this country who have great admiration for the 
so-called strength of our President. I shall saynothing whatever 
in reprobation of his glen Me of will or his strength of purpose; 
but I take it that will and determination rightly exercised accom- 
plish good, while will and determination wrongly exercised only 
make action more indefensible. 

Now, it is this last kind of strength which the President of the 
United States has demonstrated to the country—the strength of 
obstruction, the strength of destruction, not the strength of con- 
struction. Under his leadership an industrial and financial war 
has been waged upon the prosperty, the industries, and the ener- 
gies of this people. He has run beg to pull down the wall of pro- 
tection which the policy of the country had erected for the 

rotection, not only of American labor, but of American capital, 

or both are alike entitled to protection, and he has also sought to 
destroy the traditional financial policy of the country and to make 
gold the only medium of exchange and measure of value. The 
8 industries, the lowered values, the distress of the pro- 

ucers and debtors attest the strength of his obstructive and de- 
structive power, Which strength the ambassador to England so 
el eee eae 

e SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman's time be extended for five minutes. 

Mr. STEELE. _I object. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that 
my colleague does not object to the extension of the gentleman's 
time, but only to the extension of the time for taking the vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
gentleman’s time can not be extended without extending the time 
for taking the vote. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. he I yield the remainder of my time to 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. fo 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has 
ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. HITT. Has the other side five minutes remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The other side has about three 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. HITT. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, if Icould have controlled the mat- 
ter now under consideration, I would not have broughtit to the at- 
tention of this House; because I do not think that it isincumbent 
upon this body to scrutinize the speeches which a representative of 
this Government may deliver inaforeign country. But, sir, since 
the question is before us, and must be decided one way or the other, I 
shall not allow my judgment against bringing it here to influence 
my vote upon it now that it is here; nor shall I suffer myself to be 
diverted from the precise question which is before us by a partisan 
debate upon the tariff question, which is not before us. : 

To my mind it is perfectly clear that, in view of the position 
which he occupied, it was improper for Ambassador Bayard to 
discuss in another anne? a Arneson which is seriously contro- 
verted in this country. That he should have done so, however, 
was hardly more than an exhibition of bad taste; or at worst, it 
was not more than a breach of official propriety, and does not 
deserve the formal censure which is now pro’ against him. 
The overwrought passage in which he grossly exaggerated the 
degradation of American politicsis objectionable, I grant you; but 
it is not so objectionable as to justify these proceedings, and if it 
constituted the only basis of these resolutions, I should feel con- 
strained to vote against their adoption—not because I think the 
language free from criticism, but because I do not think it war- 
rants this kind of criticism. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the Boston speech, to es Bike of thinking, pre- 
sents a very much more serious question. hen a representative 
of this Government, surrounded by his English friends in a banquet 
hall, described his own countrymen as a violent people who need 
to have their will obstructed,” he committed an offense not merely 
against good taste and diplomatic etiquette but against common 
sense and sound patriotism. [Applause.] In this remarkable 
utterance Mr. 3 shows himself ignorant of the character of 
our le, and hostile to the theory of our Government. A 
hundred years of orderly submission to the law repels the unjust 
charge that Americans are a people of violent disposition. Twice, 
sir, in our history a President has fallen under an assassin’s hand; 
twice, the electoral college having failed to choose, this House 
has chosen a President; and once, amidst intense excitement, an 
extra-constitutional tribunal has declared a President elected. And 
yet, sir, each crisis was met and passed with a patriotic forbear- 
ance that has forever refuted the ancient calumny that free States 
are turbulent. [Applause.] 

The ambassador Tas been defended with the suggestion that he 
did not mean what he said, and that his language, taken with 


what precedes and what follows, is not susceptible of the construc- 
tion which has been placed upon it. I wish, Mr. Speaker, that I 
could be satisfied with that explanation, but unfortunately the con- 
nection in which the objectionable expression occurs confirms me 
in my objection toit. Mr. Bayard was extolling the President, 
and in order to exalt the e he defamed the people. He 


sought to prove Mr. Cleveland's greatness by the fact that he gov- 
erns a peons who are difficult to govern. 

My friend from Virginia yesterday asserted the truth of Mr. 
Bayard’s accusation against our people and attempted to estab- 
lish it by recalling the riots of the past. Unfortunately it is true 
that there have been occasional outbreaks; but will my learned 
friend hold all of the American people responsible for the deeds of 
violence which have now and then occurred in some isolated com- 
munity? Suppose, sir, that he should stand before a temperance 
society in Great Britain and, intending to admit that some of our 
people are addicted to intemperate drink, should asperse us as a 
nation of drunkards. Or sup he were attending the sessions 
of some benevolent society whose purpose it is to suppress the 
commission of crime, and, answering for his own constituents, he 
should be compelled to admit that now and then a murder stains 
the fair name of Old Virginia; if, then, some member of the asso- 
ciation should rise and brand Virginians as a race of murderers, 
would he think the imputation just? 

But, sir, the characterization of our people as violent is not 
more offensive than the statement that we frequently need to have 
our will obstructed. That the President should be praised for 
obstructing the public will is in itself subject to the most severe 
animadversion. The President, sir, is our servant, not our mas- 
ter, and itis his duty to enforce our decrees. Mr. Speaker, it is 
the special excellence of this system that within certain consti- 
tutional limitations which the people have voluntarily imposed 
upon their own power, the popolar will is supreme and must 
be obeyed. I do not claim that the peonio are infallible. I do 
not say they are always right; for that would be ascribing to 
them collectively a wisdom which their wisest leaders can never 
hope to attain. But this I do say: It is infinitely better that the 

ill of the people shall be fully and faithfully executed, even 
when they are wrong, than that their servants shall be taught the 
dangerous doctrine that it is a virtue ever to circumvent it. 
[Applause Sir, whoever declares that the American people need 

ave their will obstructed assails the very foundations of this 
Government; and the man who will stand before the subjects of a 
monarchy and stigmatize the citizens of this great Republic as a 
violent people” is unworthy to represent this country anywhere 
or in any capacity. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. HITT. Mr. S. er, Without occupying the few minutes 
eo varias with further debate, I will ask that we now proceed to 
a vote. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the resolutions, 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, is it competent to have the reso- 
lutions voted on separately? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the question can be divided. 

1e WILLIS and Mr. DRAPER asked for a division of the 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the first 
resolution. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I wish to ask for information 
9 5 7 the vote will be taken on the preamble and the first reso- 

ution? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think that would be 
substantially the case, because the resolution refers to the pre- 


amble. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The reason I asked the ques- 
tion was because I understood the ppeaker to say the question 
would be on the first resolution. As I now understand, the first 
question will be on the adoption of the preamble and the resolu- 
tion. 
ts The SPEAKER. The vote will be taken on the first resolu- 

on. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Including the preamble? 

The SPEAKER. It is for the House, after the resolution is 
acted on, to say what it will do with the preamble. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] has called attention to a word in the preamble which it 
would be better to put correctly. It seems to have been printed 
incorrectly in the report we have from the Secretary of State. 
We could not take liberties with that. In order to conform to the 
text as received from the Secretary of State I ask to insert, after 
the words have their own way,” in the preamble, the words and 
men who seek to have that way frequently obstructed.” I think 
that is erroneous; but those are the cae that come from the 
Secretary of State, and, if there be no objection, I ask that that 
amendment be made in the quotation from the speech. 

Beg SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the proposed amend- 
men 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
In the 1 the words “have their own wary aon the words 


“and men who to have that way frequently obstru 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the change will be made. 
The question is on the first resolution. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask for the reading of the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

“Whereas Thomas F. Ba: ambassador of the United States to Great 
a a in a public speech delivered in Boston, d, on August 2, 
1895, as follows: 


He (the President of the United eri haane en ray — 
men who see! ve 


dent. and oftentimes violent 
t way 88 obstructed. and I 
e people of the United 


Whereas Thomas F. 3 of the United States to, Great 
a public speech vered in Edinburgh, Scotland, on Novem- 
Bart 180 us Follows. 

“+ Tn my own coun’ Ihave witnessed the insatiab 


with 
in private affairs, divorce ethics from politics, 
low level of a mercenary scramble, any 


eit (thesaid of tion) has unhesitatingly allied itself with 
( policy of protection) tingly = 8 


policy which tends to dange 
ury. and saps the popular schemes 
— — there 


r. F. — ambassador of ee States to oe cece ien 
using the language above quo committed an offense aga’ 
it H and an abuse uf the pri of his exalted position. 


the representative of the whole — 845 and not o 
Such utterances are wholly omen ge with that 


hi 
ions, oy pul which he himself while Secretary 
of State enjoin apon all diplomatic agents of the United States. In one 
he affronts the great body of coun who believe in the 
pier of In other he offends all his coun m who 
ve Americans are ca) e of -ROVI t. Therefore, as 
immediate representatives of the d in their name, we 


Re ther, That in the opinion of the House of Representatives 
—— V x. 
sanship or w condemn any or pa cy or organ- 
—— of citizens in the United States are in Mereliction of | duty of such 
officers, — gd their usefulness as public servants, and diminish the confi- 
dence which they should always command at home and abroad. 


i ae SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the first reso- 
ution. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. S er, Lask for the yeas 
and nays on the adoption of the first resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 182, nays 72, 
not voting 101; as follows: 


182. 
en S Kerr, Ray, 
Aitken, Doolittle, Kiefer, Reeves, 
Aldrich, Ala, Ellis, Kirkpatrick, Reyburn, 
Aldrich, III. Evans, OX, 
Allen, Utah Fairchild, Lacey, Sauerhering, 
ey, nde er, Scranton, 
PEs „N. I. aloa er, 9 
very, 0⁰ ‘ever, erman, 
Ba Leighty, Shuford, 
Bepoock, Fowler, Lewis, Simpkins, 
Baker, N. H. ble, Linton, Smith, III. 
Barham, Gardner, Long, Smith, Mich. 
Barret: ibson, er, Snover, 
Bartholdt, Gillett, Mass. Loud, i 
Beach, x Loudenslager, 85 ding, 
Belkna; Griswold, Low, Spe 5 
Bingha pone ge Marsh.” — 
z rou 
Bishop, Grow, McCall, Mass. Stephenson, 
Black, N. Y. Hadley, McClure, Stewart, N. J. 
Blue, Hager, M Stewart, Wis. 
Boutelle, Hainer, Nebr. Meiklejohn, Strode, Nebr. 
Bowers, Halterman, Mercer, Strong, 
wster, Hanly, Miller, Kans. Taft, 
erick, kian er, Miller, W. Va. 3 
us, artman, nes. T, 
Bull, Hatch, Minor, Wis. Thomas, 
Calderhead, Heatwole, Mondell, Tracey, 
Cannon, Henderson, oody, Treloar, 
Clark, Iowa Henry, Conn. Mozley, Upd. 2 
Clark, Mo. Henry, Ind. ee Van Horn, 
Cockrell, Hepburn, Newlands, Van Voorhis, 
age) rn, Noonan, ort! 
Cook, Wis. Hill, Northway, ; 
8 Hitt, Otjen, s 
Corliss, Hopkins, Overstreet, Watson, Ohio 
Cousins, Howell, Pearson, e 
Crowther, Hulick, Perkins, White, 
Cramp, Huling, Phillips, Wilson, Idaho 
Cummin Hunter, Pickler, Wilson, Ohio 
Sarde owe i, P — Food an, 
8. lowers, 
Sorts NY: Johnson, Cal Prince, oomer, 
* Johnson, Ind Qui Wright. 
* 
Be Wik Joy. a 


NAYS—7?2. 

Abbott, Denny, MeCull Spencer, 
Allen, M: Dinsmore, MecDearmon, Stallings, 
Baker, Md. Downing, McLaurin, Stokes, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Draper, c Sulzer, 
Black Ga. E ena Meredith, Talbert 

ck, e 
Boatner, Harrison, Meyer, te, 
Clardy, Hart. Money, 4 
Cobb, Ala. Hutcheson, eill, Tucker, 
Cobb, Mo. Jones, Ogden, $ 

ke, Kendall, = Turner, Va. 

t, Kyle, Owens, Underwood, 

Cooper, Tex. La Pitney, Walsh, 

X, 1 ice, Wheeler, 
Crowley, Lockhart, Rusk, Willis, 
Culberson, vers, Woodard, 
De Armond, M „Ky. Sparkman, Yoakum. 

5 5 NOT VOTING—101. 

Acheson, yton, Kem, Russell, Conn. 
Anderson, Dockery, Kulp, Russell, Ga. 

3 Dolliver, Leisenring, Settle, 
Arnold, Dovener, Leonard, Shannon, 
Atwood, Eddy, Lester, Shaw, 
Baker, Kans. Ellett, Va. Linney, Skinner, 
Bankhead, Fenton, Sout 

y Fischer, Mahany, South 
Bartlett, Ga. Fitzgerald McCall, Tenn. Stone, G. W. 

ll, Gillet, N. Y. McCleary, Minn. Stone, W. A. 
Berry, Griffin, 001 trait, 
Bromwell, aaa Strowd, N. 0. 
Brown, 3 McEwan, Sulloway, 

A McKenney, Towne, 
Buck, Heiner, Pa. iles, Tracewell, 
Burrell, Hemenway, ler, 

R Hendrick, Miner, N. Y. alker, Va. 
88 Ohio nom —.— arner, 
Chicke: A Hooker. Odell." Watson, Ind. 
Clarke, Howard, Parker, ilber, 
Coffin, Howe, Patterson, Wilson, N. Y. 

— Hubbard. Payne, Wilson, S. C. 
Connolly. Huff, Pendleton, 

Cowen, Hull, Robe: La. 
'ord, Hurley, Robinson, 

So the first resolution was to. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice 


Mr. TRACEWELL with Mr. HENDRICK. 
Mr. ANDREWS with Mr. MILES, 

3 N with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
HURLEY with Mr. PATTERSON. 
Harpy with Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. 
Fiscuer with Mr. MADDOX. 
LEISENRING with Mr. SHAW. 
Eppy with Mr. Moses, 
Watson ot Indiana with Mr. Wixson of South Carolina. 
CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. LESTER. 
Burton of Missouri with Mr. Dockery. 
Hooker with Mr. MCCLELLAN., 
ODELL with Mr. TYLER. 
LEONARD with Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
PARKER with Mr. COWEN. 
Nr. 222 ol ith Mr. R £ Georgia. 

ARNEY wi . RUSSELL o 

WARNER with Mr. HALL. 
KULP with Mr. MINER of New York. 
RUSSELL of Connecticut with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 
GRIFFIN with Mr. MCKINNEY. 
. COFFIN with Mr. STRAIT, 
Dayton with Mr. WASHINGTON, 
FENTON with Mr. Berry. 
. Burton of Ohio with Mr. Buck. 

Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. CaTCHINGs. 

For this vote: 

Mr. Morse with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. TOWNE, is 
absent, but I am authorized to state for him that had he been 
present, he would have voted yea.” 

Mr. DEARMOND. My 9 Mr. DOCKERY, is called away 
by the death of a kinsman. I that indefinite leave of absence 
be nted him. b 

was no objection. ‘ 

Mr. HENDRIC Mr. Speaker, when my name was called I 

voted “nay.” Iwishto withdraw my vote. Iam paired with the 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. TRACEWELL]. If he were present, 
e would vote yea” and I would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. SOUTH- 

ARD, is absent attending the funeral of his father. If present, 


5 alia 


Mr. 
Mr 


he would vote“ 5 85 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. WASH- 
aly is detained at his room by illness. If present, he would 
vo e ae nay.” 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 
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The SPEAKER. The first resolution is agreed to, and the 
question is on the second resolution. 

Mr. HITT. I call for the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. WILLIS. I offer an amendment to the second resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that can only be done by 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope there will be unanimous consent to the 
addition of these words. 

Mr. PEARSON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Task for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 192, nays 59, not 
voting 104; as follows: 


YEAS—192. 
Acheson, De Witt, Joy, Raney, 
Dingley, zoe Ray, 
Aitken, Doolittle, Kerr, Reeves, 
Aldrich, Ala. Draper, Kiefer, Reyburn, 
Aldrich, III. Ellis, Kirkpatrick, 
Allen, Miss. Evans, Knox, Sane 1 
Apel. sy F 8 Lavine Shafroth: 
ey, on, 
Arnold, R L Fletcher, ‘ever, Sherman, 
Avery, Foot, Leighty, Shuford, 
ley, F Lewis, Simpkins, 
er, Fowler, Linton, I 
Baker, Md. ble, 3 Smith, III. 
Baker, N. H. er, er, Smith, Mich 
Barham, 8 2 Snover, 
Barrett, ett, Mass. udenslager, 5 
Bartholdt, Graff, Low, Sele 
Beach, Griswold, Mahon, Sperry, 
Belknap, Grosvenor, Stahle, 
Bell, Colo. Grout, M Mass. Steele, 
Bennett, Grow, McClure, Steph 
Bingham, Hadley, McLachlan, Stewart, N. J. 
Bishop, aaen Mercer, Stewart, Wis. 
Blue, er, Nebr, Miler, Kans, Stokes, 
Boui Halterman, Miller, W. Va. Strode, Nebr. 
Bowers, Hanly, Un Strong, 
Brewster, Harmer. Minor, Wis. Strowd, N.C. 
Brode > Hartman, ond: Taft, 
Brosius, Hatch, ‘oody, ‘Tawney, 
Bull, Heatwole, Mozley, Tayler, 
Calderhead, Henderson, M I. Thomas, 
Cannon Henry, Conn. New Tracey, 
Clark, Mo. Henry, Ind. N A Treloar, 
88 oui) Northway, Upd. = 
Connolly, Hilborn, Otzen. Van Horn. 
Cook, Wis. Hill, Overstreet, Van Voorhis, 
Cooke, III. Hitt, Owens, Wadsworth, 
Cooper, Wis. Hop! n, Walker, Mass. 
Cor li Howell, Pendleton, Wanger, 
Cousins, Hulick, Perkins, Watson, Ohio 
Crowther, Huling, Phillips, Wellington, 
Crump, Hunter, Pickler, te, 
Cummin Hutcheson, Pitney, 
Curtis, lowa Hyde, Poole, Wilson, Idaho 
Curtis, Jenkins, Powers, Wilson, Ohio 
Curtis, N. Y. Johnson, 
Dalzell, Johnson, Ind h, Woomer. 
Daniels, Johnson, N. Dak. Q: 7 Wright 
NAYS—59. 
Abbott. Denny, McCulloch, Sulzer, 
Bartlett, N. X. Dinsmore, McDearmon, Swanson, 
Bell, Tex Downing, MeMillin, Talbert, 
, Ga. Elliott, S. C. McRae, Tate, 
tner, an, Meredi Terry, 

y, Meyer, Tucker, 
Cobb, Ala. Money, Turner, Ga. 
Cobb, Mo. Jon Neill, Turner, Va. 
Cockrell, Kyle, Ogden, Underwood, 
Cooper, La $ Otey, Walsh, 
Cooper, Tex. Little, Bi m, Wheeler, 
Cox, Livingston, Rusk, Wi 
Gre “1 ire. 88 You s 

wiley, 8 par um. 
88 ees, Ky. Stallings, 
NOT VOTING—104, 
Anderson, De Armond, Kendall, Pri 
Andrews, Dockery, Kulp, Robe: La. 
Arnold, Pa. Dolliver, Latimer, Robinson, 
twood, Dovener, Leisenring, Russell, Conn. 
Babcock, Eddy, x Russell, 
Bankhead, Ellett, Va. Lester, Settle, 
rney, Fenton, Linney, Shannon, 
Bartlett, Ga. Fischer, Maddox, Shaw, 

2 Fitzge Mahany. Southar; 

Black. N.Y Giles} N MeCall, Tenn. —.— : 
R ri eary, ncer, 
Brown, Hall, McClellan. Stone, C. W. 
B Hardy, McCormick, Stone, W. A. 
Buck. Harris, McEwan, Strait, 
Burrell, Heiner, Pa. McKenney, Sulloway, 
Burton, Mo. Hemenway, McLa Towne, 
Barton, Ohio Hendrick, Meiklejohn, W. 
Cate! Hermann, iles, TE 
Chicke: A cks, ans alker, Va. 
Clark, lowa Hooker Miner, N. Y. Warner, 
Clarke, Ala. Howard, Morse, Washin 
n, owe, Moses, Watson, Ind. 
Hubbard, Odell, Wilber, 
en, Huff, Parker, Wilson, N. X. 
Danford, Hull. Patterson, Wilson, 
Dayton, Hurley, Payne, W. 
So the resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I am paired on this 
vote with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. LEONARD. If 
he were present, he would vote yea” and I would vote “nay.” 

Mr. FER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. MCCLEARY, Iam 
informed, is at home, unable to be here. If he were present, he 
would vote “ yea” on both resolutions. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolutions were agreed to was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hor RS). The question now 
is on the sanpun of the preamble accompanying the resolutions. 

The preamble was to. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the preamble was agreed to was laid on the table. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journ to-night it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 
report. 

. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I believe there was no regular order 
made to consider the contested-election case of Benoit against 
eee: è Was there only an understanding that it would be 

u 

55 SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks there was no 
order. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think it was agreed by unanimous consent that 
it was to be taken up immediately after the passage of the resolu- 
tions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was to be taken up immedi- 
oy ences disposition of the resolutions that have just been 

posed of. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the 
contested-election case of Benoit against Boatner, and yield tothe 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER], who made the majority re- 


port. 
i The RARER pro tempore. A conference report is a privi- 
eged report. 
. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from New York 
thinks his report will not take any time, I desire 
Mr. SHERMAN It will take but a moment. 
ARKANSAS NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present a conference report on the bill (H. R. 
5564) authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern Railway Company 
to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend do recommend to 
their r ‘tive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments to the House bill and agree 
to the bill as passed by the House. 

JAMES 8. SHERMAN, 


JOHN S. 
On the part of the House, 
RICHARD F. PETTIGREW, 
WILLIAM N. ROACH, 
On the part of the Senate, 
The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—BENOIT AGAINST BOATNER. 


Mr. TAYLER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution of the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Elections No. 2 in the case of Benoit 
against Boatner, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there was no valid election held in the Fifth Congressional 
district of the State of Louisiana on the 6th day of November, 1894, and that 
neither Alexis Benoit nor Charles J. Boatner is entitled to a seat in the 5 

ct 


fourth Congress as Representative from the Fifth Congressional distri 
Louisiana. 


78 BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the following sub- 
stitute. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
fourth Congrems from the Firth Congressional a at ae oe the ah 
s 
day of November, 1594, and is entitled to his seat = . — —— 
Mr. TAYLER. Mr. HY proces an arrangement has been made 
between the majority and the minority of the Committee on Elec- 
tions No. 2 that a vote shall be had on these resolutions at 40 clock, 
and that the intervening time shall be occupied by a representa- 
tive of each side reading so much of the two reports as may be 
thought necessary for the advisement of this House as to the de- 
termination of the committee, and that the contestee, in addition 
to reading such portion of the minority report as he may desire to 
read, shail have the right, without discussion, to state briefly the 
reasons why he is willing that this zuatter should be presented to 
House without debate and a vote taken and determination had 


~ 
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to-day. And I desire to say, further, that the arrangement is, 
with the consent of the House, that the majority and minority re- 
ports be printed in full in the RECORD as part of the proceedin: 
of the day. To carry out the arrangement, as far as it devolves 
upon me to do so, I shall proceed for a moment to read for the 
information of the House from the report of the majority. I ask 
unanimous consent for that purpose. F 

Mr. PITNEY. Is there to be any contest? 

Mr. TAYLER. There is not. 

Mr. PITNEY. Then what is the meaning of the resolution that 
has been offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]? 

Mr. TAYLER. That is the usual form in which these matters 
are presented to the House. 

. PITNEY. Then the case is uncontested? 

Mr. TAYLER. It is contested; and there is a minority report. 

Mr. PITNEY. I should like to have some reason given for ac- 
tion practically without debate in this contested-election case. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, we are unable to hear what the 
gentleman from New Jersey says. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. § ‘er—— 

Mr. TAYLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
programme which has been outlined be carried out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One moment. Unanimous con- 
sent is asked that a vote be had on the pending resolutions at 4 
o’clock, and that the intervening time be taken up by the ies in 
interest, or their representatives, in the reading of such parts of 
the reports as may be deemed advisable. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rose for the purpose of asking an 
explanation pending the 8 for unanimous consent, and asked 
to be recognized, but the Chair set me aside for the purpose of 

sition 
R pro tempore. The Chair did not understand 
that the gentleman made any objection. 

Mr. PI Y. Well, before giving my consent, I want to know 
whether there is a real contest here or not. there is no actual 
contest, I do not want any unnecessary time to be occupied in 
considering the case, but if there is a real contest I think there 
pany ey 5 be a little more time for discussion than three-quarters 
of an hour. 


stating the pro’ 
The SPEA 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gn 


tleman that there is here a contest by Mr. Benoit against 
Boatner, the sitting member. This case has been heard in the 
committee, and two reports have been presented: First, the report 
of the committee declaring the seat vacant and the election void; 
and second, the report of the minority presenting the resolution 
submitted by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. It was 
the intention of the committee to have ed this case up in the 
regular way next week and to have debated it fully, and they 
were prepared to do so, but Mr. Boatner suggested that he would 
like to have the case called up to-day and disposed of at the earli- 
est ible moment, for the reason that in the event of the House 
adopting the report of the committee declaring the seat vacant, 
to-morrow would be the last day on which, under the law of Loui- 
siana, the governor could give notice of an election to fill the va- 
cancy to be held at the same time as a general election which is 
now pending in that State. Therefore, it is for the purpose of 
accommodating the contestee that this agreement has been entered 
into. The proposition was that the case should be brought before 
the House; that perhaps twenty minutes should be given to each 
side to discuss it, and then that a vote should be had This, I say 
again, is done for the p se of accommodating the contestee, so 
that in the event that the House shall indorse the report of the 
committee, an opportunity will be given to submit to the people 
of the district the question of who shall be his successor at a gen- 
eral election which is soon to be held in the State of Louisiana. 
I ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] if I am not correct 
in this statement? 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman is correct, with this modifica- 
tion, that it is not so much for the accommodation of the con- 
testee as it is for the accommodation of the constituency, the 
people of that district. 

. JOHNSON of Indiana. Oh, well, I am not particular about 
how the gentleman puts the case. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will not quibble with the gentleman about it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The agreement that we have en- 
tered into simply shows that we are willing to accommodate 
somebody, and I am not particular about what special person or 
penn shall appear to be the objects of our accommodation and 

ess 


Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman’s statement is substantially 


correct, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The point was made, first, that in 
the event of the sitting member being unseated, the people of 
that district had a right to be represented upon this floor, which 
seemed to be an undeniable proposition; and, second, that if they 
were entitled to representation they were entitled to be saved the 


expense of a special election, if that could be done; which also 
seemed to me unanswerable. 
Mr. BAILEY. That is the ground upon which the agreement 


was pro ~ : 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. And it was thought best that the 
agreement should be put in the form I have stated, so that the 
case mi ht bo disposed of to-day. 

The SPE = tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. PITNEY. . Speaker, if the uest is joined in by the 
gentleman from Louisiana ae [Mr. ATNER, I do not want 


to obstruct the Abas Bec . 

Mr. BOATNER. I will say to the gentleman that the arrange- 
ment was made at my request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TAYLER read the report of the committee, as follows: 

The Committee on Elections No. 2, to whom was referred the contested 
election case of Alexis Benoit vs. Charles J. Boatner, from the Fifth Congres- 
sional district of Louisiana, having considered the testimony and heard argu- 
ments on behalf of the respective parties, submit the following: 

mal of 15 Figg owen as 
Franklin, 


The Fifth Co: onal district of Louisiana is com: 
follows: Caldwell, Claiborne, Catahoula, Concordia. Carroll, * 
8 8 Morehouse, Madison, ita, Tensas, Richland, Union, 
est Carrol 
The Cor onal election held November 6, 1804, was the only election held 


mgressi 
in Louisiana on that day. The result, as canvassed and promulgated by the 
secretary of state, was as follows: 


C.J. | Alexis 
Boatner. Benoit. 


Parish. 


819 


The majority for Boatner over Benoit on these returns appears to be 9,526, 

This district is bounded on the north by the State of Arkansas and on the 
east by the Mississippi River. The Ouachita River flows through the dis- 
trict, but the greater part of the district lies on the east side of that river. 

The es of Union, Claiborne, Lincoln, and Jackson lie west of the 
Ouachita, and no claim was made by the contestant that in them the election 
was not held with entire fairness. No testimony was offered ecting the 
conduct of the election in West Carroll Parish except to correct a clerical 
error concerning which there is no dispute. 

The controversy, therefore, is confined to the remaining 10 es, viz: 
East Carroll Madiiot, Tensas, and Concordia, which are called the “river 

rishes,” lying as they do along the Mississippi River, and Morehouse, Rich- 

nd, nklin, Catahoula, Caldwell, and Ouachita, which lie west of the 
river parishes, and are either bounded or cut by the Ouachita River. 

The following table shows the vote in 1804, and the white and colored vot- 
ing population, by the census of 1890, in the 10 contested parishes: 


318 595 1,177 

306 1, 405 2.431 

20 e09 3,659 

6 315 3.040 

420 70 1,469 

881 828 3.403 

55 30 3,367 

62| 1,441 3, 988 
8 401 4.047 
818 2.875 


s 


NOTICE OF CONTEST. 

The contestant, on the 16th day of Jan 1895, caused to be served, at the 

pao of residence of the contestee, a copy of his notice of contest. The con- 

tate of Louisiana, and it is admitted 
that, under the law of that State it is sufficient notice of any suit to make 
service of the same at the place of residence of the defendant, 

The contestee moved to dismiss this proceeding on the ground that no proper 
notice of contest was served npon as req by the Revised Statu 

The committee was of the opinion and held that the service of the notice 
in the manner stated was sufficient under the United States statutes, and 
was precisely the kind of notice which was held to be sufficient in the case of 
Manzanares vs. Luna, Forty-eighth Congress. (Moberly's Dig., 61.) 

‘The contestee duly served upon the contestant his answer, and the parties 
proceeded to take testimony in all respects as if no question had been raised 
as to validity of contestant’s service of notice. 

The contestant’s notice of contest, while in general terms, was not seriously 

estioned as to form, and sufficiently covered the various claims made upon 
the testimony and in the arguments. 
THE LAW OF LOUISIANA. 

It is not necessary to refer with any prolixity to the election law of Louisl- 

ana, but the substance of some provisions must be quoted. 
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It is provided by the general election laws of 1894, in section 12, that elections 
shall be presided over by six commissioners and two clerks of elections, all of 
whom shall be residents and qualified yoters of the precincts. The commis- 
sioners shall be selected from opposing political parties, provided a sufficient 
number of each political pars reside in the precinct competent to act. The 
right is given to each politi party to designate one person to have access 
to the polling booth and to witness the voting as well as the countin: 

Section 14 provides that before entering u 


m the discharge of thelr duties 
eee and clerks must take the oath prescribed by article 100 of the 
co’ tution. 

Section 19 provides that the registering officers of each parish shall deliver 
to the sheriff of each parish, at least twenty-four hours before the time fixed 
for opening pno polls, a list of voters 5 for each ponos piace: The 
list s bein 8 order and contain the registration number 
of each voter. It shall be the duty of the commissioners of each precinct to 
erase the name of each voter when he has voted. 

Section 26 provides that no person shall be permitted to vote who has not 
duly registered as a qualified voter in accordance with the law in the ward 
anit precinct in which he actually resides. 

Section 29 provides that any citizen of the State or commissioner of election 
shall have the right to require that any voter offering shall be put upon his 
oath and made to declare whether he is the person registered or has voted, 
or isa duly qualified elector of the State, parish, ward, oF precy in which 
he offers. A false oath by such voter subjects him to penalties for-perjury; 
but such affidavit or affidavits herein required must be in writing and re- 
— as a part of the election returns, to be deposited in the office of the 
cler 

Section 36 provides that the commissioners of elections shall keep a list of 
the persons voting at the poiling place, which shall be numbered from one on 
consecutively. such list to be kept numbered and to be signed and sworn to 
as correct by the commissioners ediately on closing the polls. When the 
count is completed the commissioners are required to make triplicate com- 
pua statements of the persons voted for, the number of ballots contained in 

he box, and the number of ballots rejected; and these statements shall be 
of the statements, tally sheets, 


sworn to by the commissioners. One cop 
secretary of state and the other 


and list of persons voting is forwarded to 
two sets returned to the parish board of supervisors. 2 

Section 37 provides for the compilation by the parish board of supervisors 
of the total vote of the various polling places, and directs that the compiled 
statements be forwarded to the secretary of state. 

EAST CARROLL, MADISON, CONCORDIA, AND TENSAS. 

Proceeding now to an examination of the evidence in this case, we consider 
first the river parishes, viz, East Carroll, | ison, Tensas, and Concordia. 
As graphic and suggestive a view of conditions in these precincts as could be 
presen will be manifest by an examination of the following tabular state- 
ment of the yote at the Congressional election in 1894, and the character of 
the population. 


White | Colored 
males | mal 


co AAA A E 
It is certainly very 1 that in four parishes where the male whites 
of voting age number 1,765 the Democratic vote should be 7,124, and that while 


the colored voting population is 12,454 the vote in opposition to the Democratic 
gre ein should be only 81. The reasons for this condition are not difficult 


If the election returns from these parishes are reliable, it appears that not 
ae have the negroes gone over to the Democratic party in great numbers, but 
that they are unanimously voting that ec ticket. Yet the fact is, and ap- 
pears in this case, that they are ublicans almost to a man. 

In the main the same general plan prevailed of 3 these parishes 
pet ore hy courtesy styled elections. One schemeand principle dominated 

of them. 

This is graphically and frankly described by G. W. Montgomery, a Demo- 
erat and su T of the contestee and now and for twelve years a State 
senator from the Twenty-fifth district of Louisiana. Mr. Montgomery, on 
page 38. in answer to a question as to whether or not he advocated a fair 
count, a fair vote, said: 

MF pity 00 in the ranks of the opposition men who had hitherto helped 
fight the battle of Democracy, and felt that noattacks upon their rightscould 
be made without an irreconcilable breach. I furthermore felt that if Mr. 
Boatner had a majority of the white le of the district, that he had no 
need to ask for irregular methods, and if Mr. Benoit had a majority of the 
white ple supporting his cause, I could not, without violating the princi- 
ples of white supremacy, for which I have fought for a quarter of a century, 
ask for anything more t. a square count.“ 

. Was there a square election in the parish of Madison? 
I will say that the election was as fair as usual. 

8 are they usually? 

0 K mtestee objects to investigation of any other election except the last 
one. 

A. They are usually fair enough to put the white le in control of 
a T ON ORE oli $: 

. How is done; by counting the negro vo 

£ Asa rule it is. 

25 Is this done whether the race is between Democrats or Republicans or 
between Democrats and Democrats? 

A. I will say of recent years it will apply to both with impartiality; the 
race between Foster and McEnery evidences this fact. 

For the leading Democratic politician and statesman in these river parishes 
to assert that the rule prevailing there is “ to put the white people in control 
by counting the negro vote is an on, by one who knows, of everything 
for which this report contends. 

How this negro vote could be thus counted is plainly apparent from the 
evidence in the record. 

The condition of 
so lon; 


tions; 
stood and by no one ever questioned; the public conscience was de 
e formal returns whichn might 
In coe pariah the e list wes ene snously padded in anoth 
one registration was enormo 4 another 
where the total registration list was about 1,000, over 000 voters were re- 


turned as polled. It is safe to assert that not 300 votes were actually cast in 
the entire paner In one precinct, for example, the registered number of 


voters was the number returned as cast was H2, 

The poll books and tally sheets from almost ee of these parishes 
have disappeared from the sight of man. Althoug nce was used 
to discover them,not one could be found; nor could any witness, whether 
commissioner or clerk, be discovered who knew anything about them. any 
commissioners of election refused to obey subpænas; some who respond 
refused to testify, or, testifying, refused to answer on the ground that the 
answers might tend to crim: them; some, acting under legal advice, re- 
fused to answer any question ting the returns on the und that the 
returns themselves were the best evidence; others refused to give informa- 
tion as to the whereabouts of poll books and tally sheets on the ground that 
they were not the lawful custodians of them, and were not bound to furnish 
information respecting them. 

One commissioner, working in a field, saw the nota 
literally took to the w and so far as the evidence 
been heard of. 

The poll book in one parish was padded, and the registration numbers in- 
c in one instance by skipping from 99 to 1,000, and in other instances 
jumping in similar manner 900 numbers, so that the total e e a 

to be something over 8,000. The registrar of voters who came in 
office in 1888 opened a new book inning with No. 1, and at the time of the 
election of 1894 had only 570 names on his list. If it had been possible to obtain 
Mad ont ia much light as to the details of the conspiracy might haye been 
0 


Very few of the returns are sworn to. This important and mandatory re- 
quirement was neglected, doubtless because the commissioners thought that 
whatever crime they might be ity of the cha of perjury could not be 
laid at their door. The sensitive conscience of these election officers, who 
moan py AN defile and pollute the ballot box, revolted making 
oa a lie. 

In some precincts the returns were signed in blank and not even one of the 
officers thus signing does reverence to own certificate. 

The claim is rarely made by prominent Democrats ing these as 
well as the other p: es in which the negro vote is 1 be that the owner of 
a plantation has a right to vote the negroes who work for him; and in some 
quarters conflict arose between white Democrats and Populists, the latter 
contending for the same privilege of voting their negroes which they had ex- 
ercised when they were Democrats. The testimony shows that very few 
voters undertook to vote, and that the commissioners of election counted 
such number of ballots for the contestee as they thought the exigencies of 
the case required. 

In all of these parishes it is clearly ap, mt that no Democrat recognizes 
the right of a negro to cast a vote according to his own will, and that whether 
he votes or not is a matter entirely immaterial to the commissioners of elec- 
tion or the candidates. If the negro votes, he is compelled to vote the Demo- 
ose Kra if he does not vote, he is counted as having voted the Demo- 
cratic ticke’ 

The right of suffrage in these parishes is a farce. No witness, Dem 
Populist, or Republican, who was questioned upon the subject pretended tha 
any election there, in so far as the negro vote was concerned, was fair. No 
one pretends that the negro will be permitted to vote unless he votes accord- 
ing to the direction of a Democratic 8 or a Democratic lender, and the 
best that could be said of the election of 1894 is that it was not any worse than 


its ee z 
e contestee, Boatner, admitted in his written statement filed with the 
committee that of the 7,124 votes counted for him in these four parishes, over 
6,000 ought to be excluded. 
It is doubtless true that the election in the four river parishes November 6, 
1894, was the quietest known for mny ears. Itappears from the evidence 
that very few electors voted; probably not more than one to every five 


re’ E 

It is doubtless true, also, that the election in these parishes was as fair as 
any they have had for years, except in the gubernato: contest of 1892. 

e fact is that it hascome to bea part of the political life of those parishes— 

a necessity to the dominant sy Sie there—that elections shall be absolutel: 
controlled in the interests of the Democrats, and that they are ready an 
able to return any majority which may be considered necessary. It would 
have been quite as easy for these people to return a 7 of 10,000 or 
12,000 for Boatner as it was to return the majority of 7,000. a word, all 
appearance, all pretense of fair elections has been abandoned; everybody 
recognizes and A —— it. 


approaching and 
ows has not since 


CATAHOULA PARISH. 


In the parish of Catahoula the same character of fraud was perpetrated as 
in the river parishes, with the addition that the alphabetical tao of votin 
peme who were dead or notat the polls was to some extent to. o 
ns that, while the original voting list of the pre- 
cinct known as Sicily Island was not in evidence and was lost, a copy of it 
made before it was lost was sworn to and put in evidence. It is not only ap- 


parent from an tion of this voting list that the election in that precinct 
was saturated with fraud, but several persons, 3 to have voted, 
testify that pny ae not vote, and others who were d are 1 as hay- 
ing voted. In that precinct the contestee is credited with all the votes tha‘ 

were cast, viz, 252. Naturally the returns are not sworn to, nor are they in 


Beards precinct, in which the contestee is credited with 126—all of the votes 
re as cast in the precinct. In other precincts of this parish, also, the 
returns are not sworn to. i 

MOREHOUSE, CALDWELL, AND FRANKLIN PARISHES. 


In Morehouse, Caldwell, and Franklin enough intimidation was resorted to 
to prevent any interference gf Republicans or Populists in such portions of 
the parish as the Democrats desired to control. For instance, F. C. Overby, 
a lifelong resident of Morehouse Parish, a white man, a sugar planter, who 
advocated the election of the contestant, testifies, on page 140: 

live in the Seventh Ward, said of Morehouse, La. With the ex- 
ception of about three years I have lived in the parish all my life. Iwasap- 
poog & commissioner of Congressional election held November 6, 1894. I 

d not serve. I felt certain that it would cost me my life to serve. I had 
been told that if I came to the polls on that day that I had better come heay- 
ily armed. Lam a Populist. I was told this by the opposition Democrats. I 


was busy making sirup at my cane mill on morning 5 to the electi 
November 5. ; I was called upon bya party cf eigh t supporters of Colon 
Boatner and told that Lwas advocating against their interest in working for 


Mr. Benoit. These ies were all white. It rae that one or two of them 
wrote not of age, but were able to bear arms. e esman of the crowd 


ted that they fed the and pro: tovotethem. He stated further 
that as between the two candidates thoy hed no s 1l preference, but were 
afraid to allow the negro to vote at all, lest future elections there 


might bea Republican candidate, in which event the negro would wish to 
support the Republican; that if he was allowed to vote now as he wanted 
to they would have considerable trouble to vent them voting Republican. 
I told them that I could not see wherein the election of Mr. Benoit would be 
inany wise detrimental to their 


interests, for the fact that my interests were 
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beise pets theirs, e that I considered in supportin 
that I was working for my 

some discussion on the nitar. I 
was concerned I was perfectly 
The esman then invited anyone 
that he saw ea Te or something to that effect, sta‘ 
necessary. 


=. he thought was . Another member of the crowd addressed 


: ‘As second 


5 in fa ‘ed a — tention 

commissioner of the ap) oo election to — a utmost endeavors 
in the N of fairness. the time of this attack or Finis, another mem- 
ber of this 3 8 mark. Conside: rable discussion 
none psy 


3 he didn't — 
He replied that he 


make a for 5 contended that they did not in- 
. er V 
arm myself an e and perform my duty as T 

i became so vehemen: thelr believing 
that wers full rmined to carry into execution ts, 
Id inmy mind, in view of their rang Pap ecw cp nego it would be fool- 
hardy in myself to use y cemy life. At this time they were about on 
the point of 1 them to wait afew moments until I could 
come to a more definite conclusion about the matter. After conside the 
matter a few moments I arrived at the above- men and told 


of the 
vo negroes on plantations. Some of the voters came to me on the 
day of election. They were negro voters. There were two negro yoters 
from Ward test Dama boas aa kabat Sint Shae bad SEPN Slee sone 
and asked me to protect them. claimed that 
to 8 bgt et Boatner, and stated that — — had been 


mentioned men are 
B. Smith lives in town; the other lives in Ward. 
called Neb Smith by McClanahan and H 


19 


ais Mr. end 1s it nob Kiso tras that they very seldom meet with any diffi- 
Ehon unless me e eee laborers and tenants to vote with 
with by outside persons who have no interest in their 


w hands on 
N in Ward 1 have voted for Boatner unless they were coerced 
0 80 


A. The hands on the plantation, with one exception, have told me since the 
election that they desired to vote for „Benoit, but were told at the polls that 
they would 5 Be permitted E. McClanahan — t. Albin's 

tation; Mrs. E oona owns a plantation in ere by 
H. * * —— ap of 


his own; 

— e d 1, do not allo of Sir: Boatner, The ie 
ers, as a War o no! w anyone o cs 
electioneer with their labor; they 8 ae meddling with thair hands. 
This rule is more strictly adhered national and Congressional elections 
than in local elections; in the p pietia 11 is carried out strictly; Mr. I. MeClan- 
ahan came to the polls in Ward ⁊ at about 12 or 1 o'clock on the day of election. 

OUACHITA PARISH. 

In this parish is situated the city of Monroe, where both contestant SoA 
contestee reside. It is claimed by contestee that the best citizens of Mon- 
Toe suppo: hii, and this tenho doubt tras; but it 3320 
considerable majority of the voting population in this 
and tha uch intimida: 


to make sure t 
every negro leg voted the oils that it is not 
— finni that in a parish where a negroes outnumbered the whites almost 


ie ͤĩ ðitudꝙ Secret ce 


ticke 
Mu stress was laid upon the fact that some of the 


elec- 

tion in the city of Monroe were to be table citizens. A very 

. — fact 
ae reputable, no than the u tizens believe 

—— at any cost, =e that in this ion, while some protested | actual 

Trae it mane li as een con t con- 


testee, which was clected, yet, that if the negroes were permitted on this 
occasion to vote any other ea the Democratic ticket, a dangerous prece- 
dent would be set for future elections, and that it was quite as n to 
poreo votes for the Populist can — — us if the opposing candidate had 
Neps a Re gga ‘as its of the ot 

ta parish as it is of the 
claimed the right to vote their“ 
any other ‘pee was permitted * 


apparent from the evidence t- 
— that the owners of plantations 
rs, and that no person representing 
ectioneer among the colored men on 


their planta’ 
Captain Wonks, formerly United States marshal for the 
of and not a supporter of either candidate, testifies (pago 118) that 
it is a matter 2 and managers of tations 
in Ouachita vote the ation f. as they pies ae. 


egroes who 
= eee respecting the right 
to vote n renters. Eih that, in the interest of harmony, a speedy 
sti ay pervs be be had of this important question, which to create 
‘actions among the Democratic leaders. 
ot Samuel Whited 


The renan furnishes an pinay ger re of the 
prev and of the spirit of unrest as io whe. EET has 
right to vote a negro who rents F ə testi- 
fies as follows, on page 91: 
22 Val yon meet any. ms on the road home? 
sir; several. I met six or seven men on horseback coming from the 
— way; when I met them, horseback nearly past the, 
stop) me; one said he wanted to tome. I and told cm all 
evening, and — what they wanted with me. e said there was a 
man on my place; they thought ought to vote him. 1 the 
reason; told me 33 I told them they could do that. 
What else occu: 
7 
eee eee ee “T unde 9888 ‘ou have been elec- 
tioneering with the ne; for Benoit.“ I asked him who 10 told him so. He 


2E cit 8 2 t 
e ey m con want an 
P ulistic Be cas taught the He 33 


publican. 9 to be. T told him I used to be a Democrat 


before he . 


Ro What a ETS went out there to see what was going on; they had heard 
there was a good deal 
What had they gue there for? 
They went there to see if they were going to vote right, was what they 
parema me to understand. 
Why did they claim to vote this negro man on your panat 
This negro man they wanted to vote had went amey m 5 after 


eta ig fa nar ino nrg ite phy Shp sake tapered assisted 
him back to the place to CC 

8 him from me. 
e en managers cain the right to vote the negroes under their 
con 
A. Yes, sir, 

they, or did th „claim that it was im and inadmissible fı 
3 „PFC tations? wd 


Yes, sir. 
Q. Did’ they give any reason for your electioneering for negroes on the King 


A. No; aora said it would not be allowed; it was outside the rules. 
9 2 — Did an gents own or control ‘the King place? 
A — ne 


a ta right vote hs nage * on that place because they 


es, 
7 Were youa at Sba yona in the colony 755 the election? 
the day; two hours and a Half o. ee hours. 
Q. 3 — one present at the olla: taking down the names of the 
negroes and how they voted? 
I don’t know if they were taking down the names, but they were watch- 
DR: to the negroes as to how they voted? 


A. He; 1210 aid There is a damned negro who voted for Benoit,” and they 
were watching around generally. There were no objections made to men’s 
hands as they voted from places, but these objections were made to those 


who Ne nape lands. 

N could more clearly appear than that the actual violence and blood- 
shed of former years had had such effect as that an 9 of violence 
and a threat to do violence was effective throughout the greater part of this 
Fs sky wi ~~ revent negroes from voting, or, if they did vote, from voting any- 


e Democratic 5 
ein 00 pond of the 15 parishes N ey precinct was free from fraud. intimi- 
dation, and violence. In some of es, notably in the four river par- 
The violence and intimidation of 


ishes, the fraud was universally prevalent. 


former done their work, and a v sli Sere of either was suffi- 
cient to 3 the negroes away from the manipulating the 
poll lists the count accomplished 


the res 
that this —. — ae the case has undertaken to 
presented, or to refer ated 


It must not be assumed 


3 and the 5 does a in at least 10 
in the Fifth onal district of i potty that t saa —.— is nied to 
a large majority of tb the voters of the district, and that of 
3 e eee the won tool . —.— — 
was, and co under SVAN e popular w: 
and therefore no valid election. 
serious extent to which it 


1896. 
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as a matter of law, that no valid Cpe ene ah held on the 6th day of Novem- 
ber, 1894, in the Fifth district of Louisiana. 

It appears, as yawn fo mee okey that in 3 the census of 1800, 
the colored male population of voting N was 12,454 pos white male pop- 
3 of Tonpa a In so far as testimony is to be relied upon it 
7 clear that ored voters in those parishes are Republicans, and would, 

if the r was offered them, vote the Republican ticket, and would, 
if they voted at all, on all occasions vote against a Democratic candidate. 
gue 9 trom these parishes give the contestee 7,124 votes and the con- 

tant 81. 

The inference from this fact and from the testimony bearing on it is that 
bay o — N that any certain vg ite’ of colored 88 ener e 
vor or Ben ere had been a free ballot, ye ond qui m 
yery small fraction of the number returned for Boatn: — voted for 


ity may be, therefore, that full justice can not be done by aap zareen disregard- 
ing the returns from es. It 15 5 be, and it peters: y is, true that 
rge AaS of the voters would, had they been ted, have voted for 

a fair, anintindated vote in those par- 
ve been n iven to the contestant to over- 
218 the other parishes. That majority was 


con eee it can nee say, and the contestant 
in his —— to determine, how many votes the contestant would have re- 
ceived in those four if a freeand honest election had been conducted. 


Yelcally impossible to take the testimony of six or 
as the person for whom they v. or would 
cast their ots, and in addition to that the v 

Sean that prevented their voting would have prevented their - 


ys discloses ell the difficult n bi testimony and induc- 
SN it a — racticed to . 
returns m tainted 


testee elected. It seems to 

only that can be FV 
tion void. To do otherwise onii to furnish an easy, safe, and certain 
mode of perpetrating a stupendous — ALA the more stupendous the more 
effective. 


We apy engi re ors as matters of fact— 
will; raud, 


That in 


justice, ee good morals revolt against the 


We therefore hold asa tion of law, wing out of the principle laid 
down in ore vs. St. Mees Bartlett, 0), as 8 

If fraud, violence, and intimidation have been ac so extensive and eral as 

to render it certain that there has been no free and fair expression by the 

at body of the electors, then the election must be set panos POWT d- 

fg the fact that in some of the precincts or parishes there was a peaceable 
e ection. 

We onght to say to the e of the * eee district of Louisi- 
ana that whoever 9 th a certificate of election from 
that district must have behind seat en ao rtificate an honest expression of the 
Lei will at Jeers polis, and we therefore recommend the adoption of the 

or resolution: 

That there was no valid election held in the Fifth step igs 
district of the State of Louisiana on the 6th day of November, 1804, and that 
neither Alexis Benoit nor Charles J. Boatner is entitled to a seat in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress as Representative from the Fifth Congressional district of 


Before the reading of the fo: sy Ba was concluded, 

Mr. BAILEY said: I do not terrupt the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER „but the clock will admonish him that he 
* now consumed a litt o more than half the time allowed to his 
side. 

Mr. TAYLER. I believe I was a little late in beginning; but 
I am willing that the time of the other side should be extended 
in return for any extra time I may occupy. I am now almost 


9 
oh 5 resumed the reading of the report, but was inter- 
ru y 
eSPEAKER protempore (Mr. HorEINs), who said: The gen- 
tleman from Ohio Mr. TAYLER] has now occupied several minutes 
more ae one- of the three-quartersof an hour allowed to the 
wo sides. 
Mr. TAYLER. Ishall bethronghinoneminute. Iam sik 
that there shall be an extension of time on the other side. 

Mr. TAYLER resumed and concluded the reading of the 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
Louisiana [Mr. arly whatever time I may be entitled to. 

Mr. BOATNER. peaker, the gentleman from Ohio pe 
TAYLER] and the Pra date from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON] 
both stated the reasons for the submission of this question to the 
House without debate. I deem it necessary and per to say 
that under no other circumstances than those stated would I have 
consented that the House should be called upon to vote on this 
a estion without a full 3 of it; but a 1 
t the question should be settled to-day, I ‘solicited the chair- 
man and members of the committee to the matter before 


ab 


5 — 
the House at this time, and they could only do so under these 


conditions that is, without debate—and it was agreed that either 
side should read such portions of the report and the views of 
the minority as might be thought pertinent to the question. I 
will therefore consume the remainder of my time in reading such 
portions of the views of the e as I think most 9 
and I ask the attention of the 

Mr. BOA R proceeded to read from the the views of the min mie 
of the committee, which, as subsequently ordered to be publi 
in full, are as follows: 

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. ha sd the 

E than Ate elon tec BALTAR 8 Fifth coal 
district of Louisiana, held November 6, 1804, was void, and the undersi: 


being unable to concur in this conclusion, and „ moreover, conv: 
that the contestee was lawfully elected to represent said district, herewith 


Present their views. 
The Fifth Congressional district of Louisiana is N optare of —. enen 


parishes, whose 8 at the last election, as returned, 


The contestant attacks the returns from the follo’ 
e nee East Carroll, West Carroll, F. 


rishes: Concordia, 

Morehouse, Oua- 
chita, and Richland, against which he alleges both fraud and intimidation to 
his pie —.— 


er that a full and perfect 1 the case may be had, we 
Peni the seeing eran a against each parish, and apply the Lime in 
support and 
CONCORDIA. 


3 against this parish is as follows: 

— Tahar at an election or pretended election, rting to have peen held 
upon the 6th day of November, 1804, in the pa: of Concordia, for a Con- 
1 to represent the Fifth Co ash, district of pase in the 

1 . — of the United States, no election was really Dot but 

in accordance — usual custom in the four river 3 lank 
porns were signed by the commissioners and filled out at pal arr seat 
and forwarded to Baton Rouge, the State capital, for official promulgation, 
rporting to be the returns at which you received 2.009 votes and 

n truth and in fact no lawful election 


n held, but that if such an elec- 
tion could have been held and true, co: and lawful returnt made, 
the result would have been as follows in said parish of 
e . e N 1.000 


That at least the 7 of the N should be rejected and thrown 
out and not counted, because of the and fraudulent afore- 
of which was done and co: tted by your political friends — 


Phe testimony of the following witnesses was taken in behalf of contestant. 
Contestee was not e nor represented at the ro and therefore the 
witnesses were n yr etn sagen to wit: F. 5 . Philip Hough, 
A. H. Gillespie, J. K. ge hee and Their 9 is to be 
ys en on ge a et oe the record eo who 17 fails to establish any of the 

charges rtinent part of Campbell's testimony we quote: 
it rig a tan that the . rea pee plantations, as a general rule, 


tate no interest in politics of late 
A. Can't say that; in 1892 we i!... the parih we ave 


5 That 8 when the whites were divided? 
: There were Republican candidates also at that election? 


3 Hose did the election got 
It went Democratic. It went for Foster. 
Leaving that campaign out, is it not a ‘fact that they take very little 


nee t? 

A. They didn’t take much interest in the last election 

Q. ae same political conditions prevail as in the other four parishes, pretty 
muc 

A. I don't know; the absence of excitement was due to there being no oppo- 
sition; one of the political parties was scarcely represented. 
ae Do Ag know whether or not it is customary for the commissioners in 
paige oe e returns not sworn to? 

A. No, sir; Ido not. Ihave been commissioner of returns at a number of 
elections, and they were always sworn to. 

Philip Hough testified substantially that the negroes took no interest in ma 
election in ward; that they have not taken an “excitable interest“ 
elections since 1878. ‘Asked “if it is not a fact that the e impressi 

the negroes that their votes would not be coi pris ones 
Seren] them to refrain from e to the polls or taking 2 ate eae 
tions of the river parishes,” 

“Of my own knowledge I can nor —— but this is the prevailing impres- 


ion.” 
J. K. Skipwith and J. A. Turpin were commissioners of election at different 
and utterly fail to substantiate ti the 3 of contestant. The follow- 
from the testimony of J. K. Skipwith, requiras no comment 
. In't i t it a fact that there ‘was very little interest in in that election as far aš 
you know? 
A. 5 . L e ee e Lie trl twas 
here, grand jur urn ict cor ourn: ury 
journed so as to vote. 5 VFFFFCCCCCC eee ne 


2 wen there any interest or canvass in the election? 
y impression is that Boatner spoke here once after he was nominated. 
g nie many votes were cast by voters at the second et on that day? 
The votes counted out of the box were actually cast. 
2 How many votes were counted out of the box? 
One hundred and forty-six. 
Upon this testimony, which fails to show a ‘le fact adverse to the con- 
-testee, and without any evidence whatever to show that the voters of the 
parish of Concordia could not and did not freel rae voluntarily exercise the 
right of suffrage at the recent Congressional lection, the House is asked to 
disregard the returns from this and reject 2,009 votes for contestee. 
It is a most significant and important 3 that contestant has failed to show 
that he had any support or supporters in ish except the 20 votes re- 
turned for him, that he made any canvass in fais p or had any just right to sup- 
pose that under the circumstances he would receive or me t reasonably ex- 
pect to reoeive any considerable 3 
The usual ent, or rather inference, that the negro will, if not unlaw- 
fully preven from doing so, vote the Republican ticket, can have no ap- 
| rea ie here, — the contestant was running as a nominee of the 


suppo 


by an y nad Hnt A leađer in the district, and 3 it can not be 
3 t 


according to th: 
— E witnesses, stood well welch b both the white and colored voters of that 
parish. It is very true that the returns are informal; in some instances not 
sworn to at all, and in others the law being only partially complied with, but 
the election law of Louisiana provides that: 

No election shall be vitiated on accountof an 2 ey ore or impro 
act or conduct of any officer or person unless it 2 in contest t i 
enough electors were deprived of their votes to haye changed the result of 
that election.” (Section 39, act of 1894.) 

‘And the supreme court of Li construing similar provisions in 1 
statutes, has held that: 

“The e to comply with directory provisions, unaccompani: ae eA 
evidence of gay a will not vitiate returns or invalidate an election.” 2 feds 
S., La., La. Annual, 577; ., 732; 13 K., 301; 20 A.,610; 14 Barb., 259; 
Cooley's Constitutional Lim., 618-625, note 1, page 2 618.) 

‘A careful examination of the evidence rela ing to 155 returns from this par- 
ish has enabled us to make a table showing the wards and polling places in 
which the essential features of the law were complied with ey thoset in which 
no attempt to do so was made, which is as follows: 


Con 
the 
and beving 


by the ers, 
the list 25 voters, to which they failed Aue attach eee amines but no 2 
whatever being proved with respect to these wards, we submit that the elec- 
tion oan not be vitiated on account of the neglect of the officers to perform 


A These war wards give aa 936 votes. To 75 can be an the vote from 
A 


Benoit, 3 nig n majority 708. 
_ CATAHOULA. 

The against this are us follows: 

“First. In the election Bonded or voting place commonly called Sicily 
8 in the 5 of Catahoula, at an section for a Representative in the 
be fe. ‘ourth Congress of the United States from the Fifth ional dis- 
trict of Louisiana, only 40 votes were actually cast, but your political friends 

and partisans returned or caused to be returned 250 votes for you and none 
for me. I shall insist that leon entire vote of era 4 at Sicil a be re- 


Beards Point, in the of Catahoula, at the election only 26 votes were 
actually cast, but that your political friends and y and 
wrongfully counted or caused to be counted for you 126 votes as having been 


y cast. 
“Third. I further and more distinctly all 


that these wrongs and frauds 
„ of el 


on, or other persons who were 
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Marcu 20, 


The evidence, in our opinion, sustains the charge of fraud at the two pre- 


cincts named, Wards 2 and 10, but following the rule laid down in the recent 
case of Aldrich vs. Robbins, contestee is entitled to the votes which contestant 
Aami that he received at these two boxes, to wit, 40 votes at Ward 2 and 26 
a 

The following, compiled from contestant's testimony, will show the returns 
from the seve: which were sworn to and those not sworn to, show- 
ing 166 legally 2 era Benoit and 89 for Boatner; to which last add 66 
received ‘ards 2 and g Boatner’s total vote 155, which deducted 
from Benoit's vote of heaped a the latter's majorit ty in the parish 11 votes. 

The returns from th lis we reject were totally devoid of any compliance 
127 the „ th the legal requirements, and we reject them as we 

d similar returns Conco: though in neither case is there any proof 
of fraud; but where aea the tally sheets, list of voters, nor the consolidated 
statement are sworn to o ed by the commissioners we do not consider it 


inging ard Boatner's majority of 1,031 in Corcordia and fe 
Benet it’s majority of 11 in this parish, Boatner's net majority stands 1 
CALDWELL. 


e charges against lay cf November, 191 the 
hat upon the 6th day of November, 1894, there was held in the parish of 


trict of Lo to the Fifty-fourth Con of the United States of Amer- 
ica, and that at said 3 and Sent the illegal and fraudulent conduct of 
your political friends and 


was 8 of the votes of . 
electors of said ee 8 that many others were forced by fears and threats 
of violence to 3 to vote for you and me, whoif left to vote 
free and eee ed would have voted for me and nst you, to wit: 
“Seventh. In the beat or voting place commonly called Columbia, in the 
same parish of Caldwell, the votes of fully 100 legal electors who voted for 
me were counted for you and against me, and that in addition to the number 
of votes returned for me from said box or voting place I am entitled to and 


tlaim 105 additional votes. 
“Eighth. At the poe or polling place at which were cast the votes of 
Ward 7 in said f Caldwell, bribery was resorted to by giving or offer- 
ing to give sums of ana to those who would vote for you and against me, 
and by this action on the of your political friends and partisans I was 

y and wron, y 1 7550 20 75 of 30 votes which I Tothareise would have 
received and that I am entitled, in all fairness, to have the said Resa pee of 
votes counted for me and returned accordingly against ou 

“ Ninth. That at the precinct or voting place in Ward 1 of the said 
of Caldwell the election was held in viola ine. of all law and order, for the ae 
lowing reasons, to wit: My 3 friends and supporters were denied ac- 
cess to the place at which the voting was ü that firearms were stacked 
n or about or near to the voting gpl wful manner and for an 

mlawful m ose, to wit, to intimidate . — in your interest; all of which 

Crores and honest aan free election. I further allege and claim 

t at this voting pisos many legall Ig ualified electors were forced by threats 
and fear of personal violence to Mog or you and t me ices otherwise 
would have voted for me, and t many voters who refused to to the 
voting place in said ward for the reason that they knew they would be forced 
to vote 2. me, their choice for Representative in the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress of the United States, and for you, who was distinctly not their choice, 
were followed and pursued upon horses by your political friends and sup- 
porters and forced to return and vote for you and against me,and that many 
others, who eluded the spams’ (your friends and partisans) and did not 
= Ferd all were coun as having been present and voting for you and 

me. 

For the reasons above set zort soa — it is apparent that I would 
have received 200 more votes at said bf place than were returned for me 
and I shall therefore claim soas yor right to 200 of these votes be rejected 
and thrown out, a not coun for you, but for me. 

“Tenth. That 1 therefore claim that a true, correct, and honest elec- 
tion and return ar the votes thereof from the aforementioned voting places 
IES — 7 that there were cast in the said parish of Caldwell votes as fol- 

ows, 


The foregoing charges are fully and conclusively refuted, and it appears, 
from the evidence, that the only intimidation attempted was by twoadherents 
of the contestant, named, respectively, Emile Girod and J. E. McClannahan. 

The contestant attacks Ward 1, which gave contestee 270 vo and Ward 
4. which gave him 146 votes. Contestant also claims the vote in Wards 2 and 
5, which were thrown out by the supervisors on the ground that more bal- 
lots were found in the boxes than names of voters on the poll lists. 

Ward lis attacked on —.— 


He ge og that he was advised ASi the the k of contestee, H. W. M: 
i = Wooton. and Dr. E. L. Wright, not to remain at the polling ae that 
could not vouch for his safety, and that there were 25 shotguns stacked 
e store at the place of the meeting, and owing to threats tuat J. E. 

ETERA had made, the citizens l forbid an ies from any other 
8 in the parish coming into their ward and working for Benoit, statin 
that McClannahan had threatened to bring 3 in from other wards an 
aie em te 8 the negroes vote as they p 

These oie parae i dly agreed to entertain ma for the night, but advised 
him not to attempt to remain the next da rea told him that ‘they forbade 
and would not allow him to electioneer wi' the, people on their plantations, 
or those off their plantations. 

This witness also testified that Mr. L. H. Wooton told him that his negroes 

wanted to vote for Benoit and were not permitted to do so. 

Both McClannahan and Girod testified that the negroes bad tog them that 
they desired to vote for contestant, but were not rmitted to do so. 

Contestee, in rebuttal of this A aE et W teacher and jus- 
tice of the peace of the ward; * H. B. Powell. mer. 
chant and penon R. W. Milner, clerk: C. E. 
2 C. Mills, plantation manager; H. H. Filhiol, fal paniers G GC. 8 Smith, Sisters 

W. Met lend, plantation manager, and 


alist’ co 
oam of 5 1 8 also the following colored men men living Pop the neighbor- 
hood: Charles Green, Richard Hunter, W. a 1 boxt 
m, Charles Jacobs, d Ennis ft; 


Williams, Price Loga sous Cre 
10 white men and 10 negroes, all renin of the oe i neighborhood in 


which this Fy rar ae is said to ha’ 
It ap eir testimony that contestant did not have either a white 
or a co poet Bie mers in the ward, so far as known; that the p ig 850 unani- 


n ene iat the latter two were endeavoring 
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to in certain colored voters who had been under their management 
into the support of the contestant; that McClannahan had sworn that unless 


es.“ as he exp! 


cant fact that nota le witness, white or — has been 
to vote f 6 who was e 


vented or persuaded from doing so, and while the witnesses for the con 

ant glibl ify that numerous negroes have told them that they desired to 
vote for Benoit, they refuse to give their names or to produce the witnesses. 
If such ony as can be considered sufficient to reject the entire poll 


por had voted for Benoit, and only 43 votes have been returned for him from 


commissioners at this box, whose testi- 
mony. will be found on 164 and 165 of the record. He swears positively 
that it was impossible for any change of ballots to have been made, and that 
none was made. It appears the testimony of the contestant’s witnesses 
that he was fully represented at this poll; that his friends watched it all day; 
that the commissioner whose testimony was taken by contestee, E.G. Dewey, 
was the one who received the ballots; t he at no time was absent from the 
box; and that it was opened and counted without having left his possession. 

Under these circumstances the contention of the contestant that this ballot 
should be thrown out is not only unfounded but absurd. 

In Wards 2 and 5, it appears that the supervisors rejected the entire 
ballot because the number of votes in the box exceeded the number of names 
carried on the poll list. The law of Louisiana is silent in such contingencies, 
and in the absence of statutory legislation, we are not advised of any means 
by which the true result could be reached, nor can we find any authority on 
the part of this committee to revise the action of the authorities of the State 
of Louisiana where they have acted within the scope of their jurisdiction. 
We therefore find no reason to change the returned vote from the parish of 
Caldwell, which is 467 for Boatner, 318 for Benoit. ; 

Boatner’s majority is 157, which, added to his previous majority of 1,020, 
makes 1,177. 

OUACHITA. 


The oa h crag this parish are as follows: 
“Eleventh. ton the 6th day of November, 1894, there was held in the 
hof Ouachita an election for a Representative in the Fifty-fourth Con- 

gress of the United States for the Fifth Con; onal district of Louisi 
and that at and before said election. at and about and in the neighborhood oi 
the voting places of Log Town, in Ward 4; West Monroe, in Ward 5; Ta 
School House, in Ward 1; Colony, in Ward 2; court-house, in Ward 3, an 
Compress, in Ward 3, and among those voters whose votes were required by 
law to be cast thereat, a reign of terror, provoked and kept alive by your 
political friends and s, existed, of such a nature and to such an extent 
as required a high degree of personal courage on the part of those who voted 
for me against you, and that, by reason of this fear upon the part of pany 
voters, hund were forced to vote for you, many of whom so stated, an 


against me. 

“Twelfth. That by unlawful and other means hundreds of voters were 
induced to form themselves into so-called Democratic clubs and go through 
the form of mummery of passing resolutions to vote the Democratic ticket, 
and vote it openly; all of which I will claim was against their will and wishes, 
for your friends and supporters well knew thata large majority of such voters 
would vote for me if permitted to do so, and against you. 

“Thirteenth. That white men of knownand reputed 5 courage and 
bravery, who were also equally well known as your po itical friends and par- 
tisans, were appointed to be at and remain at each box or voting place, and 
in plain view thereof, to see that they so voted an open Democratic ticket; 
and I will claim that you were personally izant of the proposed ilegali- 
ties, and that you made no attempt to restrain the unlawfulintents or acts of 
said partisans; and that, therefore, by reason of threats and fear of personal 
violence and ostracism hundreds of egally qualified electors were deterred 
from voting for me, and by these methods “ persuaded ” to vote for you, and 
that could a fair and peaceable election have been held at the above voting 
places in the parish of Ouachita upon the 6th day of November, 1894, the re- 
sult would have been as follows, to wit: , 


e . c RSE 2,500 
T7... TT AA EAE EE O SAER 600 
The city of Monroe, which is the principal town in north Louisiana, is situ- 
ated in parish. It isa thriving and progressive little city with a popu- 
lation of about 5,000 le, and the home of both contestant and contestee. 
The returned vote of parish is: 
e p N E E E 2,548 
// O ⁵ ⁵„d. ——:. T neon 642 
POAT AIOLI S anea inaa eeaeee ea kuat raara 1,906 


reference to the notice of contest it will be perceived that no attack is 
e on these returns on account of any irregularity, but solely on the 


ground of intimidation. 
His testimony attacks three wards only: = 
ot 
The third precinct of Ward 2. ee, 152 
The third precinct of Ward 3. 558 
Twelfth precinct in Ward 10. 263 
SURE oe reaps P —T— ... 8 — 973 


Ward 3 and the twelfth precinct of Ward 10 are partially within the limits 
of the city of Monroe. The witnesses whose testimony is relied on to sustain 
the W ated intimidation at these 5 are E. R. Benoit, brother of contest- 
ant; H. „L. J. Johnson, David T. Russell, T. F. Campbell, and contestant 
himself. We will briefly review the testimony of each of these witnesses. 

E. R. BENOIT. 


The substance of his testimony is that he saw a negro named H. N. Nelson 
come to vote. A Mr. Parker walked over with the negro and Mr. Block 
asked Mr. Parker if the negro had voted right. Parker replied, “ Yes; but 
he did not want to.“ Parker said something to the negro, who replied, * Yes, 
sir.” Then Parker told the negro to get his ticket for the next world. That 
is about what he saw at cag igs x. which is the twelfth precinct of 
Ward 10. Heard t the 


not allowed to. 


on > 
“I did not say I heard negroes say that they wanted to vote for Benoit but 
were d I said I heard some people. . Lynch was one of them.” 


Also heard one negro named Andrew Lawson my he was going to leave. 


did not ask him for 
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this witness is the negro Nelson, who presumably voted for contestee; the 
negro Lawson, who presumably voted for contestant, and a white man named 
Lynch, who said he did not vote because he could not vote an open ticket. It 


is to be observed that the witness infers intimidation of the negro Nelson, not 
hing that Nelson said or did, but from what he said he heard Parker 
wef that the negro Lawson had not been ere from voting,and that 
while he seeks to haveit inferred that Lynch did not vote, because he wanted 
to vote an open ticket, yet the witness hi lf admits that he had just voted 
an open ticket without molestation or interference. A 


H. BARR, 


His testimony is substantially embraced in the following question and 
answer: 

. What was done at the poll? 

. After 5 o’clock whistle blew a couple of darkies that worked in the shop 
came ta vote. I handed them Benoit tickets and said: Here's a ticket, Bill. 
Bill said, What ticket is it—Benoit ticket?“ I said “ Yes,” and he took the 
ticket, and him and the other darkey started up to vote. About that time a 
man pushed between him and I and said, “ Nigger, here’s your ticket,” and 
they Said. Boss, I have a ticket.“ He said, “You damned niggers are going 
to vote for Benoit; they are cong mi they can to get you fi at the shops, 
and John Stevens happened to be standing there; he said: “It’s no sucha 
thing; they are firing white men and putting niggers in their places.“ Now 
this gentleman spoke up and said: o God, you are going to vote this 
ticket." Isaw it was getting too rocky for me and I stepped k. I didn't 
see much more; I left; I saw it was too rocky for me at the poll. 

On cross-examination he admitted that he had been at the polls from 1.30 
p. m. to half past 5 p. m.; that he voted an open ticket without molestation 
7 5 It is also to a 3 poem pag not ve the names 
of parties who, he says, used the language s y him e negro voters 
to whom he had given Benoit tickets. 

L. J. JOHNSON. 


This witness was a commissioner of elections appointed to represent con- 
testant. He testifies that there was a general demand for the voting of 
tickets, yet admits that many tickets were voted folded. He also testihed 
that Dr. A. G. Bowman was near the polls taking down the names of persons 
who voted. The following examination and cross-examination speaks for 
itself and requires no comment: 

Redirect: 
Where did the voters stand? 
The box was before that door and the voters stood on the outside of the 
table that stood at the door; the box was on the table. 
What of the court-house? 
None in the room; the voters were in the hall of the court-house. 

Q. In coming up to the door to vote didn't the voter have to pass through a 
crowd of persons standing in front of the door? 

A. Most all day, standing in front of the door there. 

ED panting ap KASE the Sore tenga ĩͤ ae 

„Standing up a e door facing mt of the 
Q Was he a Boatner or Benoit man? si 
I guess a Boatner man, Dr. Bowman. 
Q. From what you saw and heard at that precinct on that day were the 


l rfectly free to vote for whom th leased ? 
. [think the negroes are too ae Hagen vote in this country as they 
please entirely; they are afraid to vote as they please. 
Recross: 
Q. Do you mean that with reference to this particular election, or elections 
generally? 


A. Elections generally. 

Q. Did you see or hear anything at this poll calculated tomake them afraid 
to vote as they pleased? 

A. I do not know the . ip object in wanting to vote a folded ticket; 
whether they were afraid of one party or the other. te men as well as 
colored would have their tickets folded when they would come to vote. They 
were requested to vote an open ticket. 

Q. About how aay, negroes came with folded tickets and were requested 
to vote an open ticket? 

A. Can't answer that question. 

2. Were any considerable number of them? 

I think most of the persons who went to vote had their tickets folded; 
all had to be folded to go into the box. 
ue be gana how many people came to vote with tickets in their hands folded 
vo 

A. As was sitting on the inside, I couldn't see. 

g Who wasit that requested them to vote an open ticket? 

Can't sa; icularly anyone. It seemed to be the general demand on 
the outside. commissioners had 8 say in the matter. 

Q. Did you see any action on the part of the supporters of the contestee 
(Boatner) that was calculated tointimidate uny person and prevent him from 


voting as he chose? 
A. ou don’t vote a Democratic ticket that you 


heard these words: “If 
must not look to the Democrats for any more favors.“ I don't know who 


Q You don’t know who said it? 
That is all you heard that sounded anything like intimidation? 
Were they folded up again afte 
‘A. The slot in the 
f. 


said it. I heard it on the outside. 

No, sir; I don't. 

Q What time of day was that? 

Don't know. 

2 Les. sir. 

Redirect: 

Q. You spoke of the tickets nerag to be A ya to be placed in the box. 

r openi 
the box was too narrow for tickets to go in without fol > 
It ser were handed to the receiver and he placed it in the box, he folded it 
himself. 

Did you hear more than one demand that they vote an open ticket? 

It was a general demand or request to all voters from more than one. I 
didn't understand that all folded tickets were for one party or the other. 
I 88 they had curiosity to see who they were voting for. 

Q. t effect would the demand or request to vote an open ticket have 
on negro voters? Would it or not be calculated to intimidate them? 
(Contestee objects, as it is calling for the mere opinion of the witness.) 

A. Can't give any answer to that question; 1 don’t know. 
Q. What effect would the taking down of the names of the negroesand how 
they voted have upon them? 

(Contestee objects on the ground above; also, that the witness has not 
stated that the manner in which the voters voted was taken down at the 
n only ha stated that a party appeared to be making amem- 
orandum of the names of those who had voted.) 

A. I don't know how toanswer that question. 

Q. Did yos state that these names and how they voted were taken downin 
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A. I know the names 
were 


were*taken down; I don’t think the way the votes 
ven; n 
Q . SES i AES Ok STEN PE ERR ENS 


228 Did you say an voters were taken down 
— — T 


e ob ect of taking those names to keep an account of those who 
voted, so as to send for those who had not voted? 
A. [don’t ens they could have got that information from the poll books; 
that idea had not occurred to me. 
2 The poll book was not 5 to their examination at that time? 


hong — 5 use ə names by the commissioners? 
: Dr. Bo Bowman is a very peaceable, law-abiding citizen? 
ve 50. 
Q Pan is 5 man and stands well in the community: 
. Did he — bly while taking this memoranda? 
2 Yes, sir; 1 t ana? S a 


rtion of the 8 ballots that you found for 
Mr. Benoit when a counted out the tickets 

A. No, = I can't answer that question; don’t remember; there were 
some for both sides, Boatner and Benoi 

It will be eae that the witness ess Says 

I think the ‘oes are too badi: y scared to vote in this country as they 
— entirely. ey are afraid to Eeee as they please.” 
when asked if he shave A That 8 reference relly 
3 5 or elections generally, he replied: 
and gives no single act or fact occurring during this 5 — — op 
reasonably have the effect of intimida any yoter. 

It will be noted as we proceed that all of the witnesses for the contestant at 
this box referred to the taking down of the names of negroes by Dr. lady 
as an act of intimidation, and we will at this point refer to the testimony of 
— Bowman, which shows the extent to which this was done and its object 


t ies boon testified that on that day (referring to the day of the io elo 
2050 you stood by the Second Ward poll box and took the names of voters. 
Please state miat er or not you did so. 


ee prone pani 

Was abont the off and on all there was one or*two ne- 
three I believe, that had voted the Democratic ticket and I thought 

Gay were voting for Benoit and took their names on the back of an envel- 

8 purpose of intimidation whatever, but to see that they did 
participate in Democratic primaries ape 

20 id you intimidate ox attempt to intimidate colored people or white 
men of approved courage on that day or sap — thereto into voting 
for 8 eaten 0 er)? 


By a reference to the 1 of the contestant himself it will be seen 
thai he describes Dr. Bowman as a peaceable and law-abiding man, and one 
whose veracity can not be questioned. 

DAVID T. RUSSELL. 

This witness is one of Benoit’s warm on and, wa — managers. 

The following questions and answers give substance of his testimony: 
Cross-examined: 


Q. You have stated that you considered the election held on November gat 
the Court-House tne Bsa ry as notoriously unfair. Please state why. What 


occurred or impress you with such an opinion or idea 

A. L have haen that, I Believe. On the day of the election Eman- 
uel Hall came to the yas ticke { 
asked him if he didn’t know that it was understood that everyone should vote 
an open ticket. He said he didn’t know anything about thut; that he wanted 
ed to make—Mr. Parker and some other gen- 


to support Mr. Benoit. They tri 
tlemen, several, Tom Parker—him m his ticket. He told them mt the 


wan A vote that ticket, and wanted to vote for Benoit; and he put 
ticket in the box. Tom 3 said to some gentlemen presen’ . — 
stand this? 5 The Topi WaS, Don't think we can.” They ca t holdo of 
was gd aoa aoaia he yard and cursed him for a 7 sall, I 


Pia Emanuel Hall vote for Mr. A. Benoit? 
he sir; he did; he voted a folded ticket, and claimed he was voting for 
Q. He voted a ticket which he had folded in his hands and which he claimed 
wee ee 


a a nmo or name of any white or colored voter who desired to 
for! Daas at the last Congressional election who wererefused or denied 


1 eee eee, eee ee if he didn't 
eee ph pant doing so by the action of Boatner men at this pol 
ing precinct. 550 ho came here to vote; I 
know if he voted or not. 
VVV 


1 
Q. Then if Andrew Lawson was permitted to vote you don't know of asin- 
. individual who was refused the right to vote at the polls as 


desired? 
rik No; I — . — all who wanted to vote for Benoit, as far as my own knowl- 


Rre mpata 5 

u know that four-fifths of the white voters in Wards 3 and 10 of 

; Bo Fo were outspoken and pron supporters of Mr. C. J. Boatner 

cr gash yen ese renters herr 10 ty of the 
can’t say w. roportion there was; certainly a large majori 

5 5 of Boatner, 2 


and influential negro voters in the town 


suppor 
A. I suppose they su: 
is Andrew son at this e? 


re 
2 Monroe, I guess. T 
Q ues —.— not resided here since the election, November, 1894 
es, 
VVV 


ö Benoit been molested in any way? 
5 of no one. 


T. F. CAMPBELL. 


This witness was also a leading supporter of contestant and a commissioner 
of elections. 


SORES AOE KONDE AE ON SAE URES: 18 e halls in the front of the 
polls w negro voters and Atertered with their free exercise 
Bf the right of he answers as follows: 

A. I believe that I saw acts that were calculated to intimidate colored 


. Please state what these acts were and by whom they were committed. 
There were parties who sat on the edge of the table that would require 
the voters to vote their tickets open, and if the tickets were not voted open 
in some cases those gentlemen took the names of the voters down ina note- 


boo! 8 were asked to take the names down. They tended to be 
wri id the names. I didn’t see the names tten. Dr. A. G. 
Bo the wri come to the 


wman was the party who did È writing. Isawanegroman 

to vote. He a Benoit ticket. A asked him to let him see what 

i He took the ticket from the man, looked at it, said, ‘This is 

not the ticket you want to vote,“ and give him a ticket for Boatner. The 

man told —— that he ing with th vote for — At this 8 were 

—- ntlemen talking wit 0 . and the negro ou my sight, 
6 aid not vote at The 7 — . who took boat ticket was one 


Water Lyons. One . — ce impressed itself upon my mind was a 
colored voter came to vote and there were some 8 asked him by some 
one as to what ticket = had. He told them that he had the ticket that he 


1 vote. They 


of the noon 


5 
8 the laws of Louisiana the commissioner is a peace officer with au- 
thority to invoke the aid st a sheriff and suspend the yook until order is 
restored. This witness could have exercised that aut He could also 
have refused to sign and the returns if voters had n unlawtuily 
influenced by intimidation or prevented from yoting. He did neither, but 
signed and swore to the re 


voted by any unla means. 
was taken who insisted upon aren for Benoit loses its force when construed 
with the testimony of Dr. Bowman which we have quoted. If, however, the 
testimony of all these witnesses be fully credited it proves, possibly, that 
Nelson voted for contestee when he desired to vote for contestant; that 
Lynch did not vote at all; — two n named by Barr were 8 
ee for contestant, and one referred to by Campbell, makiak five 

who 


ALEXIS BENOIT. 


The contestant was sworn in his own behalf, and we print his cross-exami- 
nation Sni full, which shows conclusively that his answers to questions on ex- 
amination in chief were disingenuous, and that he knew no facts on which to 
base the extravagant statements made in his notice of contest. 


Cross-examined: 
9 What year were you admitted to the bar to practice law? 


Q 1 ever pursued the practice of your profession as a lawyer? 
ve not. 

Q. Wh o was the prominent colored man that told you he would support 

Jor if fhe could? 


Johns. 
8 Ise he in the city now? 
e is. 
SENA Why didn't you summons him as a witness in this contest? 
For the reason that he did not want to be summoned. 
Q. Did ou consult the other witnesses to ascertain if they wanted to be 
SUMMON 
2 rig of them; 
consult ail all at them? 
no 
F 
Mr. Schultz is one; the tleman 
. Is he the only 
I don't 8 3 I have or not; I — 155 to all my witnesses. 
Q- Did you talk to all of those you summoned 
No, sir; I have not. 
9: Do you mean tostate by zoe — that Elias Johns was unlaw- 
N prevented from giving you his ort? 
Xo. I don't; there is my 8 questions; there is his answer to 


my questions. 
go it was not your object to haye an inference drawn that Elias Johns 
was intimidated into withholding his support from you, why did you put in 
se conversations 3 was the object and purpose of that 
ony 


‘A. Thet 8 F for 
@ be Do ya decline state your 8 in putting it int 


2 Nen v what was your object? 
Youasked me that the conclusion should be drawn that he was prevented 
unlawfully from supporting me; I answer that thatismy conclusion. 
8 I asked you for your o 5 5 in putting in the testimony. 
noe sir; that was my o 
Do you w of any 8 influence brought to bear on Elias Johns 
woe ) prevent hin him from supporting you 


ot particularize ex 3 understanding among the ne- 
groes that they had F accordance with the wishes of these—that 
clement who controlled them. 
that sufficient? 


If it's sufficient for you, it is sufficient for me. 
. Is Elias c 
He is a mulat 
Q. Does he hold any official position in this city at this time? 
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A. He isp men bar of the atty 
Q. How long has ho held position? 
I think he bas been elected times. 
Q On what ticket was he elected—Democratic, Republican, or Populist? 
Democratic ticke' 
È? 76 transports goods and merchan- 
dise through the city. 
Q. x nas a man of property? 
e 
You stated a while there is a rule in this 9 rs 
—.— their n 8 the plantations in accordance the wibes 
75 he poe of the n Have you ever pores re — election in 
A. Yes, sir. 
en? 
1 Ido not recollect to ever havi tended one. 
Q Have you ever attended an e Ward 1? 
No, sir; I have not. 
wee ery you ever attended an election in this parish outside of the city of 
dure 
A. I rave not. 


You say that the pants in this parish disapprove of any electioneering 
PBs the negroes on their plantations. Have you ever elec’ onany 
plantations? 

A. I never have. 
Q. Bas any planter in this parish ever forbidden you to electioneer on his 


plantation? 
have not. 


A ‘co 
ere any white men in this town — s you to believe that they 
ete going to “lends reported failed to do 
os C 
vo 1 me. 


155 mare go 
8 those parties fail to vote for you? 
e number of votes I received in this city it is evident they did. 
„Did you receive as many votes as there were members of the 


en sir; I did. 

Bid you not state just now there were 80 peer of that Populist club? 
Yes, sir; about 80, to the beat of my recollects: 

Did you receive as many as 80 votes in the two 8 wards? 

. Lreceived 79 votes. 

. You were electeda member of the legislature from this parish at the last 
o election, were you not? 


was. 

Were you elected as a Democrat? 

I was elected as an antilottery man. 
OF SP tt mcr a Democrat? 


ag Have you claimed to be a Democrat for the last ten years previous to 
—— 


m 
e 


bbs 


7 Have ‘you voted the Democratic ticket until the recent election? 


Did y ben e jou in the Democratic caucus in the legislature of which 
you were a member 
1 3 in two or three of them. 
Q.. ng ange know of any intimidation or unlawful influence being used against 
you in the last election, of Tot porao personal knowledge? 
A. With the exception o stance already narrated, I do not. 
What instance did you narrate? 
In the case of the oro aa which occurred at the Compress. 
22 That i ae the only 


Q. You have i a 8. — regard to na formation of n: ro 
Democratic clubs; ‘ou know of any unlawful uence being 
obtain 71552 formation Ot those clubs? x! 
unlawful influence used to obtain the a 
which the members oi 


the clubs pledged them 
selves to vote the Democratic ticket and to vote it open? 
believe to be true, that they did not 


2 


the last fifteen years? 


. Was there any other name on the Democratic ticket at the last election 
t that of the ‘contests? 
ere was not. 


TE 
Is the contestee un pome with the colored lo of the 
8 Ouachita an: the city of ne 80 far as you know 
A. Ido not think I ever heard a negro express an opinion touching the 


contestee personally. 

Q. Isit not a kack ‘that as a member of the recent—last legislature—you 
supported a bill amend: election law of the State, for the avowed pur- 
ose a — ranchising the negroes? 

not. 
. Isit not a ma that you, in speeches in = ps ree eg oe ce the 
chisement of the negroes by changing the election law, which would 
provoni geo et 
not. 

Q. Is it not a fact that in the election of 1888 you advocated 3 of 
ne; 2 Democrats from the climination * 5 Democratic primaries’ 

I advocated the the negroes from ities in Ouachita 
Parish at that time, fro: 

Q. Is it gd a fact shat s ortly batons the adjournment of the I ture, 
on 3 to this zont zon gave an interview toa 8 of the pa; 

ed here, in whi ou charged that a certain m providing for 
ES ofa * c of State securities — as as“ baby bonds’ 


been obtained by corrupt means? 
8 Taunsa objects to the question on the ground itisirrelevant.) 
I prefer being made his own witness later, for the reason that contestee 
pn later make me his own witness, and then establish such * 


Q. Q- 15 it not a fact that on returning to the sitting of the 1 ture and 
learning that a copy of the paper containing the interview movie d the 
capitol, that you rose to a question of personal privilege and denied having 
given such an interview, and niga orp telegraphed to the ne per, re- 

. that any comment be withheld until your return, or words to that 


Meer 
testant’s counsel objects to this question on the ground that it is irrel- 
AS not covered by any e in the contest.) 
Q: Did yae mot state on the Boor of the Bouso of representativos in th 
Di on oor o in the 
remarks Thich you made on the occasion referred to, ord you were 
victim of a manufactured 


interview, or words to that effect 


& Win ane A hat had be the rule in this parish as to 
W. ou 

managers controling the votes of t of the laborers und under their employ, have you 

“A Thave mots oniy as a matter of 


er peo, 

2 5 of . = Pike and of other people. 

Q Then you state you have a > A knowledge of these facts yourself? 
As matters of general re 

ee You a then, entirely f 5 general repute? 


Q. Give the name of the negro that you stated in your direct 8 


havin seen at the Compress g precinct talking young 
poon 2 55 A ag to induce pou. to take a Boatner Acker Zad vote ste it —.— 
of a Beno e 

A. Stokes; Monroe Stokes, I think, is his name. 


108 You stated that Mr. John P. Parker afterwards took him by the armand 
told him to come on and vote. Now, do you know for whom he voted? 
A. He voted for Mr. Boatner. 
. Are you positive of that tact? 
Tam tive for the 5 5 5 Mr. John P. Parker, an ardent sup- 
porter of Mr. Boatner's, took him he ballot box and voted bim. 
2 5 Is it not a fact that Mr. John È — . — told the negro that he could vote 
for ebay if he wanted to and 3 come on and vote now? 
I did not hear him sa; 
Q: bid Dia ee that Monroe Stokes cast on that occasion? 


* Ra ag ay — 55 the same negro referred to Ae By gona in your direct testimony 
as the one who stated that he had previously vote at the court-house 
mortar’ and was not permitted to vote there? 
e Was. 
Q. You were an ardent supporter of Governor Foster's in the last State 
CA Twas. were you not? 


cet? 

8. 8 5 in thi jatea an i le ld in Ouachi 
ou rere an 0 icipator a two 00 ta 
Parish prior to the State election in 1892? 
(Contestant’s counsel objects to all these questions on the ground that they 
9 * levant.) 
WAS. 
Q. Were not those two primaries and also the State oe in eo pe 
the most excitin A held = the rr of Ouachita d 
twelve years and up to the pen 

A. Except the recent election on the whisky question, —.— were. 

Q. What acts of violence or demonstrations galdulated to intimidate were 
committed of your 2 3 ledge in this parish at the onal election 
held on November 6, 

A. With the exception ot the Stokes affair, I have no knowled, 

Q. In the 5 on that assembled at Monroe and see . were 


nominated as the ay — s Party candidate for 5 e 
was not a campaign fund or promised by the dele: og = y mem bera 
said convention to you in an amount aggregating mites tan 

(Contestant’s counsel objects to this as irrelevant and not 8 to any 
issue in this case.) 

ry — 5 t, 1 can, that ledged to the 

6 amount, as nearly as you was you on 

9 inquired about. sft 8 

Q. Did you not hear the speeches made an that convention by R. H. Ward, 
9 5 aad oe one old, grey haden man from Union Parish? 

ester's speech onl 

Q. Do you Sow whether Judge re ‘A Gunby, Dr. Wm. Sandel, and E. T. 

is iL tro an vate ees during the proceedings of that convention, and also 


. They were; some for a few minutes. 
3 Did You not hear part of as oes 
the delegates, in which 
with their party and 2 pe 
to their shotguns and 
A. I did not. 
marth a OOE aa an tetra that character were made in that 
convent 
I did not. 
Did you not hear R. H. Ward and a elder]: tleman, whose name 
I Pe `t remember, declare that when they had —— mplished their purpose 
th oon then march bama with their 


in that convention 
od thor wen march to victory — 
rm of eer oles it if it —— — their 9 


© 


in Louisiana . 
1 „ . 

n part speech, do I remem! have 
heard an: 8 1 r., ot Union. I was absent 
while 8 es were 5 2 5 


oe the day after your nomination did ie not ay. in the of 


R. B. Blanks, C. H. Tron and E. T. t you had —.— 
self to be made a fool of by accepting the nomination, gi 3 
therefor that you didn’t have the remotest chance of being ted at ine ae 
3 ion? 
have no of such a statement. 
Bate ou state that you did not make such an assertion at the time and 
. the previous question? 


© Jett mot tact that ‘ou ently stated, and to 
a x at ta hadnt the faintest idea of of being elected, 
the nomination after it had been tendi 
having promised 5 


A. Yes, sir; as part of programme. 
Q. Why is it that you have only alleged and 
in the parishes and at the precincis in the Fit 

jorities were cast in favor of the contestee? 
= rr parses nr the: Ciehriet m whi 
auch a would lie. 

Q. Do you know of your own knowledge how elections are conducted in 
2 of Jackson, N Union, and Claiborne? 

A. Oniy from general repute. 
Q. Have you ever been resent and attended an election in either of the 
es above inquired about? Is it not a fact that you have made no com- 

plaint against the methods employed in the cond vember elec 


‘uct of No 
any 8 the Fifth Cong: which returned amajority 
‘or you 
A. It is. 


fraud and intimida- 
Congressional district 
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Marcu 20, 


Q Why is this? 
For the reason because no information reached my ears of any irregu- 
1007 . t deal of d activity, ha 
‘ou have a ene and ac have you no 
y grea! energy . Pa genos 


in oper rg toascertain any he precincts which 
rities against you, have you not? 
re To the extent of my 1 9055 and ability I have. 
Q. What efforts, if any, have you made to ascertain ee or not there 
y irregularities or in tions or frauds committed in the parishes 
of 8 Lincoln, and Union? 
A. None whatever, for the elections in these parishes are not 8 of. 
Q. Have you not said that there was fraud tted in those and 
other hill es in the State election held in April, 1892, and but for wich 
1 oua * have taken his seat as governor of Louisiana? 
ve no 
Q Have you not stated that Foster was the product of fraud? 
a have no doubt I have. 
a — — the last aid bare yg and at 8 were eee 9 2 N of 
1 ou not receive a hearty support o 0 ptain 
Sor ef 2 and L. D McLain? 
Did not the planting partnership of McLain & Tibbles, as it then existed, 
an employ and content as many 5 or more than any other two plant - 
Sih —.— eg of Ouachita? 
0 
Q. Doy: á 5 for whom the colored voters employed by McLain & Tib- 
bles voted f for for the legislature in that election? 
Q Ido; they voted for me. 
paa ya make any objection to the influence which these planters ex- 
2 5 a at that election? 
So 
pe Pp make any canvass of the parish in that election? 


: Did 3 make any canvass of the parish in the last election? 
three speeches. 
-ht Petes points? 


toed Grove, Calhoun, Monroe. 
a Grove and Calhoun are west of the river, in the hill parish, are 


$ 


cs lt the parish of West Carroll: 
pi visit the sisi of Richland? 


Q Do zor mean l — ibe Col. J. Mat Riley? 
Cae d, ey; 
y dian yo 


F Because he stated that at his hos in his 8 the election was fair, 
had been informed that such a condition prevailed at and about 


ou not summons him to 
8 ow at that = that the red. or the rule, that a wit- 
i parish in wre he resided, but presumed 
he had to be summoned in Machland, 42 as the complaint was made there. 
Q. Didn't ou learn the existence of that rule before the issuance of the 
* or the investigation in this parish? 


A. 
8 When did you learn the existence of that fet 
A ney afd or two ago, after the investigation had been had. 
7 A me the 5 of alleged frauds in this parish 
. the 25th of this month 
oe reason that it was not convenient for my attorneys to take tes- 
bogs er. 
we You have et erp for an extension of time on the ground that the 
tions of several es prevented your attorneys from en 
enn 9 the investigation. Why did you not, during that — 
our attorneys could not attend in other parishes, 
2 25 imony in this parish 8 
Se Wee han ie I had not settled upon the names oi att Sie Witnicnees: 
iz When did you settle on the names of all the witnesses? 
To-day one week ago. 
Lou summoned Mr. kr John W. Johnston, Mr. E. C. M Mr. A. S. Brown, 
John P. Parker, and several other witnesses who reside in the country; why 
055 yon put none of them on the stand except Mr. Ransom and Mr. Cahn 
or the reason that it was evident that the time to examine all witnesses 
—.— not be sufficient; therefore I deemed it best to examine those with 
whose testimony I ao be 8 familiar. 
Q. You summoned H. Cann from the Fourth Ward; you knew he was 
a supporter and a eo tical and personal friend of meres why did you not 
summon one of your own supporters from that ward? 
A. Because I not know the name of anyone of my avowed supporters 
who 5 at the polls the day of the election. 
K Pw you have pany avowed supporter in that ward? 
5 was told I had 
ou make any effort to communicate with them, or did you commu- 
nigate with th them with regard to the conduct of the election in t ward? 
id not. 


Q. Did you have any reason to believe that the negroes of that ward would 
support yon ss as a matter of choice in preference to the contestee? 


8 belief that they would vote for anyone who promised 
or who i lieved would be able or endeavor to the present 
2 cial condition of the country. 


ane on think the negroes of that ward were advised and informed that 
you Wy effect such a change, or attempt to do so? 


ge they believed that I could not make it any worse. 
ĝ: r opinion? 


A. The pressing need of a change of conditions. 

BTA Was that eo pa formed from intercourse or conversation with them, 

r just a inference which you drew 28 without it? 

SE Itis wn from the fact of conversation with generally. 

2 Did you converse with any from the Fourth Ward? 
5 lass supported you in 

ou informed as to whether the negroes asa c ou 
the ‘three parishes which returned majorities for you? x 


A. Iam not. 

Are you advised or aware that your rters in the hill par- 
isis attempted by violence and poh ba popolar and S A — 
ceeded, in forcin, e negroes residing there to to support you 

A. Never heard of it. 
Q. Lobserve that you summoned Mr. John C. Ransom from the Fifth Ward 


of this parish; were you not aware that Mr, Ransom was a supporter of the 


Q. 25 — avo gon not quite a number of sa supporters in that ward? 

A. I ved about 80 votes in that ward. 

i he that Mia only means of information you have of the support given you 
A. Oh, I paati the names of 8 = supported m 

. If such a reign of terror existed in tha b 
as to prevent a free and fair election, why did you not sum- 
your supporters to prove it? 
My most ardent supporter at that box was a commissioner of elections, 
and ——— I thought 8 be unable to testify. 

o was he? 
Maj. J. H. Flournoy. 
Q. Is he the gentleman who contributes to the newspapers on the subject 
of free silver and the 8 degeneracy of all political parties except the 
organisation yele: e People's Party? 
e frequently writes for the 8 
— — vou — § to say that this re terror existed only on the day of 
e m 

A. I mean what my. aan gee contains. 

Q. The question is, What does your all 
what idee, did you intend to snot; that 
the day of foe fee or p: 

£ pon the da: ay of ee Footy d rhaps one or two days preceding it. 

If it preceded it, why would Major Flournoy being a commissioner of 
dtan prevent his having knowledge of the fact 

A. He is an old man and does not stir around much. 

Q Is he the oniy white supporter you had in that ward? 

He was not. 
2 Why did eee not summon them? 


ot wish to. 
ze rice you yell 9 with John O. Ransom? 


tion mean, in your peewee 
reign of terror e d only on 


Fope 
15 
18 5 


. Very 
„Is he ae aman of high standing and integrity in the community? 
ane stands very well in his community. 

ould you doubt the truth of any statement which he would make un- 


? 
do not think I would. 
id zoa hear his testimony given on yesterday? 


. After having heard his 8 do 2785 sto) allege that the election in 
ard was influenced by intimi 
A. Well, yes, sir I still claim my all 5 
claim that testified falsely, do you? 
y Mr. Ransom testified e best of his 
1 and belief as far as his own observation was conce: . — d. 
en, Mr. Ransom being a witness from the Fifth Ward,and having 
ified that he was an active participant in the oes pe and that there was 
neither force nor fraud, so far as he eae of or h. be true, upon what 
evidence do you rely to maintain y our assertion that the’ voters of the Fifth 
Ward were intimidated, at leasta Jnajority of them, into giving the contestee 
their support? 
A. [have no other witness from that ward. 
9 Fon t Se pare known Capt. F. H. Cann a number of years? 


“7 sae 2 gentleman of high standing and character in this community? 
„ Would he, in your opinion, make a false statement under oath or other- 


porlopeper 
ai 


BER 
2885 


ie 
3 
4 


Are — 5 acquainted with Mr. John P. Parker? 


Iam. 

. What is his reputation for truth and veraci 

Mr. Parker is president of the Planters’ Oil 
the Monroe Grocery Company, and he is ini 
„„ enterprises, and is therefore a man who stands well 
comm 

F3 I akoi about his eee for truth and veracity. 

I never heard it q 

Q. Would zn not Aupfieitt accept his statement under oath about any 
matter of fact? 


in this 8 ? toe 

m , Vice-presiden 
N — and suc- 

in the 


I think I would. 
ik Don't you know you would? 
I have never occasion to doubt Mr. Parker's word; never had any 


th Mr. Parker of any consequence; don't think I ever had any 
— — my life. 3: g 
8 You are ano him a long time? 


Yes, sir; I 
And his 9 for truth and veracity is not questioned in this com- 


? 
ssa i mnie? not heard it questioned. 
. Are you acquainted with J. W. Johnson? 


Lam. 
„Skate his standin Se a eee I eee cays 
Iam not v. . so far as his character is con- 
cerned I know n bad about him. 
Q. ont you not accept his statement under oath to any matter of fact 


im 
aptly F 
Q. That does not exactly answer the question; it is easy enough to say I 
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haye never heard it questioned. The question is, Whether or not his standin, 

in this community and his conduct since you have been a member of it tha 

2 or any other citizen here would accept his own statement without ques- 
ion? 

A. Thad not known Mr. Johnson a great while very intimately, but from 
what I know of him I answer that question in the affirmative. 

Q ane yan acquainted with A. S. Brown? 

5 y. 
Q How vi, byin Mr. Brown been a resident of this parish? 
I do not know. 
. Has he not been a resident of it at least ten years? 
I don’t know; I think about seven years. 
Do you not know that he was manager up on Mr. Stubbs's Magenta plan- 
tation as early as 1883? 

A. Ido not; it's been so ogg fe may have forgotten. I do not 

Q. You do know, however, that he was ares pla of yours when you were 
sat Rasy e of the legislature, do you not? 

© Was. 

Q. From your knowledge of Mr. Brown’s character in this community, 
a gre hed accept any statement of fact made by him under oath as true 
and correct? 

A. I know almost nothing about Mr. Brown; I never had five minutes’ con- 
versation with him in my life that I remember, nor with others about him. 

275 As ens know what his reputation for truth and veracity is in this com- 
m y 

A. I never heard it asked about or questioned. 

. Did you ever hear it impeached in any way? 


o, Sir. 
K re you know Mr. E. C. McGee? 
0. 
Q How long have re known him? 
. Two years, I think. 
Don't you recollect knowing Mr. McGee longer than fwo Teate 
He may have been here earlier, but I don’t think I formed his acquaint- 
ance until about two years ago. 
. What is Mr. McGee's 5 in this community; is it that of an hon- 
orable man and a gentleman 
A. He is known as an all-around fellow. 
Cage don’t answer the question. I want to know his reputation asa 
reliable man and a gentleman. 
A. I think that is his reputation, though I have never heard this question 
discussed or mentioned; never heard his character assailed. 
Q: Would you doubt the truth of any statement of fact which he would 
e under oath? 
A. I would not. 
2 ore yoa acquainted with W. D. Munholland? 


x Ishe a reputable lawyer of this city? 


. Would you doubt any assertion he would make under oath? 
. I don't know him well enough. I am not intimately acquainted with 


Mr. Munholland. 
Q. Do you know anything about him that would give ground to suppose he 
= 8 otherwise than truthfully? 

ot. 
2. ask you the same question with reference to C. T. Madison? 


on 
will 
make the same answer. 
185 ae you acquainted with Mr. T. M. Parker, manager of the Planters’ 
oll m 
A. Lam. 
Q. eae you doubt the truth of any statement which he would make un- 


A. I don't know that I would. 
Don't you know that you wouldn't? 
I have no reason to know I wouldn't; never had any dealings with Tom 
in snr vsr in my life. 
Q. are his reputation in this community for truth and veracity; is it 
or 
A. Never heard it mentioned. 
Q ae 5 acquainted with E. J. Ficken, manager of the Union oil mill? 


Q. is thers ‘anything against his reputation for truth and veracity in this 
commu 
A.I dont know anything about him or his truth and Wee E 
. Are you acquainted with Uriah Millsaps, of West Monroe 


1, e of truth and veracity? 
I think he is. 
Q. Sa, quiet man? 


Lanan Lani 


r. 
Man of high standing in this 9 
1 doesn't live in community; he lives immediately across the Oua- 
iver. 


Q Is he not a man of high standing and character in the society of Ouachita? 
. Mr. Millsaps is a successful business man. Further than that I know 
little or nothing touching Mr. Millsap's character. 

Q. You have charged in your contest that a reign of terror existed in this 
8 just prior to and on the day of election, which prevented a free and 
air election. Who inaugurated that reign of terror? 

A. I do not know. 5 

Q Who were the principal actors in it? 

. The allegations contained in my notice of contest are based upon the 
general knowledge that planters claimed the right to vote their 5 
against me, and that others, irrespective of their connection with the - 

interest, were likewise prevented from voting for me. 

. This, then, is the sole foundation for that charge? 

I think it is sufficient. 

Q. It is not a question of sufficiency; it is one of fact. Are you aware of 
any act of violence or threats, either by individuals or by associations, to 
intimidate either white or colored voters prior to the day of election? 

A. Aside from the facts already detailed, it is; aside from the answers in 

testimony, I have no other knowledge. 

8. Then you know of no other acts or means used, except the influence of 
rt of their colored 

of terror to which 


m 
the planters and their managers, to procure the sup 
labor for the contestee being used to bring about this re 
yos 5 in your answer? 


Q. Is it not a fact that a large majority of the white voters of this city voted 
for the ponteiros in the recent election 


2015 Do you charge now, under oath, that they were at all influenced unlaw- 
y in giving their support? 


of those who wished to vote for me could not wi 


E 
4 
3 
; 
F 


Q How was that coercion brought about? 
The banks and bankers were against me; most of the other large institu- 


tions; the ak sips were inst me. 

Qoa attribute your defeat to the infiuence of the money power of this 
pa 

A. I do not attribute it to that source exclusively. 

. You do not claim these institutions to which you referred and classes to 
which you referred—that is, that of bankersand moneyed men—were coerced 
or intimidated? 

A. Ido not. 

Q. What supporter, if any, did you have in Ward 1 at the recent election 
who could act as commissioner of election? 

A. Ido not know. 

Q. What supporter or supporters did you have who could have served as 
commissioners of election as your representative at the Filhiol schoolhouse, 
in Ward 10, and at the wn precinct, in Ward 4? 

A. I do not know; Mr. ted and some other friends of mine looked after 
the matter; I was absent and couldn't. f 

Q. Is it not a fact that you did not receive a vote at either of the two pre- 
cincts last inquired about? 

A. Idon’t know, but I think I got none. Ido not know. I do not think I got 
any. 

Q Who are your general counsel in this contest in this district? 

. Gunby & Sholars. 

. Do they reside in the city of Monroe? 


. They do. 
Were either or both of them in the parish of Ouachita for two weeks fol- 
lowing the 14th of February, 1895? 
A. Ido not know. 
Q. You don't know whether either one was here during that period--that is 
to hap two weeks after the lith of February last? 
A. resume they were in the city; I do not know. 
$ Lg s you know where the contestee was during the months of January 
and February 
A. The 8 was you were in Washington. 
Q Do you receive a CONGRESSIONAL RECORD? 


. You saw no roll call recorded? 
There is no daily roll call. 
. There were roll calls almost every ay; were there not? 
. I was so busy with my contest at that particular time that I paid less 
attention to the proceedings of Congress than I ordinarily do. 
. Were you not perfectly aware at the time you caused service of the no- 
tice of contest to be made at the residence of the contestee in this city that 


the contestee was in the discharge of his official duty in Washington City, 
attending the sittings of the House of Representatives 
A. The presumption is you were there. 
A. BENOIT, 


Sworn to and subscribed this March 27, 1895. 


[SEAL.] W. H. LUZENBERG, N. P. 
We call attention to the following excerpts from the testimony 
of this witness: 


Ma Ter it not a fact that a large majority of the white voters voted for con- 
A. Itis. 
. Do you charge now under oath that they were at all influenced unlaw- 
tully in giving him their support? : 
A. le that there was a moral coercion the pressure of which num- 
bers of those who wished to vote for me could not withstand. 
Q How was that pressure brought about? 
„The banks and bankers were t me; most of the other large insti- 
tutions. The corporations were against me. 
If the majority of the committee is of opinion that the existence of such a 
moral coercion as is here described by the contestant renders an el 
void, it would be necessary, in order to carry that theory into effect, to de- 
clare void the election of a very large part of the membership of this Hou 
as it is charged by the Populist party that the money power,” so called, n. 
only controls the election of a majority of both branches of Congress, but 
dominates and controls their action afterwards. That so absurd a conten- 


Bowman, J. M. 
E. C. McGehee, E. I. Ficken, George W. Stewart, member of the Republican 
executive committee of the district; F. W. Barrington, principal of the col- 
ored high school; Elijah Jones, Sandy Bird, Henry Barnes, W. G. Head, D. C. 
Hill, Charles Horton, and Abram Ray, the last eight being prominent negroes, 
who emphatically and positively deny the charges of violence and intimida- 
tion, and affirm that the election was free from undue excitement or unlaw- 
ful influences. These negroes testify that contestee was popular with the 
negroes, and that as a class they supported him in preference to the contest- 
ant. They are evidently the leaders of their race in this locality, and we can 
sare, ere no reason for discrediting their sworn statements. 
Added to this is the testimony of Georga W. Stewart, who appears to be & 
stanch Republican, and who makes the following statement: 
Georgo W. Stewart, a lawful witness, sworn: 
. You live in this parish? 
. I do; in the city of Monroe. 
Q How long have you lived in the parish? 
Icame on the 4th of July, 1873. 
. What is your occupation? 
Lam a carpenter by trade. 
How old are you? 
. Sixty-three years old. 
Q- Do you know Mr. Benoit and Mr. Boatner? 
. I know both of them. 
Q What is your politics? 
. Iam a Republican. 
e eee ooste aston ote Da iod E aTa omen and court 
u; ent of co on of the ce an 
house here during Harrison's A ti 


iO Was the ice o! e cans 


Boatner 
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A. Mr. pene I can tell you that as one of the members of the executive 


Ate you a member of the Republican Congressional executive commit- 
SES 


ane aig ph voters of this e 
he would have received 
and rGotonel E Sates would have received 600. What's your opinion 


in 5 that charge? 
wouldn't have gotten it on this side the river; don't know anything 
about the other side. y 
9 Px Is not the principal voting strength in this parish on this side the river? 


"Q. 1 2 any fair election in this parish do think Benoit would receive 
more votes than he did get at the election in November, 1894, under any cir- 


cumstances? 
A. [don’t think he would. 


for the of witness. 


ec election in November, 1894, 
for to The. practiced by the friends and su 
A. Ihave not heard of any—in the = — ngressio! 
publicans 9 Boatner of their 
2 oit popular with the colored people in this parish? 
Idon't know. 


Oross- examined: 
Q. Did you state that 
Ouachi 


parish of the Re: —— 
oat ppm 75 


t the Fifth Congressional district, or in the 
. Bostaer against Benoit? 


3 nae 
A, T was was — at the ballot 5 went there to vote, but all Re- 
a member of the executive committee, to vote — 8 but 


Alan . at the to see ka 


2. 3333 
re 8 of Congress? 
O Did you KAI bie suppers whee you pplicant for the position 
ou 80) su when were an a; ‘or 
Gage about which eon este 
No, sir; never solicited anybody's su; 
225 Are yon now an applicant for any Lede al position? 


? 
the Alexandria post-office was o 


on, didn't he? 
to apply for it I didn't ten him I 
s yd or di dorse it. 
J You ie dan t coll 1 
No, sir; never his influence, -e eee E 
mao, cncopt to got ane a copy of the pension laws I applied for the post-office 


ere as a 
GEO. W. STEWART. 


Sworn to and subseribed this April * 
[SEAL] H. LUZENBERG, Notary Public. 


It would lengthen this report unreasonably to quote the testimon: the 
—.— aie of witnesses uced by con tostae in rebuttal of 9 
charges. The supplement a e record, however, will show that the wit- 

named n. ve contestant’s assertions. 


nesses heretofore Among them we 

os the freight m and ticket II of the St. 5 Mountain and South- 
attorney for — Som the Lat 

een and mt Company, is 

t Jugo, the 5 of nion 


mg re hein of 5 are three who are pastors 
of the colored the superintendent of the colored schools, an ex- 
member of the State | oe Cig members and one ex- member of the city 
council, the city const. 10. ho 3 that office for a number of years. 
We quote from the my of one of witnesses named les Hor- 
ton, who seems to have been a very intelligent man: 
5 — you vote at the election November 6, 1804? 


es, Sir. 
To Bid yo observe any disturbance or intimidation at the poll boxes? 


te Did you hear or know of any violations or 3 of white or colored 
= as J prior to the Rovenber election, 1804 


1125 . contestant that in the parish of Ouachita a reign of ter- 

x: was inau en by the friends and supporters of Mr. Boatner at and 

ember election, 1894, which prevented a fair election Sy de- 

and intimidated a large number of voters, white and black, into voting 

for Boatner d would 3 have cast their ballots for Benoit. Did any 
of affairs exist in this parish? 


Cross- examination: 

Q. You have stated here that the colored people preferred Mr. Boatner to 
Benoit. How man 79 — id E. talk with about it? it? Name them. 

A. William Abe Ra — hag Soh ben Richard 
Thornton, Taylor J: —.— John Dave Hines, Moses Lee, Ed Outz, Bunkey 
White, Tony Lice, Walter Outz, Henry ene 8 ag oe tg William 
Henderson, Robert Jeems, Mose Culpepper, Tom Williams, Wash Powell, and 


that Elijah Johns, a prominent 
told him that he would support if he could, Contestes called Elijah 


on 16 et of the su 
mber of the city councll four times, 
eight years in all. His testimon: 


1 follows: 
Q ayo you been supported asa member of the city council by the white | other 
A. Yes, 


your ward? 
sir, 


3 vote at the last Congressional election? 
Q. CECE your action in regard to tho 


A. None. 
re How long have you known contestee? 
ovo since he came to Monroe. Pes i : 
ve you supported contestee in any previous Congressional elections 
2 t have voted or him at every * 
contestant that 


this parish 


was n of terror created in 


oes to the last election 3 the friends of 4 con’ * 
bond ee — it Psupporting the — 3 3 of 
ew. e — 5. con ou know 
an ing poopie Tron a reign o 5 


Q. It has been stated by Mr. Whited that you told him you would su 
3 if you could. State what conversation you with Mr. 
on subject. 

A. After the nomination of Mr. Benoit I met Mr. Whited on the street. He 
said that Mr. Benoit had been nominated, and he wanted me to go to work 
for him. I said, “Yes, sir.“ He drove on and there was no more 

Q. Did you tell Mr. Whited that you would support him unless you were 
forcibly prevented from arig so? 

A. It was 8 my intention. 

Q What was your object in making that statement to him? 

Daigo 2 — to . troversy? 
ou avoid a oon 

2 That was about it. 

Q. You have stated that you voted for the contestee. Did you vote 2 

unlawful influence was brought to 


ited 


that you also told him that 
conversation Are eons had ro 


and whether you led him to infer that you would support him if not 
prevented from doing 80. 
A. I met Mr. Benoit about the Rackett Store. He er Ihave 
haa pia ne pen neared NERE JORO ng ee eres Itold Iwill it Ican.” 
22 What was your object that statement to him? 
did not have any particular ob, 
a Mas there — A to prevent you from supporting him if you wanted 
10 so. 
A. Nothing. d 
Cross-examination: 


hoos 5 vou 8 vou do not know what their political pref- 
) were between Boatner and Benoit? 


y association with the „ people, theyall 
Boatner. Hei is the Representative of this ct for abou 
voted for him every election, and it is my idea that he is the 


preference of 
the others. 


JOSIAH JONES: 
. From your knowled: the colored people 
8 . 3 choice in the Cont 
rag ie election? 


testee; Imean by hi 


A. No, sir; not within m 1 
Q. Do you know of — ts, lence, or intimidation resorted to — 
friends of the con r, to secure the votes of either whi 
colored one ten for him?’ 
A. I do not. 
is man is the owner of the farm on which he resides. (See record, pages 
14,15.) It "Tt will thus be seen that the contestee very best 


Ward of this paran ren on the testimon 
Samuel Whited. He is contradicted by T. Oaks, D D. Johnson, J. W. 
Johnson, and E. E. McGehee. The character and credibility of these wit- 
nesses is vouched for by the contestantin his testimony in this case. 

There is testimony in the record to show that the n usually, almost 
invariably, vote with their Por 1 and did so in t the last Are fiey We 
entertain no doubt but that this is 3 ee ac there is not the slightest evi- 
dence in the record to show that an Let Sees ful means were used to influence 
them to do so. If it be the fact that they enter to cooperate with their em- 
Pel om and take their advice in preference to that of interested sii ae 

a o or denying the 9 85 20 ar or We for fo nears bey as 
choice or denying them the O coopera’ with whom 
We therefore conclude that the contestee fe ontitiod to the full re- A 
i vote of this parish, which gave him 1,906 majority. 


MOREHOUSE, 


The charges against this ish are as follows: 

“That on the 6th are November, 1894, in the parish of Morehouse, an 
election was held fora 8 in the at Gat ge Congress of the 
United States for the onal district of Louisiana, and that 
rror existed of ona a nature and to pun 
ualified electors from votin; 


a reign of 


all, and causing others to yote for you an me, contrary to t 

that all or nearly all those who voted for me a — owen 
threats and by daring such consequences of bodily harm as they had reason 
to fear would be ected or attem: to be inflicted 8 them. 
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were deterred from voting for me by unlawful means and forced to vote for 
you who otherwise would have v for me, and should therefore have been 
counted for me, and that an_hon and an honest return thereof 
wi the result in said Morehouse Parish as follows, to wit: 
INLA T KONPARE ES RE aa EN Cr 718 
RGR oe co cienabannaxa au scanscetenbe EEA E E S 291 
The vote for this parish is: 
228220 AAA AA—V—V—V—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—TVT—V— ñ — ——— 691 
ST SS ERIE ee Rs EB OLE ELAS NSE EAA 381 
eee . neta AE vied 310 
The 36 hich gave contestee 25 vo 
and in our opinion sustains the charge of in thnidation at that poll, which we 
reject, and which, dedu tner's returned vote, leaves his or- 
281. There is not the slightest proof against any other ward or in 


RICHLAND PARISH. 


at aban election he pasia are as follows: 

dak at an e held parish of Richland tapon ts 6th day of No- 
vember, 1894, fora to represent the Fifth district 
of Louisiana in tbe Hafer toneth Congress of the United States of Ameri 
provided with tickets bearing my name for 
office were put in fear and ade pkey eer — the same, and 
thereof tickets bearing your name for sai presentative, with the 
uences, it was un 


to ‘vote or take the 7 en * which 
would be disastrous to who dared to vote for me; that these unlawful 
and reprehensible 


occurred at the voting places of Rayville and 
„or near thereto, and at these places threats and intimidation was 
resorted to to deter and prevent those who wished to vote for me from do 
28 and to force them to vote for you, all of which was done b 7 — politi 
ends and ä and partisans. I shall therefore ig her a 
fair and peaceable election hte been held at the said vo peter 
and Girard, and true return e thereof, the vote of hland for 
said Ri epresentative in the Fifty-fourth at the election held upon 
the eth a day of November, 1804, would be as lows, to wit: 


eee eee e Sam SERRE of six witnesses, 
none hom sustain them. 7 
FRANKLIN. 
day of November, 1804, in the 


1 
The e tative in the 


onal of 
Pirst, Second, and Por Fourth wards in 
= ties were itted of such a nature and 8 


fairness 
png enh lled at the voting places in such wards be thrown out, 5 
and not 8 for you and egal 


wrongfully done. 
“Atone of the said places one of m: 


supporters who wished to exercise his 
f to witness acount of the vate was forcibly jected 


lawful righ ej from the room 
and violently beaten with sticks, I will t. . — Claim that 280 of the 
votes counted for you thereat shonia be 5 and not counted for you 
and t me. : consideration of which the vote of Franklin Parish at 
said election was and ought to be as follows: 
ONO. — N E „ cavkouphelmeseem eae „„ 420 
!!!! rr. :::. E 357 
It win be observed that onl ... 
wards—one mse one of the 8 of contestant, who 


ond and Fourth 
wished to witness the count, was said to have been forci 
room and violently beaten with — and at the other the 
election failed to swear to the returns. 

The testimony of S. H. Cordill, to be found on page 184 of the record, ex- 
plains the personal recounter with Mr. Benoit's supporter. It seems that he 
was an interloper, a man who had just come to the country, not a citizen of 
the ward or parish, and came over to Ward 3 to run the el Cordill tes- 
tifies as follows: 

There were two men sent from Winnsboro, in Ward 7, for the purpose of 
running the election in Ward 3 in favor of the Popullsts. Neither one of those 


. 
commissioners 


parsons y by ges yoters in that ward. people of that ward told them that 
EOY cous ett its was: without their assistance, and told them to leave, and 
Shey 65. was about 10 o'clock in the day. They attempted to coerce 
the co people to vote the Populist ticke white le would 


opu t, the 
not submit to pes The fact that their being forced to leave aiga not have an 


effect on the result of the election, and did not change the result thereof. 
those le remained there quietly, and oe IA i coerce the 
= ald ha: there quietly all 


propie ta vote their way, they co 
and not tiing would have been done. pena that time on the people voted 
cayen ple: There was no fraud 5 in the counting or returning 
of, = votes. Lassisted in the coun d returning of the votes. 

Mr. Boatner is very well and fayora iy. known in that ward. 

was the choice of a majority of the people of tha 
very little known in that ward; no one out there is 
There was no organization of the Pop in that w. 
map that there were no Pop there. There was no Objection made by 
the ioners to anyone voting the Populist ticket if they wanted to. 
There would have been no disturbance at that poll if those two outsiders had 
not come there and createdit. The only objection was that Mr. Scramblin, 
one of the outsiders and no voter, attempted to coerce one Brown Buckner 
to vote the Po: t ticket, and Buckner told the commissioners that he 
8 to vote for Mr. Boatner. Scramblin took hold of hishand and wanted 
mt the ticket in the box. The commission objected to his so doing, 
him to desist, and ejected him from mn the room. From that time 


and on ban ff quiet! 
on there was no disturbance, and ev: passed o 
8. H. CORD 

W. B. Osborn, ee 5 accounts for the ae ty in this way: 

“Everything y until about 10 o'clock in the day, when 
one Mr. Scramb! 1 5 had 1 been went there and who was not a voter at said 
precin or gine to coerce the colored people to vote the Po ticket 
against The said Scramblin attempted to force one Buck- 
ner to vote foe Benoit. He took said Buckner by the hand and 1 to 
force him to Said Buckner 


eposit a Benoit ballot in the box. informed the 
commissioners of election that he did not want to vote for Benoit, but that 
C Mr. Boatner. reupon the commissioners orde: 
Mr. Scramblin to desist and let the e vote for who they esc he a 
he refused to do, upon which refusal was ejected from the room. 
Me ee E result of the election at said 


There was no further disturban The passed off peagea 
iThe same facts are testified to by LB. Osborn C 


As to Ward 4, the facts as stated b: 
duly sworn before opening the poll; that ioy mada out their returns 
to the law, Sse ery did not think it necessary to swear to them and 
it not know that one of fhe commissioners t to administer the 
oath to the others. They Gil aren thas the vote was re ed exactly as cast 
and that the election was perfectly free and honest. Upon this point there 
can be no difference of opinion. 
ad gar. opinion that contesteo is entitled to the full returned vote from 


WEST CARROLL. 


That at an election held in the parish of West Carroll, upon the 6th day 

of November, Pose fora 838 in the Fifty-fourth Congress of the 

United States from the Fifth Congressional district of 8 . polit- 

ical friends ants supporters for a period of three days immedia 

such election, with arms, traversed a large portion of 

in the wrongful and fraudulent and unfair 

frand tickets having my name 

Fifty-fourth Congress away from legally 

intended to vote for me, and com: g them to accept tickets treats and 
ce, warning — electors ot t 


Ss vote, were 8 and ane taney for yoa, poesia and 
m 


the commissioner are that they were 
accord- 


In consideration of which the vote of said parish of 
been as follows, to wit: 


55 was made. This was conceded pool may 
and the returns from correc’ y: 
Boatner’s returned major: 5 Fr! ͤ EAA 8 . 
From which deduct (error addition) S N E A E 100 
e sinc setts u ES 8 234 
EAST CARROLL. 
The e charges are as follows: 
ay) That at an election held in the parish of East ee shed 
vember, 18%, for a Re . Congress ot 
Vatted States from the the Fifth h Congressional district of Louisiana, the oes 
commissioners of election were not 0 
quired by law o> make due and honest return of the election by them held, 
and that they signed blank returns of an election and f same to 
Lake N the parish seat of said and that these blank returns 
were there filled out and forwarded to Rouge, the State a, thet thos 
official promulgation as being the Aari vote said that t 


ghts of American — . were ‘perpetrated 


isans. 
therefore claim that the 2,004 majority returned for you from this 

— — is wholly fraudulent and illegal and should be rejected and not counted 
or ih bg eas and against me, and that a proper and honest count of said parish 


Benoit 3 8 TET A saeauataan 3 

FCC EN E R R A A R E EN E — 
The evidence in support of 5 in this is the opinion of C. F. 

Davis and William Rouse, that the returns are fictitious, and the testimony 


of J. S. Guenard, the register of voters, who leaves it in doubt 9 there 
was any lawful tion in that parish. The statement of Davis and 
Rouse is reenfo: by the testimony of R. L. Hill, so far as the returns of 
Lake Providence ake concerned, who swears that very few people were in 
the town on the day of election. On this testimony itisasked tha that the entire 
polls of the excluded. In the opinion of your committee the testi- 
mony is entirely insufficient to do so. 


MADISON. 


“That at an an held in the parish of Madison, upon the 6th day of 
November, 1894, for a 5 to. represent the Fifth C ional dis- 
trict of Louisiana in the Fifty-fourth Congress of the United States of Amer- 
iea, there were returned for you 1,908 votes and for me 55 jenna while u 
the day of said election the number of voters whose names are nired by 
mol 98 25 2 Si Tease t that political friends and 
req vo ag was only our nds ani 

fraudulently returned ï 5 
cast, 1,968 —.— 


“I shall therefore claim that the vote of said parish for you is so tin with 
fraud that it should be rejected and thrown out and not counted for you: 
and that many votes were cast for me which were not returned because xo of 


the fraudulent practices of tone political friends and supporters which 
should be counted for me, and that aoa a true return of the election the 
result would have been as follows, to wit: 

rr seeks a AAA AL E E sabawneas 350 
E AE E E S A S S E SAN 0 


In this parish the 5 of the bes cna of voters discloses the fact that 


Hence from a legal wi a 
as the constitution of 3 forbids or 3 the righe ht of su F 5 


voter who is lawfully tered, it pam in ible to distinguish — 
Toe who 8 vor and those who did not, we exclude the vote poon 
the parish entire 
TENSAS. 
That u the 6th day of November, 1894, in the parish of Tensas, the form 
of an el ugh for a Re tative to the Fifty-fourth Con- 
of the United Sta Savas from sere Firth Co Congressional distri 8 87 UE Lo 


t blank returns of such 7 i Rothe election were filled wort i exe J 
and forwarded to the State capital for official promulga: 
when in truth and in fact no legal 
oF other election had been held; that these unlawful and frauduient acts 
ical friends and partisans, 
“T shall the votes returned for you from said parish 
should 8 and thrown ont, and not counted for you and against me, 
That at an 3 — elas 5 to have been held 
“ P: election, g ve 
22 E E eee Dae es Bal 
gressman to represent the Fifth district of Louisiana in the 
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8 Congress of the United States, no election was reniy beld, but 


in accordance with the usual custom in the ‘four river parishes * blank 
returns were signed by the commissioners and filled out at the parish seat 
and forwarded to Baton Rouge, the State capital, for official promulgation, 
pupone to be the returns of an election at which you received 2,009 votes 
and I 20, when, in truth and in fact, no lawful election had been held; but 
that if such an election could have been held and true, correct, and lawful 
are 5 made, the result would have been as follows in said parish of 

eordia: 


That at least the vote of the entire e should be rejected and thrown 
out and not counted. because of the il Onal and fraudulent practices afore- 
said. All ot which was done and committed by your political friends and 

rtisans.” 

a this parish the record shows that none of the returns were sworn to— 
that is to say, that the commissioners of election . to make afi- 


davit to any part of the returns, and under the view which we have hereto- 
fore we pauper) we deem it safer to reject these returns. 

A review of the testimony shows that in the hes of Claiborne, Lincoln, 
Jackson, and Union the election was not questioned. We have shown thatin 
the pa: of Catahoula two wards only should be rejected; in Caldwell, 
none; in Ouachita, none; in Morehouse, none; in Richland, none; in Franklin, 
none; in West Carroll, none; in Carroll, none; and in Concordia, 7 polls, 
haan Mor, y's imo sepa wards in which more than a majority of the votes 
polled in the parish were cast. 

Under these circumstances we ela age sites against the conclusion 
0% voters of the district 


the right of representation by the member who received the majority of 
their suffrages, because of frauds and irregularities insufficient to change 
the conas and for which they are in no manner responsible. 

If permissible at all to declare an election void, it could, in our judgment. 
be legally done only in extreme cases where, by violence, widespread an 
conce: intimidation, and fraud, it would become im ble to eliminate 
the lawful and volun vote from the unlawful and udulent, and that 
which had been cast under the influence of fear. x 

In this case not only do such conditions not exist, but if every poll attacked 
by contestant, and against which he has adduced any evidence, be excluded 
from the count, contestee still has a majority of 327; but giving the evidence 
fair consideration, and excluding only the vote which is shown to haye been 
fraudulent and intimidated, con 8 aro is 5.188. 

We subjoin a statement of the true vote of the district as shown by the 


ing to law, giving the contestant the 
involved in the record, he is defeated by the ority above 
We therefore recommend the adoption of the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That C. J. Boatner was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 


day of November, 1894, and is entitled to his seat as such.“ 
Respectfully submitted. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed by the order 


of the House has expired, and under the order 

Mr. TAYLER. I ask that the time of the gentleman from 
Louisiana be extended ten minutes, which will equalize the time 
occupied by the two sides. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
that the time of the gentleman from 
minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will not object to that if the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] be allowed ten minutes more; otherwise I 
object. 

. NORTHWAY. The gentleman from Ohio has already had 
additional time. I hope objection will not be made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I hope that no 
objection will be made to the gentleman from Louisiana stating 
his case. To the ear of justice the slightest syllable of truth is 
precious. We on our side have a majority here large enough to 
vote down anything that we want to vote down, and it does seem 
to me that in the interest of fair play 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This question is not debatable. 

Mr. JOHNSON of ifornia. I am not debating it, but only 


ntleman from Ohio asks 
uisiana be extended ten 


m an a ji 
The SP R pro tempore. The question is not debatable. 
Mr. JOHNSON of ifornia. I hope the objection will be 
withdrawn: 


Mr. THOMAS. The time allowed under the arrangement hay- 
ing expired, I move that both the contestant and the contestee be 
owed ten minutes in addition. 


Mr. FLETCHER. I wish to ask whether the time allowed to 
the other side was not extended ten minutes? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that 
ten minutes additional be given to the contestant and the contestee. 
Is there paonon The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PITNEY. One question before the gentleman from Louisi- 


ana torera Does heseriously contend that the resolutions offered 
by the majority of the committee ought not to be passed? 
Mr. BOATNER. I do not want to sa 


3 derogation 
of the agreement with my friend from Ohio S 

Mr. PITNEY. Inasmuch as the gentleman 
BOATNER] himself has by hisown 
of the House to . and de 
I must decline to vote upon it. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, Ido not consider that an answer 
to the gentleman from New Jersey would be a violation of the 
agreement that I should not enter into debate. I certainly con- 
tend, most earnestly and seriously, that the record in this case 
shows that if every fraudulent and fictitious vote attacked by the 
contestant be thrown out, I am still elected, and if there be a fair 
ag aro of the testimony my majority is over 8,000. 

PRINCE. As a member of the committee I wish to state 


AYLER]—— 
om Louisiana [Mr. 
ent put it outof the power 
liberately consider this question, 


that it was 

The SPE 
ana yield? 

Mr. BOATNER. Certainly. 

Mr. PRINCE. I wish to say for the information of the House 
that the majority of the committee are prepared now to state, if 
this House wants to hear them, the reasons for making this report. 
We seriously contend that the report of the majority is in accord- 
ance with the evidence in this case, in accordance with the facts, 
and in accordance with the law; but in order to accommodate the 
contestee, so that this matter might be disposed of to-day, such 
disposition being desired by him with reference to the s ial elec- 
tion to be held, and because if each one of the six gentlemen con- 
stituting the majority of the committee should speak upon the 
question the debate would occupy the whole of to-morrow, if it 
cid not extend into the next day, we have refrained from speak- 
ing. Butif gentlemen think that because we are thus closing our 
mouths we are yielding this question, we desire to say to the House 
that we are prepared to sustain this majority report by the law, 
by the evidence, and by the record in this case. 

Mr. PITNEY. Permit me to 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PITNEY. Iam not making any complaint except that the 
parties, for their own convenience, have put the House in the 
sition of being called upon to vote on a question concerning which 
it has no adequate information. I must decline to vote. 

Mr. B V. It is not for the convenience of the parties, but 
for the convenience of the people of the district. 

Mr. PITNEY. I make no complaint as to that. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Under the circumstances, how can we do 
otherwise than vote according to the report of the majority? 

Mr. BOATNER. I hope that the time which has been occupied 
in this colloquy will not be counted against me. I trust the gon- 
tlemen of the committee agree with me that I was compelled to 
answer the question which was 1 otherwise I should 
not have said one word outside of the report. 

por: BOATNER resumed the reading of the minority report.] 

e SPEAKER pro tempore (before the reading was con- 
cluded). The time allotted to the gentleman from Louisiana has 


expired. 
Mur. BOATNER. I will ask unanimous consent for permission 
to finish the reading of the testimony of this single witness. 

Mr. TAFT. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WHEELER. Is it possible? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes for ten 
minutes the contestant in this case. 

Mr. BENOIT (the contestant). Mr. SPEAKER AND GENTLEMEN 
OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: I thank you very much 
for the privilege you have accorded to me of being heard on the 
floor of the House in defense, not so much of my own right to a 
seat in this body, but in defense of the rights of every honest 
voter in the Fifth Congressional district of the State of Louisiana. 
I can not tell you much of the election in question within the ten 
minutes accorded to me, but I will try to tell you all that I can, 
in the brief time allowed, of the condition of one of yonr sister 
States of the Union, and the way elections are held in Louisiana. 
And I desire to say at the outset that I shall not make a single 
statement that is not fully verified by the record in this case, or 
8 is not well known as a part of the political history of my 

There are two reasons why I should Shee only the truth in re- 
gard to this question. The first is that I love my State as you love 

ours, and I would not willingly trail her fair banner in the dust 
fore this honored assemblage of the representatives of the Amer- 
ican people; and in the second place, I know that I must go home 


pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Louisi- 


say——_ 
The gentleman from Louisiana 


1896. 
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and meet face to face the very men whose outrageous crimes and 
wrongs against free government I expect in the ten minutes al- 
lotted to me to denounce. 

Now, let me call your attention briefly to my notice of contest 
and the answer of the contestee to the same. Lalleged therein that 
there had been frauds practiced in the elections in the four river 
parishes of East Carroll, Madison, Concordia, and Tensas, and 
that no legal election had been held, and that none has been held 
for years in those parishes, to the prejudice of the good people of 
the other portions of the State as well as to the injury of the repu- 
tation of the State itself. The contestee, Mr. Boatner, files an 
answer to the notice of contest and not only denies these allega- 
tions but denounces them as false; and yet, gentlemen, when he 
comes into this court before the committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives what does he do? He acknowledges in his supple- 
mental brief, filed before the Committee on Elections No. 2, that 
over 6,000 votes received in these parishes ought to go out because 
they were unsworn to and are fraudulent. 

Did I tell the truth or a falsehood when I alleged that the free 
electors of the State of Louisiana were disfranchised; that the 
had been disfranchised by the insertion of fraudulent votes, an 
by practices which we know have prevailed for years in elections 
in Bone river parishes? Boatner himself, in his race for Congress 
against King, made the fight upon the sole issue that the vote of 
the river parishes was fictitious and fraudulent. r 

But one more statement, Mr. Speaker. The contestee in this 
case said in his supplemental brief, and has called attention to it 
in his statements some moments ago, with reference to matters in 
Concordia Parish, that the returns of the elections were all sworn 
to. A careful reading of the testimony of the clerk of the court 
(see testimony of Mr. Gillepsie, record, page 82) shows that not 
one of these returns has been sworn to. The lists of voters were 
not sworn toin any single ward of those wards wherein he claims 
936 votes, and thus carries the whole parish of Concordia. X 

This is the way these ballot-box stuffers proceed. They deposit 
in bulk a given number of straight Democratic ballots, regardless 
of, and with no relation to, an 5 cast ballots by actual 
voters, then count them out and swear that there were so many 
votes received by the Democratic candidate; but they are careful 
not to swear, as required by law, by affidavit attached to the poll 
list, who cast the said votes or that any of them were cast by ac- 
tual voters at all. Therefore I say, and the record bears me out, 
that there are some four or five hundred names attached to these 
Concordia Point returns as having voted the Democratic ticket and 
for the Democratic candidate, the poll lists for which precincts 
are not in any one single instance verified by the affidavits of the 
election officers, as required by law, showing what electors had 
actually voted. They simply took the ballots that were deposited 
in the box by themselves, the election officers, and then they 
counted out so many votes for the Democratic candidate. That 
is the way that elections are conducted down in my part of the 
State of Louisiana. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

I have a t mass of other startling facts to which I had 
wished to call the attention of the House, but I can not do so in 
the brief time allowed me. For instance, in Ouachita Parish 
Boatner claims I attack only three wards for intimidation, and 
claims that I could not produce proof as to any others because he 
claims I had not alleged anything against them in the notice of 
contest. This is not true. My notice charged intimidation, 
frauds, etc., specifically against 5 of the 10 wards in the parish, 
and also attacked the entire parish for the results of the same, and 
for the reign of terror due to past intimidations. And yet the 
contestee attempts to make out his case either by admitting the 
very things that I alleged or by attempting to prove things which 
were not alleged in his answer. I show, in these wards which I 
attack because of intimidation, that the returns show 1,162 votes 
tliat were not sworn to by the election officers. The poll lists were 
not sworn to, asthe printed record proves, and yet he says, “Ihave 
attempted to go through this contest and show the true state of 
the votes cast.” Can you believe him? Certainly not any longer 
than will be required to enable you to read the printed record. 

Gentlemen, I wish I could refer briefly to this testimony and 
impra upon yon the importance of some one getting this floor 
and fixing upon the attention of everyone in this country the facts 
as to the methods which have prevailed in election contests in 
Louisiana for years. I have not time to quote the testimony, but 
let me give you an example. Toshow you the far-reaching extent 
of the intimidation which is practiced in some of these parishes 
in Ouachita, for instance, I prove by contestee’s witnesses that all 
colored men were expected to vote open tickets; they know there 
is not one negro in one thousand that will vote the Democratic 
ticket if he can vote another without incurring the risk of being 
thrashed or hung by bulldozers. [Laughter.] 1 tell you, gentle- 
men, I have lived all 1 rpa among them. I was nursed by a good 
old black mammy. I know them, and I tell you that I never saw 
but one Democratic negro in my life, and he was to the manor born, 
or he would not have been a Democrat; and he was brought upon 


the stand by Boatner; his name was Barrington. Read his testi- 
mony, on pages 8and 9 of the supplemental record. Vet they come 
here and would have the members of this House believe, and would 
have this nation believe, that the colored men in that district are 
just dying to vote the Democratic ticket. [Laughter.] Why, 
een, the poor darkey knows he is apt to die or be whipped if 

e does not vote the Democratic ticket. That is the real reason 
why they are such good Democrats. Take the testimony of Hill 
there in Ouachita Parish. What does he testify? Supplemental 
record, pages 22 and 23: 


Q What did you do on election gs a 
. Imight say that I performed the duties assigned to me. 
N. And what were those duties? 
a around in the Tenth Ward and notify the voters to come to the 
polls and vote. 


And this is about the way that duty is performed: 

They send a bulldozed colored man around to tell the other col- 
ored men to come and vote. I wish I had the time to give you 
the dialogue that would take place between these colored men. 
I will do so briefly: This colored runner, who is sent out by the 
bulldozers to tell the darkies to come up and vote, rides up or 
walks up to a colored man’s house, and he says, ‘‘Niggah, doan’ 
you know dis am ‘lection day?” ‘‘Cose I does.” Well, why 
doan’ yo’ come up and vote, den?” ‘‘‘ Cuuse ‘taint me votin’, it's 
anudder man votin’ me.“ Well, mister tole me to come 
down heah to tell yo’ if yo’ doan’ come up dar and vote dey’d make 
it pow’ful Sony foh 755 zoun, be E R 

t is the message he gets. en he pricks up his ears. 

Did Mr. say dat?” 

** Yo’ hearn me, didn’ Lat ni * 

“ Melissa, whah's my hat? I’se gwine up dar right now.“ 

So they come to the polls, gentlemen, and vote the Democratic 
ticket, and vote an open Demoeratic ticket, because they are not 
allowed to vote any other way since the election of 1892, when al- 
lowed to voteasecret ballot betweenrival Democratic candidates 
lottery and antilottery. The negro’s love for Boatner, a lottery 
man, did not prove strong enough that year to save his candidates, 
for the secret ballots of the negroes were cast against his candi- 
2 and Ouachita Parish gave a majority for the antilottery 

et. 

That is the real condition of affairs there. But much of the 
blame for existing conditions, the results of triumphant frauds, 
must rest upon others higher in power and position than Boat- 
ner. Governor Foster is responsible largely for them. By his 
acts and influence he, in 1894, prevented the enactment of election 
laws intended to remedy and prevent many of these crimes against 
suffrage. He is credited with saying in a public h at Ruston, 
La., that as governor he was the commander-in-chief of the Dem- 
ocratic party, and that during his incumbency of that office he 
did not intend to see the government of the State and its machinery 
turned over to any other party, or words to that effect. 

Now, gentlemen, I fasten this upon individuals high in official 
station, rank, and power. Mr. Boatner, the contestee, himself 
was a party to this ‘‘ open ticket” business, for I proved that ina 
public speech delive: in Monroe, La., the evening before elec- 
tion. e said, addressing the galleries, in which there were 500 
or 1,000 colored people: ‘‘ Now, we want everybody to vote open 
tickets to-morrow, so as to know who are Democrats.” Let it be 
remembered that this advice was a direct violation of the secrecy 
of the ballot guaranteed by the State constitution. 

Yes, they knew if they were not made to vote the open ticket 
Benoit would get hundreds of votes where, under these circum- 
stances, with an open ballot, he would get none. 

Now, gentlemen, I want to call your attention to the fact that 
this Fifth Congressional district is divided by a line which runs 
almost through its center, the Ouachita River. It is divided into 
a distinctively white section of country and a distinctively black 
section of country. In the black section the blacks outnumber 
the whites by from 5 and 10 to 1. Now, I want to call your atten- 
tion to the fact that in these white sections, where the election was 
fair, where the returns are not questioned, I beat Mr. Boatner in 
nine-tenths of the precincts, so I have carried every part of that 
district except the one—the black section. [Applause.] But of 
course, gentlemen, if I should go to the Ouachita River from this 
white belt with 1,000,000 votes, there would come from the black belt 
a million and a half against me just as regularly as election day 
rolls around and the returns are sent in. Hence you realize the 
utter helplessness of the people in those white sections, where the 
elections are reasonably fair and honest returns are made, as long 
as thousands and thousands of fictitious, fraudulent votes can be 
sent up by a few men as haying been actually cast in the black 
sections. Thegood, honest voters of that district who are desirous 
to have their will registered by honest returns for the candidate 
of their choice are powerless, because, as is held in this case against 
me, inasmuch as they do not constitute more than one-half of the 
legal voters of the district,and because the fraudulent and ficti- 
tious votes cast out by the committee outnumber the honestly 
cast and returned vote, their voice must not be heard in your body. 


But it seems it is not so, except in Louisiana, as the following 
showing clearly tes: 
VCC on this House 

e sitting mem representing seven gressional dis- 
tricts of Mississippi: 


Total average population to district 184,000 
Total average number of voters to district 35,000 
First district: 

p E ee D D Fy | 


843 


—— «% .O. 


Sixth district: 
Denn: 


0 Se BE Se Fave SE ERE oD Sr A Ba Se EE a 8,721 
rr c | ey eee eats ee 1,908 
— 5,69 
Seventh district: 
I ĩ·»ꝛ᷑̃ᷣð i ̃ᷣ — 3,597 
11777TF—F—T—TTF—T—FT—T—V—T—T—TPTPTPT—T—TTſTTVT—T—T—T—T————— 1,35 
„%%% DS me aE og Ba FO PE 
— 5.125 
Total vote on Congressmen in State 38,773 


I want to say that I am intensel: Tma of these 6,000 loyal men 
who stood by mein this contest. returns only show 5,994, 
but God knows how many I got that were never counted for me, 
and so it is fair to take the other 6 and call it 6,000. [Laughter. 
I would that I could provoke a storm of indignation which woul 
pron con from every corner of our common country and, find- 
ing its center in Louisiana, hover over her until the eyes of all 
the world were focused on these travesties upon elections. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


.BENOIT. Ishould like to have about three minutes longer. 
Mr. PITNEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 


have five minutes ae 
A MEMBER. Extend his time ten minutes. 


Several MEMBERS. Regular or 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The question 
Is on the substitute offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BarLey], which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That C. J. Boatner was elected a tive to the Fifty- 
the Fifth 


are Coen Se onal of Louisiana on the 
6th day of November, 1894, and is en to his seat as such. 


Mr. BAILEY. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were or 

The resolution recommended by the minority of the committee 
Was again read, as follows: 

Resolved, That G. J. Boatner was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 
fourth Co’ from the Fifth onal district of Louisiana on the 
6th day of November, 1804, and is entitled to his seat as such. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 59, nays 182, 
not voting 164; as follows: 


YEAS—59, 
Allen, Miss. Denny, 1 Ray. 
Barnett, Ga. Dingibes: McClellan, pram 
otb N.Y. Elliott, S. C. 2 Ky. 8 
ex. Erdman, + 
Biak Ga. Fletcher, M Sulzer, 
S ees 1 Tate, 
a, utcheson, cMillin, Terry, 
Cobb, Mo. Johnson, Cal. McRae, Turner, Va. 
Cockre ‘ones, Meyer, Underwood, 
Cooper, Kendall, Money, Walsh, 
Cooper, Tex Kyle, Neill, Wheeler, 
Crowley. oe Owens, Woodard, 
; Little, ` Pendleton, Yoakum. 
De Armond, Livingston, Price, 
NAYS—122. 
Acheson, Baker, Md. Blue. Calderhead, 
Aitken, Baker, N. Boutelle, 988 
Aldrich, Ala. Bartholdt, Bowers, 
Allen, Utah Belknap, Broderick, N 
very. Bishop, Brosius, 8 
Bales, Kans. Black, N. Y. Bull. Cook, 
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Cor! Conn. Moody, Steele, 
Mozley. Step 
Crowther, Howell, Northway, Stewart, N. 
Crump, Hunter, Otjen, Stewart. 
Curtis, Iowa Hyde, Overstreet, Strode, Nebr. 
58 Jenkins, Pearson, Strong. 
£ Johnson, N. Dak. Perkins, Strowd, N. C. 
De Witt, Kem, Pickler, Tayler, 
Parts Kiefer, Prince, Tracey, 
Kirkpatrick, Pugh, Treloar, 
Peghty Raney, y . 
Linney, 8 e Van Wore 
Linton, 2 8 
Long, aerhering, alker, Mass. 
Lorimer hafroth, Wanger, 
Loudenslager, er man, Watson, Ohio 
M 5 White, 
Mercer, Willis, 
$ Smith, M. Wilson, 
Miller, W. Va. Smith, Mich. Wilson, Ohio 
Snover. ood. 
NOT VOTING—16s. 
Y, Hulick, Pitney. 
r Huling, 
Dolliver, Hul, 4 
Doolittle, Hurley, į 
. Dorene Tone ma . 
Arnold. Pa. „ Lacey, Rusk, ’ 
R. I. ž Lawson, Russell, Conn. 
— Elett, Va. Lefever, Russell, Ga. 
bcock, Leisenring, Scranton, 
— 8e 
2 z 5 
Barn Fitzgerald 2 Soutliand, 
ey, 
Barrote, Gillet, N. Y. Loud, 
Bell, Colo, Griffin, Nada —— s 
OX, ` 
Pog — Mahon.” Stokes, 
i Mo. M Mass. 8 W. 
Boa 7 55 el. Tenn. Stans W. A. 
Brewster, Harmer, McCleary, Minn. Strait, 
Bromwell, Harris, et Sulloway, 
Brown, Hart, McCormick, 8 
Brumm. Hartman, McEwan, Tal 
Buck, Hate ie, Nelken. . 
Burton, Mo. Heiner, Pa. Meredith, —.— 
Burton, Ohio Hemenway, Miles, Tucker, 
pace Henderson, — Turner, Ga. 
> > Miner, N. Y, Tyer; 
Clark, Iowa Henry, Ind. Morse, alker, Va 
Clarke, Ala. Hermann, M Warner, 
Coffin, Hicks, Murphy. Was 
Cowen, Hit À 5 — Walder . 
Gox, 8 Odell, Wilson, N. Y. 
nanas Howard, Otey, Wilson, S. C. 
Curtis, N. Y. Howe, Parker, 
Danford, Hubbard, Woomer, 
Dayton, Huff, Payne, Wright. 


going on and 
couldnotreturn. If he were here, he would vote “nay” upon this 
proposition and would vote yea upon the main resolution. 

Me BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, in view of that statement, I desire 
to withdraw my vote, because I agreed to pair with the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I yoted, forget- 
ting that I had to pair with the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Tucker]. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I voted with the understanding that 
if the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] should return to 
the Hall during the roll call my vote should stand; otherwise it 
was to be withdrawn, as I am paired with him. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. RICHARDSON, 
is paired with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Huck]. If he were 
present, he would vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired for the day with 
the gentleman from 8 [Mr. MILES]. If he were present, 
I would vote nay ” on this resolution. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on 
this question: 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. WoomMER with Mr. STOKES. 

Mr. Lacry with Mr. Swanson. 

Mr. GILLET of New York with Mr. MEREDITH, 

Mr. Hulk with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. Lawson, 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. SOUTHARD with Mr. SPENCER, 

Mr. DIxGLEY with Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
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Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. Manon with Mr. Orkx. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD with Mr. HART. 

Mr. Harca with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. Hooker with Mr. MINER of New York. 

Mr. HUBBARD with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. DOWNING. 

Mr. DovENER with Mr. LOCKHART. 

For the rest of this day: 

Mr. Low with Mr. CUMMINGS, 

Until further notice: 

Mr. TRACEWELL with Mr. HENDRICK. 

Mr. Jonnson of Indiana with Mr. BAILEY. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the 
rted by the majority of the committee, which the 


Clerk will read. 
The Olerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That there was no valid election held in the Fifth Congressional 
district of the State of Louisiana on the 6th day of November, 1804, and that 
ther Alexis Benoit nor Charles J. Boa 


nei er is entitled to a seat in the Fifty. 
fourth Congress as Representative from Fifth Congressional district of 


The resolution was adopted. ; 

On motion of Mr. TAYLER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 

Mr, TAYLER. Mr. Speaker, I thought that unanimous con- 
sent had been given to yn the majority and minority reportsin 
the REcoRD, but I understand that it does not so appear in the 
stenographer’s notes, and I now ask that unanimous consent be 

ven. 
as BAILEY. I was about to inquire of the gentleman from 
Ohio if that was not the understanding. 

Mr. TAYLER. That was the understanding and Ithought that 
consent had been given. s 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked 
that the report of the committee and the views of the minority be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 98) directing the Secretary of War to 
submit a plan and estimates for the repairs and maintenance of 
the harbor at Stillwater, Minn.; 5 

Joint resolution (S. R. 99) authorizing the immediate use of a 
portion of the unexpended balance of appropriations heretofore 
made for construction of canal and locks at the Cascades of the 
Columbia River, in construction of ting necessary to 
the opening of said canal and locks to navigation; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. directing the Secretary of War to 
submit estimates of cost of er improvement of Providence 
River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island. 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and res- 
olutions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific 
Railroad indemnity lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1862) to amend the act creating the circuit courts of 
appeals in regard to fees and costs, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1864) to amend the act creating the circuit courts of 
appeals in regard to cases arising under the revenue laws, and for 
other to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1169) authorizing the Secre of War to issue Spring- 
field rifles to each State and Territory for the National Guard 
thereof in exchange for other rifles now held—to the Committee 
on the Militia. 

A bill (S. 2419) to authorize the leasing of lands for educational 

in Arizona—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


A bill (S. 1211) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the | wago: 


Navy to contract for the . of a lot of land site to the 
7 Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval irs. 

A bill (S. 2272) to fix the salaries of the chief justice and judges 
of the Court of Claims—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2141) to amend an act approved August 24, 1894, en- 
titled ‘‘An act to authorize purchasers of the property and fran- 
chises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to organize a 


3 and to confer u the same all the powers, privileges, 
and franchises vested in t company”—to the Commi on 
Indian Affairs 


Joint resolution (S. R. 75) providing for the disposition of cer- 
tain property now in the hands of the receiver of the Church of 


2 Christ of Latter-Day Saints to the Committee on the Ju- 
ciary. 
Concurrent resolution— 


tatives concurri 
be printed and bound in paper cover 2,000 additional copies of 
Year's Na General Inf: ti 5 

Office of Naval Intelligence, Navy De 


for the use of the Senate, 1,000 
resentatives, aad 500 copies shall be for the use of the office of Naval Ini 
gence, Navy ent— 

To the Committee on Printing. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolutions 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 140) directing the Secretary of War to 
make a survey and submit an estimate for a breakwater in Mar- 
quette Bay; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 141) directing the Secretary of War to 
zobeni plans and estimates for the improvement of Fairport 
Harbor. 


That there 
otes on the 
by the 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Brostvs, for three days, on account of important busi- 


ness. 

To Mr. Cox, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Manon, for two days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. MCDEARMON, for ten days, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. COCKRELL, for the evening session. 

To Mr. Warsa, for the evening session. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. DALZELL (at 4 o'clock and 
55 minutes p. m.), took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock 
ed to order by Mr. HOPKINS, as Speaker pro 


The recess havi 
p. m., and was 


tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The Clerk read clause 2 of Rule XXVI, as follows: 


bilities, and bills paro charges of deserti ly shall 

jes. remo’ g 

nane ; said evening session not to extent beyond 10 o'clock and 2 
u . 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering business on 
the Private Calendar pursuant to the special order. 

Mr. BISHOP. Before that motion is put, I wish the chairman 
of the committee [Mr. PickLER] would allow us to take up the 
bill (H. R. 3292) granting an honorable disc to Seth Porter 
Church, alias Samuel Church. That is the ished business, 
and I do not think there will be any objection to it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I can not consent. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Picker, it was 


agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. 


JANE WEBSTER. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2621) to increase the pension of Jane Webster, widow of Joel 
Webster. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ar tz! is, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Jane 
Webster, widow of Joel Webster, a former wagonmaster in the volunteer 
militia service of the United States during the war of the rebellion. at the 
rate of $20 month, and payable from the 24d day of January, 1883, the date 
of the death of the said Joel Webster by reason of disability incurred while 
in the service of the United States; such pension, so granted, to be in lien of 
ar pension that may have been heretofore allowed and paid to the said Jane 
ebster. 


Mr. McCLELLAN. L ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Kerr) was read, as follows: 


and that the husband 

enlisted F ice. The evidence shows 
that Joel Webster was at Lexington, Ky., with his wagon train when John 
Morgan made an attack upon the train, and in the fight ensued, and while 
in defense of the Government's property, he was wounded by a saber stroke 


over the head. From this wound he became insane, and continued so until 


his death in 1883. The widow is now 83 years old and very Š 

Your committee recommend that the word “twenty,” in line 7, be stricken 
out and twelve“ inserted, and as amended that the bill do pass. 

Mr. McCLELLAN 5 Ast understand, the amount p 
be paid under this bill to this widow is the amount w 


to 
ich she 


3052 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 20, 


would receive under the general law if her husband had been 
Te, oy enlisted as a private. 
. PICKLER 


lines 8 to 11, the words ‘‘and parahia from the 
1883, the date of the death o 
bac eget aouen in the service of the United States.” 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I should be glad if the gentle- 
man who has this measure in charge would give us a more extended 
statement of the case than is contained in this very brief report. 
As I understand, this bill is an attempt to place a civilian employee 
of the Government on an equality with an enlisted man. To say 
the least, the evidence in such a case ought to be full, clear, and 
explicit before we act favorably upon it. I therefore trust that we 
may have some lanation not brought out in the report con- 
cerning what would seem to be the weak points in this case. Pos- 
sibly they are 8 of satisf: explanation. 

. PICKLER. In vopard to the words which the amendment 
of the gentleman from O sales LAYTON] proposes to strike out, 
I presume they were inserted by the committee on account of the 

vanced age of this woman, 83 years. I shall not resist the 
adoption of that amendment, although I think it would be no 
more than ordinary justice that this woman, in view of her age, 
should receive a pension from the date of the death of her hus- 
band. I do not wish, however, to be understood as favoring in 
general the payment of back penon or arrears of pensions. 

In reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERDMAN], I 
will say that it seems to me this report exhibits the whole case. 
It states that this man was an employee of the Quartermaster’s 
Department, and according to the report— 

The evidence shows that Joel Webster was at Lexington, Ky., with his 
wagon train when John Mor made an attack upon the train, and in the 
fight that ensued, and while in defense of the Government's property, he was 
wounded by a saber stroke over the head. From this wound he became in- 
pene and continued so until his death,in 1883. The widow is now 83 years 
oid. 

This bill makes no new departure, establishes no new rule. Ever 
since private pensions have been granted, wherever a teamster or 
other m employed in the Quartermaster’s Department, or in 
fact, 1 think, employed in the Army in any capacity, has actually 
been wounded— in disability from wounds received in 
the service—he has been 3 to the right of pen- 
sion equally with a soldier. I do not think the practice in these 
cases has gone further than I have just stated. e rule has been 
applied simply in cases where the man has been re ly enlisted, 
ay has been clearly proved to have incurred disability by reason 
of wounds received in the service. Cases of this kind have not 
been very numerous; and I do not remember that these pensions 
have ever been granted in any other case than where wounds have 
been actually received. This widowis the widow of such a person 
as it has been our practice to pension under these circumstances. 
The case involves no new departure. It follows the practice of 
Congress for years and years. 

Mr. LAYTON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
with his consent. 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly. 

Mr. LAYTON. I notice that this is a bill entitled“ A bill to 
increase the pension of Jane Webster, widow,” etc. Now, has 
she had a pension granted to her before, or is that simply mis- 

1 2 


leading? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. ‘The report shows that her claim was 
rejected. 

. PICKLER. As I said, I was not present when this bill was 
considered by the committee; but my understanding is that if this 
bill is granted in the shape it is drawn there would be no deduc- 
tion for anything received heretofore. 

Mr. LAYTON. That is precisely the purport of my amend- 
ment. The bill is entitled“ to increase the pension“ of this woman. 
If I understand the status of the case, she could not have been 
pensioned under the general law, because her husband was not 
actually in the service as an enlisted man. 

Mr. PICKLER. My understanding is that there is no pension 
being received, and I think the title ought to be amended. 

Mr. LAYTON. My amendment, the committee will observe, 
is not in opposition to the bill at all, except as to this portion of 
it which I have moved to strike out, commencing on the eighth 
line and terminating with the eleventh, in the following words: 


And payable from the 23d SF of January, 1883, the date of the death of the 
said Joel Webster, by reason of disability incurred whilein the service of the 


United States. 


In other words, the committee will observe that the bill, in the 
shape it is drawn, places the old lady on the pension rolls, to which 
I do not object, and not only increases the pension from $8 to $12 
a month, which perhaps he would be entitled to receive under the 
general law, but makes the pension retroactive, and permits the 


receiving of the ion from 1883. 
Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman will allow me amoment, 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerr] who reported this bill, 
desires that I shall ask unanimous consent that it be re-referred to 
the committee. There are some facts which are not fully under- 
stood and which the committee desires to reinvestigate. 

Mr. LAYTON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. LACEY. This bill was reported in the last Congress and 
was on the Calendar. That ought to enable the committee to 


know all about it. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota? 


There was no objection; and the bill was ordered to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it be recommitted to 
the committee. 

WILLIAM F, GOOD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1634) to grant a pain to William F. Good, Company L, Tenth 
Indiana Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Wi F. Good, late of 
Company L, Tenth Indiana Cavairy Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per month 
ore war Let the report be read, which gives clearly all of 

e tac 


The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1634) to t a pension to William F. Good, Company L, Tenth Indiana Cav- 
airy, submit the followin; 7 

e evidence submitted to the committee shows a remarkable state of facts. 
_Claimant joined Company L. Tenth Indiana Cavalry, and was enrolled some 
time later. The date he joined the company was probably December 29, 1863, 
He was with the company, doing duty and drawing rations and clothing. 
His brother was first lieutenant of the company. In March, 1864, in a — 
road wreck near Galla being on train, Henry 


tin, Tenn., the said compan 
Good, his brother and first lieutenant, was m y injured, and claimant 
Claimant was not able to go on 


ruptured, from which he is now suffe 2 
with his company, but remained with his brother until his death, caring for 
him as best he could. He then went home to Columbus, Ind., and claims was 
never able to return; that his officers informed him that his staying at home 
till he was fit for service would be all right. 

He clai have been mustered about February 10,1864. Neither the rec- 
ords of the Adjutant-General’s Office at Washington or Indianapolis show that 
he was ever mustered. The records of the War Department show him to 
have been enrolled February 3, 1861, and that he deserted January 4, 1864, 
The official records of the adjutant-general’s office of Indiana show him to be 
enrolled February 3, 1864. e War rtment, United States, determined 
December 11, 1894, that the soldier, not having been mustered, was not in the 
military service of the United States, and the Pension Office rejects his claim 
because he was not in the military service of the United States, which was 
affirmed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The grounds of rejection, as given to claimant, was no pensionable disa- 
bility. The Secretary of the Interior directed that claimant be notified of 
true grounds. Meantime claimant filed i 
ability one-half. 

Your committee recommend the bill be amended by striking out “twelve” 
from last line and insert “ six.” 

This claimant is without relief from the Adjutant-General's Office. He is 
regarded as never having been in the service, hence no charge of desertion 
could be removed, if, indeed, there is any, which the committee doubt. The 
only relief he can get is under this bill. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I would like to ask the gentleman who 
prepared this report, why it would not be simpler, instead of pen- 
sioning this man, to correct his military record first? 

Mr. WOOD. I will answer the gentleman that this matter to 
which he has referred, ested itself to the subcommittee hay- 
ing the bill in charge. But there is no record of desertion 
against this soldier. The roll in the Adjutant-General’s Office 
shows him to have been enrolled on the 3d day of February, 1864, 
and then there is entered on the record a statement that he de- 
serted on January 4,1864, one month previous to the date of his 
enrollment, a manifest error. The error is apparent on the face 
of the record. 

After this record was filed the committee obtained a statement 
from the adjutant-general’s office of Indiana (there is no record of 
desertion against him there) moming no additional facts in the 
case. Gentlemen who are acquainted with the way these rolls are 
made up know that they were made in duplicate or triplicate, one 
copy of which went to the Adjutant-General of the Army, the 
other to the office of the adjutant-general of the State, and the 
other was retained by the regiment orcompany. Evidently there 
has been a clerical mistake somewhere; perhaps it was made in the 
office of the Adjutant-General, or perhaps by the officer in command 
of the company, for it is evident that this man could not have de- 
serted a month before he was enrolled. 

Now, in regard to the particular facts connected with the case, 
there is absolutely no information of record excepting what is 
stated in the report, and there is no relief to the soldier except 
through theaction of Congress. He was enlisted, was uniformed, 
rations were drawn for him, he went upon duty, but had never 
been mustered. While on duty it appears that a train of cars on 
which was his company was wrecked. His brother, a first lieu- 
tenant in the company, was mortally wounded, and he himself 
was 1 Thus it can be easily seen how his officers may 
have told him to go home and return to the company when he 
was fit for service. He never had been mustered, and the War 


amass of evidence proving his dis- 
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ent has decided that not having been mustered he was 
never in the military service. The Pension Office, following the 
conclusion arrived at by the Adjutant-General or the Secretary of 
War, refused to pension him because he was never in the United 
States service, when, in point of fact, he received his injury while 
wearing the uniform of the United States and while in the service 
as a United States soldier. There was no occasion for him to re- 
turn until he got fit for duty, because it is very evident that so 
long as he was in that condition a mustering officer would not 
have mustered him if he had come around the day after the acci- 
dent occurred. 

So far as the rate is concerned, there is only one question of 
doubt in my mind. From inquiry of the clerks who are detailed 
from the Pension Office, it appeared that his disability was one- 
half. Assuming that a full bility would entitle him to draw 
$12 a month, the committee reported in favor of an amendment 
changing the amount from $12 to $6. I am not sure but that 
there should be an amendment making it $10 a month instead 
of $6. 

Mr. LOUD. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question, 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 
> Mr. WOOD. Certainly I yield to the gentleman from Cali- 

ornia. 

Mr. LOUD. I see in your report the statement 

Btn ground of rejection, as given to claimant, was no pensionable dis- 
al 7. 

Is that the fact or is it not? 

Mr. WOOD. It is a fact. 2 

Mr. LOUD. Then I should like to ask you another question. 

Mr. WOOD. I should like to explain that statement, because 
the bare statement would give an unfair impression. The pension 
office rejected it on the ground of no pensionable Sy: The 
soldier appealed to the Secretary of the Interior, who decided that 
he was not pensionable because he never had been in the service 
of the United States, and directed the Commissioner of Pensions 
to inform the claimant of the true grounds of his rejection. It 
was done, but meantime he had filed a mass of testimony, of which 
the committee had the advantage, which clearly proved that he 
was disabled, I thought at the time, to an extent which would 
allow him $6 a month. I am inclined to think now it would en- 
titled him to $10 a month. 

Mr. LOUD. Still the evidence on file here seems to show that 
he was not disabled in a pensionable degree. Now, I should like 
to suggest to the gentleman that his wildest possible estimate here 
will not have given this soldier ninety days of service to bring 
him within the limits of the law. 

Mr. WOOD. One word in regard to that. The rejection on the 
ground that the soldier was not disabled to a pensionable degree 
was a mistake of the Pension Office. 

Mr. LOUD. Why should you have it in your report, then? 

Mr. WOOD. Because the report states the exact facts. 

Mr. LOUD. That is what I thought, and I brought it to your 
attention because I supposed that this must state the facts. 

Mr. WOOD, It states the grounds upon which it was rejected. 
The Secretary of the Interior directed that the claimant be noti- 
fied of the true grounds of rejection. 

I have stated that the Pension Office rejected the claim because 
he was not in the military service of the United States. It first 
rejected the claim on the ground that he was not disabled in a 
pensionable degree; but after appeal it rejected the claim on the 
ground that he was not in the service of the United States. 

Mr. LOUD. Still they never set aside the other finding, that he 
was not disabled to a pensionable degree. 

Mr. WOOD. They conceded that it was a mistake, and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior decided that they had not given him the true 
ground. Uponap: it was decided that the ground of rejection 
as given claimant by the Pension Department was wrong, and the 
Secretary of the Interior directed that the true reason should be 
given. 

Mr. LOUD. Then your report does not correctly state your 


case. 

Mr. WOOD. The report does not state every detail of the evi- 
dence. If it did, it would take three or four pages. 

Mr. LOUD. I think you ought to state the material facts. 

Mr. WOOD. It does show the fact that he appealed to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior 

Mr. LOUD. I think you should state the material facts. You 
have stated here that the Pension Office did decide that he was not 
disabled in a pensionable de , and then you goon to state that he 
filed a mass of evidence which might have proved some condition, 
but it never did. 

Mr. WOOD. Ifthe gentleman will carefully read the report 

Mr. LOUD. I have read it as carefully as I could, and I can 
not find an 1 your case, on your own statement. 

Mr. WOOD. is case was finally rejected because he was not 
in the military service of the United States. That is the present 
ground of rejection, but the ground of rejection as given to the 
complainant was no pensionable disability, t 
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Mr. LOUD. Oh, well, that was the official record of the office, 
undoubtedly, given to him. 

Mr. WOOD. He was rejected on appeal on another ground 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from California? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly; he has yielded to me. 

Mr. WOOD. That is the Department's ground of objection. 
It appears they gave an incorrect ground; and that is not an alto- 
gether uncommon thing. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amendment of the 
committee by striking out the word ‘‘six” and inserting the word 
ten.“ 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves to amend 
the amendment proposed by the committee by striking out the 
word „six? and inserting the word “ten.” 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Mi- 
nois tell me whether this applicant admits that he was mustered 
in the service or not? 

Mr. WOOD. He claims that he was in the service, and he in- 
sists that he was mustered. The records, however, do not soshow, 

Mr. ERDMAN. Is there any reason given for the delay of some 
thirty-odd years? 

Mr. WOOD. None, except that he has for years had a claim 
before the Pension Office. 

Mr. ERDMAN. For how many years? 

Mr. WOOD. I do not know how many years. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Your report does not show that? 

Mr. WOOD. No; it does not. 

Mr. PICKLER. And never does. 

Mr. WOOD. I think this claim was probably before one or 
more Congresses heretofore, 

Mr. ERDMAN. Will the gentleman answer oneother question? 

Mr. WOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. ERDMAN. You say in your report: 

He then went home to Columbus, Ind., and claims was never able to return; 
that his officers informed him that his staying at home till he was fit for 
service would be all right. 

Do not these facts show that this man was a deserter, and ought 
not his record to be corrected by referring it to the Committee on 
Military Affairs? 

Mr. WOOD. He never having been mustered during the war, 
and the War Department never haying regarded him as being in 
the service of the United States, he could not be a deserter from 
the service into which he had never been mustered. 

Mr. ERDMAN. But you stated a while ago that he claimed to 
have entered the service. 

. WOOD. He claims to have been mustered, but neither 
the records in the War Department nor in the adjutant-general’s 
office of Indiana show that. They show that he was enrolled, 
but there is no entry of his muster. 

The amendment to the amendment of the committee was 
agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOSEPH A. COOPER. 


m next business on 12 Nyato Caiena was the bill (H. R. 
2234) granting a pension osé 0 T. 
The bill was read, as follows: £ a 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb 
rized and direc DIOEN 


authori 


The report (by Mr. KIRKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2234) granting a pension to Joseph A. Coo r, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $100 per month, beg leave to 
submit the following: 

Gen. Joseph A. Cooper enlisted at Kr ville, Tenn., in September, 1847, as 
a private in Company D, Fourth Tennessee Infantry, and served with honor 
and credit in the Mexican war, reaching Vera Cruz in November, 1847, and 
the City of Mexico in January, 1848, and was honorably discharged at Mem- 
phis, Tenn., in July, 1848. 

In the war of the rebellion he enlisted August 1,1861, and was mustered in 
as captain Company A, First Tennessee Infantry Volunteers, pagent 8, 1881. 
moted to be colonel of the Sixth Tennessee Infantry Volunteers 


He was pro: 
on March 2 1862; commissioned as bri er-general on June 30, 1864; and 
was appointed brevet major-general of volunteers May 18, 1865, for gallant 
and meritorious conduct at Nashville, Tenn., and was honorably mustered 
out and ed January 15, 1866. 

D his entire service he was absent on leave fifty days, and reported 


able for duty every day save one. 

General Cooper was 12 years old November 25, 1895, and a few years since, 
in his advanced years, applied for and bid aera a pension as a Mexican 
survivor at $8 p month, certificate No. . 

On October 19, 1890, he applied for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and was s granted a pension (certificate No. ) at 812 per month. He never 
filed ac’ under the general law of 1862. 

The board of e ing surgeons which examined him December I4, 1 
say: “He is a complete wreck physically and failing very fast.“ They 
an injury to forehead com: 1 the brain and resulting in loss of memory 
and confusion of ideas; left clavicle disarticulated from sternum; left ankle 
weak and . — has a bad stomach; severe indigestion, stomach and bow- 
els bloat; liver seems to be under size, but sensitive on pressure. They rate 
him twelve-eighteenths for injury to head, eight-eighteenths for injury to 
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record, whereby he arose from sheer merit from the com- 
mand of a company to that of an army corps, your committee recommend 
that the bill do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison laying aside the bill with 
a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman 

The pees was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes have it, and the bill is ordered to 
be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I addressed the Chair several 


times. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I spoke as loud as I could. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the next bill. 

MOLLIE CRANDALL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 507) 

to pension Mollie Crandall. 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secret: 
7777... and inte Captain of OANT Wires REENEN 
Oregan ‘Volunteer Infantry, and pay her at the rate of $0 per month. 

The report (by Mr. PicKLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S.507) 

the Crandall, 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 


to padi ped Werten of 3 — Bate 8 considered the 
same an 0 © RECOM: g Senate report as r own, 
fully report the bil back to the House with the recommendation that it do 


(Senate Report No. 68, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 


Infantry Volunteers. 
ice December 27, 1864, to serve three years, and was mustered out of 
6 1865. 
At the time of the soldier's death he was drawing a pension of $12 per 
month under the act of June 27, 1890, on account of rheumatism and 
of the heart, and nasopharyngeal catarrh. He never applied for pension 
under the general laws, although he would have been entitled to a 
pension, as hearing was very much affected by his army service, and h 
eral health was yery poor continually after his discharge. Senator J. H. 
of Oregon, made an oral statement to the committee that he had 
known the soldier continuously from afew e before his enlistment until 
his death, and that he knows of personal Yor nas the soldier was a 
man before his 5 and t his health was very 


OF ie collier died August 20, 1809, at Atlantic City, N. J. where he had been 
0 80 * . g J., 

hi S the following letters from 
are submi toshow that 


© received a pension, and 
which was doubtless due to service: 
“ATLANTIC City, N. J., March 11, 1895. 
“Mrs. M. CRANDALL, Washington, D. C.: 


In reply to your dee as to the mode and cause of Captain Crandall's 
. the Captain was suffering from carcinoma of the 
a 0 


immediate cause of the patient's death, however, was direct! 
heart, that could not be made to perform its 


ni other strong heart 
of the heart, in Crandall’s death occurred at least two 
the case had that organ been in good con- 


B. C. PENNINGTON, M. D.” 


Tu WASHINGTON, D. C., March 5, 1894. 
“I certify that I attended Capt. C. P. Crandall, of Company C, First Regi- 
V his family p ysician a number of times 
during the past few 8 and — for the same chronic trouble, viz, 


rheumatism of the heart ble. 
“JOS. TABOR JOHNSON, M. D.” 


= WASHINGTON, D. C., March 7, 1895. 


“This is to certify that I attended Capt. C. P. Crandall, of Company C, 
CCC ˙ . T from time to timo during the 
for cardiac disease i 


pee years, and particularly in June, 
rheumatism. 
“SAM'L S. BOND, M. D.“ 


“WASHINGTON, D. C., March 8, 1894. 
“DEAR SIR: A few days ago Mrs. C. P. Crandall mentioned to me that she 
was serine sor. a pension. I would therefore state that I was intimate with 
the Cap for ten years or more, seeing him almost daily, and had several 
talks with him ing his deafness, and I often advised him to make his 
8 for pension on his disability, but always without avail. He often 
me how it resulted, and that he had been examined by specialists, and 
had received treatment at one time for it. 4 $ 
“Now, Senator, if m — his condition will be of any service to 
her, and an affidavit of same will be necessary, I will gladly make one. 


1 2 „. V. PET TE YS, M. D. 


the condi 
F 
tion. 


“Very truly, yours, 


“Hon. Geo. L. SHOUP, 
“ United States Senate.” 
Dr. A. J. Hunton, of this city, John P. Church, and R. S. Lacey, each of 


had known the soldier for many years previous to his death, make writ- 


ten statements which are submitted as part of this report, in which it is as- 
serted that the soldier had often related to them his experience in the service 
relating to the incurrence of the alleged, particularly his deafness, 
caused, as they beli 


“To whom it may concern: : 


“ This certifies that I was intimatel ted with the late Capt. C. P. 
Crandall for a period of seventeen Std ediately preceding his death, 
which took place at Atlantic s . J., in August, 1893; that frequently dur- 
ing the period mentioned I kim complain of suffering from attacks of 
rheumatism, and that these attacks were of so serious a as to in- 
capacitate him for the discharge of his dutiesin the Department in which ho 
was employed at somewhat frequent intervals; that while I never made an 
examination of case asa physician, I am_decidedly of the opinion that 
throughout the entire period above mentioned Captain Crandall was to some 
extent suffering from whatis known in medical parlance as rheumatic dia- 
thesis; that Captain Crandall, to my certain knowledge, during this period 
was to quite an extent deaf, and that I heard him state particularly the tima 
and circumstances under which his hearing was impaired, such impairment 
being the result of the di e of cannon while he was in the line of duty 
-5 = United States Army & the late war for the suppression of the re- 

on. 


“A. J. HUNTON, 
“Late Captain, Twelfth New Hampshire Volunteers.” 


“Tknew Captain Crandall during the last eleven years of his life. nt Sao 
antenos early became and remained intimate to the end. Iam confident 
that the statement of Dy. Hunton is exact. I often heard Ca Ora 


x n 
speak of the permanent injury to his health that resulted, in his opinion, 
from his military service. is particularly true in regard to his deafness. 
Iserved three years in a battery, and Captain Crandall and I have often com- 
pared our experiences in action, and particularly the effect of cannonading 
on the sense of hearing. Captain Crandall 5 asserted, and I have 
never doubted, that his hearing was permanently and seriously impaired by 
such cannonading. = 


“JNO. P. CHURCH, 
“Late Second Lieutenant, First Michigan Artillery.” 


acquainted with Captain Crandall about seventeen 


and 
ways since on most intimate terms with him. 


His deafness was marked 


ani 
Though a lawyer by profession, yet I was educated 
rotten fed to ertiga 
8 


yi te critically ph. 
Crandall — as chron aio 


Captain 
He attributed his 8 = na 8 
“ Late Captain of Volunteers, Quartermaster Burnside Post, GA. ., 
“ Department of the Potomac.” 


Your committee believe that the claimant is entitled to the amount named 
. — a namely, $20 per month, and therefore recommend the passage of 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, this report shows that this 
soldier was mustered into the service December 27, 1864, to serve 
three years, and was mustered out of service with his company 
as captain October 31, 1865; only about four months of service 
before the war ended. He was in receipt of a pension of $12 per 
month when he died. It is stated that had he made application 
under the general laws he would have been in receipt of a much 
larger pension in consequence of an additional disability, namely, 
s of hearing due to his army service, caused from the firing 
of cannon. 

Now, I would like to know, and have the gentleman in char 
of this bill give us some information upon the service of the sol- 
dier during these three or four months. I would like for him to 
state some of the battles in which this soldier was engaged. I 
would like him to state whether or noi this soldier went outside 
of Oregon. I would like him to state where it was, and on what 
occasion this soldier lost his hearing by the explosion or shooting 
ofa cannon. He was in aninfantry company, and such companies 
used no cannon. Was there any Lig pa aE the State of Ore- 

m, 1 . with anybody except Indians? Is it customary to 
Acht dians much with cannon? I only want to gain this infor- 
mation from the gentleman in charge of this bill to know where 
this gentleman performed all this service, and where he lost his 
hearing on account of the discharge of cannon. I want this infor- 
mation. I do not pretend to say itis not true. But I want some 
light upon the subject, and if these things are facts I am willing 
to vote to pension this soldier; if they are not true I shall vote 
against the bill. 

The application for an increase of ion is based upon the fact 
that under the general law she would have been entitled to $20 per 
month as the widow of a captain. What battle was he in and 
where did the fire of a cannon affect his hearing? Did he at an 
time serve outside of the State of Oregon; and if so, when an 
where? Let us know about it. Give us some facts. There is 
nothing here to show this committee that he performed any such 
service or that he ever heard during his four months of service 
the firing of a cannon. If he did this report does not show it. I 
am only asking for information. Is there any testimony before 
the committee that shows it? Did they have any evidence before 
them to prove these alleged facts? Ifso,I wish some gentleman 
would state it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad that I am heard 
this time. The committee do not know how much they missed 
by my being cut off when I attempted to get the floor a while 
ago. If they had heard my speech and the speech of the gentle- 


1896. 
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man from South Carolina on the bill we have just passed the 
would have been amply repao for the time spent in listening. 
am sorry that I was not able to be heard upon that measure, inas- 
much as it was the first of a line of bills that I hope the House 
will pass hereafter without any objection or 5 Tam glad 
that it as rapidly as it did. [Laughter.] It was a bill 
pensioning a brigadier-general at $100 a month, and it passed 
without any question, without any objection, without even a 
vote being taken. $ t 

Now, as to the bill under consideration, this lady never applied 
at the Pension Office for an increase of pension, She never ap- 
plied to the Bureau for a pension under the general law. She 
gets $8 a month under the act of 1890. Her husband, as I under- 
stand it, was a Senate employee up to the timeof his death, draw- 
ing a large salary as such. ereis not a scrap of evidence before 
the committee to sustain this claim, and nothing but petitions and 
certificates are set forth in this report; yet, instead of requiring 
this lady, as other widows are required, to establish by competent 
proof in the Pension Office her claim to a pension, you are asked 
to give it to her upon these mere representations and certificates, 
Are you willing to do it? 

Several MEMBERS. Yes. g 

Mr. ERDMAN. You are! Then you are willing to do any- 
thing. If without a scrap of evidence and in the face of all that 
appears in this report you are willing to pension this woman, you 
would be willing msion the old slaves. 

Mr. TALBERT. there any testimony that the man ever had 
a widow? [Laughter.] 

Mr. ELLIS rose. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman 
from Oregon will call the attention of the gentleman from South 
Carolina TMr, TALBERT] to the mistake he has made with regard 
to the service of this soldier. I understood the gentleman from 
South Carolina to say that he had served only three or four months, 

Mr. TALBERT. That was my understanding from reading the 


report. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The report says that he was mustered in 
in December, 1864, to serve three years, and was mustered out 
October 31, 1865. 

Mr. TALBERT. But the war had ended before that time, and 
he only served four months. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no. 

Mr. TALBERT. He was in actual. service but three or four 
months, and I ask, forinformation, whether he had ever durin 
that time beenin a battle in which any cannon had been fired. 
am only asking for information. I donot say that he did not hear 
acannon. Imake no charge of that kind, but I am seeking in- 
formation, and I shall be glad if the representative of Mr. McKin- 
ley can give it to me. [Laughter, and cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

z Gentlemen are crying Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!” and per- 
ha gr do not want to hear me. 

.LOUD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Oregon is prob- 
ably the only member here that can explain this case, I know, of 
course, gentlemen, that you will pass this bill, but I want to say 
that I know something about Captain Crandall myself. I knew 
him for thirty years, and I do not believe he ever heard a cannon 
fired in his life unless by way of salute in some celebration. 
aught] I do not believe there is a man on the floor of this 

ouse who can for a moment assume that the First Oregon In- 
fantry ever was engaged in a battle, 

Mr. TALBERT. Did he ever have a widow? [Laughter.] 

Mr. LOUD. Yes; he had a wife when I knew him in Oregon 


many ones ago, 

Mr. TALBERT. But did she not get a divorce when he came 
to Washington? 

Mr. LOUD. That I do not know; but there are facts enough 


in this case without going into that. Mr. Chairman, the person 
who wrote this report could have double-discounted Robinson 
Crusoe. [Laughter.] Just read it and see how well it sounds! 
Bere = one statement, signed by John T. Church—I do not know 
who he is: 

Ioften heard tain Crandall 
PFC 

Now, permit me to say, Mr. Chairman, that from what I know 
of Captain Crandall’s service I do not believe he ever slept a night 
on the bare ground when he wasin the Army or ever heard a 
cannon explode during his whole military service. [Laughter.] 


Mr. Church goes on to say: 

This is particularly true in to his deafness, I served three years in 
a battery, and Captain Crandall and I have often compared our experiences 
in action, and particularly tho effect of cannonading on the sense of hearing. 

How well it does sound! [Laughter.] 

Gentlemen, I have here—and I am surprised that the soldiers of 
this country have not presented something of this kind before— 
a petition from one Grand Army Bore d permit me to say, 
with all candor, that it is a wonder the honest soldiers of this coun- 
try have not risen up almost in rebellion inst the action of 
Congress in these pension cases in days gone by. [Applause.] 


Now, let us hear what these soldiers say; and I believe this pee 
represents the sentiment of the honest soldiers throughout 


country: 
Whereas the pension claims of tens of thousands of the soldiers and sailors 
of the late civil war remain undecided, while thousands of the claimants are 


yearly going to their graves; and 

Whereas we believe that the granting of special pensions at high rates to 
the widows of deceased officers of the Army and Navy is an unwarranted 
and unnecessary continuation of the discrimination of rank in favor of a 
2 W neither soldiers nor sailors, but only claim through inherit- 
ae it rantaa by Sedgwick Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of 
California 

And permit me to say that I at one time belonged to a post 
named after that prince of soldiers, General Sedgwick 
That we and condemn the . Pensions at high rates 
to the widows of deceased officers of the. y and Navy as an unjust dis- 
crimination against ex-soldiers and ex-sailors and their widows, who are lim- 
ited to pensions of & or $12 per month, if any, and we demand that the widows 
of officers shall be pensioned under existing general laws. 

Mr. ELLIS rose. 

Mr. LOUD. The 3 from Oregon will excuse me; Tam 
not quite through. I am sorry the A did not precede me 
with his remarks, though perhaps I know as much about this case 
as he does, for I lived in Oregon myself away back in the sixties, 
shortly after the war, and am somewhat familiar with the extraor- 
dinary service rendered by troops upon the Pacific Coast. 

Now, if this widow is getting $8 a month let me say in all seri- 
ousness that it is all she is entitled to. Captain Crandall never 
died as the result of his military service. Let us be honest; let us 
be frank. Many of you gentlemen around me knew Captain 
Crandall. He was at the other end of the Capitol a great number 
of years, and many of the older members of the House were per- 
sonally acquainted with him. If you want to grant a gratuity to 
this widow do so, but do not, in the name of justice, act as though 
this man died as the result of service during the late war. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be an idea preva- 
lent on the part of some gentlemen here that no man has known 
anythin g abont a military service except those who saw it upon 
the fields of the South. Sir, some very good soldiers rendered 
their service upon the Pacific Coast. General Grant soldiered 
upon that coast; so did Sheridan; and General Canby, after pass- 
ing through the war of the rebellion, was killed on the Pacific 
Coast in war with the Indians. It does not follow that because 
a man may not have participated in an active battle upon a South- 
ern battlefield he never saw or knew anything of war. Some 
very sanguinary conflicts have been fought out in the far West. 
Why, sir, a 3 including the colonel or general com- 
manding, was annihilated upon a Western field - not one man left 
to tell the story. Still, gentlemen try to create the impression here 
that because a man’s service was not upon a Southern battlefield 
some refiection is necessarily cast upon his mili record. 

It was not my privilege to know Captain Cran: personally, 
but from what I knew of him by reputation he stood high. He 
was well connected in the State of Oregon; his standing there asa 
gentleman and as a soldier was first class. Senator MITCHELL, in 
making his statement in this case before the committee, said that 
he knew Captain Crandall up to the time he entered the service; 
that until that time he was a 5 but from the time 
he came out of the Army until his death he did not see a well day; 
se he was in a certain sense a wreck, and after lingering along 


Now, one of the witnesses here says he tried to prevail on Cap- 
tain Crandall to make application for a pension—— 

Mr, PICKLER. One of the . so testifies. 

Mr. ELLIS. Les; one of the physicians testifies that he urged 
Captain Crandall to apply for a pension, feeling assured that he 
could get one under the general law. 

Mr. EDITH. How long did Captain Crandall “linger 7 

Mr. LOUD. Thirty years. 

Mr. ELLIS. He lingered many years. He has been dead, I 
think, about three years. He was a man with pride of spirit, and 
for a long time he refused, though solicited by his friends, to make 
application for a pension. It was oniy when he was unable by 
his own efforts to make a living that he consented to make this 
application. Then fhe evidence of his comrades was beyond his 
reach; so he came under the special law of 1890, and received a 
pittance of $12 a month. 

This bill has been twice passed by the Senate, and this is the 
second time it has been favorably reported to this House by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. In the Fifty-third Congress it 
was favorably reported, as it has been in this. It has been passed 
by the Senate in the Fifty-third and the Fifty-fourth Congresses. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to do a gentle- 
man who is now dead and in his grave any injustice. But in order 
to make it plainer as to his service, I want to state again that the 
reports show that he was mustered into the service on December 
27,1864, and mustered out in October, 1863. The war ended in 


three or four months after he was enlisted, and it is nowhere 
shown that the command in which he enlisted was ever engaged 
There is no evidence showing 


with the enemy in any conflict. 
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that he ever had an engagement in which rifles or anything else 
was used, not to speak of cannon, and yet it is stated and al eged 
here that he became deaf from the noise of cannonading. T 


on I believe, is made by one of the officials—Dr. Hunter, I 
eve. 

Now, if it is a fact that witnesses haye come here and stated 
that this man became deaf from the noise of cannonading when 
he was never in a uge engagement with the enemy, why, then, 
what will you think of further testimony from the same witnesses, 
when it appears that he was never in a single e ent at all? 
Is the testimony worth anything as far as its credibility is con- 
cerned? And I submit, sir, that in granting pensions the House 
ought to demand better evidence than is given here in the report 
accompanying this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, they are taking a step in reference to this mat- 
ter which I do not think is warranted. I do not believe we ought 
to go into this question and grant a pension on such testimony. 
We ought not to go headlong in the granting of pensions, unmer- 
itorious and undeserving, as this one, without having some testi- 
mony to support our actions. Not a single affidavit is presented 
here, but simple statements of belief, and that belief seems to have 
been entirely wrong on the facts as they appear. 

I submit that it is an injustice to the other soldiers, to those who 
did fight, and who deserve pensions, to give them to such soldiers 
and to the widows of such soldiers as this, who have the audacity 
to come here with false evidence and state things that do not 

ist 


exist. 

In the outset I only asked for information with reference to the 
case, whether or not this man eVer heard acannon fired. The 
gentleman from California [Mr. Loup], I think, stated on certain 
information, or information that he had received, that he never 
heard acannon fired. There is no evidence that he ever heard even 
a popgun shoot off. [Laughter.] And yet he is lauded to the 
skies as a true soldier, a brave soldier, a gallant man, who saved 
the Union. [Laughter.] Why, Mr. Chairman, he knew nothing 
of the Union; he cared nothing aboutit. There are a number of 
valiant soldiers to-day, with shining buttons on their coats, who 
would not know the United States flag from the flag of China or 
the flag of Hawaii or some other placeif theysawit. [Laughter.] 
And yet these people come here and ask to be pensioned. I sub- 
mit that it is wrong, all wrong. We ought not to do it. I hope 
the House will take a stand now on this question. 

I move that this claim be laid aside to be reported to the House 

. with an unfavorable recommendation. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the bill 
by striking out the word twenty,“ in line 7, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word“ twelve.” 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa will not prevail. 

Now, after all this discussion and the demonstration on the part 
of gon eam in regard to this bill, letme say to you thatitissimply 
following the precedents of years past. This man having a sense 
of personal ane about him, as the evidence clearly shows, re- 
fused through all these years, although he was an invalid, to apply 
fora pension. The Government was saved just that much money 
by his action. If he had applied for a pension the widow would 
have received the pension to which a captain’s widow is entitled, 
namely, $20 a month, for the entire time. This is the pension 
due to the rank of her husband, He was a captain, and if enti- 
tled to anything at all he would be entitled to $20 a month from 
the Government. It is unfair to her, therefore, to make this dis- 
crimination. 

While I agree with some things that have been said in this dis- 
cussion in regard to high pensions for the widows of brigadier- 
generals, and I do not believe in putting them on a plane so far 
above the other soldiers of the country, yet I think that there is a 
natural and necessary discrimination to be made in the amounts to 
be paid for pensions. There is at the same time too much differ- 
ence in the peice of the brigadier-general and the private. But 
this is simply the pension of a captain’s widow, of $20 a month; a 
man who had too much pride to apply for a pension when it was 

ible to avoid the er of doing so; and to refuse to grant 

a pension at this time will be an act of gross injustice to the 
widow. 

The gentleman from Iowa who offered this amendment cer- 
tainly does not understand the situation. It is simply treating 
this woman as a lieutenant’s or private’s widow or a captain’s 
widow has been treated in all other cases which have heretofore 
been passed. 

Gentlemen have said that this man did not see service. Why, 
Senator MITCHELL said that he knew the man before he went into 
the Army; that he was in robust health; that he came out of the 
Army in poor health, and he has known him ever since; that he 
was an invalid from the time he left the Army; and the testi- 
mony on that point is convincing. 

The gentleman from South Carolina has fears that he was not 
in the fine of duty; but, as a matter of fact, if he was in the line 


of duty with his ba drilling, and if the deafness arose even 


during the ordi ills of the battery, then he was in the lin 
of duty and his widow would be entitled to a pension just as if he 
had been injured in a battle. 

There is nothin; g unusual about the 8 It is not a prece- 
dent. There are plenty of precedents for it. It is simply a right 
to which this woman is entitled. 


Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT. You say that there are precedents for this. 
Now, if a bad precedentis established, are you willing to follow it? 
Are you willing to claim that two wrongs make a right? 

Mr. PICK No; I do not admit that there was a first 
wrong in this case. I do not know of any wrong in the matter. 
The only wrong is in withholding this pension. 

Mr. TALBERT. This proposes to give a pension to the widow 
of a man who never heard even a Popgun fired. 

Mr.PICKLER. How does the gentleman knowsomuch about it? 

Mr. TALBERT. I haveasked information from the whole com- 
mittee, and nobody seems to know anything about it, so that I 
must assume that certain facts exist on the best evidence I can get. 

Mr. PICKLER. And the evidence is clear that he suffered deaf- 
ness from this cannonading in the Army, and there is no dispute 
about it. Ido not care whether it was in battle or wherever it 
was. The gentleman talks about the war being over. The Su- 
preme Court of the United States have decided that the war did 
not end until the 20th of August, 1866. 

Mr. TALBERT. And that same court knocked out the income 
tax. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing), That shows that the gentleman 
is not any better up on the law and the reason for declaring the war 
over at that time than he is on the facts in this case. President 
Johnson declared that the insurrection ceased in the State of 
Texas and that the war was over at that time. The Supreme 
Court so decided, and there is no income tax about it. 

Now, [hope th gentleman from Iowa will withdraw this motion. 
Let me say to the gentleman from Iowa, if this woman is entitled 
to a dollar she is entitled to what the rank of her husband would 
give her, and that is in accordance with every bill that we are 
wero this committee. - 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

r. PICKLER. Yes. 
Pie UPDEGRAFF. What are this woman’s financial circum- 
nees? 

Mr. PICKLER. She is in poor, needy circumstances. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I see nothing of it stated in the report. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, it is stated in the report. At least it 
ought to be. That is her condition, anyway. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I think it ought to be stated in the report, 
but I have not been able to find it. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will state that that is the fact. She is in very 
needy circumstances. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


question? 
Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 
Mr. ERDMAN. I find in this report the statement that at the 


time as the soldier’s death he was drawing a pension of $12 a 
month. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Did you not state a little while ago that he 
was too pran to apply for a pension? 

Mr. PICKLER. Under the general law. Now, let my friend 
read the first part of the report, which declares, as the gentleman 
will see, that he never 1 for a pension under the general law. 

Mr. ERDMAN. But he did after the act of 1890. 

Mr. PICKLER. Les; when he became destitute. 

Mr. ERDMAN. And he could not prove any other claim? 

Mr. PICKLER. Ido not know whether he could or not. In 
his latter years he did apply for that, but clearly 

Mr. TALBERT. Wi e gentleman allow me to ask him an- 
other question? Did this man belong to an infantry, cavalry, or 


artill a! 0 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope we can have a vote, Mr. Chairman, 
[Cries of “ Vote!” “Vote! “] 

5 Mr. Chairman, I move that debate on this bill be 

c 5 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
hy oe gentleman from Iowa to strike out twenty“ and insert 
“twelve.” 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF and Mr. ERDMAN demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 87. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The MAN. The question now recurs, Shall the bill be 
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laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation? 

The 3 being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. ERD- 
MAN) there were—ayes 100, noes 15. 8 i 

Accordingly the bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY A. HALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 844) 
granting a pension to 3 A. Hall. 

The bill Was read, as follows: 

Be it 1 etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limita- 
tionsand visions of the pension laws, the name of Mary all, widow of 
Charles J. Hall, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment of Connecticut Volun- 
teers, and allow her a pension rated at $12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Pool) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 34) 

i ridow of Charles J. Hall, late private Com- 
ving examined 


port of the Senate committee (No. 11) as their own in this case, and earnestly 
recommend the passage of Senate No. 314. 
{Senate Report No. 11, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Pegg whom was referred the bill (S. 344) grant- 
ange pension to Mary A. Hall, have examined the same and report: 
A. Hall is the widow of Charles J. Hall, late private Company A, Sev- 
iment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry. 


“Enrolled Se 
pity anuary 
as follows: 


d harged on surgeo 
During that period the rollsreport him presentexcept 


emba . N under command of Lien- 
tenant first lieutenant. engineers, tates Army, since Decem- 
ber 20, 1861. ee 28, 1802, present on extra du ve reported. 
April gineer Department, under command of 


, to April 4, 1862. 


The medical records show him as follows: 

“Wounded in scrotum and nates monr by PE CARE or piece of shell at 
the battle of James Island, South Carolina, June 16, ; discharged January 
29, age on account of wounds.” k 

Charles J. Hall died on April 1, 1891, and his widow, Mary A. Hall, applied 
to the Pension Office for a widow's pension October 29, 1891, which ne eager 
was rejected in September, on the ground that the soldier’s death was 
not traceable to his wounds received in the service of the Government during 


The physician who attended him, Dr. Ralph 8. Goodwin, of 
an affidavit dated Feb: 21, 1894, testifies as follows: E 
“I attended Charles J. Hall, husband of Mary A. Hall, during his last sick- 
ness. His sickness and death were due in all probability toa gunshot wound 
received while in service of the United States Government. This wound 
was in the groin and perineum and scrotum. It took away a testicle, de- 
stroyed the sphincter ani, and produced chronic cystitis. This ¢ seri- 
ously impaired the functions of the kidneys to such an extent, I believe, as 
to produce a rheumatic diathesis from impaired excretion. The rheumatism 
roduced valvular disease of the heart. He died from heart failure and 
y and exhaustion from hemorrhages from the wound in the rectum, 
which never ree Fad healed. I consider that his death can be traced di- 
rectly to the disabilities, infirmities, and severe physical exhaustion occa- 
sioned by the aforesaid wound.” . 
This affidavit alone would seem ere sufficient on which to grant the pen- 
service. 
In a subsequent affidavit, made September 5, 1894, Dr, Goodwin said: 

first became uainted with les J, of Cony A, Seventh 
W. A. is an appli- 
cant for a pension), in the spring of 1873, when Ttreated him for rheuma- 
in in September, 1590. He 
bocas unable to work worked no more until his 

ea 


took charge of him until his death, April 1, 1891, I saw him nearly say or 
his life. The immedia eat 


Nearly every day cae See last ten days 


Army. 
tion of his death.” 

mys ee to this affidavit is one from the judge of probate certifying that 
Dr. Win is a a dab e e 

Charles J. Hall was receiving $18 per month pension at the time of his death. 
having been certified by the medical 5 board to be suffering from 
total Ces i ity: they further certifying that injuries were equivalent to 
the loss of a limb. 

According to the record, proof was made of the marriage of the claimant 
to onie . Hall on September 7, 1853, and it is also shown that neither had 
remarried. 


The reason Bch the Pension Office for rejecting the widow’s claim is 
that it is not shown the soldier’s death was traceable to his wounds re- 
ceived in service. The only explanation of this ruling would appear to be 
that the Pension Bureau based its action entirely on the immediate cause of 
death given in the certificate of death (secon cause not given) and gave 
no weight whatever to the affidavits of the attending physician, who had 
known for eighteen years, and who is certified to as areputable man and 


cian. 
rue the facts shown above, and in view of the further fact that, in 
the opinion of your committee, Mary A. Hall would be entitled toa 


XXVITI—192 


under present laws had a more liberal construction been 
the Pension Office, your committee earnestly recommend the passage of the 
accompanying bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The qanan is, Shall the bill be laid aside 


ven to them by 


with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. Chairman, was it the geet puyar who 
gave pericarditis as the cause of death in the certificate of death 
on file in the clerk’s office in Connecticut, who afterwards testi- 
fied that the cause of death was something else? 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman, I am unable to answer that ques- 
tion. That evidence was not examined by me, but I presume that 
it was the same physician. Admitting that it was, I claim this 
is as meritorious a bill as has been presented to this Congress. 

This man received one of the most terrible wounds that any sol- 
dier ever received and lived. He suffered intensely during his 
life, and received for many years a pension of $18 a month, his 
disability being considered almost equal to the loss of a limb. 
His widow, the present claimant, was married to him in 1853. 
She is an old woman now, and appeals to us to do the justice that 
I wonder the Pension Office did not do her years ago. They re- 
jected her claim for pension simply because they would not accept 
the real cause of death to be the wound received in the service, 
and yet the attending physician, who had known him for eighteen 
years, testifies as follows: 

I attended Charles J. husband of Mary A. Hall, during his last sick- 
ness. His sickness and death were due in all probability toa hot wound 
received while in service of the United States Government. wound was 
in the groin and perineum and scrotum. It took away a testicle, destro; 
the sphincter ani, and produced chronic cystitis. This cystitis seriously im- 

i the functions of the kidneys, to such an extent, I believe, as to produce 
a rheumatic diathesis from impaired excretion. The rheumatism produced 

vular di of the heart. He died from heart failure and dropsy and 
exhaustion from hemorr! from the wound in the rectum, wits never 


ed. I consider that his death can be traced directly to the 


thoroughly heal 
disabilities, i ities, and severe physical exhaustion occasioned by the 


aforesaid wound. 

Now, it seems that the Pension Office rejected this testimony 
because the certificate given of his death by the physician at the 
time of his death was not fully set forth in that report. The rea- 
son given by the Pension Office for neces the widow’s claim 
is—— [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ ] I am ready for a vote now. 
It is a just bill, Mr. Chairman, and ough to pass. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like te have some gentle- 
man rise in his place and explain the reason for the discrepancies 
in these three bills. One is a bill allowing a pensioner $100 a 
month. The next bill is one allowing a widow a month in a 
case where a soldier served three months and did not see any 
service. You follow that with a bill where the soldier has served 
three years,saw good service,and was wounded in the service 
and you allow his widow 812 a month. If a soldier who served. 
three months and saw no service is entitled to $20 a month does 
it not stand to reason and common sense that this widow is enti- 
tled to 820 a month? I will move an amendment to that effect 
that the word twelve“ be stricken out and twenty“ inserted 
in lieu thereof. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman, the factis, that this bill gives the 
widow 5 to Which she is entitled under the general law. 

Mr. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. POOLE (continuing). She ought to receive this pension 
from the date of the soldier’s death. 

Mr. KEM. Does the gentleman mean to say that this woman 
is not entitled to $20 a month? 

Mr. POOLE. She would only be entitled to $12 a month under 


i MAN. 


. . 


the general law. 
Mr. KEM. I donot care anything about the law [laughter] 
except the law of common justice. Thatis all I care anything 


about. 

Mr. POOLE. What is your amendment? 

nee My amendment is to strike out ‘‘$12” and insert 

Mr. MEREDITH. I move to make it a hundred. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. i „this bill has passed the Senate at 
$12 a month. I do not wish to prevent her from getting a pension. 
We consider that she is entitled to $12 a month, and let this bill 
go 1 

The C MAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska to strike out twelve“ and 
insert ‘‘ twenty.” 

Mr. PICK . Mr. Chairman, gentlemen who do not pay 
much attention to these pension bills might think there was some 

int in the suggestion made by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

ow, we are asking the House to do exactly what the general law 
does. The widow of a captain, whose case was considered a few 
moments ago, did not prove up under the general law at the Pen- 
sion Office. If she she would have pe $20 a month. If 
this widow could prove up there she would get $12 a month. We 
are simpl Sabet ny mo pension law. [Applause.] 

Mr. This House is granting special pension bills to cover 


3058 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 20, 


such cases, and if they can be granted these pensions under the 
pension law, Why are you coming in here and granting them? 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman is the only one I ever knew of 
who wanted to go further than the law. 


The . The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. 5 Mr. ee 1 eres morh 5 Aa 
anything against the passage of this bill. ve no dou 
the claimant should have a pension of $12 a month; but I am 
bothered about the principle of the thing. This is nothing but 
an appeal from the Pension Office. That is all it is. 

Mr. POOLE. I admit that. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is right. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I have written scores and scores of times 
to such people in my district, telling them that this House was not 
ana te court to correct the errors of the Pension Office. Isay 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, “ Bring in a bill to make 
a law that will cover such cases, and do not pick out a few cases 
and reward them and allow others to go.” 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Then what kind of cases can be 
brought before this House? Would there be any claims to be 

upon here by special bills? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Let it be understood that all shall be 
served alike, 

Mr. KEM. Amen. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Another question. Ifa on 
can be allowed by the Bureau, then is the gentleman in favor of 
the House granting pensions at all? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. If it can not be allowed, change the Pen- 
sion Office. . 

Mr. HILL. We will do that next year. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. If you can not change the office change 
the law. Again, Mr. Chairman, why has not this lady applied 
under the general law of 1890? 

Mr. POOLE. Because in that case she would only get $8 a 
month, and she is entitled to $12 a month, 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I see nothing said in this report of her cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. POOLE. Itis not necessary. 

a Mr. Bia wap It is — 25 1 the time ha tar vee 
ought necessary in order ve a pension bill pass thi 
House to show the facts which entitle the claimant to a pension. 


[Cries of “Vote!” 3 

Not just yet. I want emen to think a litife about this mat- 
ter before they vote. ere will be a hundred thousand cases 
like this before the Pensions Committee and before the House if 
this is to be made a precedent. I earnestly object to it. Let us 
take care of all these poopie, not merely of those who may be so 
fortunate as to have a friend in a member of this House or a 
member of the Senate. If there is merit in these cases, there are 
thousands and tens of thousands and scores of thousands of them. 
Now, I believe that this lady onght to have a pension. 

A MEMBER. Then let us give it to her. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Oh, no; Iam not here to vote for a special 
bill in every case where I would be glad to givea poo: Not 
by any means. Let us act upon some principle. t the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions adopt some principia by which we 
can be governed and embody it in a general bi I am opposed 
to distributing these little favors to one out of twenty thousand, 
when the whole twenty thonsand ought to have them. If this 
lady is in indigent circumstances, she has only to apply to the 
Pension Office, under the law of 1890, and she will get 88 a month, 
and it is better that thecase should be dealt with in that way than 
that an incorrect principle should be adopted here, Now, I ask 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions to cease re ing cases that 
can not be sustained upon sound principles, and which make bad 

ents, and to bring into this House an amendment to the law 
t will cover all these cases. 

Mr. TALBERT. Has not the gentleman discovered that this is 
a very peculiar case? It seems to me that a careful reading of the 
report in this case will do srry wien spy conte a srerre toit. It 
seems to me that this woman ought to have a pension, and let us 
give it to her. | et gees and applause. ] 

Mr. UPDEG . Well, Mr. Chairman, if I have made one 
convert I am satisfied. [Laughter, and cries of Vote!” '“ Vote!“ 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to no man in my liberality 
in granting pensions to the soldiers, their widows, and their or- 
phans, and while the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. UPDEGRAFF 
who has just taken his e eee tb Sectoid Nope 
seems to me everyone here ought to consider, there seems to be 
a disposition to press this bill at this time without due considera- 
tion. This House is not a court of a from the Pension Of- 
fice, but it is a court for the relief of who, under thegeneral 
law, can not make a case when the equities entitle them to a pen- 


sion. Thepension bill that has just been passed, giving to a widow 
$20 a month, if I understood the report correctly, was justified in 
that way. If that widow could have joven her case in the Pen- 
sion Bureau and shown that the disabilty from which her husband 
died was of service origin, then she would haye been entitled to 
§20 a month under the general law. 

I inferred from the report in that case that we are asked to cure 
that defect asa court of equity. to presume from the circumstances 
and facts that the disability was of service origin, and to give her 
the benefit of that presumption, and in that belief I voted for the 
bill. I am opposed to the legislation that has been attempted here 
in manyinstances. I sat herea week ago last Friday evening and 
heard a bill reported increasing the pension of a widow of a lien- 
tenant from $30 to 850 a month for no other reason under the sun 
than that the widow needed money. 

Now, there are 10,000 widows in Kansas that need money worse 
than she did. That kind of legislation is not equitable. This 
should be a court of equity, assisting those who can not recover 
under the law by reason of some ical defect or shortcoming, 
and when you legislate favorably in such cases you do justice to a 
deserving class. But when you passa bill here, as was said by the 
gentleman from Iowa, in a case which could be allowed under the 
general law by the Pension Office, you do an injustice to thousands 
of meritorious claimants all over this land. I shall vote for this 
siren ea consideration, because it seems to come within the equi- 


I tell you that the soldiers of this country will understand it. 
We come here to these pension meeti and the most that we 
can hope for is to through during a Congressional session two 
or three bills each for the members of this House and the mem- 
bers of the Senate, five or six hundred bills in all, for the relief 
of the soldiers of this Union. And instead of distributing those 
five or six hundred bills equitably among those who should be 
assisted, we are forgetting the equity that should be considered 
in these cases, 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no; we are not doing any such thing. 

Mr. BLUE. I hope the gentleman will have the politeness—— 

Mr. PICKLER. ell, I hope the gentleman not misrep- 
resent the committee. 

Mr. BLUE. I have no disposition to misrepresent the com- 

Mr. PICKLER. You are doing it, anyhow. 

Mr. BLUE. If the gentleman will treat me politely, I will 
yield to him. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, I do not want you to do that. 

Mr. BLUE. This may be Sonth ota courtesy, and it may 
be along the line of the dignified position of the chairman of the 
Invalid Pensions Committee. [Applause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. BLUE. I sought in a feeble way to serve this country for 
three years, and I yield to no man in my devotion to the flag and 
to the interest of this nation and to the welfare of the soldier, his 
widow, and his orphans. But let us be equitable here. 

I do not intend to go into a wholesale condemnation of this 
committee. So far as I am able to see, up to this moment to- 
night there has been no uity in the bills recommended. I did 
not hear the report fully relating to the bill introduced and sup- 
ported by my colleague from New York. If it is true that there 
are exceptional circumstances in this case appealing to considera- 
tions of equity, then this widow should have the relief which the 
bill seeks to give her. If there are no such exceptional circum- 
stances and if she can procure her pension under the general law, 
then the passage of this bill is an inequity with respect to thou- 
sands of just claims pending in the Pension Office and in the 
committee of this House—cases which appeal strongly to consid- 
erations of equity. 

It is for this reason I have said what I have. I mean no discour- 
tesy to the committee. I have not intended any discourtesy to 
the chairman of the committee. I wish to support the committee, 
but I wish to do it along the line of logic, of common sense, of 
equity, of fairness. The gentleman from Iowa is right in raising 


this objection and Sores to the House to consider this matter. 
Let the country understand that we are striving to do our duty 


here, and that we want to do it in an eqnitable and just way, so 
that the country will respect us when it is done. [A aries) 


Mr. PICKLER. I have given due attention to what the gen- 
tleman from Kansas has sai If I was alittle too enthusiastic, I 
beg his pardon. 

Mr. BLUE. It is ted. 


Mr. PICKLER. Now, the trouble abont the gentleman from 
[Mr. BLUE] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. UPDE- 
GRAFF] is that they do not take in the situation in this case. 
Mr. TALBERT. They have not read the e 
Mr. PICKLER. Yes; that is it exactly. . Chairman, the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions may make mistakes; we do not 
claim that we are exempt from mis But I want to say that 


in this case we have made no mistake. What does this report 
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show? Here is a widow who, beyond all peradventure, taking into 
consideration the medical evidence in the case, ought to have $12 
a month under the action of the Pension Office; yet, notwithstand- 
ing the overwhelming proof I see that the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Loup] is loading up the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 


BLUE] i hter. ] 
Mr. BLUE. rate i — 

Mr. PICKLER. I have the floor. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask—— 

See CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Datota 
yield? 

Mr. PICKLER. I will, by and by; but I want to finish my 
statement. : 

As 1 was saying, according to the medical evidence in this case 

-this woman ought io receive a pension of §12 a month by the 
action of the Pension Office. But, as the report shows, her reves 
cation has been rejected there. Now, ina case of this kind 
House is a court of appeals. Her case having been rejected at the 
Pension Office, she being unable to obtain anything over there, 
she has no resort but to this tribunal; and in her case nothing 
more is asked than what hes always been done in similar cases. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. UPDEGRAFF] says, Why not bring 
in a general law to cover all these cases? Now, the gentleman is 
too good a lawyer to get up here and assert that if we should Pass 

general laws un ing to cover all cases of this class 
there would not still be exceptional cases requiring action at our 
hands, It is just such cases that come before our committee and 
are reported ‘by us to the House. 

What would the gentleman from Kansas do with this widow? 
I leave it with him to say, upon a careful examination of this tes- 
timony, whether this widow is not entitled to receive $12 a month 
by the action of the Pension Office. Let her case has been rejected 
there and she can not receive her ion. This is the only place 
where she can get relief. I would be glad if we could have, as the 
gentleman from Iowa suggests, a general law covering all these 
cases; but, as I have said, no 3 laws can be so broadly and 

ee as to obviate the epee yd of our action in particu- 
cases. It been suggested—an 1 

ood one that there might be changes in the Pension Office; but 
t is a matter not within our province. 

Gentlemen, this is one of the plainest cases that could be reported 
to this House. This woman is clearly entitled to a pension of §12 
a month, as the gentleman from South Carolina has well said. 

Mr. TALBERT. Then why not let us havea vote? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I want to inform the gentleman 
from South Dakota what it was I was loading the gentleman 
from Kansas up” with. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, I donot care anything about that. 

ae LOUD. 3 to be a kind of a red rag to the 

eman anyway, always exciting him. 
Mr. PICKLER. Oh. no. 

Mr. LOUD. But I am not afraid of the gentleman, as I think 
he has probably discovered by this time. 

What I suggested to the gentleman from Kansas was that if he 
could swallow the case preceding this one he ought not to stumble 
at a case that had some merit in it. [Laughter and a coor 

Mr. BLUE. I wish to state tothe gentieman from South 
kota that I do not an ize this bill. I do not know whether it 
is meritorious or not. I was only trying to get to the relief of the 
gentleman from Iowa, in the general proposition advocated by him. 

Iam ready to vote upon the bill. : 

Mr. TALBERT. He has read the report and is now satisfied 


with it. eased 
Mr. BLUE. Ido wish the committee could make a report that 
the gentleman who has just spoken could read, which would cure 
him of the disease that seems to affect him. [Renewed langhter.] 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM HENRY JOHNSON. 


The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (H. R. 
486) for the relief of William Henry Johnson, 
The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre' of War is hereby authorized and 
ted to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Wil- 
liam Henry Jolinson, who served under the name of Henry Johnson, of Com- 
y H. Second Pennsylvania Cavalry (Fifty-ninth Pennsylvania Infantry), 
ee ee to Com H. First Pennsylvania Provisional Cavalry, and 
grant him an hon to date April 30, 1865. 


The report (by Mr. GRIFFIN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
Ree) Lor the valine OE W eee Johnson, having had the same under con- 
e same do 


served faithfully until April 
command. The Second 


Twentieth Pennsylvania Cavity June 17, 1865, to farm the First Pennsyl- 


vania Provisional 5 an e name of the soldier appears on the mus- 
ter-out roll at Company H of the Jatterregiment with the remark: * Deserted 
April 30, 1865;" but his transfer to Company H. First Pennsylvania Cavalry, 
Was not consummated. he never — joined that company, undi it has thore- 
fore been canceled. He is regarded by the War Department as a deserter 
from Company H. Second Pennsylvania Cavalry, from April 30, 1865. 
Applying for removal of the charge of desertion and for an honorable dis- 
ge, William Henry Johnson, a resident of Us 30, Saunders County. 
Nebr., stated in an affidavit dated February 6, 1808. thut he served 
in ac pegs H, Second Pennsylvania Cavalry, until April 30, 1805, when he 
on the monitor Montauk with the understanding that he had been 
transferred from the to the Navy, and that ho served fnithfully on 
that vessel eighteen months until discharged at Hog Island Navy-Yard, near 
Sau Francisco, Cal. In another affidavit, dated June 21, 1893. the applicant 
stated that he joined the Navy as a midshipman, and that he was 3 
from the monitor Montauk in June, 1808. 
It was ascertained by the Record and Pension Office, War Department, 
— — at the Navy Department, that no man named William H. (or 
enry) Johnson served on the monitor Montauk, and that that vessel went 
ow 


šu, the soldier 
poate Snipa oop prior to May 1. 1, and not SNE been prevented from 
ry orc iiity incurred in the line 
of duty. 


Your committee submit that under the act of March 2, 1889, if the soldier 
had not deserted until May 1, 1865, and after prior service of six months or 
more, and by reason of absence from his command at the time the same was 


mustered out he failed to be mustered out and te receive an honorable dis- 


charge, upon proof of such facts the charge of desertion would, under such 
act, be removed from his record. aie the benefits of ‘the service in the 
Navy, as claimed by the soldier, and although the War Department may, 


under its strict construction, have determined that unless the soldier was 
borne on the company rolls as present or p) ‘ly accounted for as of Ma: 
1, 1885, his application for removal of charge of desertion shonld be dented, 
7 your committee believe that a soldier serving until the 30th day of April, 
5, under. a fair construction of the act of March 2, 188%, comes within ite 
purview, and that therefore the relief applied for in this case should be 


gran 

Ita further from affidavits of those acquainted with him prior to 
and since his enlistment in 186] that he was rather weak-minded and vacil- 
lating, and was wanting in that steady purpose of mind which would justify 
hold him strictly accountable for every act or deviation from correct 
conduct. Others testify that he is still afflicted with a form of dementia, 
and consequently able to take care of himself; that he lives in what is 


called a d t, and is about 65 years of age; that he is being helped by 
charity, and for the past three years has been assisted from the county funds. 
Your has no doubt, from the proofs submitted in this casa, that 


William Henry Johnson is the same Henry Johnson who served in Com: 
H, Second Pennsylvania Cavalry. * ziga 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES E. JONES. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (8.249) granting 
a ion to Charles E. Jones. ( ) 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll. subject to tħe provisions 
ee 2 the 3 5 goers 5 Jones, late photog- 
rupher for even ennsy] X unteers, said pension 
be at the rate of $3) per month. - 


The report (by Mr. KIRKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
909) granting a pension of $50 e month to Charles E. Jones, late photogra- 
pher of the Eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, for consideration in 
connection with Senate bill 249, which passed the Senate January 21, 1896, 
granting a pension of g per month to the said Charles E. Jones, having care- 
fully o: ned and considered the facts and circumstances in evidence in this 
case, res ully attach hereto the report of the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions adopt it as their report in this case. and adopt Senate bill 249 as a 
substitute for House bill 909, and earnestly recommend tthe same do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 21. Fifty-fonrth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 249) granting 
a 1 to C. E. Jones, have examined the same, and report: 
his bill passed the Senate during the Fifty-third Congress, 
Claimant was not an enlisted man, and hence not pensionable under the 
82 law. He was employed asa photographer, and in that capacity ren- 
ered valuable service to the Union cause. Not only did he faithfully per- 
pong his es as . oer Rat ed clearly shows that he 
perform y service, an t while thus engaged he receiv: 
a ot wound which has resulted in almost total blindness. 5 
re seems to be no question as to the incurrence of the disability, the 
affidavit of Capt. R. B. Ward, herewith appended, being conclusive on that 
t. other affidavits are on file which tend toconfirm Captain Ward’s 
Statement. Had claimant been an enlisted man there can be no reasonable 
doubt of his right to pension, and having performed actual military service, 
and Legs wounded while thus engaged, the duty of Congress to come to his 
relief is clear perative. 
lief is and im ti 
Your committee recommend the passage ot the bill. 


AFFIDAVIT OF CAPT, R. B. WARD, 


STATE or Mrssount, County of Jackson, ss; 

In the matter of Charles E. Jones, claimant. 
On this 5th day of September. A. D. 1890, personally appeared before me, a 

notary public in and for said county, duly authorised to administer 
Robert B. Ward, age 61 ident of . 
Seal Eien So aa a Pe tare anes eee and Sno 

own me repu en iy 

orn, declared in relation to aforesaid case, ns follows: * 
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not an enlisted man, but I know of him being in several engagements under 


military orders, and in April, 1863, I know of my personal knowledge that the 
said Charles E. Jones was ordered to take photographic view of Longstreet’s 
fortifications at the siege of Suffolk, in the State of Virginia, and while per- 
forming his duty, acting under orders of Gen. John Peck, commanding officer, 
said claimant, Charles E. Jones, received gunshot wound from Longstreet’s 
sharpshooters in the small of back, across the spine, which affected his eye- 
sight and has caused blindness of both eyes to such an extent that said claim- 
ant has to be aun witha guide at all times to walk around, rendering 
him as good as totally blind. am a Re 35 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 5th day of Seb eres 1890. 
[SEAL] ROBERT S. DGERS, Notary Public. 


AFFIDAVIT OF W. D. HOOVER, . D. 
STATE OF KANSAS, County of Miami, ss: 


In the matter of appeal for pension through special act of Con; b; 
Charles E. Jones, ö photographer Eleventh Regiment Ponny - 
vania Cavalry Volunteers. 

On this 29th day of October, A. D. 1894, personally appeared before me, a 
notary ait in and for the said county, duly authorized to administer oat 
W. D. Hoover, aged 60 years, a resident of la City, in the county of 
and State of Kansas, well known tome to be reputable and entitled to credit, 
res in relation to aforesaid case as follows: 


can just barely gro 
. across tne 


bra, 
than an inch in len; 
became affected be: 
the opinion, takin, 


h. It isa wonder it did not cause parapie His eyes 
‘ore he recovered from the wound in the and I am of 
the prostrated condition of his system, y the 
nervous system, into consideration, if the wound in the back was nota pri- 
mary cause of the of the eye it certainly was a secondary cause. d 
Jones has been a good citizen during his residence here. 

2 The above is from my personal observation of the case, and is written by 


post-office address is Paola, Kans., and further declares that he has no 
interest in said case, and is not concerned in its prosecution. 
W. D. HOOVER, M. D. 
STATE OF KANSAS, County of Miami, ss; 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, 
and I certify that I read said affidavit to sai ant, inclu the words 
erased and the words added, and uainted him with its contents before he 
executed the same. I further certify that Iam in no wise interested in said 
case, nor am I concerned in the prosecution; and that said afflant is person- 
ally known to me, and that he is a credible person. 

I. S.] WARD J. 8 


otary Public. 
(My term expires March 27, 1895.) 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, mayI ask the gentleman 
in charge of this bill a question? 

Mr. KPATRICK. Certainly. 

Mr.McCLELLAN. This man wastheregimental photographer, 
I believe, was he not? 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I do not know that he had that desig- 
nation. It was his business. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I confess that I feel a deep sympathy for 
any photoerapher I am a photographer myself, more or less suc- 
cessful, and always Suppor that no photographer could have 
taken his kodak in hand and gone to the front unless he had taken 
a given part in the hostilities then pending. I have learned, how- 
ever, recently that P Senger El Sy asi were noncombat- 
ants. I have learned that they belong to the same class of men as 
provost marshals, contract surgeons, and teamsters—— 

Mr. PICKLER. All of them pensionable. 

Mr. McCLELLAN (continuing). That wicked class of team- 
sters which we heard so fully and clearly described two weeks ago, 
and since we have heard the noncombatant class described I have 
been obliged to amend my opinion of army photographers. 

In that connection I send to the desk and ask to have read, as a 
part of my remarks, the eloquent words of a gentleman whose 
opinion upon the subject of the noncombatants in general, and 
the wicked teamsters in particular, I have the highest regard for. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. PIcKLER. Mr. it is evident that the gentleman has been born 
since the war. [Laughter.] No man who was in the Army and knows any- 
thing about soldiers and teamsters would make such a statement as the gen- 
tleman from Maryland has when he compares a teamster, hired by the mon 
who could quit when he pleased, and quit the Army, with a man whoenliste 
and who had to go into battle. The teamster did not have to go into battle 
if he did not want to, and he incurred no danger. 

Mr. Mites. But this man did go into battle. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not yield. Lrefuse to yield. When the 
pares a teamster to a soldier and gets up here and prates about 
man who never was enlisted on the pension roll on an equality wi 
listed soldier it shows that he was born since the war. [Applause. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is entirely consistent. A teamster is doing well 
if he gets on the pension roll at all, and no teamster and no man whe ia not 
an man does get on the pension roll unless he was wounded in the 
Army. This man was shot. He got a little more of it than most of the 
teamsters got. He was shot, and was in the hospital, and the committee con- 
cluded that, as he was at the front and was wounded, even though he was a 
teamster and not an enlisted man, and therefore had n refused a pension 
3, the Pension Office, he ought to be pensioned at the rate of $12 a month. 
It is a fair and liberal pension, and any nonenlisted man is doing extremely 
well to get such a pension; and therefore I beg that the gentleman from 
Mary. will not say that reir pareat iapireipasoars Ail ng pce oiea 

er, an enlisted man who was wounded, and then get up and 
over the case of a teamster. 


ntleman com- 


ih tho én" 


month & 
shed 


[Applause.] 
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Mr. McCLELLAN. I hope that no “crocodile tears“ will be 
shed over this photographer. He got a little more than most of 
them, because he seems to have been wounded fighting gallantly, 
but he was not an enlisted man. 

The bill, however, proposes to grant a pension of $30 a month, 
$18 more than the teamster we pensioned two weeks ago, who 
fought just as gallantly as the photographer. I grant you that 
he was a padans man; but like the teamster of two weeks ago, 
however, he had the option of leaving ‘‘ when he pleased.” 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Has the gentleman noticed the portion of the 
report that shows that the wound which this photographer received 
has succeeded in blinding him completely? Does the gentleman 
refuse, or would he be unwilling, to pension a totally blind man? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. The trouble is that it does not appear that 
the blindness came from the wound. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Ah, no; don me. I think not. It said 
rs ee became affected before he recovered from the wound in 

e 

Mr. PICKLER. Look up at the top of page 2. 

Mr. ERDMAN (reading): 

And Iam of the o taking the prostrated condition of S 
especially the 8 into eee it the e ee 


was not a primary cause of the disease of the eye it certainly was a second - 
ary cause. 


Mr. PICKLER. Now let me read to the gentleman: 


Said claimant, Charles E. Jones, received ot wound from Longstreet's 

ooters, in the small of back, across the spine, which affected his eye- 

sight and has caused blindness of both eyes such an extent that said 

claimant has to be accompanied with a guide at all times to walk around, ren- 
dering him as good as totally blind. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Now, does the gentleman mean to say that 
a man who could leave at any time, a man who was getting good 
wages, should stand on the same level with a man who enlisted, 
who wore the uniform, who went to the front and fought and 
bled and died 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; and if this was the case of an enlisted 
man, he would get $72 a month. [Applause.] 

Mr. McCLELLAN. He would not getit. This is only a sec- 
ondary cause. He would get $12 a month. : 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no; I beg the gentleman’s pardon. Total 
blindness from disabilities contracted in the Army entitles a pen- 
sioner to $72 a month. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. You have one affidavit from a man who 
says it may be that the blindness is a secondary result. But this 
is a case like that of the teamster, two weeks ago, a man who 
fought gallantly; and to be consistent we ought not to pension 
him for more than $12 a month. Two weeks ago, if the gentle- 
man will remember, I offered an amendment to put that teamster 
on the pension roll as though he had been enlisted, and the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. PicKLER] objected simply onthe 

ound that he had not worn the uniform and had not been regu- 

rly enlisted. 
„ PICKLER. That was not the sole reason. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. As I remember now, that teamster was not 
blind. He was in no such condition of disability as this man, 

Mr. McCLELLAN. He was a total wreck. 

Mr. PICKLER, Here is a man who, if hehad been an enlisted 

man, would get $72 a month. 

Mr. McC. LAN. The teamster would have got $30 a month 
if he had been enlisted; and while I feel that I ought to move an 
amendment, to be consistent with that opinion of the great expert 
on noncombatants in general and teamsters in particular, my 
sympathies are so aroused in this case that I shall not move that 
amendment. [Cries of “ Vote!“ Vote!“ 

Mr. ERD. ‘ T i , can any person advance any 
god reason why this noncombatant, this nonenlisted man, should 

placed on a better footing than a soldier regularly enlisted? If 
you are going to pension this man, why not compel him to do what 
all seldiers are required to do—make lawful proof of his claim 
before a body competent todi of it and tojudge of it? Instead 
of that, upon the affidavit of one physician, who says that this 
wound may be the secondary cause of his blindness, you are going 
to grant him $30 a month. 
is affidavit = the shot in the back may have been the cause 
of the blindness. You want to render an affront to all soldiers 
who go to the Pension Office now and prove their claim by letting 
this go through in this slipshod manner. If you care to do it, 
proclaim it to the world, but do not seek to doit under cover. Be 
manly, and explain to the whole world that ay person who can 
find a friend at court, an advocate here in this House, to demand 
a ang for him, shall have it without proof. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” 
0 * 


1896. 
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Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I can not find a report of this case 
here. I should like to know if there is anybody in the House who 
can vouch for the person who made the affidavit? Here we are 
confronted with a case where one person, Speers unknown to 
anybody in this House, off in the State of Missouri, makes an affi- 
davit that a regimental photographer received a gunshot wound. 
Permit me to say that the position of regimental photographer is 
an office I never heard of. Where an army corps has been en- 
cam for a time, I have known 5 to come around 
to take miserable pictures of some of the boys. Is it not, perhaps, 

ertinent to this case to know who it is that makes this affidavit? 
ere is but one affidavit in this case that this man was shot. Is 
there anyone in this House that knows about this affidavit? 

Mr. KPATRICK. I will try to enlighten the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly; information is just what I want. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Does the gentleman understand, when 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions make their report, that they 
bring before the House all the testimony that was submitted to 
the committee and that the members of the House are supposed to 
read all of that testimony for themselves? 

Does not the gentleman know that in these cases there are some- 
times 50 and 75 affidavits, and that the committee, after examin- 
ing the evidence and the circumstances, make their report as to 
the facts, and on the facts make their determination? And is it 
not true that in almost all of these cases members must take the 
judgment of the committee as to what the facts are in a given 
case and can not themselves investigate each and every case? There 
is one affidavit set out there and embodied in the report. Hardly 
ever, however, isan affidavit embodied in the report, because there 
are cases where there are a hundred affidavits and not one of them 
set out in the report; and therefore the gentleman need not as- 
sume because there is only one affidavit set out that that is all the 
testimony on which the committee base their report. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from Vermont? 

Mr. GROUT. I desire to answer the gentleman's question. I 
have it here in the report. 

Mr. LOUD. Ihave one very strong answer to the gentleman 
that ought to be sufficient. 

Mr. GROUT. There are twoaffidavits given in the report, and 
the credibility of both witnesses is certified to by the notaries pub- 
lic, Robert S. Rodgers, in one instance, and Ward B. Carpenter in 
the other. 

Mr. LOUD. What does that signify? 

Mr. GROUT. This is the language: 


Mr. LOUD. The gentleman knows that that is the regular form. 
Mr. GROUT (continuing): 
and who, being duly sworn, declared in relation to aforesaid case as follows: 
The gentleman wanted to know who certified to the credibility 
of the witness. 
Mr. LOUD. That is the 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. 


form. 
ill the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. LOUD. Certainly. Iam seeking for information. 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. This bill passed the Senate and the 
House last Congress and was thoroughly investigated at that time. 
Mr. LOUD. It would not do any hurt to investigate it a little 


again. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. It was not signed because it passed 
too late to become alaw. This gentleman is well known in Kan- 
sas. The party himself is well known to several of the members 
of the Kansas delegation and is an honorable, upright, and honest 
man and very deserving. To-day he has to be led around the 
streets at his home by a little boy or an attendant, and there is no 
question that his disabilities are the result of wounds that he 
received in that battle. 

Mr. LOUD. Of course, Mr. Chairman, you can see that the 
answer to my question is so moving and convincing that there is 
no gentleman who will answer it. I asked the question if there 
is anybody in this House to-night who can vouch for the stand- 
ing of the party who made the affidavit. The gentleman from 
Vermont gets up and reads the usual form as printed in every 
notary’s affidavit; but he, as a lawyer, knows that that amounts 
to nothing—that the notary will acknowledge anybody’s signa- 
ture as far as an affidavit is concerned. 

Let us take the conditions as they exist. Here is a proposition 
to pension a person who was a photographer, claiming to be a reg- 
imental photographer. Men who were in the Army know that 
any such penon never existed; know that a photographer could 
not exist if his business was to come from a regiment, a brigade, 


or a division. And permit me to say that photographers did not 
follow the Army when they were engaged in active service. My 
experience was that photographers came to us in winter quarters 


or when we had camped fora time inoneplace. Now, LIhave asked 
the question three or four times. Three or four gentlemen have 
assumed to answer it. Isay we are confronted with an affidavit 
of a gentleman, and no one here so far has been Talig Soa say 
that he was in the Army with this man. Iwould like to have the 
facts known, and if anybody can giye them I will quit. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman—— y 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I can not e to the gentleman 
from Vermont because the gentleman failed to know anything. 

Mr. LONG. I know something about the gentlemen who made 


these affidavits. I know them ee or one of them. There 
are two of them. One is Dr. Hoover. 
ee LOUD. He does not claim to have been in the service with 

Mr. LONG. How is that? 

Mr. LOUD. This doctor does not claim to have been in the serv- 
ice with him. 

cont LONG. I refer to the affidavit on the second page of this 
re 5 

Nr. LOUD. Does this doctor claim to have been in the service 


and know that this man received the wound in the service? I ask 
you that. You have the report. 

Mr. LONG. There is no question about that. The gentleman 
is aware that this bill passed the last Congress. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, I do not care about that. We pass lots of 
bills that ought not to pass, and I have no doubt that we will pass 
a 1 many, Mr. Chairman, that never should receive the con- 
sideration of any gentleman if these pension cases were fully in- 
vestigated. Now, I have been asking the question whether there 
was any gentleman on this floor who knows personally that this 
gentleman who makes this affidavit was in the service and occupied 
a position to know the facts stated. It is a material question to 
know who this man is. 

Mr. Grout and Mr. BLUE rose. 

Mr. LOUD. Before I yield, Mr. Chairman, I would like to know 
if the gentleman from Vermont has any more information to give? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 

Mr. LOUD. _ I have not yielded the floor, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman suspended his speech, and 
the gentleman from Kansas has been recognized. 

Mr. LO When I finish my remarks I will take my seat, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BLUE. Ihave no disposition to press the yielding of the 
gentleman from California, but I expect the Chair will control. 

. LOUD. He will try to, you may be sure. [Laughter.] 

1 The gentleman from Kansas has been rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, [happen to know this man who is an 
applicant for a pension here. I have known him for over twenty 
years, and he is so reputable a man that in the community in 
which he resides he was the nominee of the Democratic party for 
the Kansas legislature a few years ago. It may have been a case 
of the blind leading the blind [laughter], but I hope it will be no 
1 of his claim to state the fact. I have known him 
in his industrious ways going out, led by some one, and so atten- 
tive to his business that he has managed to sustain himself. This 
3 — in substantially the same language, was passed by the last 

ngress. 

Mr. LACEY. May I correct the gentleman? 

Mr. BLUE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. It was not in this lan There is a very dis- 
tinct difference between this bill and the one passed in the last 
Congress. I will call the gentleman’s attention to the difference 
if he desires. 

Mr. BLUE. I am not aware of any difference, and I would be 
glad to be informed of it now if there is any. 

Mr. LACEY. The difference is this: This man was shot in the 
back, and he claimed that that shot in the back affected his eyes b 
some nervous connection between the two. The committee a 
not find that the injury to the eyes was caused by the gunshot 
wound in the small of the back, but they thought that he should 
have such a pension as the disability caused by the gunshot wound 
would entitle him to, and they reported a bill putting him on the 
roll for the gunshot wound, leaving the rating to the Pension 
Office, as in the cases of other civil employees. With an amend- 
ment like that this bill would give him a pension for the gunshot 
wound. If the blindness was the result of the gunshot wound, 
then of course—— 

Mr. BLUE. That is a difference without a distinction. The 
fact is, that the bill passed for 830 a month in the last Congress, 
and that is all we ask now, and it failed of becoming a law only 
by reason of the inability of the President to reach it in time to 
sign it before Congress adjourned. It was supported at that time 
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Senator Martin of Kansas. The affidavit, as I read it—and I 
be glad to be corrected if I make a mistake—shows that this 
wound was received while the man was obeying an order from an 


officer, The objection which the gentleman from N 
Loup] makes to this affidavit might be made to every affidavit 
sustaining a pension claim in this House. I take it that the gen- 
tleman is too good a lawyer to raise a question as to the credibility 
of this witness without any proof directed at his credibility or his 
character for veracity, simply because the gentleman himself sus- 
pects that there might be something wrong about him. 

Mr. LOUD. Idonotsuspicion. Lasked if there was any person 
here who knew the pariy who made this affidavit, and I have got 
ee answers that they do, but I have got no information 

ut it. 

Mr. BLUE, I have no knowledge from actual uaintance 
but I understand that the witness who makes the affidavit—and 
I think perhaps the affidavit on its face will show that fact—was 
a captain of a regiment in the service where this man was per- 
forming this duty under orders. If I am incorrect about that I 
shall be happy to be corrected. 

Mr. LOUD. 


the general law, the man would be entitled to $72 a month. We 
ask for only $80 a month, and it seems to me that a wound re- 

ceived in the execution of an order ought to be re ed as equiva- 
lent to a muster into the service, and so far it has so regarded 
in these cases. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the bill by 
striking out all after the word “rate” and inserting “ propor- 
tionate to his disability from hot wound in the back and 
results.” That is precisely as the bill passed the House in the 
last Congress and as the te concurred in it. That would 

ive him what he would have received if he had been a soldier of 

e Eleventh Pennsylvania Cavalry and had got shot. Now,I 
vane Di is no reason why a photographer should get more than 
a soldier. 

Mr. GROUT. What would be the pension? 

Mr. LACEY. That would depend upon the er ye g 

Mr.GROUT. Asa result of the 1 wound in the back. 

Mr. LACEY. The pension would depend on the extent of the 
disability. It might be 88 or §12 a month. In other words, he 
would get just whata soldier would get for that wound, his claim 
being presented to the Pension Office under the general law. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Lacey was read, as follows: 

Line 8, after the word “rate,” strike out the words, of $30 per month, said 
irtke line of day,” and insert = proportionate to fils disaiiiity from gun: 
shot wound in the back and Tenita. * * 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
to be reported favorably to the House? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, I want to vote 
for this bill. I hope it will pass. I rise to occupy about one min- 
ute for the purpose of calling the attention of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BLUE] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Up- 
GRAFF] to this bill as illustrating the fallacy of the position which 
they assumed a while ago, that these cases could be cared for by 
general law. And I want to call the attention of the tleman 
from Kansas to the inconsistency of his position when he fought 
a little while ago the claim of a widow because, as he said, there 
ought to be strong equities presented, and now this man appears 
from Kansas f i 

Mr. BLUE. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Certainly. 

Mr. BLUE. The gentleman is wholly mistaken when he says 
that I “fought” that claim. I had no such intention, and I said 
nothing against it. I simply spoke of the general policy, and 
everybody here so unders me, 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Well, I regret to say that un- 
fortunately I am one of those individuals who understood the gen- 
tleman the other way. I presume that was my fault and not his. 
But my “if Ser va in life has been that when a man slaps my face 
and says he does it in fun, I usually think he is mistaken. II, 
however, the remarks of the gentleman were not directed against 
that bill, then I take back everything I have said and congratu- 
late him on the fact that he lives in sas, and that he is able to 
see the equities of a case when it comes from Kansas, even if he 
can not see the equities of a case when it comes from Connecticut. 
[Cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I am just as anxious to vote 
as are these gentlemen who call out Vote!” Vote!“ But be- 
fore I vote on this bill I should like to have some light thrown 
upon it. Here is an application for a on for aman who 
never enli in the service of his country; there is no evidence 


in the report of the committee to show that he ever did one min- 
ute’s service for the Union cause. Here is an application to grant 
a pension to a man who had gone out with his apparatus—what- 
ever you may call it; kodak, a gentleman near me suggests; I 
call it apparatus so that gentlemen here may understand it; so 
that the gentleman from Kanaa may understand it—he had gone 
out for the sole p of making money to put into his own pri- 
vate pocket, whether the Union was saved or lost. I submit, Mr. 
„that unless this man was in the service of his country, 


unless he had been employed by official authority to serve his 

country by us his photographic instrument to take pintures 

tie nae entitled to one moment’s consideration at the ds of 
s House. 


Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman know that the report 
of this man as photographing, under the order of the Fed- 
eral officer in command there, Longstreet’s fortifications. Now, 
does the peenar think there is no danger in that kind of service? 
Mr. TALBERT. Yes, and I expect the gentleman himself got 
mighty tired of photographing those people sometimes. But, sir, 
I want Ear S is no evidence to show that this man went 
there for any other purpose than observing the country. The 
army o found him there with his instrument and presa 
him into the service as a bummer or a camp follower, and possi- 
bly a stray bullet hit him while he was making tracks to the rear, 
for I understand he was shot in the back. 

Mr. ERDMAN, And went blind from it! 

Mr. TALBERT. Yes, and went blind from it, as another man 
grew deaf from the reports of a cannon that he never heard or 
saw. I submit, Mr. Chairman, there is just as much justice in 
this claim as there would be in that of a man who heard nothing 
but a popgun. He was there with his apparatus taking pictures 
for his own benefit—not for the benefit of the Union, but for the 
benefit of himself and himself alone. I must say that I am aston- 
ished to see the Committee on Invalid Pensions, presided over as 
it is by the distinguished gentleman from South Dakota, bringing 
in such claims as this with a favorable report and asking this 
House to pass them. 

Mr. Chairman, while I feel it my duty to vote, as I have said, 
for every meritorious claim—I intend to do so and I have done 
so—I can not with a clear conscience support any such claim as 
this. And I dare say that if gentlemen on the other side would 
stop and reflect a moment they would vote this measure down by 
an overwhelining majority, showing to the country that while the 
are ready to do anything to stand by the true-blue” soldiers an 
their widows, as they ought to do, they are men enough to turn their 
backs upon photographers, deserters, coffee coolers, bummers, and 
camp followers, such as this man was when engaged there takin 
pictures. I hope that gentlemen on the other side, when their g 
sense and their sense of justice is appealed to, will see to it that 
this measure is overwhelmingly defeated, as it ought to be. 

Mr. JOY. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. 

Mr. JOY. Will not the gentleman be kind enough to let us vote 
on the bill? There is only one minute of the session left. 

Mr. TALBERT. I would be perfectly willing to do so, but 
there are just one or two points which I had not reached and which 
I desire to discuss. [Laughter.] The first is the insufficient eyi- 
dence—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour fixed by the rule for adjournment 
being at hand, the committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 
having resumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN 75 2 to the House, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. 2234) grantin; 
a panaon to Joseph A. Cooper; the bill (H. R. 486) for the relie 
of William Henry Johnson; the bill (S. 344) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Hall, and the bill (S. 507) to pension Mollie Crandall; 
also, with the recommendation that it be recommitted to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, the bill (H. R. 2621) to increase 
the pension of Jane Webster, widow of Joel Webster; also, with 
an amendment and a recommendation that it be sed as 
amended, the bill (H. R. 1634) to grant a pension to William F. 
Good; also that the Committee of the Whole had had under con- 
sideration the bill (S. 249) granting a pension to Charles E. Jones, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of half past 10 having 
arrived, the House now, in pursuance of its previous order, stands 
adjourned until Monday next at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the assistant clerk 
of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings filed by 
the court in the case of T. J. McClendon, administrator of John 
Wright, deceased, against The United States, was taken from the 
8 's table and referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 2 

Mr. KNOX, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6403) to amend an act 
entitled An act to provide for the protection of the salmon fish- 
eries of Alaska,” reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 871); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1438) for the erection of 
a monument at Greenville, Ohio, to commemorate the treaty of 
peace made on the 3d day of August, A. D. 1795, at Fort Greenville 
(built on the site of said Greenville, Ohio), by Gen. Anthony 
Wayne, on behalf of the United States, and various Indian tribes 
occupying the territory northwest of the Ohio River, and to per- 
petuate the memory of General Wayne and his gallant army, re- 

rted the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 

3); Which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1743) to establish an addi- 
tional land office in the State of Montana, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 874); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2169) to 
regulate mail matter of the fourth class, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 875); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TMAN, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5730) to amend 
section 24 of an act entitled An act to create the California Dé- 
bris Commission and te hydraulic mining in the State of 
California,” approved March 1, 1893, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 876); which said bil 
and report were referred to the Honse Calendar. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8549) authorizing the Aransas Harbor Terminal Railway Company 
to construct a bridge across the Co Christi Channel, known 
as the Morris and Cummings Ship C el, in Aransas County, 
Tex., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 877); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS, fromthe Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 849) to 
increase the circulation of national banks, rted the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 881); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally re from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands: The bill (H. R. 2265) to provide for reimbursement of the 
expense of constructing a sewer upon the permanent reservation 
at Hot Springs, Ark. rt No. 878.) 

By Mr. MOSES, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. a 5902) granting a pension to Jane Christian Marye. (Re- 

rt No. 879.) 

s Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
EPEA (H. R. 519) granting a pension to Ira Harris. (Report 
0. + 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. CONNOLLY, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 1965) to amend section 3331 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, aporia the same adversely, accompanied 
pra report (No. 872); which said bill and report were laid on the 
table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII., bills, resolutions, and memorials 
a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 
By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7441) to pro- 
tect State antigambling laws from nullification through inter- 
state gambling extending 


by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise, by 


to such gambling the penalties provided for interstate gambling 


by mail or express—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7442) for the better government 
of. Hot Springs Reservation, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 7443) for further security of holders 
of mortgage bonds and of other creditors of corporations created 
by act of Congress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 7444) to provide for the 
building of two range lights on the bar at the entrance to Choc- 
tawhatchee Bay, Florida—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OWENS: A bill (H. R. 7445) to provide for the free 
coinage of silver dollars equal in value to gold dollars—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R.7446) to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States—to the 
Committee on the J aaay 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 7467) to anthorize the Secre 
of the Navy to widen the northern entrance to the Wallabout 
Channel, 8 N. Y.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A joint resolution (H. Res. 145) to provide for 
the presentation of medals of honor to the militia and volunteer 
troops of the several States who volunteered their services for the 
defense of the States of Maryland and Pennsyivania in the year 
1863, prior to and after the battle of Gettysburg, Pa.— to the 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTEY: A resolution (House Res. No. 216) requesting 
the Committee on Naval Affairs to investigate the matter of the 
treatment of the members of the International Association of 
Machinistsat United States navy-yards and arsenals—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK: A resolution (House Res. No. 217) to pay Ulmar, 
Goldsborough & Co. certain money out of contingent fund—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, pae bills of the following titles 
resented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7447) for the 

relief of John Wassum, of Clarion County, Pa.—to the Commit- 

tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7448) for the relief of Alex- 
ander Marr—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BOATNER (by request): A bill (H. R. 7449) for the 
relief of William Leech—to the Committee on ims. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H.R.7450) to place on the re- 
tired list of the Navy Louis V. Housel, late lieutenant of the Reg- 
ular Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 7451) for the relief of James 
Eganson, of Henderson, Ky.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7452) granting a pen- 
sion to ha A. Briggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GER: A bill (H. R. 7453) granting a pension to John 
Ledwich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 7454) to increase the efficien 
of the Navy by rewarding enlisted men for long and faithful 
service—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 7455) for relief of Ingraham 
B. Whitt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7456) for relief of Benjamin F. Knox—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 7457) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Beaird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H. R. 7458) granting an honorable 
discharge to Christian Bauer, of Peabody, Ind. —to the Committee 


on ee eee 

By Mr. ITH: A bill (H. R. 7459) for the relief of Mrs. 
Minnie E. Goodwin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 7460) to increase the pension of 
Sarah E. Jackson, widow of Richard H. Jackson, late brigadier- 

eral of United States volunteers, to $50 per month—to the 
ittee on Invalid Pensions.“ 

By Mr. P UR A bill (H. R.7461) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Thomas J. Miller, late of Combany A, Thirty-eighth 
New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. TAFT (by request): A bill (H. R. 7462) to appoint Sam- 
uel Bickerstaff in the United States Navy as chief engineer and 
we yee his name on the retired list—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 


By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 7463) granting a pension to 
Thomas Mathias—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 7464) for the relief of the 
estate of Jonathan Summers, deceased, of Scott County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 7465) to reimburse Aden Benedict 
for money paid by him to the United States as commutation for 
draft—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOOTE: A bill (H. R. 7466) for the relief of Benjamin 
T: Wickham —to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr, ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Protest of T. H. Harter, 
of Bellefonte, Pa., against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of L. J. Fryar and 29 members of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Amherst, Wis.; 
also petition of Cora Turner and 67 members of Social Temple 
No. 8. of Amherst, Wis.; also petition of C. Wesley Turner and 
80 members of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Amherst, Wis., 
in favor of the ge of House bill No. 167, to protect the first 
day of the week in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, five petitions, containing a total of 50 names, of citizens of 
Washington, D. C., urging the passage of House bill No. 5220, or 
some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and 
opposing the extension of the tracks of said company until its ex- 
isting lines are modernly equipped and operated—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. BULL: Resolutions of the citizens of Pawtucket, R. I., 
demanding that Congress take steps to secure the restoration to 
liberty of Irish-American citizens incarcerated in British dun- 
geons for prunon oifenses—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin by request): Evidence in support 
of House bill No. 5721, for the relief of Alice Utz—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRISP: Protest of A. W. Latimer, of Lumpkin, Ga., 
against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Protests of Orville J. Victor, T. Alfred Ver- 
non, J. Elderkin, and publishers of the Coleman 8 of 
Coleman, Mich., against House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., 
against the building of a railroad bridge across the Detroit River 
at Detroit, Mich.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of James S. Hunter and 15 others, 
against military training in the public schools—to the Committee 
on Education. 

Also, petition of Helen A. Gray and others, favoring the passage 
of Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petition of J. F. Hall, W. McLaughlin, 
and others, praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 
4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce and 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of produce dealers of Boston, 
in favor of legislation against filled cheese—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of A. Ropes, of the Vermont Watch- 
man, Montpelier, Vt., against the passage of House bill No. 4566, 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class and free matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the General Society of Sons of the 
American Revolution, at Boston, Mass., in favor of the publica- 
tion of the archives of the Revolution—to the Committee on Ap- 


riations. 
. resolutions adopted by George C. Randall Post, No. 82, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Woodstock, Vt., in favor of the 
service-pension bill now before Congress—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: rape of F. W. Preston, of Brooklyn, 
N. V. favoring the ee of House bill No. 223, 8 1 medals 
for storming Port udson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Remonstrance of Ellen Nelson, of Star 
Prairie, Wis., and 75 others, against the passage of joint resolu- 
tion proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States so as to acknowledge Almighty God—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of H. C. Binford and others, of Ala- 
bama, in favor of House bill No. 7081, granting lands in Alabama 
for educational purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. LAYTON: Memorial of the New York Produce Ex- 
change, urging Congress to pass a bill introduced by Mr. Low, 
relating to a site for the new custom-house of the city of New 
York—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, memorial of the Society of Sons of the Revolution, in the 
State of Maryland, urging legislation enabling the Secretary of 
State to prepare for publication the records of the Continental 
Congress—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Mercantile Exchange, pro- 
testing against any substitution whatever of House bill No. 5218 
known as the Wilber bill, regarding the manufacture and sale of 
filled cheese—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrance of citizens of Madison, Wis., 
against recognizing tae statue of Père Marquette, and asking for 
1 removal from Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Li- 

rary. 

Also, remonstrances from citizens of New Albany, Ind.; Ed- 
more, Mich.; Pittsburg, Pa.; Frank and Buena Vista, Pa.; Wash- 
ington, D. C., and also citizens of the State of Maryland, against 
the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian undertakings, 
and a petition praying for the 1 of joint resolution No. 11, 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Memorial of the San Francisco Chamber of 
Commerce, against refunding Pacific railroad debts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroads, 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petition of N. R. Hull, late a private in 
Company B, South Cumberland Battalion, to be placed on the 
pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Charles H. Eldridge and 53 other 
citizens of Hanover, Mass.; also petition of George H. Young and 
24 other citizens, of Pembroke, Mass., in favor of the passage of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Easton and Saratoga Quarterly Meeting of 
the Religious Society of Friends, officially signed; also petition of 
citizens of New York and vicinity, asking for a national commis- 
sion to investigate and report upon the subject of social vice—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Second United Presbyterian Church of 
Sterling, Kans., praying for an amendment to the Constitution 
recognizing Almighty God as the source of all power and author- 
ity in * the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOSES: Petition of citizens of Columbus, Ga., in favor 
of House bill No. 653, for the relief of book agents of the Metho- 
dist aa 75 5 al Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NOONAN: Protest of citizens of San Antonio, Tex., 
against the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second- 
1 matter to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

ads. 

By Mr. QUIGG: Papers to accompany House bill granting an 
honorable discharge to Thomas J. Miller—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

B . REED: Petition of W. S. Crowley and others, askin 
for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Cohen, Goldman & Co., of New York City, 
praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 
5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage and to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class and free matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Petition of W. D. Pond and 
20 other ex-soldiers of Unity, Marathon County, Wis., in behalf 
of a bill granting a pension of 88 per month to every soldier or 
sailor who served ninety days in the Army or Navy and $12 per 
month to the widows of the same—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of 
Milwaukee, protesting against building a bridge across the Detroit 
River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of 
Milwaukee, i}, aoe financial legislation—to the Committee on 
Banking and Riki 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska (by request): Resolutions of the 
A. P. A. councils of Omaha, Nebr., relative to the Marquette 
statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. TAFT: Papers to accompany House bill to appoint 
Samuel Bickerstaff as chief engineer in the United States Navy, 
and to place his name on the retired list—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: Petition of the Baltimore Annual 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, asking the enact- 


ment of a law preventing the nullification of State antigambling 
laws, ete.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of the Baltimore Annual Conference of the Metho- 
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dist Episcopal Church, asking concurrence in the bill forbidding 
the interstate tra rtation of obscene matter by express as 
passed by the United States Senate—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Baltimore Annual Conference of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, asking enactment of a law to raise the 
age of foo to 18 years—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 28, 1896. 


Prayer by the Sapien, Rev. W. H. MILeURy, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. WOLCOTT, and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was dis- 
pensed with. 

ORDERS FOR THE SEIZURE OF VESSELS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 16th instant, certain information as to what or- 
ders have been issued from the Treasury Department to seize ves- 
sels of the United States loaded with arms and munitions of war, 
with passengers on board, suspected to be destined for foreign 

rts, and under what authority of law such seizures and arrests 
favs been made; which, with the accompanying document, was, 
on motion of Mr. CALL, ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

REPORT OF INTERNATIONAL PRISON CONGRESS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting the report of the 
delegates of the United States to the Fifth International Prison 
Congress, held at Paris, France, July, 1895; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 19th instant approved and signed the following act and 
joint resolutions: : 

An act (S. 227) to authorize the Auditor for the War De 
ment to audit certain quartermasters’ vouchers alleged to belong 
to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo.; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 47) relating to the Federal census; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 72) directing the Public Printer to 
supply the Senate and House libraries each with 10 additional 
copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 20th instant approved and signed the following 


acts: 

An act (S. 1230) to extend the limits of the port of entry of New 
Orleans; and ; 

An act (S. 1804) to authorize the First National Bank of Sprague, 
Wash., to change its location and name. 

The m further announced that the President of the 
United States had on this day bal geet and signed the bill (S. 818) 
for the relief of Halvor K. Omlie, of Homer, N. Dak. 

NATIONAL SANITARIUM FOR TREATMENT OF PULMONARY DISEASES, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on the 11th day of April, 
1892, I submitted some observations in support of a joint resolu- 
tion that I then introduced for the appointment of a commission 
to examine certain lands in New Mexico and other of the Rocky 
Mountain States, with a provision that a report should be made to 
the President of the United States, with a view ultimately of hay- 
ing a cession of lands made for the purpose of establishing a na- 
tional sanitarium for the treatment of pulmonary diseases. That 
scheme, as originally contemplated, has fallen through, but the 

ies who are interested in the establishment of a sanitarium 

or this ba have sent me a large bundle of petitions looking 

to the direct cession of land to an organization of benevolent men 

and women interested in this matter, and after I have presented 

the petitions I desire to submit some brief observations in refer- 
ence to this very laudable undertaking. 

Mr. President, I present a petition of 24 citizens of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico; a petition of P. A. Dewey and 19 other citi- 
zens of New York; a rae of R. W. Lord and 13 other citizens 
of Maine; a petition of S. O. Brown and 11 other citizens of Maine; 
a petition of Eben Chase and 11 other citizens of Maine; a petition 
of J. H. Manly, Governor Henry B. Cleaves, and other citizens of 
Maine; a petition of Gorham P. Pomeroy and 19 other citizens of 
Rhode Island; a petition of Edward S. Aldrich and 19 other citi- 
zens of Rhode Island; a petition of Charles Clark Camp and 22 
other citizens of Minnesota; a petition of Fred C. Ackley and 16 
other citizens of Minneapolis, Minn.; a petition of Hon. Willi 
H. Eustis and 48 other citizens of pio . Minn.; a petition 
of A. B. Chalmers and 35 other citizens of Minnesota; a petition 


of John Wright and 20 other citizens of Minnesota; a petition of 


A. S. Grow and 8 other citizens of Pennsylvania; a petition of 
Charles E. Dodge, M. D., and 20 other citizens of New Hanipshire; 
a petition of J. H. Emerson and 18 other citizens of New Hamp- 
shire; a petition of J. F. Estes and 47 other citizens of New 
Hampshire; a petition of W. W. Roberts and other citizens of 
Massachusetts; a petition of Alfred Hemenway and other citizens 
of Massachusetts; a petition of Julia Ward Howe, John D. Long, 
and other citizens of husetts; a petition of ex-Governor 
William Claflin and other citizens of Massachusetts; a petition of 
William Coveney and other citizens of Massachusetts; a petition 
of Franklin Carter, president, and 11 other members of the 1 
of Williams College, Massachusetts; a petition of George V. L 
and 23 other citizens of Massachusetts; a petition of Rollin Jones 
and 22 other citizens of Massachusetts; a petition of Frank A. 
Allen and 41 other citizens of Massachusetts; a petition of John 
C. Haynes and 43 other citizens of Massachusetts; a petition of 
John A. Scott and 10 other citizens of Massachusetts; a petition 
of S. G. Miller and 37 other citizens of Massachusetts; a peti- 
tion of Charles D. Jenkins and 14 other citizens of Massachu- 
setts; a petition of He J. Thayer and 17 other citizens of Mas- 
sachusetts; a petition of B. H. Nourse and 14 other citizens of 
Massachusetts; a petition of Charles H. Taylor and 11 other citi- 
zens of Massachusetts; a petition of Robert P. Bellows and other 
citizens of Massachusetts; a petition of Dr. William P. Wessel- 
hoeft and 19 other citizens of Massachusetts; a petition of the 
Superior and Sisterhood of the Home at the Roman Catholic 
Cathedral, Boston, Mass.; a petition of Rev. Edward Everett 
Hale and other officers of the erican Invalid Aid Society; and 
a petition of the faculty of Yale University. 

Lask unanimous consent that I may make some brief observa- 
tions concerning the petitions just presented. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, and 
the Senator from New Hampshire will proceed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Among the petitioners will be found the 
names of Edward Everett Hale, Louis C. Southard, Minot J. Sav- 
age, Hezekiah Butterworth, E. H. Clement, Wallice I. Pierce, Sol- 
omon Schindler, Edwin Ginn, Julia Ward Howe, John D. Long 
M. I. Whipple, bishop of Minnesota; William Lawrence, bishop of 
Massachusetts; William E. Russell, ex-governor of Massachusetts; 
William Claflin, ex-governor of Massachusetts; Edw. Harvey 
Willett, president Trinity Club; A. E. Winship, Charles H. Taylor, 
editor Globe; editors Boston Herald, Traveller, Advertiser, Journal, 
Transcript, Educational Journal, ete.; William Coveney, Mrs. 
James T. Field, Olive Wright, Susan Fessenden, William H. Bald- 
win, Henry B. Blackwell, President Timothy Dwight, with the 
faculty of Yale University; president and faculty of Williams Col- 
lege, J. B. Mason, ex-Senator from Rhode Island; A. P. Martin, ex- 
mayor of Boston; Walter M. Guild, Julius H. Ward, Henry J. 
Thayer, Frank A. Allen, ex-mayor of Cambridge; John C. Haynes. 
president, and Julius H. Tutle, treasurer, Massachusetts Historical 
and Genealogical Society; W. H. Hart, colonel Thirty-sixth Colored 
Regiment (war record); W. T. Shapleigh, editor (old-line abo- 
litionist); Westley Jones, A. Shuman, Noah A. Plimpton, John C. 
Paige, Levi P. Lawrence, superior and Sisterhood of the Home at 
the Cathedral, Charles af Seg Smith, ex-mayor of Providence; 
Morris H. Richardson, M. D.; Samuel J. Mixter, M. D.; David W. 
Cheever, M. D.; Samuel Durgin, president Massachusetts board 
of health; William P. Wesselhoeft, M. D.; James D. Bell, M. D.; 
Hasket Derby, M. D.; Prof. Grover Robinson, Mrs. John Boyle 
O'Reilly, Alfred Hemenway, George H. Marcoe, dean Massachu- 
setts College of Pharmacy; John Dana Hubbell, Joseph H. Man- 
ley, anda very larga number of physicians, clergymen, and leading 

ucators from different parts of the country. 

In my former attempt in this direction I introduced a joint res- 
olution which I will not now read, but will ask permission to intro- 
duce it into the RECORD. As before suggested, it proposed to ap- 
point a commission for the purpose of investigating this matter 
with a view of selecting a site and recommending its cession by 
Executive proclamation to the very worthy men and women who 
were then engaged in this great philanthropic movement. That 
joint resolution was in these terms: 


a 
their appointment, Sees to the President of the United States where, in 
th t, is the proper place to establish said sanitarium, to- 


SEC. 3. That upon the receipt of such report the President shall by goe 
lamation withdraw the lands described in said report from sale, an m 


ox the piao of said um. 

SEC. 4. t the surveyors-general of the several Territories shall, under 

the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, make such surveys and render 
such assistance to said 5 as the said commission may desire. 
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|! $xo.5, That the trave fares, and 
the selecting and 8 site shall be 
of the United States, upon vouchers properly certified, and the said commis- 
sh&ll each be paia po per day for each and every day they shall be 
on su uty. 


other expenses incident to 
out of the Treasury 


not otherwise Eren 
or payment of 
other matters connected with or growing out of 


said site. * 

Mr. President, the present p is to secure by direct cession 
to the American Invalid Aid Society of Boston property now 
owned by the Government. This organization has for its object 
the amelioration, so far as may be possible, of those who are suf- 
f from pulmonary diseases in the North, and who may be 
benefited by a change of climate to the more salubrious atmos- 

here of the Rooky ountain region. The society has in view at 
The t time the Fort Stanton Military Reservation, situated 
in New Mexico, which reservation has been recently abandoned 

. by the United States Government. I will state that when the call 
for bills isreached I shall introduce a bill which provides that that 
military reservation shall be ceded by the Government to this 


Mr. President, very much has been written during the past two 
years and since this agitation was commenced concerning tl 
philanthropic movement. Dr. William P. Roberts, the managing 
editor of Folk Lore and Best Thoughts, published in Minnea X 
has given this movement the benefit of his-facile pen, and Dr. 
C. F. Nichols, of Boston, an eminent medical gentleman, has con- 
tributed exceedingly interesting articles on the subject to the 
Review of Reviews and to the newspaper press. 

I have here an article of exceeding interest from the Boston 
Traveller of January 25, 1896, discussing this subject, which is of 
sufficient interest to be introduced in this discussion: 

WORKING WONDERS—WHAT THE INVALID AID SOCIETY COULD DO WITH 
MONEY ENOUGH—GIVES HOPE TO CONSUMPTIVES—A SCHEME OF COLONI- 
ZATION OF NEW MEXICO IN EMBRYO WHICH WOULD BB OF GREAT BENE- 
FIT TO THE COUNTRY’S HEALTH. 


‘orth from man; people who were not in touch 
— of the day inquiries concerning the 


Its object was partially revealed in its title, but the great value of the work 
it has done and is still cine and its hopes p for the future y 
be ed from somebody intimately connected with the wor 

society was ineo usetts and Ohio three years ago. 
Dr. Edward Everett e is entitled to the honor of its existe for he 
ically formed it a year before its incorporation, and is its president pro 

pore, there having been a vacancy in the head office since the last ann 


mee i kiah 
dents, and E. H. Clement, Edwin Ginn, and Leon M. Abbett are the trustees. 
There are 


8 
Äi ica, 
L. Bradford Prince, g New Mexico; Hon. A. P. Lo 
of tho 9 mpanion, and S. W. Manning. 


as 
re os- 
cod liver oil, or any other medicines are as unstable as water. Mean- 

1 — 5 rovided for comfort or ref for the poorer classes, who are 
thrown upon pu or private charity, are uate. Refused at the hos- 
tals, there is nowhere near room enough for the vast number in the estab- 
ts thus far provided, and such as gain on to the homes for 
incurables do not last dd as; The annual death list from consumption in 


btle curati ualities, de: chemical analysis, but 
and air of these dry drained placea, but Colorado and 
included, as well as certain of Florida. 


The Lyman estate, near Jacksonville, Fla. 


property known as the Moses 
belongs to the association. and it is thought in Congress that the prospect of 
obtaining from the Government a valuable property at Las Cruces, N. Mex., 
is This pro Stanton Park, which has been held as a Govern- 
ment reserve for t its usefulness in that direc over, 
and it was to have been 


had some effect decision, for it is still retained. It consists of man 
acres of tind, irrigated, which is an t item in that Territory. and 
a number of in repair. A petition is being 


Aar the prominent names in many States to secure grants of land in New 
exico for the use of consumptives, who may find in the climate 
of that Territory health and usefulness, and the gift of Stanton Park is 
expected asan answer to that petition, icularly as the people of New Mex- 
ico are desirous of forming new colonies. Senator GALLINGER has already 
interested Congress in the subject by an address full of practical points, the 
best of which was made by placing the work of the society on a basis of sound 
po economy. He $ it sent awa o un uctive e 
litical y. Hed ed that it t yth productive peopl 
of one State and or other States the same number of productive people. 
No offense being intended toward invalids, it is still trne that Spares are 
= in showing the cost to the State of any unproductive class of its 
Zens. 

No prejudice of sect appears in the work and there is no plan to saye souls 
except incidentally. The desire is to rescue withont loss of time the sensitive 
bodies of consumptives. The past work speaks for itself. The future is filled 
with plans which include the continuance of the work of the past, the pub- 
lication of papers upon the subjects of 8 to consumptives, and the 
arrangements to 6 2 ysicians and laymen not informed 
upon problems of c tology—free ormation, and charts and maps ata 
moderate price. but by no means least, the society will provide mone 
for poor applicants as soon as its financial condition will permit, and will 

h homes and opportunities for work that the invalids may become salf- 
supporting as soon as possible. It also ee to establish sometime small 
colonies or sanitariums, of tents or isolated houses—a ital PAR which 

ccessful in Belgium and in army ice. offered by 

President Diaz in Mexico and by land owners in several favored neighbor- 

Bu for money and the establishment of a permanent 

be slow work unless States, societies, and 
individuals take up the matter. 


I have also a letter dated Las Cruces, N. Mex., from a youn 
man who was sent there by this society, and who has Fixes | 
complete health from a condition that was supposed to be hope- 
less in the latitude of New land. I understand that several 
of those already sent tothe Rocky Mountain region by the Inyalid 
Aid Society have been greatly benefited. 

In my former remarks on this question I called attention to the 
fact that there are a great many precedents for this kind of legis- 
lation. The former joint rosolution was criticised in certain 
quarters and by certain ne pers, one t newspaper of the 
country saying it was paternalism run mad, the claim being made 
that a proposition to ask the Government to do anything fora 
certain class of invalids is an absurdity and ought not for a mo- 
ment to be entertained. 

On that occasion I called attention to the fact that we have 
Homes for seamen established by the Government; that we have 
National Homes for Disabled Volunteers established by the Goy- 
ernment; that we have an institution for the deaf and dumb in the 
District of Columbia supported by the Government; that we have 
set apart two sections o din each township for public schools; 
that we have a reservation of mines, salines, timber, and water 
under other sections of the statute for sundry uses; that we have 
even allowed John Chamberlin the privilege to erect a hotel on 
the Government reservation at Fortress Monroe; that we have 
national cemeteries established and sustained by the Government; 


that the legislation concerning the hot cess of Arkansas is a 
recognition of the principle involved in the legislation; 
and that by sections 2474 to 2477 the vast territory known as the Yel- 


Jowstone Park, with all its natural wonders, has been set apart and 
provision made for its protection for purposes of pleasure and for 
purposes of pleasure alone. I then called attention to the fact that 
in addition to the Yellowstone Park we have the General Grant 
National Park, the Sequoia National Park, and the Yosemite Na- 
tional Park, in the State of California, covering a million acres of 
land, and those parks are established and maintained as pleasure 
8 for the people of the United States. I took occasion at 
time likewise to call attention to the fact that we have by leg- 
islation provided for the treatment of precisely this class of cases 
in domestic animals, and that we have appropriated millions of 
dollars through the Bureau of Animal Industry for this very pur- 
pose. A few days ago when the Agricultural appropriation bill 
was under consideration, if I remember correctly, more than half 
a million dollars was appropriated out of the public Treasury for 
the er of treating pleuro-pneumonia and similar diseases in 
the domestic animals of this country, and nobody objected to it. 
Mr. President, the purpose of the friends of this measure is to 
do something for the men and women and especially for the youths 
of this country who are suffering and dying from this same ter- 
rible Cisse 2 8 in the 5 e * of ma 
mitting nearly four years ago y that a distinguish 
sanitarian of this country had made a computation—I will not 
vouch for its correctness—but he made a computation that the 
mortality from consumption in Vermont, Maine, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, and Rhode Island is 25 in every 100; that in 
Connecticut, Delaware, the District of Columbia, New Jersey, 
and New York it is 30 in 100; that in Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and Washington it is 16 in 100; 
that in California, Indiana, Kentucky, Minnesota, and Wiscon- 
sin it is 14 in 100; that in Dakota, Iowa, Oregon, Tennessee, and 
Virginia it is 12 in 100; that in IIlinois it is 11 in 100; that in 
Nebraska, Missouri, and Montana it is 9 in 100; that in Colorado, 
„Louisiana, and North Carolina it is 8 in 100; that in 
Alabama, Florida, Mississippi, and Utah it is 6 in 100; that in 
Arkansas, South Carolina, and Texas it is 5 in 100, and that in 
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New Mexico it is only 3 in 100, and the mortality in New Mexico 


comprises not wg what would actually come to the inhabitants 
of that Territory, but likewise includes the numerous persons suf- 
fering from pulmonary diseases who go to that salubrious climate 
from our Northern communities in search of health. If I remem- 
ber correctly, only a few weeks ago a statement was made in one 
of the newspapers of this city that 70 per cent of the deaths of 
that week occuring in the District of Columbia were due to dis- 
eases of the respiratory system in one form or another. These 
figures show that the mortality from this class of cases in the 
country has reached a point that is a matter of actual alarm to 
the ple who are desirous to ameliorate it, some of whom are 
willing to give of their time and of their money to accomplish 
this very desirable result. 

The American Invalid Aid Society of Boston, Mass., is a volun- 
tary organization, com of private individuals who have al- 
realy contributed largely of their means, who are sending pae 
= ane pe pier 1 C to the 5 ne 

un region and paying expenses for the p - 
ing to do something for ahaa in the direction of giving them health 
and rescuing them from this disease, which is ordinarily incurable 
in our northern latitudes. 

It seems to me that the Congress of the United States nay well 

use, and, following the precedent that has been establi in 

matter of legislation for the Bureau of Animal Ind con- 
tribute something out of the funds of the public Treasury, if need 
be, although that is not asked at the present time, for the purpose 
of rescuing our people from the ravages of pulmona footy 
After having given millions of dollars out of the public Treasury 
for the purpose of treating our domestic animals and saving the 
herds of the country from a similar fatality, it seems str that 
Congress should not be equally willing to do something in the line 
suggested by the petitioners. I can not but believe that a ready 
response will come to this appeal from the benevolent and philan- 
thropic people of the country. 

Mr. ident, I have taken quite too much time in presenting 
this matter, but my personal interest in it is very 3 I am 
glad to see that the p. thropic people of this country, the phy- 
sicians, the clergymen, the educators, the men co with 
our great newspapers as well, are being thoroughly aroused to 
this subject. There is, in my judgment, already in this country 
a sentiment and a seeing that will warrant any reasonable action 
on the part of Congress looking to the doing of something in the 
direction that I have indicated. 

As Ihave already stated, when the order of bills is reached I 
shall introduce a bill, to be referred to the Committee on Public 


people, and surely no | 
‘or 


ead. All over our lan 
heard, and with anxious heart and earnest ag cry stricken ones plead for 
patina sympathy and national pod Surely that cry will not go unheeded; 


Mr. President, I move that the 8 which I have presented 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Henry W. Voss, of 
the National Game, Bird, and Fish Protective Association, and 
sundry other citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the 
of House bill No. 5729, to regulate interstate traffic in wild game; 
which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and 
the Protection of Game. hes 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Shanks, Ohio, 
praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 17 citizens of Columbus, Ohio, 
and a petition of 75 citizens of Canton, Ohio, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation giving second-class mail matter, such as reli- 
gious tracts, full advantage of the act of July 16,1894; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of J. P. Boston and 31 other 
citizens of Pittsburg, Kans., praying for the adoption of the Chris- 
tian amendment to the preamble of the Constitution; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. M. E. Perrine, of Topeka, 
Kans., together with sundry petitions containing 870 signatures 
of citizens of Kansas, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
239, to so amend the internal- revenue laws of the United States as 
to prohibit the issuance of permits to sell intoxicants in the State 
of except to those who hold a permit issued by virtue of 
the laws of the State of Kansas; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


Mr, McMILLAN presented the petition of Thomas G. Hensey 
and sundry other citizens of Le Droit Park, District of Columbia, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the exten- 
sion of streets and avenues in the city of Washington; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Washing- 
ton, D. C., praying for the passage of the one-dollar-gas bill, and 
also praying for a reduction in the price of electric lighting in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of the city of 
Washington, paying for the passage of Senate joint resolution 
No. 84, providing for the completion of the water supply of the 
District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Washington, 
D. C., praying for the p e of Senate bill No. 1886, or some 
similar measure, regaina fhe Ecki n and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and remon- 
35 tho extension of the tracks of that com until 
its existing lines are modernly equipped and o ted; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 22, Cigar Makers’ 
International Union of America, of Detroit, Mich., pra for an 
amendment of the act prohibi the importation and immigra- 
tion of foreigners and aliens under contract to perform labor in 
the United States, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Central City „No. 95, In- 
ternational Association of Machinists, of Jackson, Mich., praying 
for an investigation of the treatment accorded machinists in the 
Brooklyn (N. Y.) Navy-Yard and other navy-xards in the coun- 

; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
also presented a petition of the Merchants and Manufac- 
turers’ Exchange of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment of 
legislation reducing the rate of letter postage to 1 cent, and also 
for the restriction of second-class mail matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Frank Wells, president, and 
Henry P. Baker, secretary, of the Michigan State Board of Heal 
praying for the establishment of a national quarantine station a 

ortland, Me.; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Health and National Quarantine. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Federated Trades As- 
sembly of Duluth, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation 
defining and concerning punishments in United States courts for 
contempt; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He resented a petition of Local Union No. 37, Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Bookbinders, of St. Paul, Minn., and a 
tition of Local Union No. 98, Cigar Makers’ International Union 
of America, of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 3346, to raise additio revenue for the support of the 
Government; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the National Association of 
Stationary Engineers, No. 8, of Brockton, Mass., praying for the 

of Senate bill No. 735, to reorganize and increase the effi- 
ciency of the personnel of the Navy; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BAKER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wa- 
keeney, Kans., praying for the enactment of le; tion amending 
the internal-revenue laws so as to prohibit the issuance of its 
to sell intoxicants in the State of Kansas except to those who hold 
a permit by virtue of the laws of that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Topeka, Kans., 
praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of South 
Dakota, remonstrating against the passage of the Pacific Railroad 
funding bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions adopted by the Missouri State 
board of agriculture, favoring the enactment of legislation equal- 
izing the grants of land to State universities; which were referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KYLE presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union and of the branch of the Young Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of South Dakota, and a memorial of the 
school board of Carthage, S. Dak., remonstrating against the in- 
troduction of military training in the public schools of the coun- 

; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ealso presented the petition of G. R. Norcott and sundry other 
citizens of Huron, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion giving to second-class mail matter, such as religions tracts, 
full advantage of the act of July 16, 1894; which was referred to 


the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Mr. PALMER presented 


a petition of 79 citizens of the State of 
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Illinois, praying for the of House bill No. 2626, for the 
protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Frank M. Hannah and 41 other 
citizens of Foosland, III., praying for the mit pie of 5 
religious amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a joint resolution of the legislature 
ol the State of Mississippi, praying Con to grant a township 
of United States land in the State of Mississippi for the support 
and maintenance of a hospital, medical college, and bureau of vital 
statistics of the University of Mississippi, to be located at Vicks- 
burg, Miss.; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Joint resolution of the legislature of the State of beep memorializing 
the Con; of the United States to grant a township of the United States 
land in the State of Mississippi for the support and maintenance of a hos- 

ital medical college and bureau on vital statistics of the University of 

Qississippi, to be located at Vicksburg, Miss. 

Whereas there are large areas of United States lands in the State of Mis- 
sissippi, and the t of such lands for educational purposes is at all times 
commendable | tion: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the senate (the house concurring), That the Co 
States is aroni respectfully memo and uested to 
ship of United States land situated in the State of Mississi ni n trust to the 
State of Mississippi, for the support and maintenance of hospital medical 
college and bureau on vital statistics of the University of Mississippi, to be 
located at Vicksburg, Miss. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is 8 required to 
transmit a copy of this joint resolution to the Senators from Mississippi, to 
= pen to Congress, and also copies to each of the Representatives of 

Passed the house February 28, 1896. 


of the United 
t a town- 


FRANK A. CRITZ, 
Speaker pro tempore of the House. 


J. H. JONES, 
President of the Senate. 
A. J. McLAURIN, Governor. 


J. L. POWER, Secretary of State. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of John W. Zehring and 
sundry other citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation giving to second-class mail matter, such as 
religious tracts, full advantage of the act of July 16, 1894; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Massachusetts State 
Board of Trade, praying for the establishment of a department of 
commerce and manufactures; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented the petition of Ira 
Harris, of West Superior, Wis., praying for the ge of House 
bill No. 5555, authorizing the tary of the Navy to organize 
national naval volunteers in States bordering upon the Great 
Lakes; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a 8 of Reader Lodge, No. 299, Interna- 
tional Association of hinists, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for 
an investigation of alleged abuses in the treatment of machinists 
at the Brooklyn (N. Y.) Navy-Yard and other navy-yards in the 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He presented a petition of the Oshkosh (Wis.) Association 
of Engineers, and a petition of the Association of Stationary En- 

eers of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the passage of Senate bill 

o. 735, to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the personnel 
of the Navy; which were referred to the Committee on Naval 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted at the annual convention of the Missouri Roads Improve- 
ment Association, held at Columbia, Mo., praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 5462, establishing e experimental sta- 
tions in connection with the colleges established in the several 
States under the act of July 2, 1862; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
at a meeting of the Missouri State board of agriculture, held at 
Jefferson City, Mo., March 3, 1896, praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the final adjustment of the e 
lands . to Missouri for the equalization of land grants to 
the State universities and for the establishment of engineering 

iment stations in connection with the colleges established in 
the several States under the act of July 2, 1862; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. ALLEN (ios Mr. THURSTON) presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Bartlett, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion giving to second-class mail matter, such as religious tracts, 
full advantage of the act of July 16, 1894; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sun citizens of 
Towanda, III., remonstrating . the keeping of the statue of 
Pere Marquette in Statuary ; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

He also presented the petition of W. D. Miller, of Alton, III., 


Passed the Senate February 14, 1896. 


Approved March 6, 1896. 
A true copy. 


praying that all soldiers and sailors who lost their sight in the 
nited States service or in the line of their duties, be granted a 
pension of $20 per month; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of H. L. Potter, late colonel 
Seventy-first Regiment New York State Militia, praying that the 
pay of veterans in departmental or other service of the United 


tates may not be 3 for less than six months' absence on 
account of sickness or bility; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. : 

He also 5 a petition of Island 3 No. 388, In- 
ternational Association of Machinists, of Moline, III., praying for 
an investigation into the condition of machinists employed at the 
Brookl avy- Yard, and other navy-yards in the country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of 55 citizens of Canton, Ohio; 
a petition of sundry citizens of Ohio, and a petition of 17 citizens 
of Columbus, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation giv- 
ing to second-class mail matter, such as religious tracts, full ad- 
vantage of the act of July 16, 1894; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the National Game, Bird, and 
Fish Protective Association, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the interstate-commerce law, pro- 
hibiting common carriers from transporting any game for sale, for 
market, or for storage out of such States and Territories as have 
nonexport laws; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, 

Mr. BAKER presented additional papers to accompany an 
amendment submitted by him March 18, 1896, intended to be pro- 
posed to the Indian ey a bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 3 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill 5 2454) restoring the Santee Sioux Indians, 
of Nebraska, and the Flandreau Sioux Indians, of South Dakota, 
formerly known as and being a confederacy of the Medawakanton 
and Wapakoota Sioux Indians, to all rights, privileges, and bene- 
fits enjoyed by them and theirancestors under the treaties of 1837 
and 1851, and for reo , reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Lands, submit- 
ted a report to accompany the bill (S. 698) to provide for the erec- 
tion of an additional fireproof building for the National Museum, 
heretofore reported from that committee. 

Mr. Mc LAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1781) making an appropria- 
tion to furnish flags for the schoolhouses of the District of Colum- 
= reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2321) to authorize and regulate the sale of unclaimed 
freight, baggage, and other pro in the District of Columbia, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2359) defining the standard shape and size for dry measures 
to be used in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5363) authorizing the construction of a fog 
signal on the north pier of the entrance to Menominee Harbor, 
x isconsin, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. — 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 55) for the establishment of a light-house and fog-signal 
station at or near Big Oyster Bed Shoal, New Jersey, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1135) to amend the act creating 
the circuit courts of appeals, and for other purposes, to report 
adversely thereon. 

I will state that what is contained in this bill has been passed 
by the Senate in other bills with the exception of one section. I 
move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported adversely thereon, and 
the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1619) to enlarge the jurisdiction of United States com- 
missioners; 

A bill (S. 2534) to amend section 4193 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to the record of bills of sale, mortgages, hypothecations, 
and conveyances of vessels; and 

A bill (S. 2561) amending section 5347 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to offenses by masters and officers of 
American vessels, 
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Mr. HO AR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2263) to provide for the settlement of accounts 
and claims in certain cases, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2546) concerning the court of appeals in the District of 
Columbia, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 811) to provide a district attorney and a marshal for the 
western judicial district of the State of South Carolina, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2346) to prescribe the times and places of 
holding the district court of the United States in and for the dis- 
trict of Alaska, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. On Friday last I reported from the Committee 
on Patents an amendment to the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill and had it referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations without printing. I present the same amendment 
now, and ask that it may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESID . It will be so ordered. 

Mr. PLATT. From the Committee on Indian Affairs, I pro 
an amendment to the bill making appropriations for the Indian 
service, and ask that it may be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. It is an important amendment. It 
deals with the condition of affairs in the Indian Territory and 
authorizes the commissioners already appointed to perform addi- 
tional service. j ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 835) ma 5 
to survey the lands of the Five Civilized Tri in the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes, reported favorably thereon, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill = 2284) for the relief of homestead settlers 
in Gregory County, S. Dak., reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 687) to apply the unexpended balance of 
the amount heretofore appropriated for the relief of the captain, 
owners, officers, and crew of the late United States private armed 
brig General Armstrong, their heirs, executors, administrators, 
agents, or assigns, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

. FRYE. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3013) to amend section 4131 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States to improve the mer- 
chant marine engineer service and thereby also to increase the 
efficiency of the Naval Reserve, to report it with an amendment, 
the amendment being a substitute for the House bill. I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate amendment, which is a sub- 
stitute, may be adopted and that then the House bill as amended 
may take the place of Order of Business 379, being the bill 6. 1242) 
to amend section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
to improve the merchant marine engineer service, and thereby, 
also, to increase the efficiency of the Naval Reserve, and that the 
Senate bill on the Calendar be indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it will be so ordered. 


MEMORIAL OF THE NATIONAL WOOL GROWERS’ ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following concurrent resolution, submitted by Mr. 
SHERMAN on the 5th instant, reported it without amendment; and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 additional copies of Senate Document No. 17 of the first ses- 
sion of the Fifty-fourth Congress, being the memorial of the National Wool 
Growers’ Association; of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate 
and 8,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 


REPORT ON NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, submitted by Mr, COCKRELL on 
the 5th instant, reported it without amendment; and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 12,000 additional copies of the report of the Board of Engineers 
relative to the construction and completion of the Nicaragua Canal, without 
maps; of which 4,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 8,000 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE, 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate that the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions in the matter of the proposed amendment to the Constitu- 


tion of the United States relating to the election of Senators by 
sa le be pea in the RECORD. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Baco in the chair). Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
The report, submitted by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the 
5 on Privileges and Elections, on the 20th instant, is as 
‘ollows: 


The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom was referred S. R. 6, 
being Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States 8 for the election of Senators by the votes of the quali- 
fied electors of the States,” having had the same under consideration, beg to 


submit the following report: 
itution of the United States provides, among other 
things, as follows: 


Article V of the 

“The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it necessary, 
shall 8 amendments to this Constitution, or, on the application of the 
legislatures of two-thirds of the several States, sl call a convention for 
proposing amendments, which, in either case, shall be valid to all intents and 
. as part of this Constitution, when ratified by the legislatures of 

hhree-fourths of the several States, or by conventions in fourths 
Goh as the one or the other mode of ratification may be proposed by the 
ingress.” 

1 3 ‘roll geen ove of this grant of power the pending amendment has been 
submi ; 

The men who framed the Constitution, cor the probable necessity of 
amendments in the future, did not leave the question either as to the right 
to amend or the mode of doing it an. m one, but in the provision just 
quoted wisely provided the means and the manner Rhone ndments 
could be made. 


sailable, your committee have appr ed the consideration of the ding 
roposition with a full appeoa ion of the gravity of the subject and of the 
portance of the public interests involved. That any change in any of the 
provisions of the general charter should be made for any mere trivial cause, 
or on account of any mere sentiment, is a proposition to which your com- 
mittee could not accede. 


THE RELATION WHICH THE STATES RESPECTIVELY BEAR TO THE GENERAL 
GOVERNMENT IS NOT AFFECTED BY THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT. 


The principal objection is based upon the false theory that a change in the 
manner of electing Senators will operate to the nature of the —— 
zation of our Government, and of the relations not only which the States 
to the Federal Union but also the relations which Senators bear to the States 
respectively and to the people of those States. This pro; amendmen 
says one, is an invasion of the principle which it is claimed was esta 
by the Constitution, that the Senate represents the States in their sovereign 
or political capacity, rather than the ple of the States collectively or 
otherwise. It is urged that this is fun ental, and, furthermore, that it is 
as important to the aone maintenance of governmental brium and 
the theory upon which our Government is founded as it is fun ental. But 
however well founded may be the contention—and this is not controverted 
by your committee—that United States Senators are the representatives of 
the States in their political or sovereign capacity rather than of the people, 


tive in the slightest degree of that relation which was established between 
United States 


mators and the States they represent by the adoption of 
Constitution. aby * = =e 


The proposed amendment does not propose tointerfere in any manner what- 
ever with the fundamental law, save and except in the one cular, namely, 
as to the mode in which the several States shall choose their Senators. No 
issue is made by the proposed amendment with those who regard the Senate 
as the especial representative of the States in their sovereign hap act re Ore part 
of whose duty it is to see that the States respectively are not denied any of 
the rights to which they are justly entitled under our system of government, 
That is a question no element of which is included in the proposed amend- 
ment, It simply relates to the mode in which the States respectively shall 
choose their Senators—whether by the! atures or by the people. 

The proposed amendment does not in the slightest degree trench upon the 
system upon which our Government is found: The doctrine that Senators 
are the representatives of the States as such may be admitted without ques- 
tion; hut it is one nevertheless which does not grow out of or in any manner 
depend eng the mode by which Senators are elected, but wholly and en- 
tirely on the A Sa ratio of representation to which each State is entitled in 
the Senate of the United States. Theshare of representation to be accorded 
each State in the Senate is one „and the mode or manner of selecting 
that representation, whatever it may be, is quite another and different thing. 
The one—the former—relates to the question that Senators are more 
ticularly the representatives of the Statesin their political capacity; while 
the other relates only to what perhaps may by some be considered more 
unimportant matter, as to how and by whom the States shall choose this 
resentation, whether by their legislatures or by a direct vote of the people. 

A careful review of the debates when the Constitution was under consid- 
eration will disclose the fact that 181 uest ion as to whether the Senate should 
represent the States in their political capacity or the le arose not in the 
consideration of the question as to the manner in which Senators should be 
elected, but rather in considering the question as to the ratio of representa- 
tion in this body to which each State should be entitled. The contest on this 
important question was one of immense importance and much 8 tho 
Constitutional Convention, the contest be between the large moro 

ulous States on the one hand and the smaller and less populous States on 

& other. The propositions submi and discussed relating to this impor- 
tant subject were numerous. One was that each State should have a repre- 


JVCVVCCFCCFCCCCCTTTT EAPO camer 
e representation sho proportion eir p respec- 
tively, while. a third was that of equal eee that is to pay thet each 


State, whether lar; or poor, near or distant, weak or power- 


rge or small, ri 
ful, popoio or otherwise, should have in the Senate of the United States 


the same representation, the same voice, as each and every other 
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State, however wide might be the difference as to important property rights 
3 wealth, influence, or 
fter much discussion the 
upon, namely, N 
in the Senate of the United 8 


th change 
Senators would not in the slightest manner 


Tho convention having decided that the ntation in the Senate should 
be equally apportioned as between all the States, another and scarcely less 
im: t one came up for consideration, and various were the tions 
su ted and considered as to the number of Senators each State should 
have. — of the members preferred a small number, and one Senator 


interfere with it. 


maj be made a quorum, the power would in fourteen mem- 
bers, which was too small a number for such a trust’; and finally, after long 
and able discussion, it was agreed that each State should be entitled to two 


a 
Senators, and a provision to that effect became a 


It is therefore made a r 
whether the Senate of United States should be regard: 
sentative of the States, respectively, in their 
as the representative of the ple of the 


that question ever has been determined. not by the 

Senators should be chosen, not in the determination as to the number of 
Senators that each State should have, but rather in the consideration and 
determination of the question as to the fixed ratio of representation that each 
State should havein toall its sister States in the Senate of the United 
States. Therefore the objection is not tenable that any proposed change in 
the mode of . as an attempt to de- 
N the Sta respectively, as Sta their sovereign or A sr mesg capac- 
ty, of their n of the United States. 


NO CHANGE IN OUR SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT IS SUGGESTED BY THIS 


AMENDMENT. 

The amendment suggests no change whatever in our system of 
government in respect to the relations of the ‘erent departments to each 
other. It neither recommends nor provides for any departure from the 
established relations between the two branches of the Togislative do ment 
of the Government or from the existing relation that the Senate of the 
United States bears to the States, vely. Nor does it su t any 
change in the relation of the States to the General Government. It does 
a change, however, in the mode—only this, nothing more—by which 

Eho States, respectively. and the le thereof shall choose their represent- 
ati e Senate of the Uni States. Under the present provisions of 
the Constitution they are chosen be Ew legisiatures of the States, respec- 
amendment change this, so that instead of the leg- 


the people or qualified electors of a State shall elect the Senators 


WHY ARE NOT THE PROPLE, THE QUALIFIED ELECTORS OF A STATE, THE 
PROPER MOUTHPIECE OF THE STATE LN THE ELECTION OF SENATORS? 
. Bat conceding, for the argument, the correctness of the doctrine that Sena- 
tors are the representatives of the States in their sovere: or political 
capacity, who, let us Inquire. are more justly entitled to a direct voice in 
selection of the men who shall, i yes please, represent the States, 
tively, in their sovereign or polit: capacity in the Senate, defend their 
3 pen maintain their dignity, assert their prerogatives, uphold their integ- 
rity. and d and enforcement of their chartered 
rights than the people—the 


precise question involved in roposed constitutional amendment. 
are more entitled to for the State than the le a a 172 5 
rs en- 


in their individual and collective capacity as qualified e 
titled to speak, then why not directly and for — and not through 
their representatives in State legislatures? 

The proposition toelect by the people is, it is believed, elemental as well as 
fundamental when considered in connection with the underlying principle 
upon which individual suffrage is based. His right to vote, accorded to the 

tizen for all lative officers, which can not be denied or abridged, either 
by the United States or by any State on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude, carries with it the implication. exce that implica- 
tion is destroyed by another provision of the Constitution, right to ex- 
ercise such prixiago not only 3 directly, not through the medium 
of a vicarious agent. Members of the National ouseof Representatives and 
United States Senators are, under our system, ized as elective officers, 
as contradistinguished from those Federal judges, for instance, who do not 
come within that but are appointed. 

But in all elective officers, as above stated, each individual voter has a spe- 
cial interest, which it is presumed he has under our general system of suf- 

aright to promote at the polls. That right, it is submitted, should not 
be with restrictions which prevent its full, fair, and effective exer- 
cise. t the citizen is permitted to do as hereinbefore sta in 
a vicarious 


own 3 in his own eee the individual voter has any in- 
terest to be represented by a tor of the United States a that 
eral interest he has in the maintenance ty and the preserva- 

of the rights of the State in its sov tical capacity—and he 


or po 
doubtless has, or at least should bave—and if he has a t to represent that 
interest in any manner whatever at the ballot box, as it is believed he has or 
have, in the opinion of your committee, he should be permitted 
to do so directly. 
THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT is A JUST TRIBUTE TO THE INTELLIGENCE AND 
INTEGRITY OF THER INDIVIDUAL VOTER. 


fact, vote directly at all, but must content himself with casting a vote for 
members of the legislature, who may or may not Lape poe represent his wishes 


in the vote they may cast for Senator, Itcarriesw the implication that 
the people, the q ed voters of a State, are, for some reason, unfit for the 
full exercise of the elective franchise, except ina qualified and largely re- 
stricted sense. The present system is in practice, purpose, and effect a decla- 
ration ghat for some occult reason, which isin no way made manif: it is un- 
safe prejudicial to the public interests 3 the election of 

to a vote of the people. 


tives, whether of the House or Senate, is plainly manifest. 


THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT IS AN ENLARGEMENT OF THE RIGHT OF SUF- 
FRAGE ON THE PART OF THOSE ENTITLED TO ITS EXERCISE UNDER EX- 
ISTING LAWS, AND IT TENDS TO RENDER IMPOSSIBLE THE USE OF IM- 
PROPER METHODS TO INFLUENCE SENATORIAL ELECTIONS. 


system, in the opinion of your committee, can be rly termed frea 
ublican which g pare pinn Tho individual voter of his rig t to cast his 
ce, whether it 


resentativ: States Senator. 

Again, while it is possible that the inducementsof a wealthy and unscrupu- 
lous aspirant for Senatorial honors may reach and improperly influence the 
ENOT o a small body in the legislature, such a thing moni be absolutely 
impossible were the decision left to the great mass of voters. 

THE MATERIAL INTERESTS OF THE STATE SUFFER BY REASON OF PRO- 
TRACTED SENATORIAL CONTESTS IN THH LEGISLATURE, WHICH ARE OF 
FREQUENT OCCURRENCE. 

Another unanswerable objection, as it seems to committee, to the pres- 
a see of electing Senators is to be found in maron length of time fre- 
quently consumed by. see. 3 of a State in the election of a Senator 
soa the eins Hk ract nn ot ai legislative 1 . which 
agree p r longs to such a body, to say nothing es eeling, 
and contention that too often follow = 


the electi: f Senators determined da: 5 iso pny in th 
0 on oi a on a day as e case 
of members of the House? 

It seems to your committee that the history of Senatorial elections ina num- 
ber of States in the last few years, resulting in several cases in contests 
longed throughont the entire session of the legislatures and in failures toel 

in otber cases in similar contests occu SA hyd eee 

tire t of itself to 


the en sessions of the legislatu: 0 a con vin < 
tad hi the proposed ohangein the manner of electing Dalted States 


untors. 

The long contest in the legislature of the State of New York a few years 
ago has not been forgotten. The contest before the legislature of the State 

Oregon of the session of 1882 extended through the entire session, result- 
ing in an election at the last moment of the session. A similar contest oo- 
curred in the last islature—to the great detriment of the public 
business. In 1892-93 the l tures of the States of Washington, Montana, 
and alder were sev y en; d from the be g to the end of the 
sessions of said legislatures in enduavors to elect United States Senators—one 
in Washington, one in Montana, and one in Sree effort in each case 
proving an entire failure and resulting in the appointment of a Senator from 
each of those States by the governors of the States, res; vely, which ap- 
pointees, after protracted contest in the United States Senate, were denied 

ttance. Again, in the last Idaho | lature, alxo in that of Washington, 
the greater portion of each was involved in protracted — over 
the slection of Senator. The recent contest before the legislature State 

Delaware is fresh in the public mind, eee be the claim now pendin 

of Mr. Du Pont to a seat in the Senate, while the y reports of the Gon 
in the legislature of the State of Kentucky, resulting as it has, after weary 
months of fruitless balloting, in a failure to elect, adds strength to the propo- 
sition of your committee. 

But another vital objection to the election of Senators by the 
and in favor of the p must beapparent toall. How frequently’ 
is it true that in the tion of members of a State legislature, at a time 
when such legislature has as one of its duties the election of a Senator, ever 
consideration is lost sight of mn ps the solitary one as to how candidates fe 

will vote on the question of the Senatorship. Will they vote for this 
man or that man, or against this one or the other one, are the eee ques- 
tions asked. These are the ixsues in such a campaign, while the question as 
to the candidate's qualifications for the business of general legislation or the 
views he entertains with reference to the poar material interests of the 
State—internal improvements, assessments, taxation, revenue, corporatio 
appropriations, trusts, municipal affairs, salaries and fees of officers, civil ani 
criminal code, 8 and other like important subjects—are wholl 
lost sight of. Who does not believe that not un ently are the most vital 
interests of the State made to suffer, and in a marked 2 from the very 
fact that the question of the election of a Senator is a distracting aud dis- 
ae on of members of the legislature, but 


legislature 


element, not only in the selecti 
© legislature itself? 

PUBLIC OPINION DEMANDS THE CHANGE. 
„and one which 


nounced, as it is imperative; earnest, as it seems to be, u 
The belief in the public mind is rap- 


manent, but to the 6 are transient. 

It is quite immate: as to whether this belief in the public mind is well 
fo — otherwise. aa — rs there 4 — oe the 3 pf yonr 8 
ittee, one means of removing it, and a change mode 

ualified electors 05. each State shall have the 
f oicefor Senator. ctions of any kind 
tof those entitled under the law to the elective franchise in a 


under VVV 
now our 
. voter of the right to cast his vote directly, 


age N 


choice for United States Senators; not until this restriction is removed 
will our blie rise to the true dignity and implied in the phrase 
By y free and independ representative gov. = 


the sentiment in favor of this proposed change in the 
States Senators, attention i 


which convened Decem- 


The first speech ever delivered in either of support of such 
an amendment was de Senate Mr. MITCHELL in support of 
his amendment on April 22,1890. The amendment was then 
tothe Elections, but no action was taken 


and no action taken thereon. Duriug the session (first session Fifty-first 
Congress) eight similar proposed amendments were introduced in the House 
of Re: tatives by as many different Representatives from as many dif- 
ferent States. No action was taken, however, except an adverse report on 
one was made from the Judiciary Committee through Mr. Hammond of 
At first session of the Fifty three 
were in the Senate—one ay. of introduced 
December 10, 189], and on that day on motion referred to your commi $ 
another by Senator TURPTE of Ind introd on the same day, Decem- 
ber, 10, 1891, and on his motion laid on the table. This resolution on De- 
cember 17, on Senator TURPIE'S motion, up for considera „for 


over v W. 8 3 amendments 
ore ergo separ wren House by as many members, and on 
July 21.1 of these amendments passed the the vote being—yeas 
141, nays 50. Laon iy Seay soy movent tin Congre a EEEn 
is not when thi nine California, 
Idaho, Iowa, Wisconsin, Indiana, Kansas, W „und last, but not least, 
be pt ope State of Ohio—have through their tures instructed in favor 
of amendment. 


PUBLIO OPINION ON THIS SUBJECT HAS UNDERGONE A MATERIAL CHANGE 
SINCE THE ADOPTION OF THE CONSTITUTION. 
Man 


restrictions on the right of suffrage in addition to those now recog- 
nized by our present system were su ted and strongly urged in the Con- 
stitutional Convention by many | and infinential members of that dis- 
caer wa EE pen un, Hever NA pro to limit the right of 
suffrage to 8 though at that time 9 of the 13 States had extended 
the right of suffrage beyond freeholders and eliminated this restriction 
ey tate laws. 


by ted, 
there was a very large and influential sentiment to the con and on the 
final vote in the convention as to whether the members of the 


voted in the negative; the States of Connecticut and Dela- 
F New York, Pennsylvania, Virginia, 
North 1 and Georgia voted in the affirmative. 


Roger of Connecticut; Elbridge Gerry, usetts, and 
Pierce Butler, South ded vigorously, ably, and with 
ed that they should be chosen by the ures of the 


States, respecnivaty, in the same manner substantially as United States Sen- 
ators are now chosen. Sherman, in the course of the debate. made 
this declaration: ** The people immediately should have as little todo as may 
be about the Government. 


wi 
tha 


ti 
ocacy of elections rt Posen Bagi ree kr wae “Tam in favor of 
g the Federal pyramid to a consi: altitude, and for that reason 
a baseas No government can subsist 
of the e. 
CONCLUSION, 


In conclusion, it is submitted by your committee that e eee 
very much—is due to public opinion in this country. It must be quite appar- 
ent to all that the prevailing opinions of 1787, as reflected through the records 
and history of 3 ore are not the proves ling dots gig ener 
suffrage, at least not toa very great exten: resent 8 e views het 
by many, even the Frans e A the Const “i narod * 

w. 


over, hi F nven- 
tion and insist upon tions as eee 
ves. 


in the public mind—in the mind of the great masses of the 
. representation 
Eon SEA ran every proposition which deprives the people of the right to 


said to the of the Consti- 


contrary, whatever may be thonght of the sancti 
tution as it stands. it must be admitted bran that the'poonie are becoming 


restive under its restraints on the right of those entitled under the 
tution and laws to exercise the elective franchise. 

blican influence e: ds and 
with these 


. e the better. 
But not only so. It is a fact that must be apparent to all that during recent 
jon, deep-seated and threatening, whether well founded or 
otherwise, has obtained in the American mind and among the masses of the 
American people tothe effect that the Senate of the United States has become 
asort of aristocratic body—too far removed from the le, beyond their 
reach, and with no especial interest in their welfare. 3 has in the 
past few years been assailed, as we believe causelessly, from time to time, 
many of the leading and most influential journals of the country of 


The tende: of public is to the Senate and te 
its dignity, rig 7 If there is 8 
ho 4 removed without 


leads to all is toa v. 
be 


t of your committee, any movement that looks 
j to be heard directly in the election of Senators can 
not but result — cially to all concerned. 


nt of your 
th the people, 

rejudices now existing which are rapidly becoming deeply 
y fastened upon the public mind. It will invoke a spirit of 
and respect, as between the Senate and the peo w. 


character. 
the usefulness, extend the influence, and justly magnify the power of the 
i afaro ot all 


reasons 

herein stated, respectfully to report back Senate joint resolution No. 6 

with Ae a — verbal FVV 
AMENDMENTS. 

Hires amen dian}: In Hne Ti, page 1, atrike X work *dieick” ani fa- 


sert in the word plurali 
amendment: In lines 14 and 15, page 2, strike out the following 
words: “If 


Second 
words: “and a plurality shall elect.” 
Third amendmen: 
following: 


l t: In line 16, page 2, striko out the followin 
vacancies pen and insert in lieu thereof 
PR vacancies happen in the representation from any State by resigna- 
Fourth amendment: In line 20, page 2, strike out the word “ direct.” 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2591) for the relief of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church at Webster, W. Va.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. FR introduced a bill (S. 2592) to provide for a commis- 
sion on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was read 
2 5 title, and referred to the Committee on Education 
an T. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2593) granting to the 
American Invalid Aid Society,of Boston, Mass., the abandoned 
Fort Stanton Military Reservation, in New Mexico, for the purpose 
of a national sanitarium for the treatment of pulmona: —— 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2594) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William A. Beckford; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


ensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2595) for the relief of George 
M. Smith, late acting third assistant engineer, United States Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2596) amending the act ap- 

proved January 5, 1893, relating to the increase of pensions to 

ose who served in the Mexican war; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2597) granting a pension to Flo- 
rinda Clark, of Leavenworth, Kans.; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

PECA introduced a bill (S. 2598) to amend an act entitled 
s to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the Statutes at 
of the United States”; which was read twice by its title, and, wi 
a accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 

airs, 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2599) to amend section 5399 and 
section 5406 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in rela- 
tion to unlawful interference with justice; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 8 a 
to Mrs. Clifford Neff Fyffe; which was read by its and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. TURPIE (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2601) 
granna an increase of pension to Ambrose B. Carlton; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 2602) for the 
relief of James Duke; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introđuced a bill 8 granting 
a pension to Michael Lannon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 2604) granting to the State 
of Montana 50,000 acres of land to aid in the establishment and 
maintenance of an asylum for the blind; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLEN (for Mr. THURSTON) introduced a bill (S. 2605) 
granting an increase of pension to James M. Simeral; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. THURSTON) introduced a bill (S. 2606) granting 
a pension to W. P. Snowden; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2607) to provide for the erection 
of buildings to be used for a hall of records, a folding room for 
the House of Representatives, and for a storage warehouse in the 
city of Washington; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2608) for the relief of the sure- 
ties of Frank A. Webb; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 106) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Woman i 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 107) to 
authorize Prof. Simon Newcomb, United States Navy, and Prof. 
Asaph Hall, United States Navy, to accept decorations from the 
Government of the Republic of France; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MIT L of Oregon introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
108) relating to the Oregon salt springs grant and lands con- 
nected therewith; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. MITCHLELL of Oregon. IL ask that the joint resolution 
be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, and 
ref to the Committee on Public Lands, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, etc., That the Department of the Interior shall not 
8 of nor patent to anyone whomsoever any lands in Oregon conta 
sal gs or salt, as saline lands, until the salt grant made to Oregon in its 

ion, February 14, 1850 (5 U. S. Stats., page 384), shall have been 


act 
fully satisfied by selections thereof and thereunder, to be made by the proper 
Stato authorities of the State of Oregon, and title thereto duly perfected. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submi an amendment intended to be poe 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be oe 

Mr. PEFFER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to she esa on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be 
P Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to 


be printed. 
WOMAN-SUFFRAGE HEARING. 

Mr. CALL (by request of the chairman of the Woman Suf- 
frage Co onal committee) submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate pe Houseof Representatives 8988 That there 


be printed 5,000 copies of the re of a hearing before the ittee on 
Woman Suffrage fanuary 23, 1900, 


LIMITATION OF DEBATE, 
go HOAR submitted the following notice; which was read: 
I heroby mre notice of a motion to modify and amend the rules of the Sen- 


ate, for r ot enabling the Senate to teh the publio business 
more promptly, by the adoption of the accom: resolution. 


It is p hereby toamend Rule XXII rting the proposed re- 
solve at the end thereof, and by inserting, alter the words to amend” 


„an 
words except as hereafter provided. 
GEORGE F. HOAR, 
Senator from 8 
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resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules, and ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That the rules of the Senate be amended by adding the following: 
“When any bill or resolution shall have been . consi: ration for not 


Mr. HOAR submitted the followin 


less than four days it shall be in order for any Senator to demand that deba 
thereon be cl: . If such demand be 933 by a majority of the 8 
present the qnesto shali forthwith be taken thereon without further debate, 
and the pen measure shall take ene of all other business whatever. 
If the Senate s decide to close debate the question shall be 
pending amendments, upon amendments of which notice shall then be given, 
and upon the measure in its successive stages, according to the rules of the 
Senate, but without further debate, except that every Senator who ma + 
desire shall be permitted to speak upon the measure not more than once, 
. pork hace na shall have been made b Se 
r such deman: ve m made by any Senator no other motion 

shall be in order until the same shall have been voted upon the Sena 
unless the same shall fail to be seconded. payee “i 

After the Senate shall have decided to close debate no motion shall be in 
order but a motion to adjourn or to take a 5 such motion shall be 
seconded by a majority of the Senate. When either of said motions shall 


have been lost or s ve failed of a second, it not be in order to 
new the same until one Senator shall have ao the pending meas: 


at upon the 


ure, or one vote upon the same shall have intervened. 
JOINT SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY, ETC. 


Mr. GALLINGER. By request of the Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], the chairman of the Committee on the 
Library, I offer a concurrent resolution, which I ask may be read, 

rinted, and go over under the rule. I will state that the Senator 

rom North Dakota is absent from the city, and expects to be ab- 
sent for about one month. For that reason he requested me to 
offer the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurri: That the 
chairman of the Committee on the L . of the Senate and eee of 
the Committee on the Library of the House of Representatives and one other 
member of the Joint Committee on the Library, to be selected by the two 
anoen — 8 be, 5 are ry aol he eee a gu e 

authority uring the recess of Con , for the purpose uir- 
ing into the condition of the Co: onal Libra: and the Botanic Gavilan: 
and to report upon the same at the next session of Congress, with such rec- 
ommendations as may be deemed advisable; also to report a plan for the or- 
883 custody, and mai ment of the new Library building and the 

Jongressional Library and the Botanic Garden; that the said subcommittee 
is also authorized to employ a stenographer whenever necessary during the 
course of the inquiry; that the necessary expenses of the sittings of the sub- 
committee, including the pay of the stenographer, be taken equally from the 
contingent funds of the two Houses of Congress. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. j 

Mr. HOAR. Isuggestto the Senator from New Hampshire that, 
where he says these gentlemen be appointed to constitute a sub- 
committee, the resolution be amended by saying that they be con- 
e “a joint special committee.” They are not asubcommit- 

at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that a proper suggestion. 

Mr. HOAR. The resolution should be modified in another 
place, as the Senator will observe, so as to read that said joint 
special committee be authorized.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is correct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will beso modified, in 
the absence of objection. The resolution as modified will go over. 
EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 

Mr. KYLE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearings before 
the Committee to Establish the University of the United States of parties in- 
terested in the bill (S.1202) to establish a university of the United States be 
paid from the contingent d of the Senate. 


REPORT ON WAR IN CUBA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], pro- 
posing to instruct the Committee on Foreign Relations to submit a 
report relative to the war in Cuba, which comes over from a pre- 


day. 
Mr. ELKINS. Let the resolution go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will go over. 


EMPLOYEES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], com- 
ing over from a previous day. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. LODGE on 
the 18th instant, as follows: 


is hereby, empowered to fully inv te and rt upon the administra- 
tion of the civil-service law in the Government ting Office as aff: 

the separation from service of the 35 ex-em logoa referred to in the prin 
co! dence furnished the Senate under Senate resolution of January 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution, 


1896. 
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Mr. CALL. I ask what ground there is for the resolution? 
Mr. LODGE. Some time ago an inquiry was introduced in re- 
to the enforcement of the law in these icular cases, and 
inquiry was replied to by the Civil Service Commission. All 
the pee were laid before the committee. The committee con- 
sidered thereply and Sosa papara; they also heard informally some 
testimony, and they vo unanimously for the introduction of 
this resolution, that they might have proper authority to investi- 
gate the question thoroughly. 

I was not preon at the meeting at which the unanimous vote 
was passed, but I agree entirely with the action of the committee, 
andin the absence of the chairman, the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. PRITCHARD], I was requested to introduce the resolution 
and ask for its parage. It is merely a resolution empowering the 
committee to make the investigation which it seems to them, on 
the testimony already before them, ought to be made. 

Mr. HILL. When the resolution was brought up before I asked 
that it might be laid over. I have made inquiry in regard to it. 
There is no objection to the resolution in the form in which it is 

resented. It is not to create an investigating committee within 

e sense in which that term is ordinarily used. In the form in 
which the resolution is presented I do not conceive that there is 
any objection to it. The Public Printer, I may state, is entirely 
willin ing and desirous that the investigation shall be had if any 
committee of the Senate desires to make it. 

Mr. CALL, Ihave no objection to the resolution. I was only 
attracted by its subject, having found it extremely difficult, owing 
to the very rigid manner in which the civil service is administer 
in that department, to obtain any employment for some very 
meritorious persons. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses upon the resolutions relative to 
the war in Cuba. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. President 

Mr. CULLOM. I desired to say a word on the motion before it 


was put. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Ilinois for the purpose 

Mr. CULLOM. 

et up the legislative, executive, and judicial 1 bill, 
Put as my coll e [Mr. PALMER] has been already recognized as 
entitled to the feos upon this question, and has been for some 
days desirous of speaking upon it, I do not feel like interposing 
until his speech is conclud After that I shall hope to get up 
the oh oP epi bill for consideration. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Illinois will withdraw the 
sa baie for the consideration of the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill, and allow a vote to be taken upon the 
conference report. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will excuse me, I did not hear 
his remark. 

Mr. CALL. I expressed the hope that the Senator from Illinois 
who has charge of the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 

riation bill will not ask for its consideration, but allow a vote to 
taken upon the resolutions in relation to Cuba. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am anxious to dispose of the Cuban resolu- 
tions, but I can not afford, and I do not think the Senate will be 
inclined, to allow those resolutions to hang along here indefinitely 
and be in the way of the appropriation bills that must be passed 
at this session. I could beassured that we would dispose of the 
Cuban resolutions to-day I would not be inclined to interfere with 
their consideration, but I can not wait longer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to state that I am as anxious as any- 
one could possibly be to have a vote upon the Cuban resolutions, 
of course after any debate that is desired. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I should be glad to have evening sessions, for I do think 
under the circumstances in which we are situated, with the war- 
fare going on in Cuba, the Senate of the United States owes it to 
itself, to the ordinary sense of humanity, to dispose of the ques- 
tion. Therefore, so far as I am concerned, I shall insist upon it 
that the Senate shall continue the consideration of the resolutions, 
and hold evening sessions if necessary until the matter is disposed of. 

Mr. PLATT. I will state the trouble about the Cuban resolu- 
tions. Three Senators who constituted a conference committee 
on the part of the Senate agreed without very much deliberation 
to abandon the resolutions which had been passed by the Senate 
and to recommend to the Senate that it should pass the resolutions 
which had been adopted by the other House. I venture to say 
there are not five Senators in the Senate who approve the House 
resolutions, but by reason of their being presented to us in a con- 
ference report there can be no amendment made here. I suggest 
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I simply want to say that I am very anxious to 


to the committee of conference that they recede from their demand 
that the Senate shall take the House resolutions, which no con- 
siderable number of Senators would take except as coming in the 
guise of a conference report, and present some resolutions which 
will be acceptable to a majority of the Senate. 

Mr. S MAN. I should like to say to my friend from Con- 
necticut that that course might be followed if we had any assur- 
ance whatever that the Senate would then dispose of the report 
of the conference committee or pass upon the subject in any way 
whatever, and di of it by passing the Senate resolutions 
again, after disagreeing to the report of the committee of confer- 
ence, so that the matter may be ended and a vote had upon the 
— whether we shall recognize the belligerency of the Cubans 
or not. 

Mr. PLATT. I can only speak for one, but so far as I am con- 
cerned, I do not believe there would be any great trouble in dis- 
posing of the Cuban question if the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions would consent to a disagreement to the conference report and 
take the matter into consideration again, and after careful consid- 
eration present such resolutions to the Senate as they thought a 
majority of the Senate would favor. I think the members of the 
committee must be convinced that they can not e t the Sen- 
ate to agree to resolutions one of which declares that we ought 
to be entirely neutral with regard to the conflict going on in Cuba 
and another of which declares exactly the opposite, that we ought 
to intervene in that conflict. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I have always had the most 


profound for the rules of the Senate—— 
Mr. ete Will the Senator from Illinois allow me a 
momen 


Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say that as far as the Committee 
on Foreign Relations are concerned, we are, as a matter of course, 
at all times disposed to acquiesce in the judgment of the Senate, 
and if a vote can be had upon the question of adhering to the 
Senate resolutions or ing to the report of the committee of 
conference it could be disposed of in a moment, and then, if the 
report is see. sh the matter can be referred again to the com- 
mittee of conference for such action as it may choose to take. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will submit that request now, and, 
carrying out his idea, ask unanimous consent that the Senate dis- 
agree to the conference report and insist on its resolutions, then 
what he desires can be accomplished. S 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then why not have the vote formally taken 
upon the question whether the report of the conference committee 

be concurred in? 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to be allowed to make one observa- 
tion in addition to what the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
has said, if the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] will allow me. 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. I am wil g for one to agree to the resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], 
which the committee have agreed to now incorporate as a part of 
the conference report, if that can be taken by itself; but I do not 
think it is fair that the Committee on Foreign Relations, having 
taken up two-thirds or three-quarters of the time consumed in 
discussion, to ask the Senate to whistle opposition to this matter 
as it stands down the winds in this way, as seems to be proposed 
by my honorable friend from Ohio. He says, substantially, We 
have been heard, and if you want to be heard, let us save the time 
and vote without any further debate.” 

The proposition the Senator last suggested, namely, that the 
matter should go back for the reconsideration of the committee o 
conference, can be accomplished if the Senator will ask unani- 
mous consent that the Senate insist on its resolutions and ask for 
a further conference. If the side represented by the Senator from 


Ohio will to that it can be done in two minutes. 
1 Mr. SHE . Well, Mr. President, I will make that mo- 
on—— 


a Mr. PALMER, I must insist that I have some rights on this 
oor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] is entitled to the floor and claims 
recognition. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Ilinois 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. PALMER. With pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to say a word in regard to 
the Delaware election case, which, as the Senate is aware, is a 
question of the highest privilege, and which, I presume, if insisted 
upon, would have the right of way against the Cuban resolutions, 
against appropriation bills, and against everything else. I hap 
to have c of that matter. Last week I gave way from day 
to day for hes on the Cuban resolutions and to other matters. 
I had e to be able this 5 insist on proceeding 
with the Delaware case until finished. e Senator from Missis- 


3074 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marca 23, 


sippi [Mr. GEORGE], however, who desires to be heard on the Du 


informs me this morning that he is not 
in good health, and that he does not feel that he will be able to 
— — charge of this . 
me, ving 0 case, may be permi 0 
over until next Monday. In view, therefore, of the earnest 
Reise on the part of the tor from Ohio to go on with the 
Cuban case, and in view of the further fact that there is an appro- 
iation bill here ready and being pressed, I am willing to consent 
that arrangement to accommodate my friend from Mississippi, 
with this qualification, that the Senator from New 5 
IMr. CHANDLER), who desires to speak on the Du Pont case and 
who will be compelled to leave the Senate some time during the 
t week, shall have an opportunity to make his speech some 
0 ene week. 
Mr, CHANDLER, I shall endeavor to chip in during the in- 
termission of other essa; (Laughter. } 
Mr. GRAY. I also desire the privilege of being heard on the 
contested-election case. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
a desires the same N 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I sw all the members of 
the Senate have heard the story told by JOHN ALLEN of the fellow 
who ran so fast to get out of a rainstorm that he fell and tumbled 
over and somebody said, “ Why do you run so?” Said he, “Iwas 
afraid that the rain would stop before I could get in.“ I thought 
at one time this morning from the interruptions, very kindly and 
proper, that this matter would be adjusted before I would have 
an opportunity to make my speech. [Laughter.] I should be 
very willing to pen at any time, however, if this subject could 
be withdrawn from the attention of the Senate and recommitted 
in any proper manner, so that some resolution might be reported 
and bronght before the Senate to which all could agree. 
A MAN. Will the Senator allow me to make a sug- 


? 

Mr. PALMER. With pleasure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In aid of the public service, and in order to 
get these resolutions acted upon by the Senate and out of the way 
as quickly as possible, I give notice that I shall ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate, after the Senator from Illinois gets through 
with his speech, that the matter be recommitted to the committee 
of conference, which is practically the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. 

Mx. PALMER. That suggestion, while it will not interfere 
with my present purpose to address the Senate on the subject of 
these resolutions, affords me a very great deal of satisfaction. 

Mr. President, I object to the 3 of the committee, 
first, for the reason that their whole tone is unfriendly toward the 
Government of Spain. There is, notwithstanding the very deco- 
rous language which is employed, underneath the whole a pervad- 
ing spirit of unfriendliness toward the Spanish Government. 
Among the lessons left us in that wond legacy of the father 
of his country, his Farewell Address, the people of the United 
States are warned inst unreasonable prejudices against any 
government or people, and they are also warned against unrea- 
3 rf itea or 1 5 Pines Wa S spirit 2 re 

e prejudice and a spirit of semihostility pervades the whole 
the A sae of the resolutions before the Senate. 

That this is true will appear very readily to any careful reader 
of the resolutions. . he declaration as to the 
state of war which is to exist in Cuba; but I refer more 

icularly to the second resolution, which obtrudes upon the 

ish Government the opinion of as to what ought to 

be the course of conduct on the part of Spain in respect to its 
Cuban population: 


Pont case at some I 


of Cu 

and other nations, w be t by 
choice of the people of Cuba, it is the sense of Co’ that the Government 
of the United States should ise its good offices and friendly influence to that 

The suggestion which is found in this résolution is, to say the 
least of it, intrusive. It volunteers an opinion to a foreign Gov- 
ernment as to what should be its policy with respect to a portion 
of its subjects; it commits the American Co to that view of 
the case, so 25 as e resolutions can be to commit Con- 
gress or anybody anything. 

I may remark, by the way, that one of my objections to these 
resolutions is that they propose to do that which it is conceded 
would be useless, if done, in legal, international, or political effect, 
and the practical fact remains that whatever is useless is mis- 
chievous. It can not be otherwise. 

8 suggests another fact, that — 2 that SS American 

mgress pro to employ, when to a foreign gov- 
ernment by litical ent of the Governrftent in diplo- 
matic form, would be offensive and would probably lead to an in- 
terruption of diplomatic relations between the United States and 


Spain. If we could venture to interfere in this matter at all we 
ought to use ded, careful language, such as could be em- 
ployed in the most important diplomatic correspondence. 

Again, referring to the tone and spirit of these resolutions, I 
refer to the third, which reads: 


Resolved, That the United States has not intervened in struggles between 
any governments and their colonies on this continent. 


That is a mere declaration of a fact which can of itself have no 
particular importance. Then it is said: 

But from the very close relations between 
and those of Cuba. in consequence of its — | te oar bx = 
commerce between the two peoples, the present war is entailing such losses 
5 the United States e be rie otect ‘thet < oe 
mate interests of our citizens by futerventicon if 8 legi 

Imagine that a note substantially like this resolution was ad- 
dressed by an American diplomatic representative to the repre- 
sentatives of any 3 government. It would be regarded as 
offensive. What is it? That the Government of the United 
States should be prepared” to intervene. Intervene in what re- 
spect? What is intervention? Intervention need not be war. 
The meaning is that the United States ought to be prepared to 
intervene for the protection of itsinterests. That is offensive and 
needlessly intrusive. The is undiplomatic, such as must 
8 give offense, and it has given offense and is giving 
offense. 

I recur again to the first proposition. This Government ought 
not to hesitate to employ language merely because it will give of- 
fense if the language is 8 If the words ought to be 
spoken, then the words will be spoken; and if the words ought to 
be spoken, and are spoken, the Senate of the United States will 
be ready atany time, I haveno doubt, to indorse the action of the 
Government. But these are needless words. Why throw out in 
advance this intimation of a purpose tointervene? Why say that 
to the world? Why say to Spain words which, if said to Spain 
by a representative of the United States, would be offensive and 
ree pronably lead to a necessity for intervention, and interven- 

on by war : 

ee resolutions contan Taoa distinct and unnecessarily associ- 
ated propositions. propositions are unnecessarily associated, 
What are they? The first resolution asserts that: 

In the opinion of Congress a state of public war exists in Cuba, 


Mr. President, whereis the proof of that fact? I know thatthe 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], in his emphatic, earnest way, 
said If war does not exist in Cuba, where out of hell does it ex- 
ist?” But the war in Cuba is much as I can imagine a war in hell 
would be. If the mere fact of slaughter and devastation, outrage 
and wrong, were war, such war as should be recognized by a civ- 
ilized country, I t the fact exists; but in the international 
relations of this Government with others we are not permitted to 
assume that meremurder, slaughter, violence, destruction of prop- 
erty,is war. In order to find proper definition for the term 
„war“ it must exist between two organized parties, two organ- 
ized governments. I do not mean to say that either government 
need necessarily recognize the existence of the other; I donot mean 
to say that a government may not recognize a mere insurrection; 
but it must have attained such proportions and such means for 

ing order that the le whose belligerency it is proposed 
to recognize have not y form of a government, but must 
havesome semblance of the power needed to maintain it. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morean] the other day in the 
course of a side discussion defined accura’ 


The point at which a e become belligerents and are entitled 
to a recognition of belli eee e 
exercise such measure of power as to protect themselves from out- 
rage. In the case of our civil war, the Co government. 
from the very beginning was an organized government. It had 
its armies, its judicial organization, it was an insurrection at- 
tempted in the name of the States; and the insurgents had the 
control of many of the States of the Union. They were a govern- 
ment; they were able to demand—and that demand was conceded 
by the Federal Government—that prisoners should be 3 
that the ordinary rules of warfare should be observed, and w 
the Confederate government threatened to hang officers command- 
ing negro 8 I might retort upon the Senator from Alabama 
ani why did they not do it? and answer my own question by 
saying, “Simply because the National Government was able to 
protect them.” They were able to resent the threat; and that con- 
stitutes, in my judgment, one of the tests, and perhaps the true 


test, of that condition to which an insurrection must reach in 
order to be i i 


recognized as t. 
I say that I have heard nothing yet which justifies the affirma- 
tion contained in the very forefront of these resolutions, that— 


In the opinion of Congress a state of public war exists in Cuba, the parties 
e 


What was the exact condition of things in Cuba at the last 
advices? I answer the question myself, or I answer by asking 
another. Isthere any proof anywhere, furnished to the Senate or 
to the country, that there exists in Cuba to-day an organized gov- 
ernment—not regularly organized, but an organized A abet porns 
Is there to-day in Cuba a government to which the United States 
can look for the redrevs of such wrongs as may be suffered by 
American citizens? 

Sup we concede the belligerency of the insurgents to-day. 
By doing so we abandon all claim upon Spain for indemnity for 

tover ou! the insurgents may commit, From that time 
forth the United States undertakes to look to the i ts alone 
for indemnity for wrongs and for the protection of the rights of 
American citizens. Now, I ask the Senator from Ohio, Does the 
proof exist anywhere that there is such a government in Cuba—I 
mean such an insurgent government—which has such force or or- 
ation as that the United States may look to that government 
or the protection of the interests of its citizens? Where is the seat 
of government? Iknow nothing about it. Its armies are fugitive, 
flying from place to place; it has no international relations; it has 
no treasury; it has no judicial organization, so far as I know. It 
is yet unorganized. I suppose the pee is not denied that 
if the insur, mene aes e United States as belligerents 
it would follow that the United States would concede that Spain 
would not be liable for outrages suffered at their hands by Amer- 
icans and for American pro ; thatit would concede that Spain 
isno longer to be held liable, and that thei ent government is 
the one to which alone the United States must look for the protec- 
tion of its people or the indemnity for their wrongs. _ 

It can not be said, then, with truth, that there exists in Cuba 
to-day an insurgent government to the care of which the people 
of the United States can remit the protection of the rights of the 
people of the United States who are resident in Cuba or who may 
otherwise fall within the power of the insurgent government. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question upon 
that issue of fact if he will yield. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois. yield 
to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator enumerates several very im t 
functions of government which he says the insurgents in Cuba do 
not He omitted to mention one other, and that I desire 
to him about. Does that insurgent government, or whatever 
you may call it, in Cuba levy and collect taxes in the ordi 
way, or does it get its revenue by confiscation and by pillage? 

Mr. P Iam obliged to the Senator for his inquiry. 
The insurgent government is so completely unorganized ti 
has no treasury, no revenue, and no means whatever to afford 
pecuniary indemnity for wrongs done to others, nor has it the 
ae power to protect them. 

. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
Mr. PALMER. With pleasure. 
Mr. CALL. I shall be very glad if the Senator will state any 


kind of evidence upon which he bases his statement. My infor- | propose 


mation is entirely to the contrary. They do levy taxes; they have 
a treasury; they have civil officers, and they are a regularly or- 


ganized government. 

Mr. MORGAN Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

oe paren here by T. Estrada 

Mr. MORGAN. A paper was sent here by T. Palma, 
who claims to be the agent of the Republic of Cuba, to Hon. 
Richard Olney, Secretary of State of the United States of America, 
who has communicated that to Congress, first to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. It has been printed, and contains a full 
statement of the constitution and organization of the Government 
of the Republic of Cuba, giving its personnel, all the provisions 
of law in reference to it, and several general acts passed by that 
Government, which have been heretofore placed in the RECORD. 
I suppose, however, the Senator from Illinois has not observed it. 

Then I hold here a letter written by Mr. Cisneros, the President 
of the Republic of Cuba, addressed to the people of the United 
States, in which he sets forth what he is doing there in the way 
of civil government, and also presents a very earnest appeal to the 

the United States to grant belligerent rights to the Re- 


le o 
eras of Cuba. Those papers were sent by a correspondent of the 
Rias and I communicated with Mr. Crosby Noyes, whom we all 
know—the Senator knows him perfectly well—long a resident of 
h Ssi — 
o A 


this city, a man of great capacity and ability and 
I asked him whether or not those papers and the 
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Cisneros to the people of the United States were genuine, and he 
says as follows: 

DEAR SIR: Theauthenticity of the Cisneros manifesto furnished to the Star 
8 Mannix is unquestionable. Had there been any manner of doubt 
about its authenticity it would never have appeared in the Star. All the in- 
ternal evidence and all we know of our co ndent's undoubted facilities 
for communication with the insurgents co: this and other important 
information concerning the doings and sayings of the Cuban leaders. 

Iwould furnish these papers to the Senator from Illinois so 
he could know exactly the situation there, but they were furnished 
to the Senate some time ago. 

Mr. PALMER. To the extent that those papers are contained 
in the most admirable speech of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
ee may say that I am familiar with them. I have read 
his speech with a great deal of interest and with the most earnest 
desire to concur with him not only in his argument, but in his con- 
clusions; and if I were not standing here as one of the representa- 
tives of 4,000,000 people, whose interests to this extent and in this 
day are in my keeping and to whom I am responsible, I would 
concur in much that has been said by the Senator from Alabama. 
In the beginning of this matter, when the subject of the Cuban 


revolution was presented tome, I sympathized with them. But I 


remember to-day that standing here I have no right to ind in 
other sympathies than such as I may commit people of the 
State of Illinois to maintain. 


Mr. MORGAN. Would it suit the convenience of the Senator 
if I should send Cuba's appeal to the desk and have it read? 
Mr. PALMER. Vi rell. 


Mr. Very w i 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Secretary to commence with the 
second column. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


REPUBLIC OF CUBA, EXECUTIVE HEADQUARTERS, 
Cubitas Mountain, February I. 
To the American People: 


The infant and struggling Republic of Cuba appeals to the grand and pow 
erful Union of American States. 

Undoubtedly this action is most unusual in the atore oE nsona, but be- 
cause of the international standing of the Cuban Repu’ more correctly 
because it has no place among the powers of the world—are we 
thus compelled to a informally and through the medium of the preas 
directly to the people. 

Indeed, it is that international 
now ask the American nation to 


Grant, oi Blaine, of 


m, of Jefferson, of Monroe, of Jackson, of 
immortal Lincoln 


wrongs then were as t as they now the Cuban people did not rise as 
they have risen in this war to off Spanish yoke. The 

liberty which permeates the island to-day was unknown then, except to a 
small minori ‘of the people, and after tea years of warfare the came; 


Pee ave than BEA aio prones o the oban poonis ick she tid 
e e 
to fulfill, and from that time the island has suffered as st — 


divine right. Such were tensions with 
He a Divine hand liberated those 8 i and 
hey are free and Republics of the New World. 


SPANISH MISREPRESENTATION. 

The have raised the cry abroad that the Cuban rebellion is merely 
an uprising of negroes. There is no truth in this as stated. It is not anegro 
uprising nor a white u but a rebellion of the people of Cuba against a 
cruel and ee But even if it were a negro rebellion, 

o of the United S 


frown upon it? 
answer to that question is told by the m Fort Sumter, the 
and the God-inspired 


war of 1861 he ay fear e of ves in the sou 

n of u Linco) Was not the freedom of the black man 
announced in that undying language used by the martyr President? And 
did not the blood of a on American freemen stain grassy mounds in the 
ne loyal and 8 South, writing in eternal words the emancipation of 


man 
The world knows the noble yet fearful history. Spain knowsit, and when 
her representative in the capital of the United States says the ban rebel- 
lion is a — — movement 5 he not only falsifies, but he insults the: 
e grand army of the dead. 
We are proud to have our colored brothers with us in this glorious strug- 
gle for freedom; 55 free, will igs the land of Wi 
where every man w. y tizenship will be acco: o full rights 
civil and 3 liberty. rig 


THE RIGHTS OF BELLIGERENCY. 
Weask the American ple to grant us, 8 their President and Con- 
gress, those rights of gerency to which, according to the laws of war 
of nations, we are are entitled. Our armies haye marched whither they 
might bebe peers the entire island, and for weeks have threatened the 
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destined should be universally divided among his children? Must we 


or ees before we are accorded the sanction of the world to Se 


THE REPUBLIC ESTABLISHED. 
ernment of the island is a firmly established in- 


— ene sy ene over Sere ons of the ners ihe volte branch 
our au with regularly appo: governors oi erent sections, 
‘ectos Thai y spanis) 


pa subdivisions, etc. Of course, S h formalities are still fol- 
owed to a t extent in the administration of the local governments, for a 
complete of method in afew months would be too 


Here in Gubitas are the head officers and chief departments of the Repub- 


United States or other nations. 

On all nds of diplomatic and international = the Cuban Republic 
is entitled not alone to rec tion of belligerent rights for its armies now 
in the field, but to actual independence. Still we do not ask that the latter 
be accorded us at present. All we wish now is to be looked upon by the 
Government of the United States as men and soldiers 8 their 

4 Se We do not wish to appear in the eyes of the world like bandits 
and rabble. 

Is Spain entitled to consideration at the hands of a modern, civilized, and 
highly progressive nation? her misrule of Cuba for a ery com- 
— her to the hearts and minds of men? Are her hirelings here to lift up 
and educate the Cuban and make his beloved island rous? Under the 
accursed flag of Castile will not freedom's muffled shrieks still be heard on 
the American Hemisphere? Will not the continuance of her supremacy in 
Cuba mean the perpetuation of medieval institutions, the downtrodding of 
right and equity and the upholding of all that to men of the nineteenth cen- 
tury is debased and barbaric? 


rome of the free and glorious United States, Cuba appeals to you! She 
asks that you raise your voice in her behalf. She asks that you announce to 
the world that at least as against the tyrant she be 
Cuba, the bleeding, a to her American sisters. 
God, of justice, of civilization, and of America. 
SALVADOR CISNEROS-BETANCOURT. 


Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator from Illinois will allow me 
to say that although I have been raised from my childhood in a 
Southern community, among slaves and slaveholders, I applaud 
and approve every word in that splendid appeal of Cisneros to the 
American people. 

Mr. PALMER. In 1870, an organization existed in this country 
to free Cuba. One of its leaders was that distinguished Kentuck- 
ian who has done so much in opposition to . Cassius M. 
Clay. He invited me to become a member of the Cuban organi- 
zation, very much to my surprise. I answered him by saying that 
I understood it was an insurrection of men who claimed freedom 
for themselves, but who asserted the right to enslave others. I 
declined for that reason to be a party to that movement. That 
insurrection had none of the elements of universal liberty in its 
comprehension. It was an insurrection against the authority of 
Spain, but it was proposed at the same time to continue the exist- 
ence of slavery in Cuba. I think slavery was ultimately abolished 
by the action of the Spanish Government—I am quite sure that 
Iam correct in that respect—so that the appeal made here does 
not address me with the force that it would otherwise have. 

I have said already that if I were acting in a mere personal 
capacity; if I were not under the most solemn responsibilities to 
others, not only to the people of the State of Illinois, but to the 
people of the United States; if I could in their name say that war 
exists in Cuba, and that the people of the United States ought to 
take upon themselves the responsibility of maintaing that declara- 
tion, I might listen to the appeal of the Cuban nominal govern- 
ment, because, after all that is said, that government is purely a 
nominal one. It has no fixed jurisdiction over a single township 
in Cuba. Itisafugitive government. It is supported by a force 
that is constantly moving; a force that rarely resists the organized 
forces of Spain. It is not a government, nor is the governmental 
organization one as to which I ought to say to the people of this 
country, You can afford, in view of your own interests and in the 
interest of the people of the United States,” which alone I am to 
consult, to intrust the protection of the rights and interests of 
the people of the United States.” 

I do not now go into any analysis of the rules of international 
law that define or indicate the condition when belligerency may 
be recognized in an insurrectionary people; but the simple crucial 
pa: with me is whether there is such an insurgent government 

Cuba as can be trusted with the defense and the protection of 
the rights of the American people whose rights are involved in that 
controversy, y answer is no. The Government may have a 
name, but it is without local habitation. In this matter I disavow 
any question of sympathy for Cubans or others. My argument is 
predicated upon the ground that it is not to the interest of the 
people of the United States that they should interfere in this 
question in any manner whatever, and ially in the matter of 
recognizing the belligerency of this fugitive government—a gov- 
ernment which can offer no protection; a government which has 
no treasury, no revenue, no habitation; a government that can 
not be intrusted, can not be responsible to the le of the United 
3 =~ the protection of the rights of our people. So much on 

point. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. Sat hangs to me a few moments 
ago that proofs should be furnished t there was no insurgent 
government in Cuba, or that the evidence before the Senate required 
some answer. I answer otherwise. The recognition that those 


ven an equal chance. 
he does it in the name 


people demand, if it were in the power of the Senate to concede it 
to them, is one that must depend upon facts to be furnished by 
themselves. 

Now, Mr. President, the second resolution is to my mind equally 
objectionable. I refer again to the same unfriendly spirit that 
pervades all these resolutions. The second resolution, after de- 
ploring the loss of life and property caused by the war in Cuba 
announces the belief on the part of the Congress of the United 
States that a solution of the struggle will be found in the estab- 
lishment of a government by the choice of the people of Cuba. 

The people of Cuba, like all other people, can nave liberty if 
they can win it. I recollect that portion of the Declaration of 
In 2 8 read by the Senator from Delaware et eee a 
few days ago with such earnestness. I re e right of a 
people to throw off a government which the ieve to be oppres- 

sive. I recognize the right of a people to abolish and alter exist- 
ing 5 at their pleasure. I do not enter into a discussion 
of the questions so clearly presented by the Senator from Maine 
Mr. HALE] as to who that people should be. I concede that right, 
ut it is one which belongs to the people themselves. If they can 
alter their own government, I concede their right to do so; bat I 
deny the right of the Congress of the United States to obtrude 
upon Spain its advice or to suggest to it what should be the policy 
of that Government to any portion of the Spanish people. If I 
were speaking in other than a representative character I should 
give my cordial and earnest sympathies to those struggling people. 
an influenced solely by the interests of the people of the United 
es. 

The whole of the present session, it seems to me, has abounded 
in these semiassertions of a right to interfere, either by advice or 
otherwise, with the conditions that exist in other countries. I 
insist that the great law which ought to control governments is 
that which ought to control the conduct of individuals: Mind 
your own business; attend to your own affairs; consult, look out 
and see what your rights are; compel others to respect your rights, 
but do not attempt to assert those rights to an extent that can not 
be recognized by the feeblest nation. 

The last resolution is equally objectionable, because it contem- 
plates war. It is a useless menace to the Spanish Government: 

That Congress is of opinion that the Government of the United States 
should be prepared to protect the legitimate interests of our citizens by in- 
tervention, if necessary. 

We commence in these resolutions by recognizing the belliger- 
ency of the rgen We withdraw very largely the legitimate 
interests of the United States from the protection of the Spanish 
Government. When we propose tointervene in this war it means, 
judging from the whole tone of the resolution, war with Spain to 
protect our interests. It does not mean war with the insurgents 
to protect our interests. It means war with Spain. It is like the 
idle menace of quarrelsome, turbulent men, ‘‘If you invade my 

‘rights, I will defend them; if you approach me or if you strike 
me, I will shoot you,” one of the very methods by which blows 
areinvited. This would be an assertion, in advance of any wrong, 
that we would defend our rights by intervention, by war. Who 
doubts that the American people will defend their rights by inter- 
vention or by war? Why connect this assertion with this ic- 
ular controversy? Why say it now? Why urge it now, in the 
heated debates of the Senate? It is something of a reflection, some- 
thing of a reproach to the American Senate, when it is said that 
the Government ought to prepare for intervention to protect 
Americanrights. Howprepare? Ought we to build ships? Ought 
we toraise armies? Ought we in some way to increase the reve- 
nue? Ought we to prepare any of the physical agencies of prepara- 
tion? Or is it a mere intimation that if our rights are invaded, 
are infringed, we are already prepared not only in the means but 
we have the will to intervene and protect our rights. 

It is an idle menace, in my judgment utterly unworthy of the 
American Congress—I say unworthy; I use that term in its most 
moderate sense. Who dares assert that the American Congress 
will not sustain the Government in the defense of its rights if in- 
vaded by any Government or anywhere? It is a menace which 
has no meang, or if it has any meaning at all it is the meaning 
that indicates the purpose to be offensive. It is a declaration in 
advance, and taken in connection with this series of resolutions it 
means nomore than this: The American Government hea sere ea 
with the insurgents, it will employ its power in defense of its 
rights, and it will intervene if those rights are invaded, as if such 
a declaration was needed. The American Republic has existed 
now for more than one hundred years, and has never submitted to 
an outrage except under extremely distressing circumstances. I 
remember that Ionce submitted, with what composureI could com- 
mand, in a memorable incident with respect to certain Confeder- 
ate commissioners. But we have been eager and ready at all times 
to maintain our rights. This declaration will be regarded and is 
intended—not intended except in the sense that every person must 
be presumed to intend to use language inits ordinary sense—as an 
act of hostility to Spain. 
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Mr. President, I have not intended to go into the matter at any 
great length. I have very nearly concluded the remarks which I 
p to address to the Senate, and I will conclude by a gen- 
eral statement of the condition of this question asit 1 to me. 


The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] a few days ago 
demonstrated as far as demonsiration is possible that the Ameri- 
can Senate has nothing whatever to do with this subject. Wecan 
make no law; wecan tay down no rule that any other department 
of the Government is bound to respect—I say nothing of being 
boundtoobey. We are, in this instance, in the exercise of no power 
conferred upon Congress by the Constitution of the United States. 
It seems to me that in these resolutions, like those in regard to 
Armenia and others to which I might refer, we cheapen the influ- 
ence and power of the Senate. It was said by the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MoRGaN] the other day that the voice of the American 
Senate will be influential. Thatistrue beyond question. In this 
instance it will be influential for mischief, without in the slightest 
de being potent for good. i. f 

What is the law of our relations with Spain growing out of the 
condition in Cuba? Suppose the resolutions are will not 
the law of to-day be the law of to-morrow? We change no law 
by our action. We neither commit the President nor any other 
gape of the Government to our declarations or opinions. 

e simply express a feeling, and not the most amiable and gentle 
feeling, toward Spain; but we express an intrusive temper; we 
express a disposition to sympathize with one of the struggling 

arties in this great controversy. When we have done that what 
ve we accomplished? Can I speak for the people of Illinois in 
regard to their sympathies on this subject? Ican guess what their 
sentiments are, but they have not confided to me any duty with 
respect to this subject, and while my conduct and even these 
remarks may be the subject of criticism and complaint, or of 
approbation, yet I can not bind them. My expression of their 
sympathy may or may not becorrect. Itis nopart of my duty to 
forthem. They are free men and will speak for themselves 

and they will act for themselves. 

The conditions in Cuba after the passage of these resolutions 
will be the same, and the relations of the United States to Cuba 
or to Spain will be the same in law and in fact. But like all un- 
necessary acts, which means that all unnecessary acts are mis- 
chievous, we presume without the power to make a law or lay 
down any rules of conduct we profess to give expression to Amer- 
ican sentiments. The Senate can not recognize the belligerency 
of the Cuban insurgents. The Senate can not change the existing 
relations. I repeat what I have said so often, it can not change 
the legal or international relations which now exist between Spain 
and its insurgent subjects. 

But we can do mischief by language like this. We may declare 
that a state of war exists in Cuba. The answer is, it is not war, 
it is a mere insurrection. The Cubans have not organized a gov- 
ernment except on paper. Their government has not the vitaliz- 
ing value which is given to a government supported by force. 
We know that there must be a latent force, an underlying force 

that gives to government its sanction or its power to vindicate 

itself. In order to sag ay ye of 1 there must be a gov- 

ernment which can be held responsible to other governments. I 

see no evidence that the government there can take care of itself. 

Isee no evidence that that government can protect the rights of the 

American le. Isee nothing there but an earnest struggle—it 

may be a patriotic—but an earnest struggle on the part of a feeble 

party against a powerful, organized government. It may have my 
rayers individually, and their gallantry may claim my praises, 
bat I stand here as a representative of the American people, who 
must indorse my act if I should toed toa of afolly. If it shall 
involves us in a war I know who will die in our battles. I know 

- whose property will be taken. 

I know that the soldiers will be American soldiers. They will 
die on battlefields in defense of the flag, and in a just cause they 
ought to die; it will be their glory to die in defense of the flag in 
a just cause, and that just cause is the cause which the American 
people decide to be just. ButIcan not consent to use language 
Wen may involve us in international troubles and complications 
which I know must cost the American people immensely, and they 
must be responsible for it if evil results; while if we do nothing, 
which is the wise thing when you do not know what to do, welet 
our people, so far as they are permitted by our laws, follow their 
own inclinations in regard to rendering assistance to the Cuban 
insurgents. Let each man for himself do what he thinks is right, 
obeying the laws, but let us not make such a declaration here, 
when we are in the attitude of a mere popular assembly, where 
we have no power to bind anybody, where we can not change the 
relations between this Government and Cuba, except that indi- 
rectly we may by our 5 involve the country in war b 
arousing the passions of the Spanish nation or of other nations. It 
is always wise, when you do not know what to do, to do nothing. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President 


Mr. MILLS. I ask my friend from Mississippi to yield to me 


fora moment. I desire to introduce a joint resolution, and I ask 
that it be read at length, 

The joint resolution (S. R. 109) directing the President of the 
United States to request the Government of Spain to t to the 
people of Cuba the power of local self-government, and in case the 
Government of spea shall refuse, to take possession of the Island 
of Cuba and hold it until its inhabitants can institute such gov- 
ernment as they may wish, and organize and arm such forces as 
may be n: to support it, was read the first time by its title, 
and the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the sident of the United States is 
hereby directed to request the Government of Spain to authorize the people 
of Cuba, subject to the pb poe ewe @ of 8 institute such local govern- 
ment as they may wish, and invest it with such powers as they may think 
necessary to secure to the people of Cuba the right to life, liberty, and the 


a thee oe shall refuse to grant to the inhabi 
EC. 2. In case use to e itants of Cuba the 
rightful power of local self-government, then the President of the United 


States is hereby directed to take possession of the Island of Cuba with the mil- 
itary and naval forces of the United States and hold the same until the peo- 
ple of Cuba can organize a government deriving its just powers from the 
consent of the governed, arm and equip su military force as may be 
necessary to protect them from invasion. 

Mr. MILLS. I give notice that I shall submit some remarks 
to-morrow morning, after the routine business of the Senate is 
through, in support of such a measure as is outlinedin the joint 
resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Texas ask that the joint resolution lie on the 
table for the present? 

Mr. MILLS. I ask that it lie on the table and be printed. I 
shall call it up to-morrow morning for the purpose I have stated. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator from Illinois will allow me to do 


S0 — 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish to cut off the Senator from 
Mississippi, but I wish, in compliance with the notice I gave, to 
have formal action on the conference report. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understood that the Senator from Mississippi 
desires to say only a few words. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Very well. After the Senator from Missis- 
sippi is through, I shall endeavor to get action on the conference 


report. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I was one of the six members 
of this body who voted agaia the resolutions which were sent 
to the other House and which came back here in the shape of a 
conference report submitted by the conferees on the part of the 
two Houses. I had no opportunity during the debate on those 
resolutions to state the reasons why I so voted. I propose to do 
so now, without argument, 

There are several reasons why I opposed the resolutions. It is 
necessary for me to state only one. In order to be brief and in 
1 to state my position exactly, I have reduced that position to 
writing. 

However much I may sympathize with a people struggling for 
liberty and for independence, I sympathize more with Fe senti- 
ment of the 8 of preserving our Constitution and our own 
free institutions. In my judgment, the subject-matter of the 
resolutions belongs to the executive and not to the legislative de- 
partment of the Government. I believe there is no exigency 
whatever, certainly none which relates alone to the welfare of a 
foreign people, which can justify or even palliate an assumption 
by one department of the Government of powers and duties 
which, by the Constitution, have been assigned to another and 
different power. 

Mr. S MAN. In pursuance of the notice I gave a while ago, 
and with an earnest desire to promote the public business, so that 
we may proceed to the consideration of the appropriation bills and 
the other measures that will naturally crowd upon us, I offer the 
resolution which I send to the desk. Itis based upon theidea that 
if adopted and the report of the committee of conference should 


be again delayed in any form in which it is presented, there will 
be no factious opposition to it, but after a reasonable debate the 
subject D be acted upon. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Ohio will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate insist 1 5 75 its disagreement to the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the resolution of the Senate in regard to 
the insurrection in Cuba, and ask a further conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

to the Sena- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair su; 
tor from Ohio that the conference report shoul first disagreed 
to before the resolution is consider 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let the formal motion be put on concurring 
in the conference report. í 

> Les; let the motion be first put. The con- 

ference report should be disagreed to. 

The report was not concurred in, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on agreeing 
to the resolution submitted by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to agree tothe resolution. I it is only to open up further debate, 
I ga to withdraw it. 5 

ALLEN. Iam unable to hear the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have offered the resolution with the under- 
standing that there would be no further debate upon the ques- 
tion until the committee of conference again reports upon the 


subject, 
. ALLEN. I have no desire to debate the question to any 


unn length. 
W. . I hope the Senator will allow the resolution 


to „as it was the understanding on both sides. 
. ALLEN. I can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The understanding was that the resolution 
should be adopted without debate. the report is again 
made the Senator will have an opportunity to speak. I appeal to 
the Senator to allow the resolution to be adopted. 

Mr. I am entirely in the dark as to what the Senator 
from Ohio wants. I can not hear a word that he says. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think I can explain the situation to the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska in a word. TheSenator from Ohio has offered 
a proposition which results in a recommittal of the Cuban resolu- 
tions to the conference committee, and, as he states, the subject 
will be open for discussion when the report of the conference is 


made, 
E ALLEN. Why not discuss it now? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This course is pursued with the understand- 
ing that there will be no factions 3 to the report when 
made, and that after reasonable debate it shall be acted on. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why should it not be discussed now? 

Mr. CULLOM. No one now knows what the conference com- 
mittee may report. It may bring in an entirely new resolution. 
It will be more 5 47 it seems to me, to discuss the report when 
it comes back. es, I am anxious to bring up an appropria- 
tion bill for consideration by the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. We have already disagreed to the conference re- 


er CULLOM. The conference report has been disagreed to 


by the Senate. i 
Mr. ALLEN. I understand that, and the pending question is a 
motion to refer the subject back to the conference committee, and 
it is property debatable. : : 

Mr. MORGAN. That the Senate shall insist in its disagree- 
ment and ask for a further conference. 

Mr. HALE. If the gentleman from Nebraska will allow me, I 
will state that the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. PALMER] took the 
floor and the Senator from Texas [Mr. LS] had the floor to 
further discuss the matter and the debate would have gone on, 
but the Senator from Ohio, who had charge of the resolutions, to 
avoid further debate and in order that other business might be 
proceeded with, made a W 1 Which was generally agreed to, 
and which now is embodied in the pending resolution, to send the 
whole matter back to the conference committee. The whole ob- 
ject of this course was to on further debate now and proceed 
to other business of the te. The Senator from Texas, who 
had the floor, gave way, and it was, I think, the understanding that 
this course should be pursued. It seems that the Senator from 
Nebraska did not know about it. The object was to prevent fur- 
ther debate now. Whenever the matter comes up again it will of 
course be open for debate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not see anything in the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Maine to deprive Senators of the peed discussion of 
this question. I have no desire to discuss it &t any I what- 
ever. There are two or three 
the discussion last week to which I desire to reply. I will do that 
as hastily as ble and as concisely as I can. 

The P. ING OFFICER. ə hour of 2 o’clock havin 
ee: the Chair lays before the Senate the regular order. It wi 

stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 502) to approve a compromise and 
settlement between the United States and the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished busi- 
ness be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any objection to the 
request of the Senator from Maine that the regular order be tem- 

Tarily laid aside in order that the Cuban resolutions may be 
Farther considered? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray] and the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY}, and within 
a few moments the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], have 
each announced a constitutional doctrine which I do not believe 
CA DO: eer ines lr sy key DO cece Ne e 
Senate without contradiction on part of some one. That doc- 
trine is that under our form of government, as those Senators 


points which were brought ont in 


assert, the sole power of recognizing the belli or 
ical ind dence of a foreign nation reden in tee Orie? 1 . 
tive. t is not only a doctrine which can not be sustained, but 
it is a constitutional that ought not to pass without refu- 
tation from some quarter, 

There is not one word in the Constitution of the United States 
conferring, either expressly or by the broadest kind of implication, 
power upon the President of the United States 3 either 
the belligerency of a 3 or its political independence; 
and certainly there is nothing in the theory of the Constitution 
nor in the theory of our Government or the history of the time 
when the Constitution was framed and adopted by the people of 
the United States which can in any manner lend color to that 
conclusion. 

Both the Senator from California [Mr. Waiter] and the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Ce e also that the Supreme 
Court of the United States had frequently laid down doctrines that 
are binding upon us, holding certain facts and certain cireum- 
stances that came before it in litigation as evidence conclusive of 


a state of belligerency or state of É 
Mr. Nebraska seems to be laying 


the polit- 


. HOAR. The Senator from 
the foundation of his argument, and before he proceeds I shoul 
like to ask him a question. I understood him to say that there is 
nothing in the Constitution which by any inference would confer 
upon the President the power of recognizing either the belliger- 
ency or the independence of a foreign state. Is not the recogni- 
tion of the independence of a foreign state involved in the power 
of the President to appoint ambassadors? 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at all, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. I wanted to call the Senator’s attention to that 
point and to know whether it is quite clear as he seems to make it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was coming to that ition. I propose to 
call the attention of the Senate to the constitutional pr ition 
on this subject before I conclude, which will be within a few mo- 
ments. The power to recognize the belligeren a of a foreign 
nation and the power to recognize the complete political independ- 
ence of a foreign nation is a joint power, possessed by Congress 
and by the executive oy yearning jointly. Before, however, pro- 
ceeding upon that line I desire to return to the point I left off 
when interrupted by the senior Senator from Massachusetts. 

The Senator from California and the Senator from Louisiana 
seem to think that the Supreme Court has some kind of power that 
is binding upon the Senate, a power to announce a rule which we 
are compelled to follow. Mr. President, that can not true. 
This Government of ours, according to doctrines announced 
by Ghie Justice oe an and by 5 — ee is a Gov- 
ernment composed o ‘ee coor te ts, the legisla- 
tive, the executive, and the judicial ts. I think I name 
them in the order in which they occur in the Constitution. Unfor- 
tunately, however, in these latter days there are some instances, and 
many of them, where the Supreme Court seems to be supreme and to 
exercise the authority to annul the acts of the other departments of 
the Government. But the sips aig Court, according to the estab- 
lished rules of jurisprudence itself, 
has no powrot e woes the belligerency or the independence of 
FVV 

an e ent of the Gov- 
ernment. VF i 
jurisprudence or a time in the history of Roman jurisprudence 


when the er to ize the belligerency of a foreign nation 
or the independence of a foreign nation was not committed by 
ractice to the political department of the Government. Certainly 


it can not be successfully urged that the Supreme Court possesses 
the slightest political power except that portion which it may from 
time to time use incidentally in the adjudication of cases. 

1 to illustrate my position, that some citizen should feel 

i ‘grieved by the conduct of Richard Olney, Secretary of 
State, and should bring an action against Mr.Olney. It would be 
a parteci pies and a perfect defense for Mr. Olney to set up that 
what he did he did as the agent of the political department of this 
country, and that it involved the administration of the political 
affairs of the nation, which would deprive by that means the Su- 
preme Court or any other court of jurisdiction to inquire further 
into the subject-matter of litigation. Yet we are told in the Sen- 
ate gravely, by grave Senators, too, that the sole power to recog- 
nize the ey! or ind dence of Cuba rests with the Pres- 
ident of the United States; that Congress, as a coordinate depart- 
ment of the Government, as the chief repository of the political 
power of the nation, is powerless and impotent to intervene and 
check the President or control his conduct, and that conclusion 
seems to be reached by Senators from some language they find in 
the Constitution. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow interrup- 
tions or does he prefer not to be interrupted? 
Sede Certainly; I yield to Senator from Connect- 
icu 


Mr. PLATT. I wish to ask him this question: Suppose that 
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an independent government should be established, as the Presi- 
dent thought, in Cuba, and the President ı should issue 
a ion recognizing the independence of Cuba; does not 
the Senator think that that would be effective without any action 
by Congress? 4 

Mr. ALLEN.. I do not think it would be. I do not see how it 
could be. 

Mr. PLATT, That goes right to the point. g 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire for a moment to refer to the Constitu- 
tion. Section 3, Article II, of the Constitution, referring to the 
duties of the President, reads as follows: 

f 

A wears pe ogee rE 
he shall judge necessary and expedient; he may, on extraordinary occasions, 
convene Houses, or either of them, and in case of 
them, with to the time of adj £ such 
time as he think ;, he shall receive „ 
ministers; he shall care that the laws be faithfully executed, and shall 
commission all the officers of the United States. 

Another provision of the Constitution confers upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States the point ambassadors 


ower to “ap 
and other public ministers and consuls,” but it confers it in 
which leaves it apparen 


language beyond all controversy and 
all dispute, that the Senate of the United States, as the highest 
representative of the political power of this Government, must 
concur in his action, or advise and consent, to use the language 
of the Constitution, before it shall be al. The very fact 
that the framers of our Constitution put this check upon 
executive department of the Government shows conc. or 
that it was the purpose of the people in the formation of the Fed- 
eral Constitution to retain this power in their own hands, The 
language anes indicates that; the it breathed by the in- 
strument itself indicates it; and the whole framework and policy 
of our Constitution, as well as thespirit of the people at the time 
it was adopted and became the ount law of land, indi- 


cates that p . Yet, Mr. ident, without one word that 
can be found in the Constitution itself, without one fact being 
cited as existi with the formation of the Consti- 


existing concurrently w: 
tution, the people are gravely informed here by at least three 
sep pir gamepad OE NA CORDAE Baayen cee 
tive and kingly power rests in the President of the United Sta 
alone; that he, at any time he may see fit, by his mere caprice— 
for there is no power upon our part to check him if the position 
of these Senators. be correct—may recognize the ce or 
independence of a nation, and we be powerless to advise and con- 
A P SA ER EE BEEE U ERE S SEEE Ee ERS E 


as that announced by the Senators to whom L refer. | 
that this goes out to the country as the grave 
Senators, and is taken up by the people, some of whom do not de- 
vote so much attention to these questions as they ought to, and it 
is gravely asserted by them that that is a true interpretation of 
the Constitution because it is from the dis ished Senators 
from Delaware, „ Louisiana; and it ought not to go 
undisputed in this Chamber. 

One proposition more, and I think I shall eonclude my remarks, 
The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery] in discussing this 

uestion a few days ago said we have no evi o that war exists 

Cuba. If I un tand the Senator from Louisiana rightly, it 

would be necessary, in his judgment, to Sig. the witnesses before 
the bar of the Senate and prove by ocular tion that a 
state of war exists in Cuba. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senato from Nebraska must have very 
widely misinterpreted what I said on that point. I did not say 
that there was not war in Cuba, but I did say that from the evi- 
dence before the Senate and the country there was not public war 
in that sense which would authorize a country at peace with a 
power where an insurrection existed to recognize, under inter- 
national law, the war being carried on in Cuba as public war. 
Nor, if the Senator will pardon me, did he understand me to say. 
nor can it be implied from any remarks I made, that I contended 
that there must be witnesses present before the Senate in order 
to establish a case of public war. I think I said that the Execu- 
tive had the means to pather the necessary evidence to establish 
a state of public war through communication with our consuls 
resident in Cuba or h any other authentic official source. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I am inclined to believe that the 
Senator’s lanation needs explaining. There may be some 
shadowy distinction Seg Beg tr a state of public and a state 
of private war I suppose is the antithesis of public war— 
but that I do not understand. Certainly a state of war exists on 


armed conflict between nations It 


tho Island of Cuba. What is war? Mr. President, it is simply an 
or between parts of nations. 
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must be something that rises above a riot; it must be a rebellion; 


and, so far as Cuba is as. it t- 3 — a 
military organization upon part e insurgen 
not a state of public war in fact, then I am entirely mi 
8 of what constitutes public war. 
ut how are we to prove it? The Senator says that we could 
not understand that it was his purpose to have the witnesses 
brought here and interrogated, but the Senator from Louisiana 
here and said there was no evidence before the country or 
before the Senate of the existence of a state of public war—I will 
ut in the word publio“—on the Island of Cuba. How do we 
w that there was a state of war on that island from 1868 to 
18787 We know it simply as a matter of history. Do we know 
Washington 


tis 
in 


that was the first President of the United 
States? Nobody living has ever seen him, 
Mr. CAFFERY. ill the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska. 
yield to the Senator from: Louisiana? 
Mr. ALLEN i 


Mr. CAFFERY. The says we know there was a state 

of public war. I think that was the assertion he made 
ALLEN. I will put it public“ or “private” war. 

Mr. CAFFERY. That in Cuba from 1 to 1878 there was 
tem years. of public war. Does not the Senator know that the 
war then carried on in Cuba was not characterized by President 
Grant as a public war, in an international sense, between those 


the | dates? 


Mr. ALLEN. I do not know anything about what President 
Grant thought about it or believed about it; and I am not con- 
cerned in the inquiry at this time. I do not believe in 
battles ing to a book. Inever did believe in it, and I never 
shall believe in it. But what I wanted to prove on the point to 
which I desired to direct the attention of the Senate when inter- 
rupted. by the Senator from Louisiana is this: We are to shut our 
eyes and our ears to current history of the tragic events that are. 
taking place on the Island of Cuba.. 

OAR. May I ask the Senator one question? 
„ALLEN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HOAR. It is with reference to this matter of public war. 
Tunderstand—if the Senator will allow me to preface nestion 
with es EAA that the question may be — e EAER 
Mr. AL Certain! 


Mr. 
Mr. 


any other district or territory of the Island of Cuba that the char- 
acter of belligerence is imputed to one as against the other? 
Mr. AL. I think I can tell the Senator probably about as 
* 1 and I Bou know about 3 10 
vn from current newspaper I ibly some slight 
evidence in the consular 5 My understanding is that about 
two-thirds of the Island o aaa mg iy three-fourths, is under 
the dominion. of the insurgents er the command of Gomez and 
Maceo and their followers. There is a distinct portion of that 
territory that has on its face as well-equipped armies as could be 
expected under the circumstances, where the Republic of Cuba has 
absolute control and dominion over life and property. Thatisa 
portion of the territ rough. which the Spanish forces đo not 
march, and over which they do not exercise any control. There 
are there well-equipped and drilled armies in the field under mar- 
tiallaw. I have the number of troops here, to which I am going 
to refer in a moment. If that does not constitute a state of war 
according to the definition of the books—if war is to be fought 
rding to books then I am mistaken in m ing of 
te war. 


acco: 
what the books define to be necessary to consti 

Mr. President, I do not know, and I am not concerned in know- 
ing, what President Grant said about the Cuban war from, 1868 
to 1878. I know, President Grant knew, you know, and the world 
knows that we have power to recognize the political independence 
or belligerency, or it may be both, of any people who are 
in war with one another. That war does not necessarily require 
the existence of a certain number of men under arms. It is sim- 
ply required that one portion of the people shall be arrayed in 
armed hostility against the other, with an army under its control, 
and a government set up over a specific portion of the territory 
which is under contention. Whenever we see fit to say that that 
contending force is a belligerent force, or whenever we see fit to say 
that that territory and the Te sath iy eee an inde- 
pendent government, e e entity, it so in the eyes 
of the world, so far as we are concerned. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator allow me? 


— . 
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Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to call attention to a statement of the 
laws of war contained in lectures delivered at the Naval War Col- 
lege by Freeman Snow, Ph. D., LL. B., late instructor in inter- 
national law in Harvard University. This book was sent me by 
Captain Taylor, president of the Naval War College, whom I con- 
ceive to be one of our most eminent men in the Navy, both as a 
scientist and as a lawyer. Professor Snow gives this definition: 

Wheaton's definition of a public war is a contest by force between inde- 
pendent sovereign States, it is declared in form or duly commenced, it 
oe both the belligerent es to all the rights of war nt aan 


by the laws of war to one of the 
e other. 


and 1867 were of 
this nature. Such a war may attain suficient strength and magnitude to 
entitle both conten parties to all the hts of war with to each 
other and to neutral States. Again, acco! ng to the manner and degree of 
the hostile operations, wars are said to be perfect or imperfect. 

I need not go into that further. I think that is the best defini- 
tion I-have seen on the subject by anybody. 

8 That is in substance the definition 1 by Mr. 
Davis in his recent work on International Law of the laws of war. 

I do not think that we are required to have any more evidence 
before us than has been furnished us by the Department of State 
and has been furnished us by the press of the country. It is true 
that ibly we must discount a certain portion of the reports 
which come from the scene of action; but he would be a bold man 
who would stand in the Senate to-day and say that a state of war 
does not exist in Cuba. Are we to stand here until the Spaniards 
cut the throats of the Cubans, and until the bloody events pass 
into the permanent history of the country before we take any no- 
tice of What is transpiring there? We know that a state of war 
exists there; and the only question, in my judgment, is whether 
we have the patriotism to say that those le in Cuba who are 
struggling for their liberty shall be reco, as belligerents and 
have equal opportunities with the people of Spain in this country 
and in the ports of this country. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator allow me to again interrupt 
him a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Some dispute is made about the facts and the 
extent of civil government in Cuba. The correspondent of the 
ctr l Star, of this city, whose veracity and character are 
vouched for by Mr. Crosby S. Noyes, in the letter I read here this 
morning, giving an account of his second visit to Cubitas, the 
capo e Republic, speaking of Colonel Menocal, whois a near 
relative of a very distinguished engineer in the United States, and 
is evidently a man of very fine character, who was educated at 
Cornell University—speaking to Colonel Menocal, chief of staff of 
President Cisneros, the correspondent asked a question about what 
sort of a tour they had been on, He and General Cisneros and 400 
men who were his guard had been on a tour of inspection. An 
inquiry was made in regard to that tour. Colonel Menocal said: 

This has been a sort of inspection tour. There was the appointment of 
about thirty prefectos to be made, and there were a number of others who 
had not sent in reports for two months. President Cisneros desired to make 
a personal investigation, and so two weeks ago we left Cubitas, Since that 
time we have been over in the extreme eastern end of the Republic, made an 

ion of the force in the Sierra Maestra Mountains, looked over the 


fa and prison there, and on the way back made appointments of 
prefectos and subprefectos in a score of districts. 


Colonel Men: was reminded that he used the term republic,“ refer- 
ring to the island. d 
“hy isn’t it a republic?” he asked. We have our established and per- 


manent seat of government, have over 350 prefectos in the island, and govern 
with civil laws at least two-thirds of the totalarea. Of course I understand 
that Spain still controls the seaboard and holds the cities, but her navy is 
her only salvation. There are hundreds of miles in the interior of Cuba that 
Spanish soldiers have never trod, and for that matter never 

THE REPUBLIC ESTABLISHED. 

“Tf we could not i lay claim to having a republic bere established, how 
is it that our President, with an escort of onl men, can be away from 
Cubitas for a fortnight, traverse a distance of 300 miles by the main 1 
of the island, and never a shot be fired by friend or foe? How is it that we 
have civil officers all the way from Puerto Principe to the very shadow of the 
castle at Santiago de Cuba; and again, how is it that in the Sierra Maestra 
Mountains we have e e the farms of the Republic over 700 Spanish 
soldiers who were made p ners of war, and who, not caring to return to 
their ranks, are protected by Gen. José Maceo and his men? This latter 
feature may be news to the American people, but the Spanish Government 
knows it full well, and has made attempts to recapture its men, although at 
the same time it has denied such a state of affairs." 

The sound of a Tige coming from up the road told Colonel Menocal and the 
other officers at the hotel, among them Dr. Orles, chief of the insurgent hos- 

ital cor and who, by the way, does not speak a word of English, that the 

ur for ing up the march arrived. 


And they proceeded to Cubitas. 

Mr. . There can not be the slightest doubt that we 
must give some force to current history; we must recognize the 
existence of a state of war in Cuba. It is recognized in the press 
of foreign countries; it is in the mouth of every person who reads; 
witnesses come from Cuba and tell us the condition of affairs 
there; every person understands that there is a state of war; and 
yet Senators come into this Chamber and gravely say that there 


is no evidence of the existence of war there. The Senator from 
Louisiana said the other day that there was no evidence of the 
existence of any number of the belligerents under arms. I will 
call the attention of the Senate to the evidence of that fact later. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If the Senator will permit me, Ishouldlike to 
ask him what indicia he holds are necessary to exist before a na- 
tion can declare a condition of war waged between a parent coun- 

and insurrectionary forces to be a public war? 

Ir. ALLEN. Mr. sident, there is no line of demarcation 
which is recognized among nations, It rests altogether within a 
nation itself. 

Mr. CAFFERY, Then I would ask the Senator whether or not 
he rejects the conditions laid down by international writers as 
indicating a state of war? 

Mr. . No. The difficulty with the Senator from Loui- 
siana is that I do not recognize his interpretation of international 
writers. The writers areall right, and the Senator from Louisiana 
is all right, but I do not conclude that necessarily there must be a 
synthetical relation between the writer and the reader. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator will permit me again. Iask him 
whether all international-law authors do not hold that it is neces- 

for the insurrectionary forces to hold and occupy a certain, 
well-defined extent of territory; that it is necessary for them to 
have a regular, organized government; that it is necessary for 
them to have a seat of government, and at least one seaport in a 
country which borders on the sea? 

Mr. ALLEN. I am really glad the Senator calls my attention 
to the argument again—I heard him make it two or three da: 
ago—that the 1 must have at least one seaport. Ə 
history of the world is full of nations that never had a seaport. 

Mr. CAFFERY. When put that question, I said any country 
which bordered upon the sea. 

Mr. MORGAN. Switzerland has none now. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Alabama says Switzerland has 
none. 

Mr. MORGAN. And could not have one. 

Mr. ALLEN. And it has been an independent nation I do not 
know how many hundred years. X 

Mr. CAFFERY. Where anation does not border upon the sea, 
and where the nation recognized is not contiguous, do not the 
coins spent aye en y that a condition on hardly arise 
where the recognition o igerency is necessary 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam treating the question of recognizing bellig- 
erents. We have the right to recognize the belligerence of a peo- 
ple asa political power inherent in this nation. e have the sole 
power to say when and where this doctrine shall be applied; and 
we are not required to look into Wheaton's International Law, or 
the volume on international law written by Mr. Pomeroy, or the 
volume by any other author upon the face of the earth when we 
see fit to apply this doctrine. A Senator behind me says there is 
no such international law; but there was an author who wrote 
upon that subject, I think, long before the Senator and I were born. 

hat I claim, and where I differ with the Senator from Louisiana, 
is that he wants the Cubans to be killed or to survive according 
5 3 definition contained in some volume he holds in his 

ands. 

The conditions of people necessarily must differ. Here is a 
ple who, as I have said, are in control of at least two-thirds of 
the pend A the Island of Cuba, with a civil government set 
up and a mili government that is able to coop up this man 

eyler and his forces in Habana and hold them in check; yet the 
honorable Senator from Louisiana gravely asserts here that be- 
cause the conditions which exist in Cuba do not square with his 
definition or his understanding of the definition of belligerency as 
he finds it in some law book, therefore this great nation of 70,000,- 
000 people is impotent and powerless to do it. The Senator can 
content himself with these things if he wants to. I do not want to. 
Then the Senator says again that the insurgents must have a capi- 
tal. They do have a capital. The Senator from Louisiana said a 
few days ago it was away off in the wilderness—off where Weyler 
and his forces could not get at it. I infer that the Senator from 
Louisiana would hold that that capital must be accessible to its 
enemies or it is not a capital. The Senator said the capitol build- 
ing was constructed of bamboo, and robably with a roof com- 
pon of leaves and grass. Iask the distinguished Senator from 
ouisiana if he finds anythi ng in the law books, of which he is 
such a devotee, that distinguishes between a grass or a leaf roofed 
capitol and one made of shingles, or one made of some harder 
material? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I find nothing in the law books or in common 
sense to make any such distinction; but I find that where there is 
a capital, somebody must know where it is, and it must be acces- 
sible to civilized nations. 

Mr. ALLEN. I thought the Senator would see the ridiculous 
result to which his own argument would lead him. 

Take our own history during the seven years of the Revolution- 
ary struggle in this country, Our capital followed the Army a 
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It was located at at least half a dozen differ- 
ent places, and in a few instances followed the Army to get away 
from the enemy. It was a capital on wheels, more completely so 


portion of the time. 


than is or has been the capital of the Republic of Cuba, and yet 
our independence was recognized; we were able to hold off the 
British power, which was aided by Hessians, until such time as 
the sense of justice of the civilized world required our recognition; 
and yet because the struggling Cubans have a capitol constructed 
of bamboo, with possibly a roof of leaves or grass, which does not 
rise to the dignity of such a capitol building as we enjoy, the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana tells us gravely that we can not recognize the 
belligerency of those people. : 

Mr. President, as further showing to some extent the existence 
of the insurgent army in Cuba, I desire to send to the Secretary's 
desk and have read a communication of Mr. J. Frank Clarke, writ- 
ten from Habana, under date of March 14. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 

will read as indicated. 
e Secretary read as follows: 

SIZE OF THE CUBAN ARMY—SOME INTERESTING FACTS CONCERNING THE 
STRENGTH OF THE INSURGENTS—FORTY-THREE THOUSAND MEN IN THE 
FIELD WITH BUT ONE OBJECT IN LIFE, THEIR FREEDOM—WONDERFUL 
PROGRESS MADE, NOTWITHSTANDING ALMOST INSURMOUNTABLE OBSTA- 
CLES—ARMS AND AMMUNITION NEEDED. 

HABANA, March Il. 


[Correspondence of the United Press, via Tampa, Fla. ] 
The t stren is close to 43,000. Cubans 
themselves estimate 
if unarmed camp followers, men in c 
camps were counted it is doubtful if tha 
There are thousan 


ized on naan fhe The columns of Gomez, Maceo, 
are, however, ited to no one province, but from one to another under 
direct orders of Gomez. The commander-in-chief is now in Matanzasand the 
others have reinvaded Habana Province. The following isastatement of the 
strength and location of the forces of the principal leaders: 


LEADERS AND LOCATIONS. 


———ů A—2—— —k[ñ— ff 


ratim Sanchez, in Santa Clara 
Rodriguez, in Santiago. 


Verona, Ru 
Oliva and o 
Carillo, J 


ers, in Pinar del Rio 
uin, Garcia, and others, in Santiag 
„ and Perez, in Santa Clara 


Mantagas, in Manzas enost iadniendaaaap ninan 
Robau, Cebreco, Ruen, and Planas, in Santiago 


SSSSESESSERSSESSSEESES 


Borroto, Lancho, Sardinas, and Eduardo Garcia, in Matanzas 400 
Aulit, Mosjon, Dimas, Martinez, and Sorolongo, in Matanzas. 400 
Villancoa, Acosta, Aguilar, and others, m Habana 300 
Munez, Chapotin, Sosorro, and Lino Perez, in Santa Clara 200 

W... AA 12, 800 


HOW THEY ARE DISTRIBUTED. 


The distribution e A rovinces is: Habana, 16,800; Matanzas, 8,000; 
Santa Clara, 6,500; Santiago, 5,500; Pinar del Rio, 3,900; Camaguay, 2,100; total, 


800. 

a addition to the aboye, there are innumerable local bands from 15 men to 
50 or even 100, These do not form a part of the fighting force and should 
not be counted as part of the army. Their chief functions are to carry out 
the orders of Gomez, prohibiting the grinding of cane, the movement of 
troops and supplies by rail, the shipment of provisions to cities, the sap- 
pression of “plateados"' who rob, burn, and commit other crimes. These 
small bands serve as recruiting ncies, and when they grow too large for 
local operation they are attached to one of the army columns. Of the arm 

roper, fully two-thirds are well mounted, and about half are well armed. 
Tad others are armed with shotguns, revolvers, or only machetes. 


CHOPPED WIRE FOR SHOT. 


Some of Maceo’s men have old-style muzzle-loading guns, and lead is so 

scarce that telegraph wires chop’ intoshort lengths is used for the charge. 

surgeons have on several occasions reported soldiers wounded with 

bits of wire. The insurgents have a few pieces of mounted cannon captured 

from Government troops. There are perhaps a dozen of these guns, which 

have been used with disastrous effect against the small wooden forts which 
the Spanish troops have erected at various points, 

The Cuban army of liberation, as it is ed, has grown to its present size 
in the face of almost insurmountable difficulties. From the beginning it has 
been outnumbered by the army of Spain, in never less than four toone. It 
has esca annihilation in many encounters when ammunition ran out. It 
has lived on forage, almost constantly under fire, and is to-day a reck- 
less, dare-devil army with but one view, and t is to free Cuba. What 


comes after is not given a thought. 
J. FRANK CLARKE. 


Mr. ALLEN. Similar articles have appeared in the press from 
time to time for the last year, and bs ater y for the last few months, 
and I take it for granted the people of the United States, and es- 
pecially the Senate of the United States, can no longer doubt that 
a state of war exists in Cuba and that the insurgent forces are at 


least under martial law, having a regular military organizati 
and that their troops amount to many 8 os 

I conclude, therefore, that there is but one of two things for the 
people of the United States to do, either to remain passive and 
inactive and let the throats of the Cubans be cut by the Spaniards, 
or to take prompt and efficient action for the recognition not only 
of the belligerency of Cuba, but its political recognition. 

The distinction, as I understand, between belligerency and in- 
dependence is of so shadowy a character that I can not under- 
stand why the Senate hesitates to make the recognition full or to 
recognize the PORNON independence of those people. The only 
distinction, as I am informed, is as to the right of the Cubans to 
be represented at this capital by a minister or an ambassador. 

I have sometimes been led to doubt the sincerity of these reso- 
lutions—and I dislike very much to doubt their sincerity—because 
they have not been put in an authoritativeform. It has been 
said here by the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and it seems to be conceded all around, that 
the resolutions are simply advisory. Now, why make them ad- 
visory merely? If the struggling patriots of Cuba are entitled to 
any recognition whatever at our hands, why not give them that 
kind of recognition which will be of benefit to them? Why say 
to the people of Cuba who are waging this war for the preserva- 
tion of their political rights, for the preservation of their homes, 
for the preservation of their wives and children, We sympathize 
with you, but we can not extend to you aid under these circum- 
stances”? 

Mr. President, it occurs to me that it would be no more cruel 
to place water within the sight of a dying man upon a desert and 
to say to him, We sympathize with you, but we can not give 
me e Water.“ If we stand here and suffer Spain to apply the 

ife to the throats of the Cubans, we will be justly chargeable in 
the eyes of the civilized world with impotency and with coward- 
ice. Why not put these resolutions in the form of a joint resolu- 
tion? Why not send them to the President of the United States and 
say to him, Sign these resolutions, make them a part of the law 
of the country, or take the responsibility of inviting the adverse 
criticism of your countrymen?’ 

A few days ago Senators in this Chamber, to use a phrase which 
probably is not altogether parliamentary, were falling over one 
another to vote for the resolution. There was a wonderful burst 
of 3 and patriotic sentiment here, among Republicans 
and Demoerats alike—and Populists were inspired a little, too—in 
order to demonstrate to the world by our votes that we not only 
sympathized with Cuba, but that we were willing, if need be, to 
afford her substantial aid under these distressing circumstances, 
Yet our patriotism has been sifting out from that moment to this, 
until it is very doubtful whether the resolutions can pass here 
to-day. First came the senior Senator from Maine . HALE] 
antagonizing the resolutions, then the honorable senior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and finally the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, I guess, has concluded that it is 
about time for him to retreat, and we are offered the resolution 
now before the Senate to recommit the Cuban resolutions for fur- 
ther consideration. I suppose that is the end of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for a vote on the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will again be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its ment to the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the resolution of the Senate in regard to 
the insurrection in Cuba, and afurther conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appa the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. SHERMAN, 
. Moraan, and Mr. LopGE were appointed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, uy Mr. CHAPPEL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. 789) for the relief of Kate Winter; 

A bill ‘S. 990) to amend section 9 of an act entitled An act to 
provide for the appointment of a sealer and an assistant sealer 
of weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other 


purposes ”; 
A bill (S. 2251) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Calumet River; and 
A bill (S. 2419) to authorize the leasing of lands for educational 
purposes in Arizona. 
INDEPENDENCE OF CUBA. 


Mr. PLATT submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, an 
ordered to be printed. 


Resolved, That the Senate (the House of Representatives eoncurring) 
hereby expresses its earnest desire and hope that Cuba may soon become a 
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88 government, and that the friendly offices | 
ot the ui States should De oered by tho President to the Spanish Gov- 


ernment to secure 
555 F 
Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the bill (S. 502) to approve a com- 
and setttlement between the United States and the State 


of Arkansas, which is the unfinished business, be again tempo- 
rarily laid aside, so that it ma ad not lose its place. 
The PRESIDING OFFICE Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
— of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6248) making 


a) 5 for the es executive,and judicial expenses 

yi greg zemenes for fiscal year en June 30, 1897, and 

for other purposes, which had been reported om the Committee 
on App: tions with amendments. 

3 M. I ask the consent of the Senate that the first 

. the bill be dispensed with, and that the amend- 

ee, ela by the Committee on Appropriations be first con- 


gamana disposed of as they are reached in the reading of the 


biiir. PEFFER. Is it the intention of the Senator from Illinois 
to ask that only the amendments proposed by the committee be 


Ae. SULLO LOM. ‘That FFC 


of the oe 

Mr. PEFFER. Other amendments to come in afterwards? 

Mr. CULLOM. And then thatthe bill be open to amendment 
asthe Soa 

The PRESIDIN FFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Ilinois? The Chair hears none, and that 
course will be pursued. 25 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say to the Senator from Illinois that, as 


he well knows, there are provisions in the bill in to mar- 
shals and district attorneys. The Committee on the Judiciary, at 
dhe request of the Committee on 


nt, fy on have considered 
to the Committee on Appro- 
their result; but there are a few cases where Senators 
f or aa after the e eee had acted about a half 
in e committee have made a supplementary zopak 

‘Thope the Senator from Ilinois will not take up that part of the 
3 to-morrow, because that report can not come in in print 
un 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not suppose that that portion of the bill 
will be reached before that time, but if the Senator desires that 
it shall not be disposed of until to-morrow morning I am per- 
fectly willing. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senate reaches that part of the bill I ask the 
8 to reserve those particular amendments until to-morrow. 

MITCHELL of Oregon. Iwill say to the Senator in 

of th the bill that I should like to have the provision relating to cler 
hire in the office of 8 Oregon go over until 
to-morrow. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 


‘that ear and have communica: 


of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the provision for office 
of the Secretary of the te, on pa; page >, line 17, after the word 
teach,” to insert “ and $500 additio: to the financial clerk, while 


the o is held by the present incumbent”; so as to read: 

Chief and financial cler 000 each, and additional to the 
PS ae Be sn ge while the office . 5 the present Sed amor 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The 3 of the was continued to the end of line 23, 


pope PLATT. In line 22 there is a provision for “librarian 
$2,220.” I should like to inquire if the committee has considered 
whether his salary ought not to be increased. I do not know that 
itis in order to speak of it now, but before we get through with 
the bill I wish the committee would consider the matter. 
Mr. CULLOM. I know what the Senator from Connecticut 
sg to. The committee did consider the proposition, but, so far 
rsonally am concerned, when the committee amendments 
e of, I shall have no objection to referring to it again. 
a The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on ge! rp sor was, on page 3, line 8, to increase 
5 for office of the Secretary of the te from $64,806.90 
to $65,305 
The eee EN was agreed to. 
The or nd of the bill was continued to the end of line 23, on 


paga t CULLOM. In line 23, on 4, the words ‘“‘Epidemic 
Diseases” should be stricken out, nse of the recent change. 


It should be the Committee on Public Health and National Quar- 
antine. 


The SECRETARY. On page 4, line 23, it is posed to strike out 
the words. ‘‘ Epidemic Diseases” e Meee, end Pub- 
lic Health and National Quarantine.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 5, after line 3, to 


For clerks to the Committees Mines and Mining, Immi- 
of taekaws of the United S tions Organized. 
n the District of Depredations, and C tion of the 


Nicaragua Canal, at $2,100 each, $14,700. 
Mr. HILL. I should like to hear some explanation of this 


amendment, as to whether the amounts are changed or whether 


additional clerks are provided. 

Mr, CULLOM. In the passage 
there were several 5 in footi 
have been corrected by the clerk of 
tions of the Senate, so that I think they are now correct. 8 
5 provision is made for quite a num of additional clerks 
committees who have not heretofore received the annual salary 
now asks apace That, of course, changes the 


total of the para 

Mr. HILL. Thad the foe to be chairman of the Committee 
on 8 for about two years. It is not an exceedingly 
laborious committee, yet we repented some bills, we conducted 
some investigations, and we discharged our duties in a reasonably 
satisfactory manner, I assume. The clerk of that committee was 
given the extravagant 1 of about $1,400. I haye now 
been succeeded as chairman b Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE], but I hidre a member of the eommittee, 

Tam not aware of . a change in the salary of the 
clerk. Lam not aware of any new duties which have been added 
to those of the clerk, and I do not understand the discrimination 
proposed to be made. It is in to that matter that I ask for 
some information. Why has this committee assumed such pro- 
ode ions lately? What new duties havo been added to it? I should 

to know why it is proposed to jump the of the clerk 
from $1,440 to $2,100. I donot refer to the additi clerks added 
in this paragropi, but to the additional salaries. It strikes me 
that some of those committees have very little todo. I am not 
complaining of that. I simply wanted to know why it was that 
under the previous administration of the Senate the clerk of the 
Committee on Immigration, who was my clerk, was given $1,440 a 
year and the new clerk is to be given 82,100 & year. If anyone 
FCC ed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I one of the reasons why the clerk of 
the committee when Senator was received — 
81,440 was because the Senator did not ask for an increase. I do 
not know how that may be. There ae e two or three 
of the committees mentioned in this amendment the clerks of 
which are paid a higher salary than they have heretofore received. 
For instance, the clerk of the first committee mentioned has for a 
number of years been an annual clerk, and the same is true of sev- 
eral other committees named. 

VVV 
on Woman a most im commi course, 
and the duties must be very laborious. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I desire to say a word in reference to the 
Healing especially in reference to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. Two Congresses ago I had the honor of chairman 
of that committee. It was one of the busiest and hardest worked 
committees of the Senate, of course, under those conditions and 
considering the subject-matter that came before the committee. 
I thought then that the clerkship ought to be placed in the highest 

If I had continued chairman of the committee I should 
ve asked to have that done. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow mea 
pasate 0 the clerk of the committee during your adminis- 


teii eee 
LER. He was paid the same salary that he re- 
cored’ in the last Congress. The Senator will see the point as I 
et on. I did not succeed in getting that clerkship raised, but I 
testimony to-day to the fact that the committee is of sufficient 
importance to have such a clerk. It ought to have had it two 
Congresses ago. It saat to have had it in the last Congress, 
when the Senator fro ew York was the able and diligent chair- 
man of the committee. It ought to have it now, when the yong 
and enthusiastic Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lope] is 
9 of the committee. 
ed to say, however, that the salaries of these er 
eo SAJA somewhat by the ali-wise Committee on App 
tions with some reference to the 


el of the e 
If the Senator from Tennessee 


a 
. Harris] or the Senator from 
ener a ciak of th ght E long service in the Senate, he 
wi ven a ee tpr 
must | Smet ea from New Lark 


of the bill in the other House 
up the total amounts, Which 
e Committee on Appropria- 


l head of any com- 
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oe ironi the governorship of the Empire State to grace this 
with his person and his eloquence, became chairman of 
the Committee on Immigration that the then dominant party in 
this Chamber did not give him a clerkship adequate not only to 
the work of the committee, but to the character and stan of 
the Senator himself. I think that the majority of this House ought 
to have given a clerkship to the committee commensurate with 
its personnel and commensurate with the importance of its sery- 
ices, and I assure the Senator I should have cooperated with great 
earnestness and cordiality, if he had remained chairman of the 
committee until this time, in having the clerkship advanced. 

I now think that the conclusion of the Committee on Appro- 
priations ought to be accepted without any demur not only with 
reference to this committee, but with reference to the other com- 
mittees where they propose to raise the salaries of theclerks. It is 
a difficult matter to adjust. Unless all the committees have clerk- 
ships of one grade it must be difficult to draw the line. But the 
Committee on Appropriations have done it as well as they could. 
They have been influenced not only oe consideration of the 
important duties which the committees have to perform, but some- 
what by the character and standing and position in the Senate of 
the various chairmen of the committees. 

I hope, therefore, that the Senator from New York will not 
undertake either on this or any other occasion (indeed he and I 
know it is vain) to make any attempt to impugn the exceeding 
wisdom and 1 of the Committee on 8 

Mr. KYLE. President, I should like to hear further from 
the Senator from Illinois who has the bill in charge as to the 
basis upon which this adjustment is made. I observe that the 
amendment as reported by the Committee on . ro- 
vides that the clerk to the Committee on Woman Suffrage 
receive $2,100 a year. I do not know that that committee has 
had a meeting during the present session. I know that during 
the past Congress there were two or three meetings of the Com- 
mittee on Woman Suffrage, but at the present session I believe 
they have had none. The Committee on Mines and Mining I be- 
lieve is quite an important committee, and I do not object to the 
raising of the of the clerk to that committee. I do not 
think that the Committee on Revision of the Laws of the United 
States has had a meeting during the present session. The Com- 
mittee on Corporations Organized in the District of Columbia I 
do not think has had a meeting during the present session. The 
Committee on Indian Depredations has one short meeting of 
half an hour, when a quorum was not present. The Committee 
on the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal I believe has not had 
a meeting at the present session. 


Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes; they have. They have been in session 


the time, as far as that is concerned. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will state to the Senator that every member 
of that committee is charged with a particular part of the work, 
and he is working at it like a man and doing his best. 

Mr. KYLE. I presume that is true of every committee. Each 
member has specific matters referred to him, and then the com- 
mittee meet and confer. 

Mr. MORGAN. They have not conferred yet, but at the same 
time they are engaged in preparing their work so as to submit it 
to the Senate. z 

Mr. KYLE. But what I am trying to get at is the basis of this 
discrimination. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will bear in mind that a great 
many of these committees are so very busy that they have no 
time for meetings. 

ved sat i at is a very important observation. I am glad 
to know it. 

Mr. FAULENER, If the Senator from South Dakota will per- 
mit me, I will state very frankly why I voted for the increase in 
the committee and why I shall vote for it in the Senate. The 
clerk of this committee also really does the work of a secretary of 
a Senator. He not only has to attend to the duties of the com- 
mittee and all the work of the committee, including all the cor- 
respondence and obtaining the information nece: tolay before 
the committee on matters that come before it, but he also has to 
peona the duties that are devolved upon the secretary of every 

mator who has not the chairmanship of a committee. For that 
reason I nee there shonld be a discrimination between those 
gentlemen who had more labor imposed upon them than the 
clerks of Senators who receive $1,200 a year. 

Mr. KYLE. I am not complaining about the salary of the 
clerks, but about the discrimination. I wish to say in reference 
to my own committee that we have had eight or ten meetings at 
a ak session, each one lasting an hour or an hour anda 

We have had important hearings, where we have had to 
hire our own stenographer, and I presume allowance is not made 
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for that in the appropriation bill. We have paid for the stenog- - 
rapher from our own pockets. What I am complaining of is the 
discrimination in regard to the clerks of the various committees, 
Irealize, as does the Senator from West Virginia . FAULKNER], 
that the salary paid to these clerks is very small, considering the 
amount of work that they do. Not only the committee work is 
imposed upon these clerks, but also the work necessitated as private 
secretaries to Senators. The salary that is paid to the majority of 
the committee clerks, $2,100, is not too large; but I wish the 
Committee on 1 ae reach a proper and impartial 
basis where all these clerks should be paid the full and maximum 
amount. I do not believe in being stingy in regard to these mat- 
ters. I should like to hear from the Senator who has the bill in 
charge in regard to the matter. 

Mr. CALL. Nearly all the clerks of the committees mentioned 
in this paragraph have been paid this salary for many years. The 
Conmnittee on Woman Suffrage has been alluded to here as not 
having had any meeting. That committee represents a great body 
of public sentimentin this country. It was created at the earnest 
solicitation and demand of a number of the women of the 
United States, who met in this city when holding their conferences. 
The committee was given a clerk ranking with the other commit- 
tees upon their ial request. The correspondence of that clerk 
is very great. ere is a great public sentiment in this country, 
whether we agree to it or disagree to it, of the intelligent women 
of the country, zealous and earnest in what they conceive to bea 
measure of great importance to the public and to themselves. The 
clerk of the committee has to my knowledge paid out of his salary a 
monthly sum for the purpose of keeping up the business of the 
committee and thedutiesimposed upon him. In respect to the dig- 
nity of the committee in representing a great public sentiment, in 

resenting an earnest public sentiment, the Committee on Appro- 
priations have only acted in deference to the requests of a vast 
number of the intelligent women of the United States. They have 
a right to be heard and a right to be represented in the commit- 
tees of this body. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have been called upon by the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. KYLE) to explain the amendment. There is 
very little explanation, it seems to me, necessary. The commit- 
tee, with the representations before it, thought they ought to make 
many of the clerks of committees annual clerks. The Senate is 
misled to an extent, becagge several of the committees named 
already have annual clerks. The Committee on Woman § 
as the Senator from Florida has said, has had an annual clerk for 
a many years, 

. KYLE, At what salary? 

Mr. CULLOM. Two thousand one hundred dollars, I think; 
the usual amount. So has the Committee on Mines and Mining. 
As to the Committee on the Nicaragua Canal, in view of the wor 
that that committee will be compelled to discharge, the great 
question it has under consideration, in which the country is very 
much interested, and the distinguished character of the Senator 
who is chairman of that committee, the Committee on Appropria- 
tions thought it was only common fairness that the committee 
should have an annual clerk to aid it in the discharge of its work. 

The Committee on Appropriations has tried to do the best it 
could, as has been said, with reference to these committees. Ap- 
peals were made to it by different Senators. The Senator from 

ath Dakota will observe that as we are getting along I appre- 
hend it will not be very many years before it will be shown that 
the work of every committee in the Senate will be such as to 
necessitate an annual clerk. The Committes on 8 
hardly felt at liberty to adopt that scheme at present, but we went 
as far as we could under the circumstances, I hope we shall have 
a vote on the amendment and proceed with the consideration of 


e 
Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to say one word more in regard to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. That is a very important 
committee. The Senate have always undertaken to constitute 
that committee as one of gravity and they have made it a com- 
mittee of importance. The chairman two Congresses ago was 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who has 
deen very 8 service of the Government in the Senate. 
The present chairman, the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], has 
been in the Senate nearly as long as any member upon the other 
side of the Chamber. I have no doubt that these facts entered 
into the minds of the members of the Committee on Appr ria- 
tions in determining what the rank of this clerkship should be. 
The Senator from South Dakota . KYLE] said that the Com- 
mittee on Woman Suffrage has not much work todo. The com- 
mittee, to my knowledge, has had repeated hearings. It hears 
with patience all the delegations of the women of the country who 
come here to sgun the progressin pam of woman suffrage, It 
earings and has as much work to do as al- 
committee in the Senate. I do not know whether the 
Florida said that or not, but he will correct me if I 


has always had 
most an 
Senator 
am wrong. 
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There is the Senator from Florida, who, in addition to doing the 
duties of this committee with zeal and with diligence, does as 
much or more work for his constituents, the people of Florida, as 
is done by any other Senator here for his constituency. No Sena- 
tor from New York or from Pennsylvania works any harder for 
his constituents in those great States than the Senator from Flor- 
ida works for his constituents of Florida, which, by the way, is a 
little larger in area than the State of New York. The Senator 
from Florida goes all over it, and knows all about it, and works 
for its people. I regret that the Senator from South Dakota 
should wish to Sx peeks that Senator of the little recognition which 
his character and services in the Senate have received from the 
Committee on N 

Mr. KXLE. e Senator from South Dakota does not wish to 
deprive the Senator from Florida of the emoluments of his commit- 
tee. Lam glad, indeed, that he has them. The only thing I wish is 
that the rest of us had the same privileges under the laws of the 
United States. I was going to move before the close of the dis- 
cussion, and I will now moye, to amend the amendment of the 
committee by adding to the list the rest of the standing commit- 
tees of the Senate, whatever they are. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in consideration of the impor- 
tance of the work, as we know, which is intrusted now to the 
Committee on the Nicaragua Canal, as it is called, it has been a 
standing committee of the Senate. It will have to remain a 
standing committee of the Senate for years and years to come if 
that canal is built; and if it is not built, it is equally important 
that the Senate should have a standing committee until the time 
arrives when we can build it. The duties of that committee are 
going to be and are now very onerous. For instance, this morn- 
ing I received a list, after quite a laborious a of as 
many as six of the presidents and controllers of the great canals 
of the world, from whom I have to obtain maps and reports and 
data for the satisfaction of this body upon every question con- 
nected with this very important affair, because we can not afford 
to take any step in regard to the Nicaragua Canal in the dark, or 
atleast very few. Some of them, of course, we have to take with- 
out full knowledge, but we must be thoroughly informed upon 
every step that we take in regard to this enormous affair, this 
great outlay, if we make it. It is a most important work. 

The labor of that committee, by concurrence among the mem- 
bership of it, there being seven members of the committee, has 
been divided up into seven distinct heads, and very 8 80. 
Each Senator is at work upon his own particular duty, the duty 
that has been assigned to him, and in that way the committee is 

reparing a report upon all of these separate and distinct heads, 
hen those reports are drawn together, I suppose that the Senate 
of the United States will not have received in regard to any public 
enterprise more accurate or thorough information than will be 
imparted by the labors of these gentlemen. It is necessary to keep 
the office open. It is necessary to have a clerk here in vacation as 
well as during the sessions of the Senate. He will be busy durin 
all the coming summer. If the canal is to be built the Senate o 
the United States will be making constant requirements upon that 
committee for information. I regard it as really one of the most 
laborious committees of the body connected with a single subject. 

But added to that is the former duty of considering claims against 
the Government of Nicaragua in favor of American citizens. If 
the work of the committee has been necessarily slow in that direc- 
tion, it is not that they have omitted to perform any duty aboutit 
at all, but that the Government of the United States for reasons 
of its own, reasons doubtless of proper public policy, has not con- 
sidered it necessary heretofore to press those claims upon the 
Government of Nicaragua. But they are important claims, and 
in my judgment many of them are very just claims. We are 
dealing with a Government there that has not any great ability 
to pay. Even that branch of the subject makes it necessary to 
have the supervision of the claims in favor of our own people that 
have been referred to the committee. I think the Senate would 
be doing injustice to that committee if it did not give to its clerk 
the salary that is paid to other standing committees of the Senate. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I began pretty early in the ses- 
sion to endeavor to tear down the expenses of the Senate by reduc- 
ing the expenses of dead Senators. I discovered in the comments 
of the newspaper press of the country that there was a good deal of 
interest manifested to see whether we could not effect some sort 
of legislation that would reduce the expenses of live Senators. I 
was very much gratified to see a short time ago that my amiable 
neighbor from New Hampshi . CHANDLER] joined me in 
what I thought were laudable efforts in the direction of economy 
and asked for certain information that the Sergeant-at-Arms could 
give to the Senate better than any other officer of the body. I see 
that the newspapers, in commenting upon the figures that the Sena- 
tor himself submitted to the committee, and it is the general sen- 
timent of the newspaper men, say that a great deal of economy 
could be practiced wisely in the direction of curtailing not only 
the number of officers to the Senate, but their cost. Now 


I find that the Senator from New Hampshire has taken the other 
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4 
tack. I do not know whether that is because he was connected 
with the Navy so long, but at any rate it is a fact. 29 

Iam perfectly willing that all the committees enumerated in, 


the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriatio 
shall have clerks, but I am not willing that Signe: 5 sh 
have higher salaries than other persons of equal grade who do 
gaite as much work and are quite as important. Fao not know 
that the character of the chairman has anything to do with the 
work of the clerk of the committee. Now I move to amend the 
amendment Bro sed by the committee. e 

The PRES G OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Kansas that there is an amendment pending to the com- 
mittee’s amendment. 

a PEFFER. Whatis the pending amendment to the amend- 
men t 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the 
3 from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE]. The amendment will 

The SECRETARY. Strike out, in line 7, page 5, the word “and,” 
and after the word “Canal,” in line 8, insert and all other stand- 
ing committees”; so as to read: 

Indian De tio ru 
3 — Const ction of the Nicaragua Canal, and all other 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Kansas will allow us to 
goon ee the bill and then come back to this question. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am not willing to allow the bill to go on until 
we have discussed this amendment. 

Mr. CALL. There are quite a number of other amendments 
reported by the committee, which will give rise to no discussion, if 
we can proceed with the bill. 

Mr. HILL. _Isuggest to the Senator from Illinois, as I desire 
to make some investigation in reference to other committees, that 
he eID orga h to be passed over for the present. 

Mr. M. Ihave no objection to allowing the paragraph 
oo Er over for the present, if desired, so that we can go on 
wi e bill. 

Mr. CALL. It can be P over informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragrap 
over, without objection. The Secretary 
of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 5, line 10, before the word ‘‘clerks,” to strike out twenty- 
six and insert ‘‘twenty-one,” and in line 13, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “thirty-seven thousand four hundred and 
forty” and insert thirty thousand two hundred and forty”; so 
as to make the clause read: 


For twenty-one clerks to committees, at $1,440 each; in all, $30,240. 


Mr. BAKER. If the preceding para h is to be postponed, 
then all the subject-matter contained Hig ae 10, 11, 12, and 13 
ought also to be laid over along with the other, because it is quite 
evident that there are very many clerks embraced in the pendi 
amendment who do as much or more work than the clerks who 
are mentioned in the preceding amendment which has just been 
passed over. 

Mr. CULLOM. If there is to be an 
clerks to committees the two paragrap 
together, so that 92 775 will come up later. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. he pending amendment will also 
be ener over, without objection. 

. BAKER. I wish to move an amendment, to come in at the 
end of this paragraph. I move that the compensation of these 21 
clerks be increased to $1,800 each, instead of $1,440. : 

Mr. CULLOM. That amendment to the amendment of the 
committee can be regarded as pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be received. The paragraph will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 5, line 23, before the 
word “messengers,” to strike out “thirty-six” and insert “ forty- 
six”; so as to read: 

Office of Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper: For Sergeant-at-Arms and 
Doorkeeper, $4,500; horse and wagon for his use, $420, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary; for clerk to Sergeant-at-Arms, $2,000; assistant doorkeeper, 
$2,502; acting assistant doorkeeper, $2,592; three messengers, acting as — 
doorkeepers, at $1,800 each; forty-six messengers, at $1,440 each. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to inquire of the Senator who has charge 
of the bill the object of increasing the number of messengers. 

LLOM. The Sergeant-at-Arms was before the commit- 
tee and gaye us all the information that seemed to be necessary, 
and we agreed to report this increase of messengers, because ten of 
the messengers are now on the rolls as skilled laborers and per- 
form the duties of messengers. The Sergeant-at-Arms believed. 
and the committee came to the conclusion, that it was only right 
that the ten should be made messengers, instead of remaining as 
they have keen heretofore, 3 


. PEFFER. Then it is simply a transfer from one position 
to another? 


h will be passed 
ill continue the reading 


discussion at all about 
might as well go over 


1896. 


Mr. CULLOM. Simply a transfer. The effect of it is to pro- 
mote them. 

Mr. PEFFER. Shifting them from one department to another? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. ae i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 6, line 5, after the 
word “each,” to strike out eleven skilled laborers, at $1,000 each,” 
and insert skilled laborer, $1,000”; so as to read: 
eee t 8 on the floor of 3 el unn a 

s room. H rin e ot storeroom, 7 O: 
and locksmith, $1,440; tao carpenters to assist him, at $960 each; wkilled la- 
borer, $1,000. 

Mr. PEFFER. This amendment as to “skilled laborer” I dis- 
cover is a change in phraseology. What kind of work does this 
skilled laborer perform? 

Mr. CULLOM. The skilled laborer is one who has been in the 
service of the Senate for twenty-odd years, and is in the perform- 
ance of his duties down in the basement of the building. It is 
merely proposed to pay him just exactly what he has received 
heretofore. 

Mr. PEFFER. That does not answer my question. Is it not 
the fact this man is a barber? 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam not sure whether he is or not. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does the Senator wish to be understood as say- 
ing he does not know? 

r. CULLOM, I really do not know the exact duty in which 
the man is engaged. 

Mr. PEFFER. I object to the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand the man has been there for 
twenty-three years. That is the information that was given to 
me, according to my recollection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Kansas surely does not 
object to reducing 11 skilled laborers down to 1 skilled laborer. 
It can not be that the Senator objects to that. 
on CULLOM. We shall be saving money by the proposed 

ange. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Kansas does not wish to 
discharge the skilled laborer we have got here? 

Mr. PEFFER. In answer to my question propounded a mo- 
ment ago, I understand that there has been a transfer of 10 mes- 
sengers about the Senate wing of the Capitol from one class to 
another. On the next page of the bill I see an amendment has 
been pro by the committee for the change; but there is still 
left “skilled laborer,” and when I ask what this skilled laborer 
does, the Senator says he is unable to inform me. 

Mr. CULLOM. That skilled laborer is not a messenger, but is 
employed in the basement of the building in charge of some branch 
of the service. He has been there for twenty-three years, with 
the same salary he now gets, perhaps, for most of the time. At 
least he has been employed for several years at the exact salary 
which is provided in this bill, as Iam informed by the Sergeant- 


at-Arms. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is all very plain, but still I do not learn 
what I want to know, and that is, what this man is doing. 

Mr, CULLOM. I shall endeavor to find out during the day and 
inform the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Suppers the man is a barber; does it not re- 
quire skill to shave the other Senators—not the Senator from Kan- 
sas or myself. [Laughter.] If this barber is doing this work, 
does it not require skill in handling a razor upon the faces of Sen- 
ators 

Mr. PEFFER. Notin my case. ughter. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator ion — has allowed the 
increase proposed on page 5, Which has been satisfactorily ex- 

lained to him, to go on; and now, in the interest of economy, the 
1 from Kansas objects to the reduction, which is in some 
measure to compensate us for the increase proposed on page 5, and 
wants to strike that out. The Senator wants to know whether 
the provision means the employment of a skillful barber to shave 


the other Senators of this body. I think it does. [Laughter.] 
„ My object is to get rid of the barbers in the 
nate. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I will ask the Senator if it is fair, because 
he and I do not need a barber, that we should not be willing other 
Senators should have the little luxury of this skilled laborer. I 
want some large measure of reform, and I am willing that some 
small measure of reform shall be made. But, of course, if the 
Senator insists upon having a vote of the Senate on striking out 
this provision, we will have it; but I think we had better seize, on 
reflection, the $10,000 and fasten it onto the committee, for other- 
wise there is danger, if it is not done now, that before the bill is 
disposed of they will withdraw that economy. 

. PEF What i object to is that tors employ bar- 
bers to do their barbering work for them at the expe: 
people of the country. It is time that public attention should be 
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called to this and a great many other items of expenditure which 
are not only unnece but are viciously extrav t, and it is 
time that a halt be called somewhere. If we go through this bill 
we will find a great many different items that ought to be stricken 
out, and so far as I can keep up with them I propose to ask that 
they be stricken out, not only in reference to laborers and barbers, 
but in due time for Senators themselves, so that we shall show a 
disposition to economize in the expenditures for ourselves as well 
as in 5 transactions. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill as reported by the Committee on Ap- 

ropriations to the Senate carries with it a smaller amount by 
$545,843.87 than the act of last year. 

The fact is, that it is about the same amount this year that it 
was away back in 1886, and so on down for several years, carry- 
ing a much larger sum than is contained in the present bill. 
Whil e it is very well to talk about economy, and for us to econo- 
mize, yet there are some things which we have to do. 

Mr. . Will the Senator please state for the information 
of the Senate in what 8 item or items this saving three 
hundred or four hundred thousand dollars has been exercised? 
There seems to have been a rise, so far as we have already gone, 
i 2 like to know where in the bill is this economy to be 

‘oun - 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwill tell the Senator. For instance, in the re- 
port made by the Committee on Appropriations he will find on 
the second page: 

Civil Service Commission, two messenger boys, at $400 each, in lieu of 


one messenger, at $840 (net) 2-2 -ee eee 00 
Watchmen on Capitol Grounds, seven at $840 each . 00 


TOCA! TOANGHON 2 os osc ope e Wesiiaawesen 5, 920.00 

The total amounf this bill carries, as reported to the Senate, is 
$21,545,874.71 as against $21,891,718.08 last year. 

Mr. HILL. Still my question remains unanswered, where- 
abouts is this large reduction made? It can not be in the few 
items for laborers, etc., for that is only a small amount. 

Mr. CULLOM. I call attention to another item. 


Collecting internal revenue.—Provision for salaries and expenses of 306 ad- 
ditional deputy collectors, aggregating $408,600, and for ten tional revenue 
agents, aggregating $36,000. 

There is a saving of nearly half a million dollars. There are a 


number of other items footing up a large aggregate. 

Mr. HILL. Were not some of these inserted in the bill of last 
year on account of the intended collection of the income tax? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. And dropped out now, of course. The committee 
could not help it; they had to drop them out. 

Mr. CULLOM. The law was decided to be unconstitutional; 
the tax which has been collected has been returned; the force re- 

uired for the purpose of executing the law is not needed; and so 

e committee got rid of that part of the expense. 

Mr. HILL. the Senator before him, in any written 
or otherwise, an exact table showing the various reductions? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. If the Senator will send for House Re- 
port No. 415, which was made upon this bill, he will find very 
many items of interest to him. The Appropriations Committee of 
the ate made a very brief report which accompanied the bill, 
Senate Report No. 532. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
2 = amendment reported by the committee, which has been 
8 2 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 13, before the word 
“laborers,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ two laborers, 
at $840 each; twenty”; so as to read: 

Two jani at each; laborer in e of priva N 3 

VVV 
, $720; e y 7 0 ; 

— og 77520 p pagi ers, a twenty 

Mr. HILL. Where were the 25 laborers, who are now decreased 
to 2, originally employed? 

Mr. C M. They were employed all over the Senate wing 
of the Capitol. I can not undertake to designate the exact places 
in the building where each man was employed, but they were 
under the control of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and were used where- 
ever they were needed in keeping the building in order and in the 
performance of their duties. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 6, line 17, before 
the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘six hundred and eighty” and 
insert ‘‘eight hundred and forty,” and in line 19, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “ fifteen thousand eight hundred and sixty- 
four” and insert ‘‘ eighteen thousand five hundred and four”; so 
as to make the clause read: 


Sixteen pages for the Senate Chamber, at the rate of $2.50 per day each dur- 
the session, $4,840; in all, $118,504. ` 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 6, line 
4% dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘ clerk in 
7, line 2, before the word hun 

d three” and insert seventeen thousand five”; so as to make 
clause read: 


Post-office: For postmaster, $2,250; assistant postmaster 
$2,088; — ONI carriers and one wagon master, at $1,200 each; four riding 
pages, 


22, after the word 
t-office, $1,800,” and on 
to strike out ‘‘ nineteen thou- 


and mail carrier, 


at $912.50 each; in all, $17,638, 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 8, to insert: 
n ht annual clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of com- 
mittoos, at $1,200 cach, $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 
„thousand,“ to strike out ‘four 

make the clause read: 

For folding speeches and pamphlets, at a rate not exceeding §1 per thou- 
Band, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 4 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 23, after the word 
“cleaning,” to insert “repairing”; so as to make the clause read: 

For services in cleaning, repairing, and varnishing furniture, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 17, before the word 
“privates,” to strike out “twenty-five” and insert “ thirty- 
seven“; and in line 20, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out 
“thirty-nine thousand nine” and insert “ fifty-three thousand 
one”; so as to make the clause read: 

CAPITOL POLICE. 


page 8, line 16, before the word 
and insert “eight”; so as to 


For captain, $1,000; three lieutenants, at $1,200 each; “seven privates, 
each; and eight w: at $000 cach: in all, $53,100, one-half to be 
st 0. . wa of the Senate and the half be disbursed 


b 
by the Clerk 5 the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 23, before the word 
“ hundred,” to strike out one“ and insert three“; so as to make 
the clause read: 

For contingent expenses, $300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pee 11, line 24, to increase the 
total of the appropriation for the expenses of the office of the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives from 884, 144 to. 884, 108.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 12, line 8, before the word 
** dollars,” to strike out ‘tone thousand” and insert eight hun- 
dred,” and in line 10, before the word “hundred,” to strike out 
“gix” and insert four”; so as to make the clause read: 
engineers oo 

7 0 wW. 
12 be under the supervision and direction of the Architect Bos — 7 — itol; 
r ; man. ; electrician ; laborer, 
8 Hall and Watch statuary therein, $660; in all, $16,430. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tho next amendment was, on 13, line 11, before the word 
“ dollars,” to strike out twelve thousand gix hundred and thirty- 
six” and insert “thirteen thousand and sixty-eight”; so as 
make the clause read: é 

For eighteen clerks to committees, at $8 each per day during the session, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 
“and,” to strike out +‘ nineteen do 
insert ‘‘forty dollars”; on page 15, line 10, before the word dol- 
lars,” to strike out six hundred and -two” and insert nine 
hundred and eighty-two”; in line 12, r the word and,“ to 
strike out “forty-six dollars and fifty-six cents” and insert and 
sixty dollars“; in line 14, after the word thousand,“ to strike out 
“three hundred and forty-one dollars and seventy cents” and 
insert four hundred dollars”; and in line 20, before the word 
“cents,” to strike out“ twenty thousand nine hundred and twenty- 
four dollars and sixty” and insert ‘twenty-one thousand three 
hundred and forty-six dollars and fifty”; so as to make the clause 
read: 


Office of Door r: For Doorkeeper, $3,500; and for hiro of horses, feed, 
repair of wagon and harness, $600, or so much thereof as mey os necessary; 
assistant doorkeeper, superintendent of document room, tant superin- 
tendent of documans’ 8 e me nt pane ya ar . eain one 
special employee (John T. cey), $1,500; one em ee, $1,500; docu- 
ment file 1 $1,400; assistant an file clerk, Sint: clerk to Door- 

, and janitor, at $1,200 each; nine messengers, including the messenger 
at 


e 14, line 25, after the word 
and eighty-four cents” and 


laborers, including two in the el ; female attendant in 
ladies’ retiring room, $720; superintendent of folding room, $2,000; three 
clerks in fo room, one at $1,800, and at 2 toi $1,500; 
messenger, ; folder in sealing room, $1,200; $500; laborer, $720; ten 


each; five folders. at $810 each; t folders dur the ses- 
each, $840; fifteen folders, at $720 each; 3 
al — 


man, 

each; t chief at each: -three boys not under 12 

years of Bony during the s a tere 8 ‘4 one telephone 
0 

n 


each, $9, tw. 
er 


at th each, $2,400; six labo: known as cloakroom men, 
5 per month each; hae and buggy, for Department messenger, $250; in 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 22, after the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out and“; so as to make the clause read: 

For employment of Joel Grayson in document room, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 4, after the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘five hundred and sixty-one dollars and 
twenty cents” and insert “six hundred dollars,” and in line jr 
after the word „thousand,“ to strike out “one hundred and eighty- 
one dollars and twenty cents” and insert “two hundred and thi 
dollars”; so as to make the clause read: 

Office of postmaster: For postmaster, 82.500; first assistant postmaster, 

000; ten È m *. e 1 
g. 2 Aen as including r van’ be superintend transportation of 


three messengers, the session, at each; four 
2 in l A per month each, during the session, $1,600; and one laborer, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 16, line 21, before the word 
„days,“ to strike out seventeen and insert “twenty-one”; so as 
to make the clause read: 

That wherever the words “during the session” oecur in the fosego 
paragraphs they shall be construed to mean four months, or one hun 
and twenty-one days, 

Mr. HALE, In the appropriations for the Library of Congress, 

on page 19, line 3, I move to strike out eight“ and insert eleven. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 19, line 3, before the word “ clerks,” 
„ to strike out eight“ and insert eleven“; so as to 
read: 


For the 3 of eleven clerks, at $000 each, under the direction of the 
Librarian of Congress, necessary for the execution of the copyright law, 


The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. CULLOM. The total ought to be changed, in view of that 
amendment, from $7,200 to $9,900. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 19, line 5, after the word “law,” it 
is proposed to strike out 297,200 ” and insert 59,900.“ 

he amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 19, after line 6, to 


For of copyrights, $2,000, who shall be selected by the Committee 
on the of the two Houses of Congre, shall give bond, shall have and 
exercise all hts and duties to: copyrights now devolved u 


mgress, and shall make weeki d ts and mon 
reports to the Secretary of the Treasury, to be immediately available. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 20, line 21, before the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out three usand and five hundred ” and 
insert ‘‘five thousand”; and on page 21, line 6, before the word 
hundred,“ to strike out thirty-three thousand seven and in- 
sert ‘‘thirty-five thousand two”; so as to make the clause read: 
For compensation to the following in the office of the President of the 


United States: Private secre $2,500; one ex: 
utive clerk and disbursing 


,800; chief doorkeeper, $1,800; four doorkeepers, at $1,200 each: four messen- 
gera at Slab each watohman, S; and engineer, who is also the fireman, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 19, after the word 
“each,” to strike out “one messenger” and insert two messen- 
ger boys, at $400 each”; and in line 23, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” 
525 out and forty”; so as to make the clause read: 


n CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 


For three Commissioners, at $3,500 each; chief examiner, $3,000; > 
aoo; eight clerks of class 4; ten clerks of class 3; thirteen clerks of class 
clerks oF oa oo am agg EAR each; two clerks, 89 
two messenger $400 each; two laborers; engineer, $310; two 
atahan: Ta AIk 1,300. i dons 


The amendment was agreed to. ; : 

The next amendment was, on 22, line 9, after the word 
‘‘each,” to insert “law clerk, $2,100”; in line 16, before the word 
“clerks,” to strike out “eight” and insert “ten ”; and in line 20 
before the word hun ” to strike out seventeen thousand 
eight” and insert “twenty-one thousand seven”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

For compensation of the Secre of Sta 000; Assistant Secre 
apd Second and Third 8 $3,500 each: chief flere 

500; for six chiefs of bureaus and one translator, at $2,100 ench; law clerk, 
$2100; private secretary to the Secretary, &. G: eleven clerks of class 4; four 
clerks of class 3; seven clerks of class 2; one clerk of class 2, for indexing rec- 
ords, $1,400; sixteen clerks of class 1, one of whom is to be a telegraph opera- 
tor; five clerks, at $1,000 each; ten ks, at $000 each: one messenger; three 
assistant messengers; packer, $720; ten laborers; in all, $121,720, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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ng and E and other commercial 
namely, one clerk, at p oe 
+ the 


Mr. GORMAN, I should like to ask the Senator in tise of 
the bill to explain the provision for certain employees in the State 
ey particularly that portion of it which is found in lines 
22 and 23. 
Mr. CULLOM. This force has heretofore been paid out of the 
eral appropria for the ent, but the ruling of the 
88 er is such that the Department can not do it any longer. 
They can not so pay them. Therefore the Secretary of State asked 
that this provision should be inserted in the bill. It does not take 
any money out of the Treasury outside of what has been appro- 
priated heretofore. : 
If the Senator will look on page 8 of the report the committee 
made he will see that the Secretary of State writes as follows: 


mates of a riations previously transmi 
These ee made — i 


poma aogus of the a iat ion, is in conflict with 
e pag e inet lotion 2 Stat. . 28). which prohibits the employ- 
i ropriated by Con: ss for 
. — lll In onder tia 
this 8 may be discontinued without embarrassment to the im 
workof 5 , and distributing the consular reports, and of com- 
g the annual volume, Commercial Relations, one of the itemsis submitted 
or in the deficiency act for the fiscal year en June 30, 1806, in 
order that it may be immediately available, and the other in the regular ap- 
a the nantes executive: aad SANOA expecom af OEP 
C 1897. 

The Secretary writes quite an extended letter upon the subject, 
which seemed to make it necessary, if we are going to retain the 
force and engage in this work, that we should make an appropri- 
ation for the pu more specific than heretofore. 

Mr. GOR . I wish to call the attention of the Senate and 
of the Senator to the fact that this provision as is for 
services of employees of the Bureau of Statistics, State Depart- 
ment, to be selected by the Secretary of State by reason of special 
aptitude for the work of compiling and distributing co: and 
other commercial reports.” Here a provision is proposed to be 
inserted authorizing the employment of this particular force, 
which, I understand, takes them outside of the civil service and 
makes them personal appointments under the Secretary of State, 
Is that the object of the language which I have just read, found 
after the words State Department,” in line 22, and going down 
to the word reports“ in line 24? 

Mr.CULLOM. Perhaps I had better read to the Senator another 
portion of the Secretary’s letter on this pinky Sok which may explain 
what the Senator desires to have answered. 

and Y, 
OT pre nee eget e 
Rebellion, I have adopted substantially the language of 8 


act for t office (see Stat. L. on, chapter 
177, 791), in order that persons may be “by reason of special 
aptitude for the work.” 

The increase in the amount of salaries heretofore paid is this amount 
being added in order to secure the services of an additional stai cian, made 
requisite by the recent growth in the work of ee the consular and 
other reports, and to obtain greater efficiency in the distribution 


Mr. e 5 1 sek Mha 5 the 5 the lan- 
age I have just read is not for the purpose of taking those em- 
1 outside of the civil service and enabling e of 
tate to appoint them without an examination? 
Mr. CULLOM, I think they are already outside of the civil 


service, 
Mr. GORMAN, Yes. 
Mr, CULLOM. And that being true, they can not be taken out 


of it, ` 

1 85 GORMAN. They wise have been employed and paid 
out of a SRS appropriation—— 

Mr. C LOM. 98 — 


Mr. GORMAN. And were not officers of the Government. 
Now, for the first time by act we are to create these officers. 
While I am not specially in love with the civil-service rules which 


have been enacted, the fact is, that under recent orders, and those 
which we are informed are to come within a day or two, practi- 
cally everybody in all the Departments of the Government will be 
required to pass the civil-service examination, 

It is not possible to-day to have a man or a woman employed in 
the Government Printing Office for the purpose of stitching 


books | number of officers, and 


or the bills which are before us unless he or she has passed a civil- 
service examination of some sort, and then the appointments are 
distributed to the States in proportion to population, revolution- 
izing the whole system of appointments in all the Departments 
in the most minor and insignificant places. Now, right on the 
eve, indeed, sir, the morning of the very day of an order goi 


ang 
into effect making this system more sweeping in another Depart- 
ment of the Government which, as we are informed, is soon to 
cover every appointment, here comes from the State Department 
a proposition to employ a clerk at $1,400, to be the personal ap- 
ointment of the Secretary of State; that is to say, it is proposed 
o permit the Secretary of State to appoint him without examina- 
tion as to his qualifications. 

I understand that the merit of the civil-service system is that 
you get better men because of such examination. Here are three 
clerks, one at $1,400, one at $1,000, and one at $900, and then a 
laborer at $660. I suggest to the Senator from Ilinois that if it 
isa rule which we have entered upon, the civil-service exam- 
ination should apply to all these W I for one am utterly 
opposed to this provision for specific appointments outside of the 
civil service, e duties of these employees are not of a high 
character. It does not of necessity require any special technical 
She oy ( 
nary clerk in that en would give en 
employees they desire and make provision for them, if they are 
necessary, as they would seem to be from the note of the Secretary 
of State; but I do not believe that to-day, in the light of what is 

oing on around us, orders being issued by the President of the 
Jnited States to place everybody else under civil-service rules, we 
ought deliberately to make these places exempt from that rule, 
line 22, page 22, after the word“ Department,” I move to 
amend the committee amendment by striking out to be selected 
by the Secretary of State by reason of special aptitude for the 
work of compiling and distributing consular and other commercial 
reports“; so as to leave the offices stand and let them come under 
the general rule which has been made by the President of the 
United States. 

Mr. CALL. Thope that motion will not prevail. Without dis- 
cussing the merits of the civil-service law or its demerits, it a 
tinent to the proposition of the Senator from Maryland to say that 
it is unwise to forbid to a high officer of the Government charged 
with important duties the selection of even a single person for the 
performance of a special duty and to divest him of the discretion 
which by law and the Constitution and of ose eg invest in him, 
and to place it in three persons under no kind of responsibility, 
not charged with investigating the aptitude of the person for that 
particular duty, not charged with investigating his fitness for a 
confidential position, but simply with his knowledge of some ele- 


men subjects. 
Mr. ident, there can be no reason for such a proposition. 
Why not, according to the argument of the Senator from Mary- 


land, make the Civil Service Commissioners the Secretary of State? 
That is what he proposes to do. It is N to give to those 
Commissioners the im t duties of of Departments, be- 
cause the selection of the officers who are to execute the law is 
clearly the whole of their duty. The executive department, 
charged with the execution of laws, exercises that function 
by appointing persons fit for the duty. The Constitution says the 
head of a Department shall have this power vested in him. That 
is the distribution of power. The executive power of this Gov- 
ernment is carefully invested in icular officers per- 
sonally with important duties. t are they? Tose and 
appoint the officers who are to perform them. 

owever proper it en be to appoint some pore. as an exam- 
cig hades esr eer a duty from the head of the Department, to 
make a list of eligibles, there is no reason why we should say that 
it shall be absolute, and that no connected with these im- 
portant duties shall be assigned thereto by the head of a Depart- 
ment; thatnodiscretion shall be vested in the head of a Department, 
but that the whole power, even to ppan a bootblack or a scrub 
woman hall be placed in three Civil Service Commissioners who 
are charged with investigating blindly the scholarly qualifications 
of individuals, 

It may be a good rule to create a list of eligibles under suitable 
examination, but there is no reason why, when the Secretary of 
State comes to the Senate and the House and asks for a n to 
do a icular duty under his immediate eye, we should say he 
shall haye no kind of discretion in the selection of that perso 
4 5 the contrary, shall be taken from the highest upon a list 

gibles. è 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Florida is making an argu- 
ment against the civil-service law. 

Mr. CALL. Oh, no; against its application to everybody. 

Mr. GORMAN. The civil-service law authorizes the President 
of the United States to under the civil-service law any 
of them, exclusive of those who are 
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14 oy the President and confirmed by the Senate. It re- 
q an order from him to do it. 

Now, in this case, in the State Department the President of the 
United States, the request and with the concurrence of the 
Secre of State, has placed every messenger and every watch- 
man and every clerk and consular clerk and now consular agents 
under that rule. That was their act, not the act of Con „It 
was done because they believed it would improve the public serv- 
ice. I accord to them perfect sincerity in all they have done. 
Now comes a proposition to create three or four places, and the 
Senate by the amendment proposes to reverse the rule which the 
Secretary of State and the President of the United States have 
made, and in these four appointments to take them entirely out- 
side of the civil service. 

Iam not in favor of the sweeping civil-service rnles which have 
been made; I do not believe t they work well, and I have 
thought from the beginning that it would come to just what the 
present Congress is considering, a permanent pension roll for the 
employees, who, under this rule, are to be kept in office during the 
time they can perform duty. As I say, I am not in favor of it; 
but I do say that Congress ought not in this provision tomake an 
exception and to permit this retary or any other to make ap- 

intments in his Department outside of the civil service when 
5 officers by their own act have placed all the balance of the 
employees of the Department under that rule, making it impossi- 


ble for a man to be appointed as a messenger or wate. , posi- 
tions now provided by law and appropriated for in this very bill, 
unless he has passed a civil-service examination. If the rule is a 


one, as the Secretary thinks, and as the President unques- 
tionably thinks, then apply it to every employee in the Department. 

Why except these clerks? It requires no more ability to per- 
form this particular duty, indeed, not half so much, as for a head 
of a division in that great Department, which is concerned with 
all the relations between this nation and others. There is no rea- 
son for it. There is no reason why Congress should step in and 
say to the Secretary, ‘‘The rule which you have made for all the 
messengers and clerks in your office is a bad one. We will except 
these particular cases and it you to put in your favorites 
outside of such an examination.” It is not wise; it is not proper. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will probably not need to strike 
out all that he has indicated. If the words in line 22, ‘‘to be 
selected by the Secretary of State by reason of special aptitude,” 
are stricken out, it will carry the point. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will accept the suggestion of the Senator 
from Illinois. It accomplishes exactly what I want. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to say, if the Senator from Maryland 
has concluded his remarks, that I see very plainly the force of his 
observation as applicable to the proposed amendment. If every- 
thing else is to be under civil-service rules and regulations, I see 
no special reason why these 5 ees should not be also; but I 
wish to state that I have not the slightest doubt that the Secretary 
of State would get a better class of men by 5 those words in 
than he will probably get by depending upon the Civil Ser vice 
Commission to furnish them, That is my poe judgment about 
it, publicly expressed. At the same time | recognize the fact that 
nearly everybody else in the public service is now under civil 
service or is about to be, if the order has not yet been issued tak- 
ing in those not included in previous orders. t being the fact, 
so far as I personally am concerned, I am perfectly willing that 
those words shall be stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. CALL. The proposition of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 


Gorman] and the opposition of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CUL- 
e racy vea yay important point outside of the simple question 
whether a high officer of this Government shall be divested of all 


kind of power and discretion in regard to the employees who are to 
execute the law. What the Constitution of the United States says 
is a complete answer to the 8 of the Senator from Mary- 
land. e are not to make laws because the President has done 
something or the Secretary of Statehasdonesomething. Wearenot 
to make laws because they have p everybody in the civil service, 
not leaving a single exception. That is no reason why the Secre- 
tary of State should not have the designation of a particular per- 
son. Suppose they have done so, and that the Secretary, for reasons 
satisfactory to himself, wishes to employ a man and to select him, 
is it any answer to say 3 service will be promoted, when 
the Senator from IIlinois admits that he thinks the public service 
would be promoted by this discretion? Is it any answer to say, 
„Well, the Seon of State has agreed to put everybody under 
the civil service, and why except this?” The question is not what 
he has done, but what is best for the public interests, what is best 
for the execution of the law? 

The Constitution provides that Congress may create inferior 
offices to be vested in the head of a Department. e Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] says under the civil-service law the ap- 
pointment of these officers not be vested in the head of a De- 
partment. He says Congress must not exercise that discretion. 
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Why? Because there is a civil-service law which authorizes the 
President to put everybody over whom he has authority under the 
civil service and provides that an appointment can only be made 
in that way after a civil-service examination. But Congress has 
the power to say to the President, We will create an inferior 
office and we will obey the Constitution and put it under the head 
of a Prpa meni and you can not divest Congress of that power.” 
Now, the Secretary of State comes here and asks Congress to ex- 
ercise that power. We are told that the President has put every- 
body, the bootblacks and the scrub women, under the civil service, 
and the Secre has agreed to it, and therefore, however impor- 
tant and beneficial it may be, it can not be done. Why not? Ye 
are not obliged to follow the President’s suggestion, and it is not 
at all pertinent to the civil service, as a general rule and policy to 
create a list of eligibles, that this should be done. 

What is the condition? They have arbitrary rules which dis- 
franchise and render ineligible to office all the people of the United 
States over 45 years of age. There are other rules that require 
them to come up to a particular weight and standard in the mail 
service; they must weigh so much and have such a height. All 
the rest of the people of the United States are deprived of their 
rosy in to hold office under the Government, and Congress is 
to be bound to exercise no kind of discretion in the matter. We 
are to have a privileged class created by three Civil Service Com- 
missioners not responsible to the people of the United States, not 
elected. However meritorious a person may be, however much 
better qualified for a position, he is to be excluded and Con. 
is to be prohibited from providing even in reference to a single 
clerk when asked for by the head of a Department. I desire to 
Beier against it and express my opposition to this wholesale dis- 
. of the people of the United States of their right to 

old office. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 
accept the modification suggested by the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
wish to be understood as objecting to it? 

Mr. CALL. I object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland to the 
amendment of the committee. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ Department,” on page 22 
line 22, strike out the words“ to be selected by the Secretary of 
State by reason of ial aptitude.” 

Mr. CULLOM. at takes it out of the power of the Secretary 
of State to make an appointment except by civil-service regulation. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I should like to hear the amendment read 
before we vote on it. 

1 PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as amended will 


The Secretary read as follows: 


For services of employees of the Bureau of Statistics, State Department, for 
the work of comp: and distributing consular and other commercial re- 
pares, namely, one clerk, re yon one clerk, at $1,000; one clerk, at $900, and one 

borer, at ; in all, $3,960, the same to be paid from the appro riation of 
$20,000 for preparation, printing, publication, and distribution tho Dopart- 
ment of State of the consular and other commercial reports made in the dip- 
lomatic and consular appropriation act approved February 27, 1896. 


The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
in the items for the Tr Department, on page 26, line 17, 
before the word “clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ three” and insert ‘ four,” 
and in line 20, before the word hundred,“ to strike out sixty 
thousand nine” and insert ‘‘sixty-two thousand five”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Division of bookkeeping and warrants: For chief of division, $3,500; assist- 
ant chief of division, $2,400; estimate and digest clerk, $2,250; two princi 
bookkeepers, at $2,100 each; ten bookk rs, at $2,000 each; ten clerks 
class 4; four clerks of class 3; three clerks of class 1; one messenger; one 
assistant messenger; and one laborer; in all, $62,570. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 25, before the word 
“clerks,” to strike out two“ and insert three,“ and on page 27, 
line 4, before the word hundred,“ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-four 
thousand eight” and insert ‘‘ twenty-six thousand four”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Division of customs: For chief of division, $2,750; assistant chief of division, 

,000; three clerks of class 4; additional to one clerk of class 4, acting as draw- 

clerk, $200; three clerks of class 3; two clerks of class 2; two clerks of 
class 1; two clerks, at $1.000 each; three clerks, at $900 each; and two 
messengers; in all, $26,490. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


1896. 


The next amendment was, on page 28, line 15, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the chief engineer of the Revenue-Cutter Service, detailed 
as engineer in chief of said service, under the provisions of the legislative 
appro tion act of July 31, 1894, shall hereafter receive the duty pay and 
have the relative rank of a captain of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

The amendment was agreed to. a 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 9, after the word 
“ and,” where it occurs the second time, to strike out one sewer 
and folder, at $2.50 per day” and insert two sewers and folders, 
at $2.50 per day each,” and in line 13, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to 
strike out thirty thousand four hundred and sixty dollars and 
ninety ” and insert ‘‘thirty-one thousand two hundred and forty- 
three dollars and forty”; so as to make the clause read: 

Division of stationery, printing, and blanks: For chief of division, $2,500; 
four clerks of class 4; two clerks of class 3; three clerks of class 2; two clerks 
JJC 0 TTT 

10 3 7 . ; 
poy two sewers and folders, at $2.50 per day each; in all, $31,243.40. 

The amendment was agreed to. y i 

Mr. MCBRIDE. I offer an amendment to the pending bill and 
move its reference to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon sub- 
mits an amendment to the pending bill, which will be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on p: 81, line 12, after the words“ four thousand,” to insert 
“ five hundred”; so as to read: 

Office of Comptroller of the Treasury: For d aai of the Treasury, 

600; Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury, $4,500. 

Mr. PLATT. The committee proposes to make the salary of 
the Assistant Comptroller $4,500. Ido not wish to agree to the 
amendment. I think that the amount should be larger. I move 
to amend the amendment so as to increase the salary to $5,000. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The salary fixed by law is $5,000. 

Mr. PLATT. Yes, and I propose in lien of the amendment re- 
ported by the committee, which is to insert “ five hundred” after 
the words four thousand,” to strike out “four,” in line 11, before 
“thousand,” and insert“ five.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the committee will agree to that, be- 
cause $5,000 is the legal salary. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to state that on the 3ist of July, 1894, we 
passed a public act providing That there shall also be an Assist- 
ant Comptroller of the Treasury, to be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, with the advice and consent of the Senate, who shall receive 
a saly of $5,000 per annum.” The other House cut down that 
salaried office of $5,000 to $4,000. The committee, seeing the in- 
justice of doing that, has added $500, but still leaves it $500 below 
the statute salary. I do not think that is right, Mr. President, 

ly when, upon the recommendation of the committee 
called the Cockrell or Dockery commission, the salary was fixed 
at $5,000, upon discussion—I do not think that upon an appropri- 
ation bill it should be reduced. I wish to say that the committee 
has not treated this officer as it has treated the private secreta: 
of the President, who has a salary, I believe, of 84.500, and whic 
it reports to make 85,000 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut a question. Is the present incumbent of the office from 
Connecticut? 8 

Mr. PLATT. Yes, sir. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Thank you. 

Mr. PLATT. But the first incumbent of the office was from 
Missouri. Mr. Mansur was the first incumbent of this office, and 
he had a salary of $5,000. Afterthedeath of Mr. Mansur a Connecti- 
cut man was appointed, and I want the same justice meted out to 
him that was meted out to the Missouri man. In other words, I 
want the amount provided by law to be appropriated. It is per- 
haps pertinent to state that the Dockery commission put upon es 
individuals the work which had previously been done by six. 
The Comptroller and the Assistant Comptroller had all the duties 
yes upon them which theretofore had been done by six persons. 

hope the Committee on Appropriations will not object to mak- 
nee amount $5,000. 

. WOLCOTT, I was very glad to be able toidentify from the 
remarks of the Senator from Connecticut the person to whom the 
amendment relates. I take this occasion to bear very cheerful 
testimony to the efficiency and ability of the gentleman referred 
to and to the fact that he earns the full salary of $5,000, which 
the Senator from Connecticut suggests be given to him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish also to say that although this is a 
Connecticut gentleman he has spent a great deal of time in his 
short life, for he is still youthful, ont in Colorado and the moun- 
tains of the West, and that has aided to make him exceedingly 
acute, able, and valuable in this office, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It has done more than that. If he spent 


much time in Colorado he needs a salary of $5,000. 
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Mr. PLATT. I think the Senate may conclude that when Colo- 
rado and Connecticut agree on a proposition it must be right. 
Mr. CULLOM. I do not care to take up the time of the Senate 
in discussing this man’s salary. The House, after due delibera- 
tion and investigation, fixed his salary at $4,000, notwithstanding 
the statute, which I admit had previously fixed the of the 
office at $5,000. The Senate committee was inclined to think that 
perhaps there was a little injustice done to this man as compared 
with those around him and the committee increased it, so far as 
it was concerned, to $4,500. I think that the Senators who are 
interested in this young gentleman had better be content with 
fixing the salary at $4,500, because it is a sort of splitting of the 
difference between the statute and the House proposition. ‘ides, 
it is a very fair salary, and it is within $500 of the amount each of 
us is entitled to draw as a representative of our r tive States. 
Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois a 
uestion. Does his committee commit itself or desire to commit 
the Senate to the policy, when the law fixes a salary, of appropri- 
ating only a part of it and sending the officer into the Court of 
Claims for the rest? It seems to meif the salary is too high there 
should be a law passed to lower it, and that Con should not 
simply refuse to appropriate it. It is just as much a legal obliga- 
tion on the part of the Government to pay this man $5,000 a year 
salary, unless we repeal the law, as it is to pay a Goverment bond, 
1 can not understand under what authority the committee con- 
sents to appropriating a part of the 3 for a year and then 
letting the 7 7 o to the Court of Claims for the rest. 
Mr. CULLOM. In answer to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
I will state that the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate 
came to the conclusion that this man’s services are not worth any 
more than $4,500 a year. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let me ask the Senator from Illinois whether 
the bill was not originally reported from the Committee on Ap- 
ropriations somewhere else with the full amount of $5,000 in 
it, and after it had been reported and during its consideration was 
not the reduction made? 
Mr. CULLOM. Yes; that is true. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is my recollection. 
Mr. CULLOM. The report of the committee was voted down. 
Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Illinois says he does not think 
this man’s services are worth more than $4,000. 
Mr. CULLOM. I will say the office; I do not care to refer to 
the man. I do not think the office ought to have more than $4,500. 
Mr. PLATT. The office is by law salaried at $5,000 a year. 
The Comptroller had $5,500, the Assistant Comptroller had $5,000, 
which is the usual distinction between the principal officer and 
the assistant officer. If we are going into this business of saying 
that we will determine how much a man’s services are worth, we 
might take up the Cabinet officers. I think upon that ground it 
is very possible we might get a vote in the Senate or in the House 
that we would appropriate for some Cabinet officers only six or 
seven thousand dollars, instead of $8,000, which is the amount 
provided by law; and Iam not sure but that some of the Cabinet 
officers, if we should act upon that ground, might get reduced 
still further than I have suggested. Now, that is very unsafe 
ound to go upon. Here is the law which makes this salary 
5,000. If I had the time to explain the duties of this officer there 
would be no question, I think, that the office is worth $5,000. 


Mr. CH. LER. The duties of this office should be referred 
to sufficiently to justify the appropriation of $5,000. I do not 
think the Senator from IIlinois who has charge of the bill wishes 


to do any injustice to the present incumbent of the office. He 
disclaims that and expresses his opinion about the office itself, 
The office itself is that of Deputy Comptroller. When the Comp- 
troller is absent, the deputy performs the functions of the office, 
Now, what is the office? Senators know very well that under the 
lead of the distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] 
the Treasury Department has been reorganized, and instead of the 
two Comptrollers we have but one, and this is the assistant of the 
sole Comptroller of the Treasury. I ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri if I am not right? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That Comptroller determines absolutel 
whether a dollar of money shall go out of the Treasury or sh: 
not go out. Senators know very well who the present Comptroller 
is and the 8 controversy over the fact that he has re to pay 
the sugar bounty. He is supreme within his function. Neither 
the President nor the Secretary of the Treasury nor any other offi- 
cer under the Government can get one dollar out of the Treasury 
without the signature of the Comptroller of the Treasury. That 
Comptroller has been Lap peas | made one man by emesis 
the comptroller for the Army and the Navy appropriations, an 
he has had given to him this assistant, as intelligent and as u 
right and as able a man as Connecticut ever produced or Colo 
ever nurtured. 5 à i 

Mr. President, while I am not in favor of increasing salaries, I 


` 


and put the duties that 
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is no 
general revision of salaries in the bill. If the Senator from Illinois 
will say that either the House or the Senate committee has under- 
taken to go all over the salaried offices that are contained in the 
bill and carry ont a measure of economy and reform extendi 

to a dozen or two dozen or a hundred or two hundred offices, 

will join with the committee in considering that measure of 
economy and reform. But the House has done no such thing as 
that. For some reason or other it has taken out and reduced the 
salary of the Assistant Comptroller. I ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri to tell the Senate before this is voted upon what he thinks 
as to the importance of the office of Comptroller and Assistant 
Comptroller of the Treasury, which he, by his research and his 
influence in legislation, has created, what he thinks as to the im- 


his compensation; but if it is the design of this appropriation bill 
down, the language employed y accomplishes 
the object. Supreme Court of the United States has had this 
question before it twice. It was decided in one case that where 
an officer’s compensation is fixed by statute and a su uent ap- 
priation act provided for a less amount, suit could be main- 
e ee the balance from the Government. It was 
decided in still another case that this rule does not apply if the 
appropriation act uses language which shows that the appropria- 
tion is intended to be full compensation, and act on the matter in 
of the statute. So that, unless this appropriation bill uses 
than that which is now under consideration, this 

could still recover the balance of his statutory salary. 
Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will allow me to his attention 

to the very first paragraph in the bill, which reads: 

That the follo sums be, and the same are hereby, a ted, out of 


any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in com: 
tion for the service of the fiscal year ending June 90, 1897, for the obj 


Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have the Senator from 
Texas understand that while the point he makes is entirely cor- 


rect 

Mr. CHILTON. I am doubtful whether the language employed 
would be sufficient to effect the object intended. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If it were not for that clause, the Senator 
would be right, and the full could be recovered in the 
Court of Claims; but this method of reducing salaries having been 
adopted many years 3 ago, this clause has been invented for the pur- 
pose of making a nction of salary, which is a very unfair 
method, I think, of reducing salaries. 

Mr. CHILTON. The language on the first page, just quoted by 
the Senator from Illinois, payo He propa idea; but itis 3 
explicit enough. The case in which the Supreme Court decid 
that an appropriation act had the effect to repeal the statutory 

Aer es e of much greater particularity. It is some- 
what problematical, in my judgment, whether the phraseology of 
the t bill will be so construed. 

. PLATT. Iwish once more to call attention to the services 


troller as compared 
performed the same duties before the law was 
which provided for the appointment of a Comptroller and Assistant 
Comptroller abolished the offices of commissioner of customs, 
8 commissioner of customs, second comptroller, deputy 
second comptroller, and 2 first comptroller of the Treasury, 
eee, performed by those 
officers m the Comptroller Assistant Comptroller. Asa 
„ while the Second Comptroller is under the 
Comptroller, he acts independently of him and passes npon all 
an taking COTAIDS of oes 
sion appropriations, taking o 
Government, while the Comptroller takes the other half, and when 
the Comptroller is absent he becomes Comptroller. I submit that 
this is not a case for cutting down a salary. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Ishould like to ask the Senator 
from Connecticut a question. I ask if the opinions that are given 
Assistant Comptroller 


by the are revised by the Comptroller of the 
Mr. PLATT. The ions which are given by the Assistant 
Comptroller to the h of the different Departments are not re- 
8 by the Comptroller, but pass the same as the opinions given 


pares himself. 

cena ee ee as to be 
as making any ion upon gentleman who 
holds the office of Assistant Comptroller. I never had the pleas- 
ure of his acquaintance and have never seen him. I appreciate 
the value of the office he holds; but I found on investigation that 
the other body having charge of the origination of appropriation 
bills had, after discussion, come to the conclusion that the salary 
of this office was too high, and reduced it from $5,000 to $4,000. 
It seems to me, from my knowledge of the office and from talking 
with gentlemen who know the t of the office, that that 
was certainly not fair. So the Committee on Appropriations re- 
ported to increase the amount $500, which is withi of what 

the statute had fixed heretofore. 
J have myself no doubt that the oceupant of the office is doing 
his whole duty, and doing it as well as anybody in that position 


by the C 
un 


could. Iam simply making these remarks so that if I carelessly 
said anything that might be considered as a reflection this 
official it may be understood that I am not attempting to make 
ay. such reflection whatever. 

do believe, however, that there are many of these 


salaries 

which have been fixed by statute which are too large; but if the 
Senate feels that this salary ought to be put back to the amount 
heretofore fixed by general statute, I have no objection whatever. 
Mr. PLATT. should like to make an inquiry, which is, 


whether the same committee have not revised the action of the 
House of Representatives in another t, that is, the salary of 
the secretary of the Executive, which other House cut down 


in the same way, and now the committee propose to give hima 
salary more than is provided by law? 

Mr, CULLOM. committee propose to give him the exact 
salary that he has been getting for a number of years. 

Mr. PLATT. But it is more than the original statute provided. 

eo pa LEON, I do not know what the original statute did 
provi 

Mr. PLATT. The other House cut the salary below the stat- 
utory 888 the Senate restored it at a higher rate. 

Mr. CULLOM. No higher than the present statute provides. 
We did that because we all know that the office of private seere- 
tary to the President of the United States is a responsible and 
important one. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis true,considering who he has on his hands, 
Or COLLO 

Mr. C M. Yes. Now I hope we shall have a vote. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be stated. 

TheSECRETARY. On 31, line 11, after the word thousand,” 
the Committee on Appropriations report to insert five hundred ”; 
so as to read: 

Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury, $4,500. 

Mr. PLATT. Imove to amend that amendment by striking out 
the word four“ before “thousand” and inserting ‘‘ five,” and 
after thousand,“ by striking out five hundred,” which is the 
amendment recommended by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFI The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 11, on page 31, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out four“ and insert “five,” and 
r the word thousand,“ to strike out five hundred”; so as ta 
read: 


Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury, $5,000. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. There seems to be a desire that we should have 
an executive session this evening, and I am willing that the bill 
shall be laid aside now, with the understanding that we take it up 
8 early as possible to-morrow morning after the routine morning 

usiness. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ask the Senator to withdraw the motion for a 
moment to me to make a report and ask for action upon it. 

Mr. HO I withdraw the motion for that purpose, 


PUGET SOUND AND LAKES UNION AND WASHINGTON WATERWAY. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S.R.104) directing 
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the Secretary of War to transmit to Congress a report on survey 

of the waterway 55 the waters of Puget eal at Salmon 

Bay with Lakes Union Washington, and to submit an esti- 

mate of the cost of constructing said waterway, to report it with- 

out amendment. I ask unanimous consent for its present consid- 
eration, as I am sure it will not occasion any debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letthe joint resolution be read for informa- 


tion. 

The joint resolution was read, and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to to consider it. 

The joint resolution was rted to Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HOAR. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to een 
sideration of execative business. After eleven minutes 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock Sa 
27 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
March 24, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. . 


— 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 23,1896, 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Peter er, of Pocatello, Idaho, to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Warm Springs Agency in Oregon, vice Lieut. Charles 
W. Farber, United States Army, to be relieved from duty as acting 
Indian agent. 


UNITED STATES CONSULS. 


Frank W. Roberts, of Maine, to be consul of the United States 
wg Town, Cape Colony, to fill a vacancy 

ughs Long, of prego be consul of the e States 
at Nogales, Mexico, to take effect upon the co and quali- 
fication of Frank W. Roberts as consul of the United States at 
. this snp ARE EEA, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 

First Lieut. Robert Nelson Getty, Twenty-second 3 
be captain, March 17, 1896, vice Thorne, Twenty-second Infantry, 
retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Harold Lincoln Jackson, Fifteenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, March 17, 1896, vice Getty, Twenty-second 


Infantry, promoted. 
POSTMASTERS, 


Stephen J. Lyon, to be — r at Collinsville, in the county 
of Hartford and State of necticut, in the place of Emerson A. 
Hough, whose commission will expire April 4, 1896. 
T. G. Boyer, to be postmaster at Altamont, in the county of 
and State of Illinois, in the place of Diederich P. Buck- 
holz, whose commission will expire April 18, 1896. 
Jesse M. Ballard, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Grant and State of Indiana, in the place of Clarence M. Hawkins, 


William E. Miller, to be postmaster at Mason City, in the county 
of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa, in the place of Parley Davey, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 23, 1896. 
UNITED STATES. ATTORNEY. 


James M. Beck, of Pennsylvania, to be attorney of the United 
States for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, 


MARSHAL. 


James B. Reilly, of Pennsylvania, to be marshal of the United 
States for the eastern district of Pennsylvania. 


POSTMASTERS. 
E. M. Thompson, to be ponr at Curwensville, in the county 
of Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania. 


Joseph A. Bing, to be postmaster at Jeannette, in the county of 
Westmoreland and State of Ivania. 


Daniel Randall, to be 1 Mechanicsville, in the county House 


of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania. 
Emma K. Gitt, to be Ls Aa Hanover, in the county of 


York and State of Fem be postmaster t Deadwood, in the county of 
a e 
Lawrence and State of South Dakota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY; March 28, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen. 
The Soaxne of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
prove 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 6576) to amend section 3480 of 
the Revised Statutes, in oe = ae was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, but pro to the Committee on 
ner Affairs, Without of pn pe Gai necessary change will 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEASE OF CERTAIN LANDS, ARIZONA, e 


Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2419) to authorize 
the leasing of lands for educational purposes in Arizona. 

F 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 


objec 
Hho bil was rea, a flows: 
errito of Arizgna rener Ta 


Toa th, the governor, secretary of 
inetruction constitute a 


that it Shaul Dot be Sa submit said leases to R —— of 
Interor for his approval ———— costs incurred a 
the leasing, ——— . of ds and — may be 
Re eer 
not more than one section of Ind shall be leased be any one person, 
1 CC 
des Ayo 2 3 leases shall terminate on the admission of said 
tate, and all money received on account of such leases — — 
necessarily incurred in connection with — — 
os to the credit of Lee ae of said ‘Porsitory, and and 
shall not „ u a eee „ — That 
the of leases of universi lands a be 
to credit of separate funds for . said institw 
pane 5 Is there objection to the present e 
0 
Mr. TALBERT, I would like to ask the gentleman from Ari- 
zona if this bill has been referred to and reported by a committee 
o> the House? 
Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I will explain if the House will 
give consent for a few moments. 
There was a bill formerly by the sity eee 
jeet which went to the President and was vetoed, but was subse- 
eens beers. over the veto by the House and was sent to the 
Sinaia Ti the Senate they decided, under the recommendations 
of the of the Interior, to "redraw the bill rather than 
pass the o bill over the veto, the new bill being prepared to 
meet the . — which had been interposed in the ident's 
veto. 
The present bill is the modified form, modified in accordance 


with the ions of Secretary Smith and in 8 of the objec- 
tion made by the President. It ss Bsn and is now 


upon the s table awaiting the action stion of t the 
ce ERT. Has it been referred ee eee 


Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. The committee have not had the bill 
directly under consideration, but all of the members have knowl- 
edge of the bill. They are all here and make no objection to its 
consideration as it stands. 

Mr. TALBERT. But they make no report? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Not on this bill; but, as I have 7 — 
on a bill of a similar character they did report, and the bill p 


Ho 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, if we can have the attention of the 
3 for a few moments, I think there will be no objection to 
ec seer consideration and passage of the bill in question. 
The bill, as the House will remember, on the same subject was 
passed over the veto of the President some days ago. con- 
sideration of the matter in the Senate Committee on Public 2 

it was deemed best, under all of the circumstances, instead 
passing the House bill, to pass a bill with an amendment substan- 
tially removing the main objection made by the President in his 
veto. The original bill would not have mot th the approval of the 
Committee on the Public Lands if the committee had 
deemed it subject to the objection embodied in the President's 
veto. But they did not think it ere possibly result in the đe- 
struction of timber on the leased lands, or that the objection made 
would haveany the bill as it now comes to the com- 


mittee has a proviso that no timber lands shall a a tin 
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I should say it contains a provision for the ample protection of the 
timber lands, at any rate. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Is not the gentleman mistaken 
about that? 

Mr. LACEY. I say that there is a provision for the protection 
of the timber lands. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman stated that it was 
provided in the bill that no timber lands should be leased. 

Mr. LACEY. That was an incorrect statement which I cor- 
rected immediately afterwards. The provision is that there shall 
be no cutting of the timber. 

As I understand it, some of these timber lands are excellent graz- 
ing lands, and very desirable for leases on that account; but the 
bill provides that it shall be unlawful to cut, remove, appropriate 
or in any way interfere with the timber on the lands. The bill 
also its the amount of land which may be leased to any one 
persoff, corporation, etc., to one section. 

A o rgia. If the gentleman will pardon me. 
Suppose the lands leased are altogether timber lands, to what use 
can they be subjected unless the timber is removed? 

Mr. LACEY. They can be used for grazing purposes. As I 
have just said, I understand that in some parts there are portions 
of the timber lands where grass grows suitable for grazing pur- 
poses, and the lands are available for leasing for that purpose. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. What remedy is there for depre- 
dating upon the timber? 

Mr. LACEY. By the general law there is ample protection 
already in that regard. But the provision of the pending bill does 
not giye to the lessees any right to cut the timber. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Would depredations on the timber 
void the lease? 

Mr. LACEY. Not necessarily, in my opinion—— 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Ought not that to be the case? 

Mr. LACEY. But the man who cuts the timber would be sent 
to the penitentiary. It is a penitentiary offense, and he is also 
8 to a heavy fine; so I think there is ample protection in 

is regard. P 

The 8 in connection with the matter, I ought to 
say, was this: Whether or not the manner in which the first bill 
was drawn would confer upon the lessees a right, without being 
subject to penalties, to cut the timber; and t, in the opinion 
of the committee, has been effectually removed by the bill in its 
present form. 

J also call your attention to the following statement of Secre- 
tary Smith in regard to the bill. He says: 

If this bill were amended so as to exclude the leasing of timber land or 
prohibit the cutting of timber on leased timber land, and also limit the 
eT ee ena wie na ia 

An attempt has been made to carry out every suggestion made 
by the Secretary, and there is no desire on the part of anyone to 

ow the leases to culminate in the cutting of the timber. Ido 
not think myself that the original bill could possibly have been 
used to accomplish that purpose; that is to say, that under its 
visions the timber could not have been cut either; but we will 
ing that point and make it absolutely certain by the adoption 
of the bill in its present form. 

I think there was no question under the former bill and that 
the provisions as to timber were not necessary, but there can be 
no objection to inserting them. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. My friend from Iowa will remem- 
ber that on a former occasion, when the House was considering 
the veto message of the President, it ap ed that the President 
objected to the bill because it provided that these leases should 
not be submitted to the Secretary. On examining this bill I find 
that that provision still remains in it. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

3 TURNER of Georgia. Why would it not be well to strike 
t out? 

Mr. LACEY. Because the Secretary did not want it stricken 

out, and because that really was not the objectionable feature of 


the bill. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Does that appear in the letter that 
you hold in Le hand? 

Mr. LACEY. Here is what the Secretary says: 


House bill 2769 was not referred before its passage by the House and Senate 
ment for consideration. When the bill came here from the 


to this Depart: 
President, in the short time allowed for report, all that was done by the De- 
ent was to see that the bill complied substantially with the Oklahoma 


— — 
satisfactorily in Oklahoma. 
That explains why he sent the former bill to the President with 
the d ental approval. 
He says: 


afforded to consider the question as to whether 
t rule in Arizona from that which was working 


„„. 
go into effect only r the legislature o ona rtunity to 
make 8 controllin; e leasing of the lands, there would — no 
serious objection to it. On the other hand, if the bill were amended so as 

exclude the leasing of timber land or PY igo the cutting of timber on l 
timber land, and limit the quantity which could be ened to any one con- 
n — 5705 the duration of the lease, its objectionable features would be elim- 


The protests from Arizona come from a pent variety of people, Democrats 
and Republicans, and men who (many of them from my own knowledge) 
must be moved 5 by a desire for the good of the Territory. In view 
of these facts, I do not think it safe for the bill in its present form to 


so that it would 
an 


e 
alaw. Had the before its been referred to this Departmen 
have 0 Gone that investigation would have suggested in advance these 
modifications. 

I inclose herewith y of a communication from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, dated the 5th instant, on this subj to which I re- 
spectfully invite your attention; also to the letter from the chief 
drafting division of the General d Office. 


Very respectfully, HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


Now, the Senate Committee on Public Lands have attempted to 
comply fully with what they understand to be the wishes of the 
ee of the Interior, and, as I am informed, they do not un- 
derstand that the d ental approval of the leases is desired 
by the Secre of the Interior; and although the message in 
terms referred to that as an objection, that was referred to inci- 
dentally and without the knowledge on the part of the President 
that a different provision had been inserted in the Oklahoma bill 
at the request of the Department of the Interior. This bill, as I 
understand, will meet all the objections of the Interior Depart- 
ment to the former bill. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Are thesafeguards provided in this 
bill for the protection of the timber known to the Secretary and 
approved by him? Has the draft of the bill on this subject been 
submitted to him? 

Mr. LACEY. Ican not say as to that. This bill in its present 
form originated in the Senate. 

Mr. TURN ER of Georgia. It would be more satisfactory to 
me if the bill had Boot gotsbape the leasing of the timber lands. 

Mr. LACEY. iat was a subject of conference with the Dele- 
ge from that Territory, and he informs me that there is a very 

area of thatland e but is covered also 
with timber, and there would be a considerable loss of revenue if 
the leasing of the timber land was entirely done away with. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Icanexplainthat. The University 
of Arizona had these 72 sections reserved for it, and every acre of 
the land is good for summer grazing. There is no underbrush 
among the trees, and it is good grazing land. Unless it can be 
leased for grazing purposes there will no income to the uni- 
versity, and the university desires something from these lands, 
It would utterly eliminate any income from these lands if they 
could not be leased at all simply because there is timber upon 
them. Every acre of these lands is good for summer grazing. 

Mr. BOWERS. There is nothing in the bill that allows the 
cutting of timber? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. No; we are as anxious to prohibit 
the cutting of timber as anybody. 

I think no one has any objection to the bill, and I ask that it be 
put upon its 7 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and ed. 

On motion of Mr. EN of Utah, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS CORPUS CHRISTI CHANNEL, 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3549) authorizing the 
Aransas Harbor Terminal Railway Company to constructa bridge 
across the Corpus Christi Channel, known as the Morris and Cum- 
mings Ship nnel, in Aransas County, Tex. 

The bill was read. It provides that the Aransas Harbor Termi- 
nal Railway Company, a corporation chartered under the laws of 
the State of Texas, is authorized and empowered to erect, con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge over and across the Corpus 
Christi Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings Ship Chan- 
nel, in Aransas County, Tex. Said bridge shall be constructed to 
provide for the passage of railway trains on and over a double or 
single track, as said Aransas Harbor Terminal Railway Company 
may elect, etc. 

. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I will state for the information of 
the House that this bill was introduced by my late colleague, Mr, 
Crain. The Committee on Commerce referred it to the Secretary 
of War, and the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War 
have reported favorably upon the bill. It has been unanimously 


repo by the committee. If the House desires, I will have the 
re rt read, but it is substantially as I have stated. 3 r 
e SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? * 
There was no objection. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was 5 the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 

oint resolutions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
the Speaker as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 98) directing the Secretary of War to 
submit a plan and estimates for the repairs and maintenance of 
= ae at Stillwater, Minn.—to the Committee on Rivers and 

rbors. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 99) authorizing the immediate use of a 
portion of the unexpended balance of appropriations heretofore 
made for construction of canal and locks at the Cascades of the 
Columbia River in construction of protecting walls necessary to 
the opening of said canal and locks to navigation—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Joint resolution 8 R. 103) directing the Secre of War to 
submit estimates of cost of further improvement of Providence 
River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

The bill (S. 1256) to increase the limit of cost for the erection of 
a public building in Camden, N. J.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 191) granting to the State of California 5 PE cent of 
the net proceeds of the cash sales of public lands in said State—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The bill (S. 1835) to execute the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the matter of the claim of John J. Shipman against the United 
States—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 2347) for the relief of Laura C. Dodge—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

The bill (S. 2129) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Nolan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (S. 1975) png a pension to Mrs. Julia Jones Dun- 
can, widow of Byt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Duncan—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill 
5 R. 5286) providing for disposal of lands lying within the Fort 

amath hay reservation notincluded in the th Indian Res- 
ervation, in Oregon. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4463) to grant two condemned cannon 
and cannon balls to the Thirteenth Separate Company National 
Guard of State of New York; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the 

rt of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5564) authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern Railway Company 
to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes. 

The menago also announced that the Senate had passed bills 

resolutions of the following titles; in which the concur- 


and joint 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2482) authorizing and directing the Secre of the 
Navy toloan two condemned cannon to the Confederate Home of 


Missouri, located at Higginsville, Lafayette County, Mo.; 

A bill 8. 2187) to pension Thomas F. Leahy; 

A bill (S. 2182) for the relief of settlers upon lands within the 
. limits of the grant to the New Orleans Pacific Railway 

mpany; 

A bin (S. 2087) to provide times and places for holding terms of 
United States courts in Utah; 

A bill (S. 2032) to eee right of way over the public domain 
for pipe lines in the States of Colorado and Wyoming; 

A bill (S. 1989) to authorize the payment to -Admiral John 
H. Russell of the highest pay of his grade; 

A bill (S. 1872) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
exchange in behalf of the United States the tract of land at Choc- 
taw Point, Mobile County, Ala., now pai ar to the United 
States and held for light-house 55 with the Mobile, Jack- 
son and Kansas City Railroad Company for any other tract or 

cel of land in said county equally well or better adapted to use 
or light-house purposes; 

A bill (S. 1806) granting a pension to George B. Custer, late 
3 „ H, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volun- 

* antry; 

A bill (S. 1796) making an appropriation for reconnoissance of 
the mouths of the Yukon River, in Alaska; 

A bill (S. 1726) to eft and ratify the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River, between the States of Arkansas and Texas, 
at a point above the town of Fulton, in Arkansas, on said river, 


built by the Texarkana Northern Railway Company, but now 
owned and operated by the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railwa 
Company, and to authorize the latter company to maintain sai 
bridge over said waterway, subject to certain stipulations and 
conditions; 

A bill (S. 1723) to approve and ratify the construction of a bridge 
over and across Caddo Lake at Mooringsport, La., by the Kansas 
City, Shreveport and Gulf Railway Company; 

A bill (S. 1722) to approve and ratify the construction of a bridge 
across the Sulphur River, in the State of Arkansas, by the Texar- 
kana and Fort Smith Railway Company; 

A bill (S. 1506) for the relief of Holmes & Leathers; 

A bill (S. 1312) to aid in the erection of a monument to the mem- 
ory of Gen. William Smallwood and the soldiers of the Maryland 
Line in the war for American independence; 

A bill (S. 1119) granting a pension to Peter Daly; 

A bill (S. 662) for the relief of William S. Grant; 

A bill (S. 644) to refund certain import duties; 

A bill (S. 637) granting a pension to George M. Brooks; 

A bill (S. 314) for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow of Charles 
S. Tripler; and 

A pill (S. 177) granting an increase of pension to Sophia D. 
Clendenin. 

FOURTH-CLASS POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads to present the following privileged 


zapore 
he Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to furnish this House 
—.— — —.— = pee a information in regard to the salaries of fourth- 

asters, to wit: 

Number of fourth-class postmasters whose salaries are $50 per annum or 
less, and the gate amount of the same. 

Number of fourth-class postmasters whose salaries exceed fifty and are not 
above one hundred dollars per annum, and the aggregate amount of the 


same. 
Number of fourth-class rs whose salaries exceed one hundred 
and are not above two hun dollars per annum, and the aggregate amount 


of the same. 
Number of fourth - class ters whose salaries exceed two hundred 
dollars per annum, and the aggregate amount 


2 not above five hun: 
e same. 
Number of fourth-class postmaste: salar’ 
and are not above nine hundred 8 . 7 
aggregate amount of the same. 
The report was read, as follows: 
The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Road: 
considered this resolution, and report the ae back me Bees tanks 
recommendation that it do pass. 
The SPEAKER. The quae is on agreeing to the resolution. 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. er, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man the object of the resolution—if it looks to an increase of the 
pay of fourth-class postmasters? 

. LOUD. I will say to the gentleman that the object sought 
to be attained here, I believe, is that the House may know the 
salaries received by the different grades of the fourth-class post- 
masters. Possibly the ultimate phere is to pay a salary to fourth- 
class asters, if lunderstand the object. The gentleman from 
Louisiana introduced the resolution. 

The resolution was to. 
On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


SAFETY OF EMPLOYEES AND TRAVELERS, 


Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R.5828) to amend an act en- 
titled An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers,” 
etc., approved March 2, 1893. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of an act entitled An act to promote the 
safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling common car- 
riers e in interstate commerce to equip their cars with automatic 
Soopers and continuous brakes, and their locomotives with driving-wheel 
brakes, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1893, be amended so as to 
read as follows: 

Sr. 6. Thatany such common carrier using any locomotive e: e, running 
any train, or ha ae permitting to be hauled or used on its line any car in 
violation of any of the provisions of this act, shall be liable toa penalty of 

00 for each and every such violation, to be recovered ina suit or suits to be 

ught by the United States district attorney in the district court of the 
United States —.— jurisdiction in the locality where such violation shall 
have been committed; and it shall be the duty of such district attorney to 
bring such suits upon duly verified information being lodged with him of 
such violation having occurred; and it shall also be the duty of the Interstate 
Commerce Co on to lodge with the proper district attorneys informa- 
tion of any such violations as na come to its knowledge: Provided, That 
nothing in this act contained shal apply, to trains composed of four-wheel 
cars or to trains composed of eight-wheel standard logging cars where the 
height of such car from top of rail to center of coupling does not exceed 25 
inches, or to locomotives used in hauling such 


The amendment recommended by the committee is as follows: 

In line 29, after the word “trains,” insert the following: when such cars 
or locomotives are exclusively used for the transportation of logs.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
2 and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
©, an 
On motion of Mr. BENNETT, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


QUAY AND DOCK CHARGES ON FLOUR IN LONDON, 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the adoption of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas represented that Ameri fi rted to London, Eng- 
land, VVV 5 E 
imposed and burdensome regulations as to the time flour cargoes may 
on quays and docks: Therefore 
Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce be in- 
am to inguire into the truth of oe 8 resentations, and if found to 
true to report to this House what L — is necessary to relieve 
American flour from such ons aon 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection to ia e of the 
resolution? 
Mr. CRISP. Has the resolution been reported by a committee? 
The SPEAKER. It has not. 


Mr. HOPKINS. ‘ht not the resolution to go to the Com- 
mea on Ways and Means, instead of the 8 on Com- 
merce’ 


The SPEAKER. The Chair had animpression that the subject 
was under consideration by the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Les, sir. I move an amendment to that, to 
substitute the Committee on Ways and Means for the Committee 
on Interstate and F Commerce, 

Mr. FLETCHER. ve no objection to that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Whe should that be done? 

Mr. HOPKINS. For the very reason that a subcommittee of 
the Committee on Ways and Means is at present investigating that 
very subject, and has had a number of gentlemen interested in 
the manufacture and export of flour before the committee. This 
House has already e ee $1,500 for that investigation, 


which is now being carried on by the subcommittee on Ways and 
Means. 

The SPEAKER. If objection is made the resolution can not be 
presented in this wa 


Mr. CRISP. Permit me to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If this resolution should bead 3 referred, 
I desire that it be referred to the Committee on and Means. 

Mr. CRISP. The question I desire to askis, whet er thisshould 
be considered until some committee of the House shall have recom- 
mended its adoption? 

Mr. HOP. S. I think not. I think the better course would 
be to refer it to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to reference to the Commit- 
3 on Ways and Means 

HEPBURN. I b the subject is being inquired 

into by 2 committee, as stated by the gentleman. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is. 

Mr. HEPBURN, There is no reason why there should be two 
investigations. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to reference of 
the resolution to the Committee on Ways and Means, and it will 
be so referred. 


WAGON AND MOTOR BRIDGE OVER THE MISSOURI RIVER AT ST. 


CHARLES, MO. 
Mr. TRELOAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5675) authorizing the con- 


struction of a wagon and cers bridge over the Missouri River at 
St. Charles, Mo. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


22 That Theodore Bruere, He: n Mispagel, 
C. W. Prosser, W. E. Bios baum. E. L. 33 W neko a 2 

— J. F. 8 aud | Henry F. Pieper are hereby — 1 —— to 
and maintain proaches thereto across the Missouri River, 
between the city of pea Gan E Charles Moss Mo. and St. Louis 8 Mo., at a point, at 
15 one-third of a mile from any other bri lected consistent with 
ona be constructed to pro- 


terests of river navigation. Said bri 
139 f for 2 ni of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, street-railway cars, 
motor cars, foot and for all road tra for such reason- 


under such reasonable rules and 


O. J. Marte 


to insure at all 
ient distance above and below the bridge site, 
ts, and other water craft safely under 
es, or their successors an 
such ligh 


other 
SEC. 2. That said need until the plan ge 
tions for its construction have —.— submitted to the Secre 


at ino cost and expense of tho said par D Ne 
at the cost and e ts said parties or their successors and assigns; 
curity e ge bri be constructed without interference with the se- 
curity and cony 


. into effect the rights and pri hereby granted. k and in Kot gl 1 
hat object the said parties, or their successors and 5 
mit to the 3 of War, for tion and appro esign a 
drawings of said works ree a . — ot the proposed 
location, rete tor rth space of 1 mile above and 1 ow such pr 
location of the banks of the river, with hate lines and sound- 


ings, and sack othe other. one as may be required for a full 3 
ing of the subject; and aani the said plan and location of the bri 
approved by the Secretary of War the construction of said bridge — 
commenced. 
Sec. 3. That said bridge shall be built as a high bridge with an unbroken 
and continuous span. all spans over the waterway to have a clear channel of 
not less than 400 and aclear headroom of not less than 55 feet above = 


water mark; and the piers of said right angles thereto: o "ea thecurreni 


5 — such plan and o 
authorized to build the same that he wrt of the same, aaa opaa 
ge, 


P: 

strictly to the approv d location, and —— an: say nange 

nee ea of accessory works d 3 -é 
3 8 * ch change Sh shall be or the eee 
Src. 5. That dr any bridge built under this act and sw to its limitations 
shall be a lawf 5 8 3 route, 
also, no er charge shall be made for over 
3 and the munitions of war of the United 
for the N Onavo tan. the street rail- 


ways or public hways | to the said bri o the 
righ and big fe fe se ae ee in the Gaited Sta Sta and po Pron 
in the use of said bridge shall be ted to all telegraph and tele 
companie aac the 15 States —. the right of way across said 
ize approac or postal- 
Sec. 6. ts act shall bo null and vold if actual construction of the 
herein authorized be not within twoyears and completed 
wi a years from the date thereon. 
Sec. 7. That this 


act shall take "effect and be in force from and after its 
passage! and the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
On perei miter She word. poln Im line . the line, 
9 2, section Se er Stee h he line 2, insert th eel ng ome 
anos . word “p! in line 2. strike out tho rest of the 
line, ex o 3 strike out the words submitted 
to” and insert the words“ 


“war.” strike out the rest ter 
8 for.” Strike out all otii lines — 5. aan and the first two words in Hnes. 


On page 3 strike out all after th river.“ in line 14, and all but the 
last two words of line 15. In line 2 after the word “surroundin, 7 
the words and directi: After the 


. ium high ra 
„ out the balance of the 2 the following. 


. toa board of officers of the Corps 
‘or examination ont report, which board 
3 
t bo all midge and sha thereto, of 
Thich mblic session dus notice sha ped by public 5 and 
if said of engineers reports that the location se plans pre- 
sented are unfavorable to the interests of na tion the ——— of War is is 
authorized, upon the recommendation of said to require such changes 
in location or inne Se may be deemed necessary to 5 the interests of 
navigation: a and said b. yor not be constru t in accordance 
with the plans by said board and 5 the Secretary 


of War.“ 

On page 8 strike out all of section 3 and insert the following in lieu thereof, 
so that section 3 shall read as follows: 

“Seo. 3. That said bridge shall be built as a high C 
continuous at least three of the spans over the waterway to 
clear width of not less than 400 feet at low-water eg an 
headroom of not less than 55 feet above high-water surface d the piers of of 
begs Raie shall be parallel with the current aa near aa possible at hig 

e river.” 


On F BD yeh Ba ag Sy rica 
of the Board of En 


line, and insert the words “the re Sers.“ In li 
section 4, substitute“ the“ for “a,” between the words “ that and b bridge. 
and after the Lea S . third line, strike out the word “so” and 


insert the words “ 
5 line 8, strike out the words “be made,“ and in line 9, 
after the word “works, insert the words 5 desirable.“ After the 
word shall.“ in line 8 put the balance of th: 
lieu thereof ‘the following: “ 


per of bin ps officers RP a a) provod by, the Secretary of War.” 


* paga aoni on 6, strike out ‘thereon ™” and insert the word 
ae 5, section 7, strike out all of line 1 after the word “that” and the 
words in line 2, so that the section as read: “That the 


amended 
55 Ge repeal this set se bereby expressly 


The SPEAKER. Is there oneei to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.) The Chair hears none. 

The amendments recommend: om § the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ord to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following sain 
in which the concurrence of the House was requi 


Resol the Senate (the House eor Representatives concurri * That there 
be printed 12,000 additional of She rennet Of Ke Hees ot rela- 
tive to the construction com} the Ni 


an en 
ma} et whicn L000 copes shall be for the was of the 88878 sa 8 copies 
Nhe uso of the House of Representatives. 
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Also: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 5.000 additional copies of Senate Document No. 17, of the first ses- 
sion of the Fifty-fourth Congress, being the memorial of the National Wool- 
growers’ tion; of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate 
and 3,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the concur- 
rent resolution of the Senate in regard to the ‘‘insurrection in 
Cuba,” had insisted upon its disagreement to the amendment of 
the House of Representatives, had asked a further conference 
with the House, and had appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. MORGAN, 
and Mr. LODGE as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE CALUMET RIVER. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of Senate bill No. 2251, to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Calumet River. Ihave been in- 
structed by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to 

rt the bill favorably and to ask for its immediate consideration. 
e bill was read. It authorizesthe Hammond and Blue Island 
Railroad Company, a corporation organized and existing under and 
by virtue of the laws of the State of Illinois, or its successors and 
assigns, to construct and maintain, under such conditions as may 


be prescribed the Secretary of War, a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the Calumet River, in Cook County, in the State of 
Illinois, at a point on and opposite lot 6 in Snydacker & Ambs's 


Illinois addition to Hammond, in section 8, township 36 north, 
range 15 east of the third principal meridian; and provides that 
said bridge may be constructed for ratway and postal service, 
with single and double track for railway traffic. s 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
GEORGE I, SPANGLER. 
Mr. STAHLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 4424) to correct the mili- 
record of George I. et ove aa 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of War be, and he is hereby, hee we 


and directed to correct the mili record of George I. Span „late 
leutenant of Company K. Two hun th Regiment Peonsyivania Volun- 
rs, in the late civil war, and grant him an honorable discharge. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. STAHLE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

RICHARD W. JOHNSON. 

Mr, KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 5478) for the relief of 

ichard W. Johnson, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enac etc., That the accounting officers of the Treasury De 

5 authorized and directed. uae application being made by 

chard W. Johnson for commutation of rations and of pay which accru 
while the said Richard W. Johnson was in the Volunteer and r Armies 
of the United States, to pay said Richard W. Johnson, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum found to be due him by 

Paymaster-General of the Army under the principles of the decision of the 
Poras Court of the United States in the Watson case and other decisions 
relating to longevity pay of army and navy officers. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. CANNON. I object. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. BABCOCK. This being District day under the rules, I 
call up the business of the District of Columbia, and I ask for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 227) requiring bills of 
sale, conditional sales, mortgages, or deeds of trust of chattels in 
the District of Columbia to be recorded, 

BILLS OF SALE, ETC., IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That in the District of Columbia no bill of sale, condi- 
tional sale, mortgage, deed of trust, or any conveyance, in whole or in part, 
of personal property or chattels, through or by which title is claimed to, or 
alien or claim is retained or created in, such perso: property or chattels, 

be good or valid against a subsequent innocent purchaser for value un- 
ess such bill of sale, conditional sale, mortgage, deed of trust, or other writ- 
has been duly recorded in the office of the recorder of deeds in said District 

— ke to the sale to such innocent purchaser. 

Amendments recommended by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia were read, as follows: 

Sane eat after the word “chattels,” insert where the property has not been 
ve odd 

Line 9, after the word “ value,“ insert and without notice.“ 

Line li, r the word “recorded,” insert“ delivered for record.“ 

Line 13, after the word “purchaser,” add “and all such instruments shall 
take effect and be valid from the time when such instruments shall have been 
delivered to the recorder for record, and the recorder shall indorse on each 
instrument afore the exact time and hour of delivery of the same to him 


The amendments were agreed to, 


heretofore purchased b 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
S ee engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and p 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


JAMES LINSKEY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 1861) for the relief of James Linskey from the 
operation of the act restricting the ownership of real estate in the 

erritories and the District of Columbia to erican citizens. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


prior to the 777 0 
of an act entitled! An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in Ter- 
ritories to American citizens,” approved March g. 1887; and all forfeitures 
sg by force of said act are, in respect of such real estate, hereby 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear the 
on that bill, and I would also like to know why it is that this for- 
eigner should be exempted from the operation of the general law. 
. HULICK. The facts of the case are set out quite fully in 
the report, which I will ask the Clerk to read. 
The report (by Mr. Huick) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred a bill 
(I. R. 1861) for the relief of James Linskey, report the same to the House 
with favorable recommendation. 

The facts in this case are set forth in the following petition: 


To the Senate and House lige ys sah 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 
The petition of James 3 — of the United States and a resident 


represents: 
t he has been a resident of said District for the last thirty years; that 
he was born in County Mayo, Ireland, in the year 1840, and came to the United 
States in the year 1863; and that in 1867 he was married to one Jane Kain, in 
the District of Columbia; that u his arrival in this country he immedi- 
ately established himself in business, and is now engaged in the business of 
painting, with his son, at 514 Nineteenth street NW. 

Petitioner further states that since he came to this country it has never 
been his intention to retain his allegiance to any other Governmen 
been his bona fide intention to remaina citizen of the 


f August, 
N street in r Shep- 
0 W. ington, D. C. At the time 
he purchased said house and lot tor his home he did not know of the provi- 
sions of the act of March 3, 1887, entitled“ An act to restrict the ownership of 
real estate in the Territories to American citizens, etc., (24 Stat., 2 1 and 
it was not until the year 1803, when he was summoned on a jury and inter- 
. — by the court, that he was advised of the disability that existed; 
whereupon petitioner at once took steps to become a citizen, and in the 
month of May, 1804, he declared his intention of being naturalized as a citi- 
zen of the United States in the supreme court of the rict of Columbia. 
Petitioner further states that at the time he purchased said house in 1889 he, 
in faith, executed and gave a mortgage or deed of trust to secure the 
deferred payments on the purchase price, and now, as the title of your peti- 
tioner to the real estate aforesaid is clouded by reason of the act of Congress 
herein referred to, he prays that said real estate, which may be forfeited 
under the provisions of said act, be relieved and excepted from the operation 
thereof, and for that purpose that the annexed act be 2 
Potitioner is a r man, and if the provisions of the act of ee ce 
are enforced ust him it would be a great hardship to hiin, as he p 
his house in good faith for a home for himself and nan f. 
AMES LINSKEY, 


The Commissioners of the District of Columbia recommend favorable action 
upon the bill. The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Does the law prohibiting aliens from holding 
real estate in the District of Columbia or in the Territories pre- 
clude those who duly declared their intention of becoming citizens 
of the United States? 

Mr. HULICK. I presume not, though I can not answer defi- 
nitely on 8 

Mr. HOP S. If it does not, I see no reason why this bill 
should be passed. The report shows that this man has lived here 
for thirty years and enjoyed all the benefits of free government 
without any of the inconveniences of American citizenship. 

Mr. HULICK, I will state the facts of the case, Aha T think 
they will satisfy the gentleman from Illinois that this bill should 
be passed. This man has been living here about thirty years. In 
1876 be married in this District, and since that time he and his 
son have been engaged here in the business of painting. In 1889 
he purchased this Pb ae the title of which will be placed in 
333 if this bill is not passed. He resides on the property. 

e was not aware, as he sets out in his petition, of the existence 
of the law until 1893, when he was called to sit as a juror, and he 
then learned that he was not legally the owner of real estate. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Asa matter of fact, when he was called asa 
juror did not he raise the point that he could not be compelled to 
serve as a juror because he was a foreigner? 

Mr. H CK. lam not advised, nor is the committee advised, 
whether he raised that question, or whether the attorgeys in the 
case raised it. It was, however, determined at that time that he 
was not qualified to sit as a juror. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What excuse does he give for living in this 


country and enjoying the benefits of our free institutions for thirty 
years without ever attempting to become a citizen? 


— 
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Mr. HULICK. He alleges that it was never his intention to 
bear allegiance to any other Government, and he filed his applica- 
tion for citizenship in 1894. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does he give any reason why he did not years 


ago make application to become an American citizen? 

Mr. HULICK. The gentleman will remember that this man 
was a citizen of the District of Columbia, where the right of 
suffrage is not enjoyed and where people are not called upon to 
qualify themselves for it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ah, but the right of suffrage did exist here. 
There was a time since this man was a citizen of the District when 
the right of suffrage was enjoyed here, when the District had rep- 
resentation in Con and the people here had the right to vote. 

Mr. HULICK. believe my friend is right about that; but 
here is this man, a good citizen, who owns this Drope — 

Mr. HOPKINS. But is he a good citizen if he has lived here that 
length of time without ever attempting to become a real American 
citizen until he found out that it was necessary to do so in order 
to protect his interests? 

. HULICK. All questions as to this man’s character as a 
citizen and his relations to this Government were presented to the 
committee in a way which impressed them favorably. If the gen- 
tleman from Illinois questions the man’s intention and his charac- 
ter and qualifications simply because he failed to make applica- 
tion for citizenship years ago, of course that is a matter for the 
gentleman himself. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman has stated that this man has 
now made application to become a citizen? 

Mr. HUL OK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I understood the gentleman also to say that 
becoming a citizen will, under the terms of the law, relieve him 
from the penalties that have been incurred. 

Mr. HULICK. I donot understand thatif he becomes a citizen 
his title to this real estate is thereby cured. He is a foreigner to 
all intents and p so far as the title to this real estate is con- 
cerned. Under the statute the title could not lawfully vest in 
him. He purchased this property some years ago and lived 
there, pocong the part of an honest, industrious citizen. He 
made the purchase in good faith. He is a poor man. At the time 
of the purchase he executed a mortgage, and his disability as a 
foreigner affects not only his title, but also the title of the mort- 


Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to put another question to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Hutick], who, I understand, is an able law- 
yer. If under the provisionsof the law of 1887a foreigner can not 
acquire title to estate in the District of Columbia or any of the 
Territories, then how will this bill relieve this man from any of 
the inconveniences referred to in the rt? In other words, will 
not the attempt to convey title to him be void? 

Mr. HULI The object of this bill, as expressly stated in the 
bill, is this: 

And all forfeitures incurred by force of said act are in respect of such real 
estate hereby remitted. 

The gentleman will see there is a special provision remitting 
any of these forfeitures bearing upon the title to this property. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Whatis the value of the property? 

Mr. HULICK. Icannottell. It is the home in which this man 
lives. He and his son are engaged in the business of painting in 


Mr. HOPKINS. Is the gentleman satisfied thatit is this man’s 
fixed p now to become a citizen? 

Mr. HULICK. We have no doubt about it at all. The com- 
mittee has reported the bill favorably; and it is also indorsed by 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. We have heard 
evidence, and we know no reason, legal or otherwise, why the bill 
should not becomea law. In fact, the bill does nothing more than 
an act of justice. 

Mr. L LE. How much property is involved in the bill? 

Mr. HULICK. There is a house and lot. 

Mr. LITTLE. A residence? 


Mr. HULICK. Yes,sir. Itis used only as a residence. This 
man bought it in good faith in 1889 and executed a mo e on 
it. Since that time he and his son have been engaged in the busi- 


ness of painting, trying to make an honest living, trying to raise 
the funds with which to pay off the mortgage. When he was 
advised that he could not hold title to real estate in this District 
and that his property was jeopardized, he made application in 
1894 to become a citizen, and in May, 1896, he will be entitled to 
citizenship. 

Mr. LIPTLE. Does the evidence show that that was the first 
evidence he had of the existence of the law? 

Mr.HULICK. The evidence shows that he knew nothing about 
the bearing of this statute upon the title of his property until he 
was called asa juror, and in co uence of the facts which were 
devel in the investigation of his qualification as a juror he 
was advised that the title to his property was in question; that, 
in fact, he did not own it under the law of 1887. 


Mr. HEPBURN, -A remark made a moment ago by the gentle- 
man from Ohio . HvLicK] would seem to indicate that this 
bill is really in the interest of the mortgagee. 

Mr. HULICK. Not wholly; both the mortgagee and the mort- 
gagor desire to have the title perfected. 

. HEPBURN. Is it not the mortgagee alone who is now 
moving in this matter? 

Mr. ICK. Notatall. The committee does not know who 
the mortgagee is. All that we were advised of was that this 
man had executed a mortgage to secure a part of the purchase 
money which he had agreed to pay for the property. We do not 
know who the each i a is. 

Mr, GROUT. ill the gentleman state the amount of the 
nee compared with the value of the roperiy 

Mr. LICK. No evidence was produced before the commit- 
tee as to the proportion of purchase money represented by the 
mortgage and the amount still remaining due. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Let me say to the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. Grout] that the question as to the value of the property 
and the amount of the mortgage was not necessarily considered 
y the committee. This property, which is this man’s home, is 

o. 2816 N street. He practically has no title to it. This House 
has passed a bill of precisely similar character to this in a case 
attended by similar circumstances, and this same bill was 
in this House in the last Congress, but it failed to the Senate 
because of lack of time. The committee has no doubt as to the 

to be engrossed and read a third time; and 


propriety of the of the bill. I call for a vote. 
e bill was orde 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
STANDARD SIZE OF DRY MEASURES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 6833) defining the standard shape and size for 
dry measures in use in the District of Columbia, and for other 


pu 2 
e bill was read, as follows: 


and penalties are recovered. -peck, 
unless the same be of the dimensions following, to 

from inside 8 wit: Exer, 

less than 151 inches in diameter at the top, 14} inches in diameter at the bot- 

tom, 12} inches deep, and the staves three-fourths of an inch in thickness. 


Every half-bushel measure shall not be less than 12} inches in diameter at the 


measure, 
when joined to the peck, shall not be less than 8 eter at the 
top, % inches in diameter at the bottom, 4} inches in depth, and the staves 
five-eighths inch thick; and every one-half peck measure, when made sepa- 
rate from the peck, not be less than 91 inches in diameter at the top, 8§ 
inches in diameter at the bottom, 4} inches deep, and the staves five-eighths 
inch sta $ y quarter pook menue s Fo noe be 3 t = 65 1 — 
diameter at the inches in diameter at the bottom, 41 inches deep, an 
the staves one halt} inch in thickness. — 

SEC. 2. That the lawful weight of a bushel of potatoes shall be 56 pounds, and 
that hereafter all sales thereof shall be made by weight. 


The report (by Mr. Curtis of Iowa) was read, as follows: 


amen recommend that the bill do pass: 
In line 4 of section 1 strike out the word “two” and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ five.” z 

At the end of section 2, and as pare thereof, insert the following: 

May en! a See section shall be subject to the same penalty as that » Ef 
or in section 1.” 

A draft of the bill was submitted by the Commissioners of the District on 
February 29, 1896: 

OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, February 29, 1896. 

DEAR Sin: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 
to recommend the introduction in the House of the inclosed draft of “A bill 
defining the standard shape and size for dry measures in use in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes.“ 

Very respectfully, JOHN W. ROSS, 
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia, 
Hon. J. W. BABCOCK, 
Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, 
ouse of Representatives. 

There is at present no law in the District of Columbia by which the shape 
and size of dry measures are r: ted or defined. The measures conform 
to no standard, and frauds are of daily occurrence in the markets, amount- 
ing in the aggregate to a large sum. Tus proposed law is for the protection 
onbuyers against the sharp practices of dishonest dealers. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. S. er, I hope the 
give us some statement as to the purpose of this bill. 


ntleman will 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the committee has endeav- 
ored to state definitely the reasons for the passage of this bill and 
whe eae uid for the legislation proposed in the report which has 

n read. 
The dry measures in the District of Columbia do not conform to 


1896. 


any standard size; and the committee was informed that fraud 
was of daily occurrence. The bill is suggested for the protection 
of the honest dealers against frauds which have uently oc- 
curred within the District, there being no law now in the District 
whatever by which the shape and size of the dry measures in use 
shall be regulated. Therefore, this bill may be said to be for the 
pees of all buyers and also for the protection of all honest 
ealers. 

The bill was suggested by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia. It was carefully considered by the committee, and is 
recommended unanimously for pennies at this time. i 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. the gentleman will permit 
me, I desire to ask him a question. I notice that the bill provides 
for the size of the several dry measures, defining that they shall 
not be less than so and soin size. What provision has the com- 
mittee made to prevent the local dealers from having measures of 
a larger size to use in purchasing from the countryman—the pro- 
ducer? 

Mr.CURTIS of Iowa. Well, the committee thought it unneces- 
sary to guard against a contingency of that sort, which is not 
likely to arise. The bill provides, the gentleman will obserye, for 
the minimum measures—— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It provides for the minimum 
measure, and is all right as between the merchant or market man 
and the local grocery man and the consumer or boarding-house 
keeper or citizen of the District of Columbia. But what will 
prevent such dealer from having another measure of a larger 
size, one exceeding the limits fixed by this bill, from which to bay 
from the countryman who comes in, and thus commit a frau 
against him? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I will state, Mr. S er, that in the 
event of the passage of this bill it is presumed that the seller and 
buyer 8 each fully informed as to the conditions of the act. 

There are some committee amendments on which I ask a vote. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend, 
in line 2, section 2, page 2 of the bill, by striking out the words 
“ fifty-six” and inserting “sixty.” 5 

The purpose of the amendment is this: The dealers in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia always buy potatoes at 60 pounds to the bushel 
and retail them at 56 pounds to the bushel. This simply cures 
that, and requires them to retail them at the same weight at which 
they purchased. 0 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I think there will be no objection on the 
ye of the committee to the amendment offered by the gentleman 

om New Hampshire. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 

d 


and passed. , 
On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


SEALERS OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (S. 990) to amend section 9 of an act entitled An act 
to provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other 


oses. 
P'he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc. That section 9 of the act approved March 2, 1895, entitled 
“An act for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights and 
measures in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” be, and the 
same is hereby, amended, so as to as follows: 8 8 

SRO. 9. That no person shall use for buying or selling, or for weighing 
freight or express matter, any weights, measures, scales, or other instru- 
ments, unless the same shall have been examined and approved by the sealer 
or assistant sealer of weights and measures. The fact and the date of such 
examination and approval and the period for which such examination and 
approval shall hold good shall be certified to with the seal of the sealer of 
weights and measures, Such certificates shall be attached in a conspicuous 
place to the weights, measures, scales, or other instruments soexamined and 
approved, and such certificate shall be valid only for such time as the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia shall provide in the schedule of fees 
hereinafter provided for: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall 
prevent at any time the examination and condemnation of any weights, 
measures, scales, or other instruments that may be found defective. The 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall prescribe the amount of tol- 
erance to b2 allowed by the sealer of weights and measures, and all weights. 
measures, and ces that donot conform tothe standards for weights and 
measures in this act provided for within the limit of tolerance so allowed 
may be seized by the sealer of weights and 1 when so seized 
shall be destroyed by him, and a record of the same shall be duly entered on 
the books of his office. Failure to comply with the provisions of this . 
or the use of any weights, measures, es, or other instruments deseri 
in this section, before the payment of the fees fixed by the said Commission- 
ers for examinations, shall render the person so failing or using liable toa 
fine of not more than $20 and costs of prosecution for each offense, to be re- 
covered in the police courtof the rict of Columbia; and the said court 
may make a further sentence that the offender be imprisoned in the District 
ae ny period not exceeding six months until the payment of such fine 
ani 7 


Mr. BABCOCK. Task for the reading of the report accompany- 
ing the bill. 
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The report (by Mr. RICHARDSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia have considered the bill (S. 990 
to amend section 9 of an act entitled! An act to provide for the appointmen! 
of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights and measures in the District of 
9 for other purposes, and report same with the recommendation 

o pass. ; 

The reasons for this measure are correctly set forth in the Senate reporton 

said bill, which is hereto attached and made a part of this report: 
[Senate Report No. 231, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 990) to amend section 9 of an act entitled “An act to provide for the 
appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of Fop and measures in the 

istrict of Columbia, and for other purposes," after a full consideration, 
make a favorable rt thereon. 

Section 4 of the in question directs the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to adopt a schedule of fees to be collected by the sealer of weights 
and measures for his services in making examinations the object being to 
make the office self-supporting. 

Section 9, as it now stands, requires all scales and measures to be stamped 
once, but does not provide for future examinations. 

The courts having decided that no penalty attaches to a failure to pay the 
fees prescribed, and that one examination does not prevent a subsequent 
tampering with the weights and measures, the bill remedies these two de- 
fects by prescribing a penalty for failure to pay the fees, and also gives the 
sealer power to ẹ examinations whenever he sees fit. 

Since the introduction of the bill two other defects have been found in the 
law. There is no provision for seizing weights and measures condemned. 
and hence no way of preventing the reuse of false weights. The sealer of 
weights and measures stated to the committee that hucksters on the streets 
are accustomed to watch for his ap, nce and to hide their false weights 
and measures when he comes in sight, so as to use them again when he dis- 


a An amendment pre d by the committee aims to prevent this 
of frauds by providing that the sealer of weights and measures may 
seize and destroy measures and weights. 


Again, it has been decided by the law officers that cases arising under the 
law as it now stands must be brought before the United States 5 
whereas, obviously, they belong to the District courts. An amendmen 
covers this point . x 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this bill was introduced to amend 
an act last year, and the intention is simply to make that 
law operative and cure the defects that experience has found to 
exist in it. 

This question of weights and measures is one that for years the 

Commissioners have considered and struggled with in the District 
and the committee proposed at the last session the bill to which 1 
have already referred, Which was and thought it would cure 
the evil known at that time to exist. Actual experience, however, 
has demonstrated that the amendment which this bill proposes is 
necessary. 
It is recommended by the sealer of weights and measures, by the 
Commissioners, and by all interested, except those who use false 
weights and measures. The statements in the report are so full 
that I think it unnecessary to detain the House longer by any 
further discussion of the matter, and I ask a vote. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the 
third time, it was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


KATE WINTER. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (S. 789) for the relief of Kate Winter. 

The bill was , as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of the act of Congress entitled “An 
8 to an act entitled An act to authorize the construction 
of the timore and Potomac Railroad in the District of Columbia,“ a 
proved Jan 19, 1891, so far as the same authorized the acquisition by sald 
railroad of land for the business of said companya square No. 739 in the ci 
of Washington and District of Columbia be, and the same are hereby, repeal 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire that the report of 
the committee be read. 
The report (by Mr. Curtis of Iowa) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6981) for the relief of Kate Winter, having considered the same, sub- 
stitute therefor Senate bill 789, which the Senate of the United States 
March 5, 1896, and recommend that it do pass. 

By act approved January 19, 1891, Congress gave to the Baltimore and Poto- 
mac Railroad Company the right to acquire square 739 in the city of Wash- 
hen pg by condemnation. The company has not chosen to exercise this right 
and evidently does not intend, at least in the near future,todoso. In 
meantime, Miss Winter's title is under a cloud, which renders the property 
valueless to her. 

The Commissioners of the District recommend favorable action. 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, March 10, 1896. 

DEAR SIR: The Commissioners recommend favorable action on House bill 
6981, for the relief of Kate Winter, which was referred to them at your in- 
stance for their examination and report. The 2 81 8 of this bill is to quiet 
Mrs. Winter's title to the land referred to in the bill by ripoata the right 
of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to take her land by con- 
demnation proceedings. Said company was authorized to acquire land for 
its bnsiness within certain limits specified in the act to authorize the con- 
straction of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the District of Colum- 
bia 8 acre 19, 1891, and square 739 is within those limits. 

ery respec 


JOHN W. ROSS, 
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia, 
Hon. J. W. BABCOCK, > 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
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On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, that is all the business which 
the District Committee desires to present to-day. 


COMMISSIONS OF OFFICERS IN THE DEPARTMENTS, 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 732) to 
regulate the issue and recording of the commissions of officers in 
the several Departments. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. CROWTHER. I object. 


INTRODUCTION OF A RESOLUTION, 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk, and ask to have it referred to the Committee 


on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman asks that it be referred? 

Mr. WALSH, To the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary to present it to the House. 
It should take the usual course. 

THE DEATH PENALTY. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 878) to reduce the cases 
in which the penalty of death may be inflicted. The bill is re- 
ported from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That in all cases where the accused is found ty of 
the crime of murder or of rape under sections 5339 or Revised 
the jury may qualify their verdict adding thereto “ without capital pun- 
ishment”; ana whenever the jury return a verdict qualified ; as afore- 
mt gaia sade ate be sentenced to imprisonment at hard labor 


Sud. 2. That except offenses mentioned in sections 1342, 1624, 5339, and 5345, 
Phen a person is convicted of i Segre to which the pun- 
‘ws of the United States, 


fre see Statutes, is hereby abolished, and all laws and parts of lave. 3 
sistent with this act are hereby re ed. 

Sr. 4. That nothing herein con ed shall apply to or in any way affect 
any proceeding or indictment now found or pen or that may be found 
for any offense committed before the ae of this act, and offenses 
commi ‘ore the of this act s be punished under the laws 
then in force: Provided, Tha t juries may return Alper verdicts in such 
cases according to the provisions of section 1 of this act, and the sentences 
shall be imposed as therein provided. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? i 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have an expla- 
nation of that bill. y £ 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iwill say for the information of the gen- 
tleman from Texas that the reason why I bring this bill up at this 
time is because the Department of Justice is very anxious to have 
early action upon it. Under the present law there are a 10 
number of criminal cases pending in which it will be impossible 
to get convictions under the death penalty. That is the reason 
why I am anxious to bring the bill up at this time, when we have 
no appropriation bill pressing for disposition to-day. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill if an arrangement can be made whereby we can con- 
sider this bill in Committee of the Whole? Iam in favor of the 
idea of doing away with capital punishment, as indicated in that 
bill; but for one I should like to see various amendments adopted 
by which the jury trying a criminal may fix the penalty. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair would suggest at this is not a 
bill that would go the Committee of the ole; but at the same 
time, by consent of the House, it can be referred to that com- 


mittee. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Can I not couple with my request for 
unanimous consent a request that the bill be considered as in 
Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. In the House, as in Committee of the Whole, 
or in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Either one. I want to give the fullest 
opportunity for discussion and amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will say to the gentleman from Iowa that 
I should not oppose the of the bill if it were at a little 
later period, but I should like the law to remain as it is until-we 
can of the cutthroats and robbers that this Government 
is protecting down in the Indian Territory. After we settle with 
them I shall have no objection to the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I understand the gentleman from Texas 
objects to considering it under any circumstances at this time. 

. COCKRELL. No, I donot object. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Thegentleman from Texas doesnot object, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill, with Mr. HorkxiNs in the chair. 

Mr. HENDERSON Nr. Chairman, I yield now to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Curtis], the real father of this meas- 
ure, who will take charge of this bill in Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I did not hear the 
grounds of the objection of my friend from Texas [Mr. COCKRELL] 
to the consideration of this bill, and therefore can not answer 


em. 

I will state briefly its general provisions. It leaves intact the 
two sections of the statute governing the Navy and the Army, and 
does not modify the punishment provided in those sections, which 
are section 1342, prescribing articles of war for the government of 
the Army, and section 1624, prescribing articles of war for the gov- 
ernment of the Navy. 

It abolishes the death penalty as provided in section 4102, Revised 
Statutes, which gives to consuls in Algiers, the Barbary States, 
China, Japan, , Morocco, Maskat, Persia, Siam, Trip- 
oli, Tunis, and the islands of the South Pacific and Indian oceans, 
the power to try citizens of the United States or those sailing under 
her flag. The Ross case illustrated the evil of ting this power 
to consuls. An English subject who was enrolled on an American 
vessel was tried for a murder committed in a in China, and 
was sentenced to death by the consulate court. He appealed to the 
President for clemency, and his sentence was commuted to impris- 
onment for life. On arriving at California, on his way to be incar- 
cerated in the Albany Penitentiary, his attorney applied to the 
United States court for a writ of habeas corpus on the ground that 
he was deprived of his liberty in violation of the Constitution. 
That case was carried to the United States Supreme Conrt, where 
it was decided that Congress had the right to authorize consular 
officers beyond the limits of the Uni States to try without a 
jury persons sailing under the flag of the United States for offenses 
named in the statutes. The case was reported in the October 


term, 1890. 

This bill retains the death ty for the crimes of murder and 
rape. I presented to the House Committee on the Judiciary a 
letter dated December 23, 1895, from the district attorney for the 
eastern district of Texas, asking for the early passage of this bill 
and before the cases of a number of crimi now held for trial 
in that court, which will be held at Paris, Tex., on the 6th of 
ape. are brought to trial. This letter is published in the report 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, No. 108. He stated that he 
regarded it important that the provision of this bill be enacted as 
an aid to the administration of justice. Later, in a letter received 
from him, dated the 3d of March and published in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD of March 10, when an effort was made to brin 
the bill before the House, he urges very strongly the enactment o 
the measure, in order that some punishment may be meted out to 
men guilty of murder, and yet under such circumstances that 
juries will fail to convict if the punishment is death. 

1 had a conversation with a prominent United States judge in 
one of the Eastern States in reference to the total abolition of the 
death penalty when a bill for that purpose was before the Fifty- 
third Congress, and he expressed doubts as to the advisability of 
the passage of such a bill; but meeting him again before the con- 
vening of this Congress, he stated that in a recent trial of a man 
for murder, in which there was no possible doubt as to his guilt, 
he had a hung jury because of the reluctance to convict when the 
perom was death, and he then thought it desirable to pass a 

ill having the provisions of the one now under consideration. 

I have said that this does not abolish capital punishment, but it 
will facilitate the administration of justice by the adoption of a 
principle which has been tried in many of the States of the Union 
in almost all the Southern and Western States. 

One gentleman said if this bill were passed it would totally 
abolish capital punishment. I could read from the report of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, if it were worth while to occupy the 
attention of the House, to show that they have a greater number 
of executions in those States that allow juries to decide, in 
portion to the number of trials, than in States which do not per- 
mit juries to determine the punishment. So that persons who 
believe—as some men honestly do, but I think erroneously—that 
the death penalty is a preventive of crime will still have that pun- 
ishment for murder and rape, which offenses constitute almost all 
that have for a number of years been committed for which the 
death penalty is prescribed. This bill will enable, as the district 
attorney from Texas says, the United States courts to punish mur- 


der and afford protection to the people of the Indian Territory 
which is now . reason of the reluctance of juries to 
R verdicts which carry the penalty of death. 

I think I have made all the explanation that is necessary in re- 
gard to the general provisions of this bill, but if anyone desires to 
ask questions about it I shall be glad to answer them. 


1896. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that 
the district attorney of the eastern district of Texas * his ad- 
vi of this bill upon the ground stated by the gentleman from 
New York. I understand t the district attorney says in his 
letter to the Committee on the Judiciary that there is no difficulty 
in securing convictions for murder in cases of deliberate and 
atrocious murder, where the killing is done with express malice; 
but, as the gentleman from New York understands and as we all 
know, under the laws of the United States there is no division of 
the offense of murder, so that a killing with express deliberatio: 
with express malice, is punished the same asa killin g with impli: 
malice. In many of the States the offenses have been divided 
into murder in the first degree, meaning killing with express 
malice, and murder in the second degree, where the killing is 
without express malice. 

Now, as I understand the district attorney, he insists that when 
a case is t before a jury where the proof shows that the 
defendant did the act only with 8 malice, malice implied 
from the circumstances, the jury is loath to convict him, for the 
reason that he must be sentenced to be hanged; but where the 
evidence shows that the killing was done with — malice, with 
deliberate purpose and with a sedate mind, I believe there never 
has been any trouble in convicting the man of murder. Now, the 
gentleman’s bill facilitates conviction in cases of men charged with 
murder who the evidence shows committed the act with express 
malice, with deliberate purpose and a sedate mind; but if the evi- 
dence shows that the killing was merely with implied malice, then 
the jury are given discretion to sax, We find the defendant guilty 
withont capital punishment.” There are quite a number of mur- 
der cases nding upon the docket in that district i 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Seventy-three. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is, there are 73 cases of men charged 
with murder in the Indian Territory. Now, I undertake to say 
that three-fourths of those offenses were committed with what is 
called implied malice, for there are comparatively few cases of 
deliberate killing with express malice, and, as I understand the 
district attorney, he thinks that he may be able to convict a 
number of those charged with that offense and send them to the 
penitentiary under this bill if it shall become a law than he could 
convict under the law as it now stands. 

Mr. Chai while I am on my feet, I desire to make a sug- 
gestion as to this bill, if the gentleman will pardon me. While I 
am in favor of the bill and believe that it ought to pass, I think it 
contains one strange provision. It makes murder punishable by 
death in certain cases—that is, it makes murder punishable with 
or without capital punishment, as the jury may see proper—but 
it makes the crime of treason punishable simply by confinement 
in the penitentiary. 

Now, while it is true that we have but little use for a law against 
treason, as we never commit that sort of crime in this country, still 
it seems to me that the offense ought to stand at the head of the 


dar. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I accept the inter- 

etation of the views of the district attorney for the eastern dis- 

ict of Texas, as expressed by the distinguished gentleman from 
that State [Mr. CuLBERSON], who was for a long time the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Judiciary, and from whose com- 
mittee a bill containing substantially the provisions of this one was 
reported favorably in the Fifty-third Congress. The district attor- 
ney, as I understand it, is not opposed to capital punishment in 
cases of murder committed with premeditation, but heis in favor 
of the punishment of persons whocommit crimes of a grave char- 
acter, but now escape conviction because the punishment is death, 
if of a lesser degree than premeditated m x 

As to the gentleman’s suggestion about treason, we have not 
had a successful trial for treason since 1800. We had them in 
1795 and in 1800, but not since, and I think one of the reasons why 
we have had no successful trials is the fact that nobody can be 
convicted for that offense when the punishment is death. For 
my Ido not regard it as one which ought to stand at the 
head of the calendar. I believe I have shown my devotion to 
this Union and my desire to maintain it to an extent which would 
perhaps entitle me to plead for the exclusion of that offense from 
the statute without being accused of a lack of devotion to the 
Union or of a proper desire for its perpetuity. I shall yield to 
the suggestion of the gentleman if it is to be pressed with any 
force upon the committee, but I hope it will not be. I think the 
committee will be satisfied that the bill as reported ought to pass 
as it is, in the lan in which it came from the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the te in the last Congress and from the 


Judiciary Committee of this House, which has given it very care- 
ful consideration. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, do I understand the gentleman 
from ee York to say that this bill does not abolish capital pun- 
ishment? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It does not abolish it entirely. 

substantially abolish it, and 


Mr. BLUE. I think section 3 does 
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if I read section 4 aright, it is not apparent to me how this bill is 
to benefit the district attorney of the eastern district of Texas in 
securing conviction of parties charged with crime under existing 
law. Probably, however, the proviso does cover the point. But 
how about the latter part of section 3? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the 
objection of my friend from Kansas as to section 3, which he 
thinks does not permit capital punishment under any circum- 
stances, I read that section: 

Sec. 3. That the punishment of death prescribed for any offense ified 
by the statutes of the United States, except in sections BE, 1624, and 
5345, Revised Statutes, is hereby abolished, and all laws and parts of laws 
inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. 

This bill proposes to abolish those obsolete laws relating to 
offenses for violations of which we have had no successful trials 
in more than three-quarters—I may say nine-tenths—of a cen 
and it continues the death penalties for those two offenses which, 
unfortunately, are rapidly growing in the United States. The pas- 
sage of this bill, it is believed, will tend to lessen those offenses, 
and will enable the Government in the administration of justice 
to bring some punishment upon those who take human life or 
viie BARTHOLDT. ” Why do t penal 

~ 2 y ou not abolish the death 
altogether? z * 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I should like to do so, but I do not 
think the House is in favor of it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Iam. 

Mr. BARRETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. BARRETT. Is the gentleman from New York ready to 
accept an amendment to the first section striking out in line 4 
the words murder or,” so that murder shall continue to bea 
capital offense? 

. CURTIS of New York. That is a capital Offense by the 


bill. Iwould not like to endanger the bill by an amendment which 
I think is not necessary. I will explain to the gentleman what 
the bill provides for. 


Mr. BARRETT. I would like to have the gentleman explain 
the first section. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. This section of the bill was ex- 
plained in the absence of my friend from Massachusetts. There- 
fore he did not learn that it exempts from repeal section 1342 re- 
lating to the Army, section 1624 relating to the Navy, and the 
sections relating to murder and rape. These sections are exempted 
from the repealing provisions of the bill. In certain cases they 
are not likely to bring in a verdict of guilty if the penalty is death. 
Pe in the case of premeditated murder there would be no 
difficulty in securing conviction without the clause which we pro- 
pose to adopt; but where there is no premeditation the jury, with- 
out some provision of this kind, will not bring in a verdict of guilty, 
I am advised to this effect by prosecuting officers in various sec- 
tions of the Union and by many prominent judges. 

Mr. BARRETT. Am I to understand Eon the gentleman’s 
statement that he proposes to abolish capital punishment for cer- 
tain crimes simply because in some isolated cases some j has 
refused to bring in such a verdictas the prosecuting officer thought 
ought to have been brought in? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. No, sir; I am governed by the 
history of the United States for the last seventy years, which 
shows that the two offenses which I have named are multiplying 
with a rapidity t/n times greater than the population, while the 

unishment is decreasing in like Hole, soe 

In 182@John Quincy Adams, then ident, sent to Congress a 
statement of the trials, convictions, executions, and pardons for 
offenses under the Government of the United States from the 
adoption of the Constitution, including the year 1826. That re- 
port, Executive Document No. 146, Twentieth Congress, second 
session, is embodied in this report of the Judiciary Committee, 
page 4. From that report it appears that during the period I 

ave named there had been 138 trials, in which there were 118 con- 
victions, sho that the sentiment of the people at that time 
was in full accord with the provisions of the law, and that persons 
who committed crimes were brought to punishment inaccordance 
ye the . 25 5 5 

e sentiments of the people have changed. A report made b 

the Attorney-General of the United States, dated October 21, 1893, 
in response to my request, shows the number of indictments, con- 
victions, and acquittals for homicides in 1890, 1891, and 1892, and 
is 8 on page 5 of the committee’s report. It appears that 
378 homicides were examined during that period, of which 271 
Were indicted, 63 convicted, and 12 executed, which shows a marked 
disinclination on the part of juries to convict in cases where there 
is oo as to the intent of the criminal, and where the penalty 
is dea 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Does this apply only to murder, or to cases 
of murder and manslaughter? 
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Mr. CURTIS of New York. The crimes of murder and man- 


slaughter are both * vided for by the statutes. 

Mr. NORTH WAV. There is no such thing under the United 
States law as murder in the second degree? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. No, sir. In the last Con 
tried to enact a law defining the crime of murder into 
second d but the Senate would not agree to it. 

Mr, PICKLER. Then, this does not apply to manslaughter? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. No, sir. 

Mr. WALSH. How is that punished? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. By imprisonment. 

Mr. WALSH. For how long? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Twenty years, I think. 

Mr. GAMBLE. As I understand the gentleman, the expecta- 
tion of the committee is that this bill will more surely result in 
conviction. That, I understand, is the reason we are asked to 
pass it. 

Mr. ety ig of Now Rh ae ooma nas get ze ae to 

to the provision defining different degrees o is crime. 

The law of eee and other States defines murder in the 
first and second degree and 5 When a jury brings in 
a verdict that the prisoner is guilty of murder the penalty is 
hanging; if the verdict is manslaughter he is confined in the pen- 
itentiary. This bill conforms to the system of practice which 
revails in United States courts, which is that of the common 

w and not statute law. There is, as I have said, a disinclina- 
tion on the part of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate to rec- 
ognize these different degrees. We, therefore, propose to follow 
the definitions of the common law as used in the Revised Statutes. 
Secretary Olney, when Attorney-General, expressed his eng ale 
bation of changing the provisions of the law in t to de 
tions, but gave his approval to the modification o nalties as 
provided in this bill, and so has the present Attorney-General. 

Mr. 23 Now, right there, as I understand this bill, 
when murder is proven, or manslaughter, if the jury think it not 
a flagrant case, they say no capital punishment. i 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. In a flagrant case the jury renders 
the verdict in accordance with the facts, and where the murder is 
premeditated the extreme punishment allowed by the bill is ac- 
corded. But it allows a verdict covering different grades of pun- 
ishment, as under the statute laws of many States. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then, in a case of the kind to which the gen- 
tleman refers, where capital punishment is not awarded, the man 
would necessarily go to prison for life, would he not? 

Mr. CURTIS of Saw ork. That may be the sentence. 

Mr. PICKLER. Would not that be a pretty severe punishment 
in certain cases? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It may be; but certainly is not a 
greater punishment than to be hung. Nor is it so harsh upon the 
people as to allow a man guilty of murder to be let loose on the 
community. This matter, I will say tomy friend, has been given 
careful consideration by the Judiciary Committee of this House 
in the last Congress, in the Committee of the Senate on the Judi- 
ciary in the last Congress, as well as the Judiciary Committee 
of the House of this Congress; and when my friend from Texas, 
Judge CULBERSON, rises and says that he approved of this bill, he 
brings to its support a knowledge of the law and a judicial char- 
acter that is not excelled in the United States. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit some 
observations in regard to this bill from the standpoint of my own 
personal judgment and not from the standpoint of what somebody 
else may have said or thought. 

I have had the misfortune, or the good fortune, as thé case may 
be, to have practiced law ever since 1857, with some slight inter- 

, in a general 8 practice, where I have been compelled 
to practice in the criminal courtsas well as in the civil, and a great 
part of the time have been compelled of necessity to take any case 
offered that was entirely a proper case to consider and would yield 
acontribution toward my 9 That of necessity brought me 
in contact with a great line of the criminal proceedings in Ohio, 
and especially many prominent cases of homicide, cases in which 
I ee ase on one side or the other; and so, if I shall show a 
little ten 20 Septet egotism in the discussion of this question, 
this fact will be my only apology. 

I join heartily with the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cur- 
Is] in wishing to curtail the number of cases in which the death 
penalty can be applied, but I do not pi si this bill, and I base 
my objection upon a ground that is radical and goes to the very 
foundation of the whole proponon. 

I do not believe that the jury ought to fix the penalty in any 
case. There are so well-defined lines of distinction in the es 
of crime inst persons in this country that there is no difficulty 
about the verdict of the jury on the mere question of fact; but 
there is a great deal of difficulty about the action of the jury if 
allowed to ju ent. That has been my observation, and 
that seems to be the logical and necessary conclusion, based upon 


we 
and 


human nature, which is pretty nearly a uniform thing through- 
out this country as well as throughout all of the other counttles 
of the world. - 

Now, as to the different degrees of homicides—— 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. If the gentleman desires it, I have 
a: 5 me. 5 Ohio law has but 5 mur- 

er in the ; but the jury may convict of less degree. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The whole difficulty with the gentleman 
from New York, and I appreciate his knowledge of this questi: 
and am satisfied that his study has been exhaustive on the lines 
his personal opinion—but the pa difficulty, it seems to me, has 
not been as to the public judgment, or the judicial judgment, 
about what ought to be the death penalty, but that we ought to 
have some milder form of punishment. e great difficulty has 
been the commingling of the grades of offenses in a single sec- 
tion. Now, if we could have the three definitions of homicide, 
as laid down by the law of Ohio, and there may be some others in 
some of the States, and in fact there are many more in some of 
them, but the distinctions are too finely drawn, too metaphysical 
for the average man and the average jury; but with the 5 dis- 
tinct definitions laid down in the statutes there would be no diffi- 
culty about the question, and then you get rid of hindrances or 
barriers, which I insist ought to exist where murder in the first 
degree has actually and without doubt been committed. 

. CURTIS of New York. If the gentleman will permit me, 
as he understands there are three definitions of murder, but we 
have but two in the United States statutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand that. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The Department of Justice has 
been opposed to the modification of the definition as furnished by 
the common law; the Senate also has been opposed to it, and in 
order to meet the difficulties which we found to exist, the bill as 
origi passed was modified and amended. It was passed in 
the last Con to meet the definition. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is a concession completely onto the 
po on which I stand. The Department of Justice is not a 

egislative body, and with all due respect to the Attorneys-Gen- 

eral who have been at its head, I am not willing to yield my 

judgment on this question to the opinion of the Department of 
ustice. 

The gentleman now at the head of it is a very distinguished 
lawyer. Ihave known him during all the time of his practice of 
the law and, strange as it may seem, it is my judgment that he 
never tried a criminal case in his life. He has been a member of 
the great and distinguished law firm of Hoadly, Johnson & Coul- 
son, and later of Harmon, Coulson, andanother. Heisasplendid 
lawyer and a most estimable man, but his whole practice has 
consisted in his relation to large corporations, several of the great 
railroad lines centering in Cincinnati and many of the other 
great corporations, and in the enaa practice of the law on the 
civil side of the courts. So if he has expressed an opinion about 
this statute and any opposition to these definitions it simply 
proves, in my judgment, that he has not given full consideration 
to this important subject. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Will my friend permit me to in- 
terrupt him? ; 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I have no wish to be misunderstood 
as to the question of definition. I have not discussed it with the 
present Attorney-General, but he has approved of the of 
this bill in the form in which it is, as a measure to promote the 
administration of justice. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Ishisrecommendationinwriting? Ishould 
like to know how fully he discusses the question. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It is not discussed very fully, sir, 
but I will read the indorsement which came from the Department. 
It is as follows: 

The of this bill, H. R. No. 878, will promote the administrati 
justice, and ji . speedy 9 * 
HOLMES CONRAD, 
Acting Attorney-General. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That gives very imperfect information to 
me. While ordinarily I bow—— 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I Mopo y friend will not assume 
that I was attempting to instruct him. The gentleman having 
said that he has considered this matter upon his own judgment, 
without aid of the opinions of other people, I do not offer it to the 
gentleman to instruct him in anyway, but simply to show what 
the Attorney-General thinks about it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That statement of mine is subject to the 
modification governing every act of my life—thatI value the knowl- 
edge of everybody that I could get hold of to shape my own by; 


but I do not necessarily yield my opinion upon a question of so 
much importanceas this simply to the opinion, which we all under- 
stand is so imperfectly delivered generally, coming from the head 
of one of these Departments. A 
Will the gentleman permit me? 


Mr. RAY, 


1896. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. Of course this is a matter of considerable impor- 
tance, and I trust the gentleman will not see fit to oppose the bill 
for I believe it is a step in the right direction; and while, if I had 
my way, I frankly say to the gentleman from Ohio, I would do as 
we have done in New York—have the statutes of the United 
States define the crime of murder in the first degree, the crime of 
murder in the second degree, and then define the various degrees 
of manslaughter, Still, this is the best we can do at this time. 
We proceeded on the other line in the Fifty-third Congress, but 
the Henkis advocated this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would not have more than one degree of 
manslaughter. 

Mr. RAY. There the gentleman and I di ee, and other law- 
yers as a rule would fail to come to an exact understanding. The 
could not all look at this question alike. Now, it has been my g 
fortune or my misfortune, as the case may be, for thirty years to 
practice extensively in the criminal courts, and I have h experi- 
ence in capital cases as well as all other criminal cases, and I have, 
I think, some pir bee of the difficulties that arise in the admin- 
istration of justice. Now, I think there is time here, and I should 
like, if the gentleman will permit, to ask him to give tothe House 
his definition of murder in the first degree as he would have it 
could he have his way. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Les; I will do that with pleasure. Ihave 
been making ready to do that. 

Mr. RAY. And then I should like to have the gentleman, if he 
will, go a step further and define murder in the second degree as 
he would have it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. RAY. And then manslaughter. The gentleman, as I un- 
derstand him to say, would have manslaughter only in one degree, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In only one degree. 

Mr. RAY. And I should like to have him define manslaughter 
as he would have it could he have his way. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gentleman allow me just a word? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I wish to say here and now that Iam in 
full accord with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] on 
this subject, and during the last Congress we reported a bill from 
the Judiciary Committee upon the exact lines on which the gen- 
tleman is now proceeding. The bill went over to the Senate, 
the Senate declined to pass it, and this is an amendment or sub- 
stitute which they proposed then, and which was adopted now 
because we believed no other bill could pass. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am now taught by the two gentlemen 
who have stated it that that is the fact, but it only leads up to 
this question, whether we shall fail to do what in our judgment 
is right because we are said to have an uneducated and unintelli- 
pan Senate to deal with at the other end of this Capitol. [Laugh- 

] That is all. 
ow let me proceed along the line suggested by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Ray], which is precisely the point up to 
which I was leading, and then I will point out why, so long as 
the statute remains as it is, the jury should not be limited to the 
answering ofa single question. If I were to have my way I should 
define murder in the first degree as follows: 

Whoever purposely, either of deliberate or premeditated malice, 
or by means of poison, or in perpetrating or in attempting to per- 

trate any rape, arson, robbery, or burglary, kills another 
k pulty of murder in the first degree. 

ow, if I were to strike out any word in that section it might 
be possible that I would strike out the word ‘‘robbery.” There 
is a field for discussion there. 

But it seems to me that in the light of our study of this great 
question the man who, with premeditated malice and who pur- 
posely, maliciously, with premeditation and deliberation, takes 
the life of another ought to be hung; and there ought to be no 
difficulty in getting an intelligent jury to say that that condition 
of fact has . 

Mr. RAY. ill the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. Now, right there comes in the difficulty in the trial 
of a capital case. Oftentimes there can be no question that there 
was deliberation, that there was premeditation by the person 
doing the killing, but then again a case very often arises where 
there is a sharp conflict of fact as to whether or not there was de- 
liberation and premeditation. Our courts in New York have 
stated and held that it was immaterial as to the length of time—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So in Ohio. 

Mr. RAY (continuing). Given for premeditation. If there 
was a length of time, even three seconds, during which a man 
premeditated, he might have formed a deliberate intent to take 
the life of another, no matter how great the provocation, there 
pane no justification for the killing. The gentleman will under- 
stand that there is a great deal of difference between provocation 
and justification, as I am using the words now and in the legal 
sense, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. RAY. Now, when that condition of affairs exists, a sharp 
conflict of fact arising over this question of deliberation and pre- 
meditation, the jury stand out. They are all honest; they are all 
fair; they all mean to do right; but they stand out; they 8 
they remain out hours and days; and the jury is discharged and 
months pass before another trial can be had; the feeling, the ex- 
citement over the case subsides, and that better instinct of human- 
ity begins to prevail—perhaps not the better instinct, but a sort 
of feeling of pity, a kindly feeling arises, and you go again to the 
trial of the offender, and you are further from obtaining a convic- 
tion than ever. I do not want to make a speech in the gentleman’s 


time. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Tou are talking very well, and seem to be 


ga goog speech, 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman will pardon me. I wanted to call 
out sharply that line of argument so thatthe gentleman might 
reply to it. At the second trial you will have only one or two on 
the jury who will stand for a conviction for murder; others will 
want to let the defendant off, or to convict of a lesser crime; and 
yon have another disagreement. I believe that when a crime has 

n committed the speedy trial and conviction of the criminalis 
quite as essential for the good of the community as anything con- 
nected with the administration of justice. The certainty rather 
than the severity of punishment best peer society. So it goes 
on in that way, and the law is robbed of its power. Now, I ask 
the gentleman right there, if it is not well to have the law so mod- 
ified, as this bill does it, as to give the jury a chance to agree on 
the first trial, if divided in opinion and sentiment, as they often- 
times are, b itting them, if they can not agree upon a ver- 
dict of murder in the first degree, to say we will modify our ver- 
dict by saying, “ Guilty; not death, but imprisonment for life,” 
Now, is not that the better way, I ask the gentleman? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am very sorry my time is being ex- 
hausted by other gentlemen, not in asking questions but making 
very able speeches, much more so than I can make. Now let me 
answer. The gentleman has broken entirely the line of ar ent 
I was making and carries me away to a new field, and I must 
stand on my feet and think and answer. The very purpose he 
has in view is defeated by the subject under consideration, and 
the very purpose he has in view is shown by the proposition which 
I make, Here, now, is a single count of an indictment which 
charges murder in the first degree; it charges the life of the victim 
was taken by the defendant with premeditation and deliberation, 
. and of malice, and then the court defines all these grades 
of homicide, which are so simple that I should not like to be 
tried by a jury who did not know the difference between premedi- 
tation and deliberation and mere purpose to kill. Having defined 
the grades of homicide, the court says now, notwithstanding here 
is a charge of murder in the first de; vou may find the de- 
fendant guilty of murder in the second degree, of manslaughter, 
or of assault and battery; so that this question of failing to agree 
is wholly answered by the proposition that the jury may fix the 
grade of the crime clear down to a mere misdemeanor instead 
of a felony. 

Mr. Ray rose. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will permit, I really 
must be allowed to have some continuity in my argument, 

Mr. RAY. I understand that. I was going to ask—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If you will ask me a question and not 
make another of those lengthy speeches, I will yield. 

Mr. RAY. Iwanttostate that in the United States courts juries 
are not permitted to do that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Precisely; and that is what I am talking 
about. I want them to be allowed to do it, and now is the time to 
fix it so that arek can doit. Now is the time to pass a bill defin- 
ing murder in the first degree and murder in the second degree 
and manslaughter. Murder in the first degree I have already re- 
ferred to. urder in the second degree is exactly the same as 
murder in the first degree except that there is no premeditation or 
deliberation. Manslaughter is the taking of the life of a human 
being while the slayer is in the commission of an unlawful act. 
It is well defined in the statutes of Ohio and of other States, 
“ Whoever unlawfully kills another except as provided in the last 
threesections, is guilty of manslaughter.” That is all there is about 
it. There is no premeditation or deliberation in manslaughter, 
there is probably no purpose to kill; but the slayer does kill while 
he is in the commission of an unlawful act. He has made an as- 
sault upon the deceased, or he has committed some . 
against his property, and while the deceased has been defending 
himself or his property the action of the accused has resulted in 
his death, without premeditation, without purpose. 

That is the definition of manslaughter, and there is a wide dis- 
cretion in the court in fixing the penalty. So by this system of 
definitions and distinctions, so easily understood, you leave it in 
the power of the jury after all to compromise their opinions in 

aming their 8 and, let me say right here, that a jury which 
will feel sympathy for a defendant to such a degree that they will 
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not say that he committed the offense with itation and de- 
liberation will never affix to their verdict the ty of death. 
It is said that in some of these cases that penalty ought not to be 


inflicted. I agree that that is so, but in most of the States of the 
Union there exists a method of migsim the penalty. In Ohio 
and Pennsylvania there are boards o and in New York 
— Wyse ä the 
governor to appoint a commission to ascertain an acts, 
which is t tho jurisdiction of the don sts paa Ohio, 
and the governor has plenary power to modify the sentence in any 
given case. Thus you let subsequent facts and devel ents 
operate rather than compel the jury to fix the penalty at the time 
of the trial. 

Mr. Chairman, after a long experience at the bar in the active 
trial of cases, I agree with the gentleman from New York that 
the jury generally intend to be honest; but neither the gentleman 
from New York nor any other practitioner of any considerable 
experience will hesitate to admit that juries sometimes render 
most wonderful and absurd verdicts. 

Let me mention one that was rendered in the State of Ohio in 
the famous case of The State vs. Arrison, tried in the city of Cin- 
cinnati. The defendant was charged with having constructed an 
infernal machine, as it was called, and having sent it toan enemy, 
whom it killed. He had a bitter gru: against the superintend- 
ent of one of the hospitals, had made ts against his life, and 
had t three or four months in the construction of what was 
Paid eee He sent it to the ital and it ex- 

i dent instantly, as I recollect. 

e was one of those persons who would 
have affected 3 the matter of his sentence, and 
the facts demonstrated that he 


ial, and w 

innocent or else was guilty of a most malicious 
and premedi murder, the jury brought him in guilty of man- 
slaughter. So, ina more recent case not very many ago, in 
one of the counties not far from where I live, th in another 
district, a man was found guilty of poisoning his mother, and the 
verdict was ter,” although he deliberately pur- 
eS E ut it into the coffee, or some other food or 
drink, and taken the old lady’slife. So, in my r 
„CCC 

ej col ə questions 

mine, feat: Did the dafemdant commit this act? 0 

What is the fact about that? You have to leave to the jury 

other questions much more complicated than the one referred to 
the gentleman from New York. You have to commit to them 
great question in a very large number of homicide cases, the 
question of self-defense. court has to submit to the jury not 
the question Did he fear?” but also the other important 
estion, ‘* Had he just grounds to fear that he was in danger of 
grave bodily harm or of death?” Now, that is a question of fact 
so subtle, involving so much of mental calculation and mental 
ascertainment, that sometimes the jury will go widely astray. 
Therefore, why commit to the jury these other questions, when 
the —.— sits a judge coolly and deliberate 7 scanning the 
evidence, aman of wide knowledgeand experience of witnesses and 
of weighing their eee Ce in, you have to commit to the 
jury the more occult and di t question of mental responsibility. 
t is a question of fact in the abstract, but really it involves 
the weighing of the testimony of experts, the critical examination 
of facts, the bringing to bear upon the solution of the question of the 
judgment and the knowledge of the jury, and after having sub- 
mitted to the j questions like these, and they having found a 
verdict upon the facts, why place also upon them the responsibility 
of saying what was the degree of turpitude and what is the right 
thing to do in the way of punishment? 

I read not very long ago in a law magazine devoted to criminal 
law an account of the action of two juries in the same county. 
One jury found one man guilty of the crime of horse stealing and 
sent to the penitentiary for something like ten years. The 
other jury found a man ty of murder and sent him to the pen- 
itentiary for one year. Not many years ago, in a county adjoinin 
that in which I live, a jury was impaneled to try a man e 
with the crime of living in a state of adul The evidence was 
I plain; there was nothing obscure a it; and the jury 

ound the man guilty, and the court sentenced him under our mis- 
demeanor act. Twodaysafterwards the same jury—or as nearly 
the same jury as we ordinarily haye—tried the woman the 
same charge and the same evidence and found her not guilty. 

These are some of the anomalies of trial by jury. Yet we have 
that system and we must get al with it as best wecan. But 
why now broaden the of jury and commit to it the 
power not only to say the defendant is guilty of some crime 
ee PaA REE Biek acne eee earn seer Om en oe oe 


ow, the great trouble—and here is my objection to this bill— 
ood gers poston eee e tolls tlemen from New 


will concede, has grown up from our haying this single sec- 


tion covering the crime of murder. That is the reason juries will 


not convict. I took part in the trial of a case here in the District 
of Columbia, and when we gave it to the jury we were enabled on 
behalf of the defendant to say to them, ‘‘ Yon must either acquit 
this man or you must hang him; heis either guilty of murder, the 
penalty of which is death, or he is not guilty of anything.” The 
jury said he was not guilty of anything. Had there been any pro- 
vision of law under which the jury could have found a verdict of 
manslaughter, doubtless public justice would not have been out- 
raged as it was thought to have been by the verdict of that jury 
although I disagreed with public opinion on that question, as we 
„ we are interested in the trial of a case. For in 


he ts. We have tried to 
grade these crimes into murder in the first degree, murder in the 
second degree, and manslaughter with one or more degrees. That 
was the sentiment pervading the Judiciary Committee of the 
House, and the bill which passed the House in the last Congress 
was framed upon that basis. But when it went tothe Senate that 
body absolutely refused toconcur. So we found ourselves blocked 
in our attempted reformation of the law. Now, a step in the 
right direction is proposed here; in other words, if we can not 
have a whole loaf we are willing to take a part, we are willing to 
take what we can get. If wecan break into this antiquated stat- 
ute which was placed upon the statute book away back in 1790, 
there having been some amendment made, I think, a little later— 
I believe one amendment in 1825—if we can break into this anti- 
quated statute, if we can bring the United States Government to 
take one in the same direction as those which have been taken 
by nearly all the States of the Union, is it not better to do this 
than to have all legislation on the subject fail? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. i that argument commends 
itself to my judgment, and it would be convincing but for this 
one trouble: We are entering here upon a new and radical de- 
parture by giving to the jury the power to fix these sentences, 
All else would be entirely satisf: to me; I would accept it as 
a step in the right direction. ButI have never known any man 
in the United States who was once entitled to vote to be deprived 
of his vote; I have never known an elective judiciary to be trans- 
formed into an appointive one, and I have never known the power 
of a jury once given by statute to be taken away. I do not believe 
that the better judgment of the people of the United States, as 
manifested in their codes of criminal procedure, is in favor of this 
innovation. Therefore I hesitate to consent that the Congress of 
the United States shall enter upon it. 

While I am on my feet, and while I am making a speech that 
has no politics in it—gentlemen ought all to be delighted at that 
circumstance a oneal ‘ 

Mr. RAY. You seem to be standing up for the laws of Ohio 


very well. 

ie GROSVENOR. I have referred to the laws of Ohio simply 
because I am more familiar with the decisions under them than 
with those of other States. And I will say, by way of compli- 
ment to the gentleman's State, that we have taken our code of 
civil procedure bodily from the State of New York, and have 
largely drawn our e presen also from that State. And 
we have cited and followed wherever applicable the opinions of 
the able court of ap of New York in all the great leading 
criminal cases. And I have spoken of a single degree of man- 
slaughter because I am familiar with the practice of the courts 
in reference to that. I have no doubt that the same argument 
that is now applied to subdividing the of murder would 
apply and could apply with E — force to the multiplicity of the 


degrees of manslaughter. I there is as much philosophy in 
one as the other. 
But, Mr. Chairman, while on my feet I wish to commend to the 


Judiciary Committee, which all these questions is the great 
committee of the House, the able committee of the House, to an 
investigation of a single condition to which 1 wish to point their 
attention. The gentleman refers me to the fact that this isa mur- 
der statute dating back to 1790. The committee will find many 
other 3 2 the ee hoger that ae taek — a 
iod apparently during , and yet they stand here 
“ge i of the statutes, not of the District of Columbia, but 
ne eee en operate on the people of the District of Co- 
um 
I had occasion to refer to it in a few remarks some weeks ago at 
the Board of Trade banquet in this city, I found myself here on 
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one occasion trying a case before a court-martial, and a witness 
was called on the stand who was asked a preliminary question on 
the part of counsel opposed to the suspected testimony of the wit- 
ness. The counsel said he wanted to ask him a question or two, 
and asked him if he believed in God. Well, the fellow gave some 
sort of equivocating answer; I do not now remember exactly what 
it was. He was then asked if he believed in a future state of re- 
wards and punishment, and I found him to entertain a consider- 
able doubt about his answer to the question, but to my utter 
amazement they produced a statute, which I learned to my entire 
satisfaction was then and is now in force in the District of Colum- 
bia, a statute that forbade him to testify, and he was ruled off the 
witness stand. Now, there is a question that I should like very 
much to have the Judiciary Committee consider in connection 
with the government of the District of Columbia, and as soon as 
the Committee on the Judiciary has the time to formulate and 
introduce an act in reference to criminal proceedings in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia I hope that they will take into consideration 
this entire urrann 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. We will take that up next. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And while we are building magnificent 
monuments and works of art to commemorate the heroism and 

~“ patriotism of our people; when we are building splendid buildin 

558 the growth in architecture of our country; w 
we are trying to construct libraries to be the honor and wonder of 
the world, not only, I trust, the Congressional Library, but some 
day a public library that the people of the United States will have 
some interest in directly, in the form of taxation; while we are 
doing all this and setting an example to all the world as well as to 
our own people; while we are offering to all the world a splendid 
city full of educational institutions and educational advantages 
and all of that, I think the time has come when we should have a 
model code of procedure to settle the rights of man in this District, 
and move away from the ancient landmarks which have been for- 
gotten in the States and go forward to the construction of a model 
code, a model of courts, a model system of the vindication 
of the rights of persons and property in this territory, which we 
alone can legislate for. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Murer: 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I fully agree with my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] in his desire to havea code 
of judicial procedure in the city of Washington; but I do not be- 
lieve, however, that anyone will envy him the job of clearing 
away the old rubbish which now exists in the laws and the admin- 
istration of justice in this District. I believe, however, that if 
all the absurd things which he has enumerated have been done in 
the courts of this country, they will not be enhanced 57 the 

sage of this bill. But, furthermore, my friend from Ohio, when 
pleading for capital 3 informs us that there is a board 
of pardons. I would like to know what good a board of pardons 

ill do to a man after he has been hung. I do not see how a par- 
don granted in this world can reach him then. If I understand 
the jurisdiction of that board of pardons, it does not extend beyond 
the 8 of time or life, and when a man has been hung or 
shot for crime Iam sure that it will not be contended that he 
can be benefited by the exercise of human clemency, 

Now, there is but one reason for inflicting ponishment for crime, 
and that is the protection of society. We haveno right to deal 
out punishment to any man, no matter what crime he has com- 
mitted, as a reward of merit. It isnot within the limit of the 
rights or powers of any man, however good, or of any court, how- 
ever wise and just, to measure the depths of human guilt and 
adjust an exact measure of punishment forit. Only that Supreme 
Power which is not itself sinful and is endowed with perfection 
in ess and wisdom is fitted for that task. 

ut society has the right and it is its duty to protect and pre- 

serve itself, and, so far as it may be necessary in order to do so, to 
restrain and punish criminals, Thus far it is warranted in going; 
no er. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the history of the effect of capital 
punishment in the past? Has it decreased crime? Why, when 
men were hi in England for picking pockets, right at the foot 
of the gallows pockets were picked when an offender was going 
up the gallows stairs for having committed thatcrime. This was 
not an uncommon occurrence. The whole history of crime pa 
this country and Europe is that it has not been diminished by 
severity of punishment, but rather by certainty of punisbment. 
We have tried that in my own State. Fora long time we hada 
law which provided that a man should be ha for committing 
murder or other capital crime, but he was to go to the penitentiary 
for one , there, I suppose, to prepare himself to meet another 


final ju ent which would be pronounced upon him in the next 
world. He was not to be hanged, however, until the governor 
should issue his warrant for that purpose. The governors never 
issued their warrant, so that we had in practice imprisonment for 
life for murder, arson, rape, and other capital crimes, 


But some of our friends who preferred to live by the code of 
Moses rather than the code of the Man of Nazareth were urgent 
to have capital punishment reestablished. We did reestablish it. 
What was the result? During the few years that we hanged men 
for murder there were more murders in the State of Mame than 


we had before that time. We kept that law on the statute book 
but a few years. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Four years. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I think we hanged two or three people; not 
more than that. The effect of capital punishment was such that 
by a consensus of opinion of almost all the people of the State it 
was abolished, and there is no such thing as og oe unishment 
known in my State now. Men are imprisoned for life instead of 
being hanged for murder. What has been the result since? There 
has been less capital crime than there was before. So that I say 
the only purpose for which we have a right to punish crime, 
namely, the purpose of protecting society, has been better sub- 
served without capital punishment than with it. The fact that 
the Government takes human life has, I believe, a brutalizing 
effect upon the community. It surely does not Christianize or 
have the influence to elevate and refine the vicious classes. It 
sets FFF blood. 

One thing more. en the jury understands that the punish- 
ment for capital crime is not death, it is more easy to secure a 
verdict of conviction than when they know that if they happen 
to make a mistake they will send an innocent man into eternity 
without the possibility of recall. When we have imprisonment 
for life as a penalty for crime, if a mistake is made, it may after- 
wards be discovered and justice be done. Such things have often 
occurred. Then the board of 
with practical effect. 

Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of the passage of this bill. 

Mr.BRUMM. Will my friend permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Certainly. 

Mr.BRUMM. When reestablished capital punishment, did 
you have the system of defining murder in the first degree, mur- 
der in the second degree, and manslaughter? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes; we always have had that, and have now. 
There has never been a time since the State was organized that 
we did not have it. 

Mr. BRUMM. And you say even under that system more mur- 
ders were committed. I wish to ask whether the penalty of death 
was limited to murder in the first degree? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes; and the records show that there were 
more murders when murderers were punished with death than 
there are now. 


Mr. BRUMM. Was the penalty of death limited to murder in 


the first degree only? 

Mr; MILLIKEN. Yes, it was when the alleged crime was 
m A 

Mr. BRUMM. I wanted to know that fact. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, this bill seeks to establish the 
law for of pinos under the jurisdiction of the United States as 
it has exi in the State of California for over twenty years. 

In the winter of 1873-74 Senator PERKINS introduced into the 
senate of California a bill allowing juries to fix the punishment 
for = offenses. It passed the senate, came to the house, and 
Thad the honor of having charge of that bill and getting it through 
the assembly of California. 

This has been the law of that State now for over 5 
and it is perfectly safe to say that it will never be changed. 
Twenty-five years ago I heard a judge in a court in California 
charge the jury substantially to this effect: That it was shown by 
the evidence that the crime was murder, was in the first degree, 
or there was no offense committed. It could not be murder in the 
second degree. It was murder in the first degree, and the ty 
for that was death. That jury, because there was a grain of doubt, 
brought in a verdict of acquittal, and the man went clear. There 
was not a man in the community, hardly, but believed that man 
was a murderer; and events afterwards proved that he was, but 
he escaped. You know that in many cases there are crimes of such 
brutality that the demon who commits them has no longer a right 
to live; and in California, under that law, they hang them. Ə 
jury there in bringing in a verdict are plowed by the law to add 
in their discretion, as they see fit, after their verdict of guilty in 
the first degree the words“ and we fix the penalty at imprison 
ment for life.” If they do not add these words to the verdict, then 
the penaltyisdeath. And I maysay thatin the State of California 


since the t of that law as many murderers have been 
hanged as before tment. 
tice. 
tes, and it should be the law of this Dis- 
where the Saa Staton has Ma lot puoi 
satisfactory. It gives the criminal where 
itis e is murder in the first d. or no crime 
the benefit of the doubt, and the jury can send him to prison if 
they see fit. So that if in the years after any new evidence should 


pardons can exercise its authority 
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come up, the criminal may have the benefit of it. I hope this bill 
will pass; it big 5 to pass. 
Mr. RAY. . Chairman, the statutes of the United States do 


not define thecrime of murder or divide it into degrees, hence the 
ot law definition obtains, and hence this bill now before the 
ouse. 

I desire as briefly as I may to answer the only objection that 
thus far has been urged against the proposed measure, and which 
came from the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOR].. He did 
not oppose the of this bill because he thought it wrong 
in principle, but simply because he does not think it goes far 
enough in reforming thelaw. If the House will have patience 
with me, attention will be called to the laws on this subject writ- 
ten upon the statute books. I find thatin the year 1790 this act 
Was passed—it was amended slightly in 1825 and slightly in 1875: 

Every person who commits murder— 

Without particularly defining it— 
within any fo: A „or Al x district 
Ned e e States seeond or epea 
the * seas, or in any arm of the sea, or in any river, haven, creek, u, or 
ay thin the admiralty or maritime jurisdiction of the United States, and 


out of the 8 of any particular State; three, or who upon any such 


waters ciously strikes, stabs, wounds, poisons, or shoots any other per- 
son, and of which striking, stabbing, wounding, poisoning, or shooting such 
or without the United 


other person dies, either on land or at sea, wi 
States, shall suffer death. 


And that is the only punishment. That or nothing. Now let 
me call your intelligent attention to another section of the Revised 
Statutes which goes with it. This section was adopted in 1790 
and has neyer been changed or amended. : 

The court before which any person is convicted of murder may, in its dis- 
cretion, add to the punishment of death— 

Now, here you get your punishmentafter death. Those who do 
not believe in punishment after death will find that it is written 
in the statutes of the United States that there is punishment after 
death, and that it is a statutory punishment under the United 
States law. Let me read. 

Section 5340 of the Revised Statutes provides— 

The court before which any pereon is convicted of murder may, in its dis- 
cretion, add to the punishment of death that the body of the offender be de- 
livered to a surgeon, at the discretion of the court. And the who 
Sern un the SaS tar ASOR 8 

as 3 surgeon 
Painted, shall receive and take away the y at the time bt execution. 15 

And then, if any relative or friend of the dead man who is to be 
thus punished after death shall interfere in any way with this dis- 
cretion, this drawing and quartering of the deceased, he is to be 
punished. 

The law says: 

That every person who, after execution, by force rescues or attempts to 
rescue the dead body of any offender out of the custody of the or of 
the officers during the conveyance of such body to any place for dissection as 
Foc cha bites Of aay tanger where tha pens hex teen Gupunioed TA pure: 
ance of that section, Shall be liable toa fine of not more than $100 and to im- 
prisonment for not more than twelve months. 

Prior to 1790 several hundred offenses were punished with death, 
and in many cases the criminal was not only ee upon the 
gallows, but was, after death or before, as was deemed most suit- 
able and consistent with offended justice, drawn and quartered— 
that is, cut up into four pieces. Our wise and humane forefathers 
thought it better to provide that the victim of outraged justice 
be cut up fine—that is, made into judicial mince-meat. 

If Icould have my way I would blot from the statutes of the 
United States the two sections last read. I believe that when a 
man has suffered the extreme penalty of death, if any relative or 
friend appears to claim his body we ought to give it over for de- 
cent burial, and it should not be surrendered for dissection, except 
in cases where no person claims it for burial. These two sections 
are relics of a barbarous age, and I believe that the punishment of 
death inflicted for murder, as defined by the common law, and for 
these other offenses defined in subdivision 3 of section 5350 of the 
Revised Statutes, is a relic of the same age. 

The Judiciary Committee of this House in the last Congress, 
and I believe in the preceding Congress, acted to some extent in 
accordance with thatidea. Nearly every State in this Union has 
taken advanced ground on this subject. In the several States 
murder has been defined by statute in accordance with modern 
ideas. In New York we have divided it into two degrees, murder 


in the first and murder in the second degree; in the first 
degree being the killing of a human being t justification. 
with deliberation and premeditation, or it is committed 
without deliberation or premeditation, but by a person in 
the commission of a felony against either the person or the prop- 

of some individual. we TSS i 

atis the law of the State of New York, has been copied 
and followed without material alteration in many of the States 
of the Union. We go further and define m ughter in its 


various degrees, some States having but one degree, others two 


or more. Whether it is wise to have two or three degrees of 
manslaughter needs no discussion here and now. The difference 
of opinion simply shows that the lawmakers of the varions States 
haye different minds on this subject; but we all agree substan- 
tially in the proposition that these crimes ought to be divided into 
two degrees, for the guidance of the jury, and in order that when 
a person is indicted for the crime of murder he may be convicted 
of a defined crime, a crime made up of certain criminal elements, 

A division into degrees gives the jury, after they have considered 
all the facts in the case, an opportunity to classify the crime where 
it properly belongs under the law and the evidence, and if in- 
dicted for murder the defendant may be convicted of a lesser 
crime; but under the practice in the United States courtsif aman 
R indicted for murder he must be either convicted or acquitted if 

e jury 3 

This is all wrong. The district attorney may think an indict- 
ment for murder can be sustained, when in fact an indictment for 
manslaughter a lle the proper record; or the jury. may be so di- 
vided in opinion that a verdict can only be reached by acquitting 
the defendant when a crime has been committed. The jury so 
think, and are only prevented from convicting by reason of the 


severity of the ishment that must follow conviction. 
. HEPBURN. One of the reasons that has been assigned by 
others for the passage of this bill is that we have not adapted the 


criminal law of the United States to these modern ideas. Now, 
why is it not a great deal better to pegin at the right place and 
make these changes of definition in the United States statutes that 
are so essential, and thus do away with the necessity for the par- 
ticular advantage which the committee have pointed out in the 
bill now before the House. 

Mr. RAY. I was about to come to that proposition. There 
was no substantial disagreement, although there was some differ- 
ence of opinion, in the Committee on the Judiciary in the last 
Congress, in the A esr Congress, and in this Congress upon 
the eet t we ought to revise the criminal statutes of 
the United States, define murder, separate it into two degrees, and 
then define and divide manslaughter in one, two, or more degrees, 
fix the 8 and then provide that where a person is in- 
dicted for homicide, whether murder in the first degree or murder 
in the second degree, the jury shall be at liberty to convict the 
offender of any lesser offense in the same grade. We did pass 
such a bill as that in this House, and it went to the Senate and 
there it was killed. They would not take that step in legislation, 
Now, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] referred a while 
ago to the Senate in a way that I need not repeat. Ifthe Senate 
of the United States does not come as fresh from the people as the 
House of Representatives—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will permit me to inter- 
rupt him, I want to say that my reference to the Senate was onl 
incidental and that I did not and would not use any disrespectful 
lan of that body. 

r. RAY. Oh, I understand that no di was intended 
by the gentleman, but I fully agree with him that we have too 
meny old fogies in the Senate of the United States. [Laughter. 
I fully agree with him that when Wo pot younger and fresher blo 
in the Senate we shall have less difficulty in making laws which 
the people of the United States want and will be benefited by. I 
am not afraid to say that much with regard to the Senate of the 
United States, even if I should lose my seat in this House for the 
soyang of it. I will stand by that. [Laughter.] 

. MAGUIRE. Is the gentleman a candidate for United 
States Senator? 

Mr. RAY. Heisnot. The gentleman from New York would 
have all of the qualifications essential to a good Senator except 
the funds. [Laughter.] He could not raise sufficient money to 
enable him to carry through the first step of a candidacy. [Laugh- 


ot 
. MAGUIRE. I was in hopes that a gentleman entertaining 
such views would be a candidate for Senator. 
Mr. RAY. No, sir; there is no use of my being a candidate. I 
owa neither a bank nor a brewery. I can not get there. [Laugh- 
T, 
ow, Mr. Chairman, let me proceed to answer the gentleman 
from Iowa. When that proposed law was defeated in the Senate 
we were not disco ed in the House; we in took up the sub- 
ject and were furnished valuable information by my . 
[Mr. Curtis], who has worked years on this subject and 
compiled most valuable statistics. 1 ; 
e found that while the States have been progressing in this 
matter of punishment for crime the United States has been stand- 
ing still, clinging to a statute passed in 1790, when our criminal 
ə was in its infancy. It is well to go slow in making or chang- 
ing laws, but this does not signify absolute nonaction. We can 
unchain ourselves from the antiquated statutes of the past with- 
out danger of rushing into follies or unwise legislation. : 
The committee believed that it was best to take a step in the 
right direction, though we can not take all the steps that we be 
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Heve ought to be taken. So we proposo that in all cases where 
the accused is found guilty of the crime of murder or rape—I 
will not stop to read the whole language of the section—‘ the 
jay may qualify their verdict by adding thereto without cap- 
tal punishment,’ and whenever the jury shall return a verdict 
qualified as aforesaid the person convicted shall be sentenced to 
imprisonment to hard labor for life.” : 
ow, if the gentleman will scan that language eee 
see that it is substantially equivalent to an enactment dividing 
murder into two degrees; becauseif the jury is not willing to con- 
vict of murder in the first degree—that is, if they can not all agree 
apon the proposition that the offender has committed the homi- 
cide without justification and with deliberation and premedita- 
tion—they may attach to their verdict the qualification without 
capital punishment,” and that is equivalent to finding the prisoner 
ty of murder in the second degree, as defined by the laws of 
e State of New York. $ 
Mr. CONNOLLY. How can you divide the crime of rape into 


de ? 

Mr. RAY. We can not. Of course, Mr. Chairman, you can 
not divide rape into different degrees; but I will say this—that 
the crime of rape might be committed under circumstances which 
would demand that the offender suffer the extreme penalty of the 
law—circumstances where he ought to suffer ee a ep 
those cases would be rare, and there might be other cases where the 
ju would believe that the offender ought not to suffer death, and 
n these cases under the law as it now stands the offender would 
be acquitted by the jury or there would be a disagreement of the 
jury, so that the offender would in the end go scot free. If you 
adopt this bill and make it the law of the land, you will have 
more convictions—a speedy vindication of the law—a speedy pro- 
tection to society. You will have less rapein these United States. 
So with the crime of murder. If yougiveto the jury this discre- 
tion, this right to modify their verdict, you will have less murder 
within the jurisdiction of the United States; you will have more 
convictions, and the convictions that you do have will be more 

y. The law will be vindicated, and society will be protected. 
he certainty, not the severity of punishment, prevents crime. 

As I said a few moments ago to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] if we can not have a full loaf let us take what bread 
we can get, because if we adopt this bill and send it to the Senate 
of the United States we are substantially assured in advance that 
it will pass that body and become the law of the land. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
he feels entirely satisfied that the proviso of section 4 is altogether 
within the limitations of the Constitution of the United States con- 
cerning ex post facto laws. That section provides that concern- 
ing offenses heretofore committed— 

ries may return qualified verdicts in such cases according to the provi- 
sions of sec jon 1 of this act, and the sentences shall be imposed as therein 
pro . 

Now, the punishment of these crimes at the time they were com- 
mitted was Stk Here is a provision for a different penalty. Is 
it safe to adopt such a provision? Is there not danger that it may 
result in a general jail delivery for all criminals now awaiting 
trial for these offenses? 

Mr. RAY. I think not. I think this bill as it now stands is 
perfectly safe in its provisions in that regard. This question was 
most carefully considered and examined into by the Judiciary 
Committee. tt has been repeatedly held that you may lessen the 
1 after the commission of the crime, but you can not 

crease it. 

Mr. POWERS. Is it not a complete answer to the inquiry of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] to say that the 
meaning of the Constitution in declaring that no ex post facto 
law 8 be passed is that no act which when it was committed 
was innocent shall afterwards be declared a crime? But it does 
not touch at all the question of the penalty that shall be enforced 
or inflicted. 

Mr. RAY. I think that is undoubtedly true. But I can say 
further that it has been held in the State of New York (and I do 
not think it has been questioned anywhere throughout the ann) 
that a statute lessening the punishment which has been provid 
for a certain crime does not infringe the constitutional prohibition 
of ex post facto laws. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I find on page 7 of the report of the commit- 
tee Table No. 3.” Has the gen eman any information in regard 
to where the material for this table was procured? Here is a 
statement that in 1895 there were 10,500 homicides in the United 
States. Is that thought by the Judiciary Committee to be correct? 

Mr. RAY. No doubt it is correct, ese statistics have been 
most carefully gathered if fogs colleague, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Curtis], and his assistants. If he wishes to make a 
statement on this question, I will yield to him. 

Mr. HEPBURN. By this table it appears that the increase of 
homicides in six years is nearly 150 per cent—an increase from 
4,290 to 10,500 : 
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Mr. CURTIS of New York. The percentage of increase is even 
greater than the gentleman states. answer to the gentleman’s 
inquiry as to the source of the information which is here pub- 
lished on my authority, I will say that the Chicago Tribune has 
for a number of years compiled daily from its files and from its 
exchanges the accounts of various murders reported in different 
sections of the United States; and those that thus came to the 
knowledge of that paper in 1895 amounted to 10,500; and there 
were probably 10 per cent more the information of which did not 
reach that office. That paper has a department devoted to the 
collection of statistics of crime, and these lists as compiled during 
a given year are eo aes on the first day of the succeeding year. 

r. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
New York what was the theory, or on what theory, the committee 
acted in reducing the grade of punishment in cases of treason from 
death to such a speculative punishment as some jury might figure 
out? 

_Mr. CURTIS of New York. The object of the introducer of the 
bill—I can not say what was the object of the committee in report- 
ing it, but the object of the introducer of the bill was that per- 
sons ought to be punished for the crime of treason, and taking 
away the death penalty will enable courts to obtain convictions in 
proper cases and punish by life imprisonment. ~ 

r. GROSV EN OR. Certainly they ought to be. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. As that crime has not been com- 
mitted in the United States, as shown by a single successful trial, 
in ninety years, he thought it wise to abolish the death penalty 
and see if we could secure convictions which it has been impossi- 
ble to secure under the law as it stands, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If this bill passes and that provision shall 
be retained in it, will there be a civilized country on the earth ex- 
cept the United States that puts the penalty of treason at a punish- 
ment less than death? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes, sir; many of them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What are they? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Examine Report 108, re 
on page 10, and going through pages 11 and 12, you will find 35 dif- 
ferent countries report the offenses for which life is forfeited, and 
you will see that the United States has about ten times as many 
as prescribed in any other country. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How many revolutions have taken place 
in these countries? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Those that have the fewest offenses 
for which the death penalty is enacted have been most exempt. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Which has the most revolutions? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Russia abolished capital punish- 
ment as to all ordinary nonpolitical offenses in 1753. The aboli- 
tion has not caused any increase in the number of these offenses. 
While there have been a great many offenses against the Govern- 
ment for which the death penalty has been inflicted, yet the revo- 
cation of the law affixing the penalty of death for minor offenses 
seems to have had the effect of decreasing the number of such 
crimes, and we have more than twenty times as many murders in 
the United States as Russia in proportion to population. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, there is no question that unduly 
severe penalties for crime have a brutalizing effect upon the human 
mind and heart. We aim to protect society from the acts of the 
criminal classes and inflict a punishment that will deter men from 
engaging in criminal pursuits. Still experience teaches that the 
truer to reformation is by education. Get the heart right and 
make the mind intelligent and crime will decrease, but brutalize 
men by law or familiarize men with deeds of blood under sanction 
of law and moral darkness will pervade the land. 

Mr. Chairman, I understood my colleague on the committee, 
Colonel HENDERSON, desired to ask a question a few moments ago 
when he rose. 

Mr. HENDERSON. No; I rose to ask that we proceed under 
the five-minute rule as soon as you have concluded. 

Mr. RAY. Iam through now, except to suggest to the gentle- 
man from Ohio that the Committee on the Judiciary firmly be- 
lieve that if we lessen the punishment for many of the crimes 
now punishable by death convictions will be surer, the triumph 
of justice more certain, and the protection of society be more cer- 
tain. No mistake will be made in adopting this measure, The 
world is moving, and let us keep step with the most advanced of 


our popa 

Mr. ERSON. Inowask that the general debate be closed 
and we 1 under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BRUMM. Before that I wish to ask the gentleman from 
New York a question. 

As I understand the bill, of course I have not examined it very 
critically, but it is claimed to be a practical subdivision of the 
crime of murder similar to that which exists in most of the States— 
that is, murder in the first and second degree and manslaughter. 
Now, I fail to see it aig ba that way, and wish to know whether 
under the bill you can find a person guilty of any other crime 
than that of murder, because you are practically limited to the 
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common-law definition of murder 
mon-law definition, whether 2 do not leave the question of dis- 


and, being limited to the com- 


tinction between murder in the first and second degree and man- 
slaughter entirely to the juryman, who of course is alayman? Is 
that not true? 

Mr. RAY. That is substantially the law now, but that is not 
the effect of the bill. Neither does the bill attempt to define mur- 
der or separate itinto two 9 What I said or intended to say 
was that practically it will have the same effect in the adminis- 
tration of justice as though we, by statute, divided murder into 
two degrees, murder in the first and second degree. As, for in- 
stance, a man has been guilty of homicide without justification, 
thereby constituting murder; he is indicted for murder, and if 
convicted by the jury, he must suffer the death penalty; and only 
one of two results is possible in the indictment: He must either 
be convicted or acquitted. Now, a portion of the jury believe him 
guilty of murder, another portion believe that he is not guilty of 
— — though he is guilty of a lesser offense, but if the verdict 
of the jury was one of guilt he would necessarily have to suffer 
the death penalty. Therefore the jury will hesitate to pronounce 
him guilty, and he will have no conviction; whereas if they had 
the power to say guilty, but without capital punishment, you 
would have a speedy conviction and justice would triumph. 
That is about the substance of what I wished to say to the House. 

Mr. BRUMM. The point is this: Under your bill of course 
yon meant to use, and did use, the broad term murder, and re- 

erred to portions of certain statutes, especially to section 5339, 
which in a certain sense does define certain kinds of crime; but 
if you pass this bill by reference to that section you destroy the 
statutory provision on the subject of murder an back to the 
original or fundamental idea of murder as defined by the com- 
mon law, which isa malicious killing of a reasonable creature. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. You can not get anything else 
wage the Senate. 

Mr. BRUMM. What I want to get at is this: Then you expect 
in all the courts, without a teed) oe to make it a ques- 
tion before the jury of the a of the different lawyers to give 
their judgments and to control the jury by their powers of elo- 
quence or their thought on the subject, as to the fine distinctions 
in degrees? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. No; we propose to take that away 
from the lawyers and leave it to the court. 

Mr. BRUMM. Why, no; pe it to the jury. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The law makes that distinction 
now. And every man who defends a criminal—— 

Mr. BRUMM. Lou leave it to the jury to say whether there is 
premeditation; next, whether there is malice aforethonght; next, 
as the law of murder would be in my State, whether it was com- 
mitted while in the 3 or attempted perpetration of 
‘arson, rape, robbery, or burglary. You allow all that to be left 
to the lawyers alone, take it all away from the court, and it 
the jury alone to act practically as lawyers, as well as ju of 
the fact. 


Mr. RAY. Not at all. 

Mr. BRUMM. My judgment is that is giving entirely too much 
power to the jury, who are not sup to be versed in the law. 

Mr. RAY. Notatall. The gentleman falls into a serious and 
grave error when he takes any such grounds. I admit that when 
a man is indicted under a charge of murder, it is for the jury to 
say whether he is guilty or not guilty, under the charge of the 
court, after listening to the arguments of counsel. And now in 
all trials for all criminal offenses, after the lawyers have had their 
say and after the evidence has been heard and after the court has 
ch the jury as to the law, it is all left to the jury to say 
whether the man is ty or not guilty. 

Mr. BRUMM. ill you permit me right there? Where the 
law cuts the offense into two or three parts, is it not in that case 
for the judge to lay the law down to the jury and then for the 
jury to find the facts to fit one of those cases? But under your 

bill you obliterate that and take it entirely out of the 

ds of the court to make the subdivisions and you leave it en- 

tirely with the lawyers and then to the jury to find out what 

shades of distinction there may be, taking the old common-law 

definition, which simply says that any icious killing of a rea- 
sonable creature is murder. 

Mr.RAY. Notatall. Su e we had written upon the statute 
books of the United States a definition of murder in the first de- 

es and a definition of murder in the second degree. Suppose we 
Fad said that murder in the first degree consisted of the unjustifi- 
able killing of a human being with deliberation and premedita- 
tion. Suppose that was the definition of murder in the first 

N Bappoes the definition of murder in the second degree 
‘was the killing of a human being under precisely the same cir- 
cumstances and surroundings, but with an absence of premedita- 
tion or deliberation. Of course I assume that the murder is not 


committed while the person is engaged in the commission of a 
felony. Suppose those were the distinctions. 


After the evidence 


was all before the jury, the court would say: Gentlemen, here 
are the two definitions of murder. be in find that there was 
premeditation and deliberation you will say, ‘Guilty of murder 
in the first degree,’ and in that event the punishment is death. 
On the other hand, if you find there was no premeditation and 
no deliberation, then you will find the prisoner guilty of murder 
in the second degree, and in that event the punishment is impris- 
onment for life.” He still leaves it for the jury to say, and the 
jury must say, for they are the final arbiters in the matter, whether 
there was deliberation and 3 or not. If they find 
that there was, then it would be murder in the first degree, if all 
are of that mind. If they are not all of that mind, and if they are 
all of the other mind, that there was an absence of those two essen- 
tial elements, then they will say, Guilty of murder in the second 
degree.” But if they are unable to agree, if they are unable to 
get their minds together, there might be a compromise verdict, 
and they all might agree that it was murder in the second degree. 
That is, those stickling for murder in the first degree would give 
way, and you would have a conviction and the triumph of the law. 

Mr. BR Then, as I understand you, if what you say is 
correct, all the statutory laws that the different States of the 
Union have pene amending and changing the common law are 

ey am 


of no use. ount to nothing. not that correct under 
your pri ition? 
Mr. RAY. The gentleman falls into the serious error of sup- 


posing that we are endeavoring here to change the law of the vari- 
ous States regarding murder and manslaughter. 

Mr. BRUMM. Not with reference to the States, but you are 
is ay it back to the common-law definition of murder alone. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. That is the law now. The com- 
mon-law definition of murder is the definition of murder in the 
United States courts. 

Mr. BRUMM. I do not care what it is. There are, as I under- 
stand, subdivisions and definitions to a certain extent. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Nota bit. 

Mr. BRUMM. Unless you can improve the law as it is now, 
there is no reason why you should pass this law. In other words, 
why do you not introduce a bill here ifically subdividing the 
degrees, and settle it upon that point? That is the whole point. 

Mr. RAY. Now, let me answer the gentleman, and let the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania open his ears and awaken his intellect 
to a comprehension of the fact I state, for I have already stated it 
three several times and other gentlemen of the committee have 
stated the same thing. I want to say here that it is the duty of 
8 who belong to this House not only to be in their places 

ut to listen to what is being said when a bill is under considera- 
tion. The tleman from eee is usually in that atti- 
tude, but to-day he has been a little bit off. Here is the answer 
already made to the question which he has propounded: The Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary in the Fifty-second Congress, the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary in the Fifty-third Congress, andthe Committee 
on the Judiciary in the Fifty-fourth Congress in the House each 
believed that we ought to pass an act amending the statutes of 
the United States defining and providing the punishment of the 
crime of murder, and the most of us believe that we ought to 
divide that crime into two degrees, also defining and providing 
punishment for the crime of manslaughter. 

In the last Congress we did pass a bill which defined murder 
and manslaughter, and which pointed out the various degrees of 
murder and of manslaughter. at bill went through this House 
and went over to the Senate of the United States, a very able body 
of veryintelligent men. It has but one superior on the face of the 
earth, and that is the House of Representatives, the r senta- 
tives of the people as assembled in the Fifty-fourth Congress. 
The Senate disagreed with us. It did not come up to our line of 
intelligence, as was suggested by the gentleman from Ohio Mr. 
GROSVENOR]. The Senate refused to concur in our action. They 
thought we were going too far. For that reason the Committee 
on the Judiciary in the Fifty-fourth Congress was willing to com- 
promise. We were willing to go one step ata time. e were 
willing to get this bill. Under the provisions of this bill, when a 
man is indicted for the crime of murder and a conviction is had, 
the bill permits the jury to say, if the offense is not of that heinous 
nature or character that the person should be executed, it permits 
them to say that he is guilty but shall not suffer capital punish- 
ment, and in that event he is imprisoned in a State prison for life. 

Mr. BRUMM. Now, if the gentleman will just permit me there. 

Mr. RAY. That is the object, and that is the answer to the 
gentleman’s question. 

Mr. BR That is what I have heard the gentleman say 
before, and I assure 8 I understand it thoroughly. 
But it simply resolves i into this, that the Senate was opposed 
to a subdivision of crime. 

Mr. RAY. No. l 

Mr. BRUMM. One minute. They are opposed to a subdivision 
of the definition of crime, and because they voted down a practical 
and sensible proposition you are going to take an impracticable 
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and unsensible proposition and pass it through this House. In 
other words, you are trying to get from results to methods. Ido 
not believe that the Senate would agree to that any more than they 
did to the other. 

Mr. RAY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The Senate will 
agree to this, because this bill as now drawn is substantially in ac- 
cordance with the suggestion of the Senate, and is substantially 
325 bill proposed or suggested by the Senate Committee on the 


u ; 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. That committee reported the exact | mak 


language of this bill asa substitute for the House bill of the Fifty- 
third Congress ; 

Mr. RAY. I Want to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that tkis bill is not a bill that aims at methods and not results. 
It aims at both. It is ectly competent in all States of the 
Union, and it ought to be competent in all courts of the United 
States, for the jury to say, after they have heard the evidence, 
after they have listened to the arguments of counsel, after they 
have heard the charge of the court as to the law, if they find the 
man guilty, whether he shall be hanged, electrocuted, wn and 
quartered and his body given over to some doctor to be dissected, 
or whether he shall be imprisoned for life. A , 

I believe that the day will come when capital punishment will 
be abolished; but it has not come yet. The time is not fully ripe 
for it. But you will have imprisonment for life in any event; a 

i ent that is as severe, and, as I believe, a more severe and 
effectual punishment; one having a tendency to produce good 
order in society and serve humanity better than the punishment 
of death; a punishment that will protect society from the offender 
if he is found guilty. This puni ent will insure conviction in 
hundreds of cases where criminals now go scot-free, and as the 
district attorney from the West says—where is he from? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. From the eastern district of Texas, 

Mr. RAY. And as the district attorney for the eastern district 
of Texas says, it will lead to conviction in dozens of cases of in- 
dictment where it is now useless to bring the criminals to trial, 
because under the law as if stands they are sure to go scot-free; 
and he says thatif this bill becomes law he can safely put these 
criminals on trial with a certainty of securing conviction in at 
least eight-tenths of these cases. tters are coming from all 
over the land 5 wisdom of enacting this bill into law. 

Mr. BARRETT. ill the gentleman permit another question 
on the same line? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BARRETT. Ihave heard the argument of the gentleman 
as to cases of murder in the Indian Territory and other unsettl 
regions of this country, but I would like to ask him the question 
whether or not, if this bill becomes law, the punishment of the 
death penalty will be abolished for being accessories before the 
fact to murder, to conspiracy, to treason, to piracy under the law 
of nations, to murder on the high seas, to hostilities against the 
United States, to piracy by subjects, citizens, of foreign States, the 
rescue of prisoners going to or from execution, for any of these 
offenses, and if this death 3 shall be abolished for these 
crimes, | would like to ask the gentleman to explain whether it has 
been by reason of the fact of a failure to enforce the law against 

iracy, treason, for being accessory before the fact to any of the 
Bigh crim es to which I haye alluded? . 

. RAY. With the gentleman’s permission, my time having 
expired, I will yield to my colleague from New York [Mr. Cur- 
IS] to answer that question, because he will do it much better 
than I can, having studied the facts in detail and being thoroughly 
posted in statistics. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I will answer the 
8 very briefly. The penalty of death is taken away from 

ose offenses for the sole pope of securing convictions, which 
in many cases it has been found difficult to do under existing law. 
I give way now to my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] to move 
to close the debate, 

Mr. BARRETT. I trust the gentleman will not give way quite 
so soon, because he has made an answer that is not satisfactory. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I fear I can not satisfy the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. I have tried to answer his question. 

Mr. BARRETT. I want to ask the gentleman whether there 
has been any difficulty in enforcing the law against the crime of 


piracy? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. There has not been a trial for 
ninety , and the last one was a failure. 

Mr. BARRETT. I want to ask the gentleman whether there 
has been any difficulty in enforcing the law against the crime of 
murder u the high seas? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. There has not been a trial for 
Due pona 3 for a long period. 

Mr. II. Chairman, that seems to me to be begging 
the question. Iasked the gentleman whether or not from his e 
7 — knowledge he can state that it has been found difficult or 
impossible to convict men of the crime of murder on the high 
seas, 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. These trials were a long time ago 


but the crime of murder wherever committed under the Federal 
jurisdiction is here provided for as a crime of which the penalty 
shall be death, unless the jury find“ without capital punishment.” 
Mr. BARRETT. Has there been any difficulty in convicting 
ms who have been accessories before the fact in cases of mur- 


er and pas 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. The answer I have made is a com- 
plete one to all the inquiries the gentleman from Massachusetts 


es. 
Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I understand the tleman 
to tell me that the crime of being accessory before the fact is the 
same crimeas murder. Do I understand him correctly? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARRETT. Ihave personal knowledge of a case in New 
Hampshire, within twenty years, where the supreme court of that 
State expressly decided that the crime of being accessory to a mur- 
der before the fact was not the same as the crime of murder. The 
man was tried first for murder and acquitted, and then he was 
brought to the bar charged with being an accessory to murder. 
It was claimed for the defense that he conld not twice be put in 
jeopardy for the same offense, but it was held by the court that 
the offense was not the same. 5 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. My friend has failed to distinguish 
between a State statute and a Federal statute. We are governed 
here not by the statutes of New Hampshire or of any other State, 
but by the statutes of the United States. Therefore in this legisla- 
tion we are not infringing upon the rights of New Hampshire, nor 
do the decisions of her courts or the provisions of her statutes fur- 


nish precedents to be cited in Congress ing a Federal stat- 
ute. I hope my friend will recognize the distinction between the 
Federal Government and the governments of the several States, 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I now ask unanimous con- 
sent that general debate upon this bill be closed and that we pro- 
ceed to consider the bill by paragraphs under the five-minute rule, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That in all cases where the accused is found 
Revised 


their verdict by adding thereto “ without capital ; and when- 
ever the jury shall return a verdict as aforesaid the person con 
sentenced to imprisonment at hard labor for life. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to take up 
any more of the time of the committee, but there is one suggestion 
that I desire to make. I shall not move to insert the crime of 


ed | treason in this section, but I wish that it could be done with the 


consent of the Committee on the Judiciary. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Curtis] has, with wonderful pains and industry, 
presented us a most valuable table of information and has done 
work which it would take an ordinary lawyer almost a year to do. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Ten of them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But I want to point out to the committee 
that the suggestion made by the gentleman in regard to the 
omission of the crime of treason will hardly be justified in the 
light of 3 countries that have omitted that crime 
from the catalogue of death penalties. I want to read the names 
of the countries that do not punish treason by death, for I think 
this list presents quite an interesting study: Brazil, Colombi 
Costa Rica, Guatemala, Italy, Peru, Siam, Switzerland, 
Venezuela. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. And Russia. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all; I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Russia has abolished+the death 
penalty as to all nonpolitical offenses. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But treason is a political offense. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr, GROSVENOR. I will in a moment. 

Now Switzerland, one of the countries included in the list I have 
just named, has a stable government—one of the most enlight- 
ened and liberal democracies on the face of the earth. Why she 
has a stable government may be a matter of discussion. It ma; 
be on account of the great patriotism of her penda people. 11 
may be that her geographical ition has had much to an i 
it. Switzerland alone of all these countries that have abolished 
the death penalty for treason has a stable government. Many of 
the others have their annual or semiannual or biennial or quad- 
rennial revolutions. There is Brazil with her rotating govern- 
ment; I trust that now under a republic the Government may be 
more permanent. Then there are Peru, Siam (I know little or 
nothing about Siam), Venezuela, Colombia, Costa Rica, Guate- 
mala—these are the countries that have abolished capital punish- 
ment for treason... It seems to me that is a warning to-us. All 
the great civilized nations of the world, aside from these Spanish- 
American Republies 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The gentleman forgets Italy and 
Portugal and inm and Holland. 
Holland has not abolished the death 


Mr. GROS OR. 
penalty, 
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Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes; totally. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. It does not so appear in this list. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It is in the list. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If it is I stand corrected. Italy is not a 
Government that I want to point to as a model. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. She has abolished the death pen- 
Sri omy 1 If she had done it fifty years ago she might 

a model. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Italy is a country for which I have much 
admiration. ‘“ Free Italy” presents to the world the spectacle of 
a nation struggling from under a domination worse than slavery 
cultivating patriotism, love of country, pride in country. But 
beyond Italy and Switzerland you can not find a country other 
than these Spanish-American Republics that does not declare the 
highest ty known to human justice against the man who 
strikes the blow of treason against his Government, 

Mr. RAY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. Spain punishes treason with death. The struggling 
patriots in Cuba are in arms against their lawful Government 
we believe for good cause—because of oppression. Would the 
gentleman, under the circumstances in which those patriots stand, 
like to see every one of them, if caught, hanged or shot? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It does not become our Government to 
compare Cuban patriots to persons guilty of treason. Our his- 
torical record that a rebellion may grow to such 5 that 

C 


sh oe to be treason settles the question of the Cuban patriot in 
avor. 
Mr. RAY. What is the distinction? 


Mr. GROSVENOR, I am not here to discuss the distinction. 
By our Constitution treason against the United States consists of 
“levying war against the United States or in adhering to their 
enemies, giving them aid and comfort.” But there is a dividing 
line that we all understand between the plotting traitor to his 
country and the brave revolutionist, if you please, who boldly 
takes up arms. And in case of unsuccessful rebellion or at- 
tempted revolution it is always a question of discretion, of political 

icy, afterwards with the Government whether the offense shall 
treated as treason or as something else. 

But to say that our Government shall be powerless to strike 
with death the plotting traitor is a proposition the propriety of 
which seems to my mind doubtful. I submit that question to 
this Committee of the Whole. I would not oppose bill on 
that ground if in the judgment of the committee the provision 
ought to be retained; but when I heard the distinguished gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON], formerly the chairman of 
this great committee, say that in his judgment treason ought to 
have been left in this bill as one of the offenses punishable with 
death, with him, and I shall continue to do so unless I 
am ov ed by the higher judgment of this House. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. One word in reply to the gentle- 
man from Ohio; for I do not wish to detain the House, as I am 
anxious we shall come to a vote. There has been no trial for 
treason in the United States since that of Aaron Burr (who was 
not convicted), except one or two trials which were had in the 
Western States during the late war, and which were unsuccessful. 
„Mr. GROSVENOR. There has not been a trial for more than 
fifty years for murder on the high seas; but is that any answer to 
the argument? That is the reason perhaps why we have not had 
any more of them. 

But the 8 from New York is mistaken in his assum 
tion. As deputy United States marshal in June, 1861, I myse 
impaneled men to an indictment for treason against the 
Government of the United States. The case failed upon proof 
before the jury, but not because of an indisposition to inflict pun- 
ishment on the part of the jury. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the statute 
which the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] read about 
punishment after death and the dissection of executed criminals 
reminded me of what I had read of one of the States—I do not now 
recall which—where the law provided that no medical student 
should become a practitioner until he had gone through a course in 
dissection. Shortly after they passed a law that no body should 
be dissected except the body of an executed criminal, and then 
they passed a third law abolishing capital punishment. This, of 
course, made it rather difficult to increase the ranks of the med- 
ical profession and gave the old members a fine monopoly. 

I agree entirely with what the gentleman from Ohio . GROS- 
VENOR] has said about this law. I was one of the few members 
on the committee who opposed it. I thought that instead of this 
bill we ought to have a law defining degrees of murder, and as I 
understand the argument made for this bill instead of that one, 
as it has been ressed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Ray], it is not that, in his judgment, the Wege bill is better 
than such a bill, but it is simply that the other could not pass the 
Senate; and so he says, although we have not here the best pro- 
vision of law—because he admits that he prefers the other—let us 


pass this inferior one because we can get it through, while the 
other would fail. 

Now, it seems to me, in the first place, that if we think that the 
other billis best we ought to insist upon its enactment, and not 
yield and take something that is inferior or objectionable. I 
admit that his argument is in general good—that if you can not 
get all you want you should take what you can get—but it is irrele- 
vant here. This case is just the reverse of that, because it is a 
case where we want but a little and yet are to be driven under 
compulsion to take more. To that I object. = 

t we here all seem to want is a definite grading of the crime 
of murder which will allow convictions and atta! punishment 
at the right time and under proper circumstances; but I do not 
think that this law provides that, although it does go very far 
toward the total abolition of capital punishment. I have no doubt 
that that is the reason the humane mind of my friend from New 
York favors this bill, because it comes so near abolishing capital 
punishment, which he does not believe in. 

This bill allows the jury to say whether they will ever apply 
capital punishment or not. In other words, it puts the burden on 
each particular juror to ask himself the question, Shall I assume 
the responsibility of that man’s hanging?” Under the other law, 
which defines the degrees of murder, that appeal does not cometo 
each individual juror. It may, of course, by straining a point, be 
applied to him by adroit counsel; but the j is to find out what 
degree of guilt the man is involved in according to law, and the 
juryman does not need to say, ‘‘I want that man hung or impris- 
oned,” but simply, I pronounce him guilty under the law and 
under the judge’s instructions.” I do not think that we should 
pat the juror under the stress that this bill would involve un- 

ess we wish to entirely abolish capital punishment. Therefore 
I do not believe in this bill, but prefer the other, and think we are 
allowing ourselves to be driven to a step toward the abolition of 
capital punishment, and going further we want to go—tak- 
ing a step that we can not retrace—by the threat that the law we 
want can not be got through the Senate, 

That being the case, Mr. Chairman, I claim that we should 
stand by the law that we do approve, and not pass this bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. If my friend will indulge me fora 
single illustration, I wish to refer him to a man who, in former 
ages, was regarded as the wisest of his time. 

When the Athenians had suffered under the laws of Draco, they 
asked Solon to prepare for them a code of laws, and when they 
were completed they asked him, Have you prepared for us the 
best laws which you could?” He replied, “ No; I have not, but 
I haye prepared the best laws that the Athenians are able to bear.” 
We are precisely in that situation to-day, and I hope my friend 
from Boston, the modern Athens of America, will yield to the 
example of the men who made Athens so distinguished. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I do not, un- 
fortunately, come from this ‘‘Athens of America,” so that the 
argument of the gentleman from New York does not appeal to me 
as forcibly as it might otherwise. 

I have admitted the force of the principle laid down by the 
gentleman from New York, that when we can not get all we want 
we must take what we can get, but the principle does not apply 
here, because we are not taking less than we want, but we are 
being urged to take more than we want and to go further than 
we want to go, and take a stand that we do not want to take, be- 
cause another body says we shall not take and hold the little 
which we do want and which we believe in. 

If it was the other way, the argument would hold. In the Sen- 
ate, for instance, if they should be told, No; the House will not 
ngres to this practical abolition of capital punishment, but the 

ouse will agree to the law defining degrees of murder, which 
goes halfway toward abolishing capital punishment,” there the 
argument would be pat, and there the argument ought to be made, 
and they Sogns to take part of what they want, not being able to 
get it all. They ought to be told, Accept the House bill, which 
the House in two Con 
der, even if it does not go as far as you wo 
are bei ushed farther than we ought to go, and I oppose it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, It this bill is one of a 
great deal of importance, and that it ought not to be enacted simpl 
out of compliment to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Curtis], 
whol understand has devoted a great many years of his life to the 
consideration of this subject, and who seems to have great anxiety 
tosecureits passage. This bill proposes toremove capital punish- 
ment in allcases, practically, where there is complete, fair judicial 
examination, and to leave capital punishment in all that great mul- 
titude of cases where there is no examination of that kind, and in 
my judgment no proper tribunal to determine matters of such 
great importance as life or death. In all of those offenses known to 
the Articles of War, or the corresponding articles governing the 


a — 
M. CURTIS of New York. We do not touch those at all. 
Mr. HEPBURN. all those cases, the gentleman leaves 


esses, defining the degrees of mur- 
d like”; but here we 
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capital punishment and allows courts-martial to determine upon 
matters of that kind. Yet from the regularly and properly con- 
stituted courts he either wants to take ge | the power or else 
to impose new and confusing duties where they ought not to be 
im: . Tomy mind one of the great objections to this bill is 
that, instead of allowing juries to determine a single question 
only, namely, the guilt or innocence of the party accused, the 
8 proposes to impose upon them another duty, that of 
etermining the degree of punishment. 

Now, I believe that juries, as a rule, are to be trusted, when you 
can present to them one single question. We must remember that 
the men who compose our juries are not accustomed to the deter- 
mination of great questions like life and death; and wherever you 
papar them by adding to the question tey must determine you 

essen the liability of accurate judgment. I should be willing to 
trust the jury with the question, Is this party guilty or not 
ilty,” and that is enough to submit to them; but you give to 

e attorneys the further opportunity of confusion by submitting 
this other question, after they have determined the pomy one, 
of 5 be the measure of the punishment, and in that you 
go too far. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Will the gentleman give way for a 
question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Does any trouble arise on this 
question in the State of Iowa? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think there does, and I have always been 
ee to adding this other perplexing question to the duties of 

e jury. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Iowa has had the law since 1878; 
and 35 other States have the same law. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am perfectly willing to admit that, but 
while the jurisprudence of Iowa is a great improvement, in very 
many respects, upon the common law of two hundred years ago, 
yet I assume that it is not yet perfect. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man has taught us the ing fact that 10,500 murders were 
committed in the United States in 1895, and he proposes to take 
away from the sacredness and protection of life 

Mr. RAY. Just a moment. There were not 10,500 murders, 
but 10,500 homicides. 

The 3 . The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. Š 

. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BARRETT. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time be extended. 

Mr. LITTLE. Iwill yield the floor ifit is desired to extend the 
gentleman’s time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman from Iowa be extended five minutes. Is there 
i! pc 

here was no objection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that human 
life is so sacred—that is, the life of the law-abiding citizen is so 
sacred—that it ought to have about it all the protection possible. 
Ido not believe you are adding to its protection when you take 
away from the mind of the man who may be the culprit the fear 
of death; when you hold out to him the hope of pardon or of 
escape. In my own State, within a few days, a murderer who 
killed a guard in his esa, k to escape after the robbery of a bank 
in broad daylight presented his petition to the legislature seeking 
for a recommendation to the governor for don, which recom- 
mendation he must have in that State. at recommendation 
came within a few votes of ing, and I think it is the second 
or third legislature that has been importuned in that way. This 
man has assumed conversion, has assumed an entire change of 
life. He has excited the sympathy of certain persons in the State; 
and everywhere weak-minded, kind-hearted people, who are mis- 
led, can always be relied upon after the passage of a few years 
to set at liberty and to give new lease of power for the commis- 
sion of crime to any criminal, I care not how bloody-minded or 
bloody-handed he may be. Now, while that uncertainty is in the 
minds of men, when there is constantly before them the thought 
that pardon may occur and that their crimes will not meet with 


certain punishment, I believe that the law does not act as a suf- 
ficient deterrent. I believe it is wiser and safer to preserve the 
death penalty. 


It is better, in my judgment, if the death penalty is not to be in- 
flicted and another and lesser punishment is to be imposed, that 
it should be within the province of the court to determine that, 
rather than that the minds of the i , when considering the ques- 
tion of guilty or not guilty, sho pepara with that addi- 
tional matter to determine. I believe bill is all wrong; and 
Ido not believe that the gentleman who spoke in its behalf a little 


while ago, the tleman from New York [Mr. Ray], finds or 
seg one a a i ea ed it in the me “4 sees branch 
o G with us in proper legislation. e primary 
idea with him is {through the provisions of this bill heis going 
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to secure these degrees of crime through punishment that ought 


to be found in the definitions of the statute. I ee with him 
that there should be two degrees of murder—murder of the first 
and murder of the second degree—and that there should be two, 
ibly more, degrees of manslaughter, and there are other of- 
enses that properly should have statutory degrees in their defi- 
nition. But this is not the way to secure it; this is not the legiti- 
mate way to secure that legislation, and the fact that others will 
not do their duty does not justify this House in attempting in this 
roundabout, inefficient, uncertain way to seek to accomplish what 
gentlemen think will be to some extent a remedy. 
Mr. LITTLE. I desire to offer an amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at the end of section 1: ; 

And in all other cases of conviction where any part of the punishment is 
imprisonment the jury trying the case shall fix the term of punishment, not 
to exceed the maximum limit prescribed by law.” 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to submit a few 
remarks upon this proposition. I desire to say, in the first place, 
that I favor the policy of this bill. I much prefer that the jury 
should use their own qudgment as to whether aman should be hung 
or imprisoned for life. In other words, I am a sincere believer 
in the jury trial. I believe that 12 honest men gathered from the 
country, in criminal cases, in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred 
will do justice. The amendment that I offer does not at all impinge 
upon the policy of this bill, but adds to it. The bill provides that 
in case of capital punishment the jury may a whether or not 
the punishment of death shall be enforced. The amendment I 
offer provides that in all cases where imprisonment is a part of 
the punishment the jury trying the case shall fix the amount of 
imprisonment, not beyond the maximum limit fixed in the statute, 
In other words, I undertake by this amendment to take out of the 
hands of all judges the imposition of the punishment thatis fixed, 
= the extent of it, and place it in the hands of the jury trying 
the case. 

Now. I do not know how it is with other gentlemen, but in the 
State that I have the honor in part to represent our juries fix the 
amount of 8 in all cases except capital, within the limits 
prescribed by the statute. It works well. They can xeadily judge 
of the facts, and their findings have almost universally been sat- 
isfactory. But when you come to the Federal courts, where the 
jury aresaid to be judges of the fact of guilt or innocence, they sim- 

ly say guilty or not guilty, and the judge says whether it shall 
one, ten, or fifteen years in the 8 or Whatever the 
legal limit is. As the juries are judges of the facts, I think they 
are also better judges of the quantum of the punishment. For in- 
stance, the law of manslaughter, as I remember, provides a pun- 
ishment not to exceed 5 imprisonment. e jury ought 
to be permitted to say whether in that particular case it should be 
five years or one year, or whatever in their judgment is just and 
proper. The punishment ought to be left to the discretion of the 
jury. I heartily approve, therefore, of this bill. I believe it ought 
to be the law all through the land in capital cases; that the juries, 
hearing the facts and having all the bearings of the cases before 
them, ought to be permitted to speak and say whether in a partic- 
ular case it ought to be capital punishment or imprisonment. I 
think it ought to go even further and say what the imprisonment 
should be. 

I tell you, gentlemen, we ought so far as we can to carry out 
the Constitution of the country, not only in the letter, but in the 

irit, which guarantees to a citizen the right of trial by jury. I 
think that the jury ought to fix the extent of punishment and say 
what it shall be, and not let them, as they now do, merely say 
yes“ or no“ on the question of guilt. I would let them fix the 

unishment within the maximum; and let the facts be separated 
rom the law and let the juries, the people of the country, settle 
what the punishment shall be. It has acted well in my State and 
has always been most satisfactory. It has been satisfactory to 
the law-abiding element of our land, and I would like to see this 
amendment adopted. I consider that it is in line with the spirit 
5 the bill aud in harmony with the constitutional right of trial 
y jury. 

the CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I believe that the original bill 
is bad enough, but to add this amendment to it would make it a 
great deal worse. I have had considerable experience in criminal 
cases, and the great trouble with juries as a ruleis that they have 
a disposition to compromise. After the verdict is rendered and 
you ascertain how the jury stood, you will find in nine cases out 
of ten that the verdict is a compromise verdict. The best way to 
get jurors to render a verdict on the facts is by putting them ina 
position where they can say, We have nothing to do with the 
punishment; we have simply to find the facts; we eliminate from 
our consideration the consequences of our findings; we have ONS 
straight work before us, to find out the fact, Is this man guilty 
or is he innocent?” Upon that basis the jury will come nearer to 
rendering a just verdict than any other. Here it is proposed to 
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encumber these laymen with the double duty of ascertaining the 


fact and fixing the punishment. If you do it, the result be 
that at least 50 per cent more of our i will go unpunished. 

But there is another objection to this amendment. There ought 
to be some consistency and similarity in the punishments inflicted 
for the same offense when committed by different individuals. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What does the tleman think would 
probably be the effect under this provision of trying a person 

with making moonshine whisky in some of the mountain 
of the South before a jury of his peers; what would the 
fine probably be? 1 

Mr. BRUMM. can not answer that question, as I have had 
no experience in that kind of business, butif the jury had author- 
ity to fix the punishment I suppose their verdict would be regu- 
lated by the sentiment prevailing in the locality. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is another reason which it seems to 
me is important in considering this question, the one I have already 
indicated, that in the punishment of crime one criminal ought to 
be punished the same as another, or as nearly as possible the same, 
where the offense is of the same grade. Ifa rich man commits 
larceny, he ought to receive the same punishment as a poor man 
who commits y. If a poor man commits larceny, he ought 
to receive no greater punishment than the rich man. But by this 
bill you pro to leave the determination of the punishment to 
the spasmodic impulse of the particular jury in each case. That 
jury, sitting only in that ific case, will be gl AE bedside by 

e criminal that is before them. They may think in one case, 
This fellow ought to have ten years,” and perhaps the next jury, 
knowing nothing about the length of time for which the first man 
was sentenced, may fix avery short period of punishment in a sim- 
ilar case, and then the cry will go up in the community that this 
man had a long term of punishment for a certain offense, while 
the other man, for a like offense, had only a short term of pun- 
ishment. Now, if you let the judge pass sentence in both cases, 
he will be far more likely to do justice by making the sentences 
consistent with each other. When a judge bas passed a certain 
sentence upon Jack for ea pair of boots and Jim comes up 
before him for a like offense, the probability is that he will give 
him the same sentence. It is the experience of the judge that 
enables him to equalize sentences. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The judge may be influenced also 
by his talk with the criminal. 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes; I thank the gentleman for the 8 
The judge will ask the criminal What have you to say why judg- 
ment should not be imposed upon you?” and he wi e into 
consideration the explanation which the criminal makes. Under 
that m there is no such chance of unequal sentences; but 
this „with the amendment 2 by the tleman from 
Arkansas, 8 simply a farce. It would much worse 


than the S 85 = 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amend- 
ment of the tleman from Arkansas will be voted down. 
CHAIRMAN 


The . Debate is exhausted oyan this amendment. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have the amendment 
again reported. 


The amendment was again read as above. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. . Chairman, I move to amend that 
Meee striking out the word law.“ 
. CUR of New York. I hope the whole amendment will 
be rejected. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not suppose it is a 
that this amendment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas wi 
be agreed to. It leaves to the local juries all over the country the 
fixing of the penalty, and I take it that they would also have 
something to do with the rule of evidence. When I heard the 
amendment read, it reminded me of Hoyt’s play, A Temperance 
Town, where the jury went out to try a liquor seller. It was up 
in Vermont, I believe. One of the items of evidence that had been 
offered on the trial was a bottle that had been rescued from the 
cellar of the liquor seller. The bottle was called“ Exhibit A,” 
and after the jury had been out for a considerable time the bailiff 
came in with the empty bottle and said to the court that the jury 
desired to have ibit A” filled up again. [Laughter.] If this 
amendment should be adopted I take it as likely that in the moon- 
shine-whisky regions of this country local opinion, as embodied 
= aa, would be found to be decidedly against the enforcement 

the law. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the trial to which the 
gentleman has referred was in his own State of Ohio? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; it was located by the playwiight 
in Vermont in a well-known temperance community. Of course 
he took care to locate the play where no such thing could happen. 
[Laughter.] I have seen 200 indictments in cases coming from a 
mountainous section of the country, notin Ohio, but in an adjoin- 


ing region, and in that United States court the question for the 


jury was narrowed down very closely by the judge, so that it was 
simply the question, “Did this man make or this liquor?” 
But if you should let the jury say whether or not the accused 
should punished, the outcome would depend, I imagine, very 
much ens uality of Exhibit A.” 

Mr. N. I move that debate on the amendment and 
the amendment to the amendment be limited to three seconds. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then I move to limit debate to three sec- 
yor 2 the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 

ITTLE]. 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON was agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. LITTLE, it 
was rejected; there being—ayes 10, noes 58. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That except offenses mentioned i 2 
Revised Statutes, when a person is 6... been bens 


ishment of death is now specifically affixed by the laws of the United States, 


he shall be sentenced to imprisonment at hard labor for life, and when any 


parson is convicted of an offense to which the punishment of death, or a 
affixed, the maxim 


esser punishment, in the discretion of the court, is um 
punishment shall be imprisonment at hard labor for life. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I move to amend this section 
by inserting, after the word ‘ sections,” in line 1, the words ‘‘ fifty- 
three hundred and thirty-two.” This section is that which pro- 
vides for the punishment of treason. It seems to me proper, I do 
not wish to argue the question, that treason should be excepted 
from the offenses for which the death penalty is by this bill abol- 


ished. 
The 8 8 being taken on the amendment of Mr. GILLETT of 
Massachusetts, it was agreed to; there being—ayes 47, noes 17. 
Mr. BARRETT. I move the amendment which I send to the 


desk. . 
The Clerk read as follows: 


death 
the maximum ishment shall be 9 at 
ma 
qualify their ve: 3 thereto ‘ without capital p 
whenever the rdict qualified as aforesaid 
convicted n to imprisonment at hard labor for life” en 

Mr. BARRETT. I trust the committee will give attention to 
this amendment, which is designed to make this bill symmetrical 
and to accomplish the very object which my friend from New 
York [Mr. Curtis] said that he wanted brought about. He has 
stated that in trials for murder or rape it should be within the 
power of the jury to decide whether capital punishment or im- 
prisonment for life shall be inflicted. But when he comes down 
to treason and piracy and a number of other offenses equally 
criminal with murder and rape, and in =. opinion more so than 
murder, he provides that the penalty shall not exceed imprison- 
ment for life, and that the jury shall have no option of imposing 
capital punishment. 

y amendment proposes that in all these cases, whether the of- 
fense be murder or rape, or whether it be treason or piracy or 
similar offenses, it shall be optional with the iay to decide whether 
the person convicted shall be executed or shall be sentenced to im- 
prisonment for life. My colleague from Massachusetts [Mr. GIL- 
LETT] has already off an amendment, which has been ado 5 
mor ing that for the crime of treason the punishment shall be 

eath. e committee, in view of the eral sentiment in that 
matter, wisely offered no serious objection. My amendment 
makes the provision general, so that where the offense is piracy 
or murder on the high seas or destroying a vessel or anything of 
that sort, it shall be within the option of the jury to declare 
whether the orena shall be hanged or shall suffer imprison- 
ment for life. ere has been nothing in the arguments advanced 
here by any member of the committee to sustain the fine ‘distine- 
tion which the bill undertakes to draw in favor of men who com- 
mit this class of crimes and against those who commit the crime 
of murder or rape. My amendment simply applies to all these 
different offenses the same provision in regard to punishment, 
giving to the jury in the second class of offenses the same option 
as this bill allows in respect to offenses of the first class. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Does not my colleague [Mr. 
BARRETT] wish to retain in section 2 the words and when an 
person is convicted of an offense to which the punishment of deat 
or a lesser punishment, in the discretiqn of the court, is affixed.” 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Barrett], if adopted, simply kills the bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The adoption of the amendment 
will be fatal to the bill. 

Mr. BARRETT. This whole measure has to do with and in- 
tends to accomplish, in rather blind phraseology, the abolition of 
8 unishment. 
$ TIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, the amendment, if 
adopted, would simply destroy the bill; and I hope that those who 
favor the bill will vote it down. 


Mr. BARRETT. Why, Mr. Chairman, the garena says that 
this will destroy the bill. Yet for two hours I have sat here in 
my seat and the only discussion we have had with reference to the 
matter has been in to the crime of murder and the penalty 
as embodied in this b . 

This amendment is to make this section harmonize with the first 
section, which has been already adopted. The first section was 

just as the gentleman himself reported it. 

I submit that the statement of the gentleman that the amend- 
ment destroys the bill is 2 5 755 to becloud the House. Why not 
call it a bill to abolish capital punishment and have done with it? 

The amendment was again reported. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BARRETT, 
the committee divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 47. 

So the amendment was rej £ 4 

Mr. BARRETT. If in order, Mr. Chairman, I desire to serve 
notice on the gentleman from New York now, so that he may un- 
derstand the situation, that when this bill is reported to the House 
I shall move to recommit it with instructions to make the charge 
which that amendment contemplated, so that the sections of the 
bill will be in harmony with each other. y $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 


e bill. 
Section 8 of the bill was read, as follows: 


8xc. 3. That the punishment of death prescribed for any offense ied 
the statutes of the United States, except in sections isis, 1624, ene 


Revised Statutes, is hereby abolished, and all laws and parts of laws 


inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add in line 3, section 3, page 2 of the bill the words “ fifty-three hundred 
and thirty-two.” 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The amendment is simply 
the corollary to one I offered, and which was adopted by the 
House, in the preceding section. Of course it is necessary in the 
second section to insert the exception of treason; it is also neces- 
sary in this section, and as the House adopted the other it will, I 
take it, also adopt this. 

Nr. HENDERSON. In order to be logical with the first amend- 
ment adopted, I think the gentleman from Massachusetts is cor- 
rect about the statement he makes. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read section 4, as follows: 

Sec. 4. That 8 contained shall — 1 5 or in any way affect 


proceeding or etment now found or pen — Red that 3 found 
offense committed Dora 3 of act. and offenses 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move now that 
the committee rise and report the bill favorably to the House as 


amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 

pumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins reported that the Committee of 

| the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under con- 

‘sideration the bill H. R. 878, had directed him to report the same 
the House with sundry amendments, and as so amended that 
e bill do pass. 

The question being taken on the amendments recommended by 

the Committee of the Whole, they were agreed to. 

n recurred on the engrossment and third reading of 
8 

Nr. BARRETT. Is it in order now to offer an amendment? 

The SPEAKER, It is. 

Nr. BARRETT. I desire to offer the amendment which is in 

the hands of the Clerk at the desk. 

| The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 6, after the words United States,” strike out he shall be 
sentenced to imprisonment at hard labor for life; and when any person is 
convicted of an offense to which the punishment is death, or a lesser punish- 
ment in the discretion of the court is affixed, the p nt 

imprisonment at hard labor for life,” and insert in lieu thereof: The 
may qualify their verdict by adding thereto ‘without capital punish- 

nt,’ and whenever sna iny shall return a verdict qualified as aforesaid” 

1 5 person convicted be sentenced to imprisonment at hard labor for 


| Mr. TERRY. Is that the amendment which was offered by the 
gentleman in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. BARRETT. It is. 

Mr. TERRY. I understand that an amendment rejected in the 
Committee of the Whole is not in order in the House. 
nee The House may differ with the Committee of 

ole. 

Mr. BARRETT. The reason I again offer the amendment is, in 
brief, this: No objection has been made to it and no argument ad- 
vanced against it, but it was submitted and the only argument 
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raised was by the chairman of the committee, who called on his 
friends to“ vote it down.” I undertake to say that no argument 
can be made against it, for it puts the second section exactly in line 
with the first and fixes the punishment exactly, word for word, 
verbatim, as is fixed in the t section of the bill, The inten- 
tion evidently is to abolish the death penalty for these offenses, but 
the issue may as well be freely understood. l 
If the first section is right—and the committee has advocated 
it—then this amendment ought to be adopted to the second sec- 
tion. The whole theory of this bill is this, as the chairman of the 
committee has stated, that it ought to be possible to give an option 
of punishment, either the death penalty or else imprisonment for 
life. That is put into the first section; but in this second section, 
as reported by the committee, the jury has not the option to 
inflict the death penalty for piracy, for being accessory to murder, 
for ing a prisoner away on the way to execution, and for 
numerous other crimes that have been always punishable with 
death under the law of this country. The reason grea by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Curtis] for this whole law is that 
men can not be convicted when itis mandatory to inflict the death 
ty, when there is no option of imprisonment for life. In the 

ine of the report of the committee, I suggest that the second sec- 
tion may be made harmonious and that the punishment in the 
second section may be the same as in the first section. If the 
gentleman in charge of the bill can give any reason for the dis- 
tinction that is made here, I may be convinced; but until he does, 
I submit to the House that it is entirely unwise to make the pun- 
ishment different in the two sections, and to make the punishment 
different for those crimes which have always been considered of 
mbar gravity, unless, as appears, it is simply a plan to abolish the 


Mr, CURTE 

Mr. TIS of New York. I move the previous question. 

Mr. BARRETT, T ask the gentleman to yield for a moment. 
Is it not suggestive when a member gets up on this floor and offers 
an amendment which makes the punishment in the second section 
exactly as it is in the first section to have no explanation or 
answer vouchsafed, but a mere demand for the previous question? 

Mr. PICKLER. They are different crimes. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The matter has been once dis- 
cussed, Mr. Speaker, and that is the reason why I demand the pre- 
vious question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and 
on a division there were—ayes 60, noes 26. 

2 the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. N. if the House should now adjourn, would 
this be the unfinished business to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us vote to-night. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT]. 

The question being taken, on a division (deman by Mr. BAR- 
RETT) there 2 29, noes 58. 

The SPEAKER. e amendment of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. BARRETT] is disagreed to. 

Mr. B ETT. Mr. Speaker, I think an amendment of this 
importance should not be decided by so small a number as are 
present on this floor. I do not like to raise the point of no 
quorum—— 

Mr. BRUMM. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BAR- 
RETT] can call for the yeas and nays. 

The SP (after a pause). The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts is di to. The question is on 
the engrossment and third reading of the bill as amended by the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The 8 being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. GIL- 
LETT of Massachusetts) there were—ayes 67, noes 23. 

Mr. BARRETT. I raise the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER (after counting the House). One hundred and 
e a quorum- are present. 

Mr. CU. of New York. Imove that the House do now 

ourn, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


—ä— 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 

ee were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
‘ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of ineers of the Army, together with a report from 
the president of the Mississippi River Commission in d to the 
caving in of the west bank of the Mississippi River in front of 
Helena, Ark.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
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A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers of the Army, report of examination 
and poy os the waterways between Norfolk, Va., and the sounds 


of North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. , — 


MMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SWANSON, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1480) 
to amend an act entitled An act to adjust the salaries of post- 
masters,” approved March 3, 1883, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a N 7 5 (No. 883); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. e 

Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred House bill No. 1675, reported 
in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 7477) to provide for the registration of 
trade-marks on bottles, siphons, butts, hogsheads, barrels, half 
barrels, casks, half casks, quarter casks, kegs, boxes, tins, and 
other receptacles and vessels used in commerce with foreign 
nations, or among the several States, or with the Indian tribes, or 
among or in the Territories of the United States, or with or in 
the District of Columbia, and to prevent the fraudulent use of 
the same in such commerce, accompanied by a report (No. 884); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HULICK, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4452) to amend 
section 416 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to 
the District of Columbia, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No, 885); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar, and the bill (H. R. 2683) relating 
to the same subject was laid on the table. 

Mr. PER 8, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred House concurrent resolution No. 20, reported in lieu 
thereof a concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. No. 32) to print 
25,000 additional copies of Bureau of Education Circular of Infor- 
mation No. 200, being the catalogue of the American Literar 
Association Library, accompanied by a report (No. 888); which 
said concurrent resolution and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
concurrent resolution of the House (House Con. Res. No. 30) to 
pani 10,000 additional copies of the Report of the Director of the 

int for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 889); which 
said concurrent resolution and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
to which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 
189) authorizing the immediate use of a portion of the unexpended 
balance of the appropriations heretofore made for construction of 
canal and locks at the Cascades of the Columbia River in con- 
struction of protection wall necessary to the Sa pie of said canal 
and locks to navigation, re the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No.890); which said joint resolution 
and report were referred to the Committee of the ole House on 
the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF CO 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
. to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF, from the Committee on the Judiciary: 
The bill (H. R. 6739) for the relief of John N. Quackenbush, late 
a commander in the United States Navy. (Report No. 886.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 4655) granting a pension to Frederica A. Driscol. 
(Report No. 887.) 

By Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims: The 
bill (H. R. 2029) for the relief of the widow of George C. Foulk, 
deceased. (Report No. 892.) 

By Mr. M. R of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 3683) to reimburse George W. McKinsey, post- 
master at Kokomo, Ind., for money paid out by him as said post- 
master. (Report No. 891.) 

The bill (H. R. 4541) for the relief of the owners of the schooner 
Walter B. Chester. (Report No. 893.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; The 
bill (H. R. 2620) to place the name of Lauretta S. Prince on the 
pension roll, (Report No, 895.) 


By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid e 
sions: The bill a: R.3499) granting a pension to Eliza A. Foss’ 
(Report No. 89 2 | 

y, Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (S. 1945) granting a pension to Joseph Porter.“ 
(Report No. 897.) hi 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 673) granting a pension to Joseph R. West, brigadier 
1 1 Sonal general, United States Army Volunteers. (Re- 
port No. 898. 

By Mr. ERDMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 4744) to increase the pension of Adam Dennis, 
(Report No, 899.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
a oy" 4608) granting a pension to Lydia Chapman. (Report 

0. 900. 


ADVERSE REPORT, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. AVERY, from the Committee 
on War Claims, reported e (Report No. 894) the bill 
(H. R. 148) for the relief of Secor & Co., Periné, Secor & Co., and 
the executors of Zeno Secor; and the same was laid on the table, 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
o p following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: | 
A Han BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 7468) to improve Jeffer- 
son racks and making an appropriation therefor—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7469) for the removal of snow 
and ice from the sidewalks, cross , and gutters in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 7470) to provide for the erection 
of a monument to the memory of James Monroe at Fredericks- 
burg, Va.—to the Committee on the GREAT 

pra REED: A bill (H. R. 7471) providing for the purchase 
of the buildings and contents comprising the quarantine estab- 
lishment of the city of Portland, Me., located on House Island, in 
Portland Harbor, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 7472) for prelimin: 
Ship Island Pass, Mississippi—to the Committee on 
Harbors. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R.7473) to amend an act entitled 
“An act authorizing the appointment of receivers of national 
banks, and for other purposes,” approved August 3, 1892—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7474) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Lead, in the State of South Dakota—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 7475) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7476) to amend an act to provide 
for the appointment of additional judges in Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 7478) to amend section 5198 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By r. MCCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7479) for the 
establishment of a light-house on Swan Island, belonging to the 
United States, in the Caribbean Sea—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R.7480) donating two condemned can- 
non and limber to Battery E Association, First Regiment Rhode 
Island Light Artillery—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. 7481) to grant to the State of 
Washington a right of way across the Colville Indian Reserva- 
tion for a State wagon road—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 7538) to amend paragraph 182} 
of the tariff act of August 28, 1894—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7539) to facilitate the payment 
of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

y Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 7540) to restore township 17 
south, range 81 east of Mount Diablo base and meridian, in the 
State of California, to the public domain—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. 7541) to provide for the construc- 
tion and erection of buildings and other improvements for the 


survey of 
ivers and 


* 
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army post at Spokane,in the State of Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on * riations. 

By Mr. SH: A resolution (House Res. No. 219) relating to 
the use of text-books in the public schools of the District of Co- 
Iumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. 
No. 31) directing the printing of 2,500 copies of Commercial Rela- 
tions for 1894 and 1895, and 10,000 copies of Review of the World's 
Commerce, etc.—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. 
No. 33) for printing eulogies upon the late Myron B. Wright, a 
Representative from the State of Pennsylyania—to the Committee 
on Prin: ting. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 1397) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow 
of the late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean—Committee on War 
Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 2252) for the relief of John W. Thomas Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ; 

The bill (H. R. 7078) for the relief of Annie Trace—Committee 
15 Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASIEN. A bill (H. R. 7482) granting an increase of 

nsion to Carleton A. Trundy—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. : 

By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H. R. 7483) granting increase of pen- 
sion to Michael W. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7484) removing the charge of 
desertion from the military record of G. H. Kruschke—to the 
Committee on 1 | Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 7485) nting a pension 
to Sarah F. McGlasson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7486) panime Se pension to Charles E. Keat- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

y Mr. COBB of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7487) granting a pen- 
sion to Nancy McGuire—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 7488) for the relief of cer- 
tain light-honse keepers in the Eighth light-house district—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 7489) granting a pension to 
Caroline A. Groshon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 7490) to 1 Mary Elizabeth 
Hieskell, widow of the late Pay Director H. M. Hieskell, on the 
pension rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A bill (H. R. 7491) granting an increase 
of pension to Herman Piel—to the Commiteee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 7492) 8 1 a pension to 
Louis M. Starring, helpless child of Rosell M. Starring, late of 
Company H, Forty-fourth New York Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 7493) to remove the charge of 
desertion from military record of Josiah Strickley—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 7494) granting a pension to 
Nancy Slagle, widow of James W. Slagle, late of Company F, 
One hundred and forty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7495) for the relief of Albert 
West—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. 7496) to relieve John McCarthy 
ae charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 7497) granting a pension to Emma 
M. baum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 7498) for the relief of Lucius K. 
Osterhout—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7499) to in- 
crease the pension of James J. McKinney—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7500 
Wilson, widow of James 
Pensions, 


to grant a pension to Mrs. Keturah 
ilson, deceased—to the Committee on 
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By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 7501) for the relief of Daniel T, 
Tollett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 7502) granting a pension to 
Bailey R. Gill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R.7503) for the relief of D. A. 
Bowman—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7504) granting an increase of ion to 
Charles McAllister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7505) granting arrears of pension and increase 
to Daniel Lucas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 7506) for the relief of the Port- 
5 Company, of Portland, Me. —to the Committee on War 

ims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7507) granting an increase 
o pension to Richard A. Cornell—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7508) granting a pension to Andrew J. Mo- 
Wade to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7509) granting a pension to om Frc W. Chan- 
dler, of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7510) granting a pension to Samuel Perkam, 
of Harman, Colo., etc.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7511) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Clark, of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 


sions. s 
Also, a bill = R. 7512) granting a pension to Hezekiah Storm, 
of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7513) granting a pension to James Collins, 
of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7514) granting a pension to Johnson Barker, 
of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7515) granting a pension to James H. Pome- 
roy, of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7516) granting a pension to William G. 
Campbell, of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7517) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Joseph C. Reynolds, late of Company A, Fifty-ninth Regiment of 
Illinois Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7518) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Charles L. Thompson, late lieutenant Seventh Kansas 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7519) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
2 S. Hemphill, of Denver, Colo. —to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7520) for the relief of Hiram C. Walker, of 
Denver, Colo., late first lientenant Company C, Tenth Illinois 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7521) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Blake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7522) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Wiggin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( R. 7528) granting a pension to James L. Ritchie, 
of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7524) granting a pension to Henry H. Rich- 
ards, of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7525) removing the charge ofdesertion from 
the late James B. Jordan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7526) granting an increase of pension to Carlos 
Baker, of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7527) restoring Franklin L. Smith, of Den- 
ver, Colo., to his former rating of $12 per month under the pension 
act of June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7528) ting an honorable discharge to 
James Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7529) heatet a pension to Elliott H. Ben- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7530) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha B. 
Van Horn, of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 7531) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
Ham H. H. Walker, of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 7532) for the relief 
of Martha W. Holmes to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H. R. 7533) to remove the hargo of 
desertion from the military record of James Boyle, late of Third 
Independent Battery Ohio Light Artillery Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 7534) for the relief of 
Mary McCarthy, mother of John E. McCarthy, Sixth Company, 
First Battalion New York Sharpshooters—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOMER: A bill (H. R. 7535) granting a pension to 
Launius Coble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, : 
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By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 7536) grant- 
ing a pension to Fanny J. Sargent—to the Committee on Invalid 


ensions. 
By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7537) for the relief of Wal- 
lace Weller to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

i seal ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of John Wassum, 
of ey Township, Clarion County, Pa., to accompany House 
bill No. 7447, for his relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of Michael W. Jackson, to accompany 
1 an increase of pension to the Committee on Invalid 

0 


. P ns. 


By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of Minnewawa 

, No. 18, Order United American Mechanics, of Marlboro, 

N. H., in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. : 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Five petitions of citizens of Washington, 
containing a total of 76 names, urging the passage of House bill 
No. 5220, or some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its 
— oy opposing the eee the oes . com a 
un existing lines are m equip and operated 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petitions of citizens of Missouri, Iowa, 
Kansas, and the Territory of New Mexico, in favor of the imme- 
diate improvement of the channel of the Mississippi River—to the 

ttee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying that reli- 
gious publications be given every advantage in circulation of 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Henry Troll, in favor of House bill No. 374, for 
a correction of his military record—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Union Council, No. 25, Order United 
American hanics, of Providence, R. I., in favor of the passage 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COFFIN: Resolutions of the Society of the Sons of the 
Revolution in the State of Maryland, urging an appropriation to 
enable the Secretary of State to perpara the records and papers of 
the Continental Congress for publication—to the Committee on 
A riations. 

By . COOK of Wisconsin: Remonstrance of H. B. Metz and 
166 other citizens of the city of Oshkosh, Wis.; also, remonstrance 
of H. F. Johnson and 29 others, of Fond du Lac, . the 
continuance of the statue of Marquette in Statuary Hall, or any 
ip public national room or grounds—to the Committee on the 

rary. 

Also, remonstrance of E. E. Van Scooter and 45 other citizens of 
the city of Fond du Lac, Wis., agai ly sei sare moneys 
for sectarian undertakings, and a petition for the pence of joint 
resolution No. 11, toamend the Constitution of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, letter from Rev. J. A. Benjamin and petition indorsed by 
the oma Methodist Episcopal Church, of Oshkosh, Wis.; also 
letter from Rev. S. T. Kidder ane per rea indorsed by the Con. 
gregational Church of Menasha, Wis., favoring the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Petitions and resolutions of 87 posts, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Missouri, praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 1196, for the restoration of pen- 
sions that have been discontinued or reduced—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of the Herald Publishing Com a, asking for 
eee kotien on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5580, to provide 
1-cent letter portage 2 half ounce, and to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. ; 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of J. W. Knaggs and 15 other citi- 
zens of ar City, Mich., asking fayorable consideration of re- 
ligious publications under the postal laws—to the Committee on 
the P ce and Post-Roads. 

Also, letter of Thomas W. Churchill, of port of New York cus- 
tom-house, asking that a retirement fund bemade for Government 
eg ak in the classified service—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. ax 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, asking 
that li a tions be made for the perfecting of coast 
defenses—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of L. Stern and 68 other citi- 
zens of New York City, praying for the of House bill 
No. 2626, for the pro m of agricul staples by an export 
bounty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of New York and vicinity, asking for 
a national commission to investigate and report upon the subject 
of social vice—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of 13 citizens of Topes. 
Kans., asking for favorable action on House bill No, 4566, to amen 
the pon laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DENNY: Petitionfof L. K. Bowen and others, for a pre- 
liminary survey at SRD aans Pass, Mississippi—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of George W. Welkes, protesting against the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of W. G. Coleman and others, of 
Boone, Iowa, favoring the bill to revive the grade of Lieutenant- 
General in the United States Army in the interest of Nelson A. 
Miles—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the Northwestern Miller, ask- 
ing for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to 
provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce, and to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FOOTE: Petition of H. A. Wood, J. B. Riley, and others, 
favoring the Linton bill, to reclassify and prescribe the salaries 
of ss dee Cae clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of the common council of Lead, 
S. Dak., for public buildings at said place—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of D. W. Jackson and others, of Carthage, S. Dak., 
and Luella S. Ramsey, president, in behalf of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union and the Young Woman's Band of South 
Dakota, inst military training in public schools—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr, GROUT: Resolutions adopted by the Boston Merchants’ 
Association, of Boston, Mass., against the further agitation for 
A coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 

ensures. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Mrs. M. E. Hieskell, widow of the 
late Pay Director H. M. Hieskell, United States Navy, preying fora 
pension of $50 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, letter from Commissioner of Pensions, stating reasons for 
rejecting the claim of Mrs. M. E. Hieskell, widow of the late Pay 
Director H. M. Hieskell, United States Navy, together with record 
of service of said officer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HART: Petition of citizens of Williamsport, Pa., favor- 
ing the e of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: Petition of citizens of Lesueur County, 
Minn., favoring service-pension legislation—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Paper from the e age Plow Com- 
pany, of Dubuque, Iowa, in favor of uniform freight classification 
throughout the United States—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, popar from Dr. E. A. Guilbert, of the Iowa State board of 
health, favoring the establishment of a quarantine station at Port- 
land, Me.—to tho Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of F. A. Gates, 3 against the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the posia aws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: Petition of W. A. Davis, Z. E. Brown, and 
68 other citizens of Paducah, Ky., asking that tracts and other 
religious matter be given every advantage of the act of July 16, 
1894, relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Nathan Hale Lodge, 
No. 18, Order United American Mechanics, of Bristol, Conn., in 
behalf of the Lodge immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. : 

By Mr. HILL (by request): Petition of Paul Revere Council, 
No. 20, Order United American Mechanics, of Greenville, Conn., 
asking for the passage of the Stone, bill restricting immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also (by request), petition of Sedgwick Council, No. 21, Order 
United American Mechanics, of Terryville, Conn., favoring the 

of the Loud immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and-Naturalization. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Frank G. Morgan and 91 others, 
citizens of Rockford, III., against the continuance of the statue 
of Marquette in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 
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By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of citizens of Monmouth County, 
N. J. and elsewhere, praying for a survey of Shark River, Mon- 
mouth County, N. J., by the Government engineers, eto. —to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Resolution of D. T. Wisi Post, No. 297, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Randolph, N. Y., in favor of the 
peog of a service-pension act—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


Also, petition of Marvin Older, of Franklinville, Cattarau 
County, N. V., for increase of pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, : 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of the Pratt Food Company, asking for 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 
1-cent letter postage per half ounce, and to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class and free matter to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 7 

By Mr. HULICK: Petition of Joseph G. Irwin, O. P. Walker, 
and others, of Williamsburg, Ohio, and vicinity, for aservice-pen- 
sion law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: Petitionof John D. Craven Post, No. 198, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, asking for a service 
pension—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HYDE: Petition of Capt. G. L. Luhn, of Spokane, Wash. 
(retired), to be placed on the retired list as a major, accompany- 
ing a record of military service—to the Committee on Military 


Also, petition of old soldiers now residing at Palouse, Wash., 
favoring a general service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. : 

Also, resolutions of the Clugston Creek 3 Society, in favor 
of recognizing the Cubans as belligerents—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 

Also, petition of the Yakima Commercial Club, of North Ya- 
kima, Wash., to open the Yakima Reservation—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Toledo, Wash., praying for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution recognizing the Supreme Being—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Also, memorial of the town council of Kalama, Wash., urging 
the importance of the construction of the Nicaragua Canal—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Remonstrance of John Copper, of Spooner, 
Wis., and 75 others, against the 5 of the joint resolution pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
ze oning God in the preamble—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

By Mr. KEM: Petition of James B. Barry, against the passa 
of House bill No. 4564, relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petition of J. N. Sedgwick and 15 
other attorneys of the Labette County bar, Kansas; also petition 
of A. M. Jackson and 6 other members of the Elk County bar, 
Kansas; also petition of W. B. Gloss and 13 other members of the 
Cherokee County bar, Kansas, praying for the division of the State 
. pees into two Federal distri icts—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Kansas Commandery of the Military 
Order of the st Be Legion, praying for the passage of an act re- 
viving the grade of Lieutenant-General—to the Committee on 


tary Affairs. s 

Also, petition of J. G. Ellis and 7 other ex-prisoners of war, 
praying that all ex-prisoners of war be allowed Le pnan of $12 
per month and §2 additional for each day confined in prison—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the National Association of Agricultural Im- 

lement and Vehicle Manufacturers, praying for the of a 

ill giving transportation companies the right to fix uniform 
freight rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of the International Brotherhood of 
Bookbinders, No. 37, of St. Paul, Minn., Edward B. Scott, secre- 
tary, in favor of House bill No, 3346, to tax the sweat shops“ 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of A. M. Lawton, against the passage of House 
bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of a mass meeting of citizens of St. Paul, Minn., 
B the outrages in Armenia to the Committee on 

oreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Polish-American citizens of the Fourth Con- 

essional district of Minnesota, against legislation restricting 

a igration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of the Iowa State board of health, 
recommending a quarantine station at Portland, Me.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


Post-R 


By Mr. LEIGHTY: Petition of Encampment No. 51, Union 
Veteran Legioa, ot Fort Wayne, Ind., for a service pension to offi- 


cers and men who served in the late war—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 
. LEISENRING (by request): Petitions of Good Samari- 
tan „No. 27, of Pittston, Pa.; also Martin Luther Lodge, No. 
91, of Wilkesbarre, Pa., American Protestant Association; also 
petition of Washington Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, 
of Alderson, Pa., unanimously indorsing the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
Also, petition of C. D. Huff and others, of Luzerne County, Pa., 


in favor of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of cultural 
seb by an export bounty—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans, 
Also, petition of the Sentinel Printing Company, asking for 


favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 
1-cent letter postage per half ounce, and to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class and free matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Plymouth, Pa., protesting against 
the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian institutions—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINTON: Letter from the Erie (Pa.) Board of Trade. 
referring to the adoption by the board of a resolution in favor of 
1-cent letter postage and of the Loud bill (H. R. 4566) relating to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, letters of the Boston Retail Grocers’ Association, indorsin 
House bill No, 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of Post, No. 100, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Arkansas, in behalf of a service ion 
of not less than $3 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, ; 

Also, petition of A. S. Gibson, for the establishment of a court at 
Duncan, Ind. T.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of S. W. Duncan, Henry Block, W. 
Knaus, J. W. Forray, R. P. Murdock, N. B. Klaine, the News 
Company, and J. A. 3 snig for favorable action on House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of W. C. Long, McDowell & Hutchinson, D. T. 
Armstrong, A. E. Duvall, and J. W. Milford, against the passage 
of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Seymour Augusta Baker, of Kansas City, 
Kans., and 53 others, praying for an amendment to the preamb: 
of the Constitution of the United States recognizing the Deity— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Eggleston Post. No. 244, of Wichita, Kans., 

praying for the passage of a service: pension bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LOUD: Petitions of Charles P. Parish & Co., the Build- 
ing Exchange, Worcester, Mass., and H. S. Newton, asking for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Fidelity Council, No. 8, 
of Millville, N. J., for the of the Stone immigration bill 
to the Committee on tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the National 
Master House Painters and Decorators’ Association, in favor of the 
removal of the uty Trom alcohol used in the mechanical arts—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

_Also, petition of Thomas E. Barker and other residents of Somer- 
ville, . asking favorable legislation for religious publica- 
tions—to the Committce on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Postmasters’ Association of New Eng- 
land, favoring the ee of the bill (H. R. 3237) for the classifica- 
tion of parce clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
oads, 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of James J. McKin- 
ley, of Mount Salem, Lincoln County, Ky., for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Petition of R. P. West, protesting against the 
passage of House bill No, 4566, to amend the postal laws relatin 
to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office an 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of Silver Star Council, No. 5, Order 
United American Mechanics, of Ipswich, Mass., in favor of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the Alexander M. Harrison Lodge, 
No. 16, grue United 3 Mechanics, fr Fek oe 75 — 
praying for the passage e Stone immigration bill—to m- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization, 
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By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Michael Kruszka, asking for favor- 
able action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relat- 
ing to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of James S. Hunter and 15 others, 
of Davison County, S. Dak., against military training in the pub- 
lic schools—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of G. E. Norcott, asking for favorable action on 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Winfield Scott Post, No. 48, Department 
of South Dakota, Grand Army of the Republic, against certain 
arrangements of stars on the American flag—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of Encampment No. 4, Union 
Veteran Lemon, of Beaver Falls, Pa., requesting the enactment 
of House bill No. 8727, granting a service pension of 1 cent for 
each day’s service, commonly known as the per diem pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Pride of Sharon Lodge, No. 12, American 
Protestant Association, indorsing the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petition of Shining Light Council, Order 
United American Mechanics, of Clinton, N. J., in favor of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of George W. Smith, asking for favorable action 
on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter 
peste? prha ounce, and to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-c. and free matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of George W. Gross and 219 others, 
of Kewanee, III., asking favorable action on the Stone immigra- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of George W. Olmstead and 96 others, of Proph- 
etstown, Whiteside County, III., asking for the passage of joint 
resolution No. 11, amending the Constitution of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of Mount Horeb Lodge, No. 44, 
American Protestant Association, in fayor of the Stone immigra- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. REED: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7471, to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase the buildings 
and contents comprising the oe establishment of the city 
of Portland, Me., located on House Island, in Portland Harbor— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of Washington 
Camp, No. 338, Patriotic Order Sons of America, unanimous] 
indorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROYSE: Petition of L. H. Beyerle, asking for favorable 
action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566 and 5560, to provide 1-cent 
letter postage per half ounce, and to amend the postal laws relat- 
ing to second-class and free matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Remonstrance of E. C. Spicer and 
43 other citizens of Cambria, Wis., against the appropriation of 
public moneys for sectarian und ings; also petition for the pas- 
sage of joint resolution No. 11, to amend the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting further appropriations to institutions 
under ecclesiastical control—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolution of George G. Meade Post, No. 
1, of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of reviving the rank of Lieutenant- 
Sa in the United States Army—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr.SIMPKINS: Communication from the mayor and alder- 
men of the city of Taunton, Mass,, asking for the widening of 
the draw in the railroad bridge at Tiverton, R. I.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Franklin D. Tripp, commander, and George 
W. Mason, adjutant, of the Henry Clay Wade Post, No. 201, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Massachusetts, in favor of the 
passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, petition of the Light Keepers’ Association of the United 
States, asking for the passage of a bill to pension employees of 
the light-house establi ents of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Ladin Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the New England Postmasters’ Association, 
in favor of House bill No. 3237, known as the post-office clerks 
classification bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. SPALDING (by request): Petition of Loyal Orange 
e, of Jackson, Mich., in regard to the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on igration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. SWANSON: Petition of William E. Judkins, executor 
of Tesis McKenzie, deceased, for an appropriation of $2,098.95, 
in payment of necessary expenses incurred by said Lewis McKen- 


zie in his contests for a seat in the Forty-first and Forty-second 
9 the Committee on Appropriations. 

2 5 of the heirs of Mary Weaver, deceased, late of 
Floyd County, Va., praying that her war claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. TAYLER: Petition of Richard Ward and 22 other citi- 
zens; also petition of R. S. Moore and 13 other citizens, asking for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Fowler Bros. and the Ohio Volks-Zeitung 
Company, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Geo: H. Thomas Council, No. 8, Order 
United American Mechanics, of East Liverpool, Ohio; also peti- 
tion of Royal Star Council, No. 26, Daughters of Liberty, of - 
ton, Ohio, praying for the e of the Stone immigration bill 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolution of Washington Camp, No. 295, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, with a membership of 168, lo- 
cated at Pottstown, Pa., indorsing the Stone immigration bill and 
asking for its passage—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of John G. Fetteralf, Daniel Shuler, Eugene 
Dambly, Isaac Wanner, and 130 other residents of Montgomery 
County, Pa., for the passage of House bill No. 2626, for the pro- 
tection of agricultural staples by an export bounty—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. r 

Also, petition of Alfred Paschall, asking for favorable action on 
House bills Nos. 838, 4566 and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter post- 
age per half ounce, and to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class and free matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. i 
By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Pendleton, N. Y., asking for the prohibition 
of the sale of beer and spirituous liquors to immigrants landing at 
Ellis Island—to the Committee on Immigration and Natipatication: 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Pendleton, N. Y., in regard to the sale of beer at military posts on 
Staten Island—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


SENATE, 
TUESDAY, March 24, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous consent, 
the reing. of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dis- 
pensed wi 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the memorial of Blas Lopez 
Perez, of Key West, Fla., relative to the recognition of belliger- 
mwn Cuba; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

. NELSON presented a memorial of the common council of 
Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against the construction of a bridge 
across the St. Louis River from Rices Point, in Minnesota, to Con- 
nors Point, in Wisconsin; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of North Star onga, No. 197, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of Brainerd, Minn., praying 
for an investigation of the e be abuses in the treatment of t the 
machinists at the 5 (N. Y.) Navy-Yard and other navy- 

ards in the country; which was referred to the Committee on 
Faval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the common council of Duluth, 
Minn., praying for the passage of the so-called Lodge immigration 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of local union No. 113, United Gar- 
ment Workers of America, of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the 
enactment of legislation repressing and prohibiting the sweating 
system in manufacturing garments; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the memorial of John Lundgren and sundry 
other citizens of Minnesota, remonstrating against the enactment 
of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. Paul, 
Minn., 5 the enactment of legislation 3 for the 
protection of ericans in Turkey and extending sympathy to the 
1 which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of El Lodge, No. 295, In- 
ternational Association of Machinists, of „III., praying for 
an investigation of alleged abuses in the treatment of machinists 


at the Brooklyn (N. Y.) Navy-Yard and other navy-yards in the 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the North Capitol and 


Pp 
Citizens’ Association of Washington, D. C., praying for 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3117 


the re of House bill No. 5220, requiring the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company to adopt a modern motive power, 
and | praying that aoon n 3 be not 8 Doca ras ine 

romises of experiment which that company contemp n 
Frith air motors; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. ; 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Washington, 
D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1886, or some 
similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway aria ig to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and remon- 
strating against the extension of the tracks of that 3 until 
its existing lines are modernly 8 and operated; Which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of B. F. Ladd, of Vineland, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation reducing the rate 
of letter e to 1 cent, and also for the restriction of second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of John B. Smith and 11 other 
citizens of Newark, N. J., Union soldiers and sailors, who lost a 
limb in the war of the rebellion, praying for the passage of Senate 
bill No. 854, to adjust the pensions of those who have lost limbs 
or have been totally disabled in them; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Belleville Council, No, 163, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Belleville, N. J.; of Atlantic 
Council, No. 154, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Point Pleasant, N. J., and of Hightstown Council, No. 70, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Hightstown, N. J., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a memorial of the Board of Trade, 
Limited, of New Orleans, La., remonstrating against the proposed 
discontinuance of the existing special fast-mail service between 
New Orleans and the East; which was referred to the Committee 


on 33 

Mr. E presented a petition of the Massachusetts State 
Board of Trade, praying for the establishment of a department of 
commerce and manufactures; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the New England Postmasters’ 
Association, of Chelsea, Mass., praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 3237, providing for the classification of post-office clerks; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Society of Master House 
Painters and Decorators of Massachusetts, praying that the dut; 
be removed from alcohol when used in the mechanic arts; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the memorial of Charles Howes and 
67 other citizens of South Grand Rapids, Mich., remonstratin, 

inst placing the statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall: 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 
CONDITION OF AFFAIRS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. BERRY. I present an argument, made by Judge McKen- 
non before the Committee on In Affairs of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, relative to the condition of affairs in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, together with other papers, and a copy of Senate Document 
No. 12, being a report of the Commission N e to cog ec 
with the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, known as the Dawes 
Commission. , 

I move that the argument and accompanying papers be printed 
as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submi reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2281) to amend an act entitled An act granting pen- 
sions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, 
known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, 
and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 1892; 

A bill (S. 2581) granting an increase of pension to Mary B. 
Rain 2223 tin, msion to Riley W. Pi 

Š ga on ey W. Pierce. 

Mr. GALLINGER, fron ins Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1510) to pension Mrs. Susan M. Sessford, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. BRICE), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom werereferred the Prine bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, and submi reports thereon: 
15 bill (S. 2513) to restore to the pension roll the name of Agnes 


B 
A bill 55 2514) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Annie 
E. Colwell; and 

A bill (S. 2290) granting a pension to Hester A. Robinson, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2456) granting a pension 


to Oliver P. Gooding, reported it wit 
mitted a rt thereon. 

Mr. P from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2393) for the relief of William E. Bond, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; 
which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1304) granting a pension to A. Bowers; and 

A bill (S. 1668) granting a pension to Henry Wagner. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1508) granting a pension to Tal- 
bot A. Routon, to submit an adverse report thereon. Iask that 
the bill be placed on the Calendar, in order that the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] may call it up at any time if he de- 
sires to do so. 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 504) to increase the pension of Edmund Woog; and 

A bill (S.737) granting a pension to James Richardson. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 400) granting a pension to Johnson Hays, 
re ed it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. SHOUP (for Mr. HANSBROUGH), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2557) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah A. Boyd, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a eee thereon. 

Mr. Mc LAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4179) to amend section 8719 of 
the Revised Statutes, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 888) to amend an act entitled An 
act to incorporate the Capital Railway Company,” approved 
March 2, 1895, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1817) granting a pension to Caleb M. Wright, 
topora it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2045) granting a pension to Harriet R. Matlack, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2370) granting a pension to Elias Laughter, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MANTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 9th in- 
stant, providing for the survey of the boun line of the land 
described in article 1 of the agreement entered into with the In- 
dians of the Blackfeet Reservation, in Montana, intended to be 
pro to the Indian appropriation bill, reported it favorably, 
and moved thatit be referred tothe Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 9th instant, providing for 
the survey of the boundary lines of the land described in article 1 


an amendment, and sub- 


of the ent made and entered into with the Indians of the 
Fort Be p adan Reservation, in Montana, intended to be pro- 
posed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and 


moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. McBRIDE. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands to report an amendment intended to be pro to the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, which I 
move be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2237) providing for the appointment of a com- 
mittee or guardian for pensioners in certain cases in the District 
of Columbia, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 90) providing for the appoint- 
ment of a commission, under the direction of the Secretary of 
War, for the prelimi survey, with plans, specifications, and 
approximate estimates of cost thereof, for the construction of a 
=e canal, of approved width and depth, from the lower shore of 

e Michigan to the Wabash River, and for the further investiga- 
tion of the practicability of the construction of such waterway, 
reported adversely thereon; and the joint resolution was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, reported a joint resolution (S. R. 110) providing for the 

se 
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appointment of a commission, under the direction of the Secre- 


tary of War, for the preliminary survey, with plans, specifica- 
tions, and approximate estimates of cost thereof, for the construc- 
tion of a ship canal, of approved width and depth, from the lower 
shore of Lake Michigan to the Wabash River, and for the further 
investigation of the practicability of the construction of such 
waterway, and submitted a report thereon. 

PUNISHMENT OF INDIANS FOR RAPE, 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report a bill. The bill is reported in obedience to a resolution 
of the Senate, so that it will take its first reading now. I ask for 
its present consideration. 

e bill (S. 2609) to amend chapter 841, section 9, of the acts of 
1885, so far as the same prescribes the punishment of death for 
Indians committing the offense of rape, was read the first time by 
its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That any Indian who shall commit tho offense of rape 
within the limits of any Indian reservation shall be punished by imprison- 
ment, at the discretion of the court. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, I there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RED RIVER BRIDGE AT ALEXANDRIA, LA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Lask unanimous consent to call up the bill 

S. 1725) authorizing the Kansas City, Watkins and Gulf Railway 

mpany to construct and maintain a bridge across Red River at 
the city of Alexandria, La. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after the word 
“River,” to insert “at a point suitable to the interests of naviga- 
tion”; so as to read: 

Rail 5 
os na ens eat Gol eres Smarr 
be, and is 3 authorized to construct and maintain a bri across 
River, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at the city of Alexan- 
dria, in the State of Louisiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,in section 2, line 10, after the word 
**telegraph,” to insert ‘‘ and telephone.” 

The amendment was to. 


on 


agreed 
The next amendment was to add to section 2 the following Aff 


proviso: 7 

Provided, That the bridge herein authorized to be constructed shall be so 
kept and managed by the company owning or operating it as to afford proper 
Ways and means for the passage through or under it of vessels, Ss, or 
2 at all times, both prasy and by 2 thes . on 

bridge, from sunset to sunrise, su and signals as Licht-House 

Board shall prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. A 3 

The next amendment was to add to section 4 the following 
words: 

Or, in case of disagreement, upon such terms and conditions as shall be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of War upon hearing the allegations and p: of 
the parties in interest. 


So as to make the section read: 


BEC. 4. That all railroad companies d the use of said bridge shall 
have and be entitled to equal rights and pri relative to the passage of 
railway over the same and the a thereto upon payment of a 
reasonable compensation for such use, or, in case of disagreement, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 5, line 7, after the word 
„location,“ to insert ‘‘ prepared with reference to a known datum 
lane, upon prescri scale, furnished by the engineer officer 
ving supervision of said river, and”; in line 10, after the word 
f,“ to strike out “1 mile” and insert “2 miles,” and in line 11, 
after the word and,“ to strike out“ 1 mile” and insert ‘‘2 miles”; 
80 as to read: 


the loca repared 
Drow bed fui 7 — of 2 miles above and 2 miles below the 
r 0 2 

— 2 giring 0 space pro- 

The amendment Was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

IRVING W. STANTON. 

Mr. TELLER. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 923) for the relief of Irving W. 
Stanton, to report it fayorably without amendment, and submit 
a report thereon. This is a little claim of 3 It is 
approved by the Department of the Interior and claimant has 


waited since 1868 for it. I ask unanimous consent to put the bill 


upon its pas at this time. 

There g no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
Irving W. Stanton, of Pueblo, Colo., $176.95, this sum being due 


to him as onenn for his services as register of the land 
8 Any City, Colo., from September 30, 1868, to Novem- 

r 14, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DISTRICT STREET-CAR SERVICE, 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to report a bill, and I ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The bill (S. 2610) to amend an act entitled An act to prohibit 
the use of one-horse cars within the limits of the city of Washing- 
ton after the Ist day of January, 1893, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 29, 1892, was read the first time by its title and the 
second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act to prohibit the use of one- 
horse cars within the limits of the city of Washington after the Ist day of 
January, 1893, and for other pu * ved July 29, 1892, be, and the 
same is hereby, amended by striking out the proviso, as follows: “Provided, 
This act shall not apply toany company operating street railways outside the 
city of Washington or through unimproved and rsely settled sections of 
the same, until such time as the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 

deem necessary for the public needs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOAR. The bill comes from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I report it from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2611) to remove the charge 
of desertion from Henry Harmon; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on . 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 2612) to correct the naval his- 
tory of Benjamin Atwood; which was read twice by its title, and 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval 


Airs. i 
Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2613) for the relief of 
Whitty S. Miller, administrator of Whitty M. Sasser, deceased, 
and Jessie M. Pollitt, administrator of Amanda Sasser, both late 
of Rapides Parish, State of Louisiana; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER (by zoga introduced a bill (S. 2614) to 
enable the Educational and Relief Association of the District of 
Columbia to erect a home with workshops and rooms for the col- 
ored children of both sexes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2615) granting a pension to 
David Patton; which was read twice by its title,and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2616) to prevent unjust discrimina- 
tions in freight rates on agricultural products by common carriers 
by amending section 16 of an act entitled An act to regulate 
commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as amended by an act 
approved March 2, 1889; which was read twice by its title, and 

erred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2617) for the relief of the 
estate of Emmet Crawford, deceased, late captain of the Third 

iment United States Cavalry; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2618) for the relief of 
Henry H. Hale; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2619) granting an increase 
of pension to Ira Miller; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with: the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. sad Bx provide for placing 
a suitable memorial of Gen. George Was ington at Washington 
and Lee University, at Lexington, Va.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 2621) to amend an act en- 
titled An act to regulate commerce,” aupeored February 4, 1887; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

PENSIONS FOR TOTAL DISABILITY. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resol That the Secre of tho Interior is hereby directed to commu- 
nicate to the Senate, at the re- practicable day, alist giving the nume» 
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ber of 


soldiers and sailors pension rolls drawing, respectively, $30 
and $36 per month for total disability of arms and legs. ms 


AFFAIRS IN CUBA PRIOR TO 1878. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


now on the 


the 555 of State, from and after the note 
from Secretary Fish to Mr. ing of November b, 1875, and including that 


note, until the cation of Cuba in 1878, which relate to mediation or in- 
tervention b e United States in the affairs of that island, together with 
all correspondence with foreign Governments relating to the same topic. 


DISPOSITION OF PUBLIC LANDS IN ARKANSAS, 


Mr. GEAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, directed to inform the Senate, as soon as practicable, whether any of 


the lands referred to in any of the exhibits 3,4,5,6,and 7,on page , Senate 


Document 155, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, and more cularly 


described therein, have been nipoen of for less than $1.25 per acre; and if so, 
to report the description of all lands disposed of at such lesser price, and to 
state the date when and the exact price at which they were so disposed of, 
and whether by cash or otherwise. 


REPORT ON WAR IN CUBA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays béfore the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from West bib aire [Mr. ELKINS], com- 
ing over from a previous day. The resolution will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. ELKINS, instructing the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to submit to the Senate, before 
the vote is taken on what is known as the Cuban resolutions now 
pending before the Senate, or the resolutions on the ARS of the 
war in Cuba that passed the Senate, a report giving all the facts 
and findings of the committee in support of said resolutions. 

Mr. MILLS. I suggest that the resolution lie over without 


rejudice. 
4 Mr. BURROWS. Iobserve that the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. ELKINS] is absent, and I ask that the resolution may 
o over. 
E The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will go over. 
JOINT SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY, ETC. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day; which will be read. 
The Secretary read the concurrent resolution submitted yester- 
day by Mr. GaLLINGER (for Mr. HANSBROUGH), as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives . That the 
chairman of the Commi on the Library of the Senate and the c of 
the Committee on the Library of the House of Representatives and one other 
member of the Joint Committee on the Library, to be selected by the two 
chairmen cir be, and they are hereby, constituted a subcommittee, 
with authority to sit during the recess of for the pu of inquir- 
ing into the condition of the Co: y and the Botanic Gai 
and to report upon the same at the next session of Congress, with such rec- 
ommendations as may be deemed advisable; also to report a plan for the or- 
tion, custody, and management of the new Library building and the 
mgressional Library and the Botanic Garden; that the said subcommittee 
is also authorized to employ a stenographer Whenever necessary during the 
course of the inquiry; that the necessary expenses of the sittings of the sub- 
committee, including the oa Hp the stenographer, be taken equally from the 
contingent funds of the two Houses of Congress. 


Mr. GALLINGER. When I offered the resolution in behalf of 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansprovuGH] I did not ob- 
serve that it carries an appropriation from the contingent fund. 
I ask that it be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent mses of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will be so referred. 

WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. MILLS. I ask that the joint resolution which I introduced 
9 be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. LLOM. At the conclusion of the routine morning busi- 
ness I intended to ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the appropriation bill. However, it has been brought to my 
attention that the honorable Senator from Texas had given notice 
of his purpose to address the Senate this morning. I do not de- 
sire to interfere with that arrangement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
go resolution indicated by the Senator from Texas, which will 


read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


A joint resolution (S. R. 109) directing the President of the United States to 
Toques the Government of praia to pas to the people of Cuba the power 
of local self-government, and in case Government of Spain shall refuse, 
to take possession of the {sland of Cuba and hold it until its inhabitants can 

institute such government as they may wish and o: and arm such 
forces as may be necessary to support it. 


en, 


think necessary to secure to the people of Cuba the right 
liberty, —4 the pursuit of happiness. 
2. That in case Spain shall to grant to the inhabitants of Cuba 
en the President of the United 
e possession of the Island of Cuba with the 


military and_naval forces of the United States, and hold the same until the 
people of Cuba can organize a government deriving its just powers from 
the consent of the governed, and arm and equip such military forces as may 
be necessary to protect them from invasion. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr, President, Ihave been ready at all times during 
the present session tocastmy vote for all the resolutions that have 
been presented to this body expressing sympathy for the oppressed 
people of Cuba, and favoring the granting of belligerent rights to 
them, and declaring the duty of the United States in a possible 
contingency to intervene in the conflict there pending. 1 have 
been ready to cast my vote for such resolutions, Mr. President, 
not because they met my views, not because I believed in all the 
statements contained in the resolutions. I have not believed that 
it was the duty of the people of the United States to maintain a 
strict neutrality in the controversy now pending in Cuba. I do 
not agree to the statement that the United States have not here- 
tofore intervened in conflicts in this hemisphere. There are other 
utterances in the resolutions to which I have not given my assent. 
But taken all together they are steps, though short steps, in the 
line of march which it is the duty of the Government of the United 
States to take. 

I have been somewhat astonished at the line of argumentation 
adopted with reference to the pending conflict in Cuba. I have 
heard many criticisms about the power and duty of the United 
States to t belligerent rights to the revolutionists in Cuba. 
We have been treated to citations from international law to show 
that the insurrectionists in Cuba have not attained to a position 
which entitles them to be recognized as belligerents. 

Mr. President, I shall not treat this question as one which de- 
mands from the people of the United States the recognition of the 
insurgents of Cuba as belligerents. The people of Cuba have far 
better rights, far stronger claims to the consideration of the 
American people than their recognition as belligerents. We do 
not stand in the same relation to the people of Cuba that we do to 
the people of Ireland. If Ireland were to-day in insurrection 
against the British Government, every heart in the United States 
would be in sympathy with her as they always have been. If the 
people of oppressed and destroyed Poland were to-day to rise in 
arms against the anthorities that partitioned her territory, our 
sympathies would be with Poland. Hungary were to rise again 
from the bloody dust into which she has been trampled by the heels 
of the House of Austria, every American citizen would send across 
the waters, as they did in 1848, warm and generous expressions of 


Seay for them. But they would be beyond the reach of any- 
ing but 1 But the Island of Cuba does not stand in the 
same relation, nor doi 


ts people, as the people of Hungary or Poland 
or Ireland or Armenia do. If they do, the 8 of this 
country has been at fault for one hundred years. 

Our fathers for a century have asserted and maintained that the 
peons of the United States had rights in Cuba, rights not only in 

ba, but in every foot of soil in this hemisphere, and rights that 
they said they were ready not only to assert, but to maintain with the 
whole of the military and naval power of the Republic. We have 
never asserted that we had any rights in Ireland, in Hungary, in 
Poland, or anywhere in Europe, but we have asserted that we 
have a right in every square acre of land in this hemisphere, and 
the highest right, the right of self-preservation of our own house- 
hold. We find this d tion of rights proclaimed away back 
in the beginning of our century. It has been stated here that Mr. 
Canning was the author of what is known as the Monroe doctrine, 
The Monroe doctrine is as old as humanity. God was the author 
of the Monroe doctrine. When He made man He gave him a 
right to preserve his life and his liberty, and when men are asso- 
ciated together in states the nation and the states have the same 
rights that the individual has. 
he man who owns a tract of land adjoining mine owns it from 
the center of the earth to the center of the sky. So the books all 
tell us. Let if he builds a powder house upon his land I havea 
right to have it abated. If that land is so situated that an enemy 
can seize it at any time and imperil my life and the lives of my 
wife and my children, I have a right in every foot of that land for 
the preservation of a higher right than his right to the title and 
possession of his land. 

In 1802 and 1803 Mr. Jefferson asserted to Spain that the people 
of the United States had a right to the navigation of the Missis 
sippi River. At that time Spain owned all the soil on the western 
bank of the Mississippi River. She owned the east bank of the 
lower river back to the Floridas. Mr. Jefferson asserted that we 
had a right to traverse the Mississippi River from our own terri- 
tory across the territory of Spain—a right that we would maintain 
by force if necessary, a right which Spain could not and should 
not take from us. Not only did he assert that we had a right 
to navigate the river out to the sea, but that we had a right of 
deposit at New Orleans, where the waters between the ocean and 
the river met, because he said the craft that navigated the river 
could not navigate the ocean and the craft that navigated the 
ocean could not navigate the river, and there must be ac of 
freight; that we were entitled to the facilities on the of 
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Spain, and if that land was subject to overflow we had a right to 
go to the highlands where the freight would be protected, and 
ere to use such means as we thought proper to protect our pro 

erty. He said our right to navigate the river 8 Spanis 
territory was an inherent right, and the right to e e compre- 


hended all the means that were necessary to its use; that the right 
of navigation would be useless without the deposit, so that pas- 
sengers and freight could be exchanged from one vessel to another. 
Prior to the year 1800, as I have said, Spain owned all the coun- 
try afterwards known as Louisiana. In the year 1800 she trans- 
ferred to Napoleon Bonaparte all that territory. Didshe not have 
aright to doit? Was she not the sovereign of the soil? Most 
ee e. was. But when she conveyed that territo 
to Napoleon Bonaparte, and Mr. Jefferson learned of the fac 
then being President, he told his minister to say to Napoleon Bona- 
arte: Lou have assumed an attitude of defiance against this 
vernment; you have taken a spot of soil that imperils the rights 
and liberties of the people of this country. We could have per- 
mitted that territory to remain in the possession of Spain; Spain 
could not threaten our peace, our power, nor the safety of our 
homes. That river and its tributaries drain three-fourths of our 
country; its branches go through that vast extent of country that 
was soon to be settled by millions of people. The power that holds 
the mouth of the Mississippi River is necessarily the enemy of the 


United States if it has strength enough to imperil our institu- 
tions,” and he told the ambassador, Mr. Robert R. Livingston, to 
resent these facts to the French Government. I will read from 


is letter. In a letter to Mr. Robert R. Livingston, April 18, 1802, 
in Paris, Mr. Jefferson says: 


There is on the globe one single spot the possessor of which is our natural 
and habitual enemy. It is New Orleans, through which the produce of three- 
eighths of our territory must to market, and from its fertility it will 
ere long yield more than half of our whole produce, and contain more 
half of our inhabitants. France, placing herself in that door, assumes to us 
the attitude of defiance. Spain might have retained it quietly for years. 
Her c disposition, her feeble state, would induce her to increase our 
facilities there, so that her possession of the place would be hardly felt by us, 
and it would not, perhaps, be very long before some circumstance might 
arise which might make the cession of it to us the pris of something of more 
worth to her. Not so can it ever be in the hands of France. The 5 
of her sompen the energy and essness of her character, placed 
of eternal friction with us, and our character, which, though quiet and lov- 
ing peace and the pursuit of wealth, is high-minded, despising wealth in 
competition with insult or injury, enterp: g and energetic as any nation 
on earth—these circumstances render it impossible that France and the 
United States can continue long friends when they meet in so irritable a 
Position. They, as well as we, must be blind if they do not see this; and we 
must be very improvident if we do not begin to make arrangements on that 
hypothesis. The day that France takes on of New Orleans fixes the 
sentence which is to restrain her forever within her low-water mark. It 
seals the union of two nations, who, in conjunction, can maintain exclusive 

on of the ocean. From that moment we must marry ourselves to the 
tish fleet and nation. 

Why this strong protest against France that had acquired juris- 
diction over that territory, that had acquired all the title, as 
strong a title as Spain could convey? She was the sole possessor 
and the sole owner of it before. W hy this strong language if we 
had not a right even superior to the right of France, superior to 
the right of Spain, superior to the right of any power that could 
imperil our life as a nation? ae 8 

t us go on. He writes to Mr. Dupont, a very distinguished 
Frenchman who was here, and the friend of Mr. Jefferson, a man 
of influence in France and whom he made the bearer of this let- 
ter. He would not send so important a communication by mail 
through France, it might have been intercepted, but he writes to 
him what I shall read. 

Mr. GRAY. What is the date? . 

Mr. MILLS. The letter to Mr. Livingston is dated April 18, 
1802. The date of this letter to Mr. Dupont is April 25, 1802. 

I wish you to be possessed of the subject— 

Of which Mr. Jefferson was writing— 
because you may be able to impress on the Government of France the inevita- 
ble co uences of their takin, ion of Louisiana; and though, as I here 
mention the cession of New Orleans and the Floridas to us would be a pallia- 
tion, yet I believe it would be no more, and that this measure will cost France, 
and perhaps not very long hence,a war which will annihilate her on the ocean 
and place That element under the despotism of two nations, which I am not 
reconciled to, the more because my own would be one of them. 

Again, Mr. Jefferson says to him in the same letter: 

In Europe nothing but Europe is seen or supposed to have any right in 
the affairs of 3 but this little event of 8 possessing Herself of 
Louisiana, which is thrown in as nothing, asa mere make weight in the general 
settlement of accounts—this k which now appears as an almost invisible 

int in the horizon—is the embryo of a tornado which will burst on the coun- 

es on both sides of the Atlantic and involve in its effects their highest 
destinies. That it may yet be avoided is my sincere Warne; and if you can 
be the means of informing the wisdom of Bonaparte of its consequences, 
you have deserved well of both countries. 

Again he writes to Governor Monroe, whom he sent as ambas- 
sador extraordinary to act in conjunction with Mr, Livingston to 
try to settle this controversy: 

If we can not by a hase of the country insure to ourselves a course of 

tual and friendship with all nations, then, as war can not be dis- 
fant it behooves us immediately to be preparing fot thet course, without, 

owever, ; and it may be necessary (on your failure on * 
tinent) to cross Channel. x 


Again, writing to Mr. Du Pont on February 1, 1803, speaking of 
the Mississippi River, for that is one of the points on which fir. 
Jefferson asserted the right: 

For the occlusion of the Mississippi is a sta 
exist. He (Monroe) goes, therefore. Ftd u fen Chae ee 
aid in the issue of a crisis the most important the United States have ever 
mer since Kare independence and which is to decide their future character 

He uses that same language in his letter to President Monroe in 
1823, that this is the most important subject the American people 
ha ve ever considered since independence. One was to acquire it and 
the other to maintain it. Here is a question of such transcendent 
importance that the President of the United States in 1802 sends 
an envoy extraordinary to act in 8 with the minister 
to France to impress upon Napoleon aparte, then rapidly as- 
cending toward the zenith of that splendor and fame which he 
afterwards acquired—a monarch who presided over a country 
whose arms were at that time shaking down all the thrones in 
Europe—and Jefferson tells him if he persists in asserting the 
claim to the mouth of the Mississippi River, we will unite with 
the British pis and the British nation and join together and 
sweep him off the face of the ocean; and he tells his ambassador, 
“In case you fail on the Continent, cross the channel and go to 
London,” to that London where the marriage ceremony was to be 
celebrated—it was at London that the agreement of marriage 
was to be made and signed—“ go to London, make the agreement 
between Great Britain and ourselves, and if necessary we will 
sweep the French fleets off the oceans of the earth in order to main- 
tain the right we asserted to the mouth of the Mississippi River, 
notwithstanding France had a perfect title to it.” 

But what does all this mean? Wherever there are rights there 
are duties. If it was our right to secure our people the free use 
of the Mississippi River it was our duty to doit. In 1823, Mr. 
Monroe informed the Holy Alliance that we would not permit any 
European power to interfere with the revolted Spanish provinces in 
this hemisphere. Why? Because our political institutions would 
be imperiled, and to secure the liberties of our people monarchies 
and large standing armies must be interdicted in this hemisphere, 
This hemisphere was dedicated by its people to liberty and repre- 
sentative government. Jefferson said the Spanish provinces had 
a right to be free, and we had the same right to aid them that “a 
strong man has to assist a weak one when assailed by a robber or 
a murderer.” 

Why did we in 1865 send an army to the Rio Grande? The 
Republic of Mexico had been invaded by a European army, its 
republican government was overthrown, and an Austrian Em- 
peror had erected his throne upon the ruins. That act was an 
invasion of our rights as well as the rights of the Mexican people. 
And our army on the east bank of the Rio Grande was notice to 
all concerned that the empire was at an end in Mexico. This 
bold movement was not prompted by mere sympathy for the 
people of Mexico, but by a regard for our own rights and the 
safety of our own people. 

Monarchies live, Mr. President, by large standing armies, 
They do not consult the will of the people; they rule by force, 
If, then, a monarchy could be established in Mexico at our doors, 
su Saat by a standing army strong enough to suppe the 
public will, we could only maintain our Government here by an 
army of equal or superior strength, and when the American 
poonle establish such an army to protect themselves against 

oreign invasion they abandon the whole of their institutions and 
adops the idea of the governments of Europe—a government of 
orce. 

Why was it just the other day that the President of the United 
States, after having been for years trying to get the consent of 
England to negotiate the disputed question of boundary with the 
Republic of Venezuela, said when that proposition was declined, 
that we would resist the absorption of that territory by Great 
Britain with all the means atour disposal, and made every Ameri- 
can heart throb in response to that declaration? Why did he do 
it? Was it because we wanted to embroil ourselves in a contro- 
versy about a strip of land in Venezuela? No, sir; but because 
the occupation of that territory might remotely affect the interests, 
the well-being, and the safety of the people of the United States, 

Here at our doors is an island which our fathers called the key 
to the Gulf of Mexico. It locks and unlocks the door to that great 
inland sea, whose waters wash the shores of five of our States. 
Into its basin the eon River and all its tributaries pour 
their accumulated floods. ith that gulf open to the fleets of a 
great naval power, and its key in the hands of that power, no 
only would our immense commerce going down the Mississipp 
and gathered on the shores be imperiled, but the lives and 
pope of our people would be subjected to the same danger, 

ba is not only the key that locks and unlocks that door, but it 
is the fortress that defends it. Mr. Jefferson thought that our 
system of States was not complete without the addition of Cuba, 

e said he had ever looked on Cuba as the most interesting addi- 
tion that could ever be made” to our Union. 
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cession, or acquisition in any other way.“ 

He was ing of all the Spanish provinces in America, and 
the arguments applied with more force to Cuba than to all the 
rest together. Danger from European conquest of the extreme 
southern states of South America was only within the regions of 

ibility. Danger from the occupation of the northern states of 
South America or Central America was much more probable, but 
danger to us by such occupation of Cuba would be constant, immi- 
nent, and at. Therefore it has been the settled policy of our 
country, of all parties, at all times, that that all-important key 
should never pass out of the feeble hands of Spain to any other 
Government except that of the United States. Jefferson, Gallatin, 
Adams, Clay, Van Buren, Forsyth, Webster, Crittenden, Buchanan, 
and Marcy have all declared the same doctrine. Many of our 
statesmen have advocated its annexation, many have opposed it, 
but all have agreed as with one voice that it never should go from 
Spain to any power except the United States. We have made the 
world understand that we would resist the transfer of that island 
with the whole armed power of the United States. We have so 
held for a hundred years, and we are ready to-day to redeem that 
pledge if any European power thinks proper to put us to the test. 

Now, Mr. President, [come to the point. If to protect our lives, 
our liberty, our institutions, our homes and families we have the 
right to control the destinies of the Island of Cuba, and if in the 
exercise of these rights we have fixed the destinies of the people 
of Cuba and delivered them forever into the hands of Spain, have 
we not assumed the duty of seeing that the lives, the liberties, the 
homes and families of Cuba are protected by Spain? We have 
denied to Cuba the right to better her condition by a change of 
connection. We claim the right for ourselves to institute such 
government as we may think most conducive to our happiness, but 
we deny that right to Cuba. If England should offer to take Cuba 
from under the despotism of Spain and give to her people the mild 
government she gives to C , we say, Lou shall not go.“ If 
to-day the insurgents should abandon all hope of help from us and 
enter into negotiation with England and England should stipulate 
with them that they should have a home government, with legis- 
lative, executive, and judiciary branches chosen by the people of 
Cuba, with the power to lay and collect their own taxes, and 
that all her revenues should be expended at home, that England 
would only exercise the nominal sovereignty over Cuba that she 
does over Canada, do we not all know that the United States 
would forbid the contract and like a jailor stand at the door of 
the Spanish dungeon and bid poor Cuba go back to the compan- 
0 AE her chains? 

Mr. President, if we have kept Cuba from going to France, if 
we have kept Cuba from going to England and we have and no 
man is so blind as not to know that within the last one hundred 
years, if it had not been for the people of the United States assert- 
ing the superior right to control the destinies of that island, either 
England or France would have had it and given it a better goy- 
ernment than it has, and yet we have stood still and said, You 
shall not go.” If we intend to keep them within the sovereignty 
of Spain, is it not our moral duty to protect them and see that 
they are not destroyed by the government into whose hands we 
ery iR twh thi ights th d 

say again that wherever there are ri ere are correspond- 
ing duties, and I say the people of the United States owe it to the 
oppressed and downtrodden people of Cuba to say to Spain: The 
time has come when you must take your heel off the necks of the 
people of Cuba. e are responsible for their slavery; we are 
responsible for the despotism in that island; we are responsible 
for every drop of blood that you shed; we are responsible for 
every dollar’s worth of property that your mercenaries have stolen; 
our consciences and our character as a people are involved in this 
crime. Cuba has a right to appeal to us, and we intend that you 
shall give her just government.” 

Mr. President, we have Bet through a great civil conflict. 
Why was it that the Northern people said that they could not 
submit longer to the continuance of slavery in the Southern States? 
Because it was in the compact in which they were involved. 
They said that they were as much responsible for slavery if they 
continued to support it as those who owned the slaves; that their 
consciences were aroused; and they continued the agitation until 
the conscience of the whole country was aroused, and slavery 
passed out of existence on this continent. 

My friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest] the other day spoke of 
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that great philosopher and statesman—the greatest, in my judg- 
ment, this or any other country has ever produced—who, when 
almost a boy, scarcely a beard on his face, entered the house of 
2 with a petition in his hands asking the Commonwealth 
of Virginia to manumit her slaves. I remember that that illus- 
trious man from that day to the day of his death continued to 
posa for the same . to the African that he enjoyed. He 

lieved that liberty was the birthright of every man. He said he 
trembled for his country when he remembered that God was just, 
that nothing was more certainly written in the Book of Fate than 
that the African was to be free. My friend [Mr. Vest] spoke of 
his prophecy about Cuba. Iwant to call your attention to another 
prophecy that had its fulfillment thirty years ago. Many long 
ro? ago, speaking of African slaves in the United States, he 
said: 


When the measure of their tears shall be full, when their groans shall have 
involyed heaven itself in darkness, doubtless a God of justice will awaken to 
their distress, and by diffusing light and liberality among their oppressors, 
or, at length, by his exterminating thunder, manifest his attention to the 
ir ra this world, and that they are not left to the guidance of a blind 

Mr. President, for forty years prior to 1860 the American mind 
was agitated and tossed by the fact that African slavery existed 
in the United States. Gradually the light entered the brains and 

uickened the consciences of thousands and millions of people 
that while they did not own or hold a slave and never had, yet 
they were associated under a compact that secured that institu- 
tion. Their consciences thundered into their ears that they were 
responsible for the existence of slavery, and no compromises or 
evasions could acquit them of their participation in the guilt. 
Then the land was aroused, and the struggle went from the fornm 
of debate to the forum of battle, and slavery passed away through 
a blood atonement. 

Mr. President, the day will come when the American conscience 
will again be quickened. The day will come when this mighty 
people will see and feel that the guilt for the wrongs and oppres- 
sions of the people of Cuba is upon their hands and souls. en 
it comes, and come it will, and come it must, the nation will rouse 
itself like a strong man after sleep, and it will fill these seats with 
Senators and the seats of the other House with members who will 
say to Spain: ‘‘ Give to these 2 just government, or we will.“ 

at sort of government does Spain give to Cuba? The taxa- 
tion imposed, not by the people of Cuba but by the people of Spain, 
takes from the people of Cuba nearly $50,000,000ayear. Have you 
stopped to inquire what a monstrous iniquity this is? The whole 
annual produce of all the labor in Cuba does not exceed two hun- 
dred and fifty millions, and one-fifth of that is taken every year by 
Spain. These immense exactions are extorted from the people of 
Cuba to pay the army that crushes out their life on the fond and 
the navy that guards the shores so that no relief can come and no 
victim escape. 

In a very able article in one of the leading papers of Texas I see 
the different items of expenditure given, and the sum total is 
$48,000,000 in one year; and yet there are comparatively no schools; 
75 per cent of the entire population can neither read nor write. 
There are no roads, bridges, or ferries; no public buildings; noth- 
ing but despotism and desolation, and that by the authority of the 
United States! Besides the enormous and exhausting taxation, the 
plunder of the people is without a parallel in history. One of the 
prominent Spanish officers now in Cuba with a military command 
said in the Congress of Deputies, March 2, 1890, that the frauds, 
thefts, and r of money by the officers sent out from 
Spain to govern Cuba amounted to $40,000,000! Forty millions 
wrung from a million and a half of people is a monumental rob- 
borr. Taxes by duties on imports are levied in Spain for Cuba, 
and levied so as to enrich not the Cubans but the Spaniards in 
Spain. The tax on flour is levied enormously high to keep out the 
flour of the United States and compel Cubans to import Spanish 
flour, and on that was so high a duty that bread costs 25 cents a 

und. And the starving people complain to us that bread is a 

uxury in Cuba, and yet we say that Cuba shall not leave Spain! 
Why should not the people of Cuba have a government of their 
own? Why should not the question of taxation be placed in the 
hands of the Ay spas pera of the people who pay the taxes? 

For what did our fathers fight in 1776? One of our greatest 
statesmen has said that our Revolution was fought on a preamble. 
We had suffered no despotism. We declared that taxation and 
representation should go together. Such has been our funda- 
mental principle ever since. The taxpayers, through their repre- 
sentatives, must vote the taxes under our Government. Butun- 
der the despotic barbarism we have forced on the people of Cuba 
the amount of taxes is prescribed by the tax receiver. It was said 
here the other day that Cuba had 30 representatives in the Cortes 
of Spain, while Spain has 700 representatives. How are these 30 
so-called representatives chosen? Twenty thousand Spanish mer- 
chants and manufacturers in Cuba elect 27 representatives, while 
90,000 Cuban farmers elect 3 representatives, and several hun- 
dred thousand Cuban male adults are disfranchised. Butif the 
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ees Regis sine i wane rae Sees a seek ee 

yers in a body of more rep- 
resentatives? What they require for their protection is a govern- 
ment of Cubans for Cuba. No power has the t to impose 
taxes on the people of Cuba but themselves. Spanish taxation for 
Cuba makes flour so dear that Cubans only consume 54 pounds per 
head year, while Spanish taxation on the Spanish le in 
Spain is so light that in Spain the people consume 400 per 
head per year. If the people wish to meet and humbly petition 
the military commander who has them in his keeping for more 
bread or for more mercy, they must first obtain a permit. With- 
out it no meeting can be held, and even with it under the super- 
vision of a deputy sent by the commander, 

And we are guarding the brutal monsters while they are carry- 

ing on their iniquity. 

. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, a few days 
ago I stated that fact on the floor of the Senate, and the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] retorted that this was a time of war. I 
want to ask the Senator from Texas if I was not correct when I 
said that in time of peace, and during the past ten years, for in- 
stance, the Cubans could not hold a public meeting without get- 
ting a 8 from the Government and a Government officer 
e * who had authority to suppress any meetings he 

Mr. MILLS. And to disperse them when he pleased. That is 
the standing order, so I am informed by the representatives of 
the Cuban le. But if it is only during a time of war, what 
else has Cuba had for a hundred years? War is the normal condi- 
tion of that island, and a condition that is imposed by the oe 
and powerful arm of the United States. How proud we must f 
of the great Republic when we see her stand with the keys lock- 
ing the dungeons in which the free people of Cuba are confined— 
a people who are not permitted, without the assent of the dictator, 
even to ask him for mercy. 

Mr. President, I want to call the attention of the Senate and the 
American people to some of the enormities committed by Paal 
officials in their treatment of the people of Cuba. In the former 
revolution, from 1868 to 1878, the conduct of ppan wes precisely 
what it is now. On the 4th of April, 1869, V: da issued an 
order, from which I read the following items: 


First. Every man from the age of 15 years and upward found out of his 
houso who can not give a good reason for it will be shot. 


Second. Every unoccu ouse will be burned by 8 
Third. Every house ut a white flag, which is the that its inhab- 
reduced to ashes. 

at their homes or at the houses of their relatives 
thered either at the town. ot Jiguaini or in that of Bayamo, where 
be 1 tor them. Those who do not present themselves will 
When Mr. Fish, our Secretary of State, read the brutal order 
he wrote to the Spanish minister at Washington,“ In the interest 
of Christian civilization and common humanity, I hope that this 
document is a forgery.” But it was not. It Was genuine. This 
exterminating policy was continued, and in 1871 President Grant 
said to the same minister that the “‘ atrocities” inflicted in Cuba 
had turned the whole country against ain to such a degree that 
the people were scarcely capable of judging imparti any 
longer. But all such remonstrances were lost on Spain. One of 
her captains of volunteers says in one of his reports: 

More than 300 and conspirators are shot monthly in this jurisdiction. 
Myself alone with my company have already killed 9, and I will never be 
weary of killing. 

Another captain of volunteers reports: 
7. shot 
ee eee Ker eee De 
tho following day we killed a Cuban officer and another man. Among the 
13 we shot the first day were found three sons and their fathers; the 
witnessed the execution of their sons without even c color, and ere 
coun 8 


their turn came they said they died for the independence 
In a letter of one of the officers of the Spanish army he says: 
Nota le Cuban will remain on this island, because we shoot all those we 
find in the fields, on their farms. and in every hovel. * * * Wedonotleave 
a creature alive where we pass, be it manoranimal. If we find cows, we kill 
them; if horses, ditto; if h ditto; men, women, or children, ditto. As to 
the hi we burn > everyone receives what he deserves—the men 
with bullets, the animals with the bayonet. The island will remain a desert. 
During that revolution a Spanish newspaper in Barcelona pub- 
lished the following proceedings of a military tribunal in Cuba: 
General Staff of the Captain-Generalship of the Island of Cuba; 
of exam- 
Jose Val- 
der 


for that reason he has ordered that the 
court be sent to a castle for two 
Pu by order of his excellency. 

Six years at hard labor for uttering seditious words was a pun- 
ishment so mild that the court was sentenced to two months’ con- 
finement as a W ent for their clemency! And this almost 
within sight of our shores, and backed by authority of the 


as a punishment for it. 
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United States! I read another extract. It is given to the public 
by Mr. the representative of the Cuban people here. He 
is a gentleman whose veracity is not questioned. Here is an 
incident of that war as related by him: 

During the last war General Weyler did not distinguish himself by mili 
exploits. As a soldier he was an obscure commander of a column. 
operations were in the territories of Camaguey and Tunis. His reputation 
ee ou his atrocities. “The dance at Gunimaro“ is famous in Puerto 


Weyier ordered the latter to ee to her daughter the sacrifice to him of 


treated in vain the young woman. Colonel Weyler offered this dilemma: 
The senorita must choose between him and the soldiers of the already 
famous and sadly celebrated Fourth Com — er Senorita Romero did not vac- 


b l on, monster, and the Fourth 
8 do not hesitate. Give me up to the Fourth Company! 5 — Mr. 
e Cruz declares: “ 


T her hair white, a 
complete wreck, an idiot, I saw the sad victim of that infamy! yi Wee 
How proud we must be as American citizens to stand guard 
over that atrocious villain who is again in Cuba in his work of 
death and desolation, but who would not be there to-day if the 
United States would draw her sword, as it is her duty todo. If 
we will not permit England, France, or Germany to extricate 
these wretched and persecuted people from the clutches of Spain, 
our honor demands that we shall do it ourselves. With what 
lofty pride our American mothers, wives, and daughters must 
look upon the enrapturing scene of a Spanish 8 at the 
head of a horde of armed brigands demanding of a helpless, inno- 
cent girl to decide between her life and her honor! w their 
eyes must burn with unwonted brightness and their cheeks suffuse 
and glow with gratified lege when they look on Weyler, with the 
Stars and Stripes above his head and falling in rich folds around 
his shoulders, and the royal bird of Jove fanning his cheeks with 
the feathers of his outstretched wings, while he bids an innocent 
irl to choose between his and the embraces of his brutal minions, 
ow proud must all our men be, sons of the sires who hung that 
standard in the storms of a hundred battles, who saw it ride in 
triumph on lands and lakes and oceans, and never once did the 
smell of the stain of dishonor rest within its folds, now see it 
guarding the wretch who slanghters unarmed men, violates unpro- 
tected women, and gives their homes to the flames and their flesh 
to the eagles. Oh Columbia, gem of the ocean, your children 
have boasted of their civilization, their freedom, their prowess. 
How is the mighty fallen, the strong staff broken and the beautiful 
rod! Columbia, the mighty God who called thee out of the deep, 
peoe in your hands the burning brand to enlighten the world and 
its downtrodden humanity to higher and better altitudes. 
You were never intended for a jailer. Your fair waist was never 
designed to be encircled by the belt of a Spanish bullfighter, nor 
your fair hands to carry the keysof Spanish dungeons, where vic- 
tims of despotism were loaded with chains because, taught by 
your precepts and example, they aspired to climb to the mountain 
tops where you stood. 

. President, I speak and feel as an Americancitizen. There 
is not a drop of Spanish blood in my veins. I for lib- 
erty, I speak for the right, and I feel and speak for the honor 
of my country. We hold Cuba in vassalage to Spain. For a 
hundred years we have declared, and reiterated the declaration, 
that Cuba shall stay under the dominion of Spain. We have shut 
in her face the door of hope for release from that despotism, an 
having the responsibility which even an equitable right woul 
give, we should demand of Spain that 3 should be 
eres to Cuba. If necessary we should enforce the demand with 

e whole military strength of thenation. Suppose the suffering 
people of Cuba should say to us: You have forsaken us; we have 
appealed to you time and again. Every generation that has come 
from the womb has appealed to you, an pone down to the grave 
marked by Spanish blood and dishonor. farewell; we are go- 
ing now to appeal to England; she will give us the mild govern- 
ment she gives to Canada. She will let us govern ourselves in all 
our domestic affairs—she will let us raise what taxes we are will- 

to pay and expend our revenues on educating our children 
and building up our country, and protect us against invasion from 
Spain or any other power.“ What would be our response? What 
has for a century been our response? Columbia would come out 
with her mighty heart throbbing, her flags fying, and her drums 
beating, and answer in tones of thunder, England shall not as- 
sume sovereign rights over one square footof Cuba. We will see 
that ere keeps Cuba against all the world except ourselves.” 
Then if we have fixed the destiny of Cuba we owe it to our own 
honor, we owe it to humanity, to protect the wretched and mis- 
governed people of that island against Spanish barbarity. 

The other day I read in the press dispatches from Cuba where a 
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Spanish column, after haying an engagement with the troops un- 
der Maceo’s command, attacked a house where a father, a daughter, 
child i. ae : aeried Sto 3 ee ae itinens 

ild in his arms and cried, ing; weare citi > 
but they drew nearer, took deadlier wien, shot to death the father 
and the child. The daughter forward to protect her 
wounded father and to plead for her own life. The appeal was 
answered by shots from their rifles and thrusts from their bayo- 
nets, and the girl fell on the dead body of her father and brother, 
riddied with bullets and gashed with bayonets. This is the kind 
of government Spain is giving to Cuba. It is the protection that 
the hawk gives to the dove, the panther to the hind. And all this 
is by the authority of the United States! Westand guard over 
Spain while she tears Cuba limb from limb, while the victim is 

ing to us to deliver her from the jaws of the monster. 

. President, while 3 ing of the slaughter of this girl who 
attempted to save her father, there comes up in my mind the rec- 
ollection of an incident that occurred in Ala’ uring our civil 
war. Acolonel of an Ohio regiment was in command of a district 
in North Alabama within whose lines the family of a Confederate 
officer resided. Sometimes the bold rebel would slip through the 
lines undiscovered and visit his family. On one occasion he was 
discovered by some one more devoted to the Union than to his per- 
sonal welfare. Information was given to the colonel command- 
ing the district, who took a half dozen of his men and under cover 
of night went to the house to capture his Confederate foeman. 
Arriving at the house, he rushed in the door, pistol in hand, and 
found the Confederate soldier in the midst of his family, his pistol 
and belt lying upon the bureau and within reach of his daughter, 
a beautiful Confederate girl of 18 summers. In an instant she 
grasped her father’s pistol to shoot in defense of her father’s 

The coolnel sprang forward, seized tha pistol in her 
d to disarm her. Not being a Spaniard, if never entered his 
mind to shoot her. In the struggle her pistol fired, and she was 
shot through the hand, but her father succeeded in making his 
escape. The gallant officer returned in a few days to see about that 
wounded hand. Hecame again to express his profound regrets 
for that wound, and again and 8 8 to hope for its early recov- 
ery. He did not stop 3 he carried that hand off with 
him and clasped it in his. is his hand now and has been for 
thirty years. Around that family hearthstone there stands a 
of noble sons, half Yankee, half rebel, but all Americans. 
(an use in the galleries.) We did not shoot women and chil- 
m. We did not shoot prisoners in our great civil war. 
Mr. President, in my own 
drank of the cup of Spanish 
i — occurred i 


State of Texas—a State that 
barity to the dregs in its early 
his there during our civil war another incident 
that shows the difference between Spanish and Anglo-Saxon civ- 
lization. The Island of Galveston had been occupied by the 
troops of the United States, and the Harriet Lane, a United States 
man-of-war, laid at her wharf. The officer in command of the 
Department of Texas at Houston got one or two old steamboats 
that were laid up out of reach of the enemy, put cotton bales 
around them, and mounted on them such guns as he could pro- 
cure, and moved down to attack the enemy's navy with his, and 
at the same time threw troops across the bridge on the island and 
attacked and ees ie eee at the same time, with his 
improvised fleet, he a , boarded. and captured the Harriet 
Lane. Youn Lea, the commander of the Harriet Lane, fought 
gallantly, and fell on the quarter deck of his vessel, vainly ari 
gling to hold it. When the battle was over, we did not cut o 
is head and stick it on a pole and parade the streets with it as 
the Spaniards did their victims in Cul Gentle hands shrouded 
the young soldier. He was, taken to the cemetery where the 
fathers. of the city slept. His remains were followed to the 
grave by the whole people. His father read the burial service 
of the church to which they both belonged and into which the 
young officer had been i when a child in his father’s 
arms. We laid him in a hero’s grave, we covered him with 
flowers, flowers that were wet with the tears of kindred and 
friends, and left him alone in his glory. Never in that great 
conflict, where more than 2,000,000 of men were engaged for four 
years in the most Seon be struggle that ever occurred in the an- 
nals of mankind, did either side ever commit one such act of 
3 now being enacted every day in Cuba. 
Mr. ident, this is the same old gon I could read you in- 
stance after instance of barbarism in Cuba; but it would be but 
the repetition of Spanish history—the same old story that we have 
heard from the days of Charles V, when the printing press came 
and light began to diffuse itself and knowledge began to be gath- 
ered and stored. Spain tried to crush it out and extinguish the 
light by military violence. You all remember the history of 
Luther, who began the Reformation by teaching the Germans that 
justification came by faith. Charles V had him summoned to 
orms to answer to him for this mortal offense. He presided 
over that a assembly, then the most powerful monarch on 
the globe. called on Luther to retract heresies, which he 


refused to do, saying he would only retract when his judgment 
was convinced by reason. 

We all remember the history of the poor Netherlands. They 
had recovered their land from the sea by building dikes, and the 
Spaniards overflowed their lands with blood as the sea had there- 


tofore done by water. Finding it almost hopeless to contend 
against them and to save their country from the butchery, tor- 
ture, and flame of the Spaniard, they stood upon the dikes, spade 
in hand, and said, If you continue this persecution, if we can not 
live in this country, we will cut these dikes and bring back again 
the sea over us all, and, vanquished and victor, we will go together 
to the throne of God to plead our cause.” 

What was the history of Spainin her American provinces? Did 
her treatment of her subjects change? We were boys once; our 
heads are now gray; but I can remember when I was a boy read- 
ing a little poem and perhaps reciting it at school: 

When Cortez came with sword and 


With one fell blow proud Mexico 
Was humbled in the dust. 


Sword and fiame! Not the flame of the intellect, not the flame 
of truth, not the flame of knowledge, not enlightenment and ele- 
vation of character, but the flame of fire that extinguishes and 
burns the fagots beneath the feet of victims. 

She desolated Mexico under Cortez, Pern under Pizarro, and 
when, in vain, after a long tenure she found herself utterly inca- 
pable of holding those provinces, and when the United States stood 
with a brandished and flaming sword and said to all Europe, You 
shall not interfere to help apaa recover them,” then the whole 
powerof her concentrated despotism fell upon poor Cuba. In 
1825 an order or decree issued from the Government of Spain 
appointing a 3 for Cuba and giving him all the powers of 
a governor of a besieged city. Martial law was given to Cuba in 
1825, and martial law has been theinheritance of poor Cuba from 
1825 to 1895. For threescore and ten years that prostrate island 
has been crushed, bleeding, starving, rising in insurrection, the 
people lifting their appeal to God to smile on their cause and give 
them deliverance, and appealing to the United States for hel 
And 8 moment of that time we have stood upon the 
dark doorways to Spanish dungeons with American bayonets and 
American flags flying over them, refusing them succor, and yet 
holding them in subjection to Spain. 

I say, sir, we have a duty, a holy duty, and if we think God will 
not call us to account for the manner in which we have refused 
to discharge that duty to those people, we must believe that there 
are crimes and sins that can be perpetrated in this world which 
can ge without an atoning ifice. The blood of innocence and 
the demands of justice, as my friend the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. VEsT] said the other day, will speak after a while. He who 
sees the sparrow fall will open pia setn never sleep. He will 
opan the ears that are never deaf. will treasure up the wrongs 
of Cuba and after a while— 

Eternal justice wakes, and in their turn 
The vanquished triumph and the victors mourn. 

We have had something to do with Spanish history in the State 
of which I am a citizen and where I have lived since a boy. We 
have gone through all of this history. After 1824, when Mexico 
had achieved her independence and made her free constitution, 
copying closely that of the United States, a Spanish dictator, 
Santa Anna, trod that constitution beneath his feet. With his 
armed soldiery he marched over Mexico, beat down her armies— 
for he was a military genius—and not onl them but 
butchered them, and not only butchered them but went to the 
cities that sympathized with the 4. foram government of 
Mexico and butchered men, women, and children. 

In 1836 he came to Texas on his mission of death. He came 
with a sword of flame, as Cortez had gone to Mexico in 1525, but 
he found a different kind of material from that with which Cortez 
had to contend. Fora while fortune seemed to smile on him. He 
entered San Antonio and stormed and took the little garrison in 
the Alamo, and put to the sword every livin ing within its 
walls except one woman and one little fi ə child. They too 
would have been slain, but they were covered by the dead bodies 
of the soldiers who had fallen im defense of the garrison. True 
to Spanish instinct, Santa Anna went about among the bodies of 
the slain and sent his dagger to the hilt in the bosoms of its heroes. 
From San Antonio, flushed with victory, on the 6th of 
1836, the invaders went to Goliad. On his way he encounte 
Fannin with a handful of brave men from Texas, ia, and 
Alabama. Though far inferior in number they challen his ad- 
vance, and beat him till their ammunition was exhansted, and 
then capitulated. They were to be sent back home to Georgia 
and Alabama. But on Sunday, the 27th of March, when the Sab- 
bath bells were ringing all over the home land, when friends and 
Iova oom in cing home land were wenang pee way to 3 
places of worship, the Spaniard was conducti is victims 
place of slaughter, 5 
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The little band under Shackelford were young men from Ala- 
bama. An old soldier of the Republic of Texas told me many 
ears ago the story of that massacre as it was given to him by 
Shack ord himself. He said he was a practicing physician in 
Alabama, and determined to raise some men and go and help 
Texas. His son wasin his party and his patrons and friends gave 
him their sons upon the condition that he would treat them as he 
treated his own son. He accepted the trust. When the battle 
was fought and lost, Shackelford, who was a skillful surgeon, 
attended the wounded Mexicuns, and rendered to them valuable 
service. For this he was informed that he could have the life of 
his son; all the others would be shot. He went to his son and 
said: I have accepted all your comrades upon the terms that I 
would treat each of them as I would treat my own son. Your 
comrades are ordered to be shot. Your life is offered to me, but 
Ican not crime it without betraying my word. Iwill leave it to 
you to decide for yourself.” The gallant young hero instantly 
urned the proposition and said he would die with his comrades. 
They were young men of education. Many of them played 
well upon musical instruments and all sang. Before the fatal 
order was executed they took their harps, violins, and flutes, some 
layed and others sang that sad but soul-stirring song of John 
oward Payne: 
Mid $ 
EFV 
A charm from the skies seems to hallow us there, 
Which sought through the world is ne’er met with elsewhere. 

In a few moments more their voices were still and their harps 
were songless and silent. At last they were all at home—not 
the homes they had left in Alabama and Georgia, and to which 
the Spaniard had 8 they should soon return, but they were 
at that far-away home where the wicked cease from troubling 
and the weary are at rest.” 

After the slaughter their bodies were gathered in funeral piles, 
covered with brush, and set on fire, and wolves and dogs and hogs 
fed upon such as the fire had failed to consume. On to the east 
the victors pushed their columns till on the 21st of April the last 
hope of Texas, an army of 783 men, stood with their back against 
the San Jacinto River. It was the last intrenchment of liberty, and 
that day was to decide whether it was to be the birth or burial of 
the Republic. To enter the arena where Texas awaited him he 
had to cross a stream sonneg by a bridge which, when crossed, 
Houston had destroyed behind him, so that there was no escape 
for either army. Excelling Houston more than two to one, he 
was confident of victory, and as the sun passed the meridian he 
laid down to enjoy his siesta and dreams of ultimate victory and 
the slaughter of the vanquished. While he was sleeping, sony 
sleeping, the soft Southern winds passing over vast fields of 
flowers drank up their odors and poured their rich perfumes 
through hiscamp; the feathered choristers of brightest plumage 
sang in the branches of the evergreen oaks that bent over him. 
While he slept Houston moved cautiously among his devoted 
braves, told them the bridge was gone, then ‘‘ Be men, be free- 
men, that your childen may praise their father’s name. Remember 
the Alamo!” At3 o'clock in the grenna he moved forward to 
the battle. As he was advancing he told his musicians to play a 
piece that he named—a piece that he thought suitable to the 
occasion and in harmony with their feelings. If a Greek column 
had been moving against the invader who had driven them to 
their last intrenchment the song of the Argive warriors would 
have been: 

Again to the battle, Achaians! 

Our hearts bid the tyrants defiance! 

Our land, the first garden of Liberty’s tree, 
It has been, and be, the land of the free. 

But it was not a Greek army, and it was not a Greek song they 
sang. It was a Texan army, and a handful as brave as the bravest 
who fought with Themistocles at Salamis or fell with Leonidas 


at Thermopylæ. 
If it had bosn a Scotch ane ee to meet the tyrant who 
had invaded their homes and laid waste their fields, the song they 


sang would have been: i 


Scots, who have with Wallace bled, 
Scots, whom Bruce has often led, 
Welcome to your pary bed, 

Or to victory! 

But they were not Scots, though as brave and as true as the 
best that won with Bruce at Bannockburn or lost with Wallace 
at Falkirk. 

If it had been the Old Guard of France marching down into 
that vortex at Waterloo, where the concentrated fire of more than 
a hundred guns was plowing through their ranks, they would 
have sung: 

Ye sons of France, awake to glory! 
Hark! hark! what myriads bid you rise! 
Your children, wives, and gran hoary, 

Behold their tears and hear their cries! 
To arms! to arms! ye brave! 
The avenging sword unsheathe! 
March on! march on! all hearts resolved 
On victory or death! 


But it was not a French army, nor the field of Waterloo. It 
was a Texan army, as brave, as determined, as patriotic as the 
ay-bearded grenadiers that carried the victorious lilies of France 
om the Pillars of Hercules on the west to the mountains of 
Judea on the east, and from the 8 of Egypt on the south 
to the snow-covered steppes of Russia on the north. The occa- 
sion demanded not the sonorous blast of the trumpet, but the soft. 
sweet notes of the lute. The song they sang was a warm, cordi 
invitation: 
Will you come to the bower I have shaded for you? 
Your bed shall be roses all spangled with dew. 

They came, and a great many of them are there yet. When the 
battle was over one-half of the enemy were dead on the field and 
the other prisoners begging for that macy they never gave but 
received from those whose homes they destroyed and whose 
comrades they had put to the sword. When the sun set on that 
eventful day and the stars began to light their lamps in the skies 
lo! in the southwestern heavens there appeared one that moved 
forward till it stood over the field of San Jacinto and burned on 
with ever-increasing brilliancy as the representative of the new- 


born Republic of Texas. 
in 1873, twenty-three 


Mr. President, when I came to Cours 
years ago, before I was sworn in I read the news of the capture of 


the steamer Virginius and the butchery of 53 of the persons taken 
on her decks. The vessel had been engaged in carrying arms and 
supplies to the insurrectionists in Cuba. She was regularly docu- 
mented as a vessel of the United States. Over her decks floated 
the flag of the United States. Every one on the boat was en- 
titled to the protection of the laws of the United States. She was 
run down on the high seas and captured by a Spanish armed ves- 
sel and carried into Santiago on the 3d of November, 1873. At 
6 o'clock next morning four of her passengers were shot. An 
officer of the British schooner Brilliante, who witnessed the exe- 
cution, says: 

The executioners demanded that these victims should kneel and be shot in 
the back. Two of them so knelt and were soshot. The other two, Veronaand 
Ryan, refused to kneel, and were thrown down and handcuffed while be; g 
their executioners to let them die standing. A Spanish officer stepped for- 
ward and thrust his sword through Ryan's heart. Verona died easily. Then 
down upon the co still warm with life, came the bloodthirsty mob, sev- 
ering their heads from their bodies, placing them on pikes, and marching with 
them through the city 

Forty-nine others were shot to death on the 7th and 8th of No- 
vember. And the great achievement was celebrated with bonfires 
and bullfights over the island. Ryan was a gallant Union soldier 
from New York. Frye, the captain of the vessel, was a Confed- 
erate from Louisiana. These 53 persons on the decks of an Ameri- 
can vessel were tried at night before a military tribunal. They 
were not permitted to be present and defend mselves. They 
had violated no law of Spain. Reverdy Johnson, one of the ablest 
lawyers in the United States, said: 

Her capture was as gross a disregard of the authority of the United States 
as if the Tornado had seized her in the harbor of New York. If he said the 
vessel had violated the neutrality laws of the United States, Spain could take 
no cognizance of it. 

The United States alone could do that, but the United States 
did nothing but enter into a long diplomatic correspondence, and 
came out of the controversy covered with disgrace. Frye was 
refused permission to apply to the United States consul for the 
protection of the men on his boat. When they were marched to 
execution they were carried past the United States consul's office— 
his flag not even flying. He did not dare to put it up, and his 
doomed fellow-countrymen bowed their heads to the 3 flag- 
staff and waived a mournful good-bye.” 

After Captain Frye was condemned they for the first time per- 
mitted him to come before the military tribunal. He asked 
permission to go, not to plead for his life, but for the lives of 
some of his crew. In that appeal he says: 

Ido not come here to plead for my own life. You have condemned me. I 
do not ask you for my life. 

It has been notorious— 

He said— 
the uscreas wart snd e many prices were taken not «sng 
life was sacrificed. 

What a high tribute this is to the Union Army and to the Union 
people by a Confederate soldier! <A citizen of Louisiana, a Con- 
federate, says to the Spaniards: 


The country against which I fought and the people inst whom I fought, 
the countr t triumphed over me, never trated in one single instance 
what you do in every instance. On the con — 

He said 
the ter of the prisoners were liberated after a short imprisonment. 


part 

the law in Cuba and the proclamation referrin, 
arms into Cuba I had not heard until the night of my conviction. with 
supericr opportunities I was ignorant of a case decided by other than inter- 
national law, how completely ignorant should be these poor people? I was 
continually in the company. of persons who pugas to have known it, yet the 
fact was never oncealludedto. Inaword, I believe that they were 1 
to know that their lives are 


and that the world will 8 surprised 
sacrificed. The council know that I am not — tor my life; 


to the introduction of 


I have 


neither home nor country—a victim of war and persecution—I being shut out 


1896. 


from the road to pr 


rity until I am unable to provide bread for my wife 
and seven children, who know what it is to suffer from the vicissitudes of my 
life. My life is one of suffering, and it is not for myself hak I implore. 

* * + = * 


Spaniards, one who will die in the embrace of our 
holy religion, consider the souls of these r people. Give them time and 
8 to seek the mercy of God. us only can you comply with your 
= 5 3 blood ought to be sufficient. These poor men had no knowledge 
Q e . 

Was not that a magnificent appeal to make? Heroic and noble, 
he refused to ask from those bloody butchers his own life. He 
had violated no law for which they could punish him, and, as he 
said, no one in our great conflict had ever been punished for running 
a blockade. The vessel would be condemned as a prize, the property 
would be taken, but the people that were on it would be treated 
as prisoners in civilized war. 

ut the Spaniards did not turn 8 They butchered all 
of them, and now I have here somethi Sar I want to read to 
you. Our consul, when he found the t had come in, inter- 
ceded with the butcher Burriel. I perhaps ought to ask pardon 
from some of our people who think that I am too harsh in speaking 
of this “ proud pa pce es people.” Here was a butcher, and as 
soon as the vessel came in the American consul asked permission 
of Burriel to see his countrymen before anything was done. He 
sent a dispatch to the consul at Jamaica informing him of these 
facts, and Burriel, the general in command, suppressed it, and 
admits that he suppressed it, and would not permit it to go until 
those people were all tried and slaughtered. Here is what Bur- 
riel says in reply to that: J 

I have received your communications, one dated the 2d instant and the re- 
maining two others the 3d instant; the first inquiring if it was true thata 
tel had been detained by my orders, which you had addressed to the 
United States consul in Kingston, Jamaica, asking information as to the na- 
tionality of the steamer Virginius, seized on the high seas as a pirate by the 
Spanish war steamer Tornado. In my desire to correspond duly to the ex- 
quisite zeal which you show in this matter, I would have replied at once to 
your communication, but as I received it precisely at the moment of im- 
Pee he eee eto due were ĩ mon which we ofisials do met 
come to the offices, 8 us well as everyone else, in the medita- 
tion of the divine mysteries of All Saints’ and the commemoration of All 
Souls’ days, as prescribed by our holy religion. 

He could not listen to an appeal to save those souls when he 
was engaged in considering the mysteries of All Saints and the 
commemoration of All Souls. He could not listen to the a of 
a man who, refusing to ask for his own life, asked for the lives of 
those poor innocent men who were on his boat, He was engaged 
in considering the mysteries of All Saints and the commemora- 
tion of All Souls, when souls were being rushed into eternity by 
the shots of his guns and by the thrusts of his spears—fifty- 
wallowing in their own blood. 

What did the American peopledo about that? Everybody knows 
very well that Spain had no right to stop that vessel on the high 
seas. General Grant said so. General Grant’s Cabinet said so in 
1871 when the question was brought before them whether the 
people of the United States had not a right to ship arms and 
munitions of war to insurgents anywhere. It was a matter that 
was referred to the Cabinet. I have the letter. Here is what it 


Says: 
4 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, October 1, 1869. 


To Francis DARR: 

Your dispatch of to-day came while I was at a Cabinet meeting, and after I 
had pene t before the President your letter on the same subject. After 
full consultation with the Cabinet, the President was of opinion that the ship- 
ment of arms was not prohibited to either party in the Cuban struggle. The 
revolutionists have as full power to buy and ship as the Spaniards. It is upon 
the fitting out of a military or naval expedition, warlike in its character, that 
the neutrality laws operate. It is an entire mistake to suppose that the 
United States officers have ever been instructed to stop the shipment of 
merchandise though it be in the form of articles contraband of war. 

The owners and masters of vessels must simply take their own risk in these 
cases. But if an expedition, whether of armed men or armed vessels intended 
for naval warfare. is started in our ports, then the question of our duty as 
neutrals or as a friendly power arises, and even if we had acknowledged the 
independence of Cuba our duty and our rule could be no whit different until 
we had directly and publicly espoused one side of the question by making war 
upon the other. You must remember that we constantly bonght arms of 

ngland during the rebellion, and no one 9 the legal right of Eng- 
lishmen to sell to us or the Confederacy. e blockade runners took their 
own risk of capture, but the Alabama was fitted out to make war upon us as 
ban republicans must learn to make this distinction 
t = have said above, the 

e law. 


as I believe I am the onl 


aship of war. The Cu 
before complaining of our conduct. In this 
recognition of their independence would not alter 
Yours, truly, J. D. COX, 
Secretary of the Interior. 
It was unanimously decided by his whole Cabinet that no nation 
had a right to arrest that vessel on the high seas. Neither Spain 
nor any other country on the face of the earth could go behind 
the papers that accredited the vessel; that they were conclusive; 
it was American soil; and American authority granted the right 
of security to everyone on its decks. And yet, Mr. President, I 
say with shame that we permitted that butchery to go almost un- 
challenged. There was a long list of correspondence, amounting 
to some hundred or two papers, back and forth, and a little milk- 
and-water agreement between Mr. Fish and Mr. Barnaby, the 
minister a that the guilty party should be brought to jus- 
tice and tried. They had a tribunal arranged in Spain to try 
Burriel, and after a long correspondence, running through three 
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or four years, the Government of the United States was notified 
that the tribunal was organized, that it took jurisdiction, and 
that the Government of Spain could do no more. The court could 
do with him as they please. The result was Burriel died a nat- 
ural death and was never broucin, to trial at all. And for 53 peo- 
ple butchered on the decks of that vessel, rightfully claiming 
the protection of the United States, the great body of them 
American citizens, after a long controversy Spain paid $77,000, 
about $1,500 apiece. 

Now, look upon this picture and upon this, Hyperion to a satyr. 
At Salonica, in 1876, While this correspondence was going on, a 
Greek girl was taken from some Mussulmans, The German con- 
sul and the French consul rushed into the street where there was 
a mob attempting to carry her away, to plead for the girl and pro- 
tect her, if possible. They were cut down and stabbed to death in 
the streets. The Turkish Government, without waiting for any 
invitation from Germany or France, telegraphed over the wires 
that they would punish those people, that it was unauthorized, 
and offered to do everything. 

Did France enter into a long correspondence running through 
five or six years? Did Germany doit? They did not even deign 
to answer the telegram, but each one ordered its fleets to Salonica 
landed its marines on the shore, and compelled the Government o 
Turkey to bring the guilty wretches before them, and under the 
muzzles of their guns they shot to death six of these perpetrators, 
and then said: Pay $100,000 to the family of each one of these 
persons and I leave you,” and it was done. 

Mr. President, that brings me to the last question to consider 
in this case. Whyis it that in the latter years of our Government 
every time we attempt to maintain the honor, the dignity, and the 
respect of our people some tremendous power commences to man- 
ifest itself in secret and in quiet, and we hear all sorts of objec- 
tions except the real one? In the revolution of 1868-1878 the 
said that Spain had just thrown off the monarchy and bloom 
out into a republic, and we will do great damage to republican 
government—such as we have instituted in this country is felt all 
over the world—if we talk plainly to Spain. Remember,” they 
said before, *‘ Castellar is very proud and sensitive. Do not wound 
his feelings.” 

Mr. President, the blood of our citizens butchered by Spain is 
crying from the earth to us, and I for one am for calling her to 
account, and if her pride is wounded by our demand for proper 
treatment from her, she may fret till her proud heart breaks. 

We hear now the same old pes Spain is eyen vindicated here, 
With the atrocities of three hundred years piled up preta her, 
her cause is espoused and boldly defended. e are told that the 
insurgents are ungrateful to Spain. When generation after gen- 
eration of Cubans have been sent to bloody graves by her hand it 
is ungrateful even to remonstrate. 

Mr. STEWART. Will I interrupt the Senator from Texas if I 
inquire of him whether he thinks the $1,200,000,000 of bonded debt 
which Spain owes, included in which is a lien of $300,000,000 upon 
Cuban revenues, has anything to do with the reluctance of other 
nations to interfere in favor of humanity in this case? 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, there is something away down 
under the surface, I can see and feel it moving up to the surface, 
I do not know just exactly what it is. I think I know,. but I can 
not say positively whether it is foreign securities or what it is, 
but I know one thin g. I know that the great heart of the Ameri- 
can people is now pleading for the right and the honor of America. 
I suppose somebody has some interest in importing sugar. Of 
course that is going to be disturbed and there will be some money 
lost in it. Foreign securities may fall. There may be $5,000,000 
or $10,000,000 lost in the United States, occasioned by the Senate 
and House of Representatives asserting the rights, the dignity, 
and honor of the American people. But, Mr. President, I would 
rather spend a hundred million dollars and take the captives from 
the Isle of Pines that Spain has been sending there for fifty years 
and liberate them, because it is our duty to do it. We have 
assumed such a relation toward Cuba that the blood of the poor 
wretches who have rotted on the Isle of Pines and whose bones 
are scattered about over the whole land rises up against us. The 
spot of bloody guilt is on our hands and we may fain cry, Out, 
damned spot!” All the waters of ocean can not wash this guilt 
away. 

It is our duty, Senators, to protect those people or say to Eng- 
land, France, Russia, and any others, “If you want that island 
take it; we have nothing to say aboutit.” But as long as we say 
to all the earth, You shall not touch it; it belongs to Spain and 
we will keep it in the hands of Spain,” then I say that an awful 
load of guilt is rolled upon our souls, and we, to whom the honor 
of our country and our people are intrusted, must stand as Amer- 
icans, and we must say to Spain, “ You shall give that island self- 
government, or we will.” Poor old Oliver Goldsmith said a long 
time ago: 


Honor fails where commerce long prevails. 


The right to receivea 
right to send out a cargo an 


o and make $100,000 on it, and the 
make $100,000 on it; these are the 
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things that are now poking 


leadin, g inst “ji I received a letter this m. 

pod Piah oe « Another fool,” the writer says, has turn 

j » Heasks, Could you not have left this jingoism to LODGE 
and CHANDLER and SHERMAN?” „What did you go into it for?” 


their heads up all over this country 


and he signs himself ‘‘ A Disgusted Democrat.” If I had one of the 
cathode rays and could put it into his pocket, I would find sugar 
stock. [Laughter.] No man who ever felt the honor of country 
touch his heart, no man who ever felt a feeling of humanity ani- 
mate his bosom, in a time of this sort—when innocent women and 
Is and children are lifting their piteous hands and appealing to 
Government that makes these things eee ever send 
such a message as that to a member of Congress, 

Mr. President, I believe, as I said a while ago, that the hour is 
drawing nigh when guiltless blood shall penetrate the sky. I be- 
lieve that the day is not very far off when the American people 
Will see this as they saw that other slavery. I believe the day is 
approaching rapidly when the American conscience will stand u 

armed and equipped and fill the Senate and the House an 
the Executive Mansion with men who will say to Spain, This 
thing must stop. We will take that island from you. We will 
give to the people of Cuba the power to organize a government 

ing from the consent of the governed, the same sort of gov- 
ernment that we have. We demand that they shall have the in- 
alienable right.” 

Our fathers said that everybody had the inalienable right to 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, and they said they had 
a right to institute government such as they might think proper 
that would secure those rights. Yet we stand in the way and 
eon those poor people from instituting any government of 

ir own. lead and in agony groan and lift their piteous 
appeal to us, an their cries die on the air while we are the most 
erful vega paag in the world, and the most advanced 
civilization. e are right at their door. We have this little 
ewe lamb in our bosom that God has put here and made us the 
guardians for its protection. We have assumed that duty, and 
We still see her day by da; sre bone DY F the rack. 

Ah, sir, the day is en Cuba will arise and when there 
will be a voice that will to her like the voice of the apostle 
who saw the man | at the beautiful gate to ask for alms 
and an invalid from his birth, 3 those who passed 
8 The apostle told him no money; he could give no 

s, but he gave that which was better. He said, In the name 
of Jesus Christ of Nazareth, rise up and walk.” 

Here is another poor Winga the beautiful gate, lying at 
the gate of the fortress t guards the rights and liberties and 
safety of the American people; she has been lying there for acen- 
ati ting up her shrunken hands and hollow cheeks and cryi 
with salty tears to us, Help us, O help us to get out of this dun- 

<< e American e will say after a while, in the name 
of the mighty Repu “Arise to your feet and walk.” She will 
extend to the poor mendicant her Foroan right arm and lift her 
to her feet and enable her to stand. 

Mr. President, a t many of our fathers have wanted and 
longed for the annexation of Cuba, a a ey many others have not, 
but they have all agreed that Cuba should never to a power 
that was s at to imperil our rights and li They 
have all that she shall be under our protection. I am not 
asking for the annexation of Cuba and I am not longing for her 
admission asa State into our Union. I would say to Spain: You 
can give her local self-government, you can keep your paramount 
sovereignty over her, but you must protect her popio and give 
them the power to control their domestic affairs. you do not 
do it, then I will take possession of the island and with the armed 
forces of the United States I will see that they have the oppor- 
tunity to organize a government and arm themselves for its secu- 
rity, and I will hold it until they are able to standalone.” IfCuba 
says: ‘‘I can not stand alone; I want to go with you; all these 
debe are ready to spring upon me; Spain will invade me, per- 

ps a combination of Euro wers will combine and assail 
me; I do not want to stay alone, I want your help—if she says— 
pieten anean pom 
; and where thou A > 
shall be my 5 and thy God my God; where thou diest, frill Tale, end 
there will buried; the Lord do so to me, and more also, if aught but 
death part thee and me. 


Then, sir, I would say to her in the language of that sweet 


Trish poet: 
Come, rest in this bosom, my own stricken deer, 
thee, thy home is still here; 


Here still is the smile that no cloud can de 
And the heart and the hand all thy own to the last. 


Thou hast called me thy in moments of bliss, 
And th: ey TI be mid the horrors of this 


And 8 r 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I wish to add a very few words 
to what the Senator from Texas [Mr. Mr.ts] has said. I want to 
say that I do not consider any time is by the Senate of the 


United States in coming to a full knowledge of the situation that 


we are now dealing with. There is something more in this case 
than even the power to arouse the majestic and splendid and 
brilliant oratory to which we have just listened. There is a t 
deal of seriousness in it; there is a great deal of truth in it; of fact 
in it, and it seems that the Senate of the United States requires at 
the hands of certain 8 who have expressed opinions on 
this question, as they also have expressed opinions, that we shall 
continually exert ourselves to la th 

upon which all of our pro action is based, it makes no dif- 
ference in what partic irection it may be exercised. 

I desire, for a very few moments, to put into the RECORD some 
facts for the consideration of this body and also of the other House 
of Congress. I must quote from an American newspaper. It 
seems that in certain quarters that only source of information of 
which we are possessed is being continually questioned as to its 
truthfulness. I regret very much to find that that accusation 
rests upon the whole Am n press, as far as I have observed, 
for there is no dissent among the newspapers as to the facts that 
come from Cuba. I have yet to see a single statement in contra- 
diction of the reports which have been made in the various 
newspapers of this country by the very intrepid men who have 
gone out there and e their lives and their liberties for the 
perpos of gaining information that we can not otherwise gain. 

have a quotation here from an English paper as well as from an 
American paper as to the situation in London: 


e evidence before the coun’ 


LONDON, March 24. 


The Standard has a dispatch from Madrid, which says: 
“The Epoca has two articles which are supposed to reflect the opinion of 
the cabinet and which have been much noticed. The first chall 
United States to doff its mask and aminy its true colors. If they want war, 


the Epoca says, Spain is ready to face it with becomin, ity. Otherwise, 
it advises the erican politicians to desist from their vexsiious debates 
and cover the hostility. 


The second article reviews Spain's chances of a 1 alliance. 
“The other papers have similar patriotic articles. It is evident that the 


Government will refuse to allow an American commission to go to Cuba, be- 
cause such a concession on the eve of the elections would damage Spanish 


This is an extract from the London Standard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLAcKBURN in the chair), 
Will the Senator from Alabama yield? The hour of 2 o’clock hay- 
ing arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 502) to approve a compromise and 
settlement between the United States and the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask that theunfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside without 8 

The PRESIDIN FFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not object 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to say that I shall insist, as soon as the 
Senator from Alabama concludes his brief remarks, as I under- 
stand he desires to speak briefly, that the legislative, executive, 
and judicial ba arb bill shall be taken up for consideration. 
I hope there be no 7 5 5 9 to that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business which has just 
been laid before the Senate may be passed over without peann 
Is there objection? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. HALE. Imerely want to say that I do not object for the 
purpose of taking the Senator from Alabama off his feet; but I call 
attention to the fact that yesterday, at the request of the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], in charge of this subject-matter, it 
was withdrawn from the consideration of the Senate and recom- 
mitted practically to the committee of conference, with the gen- 
eral understanding, I suppose, that debate would be mded 
until the conference committee should again report. I did not 
object to the Senator from Texas coming in upon his joint resolu- 
tion, and I do not now, as I have said, seek to take the Senator 
from Alabama from the floor; but I do insist that at the end of his 
remarks upon the joint resolution it shall take its parliamentary 
course and go to the Calendar. I make the point now, so that if I 
am not here at the end of the Senator’s remarks the joint resolu- 
tion shall take that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Arkansas, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas has 
bro forth a new phase of this subject, one that has not hith- 
erto been in c of the Senate or before the Senate. He pro- 
pas that we 1 go to the Government of Spain and demand of 

that she shall give autonomy to Cuba, a government co nd- 
ing I suppose in some of its characteristics perhaps very closely, in 
the contemplation of the Senator from Texas, with that of Canada 
on the n ; and in the event that Spain refuses to t such 
autonomy to Cuba, that the American Government use what- 
ever force may be 


1896. 


That subject has not been before the Senate of the United States 
= that form or in any form, up to the present moment of time. 

p to the time when the Senator from Ohio asked in the Senate a 

i ent to the amendment of the House, after an agreement 
had been suggested by the committee of conference on the resolu- 
tions, we had expressed nothing but opinion. We had confined 
ourselves entirely to that domain. We had proposed no measure 
which would be binding upon the people of the United States in 
any sense whatever. It was the response of Congress to the opin- 
ion of the people as expressed in the petitions sent to us that we 
chose to utter. 

Now, for that cause, as we expected would be the case, only be- 
cause the Senate and the House have concurred in the opinion 
that a state of public war does exist in the Island of Cuba and 
that those people are entitled to belligerent rights—for that and 
for nothing more came from the Spanish authorities in Madrid 
the declaration which I have just read to the Senate, showing 
that they regard this as an act of hostility on the part of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. We have disclaimed in REN form 
that it was possible to make a disclaimer that we had any hostile 
intentions toward Spain, that we were acting outside of the line 
of our duty, even if we had progressed to the extent that I claim 
we shall progress, to a resolution that is now lying upon the table, 
of a pure recognition of belligerency and the existence of war in 
Cuba, and the rights of Cuba and Spain as belligerents, and our 
rights and our duties as neutrals in that war. 


of the country, so that what transp T : 
that time with the Government of the United States was entirely 
unknown to us. : 

Spain came forward at an early moment, as I am informed, 
before a gun had been fired, or at least before any great battle had 
been fought, and she recognized not the ind , but the 
belligerency of the Confederate States. She did not undertake in 
that recognition of 3 to demarcate the States or the 

of States that were regarded by the United States as being 
in insurrection, but she took the whole area, without reference to 
State boundaries, and wherever the Government of the United 
States had r ized the fact that insurrection exi Spain rec- 
ognized the fact that lawful belligerency existed, thereby entirely 
Dapeng the argument which has been made here, I believe by 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], that the recogni- 
tion of belligerency extended only to the area where war actually 
revailed, and that we had to make a demarcation of boundary 
tees we could recognize that the Cuban Republic was engaged 
in a state of belligerency. 

Mr. President, what I rose for was to call the attention of Con- 
gress to the situation of the United States at the time that she was 
conducting war for the p of putting down the rebellion and 
after Spain had reco 1 
States. I confess when my mind was first brought to consider 
this question I was somewhat puzzled to understand why it was 
that Spain should have been so imous toward the Confed- 
eracy and should have been so active in her disposition to recog- 
nize the i cy of the Confederate States. 

We had an institution in the South in common with one that 
existed in Cuba and Puerto Rico at that time, the institution of 

i in very soon after, if not even before, the 


ucted there was see My war for the emancipation of slaves, and 
it was conducted by Spanish Government with that 3 
1 75 every act of hostility that was inflicted upon the people 
of Cuba, 

The consultation of the authorities, the correspondence between 
our minister in 88 and the Government of the United States 
during the struggle of which I have been speaking, discloses the 
reasons why Spain recognized the Confederacy. She thought, first 
of all, that she would have an ally in the Confederacy to protect 
and preserve slavery, after she had consented, even in Spain, that 
it should be abolished, that it would be restored; for, mark you, in 
regard to political rights and rights of war and rights of conquest 
Spain acts and has always acted upon the theory that once she 
has been stripped of a province or of a power she has always a 

ht to go to war to recover it. 
at did she do in the case of Mexico? Thirteen years after 
the Republic of Mexico had been i without any pretext 
of war at all arising in the course of her relations or transactions 
in Mexico, she sent her fleets and her armies there to try to recover 
that territory. 


. Her declaration of war against Mexico was based 
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entirely upon the fact that Mexico had once been her property, 
san having once been her property was always 5 8 to recla- 
mation. 

But Spain went further than that, Mr. President. Very soon after 
our war began Spain went and took possession of San Domingo, 
occupied it, and held it until the war with the United States Was 
closed or was about to close. Why did Spain invade San Domi 
while our war was going on? Because she expected by establi 
ing her power in San Domingo to check the power of the United 
States or the influence of the United States in Cuba, and through 
that instrumentality, getting on the flank of the United States and 
of Cuba, she „if the war resulted in favor of the rebel- 
lion, that 8 would be straight on principle and on senti- 
ment; if it resulted however in favor of the United States Gov- 
ernment, that she would then have a military possession in San 
Domingo that would enable her to check any advance of the United 
States in that direction. 

Spain was not alone among the European Governments in assail- 
ing the United States on that occasion. She had a number,if not 
of allies, at least of sympathizers,in Europe who took advantage 
of the struggle in the United States to come and plant themselves 
or attempt to plant themselves on different of the American 
Hemisphere. We find that Great Britain already occupi 
in the name of the Mosquito King, the mouth of the San Juan 
River, to command our communications with the Pacific. We 
find that Austria and France and Great Britain and Spain started 
out together for the p of hunting Mexico to death and re- 
claiming that territory whileour war was going on. After a while 
Spain and Great Britain dropped off. They came under the 
text of collecting interest on bonds, when everyone knew that their 
determination was not merely to do that, but to acquire the terri- 
tory of Mexico and put it under some sovereign crown, to be ruled 
by a prince of the blood brought from Europe. imilian hay- 
ing been elected, as he said, under a plebiscite in Mexico, came at 
last, under the auspices and protection of the Emperor of France, 
to egy Mexico. Buton all hands everywhere our great Secre- 
tary of State, Mr. Seward, had to wrestle with almost every im- 

rtant European power except Russia in trying to maintain the 
integrity of American soil for the government of her own 
according to their own will in trying to maintain the integrity of 
republics on this hemisphere and to prevent them from being sup- 
planted with monarchies. 

Mr. President, I want to read a very few selections from some 
of the corr mdence that took place at that time upon this ques- 
tion. Thec was made by Spain against the United States 
that we had negotiated a secret treaty for the purpose of acquiri 
the Bay of Samana, a very important piece of water, surroun 
bya very important piece of land when considered either in respect 
to its commercial value or its’ 3 value for naval war pur- 
poses. Mr. Seward, on the 23d of November, 1863, a time of very 
great anxiety with the Government of the United States, said, in 
a letter to Mr. Koerner, our minister at Madrid: 


The idle calumny that the United States have stirred up and 


are aid 
to the revolu movements now occu: in the Island of San 


well as to other nations, how faithfully we I adver the duties as well as 
The United States neither contrive, 


ores. 

That is dated November 23, 1863. There Mr. Seward discovered 
in the corr ndence that was being conducted that the Govern- 
ment of the United States was being accused of improper inter- 
ference for the pa of 8 some cy in the West 
India island. e 14th of February, 1864, Mr. Koerner writes 
to Mr. Seward as follows: 

It is reported authori a commissi 
there to sig a pasty Soon eae rae ant condition of 2 as haset 
That is, to Santo Domingo. 


ible. for the Spanish laces 
near the coast. 9 5 — — can be subsisted by the deen fat te in- 
11 led, so little cultivated, so densely covered 
by primeval forests, so d bate of roads, that no armies can 

e country, where bands of natives exist with ease, ready S 
whenever an opportunity offers to assail the Spanish posts. 

That gives the state of the war between Spain and Santo Do- 
mingo while our war was progressing, February 14, 1864. What 
was Spain doing there making war upon Santo Domingo? That 
will appear a little later. 

Ihave a number of extracts which I should like to read, but 
under the admonitions in regard to the waste of time here and con- 
sidering other matters, I shall not do it; but I could not forbear 
the opportunity of laying these matters before the Senate and 
the country in order to show that the motive of Spain toward the 
United States, while our war was going on, in recognizing the 


herr, oop Fe of the Confederate States, was a motive connected 
with her determination to seize whatever of territory she could in 
no poy our distress and paralysis and hold it after our struggle 
ended. 
On January 81, 1865, Horatio J. Perry, who was then our min- 
ister at Madrid, wrote to Mr. Seward as follows: 
LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, Madrid, January 81. 1365. 


cae policy of ministers toward Rome and Italy by the new Catholic ora- 
rs, I have rarely witnessed a debatein which there 


The name of used as a bugbear by the orators 
of the opposition, who claimed that the occupation of Santo Domi by the 
ee was the only way of aver the annexation of Do: ca to the 

nited States and the consequent ruin of Spanish interests in the West In- 
dies. The Duke of La Torre, the same captain-general of Cuba who made the 
arrangement with the Dominican general, San was the loudest in this 


ent. 

The Marquis of Valdeterrazo, minister of Spain to London in 1860, made the 
declaration of which I inclose a translation. 

The Marquis of the Habana (General Concha), who has been twice captain- 

eral of Cuba, and is now out with O'Donnell, defended the policy of aban- 
Scnment, and said that the United States had long ago refused the annexation 
of Dominica (referring to the Cazneau treaty), and that Spain had taken 
them up only after they had been refused by other powers. 

The Duke of La Torre (General Servaro) spoke strongly in favor of a decla- 
ration by Spain that the slave trade is piracy: soa wan steps to be imme- 
diately taken for the abolition of slavery in Cuba. 

The N of Habana desired the extinction of slavery, but preferred 
measures like those which Brazil had taken to suppress the slave trade, an 
which had been successful in two years. 

He said that if there were anything to be apprehended from the side of the 
United States, or from any quarter, as a mili man he must say that he 
thought the policy of Spain . ps to be to concentrate her power as much as 
possible; and g the possession of Santo Domingo added no strength to Spain, 

ut was a decided source of weakness. The resources of Cuba were br permet § 
8 in Santo Domingo, and they ht be needed in that island itse! 
debate was closed evening, and the re wae the 
being put to the vote, passed the Senate by a vote 
policy of the Government. 


ueen’s speech 
for and 58 against the 


is not a direct vote upon the bill for the abandonment of Santo Domingo, 
this bill not before the Senate but before the lower House, to come u 
afterwards to the Senate; but the question is thus already debated ont 


te: 
settled indirectly so far as the 
little else except to adjourn over from 1 fi day ve the members an 
opportunity to be present at the Senate debates, and allow ministers also to 
be all present in the upper House. 

This great trial of par entary strength over, all the interest now centers 
in the lower House, and the Senate adjourns over to allow ministers to be all 
present in the other House, as well as the senators themselves. 

But the question of Santo is already prejudged, and the bill for the 


Senate is concerned, the House having done 


abandonment is already virtually carried by the Government. 
$ ~ hd * * . s 
With sentiments of the cas respect, I remain, sir, 
Your obedient servant, 
HORATIO J. PERRY. 
Hon. WILLIAM H. SEWARD, 
Secretary of State, Washington. 

Here is a translation, which Mr. Perry sends to his Government, 

of the declaration of the Marquis of Valdeterrazo: 


[Translation.] 
A mistake has been made in sa that the United States have made a 
* treaty of annexation with Santo O. This is not the fact. 

When I was in London I was autho: by the Government of Her ene 
to occupy myself in this question, all the 5 being conced 
to me to en not only the English Government but also the French to as- 
sociate with the Spanish Government to carry out a demonstration to be 


made in the Bay of Samana. 


I call attention to that, that the British Government, the French 
Government, and the Spanish Government, according to this state- 
ment, had made an agreement to carry out a demonstration to be 
made in the Bay of Samana. 


Being authorized in this way, I conferred with the English Government 
on the serious damage which would be caused by the occupation of the Bay 
of Samana by the Anglo-American Government. 

The En nch Government understood it in this light, but did not wish to 
bind itself unless the French Government associated itself also. I addressed 
myself to the latter, making a full explanation of the evils, the inconveniences, 
and the damage which the commerce of the nations would receive if 
the United States should found an establishment or raise a fortification in 
that harbor. The French Government understood the gravity of the ca 
tion, associated itself with the English and Spanish Governments, and the 
result was that the three made a demonstration toward the Bay of Samana, 
at the same time giving instructions to their representatives at 1 

leasure which the three Governments would feel if the 


say to 


ministers mingo is a r, 
and I also say to the gs 


they ought to consider well to w. an 
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extent the security of our provinces beyond sea is ges Seg ree by the aban- 
donment of Santo Domingo. The Government is still in time to avoid the 
evils and co; ences which this measure may produce, and let it not be 
said that this is but an echo, for in order to defen erto Rico and the Island 
of Cuba more expense will have to be borne than is necessary to preserve 


Santo Domingo. 
Those facts, I hope, will draw the attention of statesmen who 
are in this body to the situation of Spain at that time, to her pur- 


poses, and why it was she was occupying the Island of Santo 
omingo while we were at war, e had recognized the 
belligerency of the Confederate States. She and England and 
France combined to make an assault upon the United States for 
the purpose of displacing rights they oe we had acquired 
by a secret treaty with the Government of Santo Domingo. Was 
her feeling toward us on that occasion friendly? Was there not 
a motive in her recognition of the belligerency of the Confederate 
States? Does she not stand before this people to-day and before 
the world as having been influenced in that apparently peaceful 
act by motives that had regard to the acquisition of power to the 
monarchy of Spain and in regard also to the infliction of wrong 
and injustice upon the people of the United States? There they 
had intended to violate the doctrine which the Senator from Texas 
p MILLS] referred to and has spoken upon so eloquently, which 
as been established in the expressed opinions of every statesman 
in America of whom I have ever heard, that we would not permit 
any 1 8 power to come and acquire dominion in these Ameri- 
can islands. They intended taking advantage of what they sup- 
posed was the weakness or the embarrassment of the United States 
during a time of war to do precisely what was done by Austria 
and France and imilian afterwards—they intended to come 
here and intrench themselves upon this territory,and Spain came 
without any cause of war against Santo Domingo,a pure invasion, 
and took that island into her custody at the time we were engaged 
in belligerent 1 here, in civil warfare. 
Therefore, . President, it will not do for us to sit by and 
ignore the facts of history and quietly and serenely to regard Spain 
as having been always our friend under all circumstances. That 


story has been told here until I 8 the American people were 
ready to believe that Spain had always been the bosom friend of 
the United States, and yet the very moment she found the United 


States in war, and before the battle of Bull Run had been fought 
she recognized the belligerency of the Confederate States, an 
afterwards, as soon as she could marshal her ships and her armies 
went and took possession of the Island of Santo Domingo, and held 
it until the rebel flag in the South was hauled down. 

There is one other fact which I wish to put into the RECORD, 
and that is the proclamation of General eper; a circular of 
General Weyler’s addressed to the military officers. This is not 
to the people; this isto the military. He addressed another to the 

ple, in which he prescribed specific things that they were to 

o; certain lines of conduct which they were to observe, on the 

penalty of being shot to death withont trial if they undertook to 
violate them. He says to the military: 


I have addressed my previous proclamations at the moment of my landi: 
to the loyal inhabitants, to the volunteers and firemen, and to the army and 


navy. 

TAT pive you a slight idea of the intentions I have and the moasures I 
shall follow as governor general in chief, in accordance with the general de- 
sire of S and with the decided aim of Her Majesty's Government to fur- 
nish all the means required to control and crush this rebellion. 

Knowing this, and knowing my character— 

What an appeal that was— Weyler appealing to his character 
I may perhaps need to say no more to make you understand what is the 
conduct that I am to follow. 

There he anchors himself to every vile 8 that he had 
established in the previous war, and pledged himself to his officers, 
through his character and throngh the history of his conduct that 
he would repeat the same enormities in this struggle. 

Mr. ALLEN. He appealed to his known character as a butcher, 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; he e to his character as a butcher, 
as the Senator well says. His proclamation continues: 

But with the idea of avoiding all kinds of doubt, even keeping (as you are 
to keep) the circulars to be published, I deem it necessary to make some 
remarks. * 

It is not unknown by you that the state in which the rebellion has come and 
the raid made by the principal leaders recently, which could not be stopped 
even by the active pursuit of the columns, is due to the indifference, the fear, 
or the disheartenment of the inhabitants. 

Is that public war? Are the people so disheartened or so afraid 
or so indifferent as that he has now to use the torture of war for 
the purpose of nerving them through a greater and higher fear to 
stand under his colors and fight his battles? He says further: 

Since it can not be doubted that some, seeing the burning of their propers 
without opposition, and that others who have been born in Spain shoul 
sympathize with the insurgents, it is necessary all hazards, to better this 


at . 
te of things and to brighten the 7 of the inhabitants, makin, 
aware that I am determined to lend all my assistance to the local inhabitants. 


PRAISING THE REBELS UNLAWFUL. 


So I am determined to have the law fall with all its weight upon all those 
in say wey. helping the enemy, or praising them, or in any way detracting 
from the of Spain or its army or of its volunteers. It is necessary 
for those by our side to ac gir ar intentions with deeds, and their behavior 
should leave no doubt and mld prove that they are Spanish. - 


1896. 
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Since the defense of the country demands the sacrifice of her children, it is 
necessary that the towns should look to their defense, and that no precau- 
tions in the way of scouts should be ng to give news conce: g the 
e Le whether it is in their neighborhood, and so thatit may not hap- 
pen that the enemy should be better informed than we. 

The ene! and vigor of the enemy will be strained to trace the course of 
our line, and in all cases you will arrest and place at my disposal to deliver 
= the nares those who in any way shall show theirsympathy or support for 

e rebels. 

The public spirit being encouraged, you must not forget to enlist the vol- 
aeey and 9 your districts, not preventing at the same time the 
organization, as opportunity offers, of a guerrilla band of 25 citizens for each 
battalion of the army. 

I propose that you shall make the dispositions you think most proper for 
the carrying out of the plan I wish, but this shall not authorize you to deter- 
mine anything not foreseen in the instructions, unless the urgency of some 
circumstances should demand it. 

3 oh of circumstances,” Mr. President, is a thing that 
General Weyler left to his officers, and amongst the particular 
he issued, and which I have quoted in the RECORD 
at another place on a former occasion, he says that persons who 
are cap either with arms or without arms, whether they are 
citizens or whether they are soldiers, shall be sent to him at his 
headquarters wherever they may be; but if there is any insolence 
toward a Spanish officer this will not be expected—I do not quote 
his words; I have given the idea—that is to say, if they can pro- 
voke the poor victim into any sort of expression of heat or disap- 
pointment, any insolence toward the officer who may take him, 
“you can take him out and have him shot, and you will do all 
right.” 

I expect that, confining yourself to these instructions, you will lend me 
ye worthy support toward the carrying out of my plan for the good of the 


cause. 
WEYLER. 


That is all I wish to say about this business. The American 
people can make their own comments, and they will not be slow 
to it 


oit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TuRPIE in the chair), The 
joint resolution which was introduced by the Senator from Texas 
Nur. MILL] will go to the Calendar. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. BROWN- 
ING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House further insisted 
upon its amendment to the concurrent resolution of the Senate 
relative to the insurrection in Cuba; agreed to the further confer- 
ence asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hirr, Mr. Apaus, and Mr. 
McCreary of Kentucky managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4463) to grant two 
condemned cannons and cannon balls to the Thirteenth Separate 
Company National Guard of State of New York. 

The m e further announced that the House had passed the 
following bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 732) to regulate the issue and recording of the com- 
missions of officers in several of the Departments; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 75) providing for the disposition of cer- 
tain property now in the hands of the receiver of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 227) requiring bills of sale, conditional sales, 
mortgages, or deeds of trust of chattels in the District of Columbia 
to be recorded; 

A bill (H. R. 1861) for the relief of James Linkey from the oper- 
ation of the act restricting the ownership of real estate in the Ter- 
ritories and the District of Columbia to American citizens; 

A bill (H. R. 3549) . the Aransas Harbor Terminal 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Corpus Christi 
Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings Ship Canal, in 
Aransas County, Tex.; 

A bill (H. R. 4424) to correct the military record of George I. 
Spangler; 

A bill (H. R. 5675) authorizing the construction of a wagon and 
motor bridge over the Missouri River at St. Charles, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 5828) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to promote 
8 of employees and travelers,” etc., approved March 2, 
1893; an 

A bill (H. R. 6833) defining the standard shape and size for dry 
measures in use in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 1616) to pension Michael E. Bucker, of Edgerton, 


d.; 

A bill (H. R. 8886) to reimburse W. W. Rockhill for moneys 
5 the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 5564) authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern 


orders whic. 


Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the 


Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5979) for the right of the Rock Island, Muscatine 
and Southwestern Railway Company to build a bridge across the 
Illinois and Mississippi Canal; 

A bill (H. R. 6804) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River at Knoxville, Tenn.; and 
E bill (H. R. 6936) for the reconstruction of the Rock Island 

ri 


SAFETY OF RAILROAD EMPLOYEES AND TRAVELERS, 


Mr. WOLCOTT. There has just come over from the other 
House a bill to amend the act to promote the safety of employees 
and travelers. A similar bill was unanimously repor from 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce of the Senate, the effect 
of which is merely to provide that trains used exclusively for log- 
ging may be relieved from the provisions of the act. The cars 
used in logging trains, of which there are about 400 in the United 
States, are only 24 inches high, and it is physically impossible to 
equip them with grab irons and the other appurtenances required 
by law. The act goes into force very soon, and I hope the bill 
nay now be passed. It has passed the House of Representatives 
and a similar bill has passed our committee unanimously. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the bill ought to be passed at some 


time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair), The 
Chair lays before the Senate the bill indicated. 

The bill (H. R. 5828) to amend an act entitled“ An act to pro- 
mote the safety of empress and travelers,” etc., approved March 
2, 1893, was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
1 and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 0 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the bill (S. 2027) to amend an act 
entitled! An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers 
upon railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in inter- 
state commerce to equip their cars with automatic couplers and 
continuous brakes and their locomotives with driving-wheel 
brakes, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1893, be indefi- 
nitely postponed. The bill was reported A the Committee on 
peer commerce, and is to the same effect as the bill just 
passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 227) requiring bills of sale, conditional sales, mort- 
gages, or deeds of trust of chattels in the District of Columbia to 
be recorded; and 1 

A bill (H. R. 6833) defining the standard shape and size for dry 
measures in use in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 


poses. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 3549) authorizing the Aransas Harbor Terminal 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Corpus Christi 
Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings Ship Canal, in 
Aransas County, Tex.; and 

A bill (H. R. 5675) authorizing the construction of a wagon and 
motor bridge over the Missouri River at St. Charles, Mo. 

The bill (H. R. 4424) to correct the military record of George I. 
Spangler was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 

een of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
ill. 

Mr. FRYE. I think that the Senator ought to ask that the un- 
finished business be temporarily laid aside in order to proceed with 
the appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
that order has already been made. 

Mr. FRYE. The unfinished business was laid aside temporarily 
in order that a ae te might be made. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it was understood that that applied to 
the entire afternoon. 

Mr. FRYE. All might, if that is the understanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Illinois. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6248) 
making . for the legislative. executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


1897, and for other purposes. 
Mr. CULLOM. When the Senate ceased considering the appro- 


priation bill last evening we were on page 31, relating to the office 
of Comptroller of the Treasury, and in the consideration of that 
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ea riation for the salary of the Assistant Comp- 
Ter —— 3 


000 by a vote of the Senate. That neces- 
sitates a change of the total in line 19. The Committee on ot 
propriations reported to increase the total on account of 
amendment reported by it from $39,400 to $39,900. I now move 
that the total be changed to ae 400.” 

The amendment was 

The reading of the bill was coed: beginning with line 20 on 
page 81, with the clause making appropriations for Office of Au- 

itor for Treasury Department.” The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations Was, on page 36, line 3, before the 
word pressmen,“ to strike out“ three aud insert“ four”; inline 
7, before the word ‘‘ separators,” to rapt out eight“ and insert 
“eleven”; *; in line 8, before the word ‘‘feeders,” to strike out 
“gevyen” and insert“ eight,” and in line 11, before the Word “‘dol- 
lars,” to strike out ‘‘eighty-two thousand, seven hundred s 
sixty-one” and insert eight A thousand six hundred and one” 
so as to make the clause 


re pace wha For Treasurer of the Unites States, $3,000; assistant 
five chiefs of d Tote Sf division at À 92755 al ch 2 oe pal boo end 
ve s on, u N er. iy eeper, 
assistant bookkeeper per, $2,100: o tellers, a $2,500 each ; two 3 


500; 

ers, at $2,250 each; clerk for the 5 Si 8055 twenty-five clerks of 
4; seventeen 2145 15 ol i thirteen clorks o of clase 2; ty clerk, $1,400; 

Seven clerks, at 


assistant messengers 18175 -three 
— 

rosaman, at 83.20 per . eleven 8 at eh carn ioe 
af $000 each e 


The eee eee 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 22, to insert: 

For purchase of one press and one se machine for use in sealin; 
E $2,000. 4 perenne 5 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on 
. “three,” to insert ‘‘stenographer an writer, 81, 500”; in line 
28, before the word “ clerks,” to out “five” and insert 
“four”; and on 41, line 2, before the word hundred,“ to 
strike out “five” an insert “six”; so as to make the clause read: 

N nos nn of Statistics: For officer in charge of the Bureau of cg ge a $3.00; 

aeee seve Sa statistical clerk, $2,000; four clerks of class Fiabe rates clerks 


vas ographer gy Writer ; four clerks of class 2; nine 
clerks of 9 six cler 000 each; two copyists; onon =e 


40, line 22, after the word 


assistant messenger; one la nt and one female laborer, 80 $47,090. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 2, to insert: 
—— eee 2 5 of facts n internal yeri tae 
eign commerce of the United States, $1,000. 

The amendment was to. 


The next amendment was, on page 48, line 16, after the word 
“copyists,” to strike out ‘‘one messenger, $600,” and insert “two 
messengers, at $600 each”; and in line 20, before the „Word hun- 
dred,” to strike out ‘‘twenty-five thousand nine” and insert 
“twenty-six thousand five”; so as to make the clause read: 
General Marto Hospital Service: For 8. 
Berg re Cone a, EN; or clerk, $1, £00; 2 clerks, at * $1,000 each ones 
two clarks. at $1 each; clerk and translato T, $1,200; hospi a“ steward (em 93 Gro 
t $480 ist), 8120; ig laborer, $360 39952 e 
from the permanent appropriations 288 the J Karins oita 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on pa 45, line 15, before the word 
“and,” to strike out wagon” and insert wagons”; so as to read: 
FCFCVTVTVCTCCTTTTC OF g nira servic, tobe + 
$ nd su mce o osing, 
. epee atthe sane, B 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment Was, in the provision for office of assistant 


treasurer at Boston, on 3085 49, line 1, after the word dollars,“ to |- 


insert messenger, $1,000”; in line 3, before the word “ watch- 
men,” to strike out “three” and insert four,“ and in line 6, be- 
fore the word dollars,“ tostrike out-“ thirty-eight thousand nine 
hundred and ten” and insert forty thousand seven hundred and 
sixty ”; so as to read: 

d chief wa 060; messenger, $1,000; sten: her and 
— $1,000; four 8 janitors, Ha) each; in în all, $10,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next eee was, on page 49, line 15, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “ stenographer, $720, „and in line 19, before 
the word „dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-three thousand five 
hundred” and insert “thirty-four thousand two hundred and 

twenty”; so as to pias the clause read: 


assistant For assistant treasurer, ; 
Beea 2500 on bs Ser 4 a 8 teller, and receiv 
00 ce $1,50 each cinin 600; two , coupon, —— a 
each; er. a each; * ; Stenogr > $720; 
janitor, $600; and wa t $720 each; in all, $34,220. 
The amendment was agreed 


each,“ to insert money counter, $900; money counter, $800”; 
and on page 52, line 6, before the Word hanar ” to strike out 
“ ninety-two thousand eight” and insert “ninety-five thousand 
seven ”; so as to read: 

Stenographer and typewriter, $1,400; stenogra) 


ipher, ener ‘ks, 
$1,300 each; eleven agen te ut $1, i tere bad 


each; acl cle lake’ at $1,000 each; money 


counter, ; mone counter, „8800: twomessengers, at 81 ; three mes- 
— rs, at $900 ; two messengers, t $800 each: two hall mèn, at $1,000 
fecti i two 2 00 a at oF each; Sra $ of 15000 45 $1,800; chief 
ve, $1, assistant detective e eer, $1,050; assistan . — — 
ix watchmen, at $720 each; in 55,700. i : 
The amendment was 3 ae 


The next amendment was, on page 57, line 20, to increase the 
ap ropriation for incidental and contingent expenses of the assay 

are at Boise, Idaho, from $2,000 to $3,000. 

DUBOIS. It is not necessary, of course, to say anything 
in pe zard to the amendment, but for the benefit of the conferees 
I wish to state that the gold received at the assay office in Boise 
City, Idaho, increased about 33} per cent last year over the pre- 
vious year, and the indications are that d the next year it 
will be much further increased. The money for contingent ex- 
eee for the assay office is not adequate to take care of this 
argely increased work, owing to the pate gold production in the 
State. This is one of the largest assay offices in the country, and 
we have not asked for a t deal. 

I state these facts in order that they may be before the conferees, 
Iam ova glad to say that t the committee of the Senate were will- 
iiil ae i ut in 1 — additional increase asked for. 

M. From the representations of the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr eo before the committee we were unanimous in 
believing that the amendment should be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by me 8 on Appropriations. 

The amendment was 

The reading of the bill was 1 The next amendment of 
the Committee on 5 was, in the provision for Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, page 61, line 14, after the words ‘‘ United 
States,” ” to insert except a translator and an interpreter”; so as 

or 

That no other officer of either house of said legislative assembly shall be 


elected or appointed, or paid out of any moneys appropriated by the Con- 

of the United States or by the legislative assembly of said Territory, 

han such as may be provided for by the laws of the Uni States, except a 

AE and an interpreter. à 
The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 14, to insert: 

For repairs of the Adobe Palace at Santa Fe, N. Mex., $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the provision for Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory, on page 62, line 6, after the word dollars,” to insert: 

Provided, That the legislative assembly shall not consider an any — * 
or pass any bill to remove the seat of government of said Territory its 
present location. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to page 71, line 3. 

Mr. CULLOM. Under the head of “Navy Department, Office 
of the Secretary,” after the word dollars,“ in line 15, page 70, I 
move to insert ‘‘appointment clerk, $2,250.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. The total should be corrected. I move, on 
page 71, lines 2 and 3, to strike out the words “forty-eight thou- 
sand seven hundred and sixty dollars” and insert “fifty-one 
thousand and ten dollars.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The 5 the bill was continued to page 71, line 19. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In accordance with the action taken yoster- 
day, the words in line 12, to be selected by reason of special 
= tudo,” should be stricken out. 


CULLOM. I think both lines 12 and 13 should go out, so 
as ta Tead: 
For two clerksof class 4. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That would leave it in better shape. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move to strike out, after the word ‘ for,“ in 
line 11, page 71, the words ‘‘ the following employees, to be selected 
by reason of special aptitude for the work by the Secretary of the 

avy, namely”; so as to read: 

Office of Naval Records of the Rebellion: For two clerks of class 4, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to 76, line 18, 

Mr. C M. On page 76, under the heading "of * Bureau of 
Steam Engineering,” I move to strike out all of ine 15, and in line 
16 to strike out the word “assistant,” where it first appears, and 
in lines 17 and 18 to strike out the words “eleven thousand and 
ee dD yan insert eight thousand eight hundred and forty”; so 
as tor 


Bureau of Steam Engineering: wastrel — 
one clerk of class 1; one n ab messenger; tw. 
assistant draftsman. 


» $1,000; in all, 88,840. 
Those positi vided for in previous pages of the bill, so 
yz ittose positions are provided 


$1,800; one clerk of class 2; 
borers; draftsman, $1,400; 
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Mr. KYLE. Does the Senator move to strike out the word 
“ assistant,” in line 16, before the word “draftsman ”? 

Mr.CULLOM. The word assistant“ where it first occurs. 

Mr. KYLE. Is it not necessary to substitute the word one“; 
so as to read ‘‘ one draftsman”? 

Mr.CULLOM. The word draftsman” covers the case. It will 


n $1,400; assistant draftsman, $1,000. 

Mr. KYLE. The word one“ would be better. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not think it is necessary there. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 79, line 7, before the 
the word ‘‘clerks,” to strike out nine“ and insert ‘‘ten”; so as to 
read “ten clerks of class 3,” and on page 80, line 1, to increase the 
total appropriations for the Office of the Secretary, under the head 
of ‘‘ Department of the Interior,” from $220,070 to $221,670. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. After the word ‘ dollars,” in line 2, on page 80, 
I move to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ laborers in the work of 
— ting the reports of the Eleventh Census, $3,960, to be immediately 
a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Lask that the letter of the Secretary of the In- 
terior on the subject be incorporated in the Rxcoxp without 
being read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will beso ordered,if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,” 
Washington, March 18, 1896. 

Sim; I have the honor to call your attention to an embarrassment to which 
the De ment of the Interior is subjected in the distribution of the reports 
of the Eleventh Census, which embarrassment has arison as follows: 

Section 64 of the act entitled An act providing for the public printing and 
binding and the distribution of public documents,” approved January 12, 
1895, reads as follows: Upon the appointment of the superintendent of doc- 
uments as hereinbefore garg e Office of the . of docu- 
ments in the Department of the Interior shall be, and is hereby, abolished 
and all laws now in force p: for the ert’ Ares e Department of 
the Interior of pues documents for distribution, other than such as are for 
the use of that Department, shall be, the same are hereby, re z 
Provided, That the distribution of the of the Eleventh shall 


be continued and completed by the su tendent of documents, under ex- 


isting laws and regulations.” 
You will discover that by the provisions of this section the office of super- 
intendent of documents in the Interior ent was abolished upon the 


Departm: 
appointment of superintendent of documents by the Public Printer. The 
proviso of said section, however, seems to contemplate that the distribution 
of the reports of the Eleventh Census shall be continued and completed b. 
office in the Interior Department after ssi 
office had been abolished. 


Owing to the vague, ambiguous provisions of said section I have been in 
doubt as to whether the duty of the distribution of the reports of the Eleventh 
Census devolved upon the newly appointed superintendent of documents or 
the former incumbent of that office. 

Up to this time, however, the distribution of said reports has been con- 
tinued by the clerk in d of documents in the Interior Department. 

I have called your attention to the ambiguity in section 64 above referred 
to, thinking that you might see proper to amend the same sọ as to make its 
ley more explicit or that you may make some legislative interpreta- 

ion of the same. 

I next call your attention to the fact that sips hers failed to make provi- 
sion for the pn wR et of a sufficient number of packers to do the work of 


the former incumbent of 


distribution, sn been shee case 5 the — 1 — a 2250 
as you will or instance, by reference utes u page an 
23 Batu: ras Lares 416. 


tes at y es 185 and 
Up to the Stine the work of distribution has been done by a detailed 


force from the Census roll, but we have now reached that point where this 
detailed force is no longer availabie. 


Under date of 17th instant the Commissioner of Labor in charge. in a letter 
directed to the Secretary of the Interior, calls attention to the fact that it 
Was not contemplated by 5 tor the printing and binding and 


distribution ot final the Eleventh Census that the distribution 
should be made by the Coleus Office. In this letter the Commissioner of 
says: 


tion of 

section d be done 

0 8 superintendent of documents, I should be glad to be at once 
vised of such opinion. 


Respectfully, HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
Senator W. B. ALLISON, 


Chairman Senate Appropriation Committee. 
The reading of the bill wus resumed. The next amendment of 
ee on Appropriations was, on page 85, after line 22, to 
ma statutes and other necessary law books for the Pension 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 11, to insert: 
on, Patent Office: For additional force for the Patent 
f classifica’ assistant 


Classification divisi 
Office, namely: For chief o tion division, $2,000; two first 
examiners, at $1,800 each; two second assistant examiners, at $1,600 each; two 
— e nr Sete at Cob chose Garba S00 — 
ners, 5 ; 5 
assistant messenger, at $720; in all, $44,020 es 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the close of the para- 
graph on page 88, making appropriation “ for producing copies of 

awings of the weekly issues of patents,” etc. 

Mr. PLATT. Thereisa proposed amendment to come in there, 
but I suppose we may as well wait until the bill is read through 
before it is offered. 

Mr. CULLOM. To what clause does the Senator refer? 

Mr. PLATT. To the clause beginning in line 4 and ending in 
line 16, on page 88. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE 
proposes to offer an amendment to come in at the end of tha 
clause, but I suppose it should properly be offered after the bill has 
been read Pimen 

Mr. KYLE. I intend to offer the amendment after the reading 
of the bill has been completed. . 

4 Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will then have an opportunity to 
0 80. 


The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 3 of 
the clause making appropriations for com ion of Commis- 
sioner of Education and the clerks and employees in his office, on 


page 89. 

Mr. BATE. On page 89, line 2, after the word “statistician,” 
I give notice that I shall move to strike out ‘‘ $1,800” and insert 
«$2 000.” increasing the salary of that officer to that amount. I 
do not ask to have the amendment considered just now, however, 
but shall offer it after the reading of the bill has been concluded, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Tennessee will be considered hereafter when the 
committee amendments are concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Tennessee and all other Sen- 
ators will have an opportunity of offering amendments after the 
committee amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. BATE. Very well. 

Mr. CULLOM. I therefore hope the Senator will not offer his 
amendment for the present. 

Mr. BATE. I shall take that course. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 89, line 7, before 
the word “ dollars,” to strike ont “one thousand six hundred” 
and insert two thousand”; and in line 16, after the word “‘ thou- 
sand,” to insert four hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 


Bureau of Education: For Commissioner of Education, een chief clerk, 
$1,800; statistician, $1,800; i $ i 
ist in foreign SISAH systems, 6 in education as a prevent- 
and cr’ 


es: two copyists, at $800 nm 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 90, after line 19, to insert: 

The Commissioner of Education is hereby authorized to prepare and pub- 
lish a bulletin of the Bureau of Education as to the condition of higher uca- 
tion, technical and industrial education, facts as to compulsory attendance 
in the schools, and such other educational topics in the several States of the 
Union and in foreign countries as may be deemed of value to the educational 
interests of the Sta and there be printen one edition of not exceed- 
= 25,000 conas of issue of said bulletin for distribution by the Bureau 
of Education. 3 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOM. I desire to offer a slight amendment to make 
it certain from what fund the expense eae we for in that clause 


will come. I move the amendment which I send to the desk, to 
come in on line 4, it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of line 4, 
page 91, the following: 

‘The expense rinting and bindin; le narged 
allotment for 5 aud binding eee 

Mr. CULLOM. The Public Printer thought it would probably 
be safer to make that item a little more specific. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Mlincis. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MILLS. Lask the Senator in charge of the bill if he will 
not consent to let the matter beginning at section 6, on page 116, 
go over until to-morrow? I have to leave the Senate for a time, 
and I have something I wish to say when that matter comes up. 
The section to which I refer is that in regard to United States dis- 
trict attorneys and marshals. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishall make no objection to that request, as we 
shall probably not reach that point this evening. I that the 
provision to which the Senator refers shall go over until tomorrow. 

Mr. MILLS. Lhave some letters I wish to read before that sec- 
tion is acted upon, . 
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Mr. CULLOM. V 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 92, line 4, before 


well. 


the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out seven watchmen employed 
on the Capitol Grounds, at $840 each; in all, twenty thousand six 
hundred and forty-four” and insert “fourteen thousand seven 
hundred and sixty-four ”; so as to make the clause read: 

Office of the Architect of the Capitol: For Architect, $4,500; one clerk of class 
4; draftsman, $1,800; compensation to disbursing clerk, $1,000; one assistant 
messenger; person in charge of the heating of the Congressional Library and 
Supreme Court, $864; laborer in charge of water-closets in central portion of 
the Capitol, $660; three laborers for cleaning Rotunda. corridors, and Dome, at 
$660 each; two laborers in charge of public closets of the House of Representa- 
tives and in the terrace, at $720 each; in all, $14,764. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, line 11, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert ‘additional rooms for the engraving and 
printing division of the Geological Survey, $1,200”; and in line 17, 

ore the word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty-nine thousand” 
and insert forty thousand two hundred”; so as to make the 
clause read: 

For rent of buildings for the Department of the Interior, namely: For the 
Bureau of Education, $4,000; Geological Survey, $10,000; additional rooms for 
the engraving and printing division of the Geological Survey, $1.200; Indian 
Office, $6,000; sto of documents, $2,000; Civil Service Commission, $4,000; 
Patent Office model exhibit, $13,000; in all, $40,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 94, line 11, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “eight thousand five hundred” and insert 
“‘ten thousand”; and in line 12, before the word dollars,” to strike 
out ten thousand five hundred” and insert twelve thousand”; 
so as to make the clause read: 

For surveyor-general of the State of Colorado, . 
his office, $10,000; in all, $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 94, line 15, before the word 
„dollars,“ to insert six hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 

For rent of office for the surveyor-general, fuel, boo! of messe: r, 
stationery, and other incidental pet sic) Ab N = 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of the clause 
making See for the salary of the surveyor-general of 
Oregon and his clerical force, beginning in line 12, on page 96. 

Mr. McBRIDE. I wish now, by direction of the Committee on 
Public Lands, to offer an amendment which I was instructed to 
submit by that committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment to which the Senator refers is 
an original amendment to the provision as it comes from the other 
body to the Senate, and will only be in order after we get through 
with the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. McBRIDE. Very well; I shall let the amendment go over 
for the present. 

Mr. COLLOM. The Senator will have an i hss ra to offer 
the ainendment after the amendments of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations are disposed of. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 97, line 19, after 
the word Department,” to strike out who shall also be superin- 
tendent of the Post-Office Department buildings”; so as to make 
the clause read: - 


Office Postmaster-General: For compensation of the Postmaster-General, 
$5,000; chief clerk Post-Office Department, $2,500; stenographer, $1,800; stenog- 
rapher, $1,600; appointment clerk, $1,800; one clerk of class 4; two clerks of 
class 3; one clerk of class 2; one clerk, $1,000; one curator of museum, $1,000; 
one méssenger; one assistant messenger; page, $360; in all, $26,020. 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The next amendment was, on page 98, line 28, before the word 
“laborers,” to strike out nine! and insert ‘‘ten”; and on page 
99, line 18, before the word dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred 
and sixty and insert eight hundred and twenty“; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Office First Assistant Postmaster-General: For First Assistant Postmaster- 
General, $4,000; chief clerk, $2,000; chief of salary and allowance division, $2,500; 
superintendent of post-office supplies, $2,000; superintendent of free delivery, 

000; assistant superintendent of free delivery, $2,000; three clerks of class 

nine clerks of class 3; eight clerks of class 2; nine clerks of class I; eight 

jerks, at $1,000 each; three clerks, at $900 each; six assistant messengers; ten 
laborers; two t $360 each; superintendent of the money-order system, 
$3,500; chief elerik. $2,000; six clerks of class 4; eight clerks of class 3; five 
clerks of class 2; six clerks of class 1; six clerks, at $1,000 each; two clerks, at 
each; one assistant messenger; engineer, $1,000; assistant engineer for 
additional building for Auditor for Post-Office Department, $1,000; one fire- 
man; four watchmen; conductor of elevator, $720; four charwomen; female 
laborer, $480; and ten laborers; superintendent of Dead-Letter Office, $2,500; 
one clerk of class 4, who shall be chief clerk; oneclerk of class 4; three clerks 
of class 3; ten clerks of class 2; hans gar clerks of class 1; twenty-eight 
clerks, at $1,000 each; thirty-three clerks, at $900 each: one assistant messen- 
ger; six laborers; four female laborers, at $480 each; in all $263,820. 

The amendment was agreed to. ” 

The next amendment was, on page 101, line 25, after the word 
“clerk ” where it occurs the second time, to insert the words “and 
superintendent of buildings”; so as to read: 

85 85 A disbursing clerk: Disbursing clerk and superintendent of build- 

gs, k 

The amendment was agreed to. 


; and for the clerks in 


The next amendment was, on page 102, line 21, after the word 
„the“ where it occurs the second time, to strike out ‘‘Sixth 
Auditor's Office” and insert Auditor for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment”; so as to make the clause read: 

For contingent expenses of the Post-Office Department, including the addi- 
tional building occupied by the money-order division of the Auditor for the 
Post-Office Department and the additional building used for storage of poste 
office supplies, namely, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 103, line 19, before the word 
dollars,“ to insert six hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 

For purchase, exchange, and keeping of horses and re 00 
N to bo used only for official 5 81.000. e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 104, line 12, after the word 
dollars,“ to strike out And the Postmaster-General may, in his 
discretion, cause the contract for furnishing the Official Postal 
eed to be let for a term of four years”; so as to make the clause 
read: 

For the publication of copies of the Official Postal Guide, including not ex- 
ceeding 1,500 copies for the use of the Executive Departments, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 105, line 10, before the word 
assistant,“ to strike out three and insert five“; in line 17, 
before the word “clerks,” to strike out“ six and insert seven“; 
in line 21, before the word dollars,” to insert two hundred“; in 
the same line, before the word clerks,” to strike out seven“ and 
insert “eight”; in line 22, before the word ‘‘clerks,” to strike out 
“nine” and insert ten“; in the same line, before the word 
t clerks,” to strike out “eleven ” and insert “ fifteen”; in line 24, 
before the word copyists,” to strike out nine!“ and insert six”; 
and on page 106, line 5, before the word hundred,” to strike out 
“fifty-six thousand five“ and insert “ sixty-eight thousand six”; 
so as to make the clause read: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


Office of the Attorney-General: For compensation of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, $8,000; Solicitor-General, $7,000; four Kssistant Attorneys-General, at 
arrar each; Assistant Attorney-Goneral of the Post-Office Department, $4,000; 
solicitor of Internal Revenue, $4,500; Solicitor for the Department of State, 
$3,509; two assistant attorneys, at $3,000 each; five assistant attorneys, at 
$2,500 each: assistant attorney. $2,000; law clerk and examiner of titles, $2,700; 
chief clerk and ex officio superintendent of the 1 — Y . 500: stenographic 
clerk, $1,800; three stenographic clerks, at $1,600 two law clerks, at 
$2,000 each; seven clerks of class 4; attorney in charge of pardons, $2,400: 
additional for disbursing and appointment clerk, $500; chief of division of 
accounts, $2,200; eight clerks of class 3; ten clerks of class 2; fifteen clerks 
of class 1; telegraph operator and sten pher, $1,200; six copyists; one mes- 
Soker five assistant messengers; four laborers; three watchmen; engineer, 
$1,200; two conductors of the elevator, at $720 each; cipher charwomen; su- 
perintendent of building, $250; and three firemen; in all, $168,6 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 106, line 9, before the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out one thousand five hundred” and insert 
“two thousand”; so as to make the clause read: 

For law books for library of the Department, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 106, line 24, before the word 
“clerks,” to strike out three“ and insert four,“ and on page 
107, line 2, before the word“ hundred,” to strike out “twenty-six 
thousand eight” and insert “twenty-eight thousand six”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Office of the Solicitor of the Treasury: For Solicitor of the Treasury, $4.50; 
Assistant Solicitor, $3,000; chief clerk, $2,000; four clerks of class 4; four clerks 
5 class 3; 4e clerks of class 2; one assistant messenger; and one laborer; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, line 4, before the word 
„hundred,“ to strike out three and insert five”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

For law books for office of the Solicitor of the Treasury, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 108, after line 23, to insert: 


For expense of printing and distributing advance sheets of the opinions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States to all the circuit and district judges 
of the United States, $2,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be 
expended under the direction of the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ . 

The next amendment was, on page 109, after line 14, to insert: 

For a messenger of the United States circuit court of appeals for the eighth 
judicial circuit, who shall also perform the duties of librarian and crier of 
said court, the sum of $2,000 as yearly compensation; said messenger 
also receive his necessary traveling and other expenses when said court s 
hold a term at any other place than that of his residence, not to exceed, how- 
ever, S per day,and said 3 shall be appointed the judges of said 
circuit court of appeals to serve during the pleasure of the court. 


Mr. CULLOM. In the clause making appropriations for“ dis- 
trict courts,” on page 11@, line 8, before the word “district,” I 
move to strike out ‘‘sixty-four” and insert“ „ on ac- 
count of the admission of Utah as a State of the Union; and in 
line 10, to change the total from 8320, 000“ to ‘*$325,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. On page 110, line 8, before the word “dis- 
trict,” it is pro to strike out ‘‘ sixty-four” and insert ‘‘sixty- 
five”; and in line 10, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out 
„twenty“ and insert twenty-five”; so as to make the clause read: 

District courts: For salaries of sixty-five district judges of the United 
States, at $5,000 each $325,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 110, line 19, after the word 
“ and,” to strike out ‘‘ ninety-six” and insert ‘‘ ninety-seven”’; 80 
as to make the clause read: 

Retired judges: To the salaries of the United States judges retired 
under on 714 of the Revised Statu so much as may be necessary for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, is here . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 111, after line 1, to insert: 

Fo ter, $1,500, to be paid thly: Provided, That th rts issued 
by — a sold for paia — per volume. ii 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 111, line 8, before the word 
hundred,“ to strike out ‘‘twenty-four thousand seven“ and in- 
sert ‘twenty-six thousand two”; so as to make the clause read: 


For n expenditures in the conduct of the clerk's office, $500; in 
0, one-half of which shall be paid from the revenues of the District o; 
um bia. 


The amendment was agreed to. P i 

The next amendment was, on page 112, after line 2, to strike 
out: 

That section 813 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended so 
as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 843. The allowances for personal compensation of district attorneys, 
clerks, and marshals shall be made for each fiscal year, and from the fees and 
emoluments of that fiscal year, and not otherwise.“ 

hat the compensation of district attorneys, clerks, and marshals for the 
half year ending June 30, 1896, shall be allowed and settled upon the basis of 
the returns for that halt aoar 

That hereafter all United States marshals shall be allowed ninety days 
after the 30th of June and ninety days after the 3ist of December in which 
to make their returns of fees and emoluments under the provisions of section 
833 of the poca Statutes of the United States, which is hereby amended 
acco; gly. 

Mr. CULLOM. Those clauses are to be stricken out with the 
expectation that the provisions in reference to attorneys and mar- 
shals which are found in the bill will later be adopt 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 113, after line 20, 
to strike out: 

SEC. 3. Section 166 of the Revised Statutes is amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 166. Each head of a aig sein may, from time to time, alter the 
distribution among the various bureaus and offices of his Department of the 
clerks and other employees allowed by law, as he may find it necessary and 

roper to do, but all details hereunder shall be made by written order of the 
hea of the Department, and in no case be for a pe od of time exceedi 
sixty days: Provided, That details so made may, on expiration, be renew 
from time to time by written order of the head of the ment, in each 
8 case, for periods of not exceeding sixty days. All details hereto- 

ore made are hereby revoked, but may be renewed as provided herein.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; s 

The next amendment was, on page 115, after line 21, tostrike out 
section 6, as follows: 

Sec. 6. All laws or parts of laws inconsistent with this act are repealed. 


Mr. CULLOM. The remaining sections of the bill, commenc- 

ing with line 24, page 115, and going down to the end of line 15, 

134, relate to attorneys and marshals of the courts, and I 

kave consented that those provisions may go over until to-morrow 

moming, Section 21, which is on page 124, may be read and dis- 
of to the end of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sections indicated will be 
passed over, and the reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 16, page 134, and 
concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senate yoray began on the first page 
of the bill, but there was considerable confusion in reference to 
the provisions as to clerks of committees, and I asked of the Sen- 
ate to pos over that portion of the bill until later, which was 
done. ask now that the Secretary begin to read where we 
stopped on those provisions. 

he SECRETARY. After line 3,on 5, the Committee on 
Appropriations report an amendment, to insert as follows: 

For clerks to the Committees on Woman Suffrage, Mines and Mining, Im- 
migration, Revision of the Laws of the United States, Corporations Organ- 
a M the District of Columbia, Indian Depredaticns, and & i 
the Nicaragua Canal, at $2,100 $14,700. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 8, in connection with the same sub- 
ject-matter, for 38 annual clerks to Senators who are not chair- 
men of committees, at $1,200 each,” I move in lieu of $1,200 to 
insert $1,440. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment is the 
3 5, which has been stated. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out the word “and,” in line 7, and 


after the word Canal,“ in the eighth line of the committee amend- 
ment, I move to insert“ and on Revolutionary Claims.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that an 
amendment is already pending to the amendment. 


Mr. KYLE. I ieve my amendment to the amendment is 
pending, and I ask leave to withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the 
Senator from South Dakota is withdrawn. The amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the committee 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5it is proposed to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the word “and,” in line 7, and inserting after 
the word ‘‘Canal” the words ‘‘and on Revolutionary Claims.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that it was an oversight that 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims was not incorporated in 
the list. I hope the amendment to the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr.GRAY. I move that there be added at the end of the 
sty as the words ‘‘the Committee on the Five Civilized 


Mr. CARTER. I move as a substitute for the clause as read 
and for the various amendments what I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 5 it is proposed to strike out from 
line 4 to line 13, inclusive, as follows: 
For clerks to the Committees on Woman Suffrage, Mines and Mining, Im- 
m tion, Revision of the Laws of the United States, Corporations 
i in the District of Columbia, Indian Depredations, and Construction of 
the Nicaragua at $2,100 each, $14,700. 
For twenty-six clerks to committees, at $1,440 each; in all, $37,440, 


And to insert: 
For twenty-eight clerks to committees, at $1,800 each, the sum of $50,400, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment first in order is 
that offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to 
the committee amendment. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. In the confusion I could not hear what the 
amendment was, and I am not ready to vote upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the amendment for the time being. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment to the amendment is withdrawn. 

. CULLOM. Let the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. CARTER] to the amendment be again read. 

Mr. GRAY. I have an amendment which precedes that amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the 
Senator from Montana will be again read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, strike out lines 3 to 18, inclusive, 
and insert: 


For twenty-eight clerks to committees, at $1,800 each, the sum of $50,400, 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, it will be observed that my 
amendment to the amendment contemplates perfect equality in so 
far as concerns payment for the services of the seven clerks named 
in the first subdivision of the committee amendment and those 
referred to under the general designation of 21 clerks in the sec- 
ond subdivision, beginning with line 10. Under it the clerks of 
committees, designated as 21 in number, now receiving $1,440 a 
yar will receive $1,800 in lieu of that sum, and those provided 

or in the first subdivision, designated as persons to receive $2,100 
per annum, will be reduced from that amount to the sum of $1,800. 

I understand the fact that all clerks of committees perform iden- 
tically the same class of service; that the same talents are requi 
for all the committees enumerated in this number of 28 clerks; 
that the service they perform is in no manner dissimilar. There 
does not seem to be any substantial reason why there should be a 
discrimination in the matter of payment for such services. I 
think the amendment to the amendment is equitable, just, fair, 
and that it in no sense creates a discrimination. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I think, in order that Senators 
may be placed ona e equality and be treated with fair- 
ness and equity, the amendment offered by the Senator from Mon- 
tana pr ARTER] ought to be adopted. I know one instance 
that illustrates the injustice of the pending bill in this respect. I 
pappen to bea member of two committees which have not a great 
deal to do. One is the Committee on Immigration and the other 
the Committee to Establish the University of the United States. 
By the bill as reported the clerk of one of those committees is 
given a of $2,100, while the clerk of the other, the Commit- 
e 1 Establish the University of the United States, is left at the 
old figure. 

I know what the work of these two committees has been, and 
I know that the committee of which the Senator from North 
Dakota . KYLE] is chairman, the Committee to Establish, the 
University of the United States, has had more work and more 
hearings, and as a committee has done more work, than the com- 
mittee which is favored by the bill. 


It seems to me, in order that we may all have fair treatment 


and be placed on a footing of equality, that the amendment to the 

amendment ought to be adop I think the Senators in whose 

| favor the discrimination is made in the paragraph in italics ought 
to be willing to yield this to the other Senators. 

Mr. PEFFER. May I ask the Senator from Minnesota whether 
the aggregate of the appropriation will be increased? 

Mr. ON. Very little; only a few thousand dollars. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Gray] has offered an amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from ‘Montana (Mr. 
CARTER] to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. I desire to offer an amendment. On page 2, line 
28, there is a provision for “librarian, $2,220.” I move to strike 
out the words two thousand two hundred and twenty dollars” 

d insert two thousand five hundred dollars;“ so that it will 

‘librarian, $2,500.” 

Mr. VEST. Librarian of what library? 

Mr. GRAY. Of the Senate Pale 

The pereen librarian, Mr. Church, who has been there ever 
since I have been in the Senate and was there a good many years 
before, is known to all Senators, especially to the older ones, as a 
most efficient, trustworthy, and competent official. He holds a 

ition which requires more than ordi experience and educa- 
m and some special aptitude, qualities that are not always to 
be found. He is a good lawyer, which a librarian of the Senate 
library ought to be. He is perfectly familiar with the history of 
legislation for the last quarter of a century, and we all know that 
we never apply to him without finding that he can give us 
3 are in special need of at the time of the 
755 lavaa SERT to demand or to t to ac- 
ire the services of a man competent for that position for less 
then $2,500. It seems to me that we ought not to give him less 
than that sum now in his old age and disability. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. One page 2, line 21, 3 to strike 
out 52,220“ and insert 52, 500“; so as to ; 

Librarian, $2,500. ; 

Mr.CULLOM. I desire to say a word in reference to the amend- 
ment. In the outset I wish to state that I think the amendment 
ought to be adopted. I happen to be one who has known for a 
great many years the tleman who occupies the position of 
assistant librarian. When I first knew him he was a very emi- 
nent lawyer, the general solicitor of the Chicago and Alton Rail- 
road, with his office at Chicago. He had subject to his orders many 
local attorneys, and was recognized as a very able lawyer and a 
most splendid gentleman in every way. It so 8 that sud- 
denly he was stricken in such a way as that he has avery hard 
struggle to live and make a living for his family. He is a very 
able man, and while he is physically unable to move himself about 
very well, he is thoroughly competent for the discharge of the 
duties that he is charged with. I confess I would be very much 
gratified to see this amendment adopted. : 

Mr. I suggest as an amendment to the amend- 
ment While held by the incumbent.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to those words being added. 

Mr. GRAY. Say the present incumbent.” 

Mr. COCKRELL, Les; while the office is held by the pres- 
ent incumbent.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Delaware 
accept the modification? 

Mr. GRAY. L accept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “dollars,” on page 2, line 23, 
insert “ while the office is held by the present incumbent.” — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 3, lines 8 and 9, the total ought to be 
fixed. I move to insert $65,586.90” instead of the amount speci- 
fied in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. h 8 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move, on page 8, line 2, to strike out 
481,200“ and insert 81,500“; so as to read: : 

For thirty-eigħt annual clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of com- 
mittees, at $1,500 each, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the total for that item be changed 
go as to read $57,000” instead of ‘* $45,600.” A 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, On page 34, line 3, after the words “ thou. 
sand dollars,” I move to insert, for chief of division of judicial 


accounts, $2,200,” and then to strike out “three” and insert two“; 
so as to read ‘two chiefs of divisions.” That makes the chief 
the division in the Auditor's Department the same as the chief of 
the division in the Attorney-General's Office. He has jurisdiction 
of the same subjects-matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, In line 8I move to strike out “one” and in- 
sert three“; so as to make the total read ‘‘ $87,300.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. I now offer the amendment to which my attention 
was called by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], on 


88. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from South Dakota suspend 
one moment? On page 6, line 12, in the appropriations for the 
office of the Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate, the 
word “two,” near the end of the line, ought to be stricken out and 
“three” inserted; so as to make it read three laborers” instead 
of “two.” I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM., If the Senator from South Dakota will 
me one moment I will correct the total there. I move, at 
of the ph, in lines 18 and 19, to insert as the total “$119,344” 
ins of ** $118,504.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. After the word “ dollars,“ in line 16, on page 88, 
I move to insert: 


ardon 
e end 


That the Secre of the Interior may, in his discretion, cause the present 


contract for producing ee of the of the er ot patents 
for inventions, trade-mark certificates, drawings for the library editions of 
patents, for producing exhausted copies, and copies of bending sp lications, 

patents or publications, and for producing Thotolitho: 


and of aie e 
ae work for the illustrated pages of the Official Gazette of the Patent 


fice, to be extended for the term of four years from the Ist day of July, 
1896, or, in his discretion, he may a new contract for the said work as 
now provided by law for the term of four i with the Ist day 
of July, 1806, the visions of section 3679 of Statutes of the 
United Btates to contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think I must make a point of order upon that 
amendment. It is new legislation, and in my judgment it would 
not be good legislation. 

Mr. KYLE. I do not think it is new legislation, but it is merely 

Mr 0 


into effect the present law. 
OM. It is clearly new legislation. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to state with reference to the amendment 
that it has had the unanimous approyal, I believe, of the Commit- 
tee on Patents. It merely requires the Secretary of the Interior 
to continue the present contract for the publication of the Patent 
Office Gazette for a period of four years. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is new legislation just the same. 

Mr. KYLE. Ipresume the fact is familiar to all Senators here— 
we have discu it in the Senate for the past four or five years 
at any rate—that one firm, the Norris Peters firm, in this city, had 
that contract and received since 1877, I believe, $145,000 a year 
until last year for the publication of this work. Last year it was 
thrown o ao 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it is hardly worth while to argue the 
merits of the subject. I do not care to take up time in doing it 
myself. Itseems to me the amendment is clearly new legislation 
under the rule. 

Mr. KYLE. Thavesat here this afternoon and have seen amend- 
ment after amendment placed upon the bill with the sanction of 
the Senator from Illinois, which amendments were more in the 
line of direct legislation than the amendment which I have offered. 
I do not think that a discrimination of this kind should be made 
against those who do not happen to belong to the Committee on 
Appropriations. This amendment has had the unanimous ap- 
proval, I believe, of the Committee on Patents, who are capable 
of passing upon the subject, and I believe it is a very important 
one to the peuple of the country, inasmuch as it involves the dif- 
ference between $92,000 and $145,000 in the cost of this work. 
The amendment was drawn, I believe, at the instance of the Com- 
missioner of Patents and with his entire approval. I addressed 
the following letter to the Secretary of the Interior: 

On the 20th instant the Committee on Patents re back 
with an amendment the inclosed amendment intended to proposed by 
myself to bill H. R. 6248. Said bill was reported to the Senate before the 
Committee on Appropriations received from the Committee on Patents m 
intended amendment with their favorable recommendation. When said 
is under consideration in the Senate, I will offer gy nrg atthe proper. 


nd in support of it desire to state to the Senate as to the accepta 


time, a 
manner in which Mr. Andrew B. Graham has ormed his contract for the 
1 „ 3 


respect ‘ollowin; ints: 

1. Has said G. pee cations of his contract? 

issue of the Official Gazette? 

CCC been up to the required stand - 
4. Do you 

su 


the work performed by said Graham as being equal or 
of former contr: ? 
the foregoing questions not later than to-morrow. 


to tha 
reply to 


1896. 
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In reply I received the following letter from the Commissioner 
of Patents, sent to me by the Secretary of the Interior: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UNITED STATES PATENT OFFICE, 

Washington, D. C., March 24, 1896. 
Srr: I have the honor to the ipt, by your reference of 
fon dH Eyre, dated March inclosing 

ot 8 A. K. ei relate to the boten ra e wor 


posed 
or the Patent Office, and uesting certain information ting the 
in which the Work is now ormed by the present —— Mr. 


S. T. FISHER, Acting Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


I wish to state that Mr. Graham received the past year, I believe, 
$92,000 for the publication of this work. In the document, which 
is Senate Report No. 1047, upon page 5, I find a letter from the 
Norris Peters Company to the Commissioner of Patents relative 
to the cost of publishing the work. I will read one paragraph 
from it, which is as follows: 

It e ee in this connection, that on but three 
occasions since we contracted to furnish of Patent Office drawings 
other parties, apparently without any knowledge or experience in the mat- 
ter, have attempted to do the work at prices below those bid_by our estab- 

ent, and the result on each occasion fully warrants us in saying that 
the work can not be done satisfactorily at prices less than those bid by us, 
if the high standard of work required by your office is to be maintained, as 
Sioa seat econ arene inten ar 
ernment, but to inventors and ‘attorneys as well. 

That is the judgment of the Norris PetersCompany. Now, let 
me say that the Norris Peters Company had this contract from 
1877 to 1893, and during that time, in the terms of the e of 
this letter, they received annually $145,000 for the work. In 1893 
they received $145,000. In 1895 they bid $103,000. Mr. Graham 
stepped in and bid $92,000, and received from Secretary of the 
Interior the contract. Mr. Graham has gone toa Bigs expense 
in putting in his plant, and now after one year’s work it is thought 
advisable that the Secretary of the Interior shall be authorized, in 
his discretion, to continue the contract with this company for a 
period of four years. The other company had the contract for a 
period of seventeen or 8 years at $145,000 a year. When 
a new company goes to the expense of placing in a large plant, I 
think it is no more than just and i that if the Secretary of the 
Interior finds they have done excellent work and complied fully 
with his requirements he should have the privilege of extending 
the contract for a period of four years, and in doing so I do not 
think we enact new legislation or in any way change the existing 
statutes in the case. I believe it merely enables the Secretary of 
the Interior to carry out as best he can and as best he sees fit the 


present statutes as they exist. 
Mr. CHANDLER. WII the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator spoke of the previous contract 
having run on for some seventeen years. Will he kindly inform 
me if he knows how long a specific contract was ever made with 
that firm? Was it from year to year, or were four-year contracts 
made? 

Mr. KYLE. I think the plan heretofore adopted has been to 
make a yearly contract with that company. But allow me to say 
that during all this time I believe there is but one company in 
town that a plant sufficient to produce that great work, the 
Patent Office Gazette. It requires ial presses; it requires a 
large investment of capital to do the work, and now, after the 
Norris Peters Company had the contract for about seventeen years 
at $145,000 a year, and I understand have made poker a million 
dollars of money or more out of it, they are able to drive out every 
other person. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is that company now in existence? 

Mr. KYLE. It is now in existence, I believe. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And didit compete for this contract? 

Mr. KYLE, - Last year. Last year they made an offer to do the 
work for $103,000. The present company bid for it at $92,000 and 
received the contract. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator propose that this contract 
shall be continued for four years without any reletting? 

Pr es At $92,000 or less, if the Secretary of the Interior 
1] see fit. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will see that we do not get any 
competition there, I can conceive that it might be judicious to 
make a contract for four yone as we do for carrying the mails, 
but I do not think it would be wise to kill off competition for one 
year and then by legislation extend the contract for four years. 


The Senator certainly can not think that that is good business 


sense. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KYLE. I do, most certainly, and I will explain it in a 
moment. I yield now to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. In reply to what the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has said, I think one point should be alluded to. 

This work cost the Government, when there was not so much of 
it, about $150,000 a year under the old arrangement. The contract 
now is for $92,000 a year, a saving of nearly $60,000 a year over 
what the Government has been paying for many years. A youn 
man who bid less than the Norris Peters Company by $11,000 a 

t this one-year contract has come forward and invested about 

100,000 in order to carry it out. It is perfectly apparent that if it 
is opened the Norris Peters Company can do it next year for $50,- 
000 perhaps, but they will destroy the only concern in Washin 
that can compete with them, and then they will have it at their 
own rate thereafter. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Then competition is to be abolished for the 
fear of a future injury by reason of the destruction of one of the 
competing establishments, 

Mr. It is rather to establish competition in the city. 
That is the meaning of the amendment, 

- Mr. CHAND. . How does it establish competition? 

Mr. KYLE. 5 enabling another firm to get upon its feet. 

Mr. CHANDLER. To extend a one: year contract for four years 
by act of Congress? 


Mr. KYLE. To enable another firm to get upon its feet and 
then be able to compete. I understand that the Norris Peters 
Company, in consideration of the large amount of money which 
they have made from the publication of this work, are able to do 
it for one or two years at $50,000 a year in order to drive the other 
company from the field, and then they will have the whole field 
before them, as they had during a number of years past. 

=, ALDRICH. Is this discussion pr ing on the point of 
order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question on the point of 
order is before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It has always been a rule that you could 
not discuss a point of order. However, a point of order always is 
discussed, and the Senator from South ota having the floor, I 
do not think the Senator from Rhode Island ought to interrupt 
him, icularly as I want to take a little yee in the discussion 
m It seems to me that a discussion of this kind ought to be 
interrupted by a point of order in the inception and not right in 
the middle of it. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that I 
tried to interrupt it, but failed. 

Mr. CHAND The Senator knows on a question of order 
the merits of a 8 are always discussed in the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is frequently the case; when you break 


the rule it is. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is not courteous in the Senate to break 
up a system because there is a rule against it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is ready to rule on 
the point of order. 

Mr. KYLE. Now, I will speak on the point of order for just a 
moment. I made a statement to the Senator in charge of the bill 
a moment ago to the effect that we have sat here during the whole 
consideration of the bill and witnessed amendment after amend- 
ment go upon the bill, which amendments Pepay new legis- 
lation and plainly changing existing law. I the attention of 
the Senator to one or two on page 90, at the bottom, and at the 
top of page 91. 

The Commissioner of Education is hereby authorized to prepare 
lish a bullstin of the Bureau of Education 25 to the condition of higher . — 


cation, technical and industrial education, etc.— 
In this country and abroad. 
Mr. CULLO If the Senator saw that the rule was viola 


why did he not make the point of order? He had a right to doit 

. KYLE. T have seen it done year after year, and there is 
never any question raised as to placing these amendments on the 
bill provided they have been approved by some standing commit- 
tee of the Senate. That is all that is required. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is obliged to confine 
its ruling to the case in point and not to the other cases on which 
no point of order has been raised. The Chair suggests to the 
Senator that he confine his remarks to the pending question. 

Mr. KYLE. Iwill state in reference to the pending amend- 
ment that I do not see in reading it through that there is any 
change of existing law. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not want to ask a hypothetical question, but 
I should like to know if the provision from lines 11 to 16, to which 
this is offered as an amendment, is not new legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is precisely the question 


pending before the Senate at the present time. 
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Mr.CULLOM. That provision is according to the present law, 
I understand. 

Weg PLATT. I beg pardon; it is not according to the present 

W. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am not sure about it, but I think it is. 

Mr. PLATT. The present law is that the work may be done at 
the Government Printing Office, in the judgment of the Joint 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the same as it is here. 

Mr. PLATT. No; it is not the same; I beg pardon, 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the matter with it? 

Mr. PLATT. But this provision is—— 

Or if there shall be no joint committee, in the judgment of the Committee 
on Printing of either House. 

That clause is interpolated into the bill, changing the law on 
the subject entirely. 

Mr. CULLOM. Even if that be so, if I may be allowed to refer 
to the other branch of Congress, when the House incorporates a 
provision into the bill and it comes here it is not in order to make 
a point of order on it and to strike it out. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is ready to rule upon 
the point of order. He does not wish to deprive the Senator from 
South Dakota of the opportunity to express his views. 
yee KYLE. I will await the decision of the Chair on the point 

order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
has offered an amendment. The Senator from Illinois raises the 
point of order against it under Rule XVI, paragraph 3: 

No amendment pee ones general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation 

This is a positive rule and allows of no modification. The Chair 
is satisfied, upon an examination of the latter part of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Dakota, that it is general legisla- 
tion, and the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. KYLE. While upon my feet I wish to say that I intend to 
remember Rule XVI, and I intend to see that it is rigidly applied so 
long as the rest of the appropriation bills remain under considera- 
tion in the Senate. : 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator can announce what he intends to 
do, either in the Senate or anywhere else. That does not control 
my action in the premises in reference to these measures. 

r. PEFFER. I wish to propose an amendment on page 8, 
beginning at line 4, the first paragraph for contingent expenses. 
I move to strike out all after the word namely,” in line 4, down 
to and including the word “ dollars,” in line 7, and to insert what 
Tread: 


For stationery for committees, to be drawn only on requisition approved by 
the chairman thereof, $5,000. For stationery for Senators, to be drawn only 
on requisition signed by the Senators themselves, $5,000. or so much thereof 
as may be required. And after the 30th day of June, 1896, no articles shall 
be kept in the stationery room for the use of Senators other than paper, ink, 
pens, pencils, inkstands, blank books, blank forms, and such other things as 
are required in the official work of Senators. 

Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a few minutes 
in support of this amendment; and it is not done for the purpose 
of calling attention to any 5 or any unnecessary ex- 
travagances or anything of that kind. It seems to me that we can 
very wisely dispense with a great many articles that are now kept 
in the stationery room, articles that Senators do not use themselves, 
articles that are not needed for the official work of Senators, and 
are used for other purposes altogether; and that now is a 
time—and we are the men to perform the work—to reduce these 

uses, and this amendment will do it. 

will state one reason, and a very important one, why I think 
the amendment is good and ought to prevail. I find that we have 
46 standing committees of the Senate, and in addition to the 46 
standing committees we have 13 special or select committees, 
making a total of 59 committees. Every one of the committees 
has been in the practice of drawing such stationery as it needs, 
and in the amendment $5,000 is appropriated, which is the same 
amount that is appropriated by the committee, 85, 000 for station- 
ery for committees and officers of the Senate.” So a large num- 
ber of Senators, 59 of us, are chairmen of committees. e draw 
under the general lump appropriation the stationery for our com- 
mittees, which leaves the difference between 90 and 59, which is 
but 31 Senators who would draw upon their own individual requi- 
sition. Senators know very well that a large amount of station- 
ery that we use as individual Senators we use while at work in 
our committee rooms. Probably there is no member of the body 
who is not a member of at least five or six different committees, 
and we use in that way a large amount of committee stationery, 
and hence do not use as much for our own personal use as we 
would otherwise do. 

I shall not call attention to the other articles that I find specified 
under property in charge of the Secretary of the Senate, but sim- 
ply submit this matter to the Senate with the concluding remark 
that this is a good time and we are the proper persons to effect 
this reform. 


Mr. CULLOM. Before I make the point of order upon the 
amendment, I simply desire to say that there is nothing in the 
stationery room that we get that we do not pay for. Eve i 
that is kept in that department which is not under the law for the 
use of committees, etc., if obtained by any Senator or anyone else, 
has to be paid for. I certainly am sure that I never got anythin 
out of that establishment that was not charged to me and that 
did not settle for at the proper time. 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly the Senator from Illinois does not 
wish to be understood that the cost within the sum of $125 comes 
out of the pockets of Senators. I see, not in a number of 
cases, it is true, that Senators have gone and drawn in actual cash 
the difference between the value of the stationery they have drawn 
and the $125 allowed for that purpose. This amendment is to dis- 
pense with the annual allowance for stationery. The object of 
the amendment is sopi to limit the amount of stationery used 
by Senators to that which they actually do need and use, and not 

ow them pocketbooks and penknives and things of that kind, 
which we ought to a Ms bance 

Mr. CULLOM. I the amendment of the Senator is ont 
of order. I waited for my distinguished friend from South Dakota 
to make the point of order, but I do not see him present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to 
ask the Senator from Kansas a question? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Kansas propose to do 
away with the allowance for stationery to Senators? 

Mr. PEFFER. Les. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Entirely? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes; so that Senators shall be allowed just the 
amount they use, and only that for their own personal use. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And the $125 allowance is to be repealed? 

Mr. HOAR. It is not $125, I think. 

Mr. PEFFER. The amendment, if it should be adopted, would 
abolish the annual allowance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. So that every Senator could get what he 
wanted without limit? 

Mr. PEFFER. So that what stationery we actually use we shall 
be allowed. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the allowance is $75. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; $125. 

Mr. CULLOM. One hundred and twenty-five dollars is the 
amount allowed. 

Mr. . I understand Saah E aa caps pb $125 per 
annum for stationery, postage stamps, and things of that kind. 

Mr. PEFFER. on, no; not postage stamps. 

Mr. TELLER. He is entitled to that amount if he chooses to 
take it. Ido not remember exactly the language of the statute, 
The stationery is not for his personal use, but for his official use. 
The Senator from Kansas speaks about the stationery being for 
the personal use of Senators. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator will understand that I did not 
mean to say it was in that particular form. I mean what each 
Senator uses as an individual Senator, and not as chairman of a 
committee. 

Mr. TELLER. Last year I remember that I obtained some sta- 
tionery from the stationery room, and when I got through I had 
a bill of $13 to pay the Government for the stationery I had drawn. 
Ordinarily I buy a pornon of my stationery outside of the station- 
ery room, because I can do better outside; that is to say, I can, as 
a rule, better suit myself outside than I can there. t year I 
did not do that, but I have done so perhaps every other year. 
Sometimes when I have done that there may have been to m: 
credit some amount which I had the right to take, because I 
already expended more than that outside for stationery. I take to 
my rooms—never from my committee, but from that which is 
charged to me or that which I buy at the bookstores—large quan- 
tities of paper and envelopes, which I use to write letters that are 
purely official. I do not suppose that I have ever since I have 
been in the Senate made any distinction when I wrote to m 
mother or my friends. I use ae ee I have. I do not thi 
those things ought to be considered in the Senate. When I go 
home to Colorado, as has been suggested to me by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], I always use the paper that I 
buy in the community where I am situated—at Denver. 

Mr. President, I do not think that these things are watay of 
the attention of the Senate. I do not believe that members of the 
Senate are stealing stationery; and I must say, with all due defer- 
ence to the Senator from Kansas, that this seems to me very small 
business for the American Senate to be engaged in. We waste 
time here, which,if devoted to the public service, would save a 
much larger amount of money than would be saved if every Sen- 
ator bought his stationery and paid for it out of his own pocket, 
I know of no reason why he should. I think when I am engaged 
in official business I am entitled to have the necessary stationery. 
That has always been the rule of the Senate, and I have never 
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heard of its being abused. I think it is rather unfortunate that 


we should spend our time over little matters of this kind. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Icertainly think, from my experience, that 
there can not be any claim upon the part of the Senator from 


Kansas that the amount allowed is excessive for the purposes 
specified in the bill. Iam satisfied that under his amendment the 
appropriation would have to be enlarged rather than curtailed. 
Taking myself, for example, I have frequently exceeded the allow- 
ance, and the last year or the year before to the amount of $57. 

Mr. CULLOM. Which the Senator paid into the Treasury. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Which I paid into the Treasury at the end 
of the year. The clerkin charge of the stationery room stated 
that I drawn that amount over 5 allowance. If the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas be adopted, I am sat- 
isfied it will be necessary to enlarge the appropriation rather than 
to reduce it. 

Mr. KYLE. I think this is new legislation, Mr. President. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is ight. 

Mr. KYLE. And that Rule XVI apo to it. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I do not think that Senators 
understand the object of the amendment. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me,I regret that the 
Populist party is divided upon this very important question. 

hter. 
PEFFER. Mr. President, I ask only for the usual cour- 
tesy extended in such cases. Ido not think the Senate under- 
stands the object of the amendment. - I began by saying that it 
was not my intention to call attention to any alleged extrava- 
gance,or anything of that kind, but to call attention to what I 
regarded as a substantial reform. 
e Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] speaks harshly, and, 

I think, under the circumstances, unkindly toward me, a fellow- 
Senator, who has always been courteous and respectful to the Sen- 
ator not only officially, but personally, and although my idea may 
not strike Senators as being just what it ought to be to begin 
with, yet to present it is a right I have here. t I want Sena- 
tors to understand is this: That the amount of stationery which 
we use in our official business we ought to have by an appro ria- 
tion for that purpose. The people ought to furnish us wit the 
stationery we need. 

Mr. C DLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. PEFFER. In a moment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Do we need an unlimited amount of sta- 
tionery? 

Mr. PEFFER. No; we do not need an unlimited amount. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it not a good deal like the Senator’s 
proposition to issue money to an unlimited amount? [Laughter.] 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from New Hampshire will pardon 


me if I do not aire eae ro, me 5 to mace er TES T Shai 
to keep myselť together. aughter. think the people are 
willing raped and ought to pay, for all thestationery whic their 


public men need. wr S i 

But, now that the subject is being made light of, I find in our 
stationery room that we use pocketbooks, we use combination 
cases, we use gold pens, we use fountain pens, we use a thousand 
and one articles which we do not need at all in the public service. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And we pay for them. 

Mr. PEFFER. We will see about that in a moment, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I know I do. 

Mr. PEFFER. What we use of those things within the limit 
of the allowance we pay for out of the public Treasury. I havemy- 
self paid as high as $60 in one year over and above the usual an- 
nual allowance; but that was not all for stationery. Igo down to 
the stationery room, and so do we all, when Christmas time comes, 
and buy various articles, penknives, for instance, for my boys or 
for my friends, or pocketbooks, combination cases, and all those 
things. They all go into our account. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PEFFER. Not now. 

Weall purchase more than we are entitled to under the annual 
allowance of $125. Ofcourse we pay for such purchases out of 
our own pockets. What I am trying to get at is a careful, cautious, 
prudent, businesslike use of whatever we need for public pur- 

and let the rest pass, so that, whatever we need, let it be paid 
or out of the public Treasury, and dispense with those articles 
which occasion so much criticism in the public press. 

Mr. HOAR. I call for a ruling on the point of order. 

Mr. TELLER. I disclaim any intention of injuring the feel- 
ings of the Senator from Kansas, or of being in any way harsh to- 
ward him. I did not suppose I was. I sup d I was, for me, 
unusually mild. B I only wanted to say that it seemed 
to me that this subject was not big enough to attract the atten- 
tion of the Senate, unless it was apparent that there had been some 
abuses of which I had never heard before. I knewthe amount 
allowed to me for stationery had never covered the expenditure it 
was intended to cover. I will not, however, go into any discus- 
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sion of it. I will merely say that I did not intend to interfere 
with the Senator’s freedom of speech, nor did I intend to offend 


him; and if I did so, I regret it. I repeat, however, that I think 
we ought to let these little matters alone and attend tothe weightier 
matters of legislation. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I raise the question of order, that this discussion 
is anro our of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [Irise to speak to the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts 
will state his point of o~der. 

K Mr. HOAR. Imake the point of order that this is new legisla- 
on. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want to speak to the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the privilege of the Chair 
to hear arguments when a point of order is raised. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask if the Chair will hear arguments that are 
not on the question of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question of order has just 
been raised by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. It was raised by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], and the 
Senator from Illinois . CULLOM]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Chair had not so understood. 
The remark made by the Senator from South Dakota was that the 
amendment was general legislation, but he did not insist on any 
point of order. 

Mr. CULLOM. I made the point of order early after the ques- 
tion came before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not so understand. 
The Chair will hear the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] on 
the point of order. 

+ pl BACON. No, sir; I do not wish to speak to the point of 
order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Here is an appropriation of the Senate for 
stationery for committees and officers of the Senate. It is en- 
tirely competent for the Senate when considering that clause to 
regulate the whole subject of stationery expenditure. Any pro- 
vision as to what shall be done with the money 1 for 
stationery, how the stationery room shall be handled, controlled. 
and managed, and what things shall be kept there I do not find 
written out in any existing law. Perhaps the Senator from South 
Dakota or the Senator from Massachusetts knows of some law 
which tells exactly what is to be kept in the stationery room. I 
do not; butit seems to me an absolutely unknown limitation upon 
the power of the Senate, when it is going to appropriate five or 
ten or fifteen thousand dollars for stationery, to say that you can 
not direct how that stationery money shall be expended. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator from Ilinois will allow me, I 
will move that the Senate adjourn. 
na CULLOM. I hope we shall first dispose of these little mat- 


Ts. A 
Mr. FRYE. Let us dispose of this very important piece of busi- 
ness, at least. 1 hter. ] 

Mr. CULLOM. edo not want to discuss points of order to- 
marow I think the Chair is ready to decide the question of 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The attention of the Chair has 
not been directed to any statute regulating this matter, and there 
is no proposition to repeal any general law or to make any general 
law, but merely to regulate the practice of the Senate with refer- 
ence to stationery. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think there is a general statute which con- 
trols the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. This is a proposition to make a new law. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is to change a law, and make a new arrange- 
ment by which the stationery room shall be governed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair looks upon it as an 
attempt to regulate a subject in connection with the contingent 
expenses of the Senate, and the pares apn on page 8 is for that 
purpose. The amendment will be rea 

The SECRETARY. On page 8, line 4, after the word namely,“ 
it is proposed to strike out all of the paragraph down to and in- 
eluding the word dollars,” in line 7, as follows: 

For stationery and ne includin: 000 for n co; 
tees and — of the — 818.250. ee SRE Henna 

And insert: 

For stationery for committ to be drawn only upon requisition approved 
by the — thereof, 5.00. ee = 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Chair rules that the amendment is in 
order, I hope we shall vote it down without further discussion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would like to have 


attention called to mip Seba which regulates that matter. The 
Chair is not advised t there is any such statute. 
Mr. HOAR (to Mr. CuLLom). Withdraw the point of order. 


Mr, CULLOM. I withdraw the point of order for the purpose 
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ing a vote on the question. I move that the amendment be 
laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Illinois to lay the amendment on the table. 


The motion was eed to. 
Mr. McBRIDE. move to amend, in line 13, on 96, b 
iking out the word five“ and inserting the word “eight,” an 
in line 14 by striking out the word seven“ and inserting “ten.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 96, line 13, before the word thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out five“ and insert eight,“ and 
in line 14, before the word thousand,“ tostrike out seven” and 
insert ten“; so as to read: 

For surveyo! eral of 000, and for the clerks in his office, $8,000; 
Pa i eal Oregon, $2, B, 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not desire to interfere with any remarks 
the Senator from Oregon desires to make, but I wish to state that, 
so far as I am concerned, I should be willing to give that office 
the amount of the estimates by the Government, which is $6,700. 
I am willing, so far as I am personally concerned, to allow the 
amount to be changed to the full extent of the estimates by the 
Treasury Department. If the Senator is willing to take that, I 
shall not object, but the amendment is subject to a point of order 
beyond doubt. I hope the Senator will t the 8 tion. 

. MCBRIDE. I beg the Senator's seals oh I do not think 
the amendment is subject to the point of order. Notice was given 
of it yesterday, and it has been offered by direction of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is true, but still that does not bring it 
within the rule. 

Mr. MCBRIDE. In view of the suggestions made to me b. 
Senators who are members of the Committee on Public Lands, 
will accept the su ion of the Senator from Mlinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam willing to allow the 55, 000“ for clerk hire 
in 8 office H Proxy 5 or-general of Oragon to be to 
** $6,700," an e chan accordingly. 

The amendment will be stated 


The PRESIDING OFFI 
in that form. 

The SECRETARY. On 96, in line 13, after the word 
* office,” it is pro to e out ‘* $5,000,” and insert 86, 700“; 


and in line 14, r the word “all,” to strike out $7,000” and 
insert ‘‘ $8,700”; so as to make the clause read: 
10 05 e of Oregon, $2,000; and for the clerks in his office, 

Mr. McBRIDE. As showing the necessity for the increase, I 
send two letters to the 3 desk, which Lask to have printed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I t that they be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letters referred to will be 
printed in the RECORD, in the absence of objection. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

PORTLAND, OREG., March 6, 1896. 
S Railroad A 
DNS Bre ie Orca cot cetera Bates pred Seats 
‘or the survey of 30 whole and fractional townships within the limits of their 
t March 2, 1895. 7 this ap- 
forwarded to the honorable Commissioner Gene: d Office, 
and I have been authorized to have the surveys executed, sna Gon ra notice 
timated cost 


something over 2.000, which, 2254 to the 


dV aoa apportionment of $10,000 
for Oregon, makes $22,000 to be expended for pu surveys during the present 
Based upon the ropriations of $10,000, there was ap 


Treasury under the existing law, which would work a t p upon 
the deputies who execute the work. I earnestly request that you exert your 
influence in the direction of an in in the priation for es for 
this office of at least making the total $12, 


Commissioner General Land Office upon the 
subject, who, I baye no doubt, will concur in recommendation. 

ill you please let me have your views in relation to this matter at your 
early convenience? 


Yı very trul, JOHN C. ARNOLD, 
eet £ United States for 
Hon. GEORGE W. MOBRIDE, 
United States Senate, 


Washington, D. G. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 24, 1896. 
SIR: I have received your letter of the 20th instant in relation to the appli- 
cation from the surveyor-general of Oregon for an increase of the * 
tion for clerical assistance in his office. In reply I have to state t in ro- 
spons 81 a . from the surveyor-gene: e was inf. 
as follows: 


and 
the House. 


“It is very doubtful if Congress will permit any increase in thea kopia 
a r your office, but if found practicable a supplemental estimate w be 
su ted. 

As you ask for an ea rt in the matter, so that you may submit an 
amendment to the a 7 5 on bill now pending in the Senate. I have to 
state that while this office is not definitely informed as to the amount of 
work necessary to be done in the office of the 1 on account 
of the additional ma EE el ge by the act of March 2, 


that if an increase of e amount now given in the pending bill, mak- 
ing $8,000 instead of pan for clerical help, it may meet the urgent uire- 
ments of that office, but it is apprehended that ing an increase to $10,000, 
as indicated by the surveyo: might be rejected, whereas the 
sum may perhaps be conceded. 

Very respectfully, S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 


Hon. GEORGE W. MCBRIDE, 

United States Senate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the 8 from Oregon, which has been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. C On page 97, in line 11, I move to strike out the 
word four“ and insert seven,“ and in line 12 to strike out the 
word ‘‘six” and insert the word nine.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 11, page 97, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out four“ and insert seven,“ and 
in line 12, before the word “thousand,” to strike out six and 
insert nine“; so as to read: 

For surveyor- general of Wyoming, $2,000; and for the clerks in his 
$7,800; in all, $9,800. Shae a 

Mr. CULLOM. I make no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BATE. On page 89, line 2, I move to strike out eighteen 
hundred” and insert two thousand.” I hope the Senator who 
has the bill in charge will to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the appropriations for Bureau of Educa- 
tion,” on 89, line 2, after the word “statistician,” it is pro- 

to strike out eighteen hundred” and insert two thou- 
sand”; so as to read: 
Statistician, $2,000. 

Mr. BATE. I beg to state in regard to this officer that I think 
he is the only statistician in the Government—around Washington 
at least—who gets such a small salary as that. It is merely the 
of a clerk, and that much was given when the office was 

hed, when it was merely a baby institution, in 1873. It 
has been very much enlarged and volumes of books come from 
there. The statistician has great labor to Bereta and not only 
that, but the office has been increased. The larger part of the 
whole Educational Bureau force is now under him as the statisti- 
cian, and he is acting also as chief of division as well as clerk. I 
think $200 is a small increase to the head of a division. I believe 
the head of each division in the Interior De ent—I think this 
office is attached to that Department—gets $2,000 or $2,200, and the 
statisticians in the other ents—for instance, in the Agri- 
cultural Bureau—get $2,500. I think this a very marked injustice 
to this officer. He certainly ought to have this little increase of 
$200, and that is all I ask. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should be very glad indeed to yield to the 
appeal of the Senator from Tennessee, but the amount named in 
the bill is exactly the amount estimated by the Department, and 
it would be hardly proper to increase it in this way. 

Mr. BATE. I beg to say in reply that the chief there has here- 
tofore attempted, in the last two or three perhaps, to secure 
an increase, but failed to get it. He did not want to make the 
ap again, because he understood this was a very economical 
Administration, and he so states. But that does not affect the 

uestion. Here is the case of a man who is acting as chief of 
ivision, with a large force under him, and getting no more 
now than he received at the beginning of the institution, when it 


sala 
establi 


was a very small one. I think there can be no doubt that the 
amount ought to be increased. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is beyond the estimates of the ent. 

Mr. BATE. Suppose it is. It has been done in a dozen 
cases this evening. 

ori omc We are trying to keep below the estimates, if 
possible. 


Mr. BATE. The last thing you did was to go beyond the esti- 
mate. So I trust the Senator will not make that rule on me now. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam willing to have a vote on the amendment 
without any discussion. 

Mr. BATE, Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. BACON. In the line immediately preceding the one in 
which the amendment was just adopted, line 1, page 89, after the 
words chief clerk,” I move to strike out 51, 800 and to insert 
82,000“ in place thereof. 

eP ING OFFICER. The amendment will bə stated. 
The SECRETARY, On page 89, in line 1, after the words chief 
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clerk,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ $1,800,” and insert 52,000“; 
so as to read: 

Chief clerk, $2,000, 

Mr. CULLOM. If we are going to increase the salaries of all 
the chief clerks in the Departments beyond the estimates, we 
might as well understand it and go ahead on that line. 

Mr. BACON, If the Senator from Illinois will allow me, I de- 
sire to say that amendment is moved for the reason that this offi- 
cer is made by law the executive officer of the Bureau of Educa- 
tion. In the absence of the Commissioner, by law he is the Acting 
Commissioner. He is the superior officer of all others in that De- 
partment, save alone the Commissioner. The Commissioner is 
paid $3,000 a year. In addition to that, all chiefs of bureaus are 

id exceeding 81.800, and the chiefs of all the divisions are paid 

1,800. This officer is higher than the chief of a division, and I 
think it is proper that, as he is the superior officer, he should re- 
ceive this in compensation. 

Mr. CULLOM. I raise the point of order that this amendment 
is beyond the amount estimated for. 

Mr. BACON. This officer is the superior officer of the statisti- 
cian, to whom the Senate has just awarded the amount of $2,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is raised 

the amendment, 

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw the point of order. I do not care 
to make discriminations between the two Senators who are try- 
ing to get these amendments. Iwill let the amendment be voted 
upon by the Senate and disposed of. I think, however, the Senate 
ought to give attention to it. 

Mr. BACON. I think the amendment ought to be adopted. It 
nsation of an officer who is the 

to whom $2,000 has just been 
allowed. 


Mr. CULLOM. No; the one to whom the Senate has just al- 
lowed 82,000 is a statistician and the other is simply a clerk, 
That is the difference. 

Mr. BATE. I will come to the relief of the Senator from 
Georgia. What the Senator has said is true, but at the same time 
another officer who is inferior to the one who was just voted $2,000 
gets $2,400 at the instance of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON obtained the floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the amendments are all in, I move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CARTER. I wish to submit an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Cannon] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. I move to adjourn. We are not going to get 
through with these amendments to-night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair had recognized the 
Senator from Utah. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to present a brief amendment, which 
will only take a moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to have a total changed, resulting from 
the adoption of two amendments, on page 89, line 16, in the appro- 
priation for the Bureau of Education. The total should be 
7 $50,800 ” instead of ‘‘ $50,420.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The total will be cha as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Illinois. in the absence of objection. 

Mr. CANNON. In line 24, on page 96, before the word “‘ thou- 
sand,” I move to strike out five” and insert seven“; and in line 
25, before the word thousand,” to strike out seven“ and insert 
ét 1 ” 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand there are several other amend- 
ments to be proposed to the bill. I was hoping that we could get 
the bill cleared up, with the exception of the court provisions; 
but if other amendments are to be offered, I am inclined to yield 
to a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. PLATT. Youcan not dothat. The billis open toamend- 
ment until the entire bill has been considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 96, line 24, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,” itis proposed to strike out five“ and insert seven“; and 
in line 25, before the word thousand” to strike out seven“ and 
insert nine“; so as to read: 

For surveyor-general of the State of U 000; and for the clerks in his 
Office, $7,000; in all, $9,000. one. 

Mr. CULLOM. T hope the Senator will not insist upon a vote 
on that amendment to-night. Let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON. I will cheerfully do that, if the Senator desires, 
when I have explained the purpose of the amendment. ; 

Mr.CULLOM. If the Senator will explain it to-morrow it will 
be better understood than if explained now in a thin Senate. 

Mr. CANNON. Twoamendments of a similar character, bring- 


poses to increase the com 
Edge superior of the o 


ing the allowance of the surveyors- general up to the estimates of 


the ent, have just been 

Mr, CULLOM. I know it. 

Mr. CANNON. If the Senator insists, of course I will allow 
the amendment to go over. 

Mr. CULLOM. I thinkit will be better for the Senator to make 
his remarks in the morning. 

Mr. CANNON. I have no remarks to make on the subject, be- 
cause it is self-explanatory. 

5 LOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 35 minutes 
p: m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, March 

1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, March 24, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. 

plat ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

DEATH PENALTY. 

The SPEAKER. The first question before the House is on the 
engrossment and third reading of the bill the title of which will 
be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ee Niele Se to reduce the cases in which the penalty of death may be 

C 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being 5 it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Division. 
The question was taken. 
The SP. On this question the ayes are 90; the noes 
are 35; the ayes seem to have it; the ayes have it, and the bill is 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. I move to reconsider. 
Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. On what question? 
Mr. CROWTHER. On the question of the passage of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. One moment. Had the gentleman risen for 
that p before the vote was announced? 
Mr. CROWTHER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri demands the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 170, nays 61, not 
voting 123; as follows: 


YEAS—170. 
en. De Armond, Latimer, Simpkins, 
Aldrich, Ala, 55 Lawson, Skinner, 
Allen, Miss. De Witt, Leighty, Smith, HL 
Allen, Utah Dinsmore, r, Snover, 
Arnold, R.L Doolittle, Le Southard, 
Bailes, Downing Tittle fore 
ey, ng, e. 
Baker, Kans. Elett, Va Loc Stahle, 
Baker, Md. Ellis, 2 Steele, 
Baker, N. H. Evans, Me , Mass. Stewart, N. J. 
Bankh Fischer, McCall, Tenn. Stokes, 
Barham. 5 McCormi Stone, C. W. 
Bartholdt, Gibson, McC . Ky. t, 
Bartlett, Ga. Graff, MeCull Strode, Nebr. 
Bell, Colo Griffin, McRae, trong, 
Bell, Tex. Grout, Mercer, Strowd, N. O. 
tt, Grow, Meredi' Sulloway, 
ingham, Hager, Meyer, ulzer, 
Black, Ga. Hainer, Nebr. Miles, Swanson, 
Bowers, Halterman, Miller, W. Va. Talbert, 
Broderick, Hanly, iken, Tayler, 
Brosius, Harrer, es TTY, 
ull, Harris, Mondell, Thomas, 
Mo. Neill. ‘Towne, 
Burton, Ohio Heatwole, Noonan, Turner, Ga. 
‘atchings, Henderson, Northway, Tyler, 
y, Hen Ogden, Underwood, 
Cobb, Ala. Hilborn, Otzen. pa 
Cobb, Mo. Hill, Overstreet, Van Horn, 

k, W. Hit Patterson, Van Voorhis, 
Cooke, III. Hop Pendleton, Walker, Va. 
Cooper, Fla. Huff, Per ‘alsh, 

r, Tex. Hunter, Pickler, Watson, Ohio 
r, Wis. Hurley, Poole, Wellington, 
Corliss, utcheson, Powers, Wheeler, 

SP, enkins, illiams, 

Culberson, Johnson, CaL Pugh, illis, 
Jones, pi $ 5 Wilson, N. Y. 

Curtis, Iowa Joy, ves, Wilson, S.C. 

Curtis, Kem, Sayers, ‘ood, 

Curtis, N. Y. Kiefer, e eh, Woodard. 
Lacey, Shuford, 
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NAYS—41. n 
Abbott, Erdman, Leisenring, Smith, Mich. 
Adams, Faris, Linney, Stephenso: 
Aldrich, II. Fenton, udenslager, Stewart, W 
Babcock, Foss, W, Stone, W. A. 
Barrett, Gillett, Mass. $ Taft, 
Bishop, Grosvenor, Miller, Kans. Tate, 
Blue, rt, Minor, Wis. Tracey, 
Boutelle, Hartman. Mozley, Treloar, 
Brumm, Hatch, Murphy, Wanger, 
Cannon, Henry, Conn. Owens, ite, 
Cockrell, Henry, Ind. Pearson, Wilson, Idaho 
Codding, Hepburn, Pitney, Woomer, 
Connolly, Howell, ney, Wright. 
Crowther, Hull, Reyburn, 
Crump, Kerr, | Royse, 
Draper, Kirkpatrick, Scranton, 
NOT VOTING—123. 
Acheson, Dockery, Layton Price, 
Anderson, Dolliver, Lefever, Ray, 
Andrews, Eddy, Leonard, Richardson. 
‘Apsley, Elliott, S. O. Livingston, Robertson, La 
Arnold, Pa. Fairchild. Long. Robinson, Pa. 
pawone, Fitzgerald, Lorimer, Rusk, 
ey Fletcher, Maddox, Russell, Conn. 
Bartlett, N Y. ‘oote, hg — % Russell, Ga. 
Beach, Fowler, Mahany, Sauerhering, 
Belknap, amble, Mahon, Shannon, 
Berry, Gillet, N. Y. McCleary,Minn. Shaw. 
Black, N. Y. Griswold, McClellan, Sherman, 
Brewster, Hadley, McClure, ori 
Bromwell, all, McDearmon, Southwick, 
Brown, Hardy, McEwan, Sparkman, 
Buck, Heiner, Pa. McKenney, Spencer, 
Burrell, Hemenway, McLachlan, Stallings, 
Calderhead, Hermann, McLaurin, Tawney, 
Chickering, Hicks, MeMillin, Tracewell, 
Clark, Iowa Hooker, Meiklejohn, Tucker, 
Clark, Mo. oward, Miner, Turner, Va. 
Clarke, Howe, Money, Wadsworth, 
Coffin, Hubbard, oody, Walker, 
Colson, Hulick, Morse, Warner, 
Cousins, Huling, Moses, Washington, 
Cowen, yde, Newlands, Watson, Ind. 
Cox, Johnson, Ind. Odell, Wilber, 
Crowley, Johnson, N. Dak. oer. Wilson, Ohio 
Kendall, Parker, Woodman, 
yt Kulp, Payne, Yoakum. 
Dingley, Kyle, Phillips, 
So the bill was passed. ’ 
Mr. FLE . Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 


Mr. FLETCHER. I was in the Hall of the House, and did not 
hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening when his name 
should have been called? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman was not listening, under our 
rules he can not be allowed to vote now. 

Mr, FLETCHER. I did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair ought to say to the House that 
attention has been called to the rule in regard to the recording of 
names after the roll call, The Chair will have it read to the 
House, so that attention may be called to it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Upon every roll call the names of the members shall be called alphabetic- 
ally by surname, except when two or more have the same surname, in which 
case the name of the State shall be added; and if there be two such members 
from the same State, the whole name shall be called; and after the roll has 
been once called, the clerk shall call in their alphabetical order the names of 
those not voting; and thereafter the Speaker shall not entertain a request to 


record a vote or announce a pair u the member's name has been noted 
under clause 3 of this rule. 


The SPEAKER. The practice in the Fifty-first Congress, when 
the same rule prevailed, was to ask a member if he was listening 
at the time his name should have been called and failed to hear 
it, so as to meet the possible contingency that the calling of the 
name had been omitted. That is the condition of the rule as it 
stands at ponr 

Mr. LACEY. That rule is not different, except in the last clause, 
from what it was in the last Congress 

And thereafter the Speaker shall not entertain a request to record a vote. 

That is, after the roll has been called. 

The SPEAKER. That was also the practice in the Fifty-first 
8 S The Chair does not see how the rule can be otherwise 

rpreted. 

a CLARK of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my 
vo 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. TRACEWELL with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. HeEMENWAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. MADDOX. 

Mr. HADLEY with Mr. MODEARMON. 

Mr. HuLIcCK with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. ODELL with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. Jonnson of Indiana with Mr. BAILEY. 

Mr. Hooker with Mr. MCCLELLAN. 7 

Mr, Warso of Indiana with Mr. WILsOoN of South Carolina. 


Mr. HARDY with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

Mr. Eppy with Mr. KYLE. 

Mr. HUBBARD with Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. Moopy with Mr. MINER of New York. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, it is announced 
that I am paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


LEONARD] upon this vote. That is a mistake. I was only paired 
with the gentleman on a matter that was disposed of Friday last. 
I voted on this question. 

The SPEAKER. The pair will be withdrawn. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of New York, a motion to recon- 
sider the yote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
resolutions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by 
the Speaker as follows: 

A bill a 2482) See and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to loan two condemned cannon to the Confederate Home of 
Missonri, located at 1 Lafayette County, Mo. —to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2187) to pension Thomas F. Leahy—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2132) for the relief of settlers upon lands within the 
indemnity limits of the grant to the New Orleans Pacific Railway 
Company—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 2037) to provide times and places for holding terms of 
United States courts in Utah—tothe Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2032) to grant Fe of way over the public domain 
for pipe linesin the States of Colorado and W yoming—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1989) to authorize the payment to Rear-Admiral John 

. Russell of the highest pay of his grade—to the Committee on 

aval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1806) granting a pension to George B. Custer, late 
sergeant of Company H. Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1726) to approve and ratify the construction of a 
bridge across the Red River, between the States of Arkansas and 
Texas, at a point above the town of Fulton, in Arkansas, on said 
river, built by the Texarkana Northern Railway Company, but 
now owned and operated by the Texarkana and Fort Smith Rail- 
oy Company, and to authorize the latter company to maintain 
said bridge over said waterway, subject to certain stipulations and 
conditions—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1723) to approve and ratify the construction of a bridge 
over and across Caddo Lake, at Mooringsport, La., by the Kansas 
City, Shreveport and Gulf Railway Company—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1722) to approve and ratify the construction of a bridge 
across the Sulphur River, in the State of Arkansas, by the Texar- 
kana and Fort Smith Railway Company—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1210) toaid in the erection of a monument to the mem- 
ory of Gen. William Smallwood and the soldiers of the Maryland 
line in the war for American independence—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

A bill (S. 662) for the relief of William S. Grant—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 637) granting a pension to George M. Brooks—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 2141) to amend an act approved August 24, 1894, en- 
titled “An act to authorize purchasers of the property and fran- 
chises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to organize a 
corporation and to confer upon the same all the powers, privi- 
leges, and franchises vested in that company - to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Concurrent resolution— 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 12,000 additional copies of the report of the board of engineers rel- 
ative to the construction and completion of the Nicaragua Canal, without 
maps, of which 4,000 copies shall be Tor the ase of the BUDAO end 8,000 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives— ` 

To the Committee on Printing. 

Concurrent resolution— 

Resolved by the Senate (the Houseof Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 5.000 additional copies of Senate Document No. 17, of the first ses- 
sion of the Fifty-fourth Congress, being the memorial of the National Wool- 


growers’ Association; of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate 
and 3,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives— z 


o the Committee on Printing. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had pao the joint resolution (S. R. 
104) directing the Secretary of War to transmit to Congres a 
report on survey of the waterway connecting the waters of Puget 


1896. 
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Sound, at Salmon Bay, with Lakes Union and Washington, and 
to submit an estimate of the cost of constructing said waterway; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


CUBA. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the message from 
the Senate announcing a disagreement with the House and re- 
questing a further conference on the House amendments to the 
resolutions in relation to Cuba, and I move that the House insist 
upon its amendments to the resolutions of the Senate and agree to 
a conference. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


The Speaker laid before the House a bill (H. R. 4463) to grant 
certain condemned cannon and cannon balls to the Thirteenth and 
Forty-third Separate Companies National Guard of State of New 
York, with amendments of the Senate thereto. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BOUTELLE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the naval 
establishment for the fiscal = ending June 30, 1897; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve all points of 
order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The points of order are reserved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr, PRICE, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WASHINGTON, for two weeks, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. HADLEY, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Sora, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. McM, for five days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1616) to pension Michael E. Bricker, of Edgerton, 


d.; 

A bill (H. R. 3886) to reimburse W. W. Rockhill for moneys 
erroneousl id United States; 

A bill H. . 5564) authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern Rail- 
way Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Todan Territory, and for other OSES; 

A bill E R.5979) for the right of the Rock Island, Muscatine 
and Southwestern Railway Company to build a bridge across the 
Illinois and Mississippi Canal; ? f 

A bill (H. R. 6304) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River at Knoxville, Tenn.; and 2 

A bill (6936) for the reconstruction of the Rock Island Bridge. 

CALEB L. JACKSON, 

Mr. HALTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6417) to complete 
the military record of Caleb L. Jackson. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman whether 
this bill has been considered at a Friday night session? 

Mr. HALTERMAN. No, sir; it is such a meritorious bill that 
it needs no elaborate consideration. This man died on the retreat 
from Manassas in 1863. He has been dead more than thirty years. 

Mr. TALBERT. My question was whether the bill had been 
considered at a Friday night session. 

Mr. HALTERMAN. o, sir. 

Mr. TALBERT. Then I object. 

MARITIME CANAL OF NORTH AMERICA, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, on the 4th of March 
I introduced a bill (H. R. 7173) to incorporate the Maritime Canal 
of North America, and for other purposes,” and, either by mistake 
or inadvertence on my part, it was referred to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. The bill relates entirely to interstate com- 
merce, and should have been referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce; and I ask that the reference be so 
changed. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that that bill is in the 
proper committee. I object to the change of reference. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I move that the ref- 
erence be changed. 


rted 
e fol- 


TheSPEAKER, Is the gentleman authorized by his committee? 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No, sir. 
SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS, 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, Task unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 1480) to amend an act entitled An 
act to adjust the salaries of postmasters,” approved March 3, 1883. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of an act entitled “An act to 
salaries of rs,” approved 3, 1883, be, and the same is 
amended so to read as follows: 

“Seco. 4. That the salaries of postmasters of the first, second, and third 
classes shall be readjusted by the Postmaster-General, the first adjustment 
(under this act) to take effect simultaneously with the reduction of the rates 
of postage, and thereafter at the ing of each fiscal year; and the salary 
of the ter at Washington City, D. C., shall be $6,000; and in no case 


ust the 
reby, 


shall the salary of any postmaster exceed the sum of $6,000, except the city of 
New York, where the salary of the postmaster shall remain as now fixed by 
law at $8,000 per annum. 


The committee recommended an amendment striking out all 
after the enacting clause and inserting the following: 

Thai salary of the postmaster at Washin ity, D. C., 
per met peT dir iya the Ist of July, 1896. F 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a brief statement 
in relation to this bill. It is unanimously rted by the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. I desire to say in this 
connection that the salary of the postmaster at Washington is fixed 
by statute at a specific sum. The salaries of the other Presiden- 
tial postmasters are fixed by law according to the receipts of their 
offices. In 1882 the salary of the postmaster at Washington was 
fixed at $5,000 a year. At that time the receipts of the office would 
have entitled him to only about $3,700. As the members of this 
House well know, 60 per cent of the business at the Washington 
office is free business, for which no stamps are sold. The Post- 
master-General has written a letter, in which he shows the gross 
discrimination which is made against the postmaster in the city of 
Washington in comparison with the postmasters at other large 
offices. In 1882 the receipts of the post-office at Washington 
amounted to $292,756. That was the gross receipts from the sale 
of stamps. In 1894 the receipts amounted to $586,866. Now, 
when the receipts of an office amount to $600,000, the salary of the 
postmaster is fixed by law at $6,000 a year. In 1882 there were 
only 160 clerks under the control of the postmaster at Washington; 
now there are 303. At that time there were only 2 carrier stations; 
now there are 6. In 1882-83 there were 4 substations; now there 
are 34; in 1882-83 there were 24 stamp agencies; now there are 42. 

Now, let us compare the salary of the postmaster in this city 
with the salary of other postmasters according to the work done. 
Take, for instance, Buffalo, N. Y., where there are employed 138 
clerks, while at „ are 303 olens for whom the 
postmaster is responsible. e postmaster at Pittsburg, Pa., has 
only 156 clerks; at Cleveland, Ohio, 119. EE . 

ow, 60 per cent of the business of the Washington post-office 
is free. is is the third largest registry office in the United 
States, only New York and Chicago surpassing it. Let me say 
also that the receipts of the Washin gton office lack only about 
$14,000 of being $600,000, the maximum which under the general 
law, if applied to the post-office at Washington, would give the 
postmaster a salary of $6.000. 

Mr. PICKLER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. This bill, I believe, proposes to increase the 
salary of the postmaster here in Washington. 

Mr.SWANSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the amount of the proposed increase? 

Mr. SWANSON. One thousand dollars. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the bill give anything additional to 
fourth-class postmasters? 

Mr. SWANSON. No, sir; it does not. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

Several members called for the regular order, 

CUBA, 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Hrrr, Mr. 
Abaus, and Mr. McCreary of Kentucky conferees on the part 
of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the 
concurrent resolutions with reference to Cuba. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the com- 
mittees will be called for business in the morning hour. 

FRAUDULENT BRANDS UPON LIQUORS IN BOTTLES, ETC. 


Mr. EVANS (when the Committee on Ways and Means was 
called). Ihave been instructed by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to bring to the attention of the House during this call the 
bill (H. R. 4580) to amend section 3449 of the Revised Statutes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 349 of the Revised Statutes be amended so 
as to read as follows: 

SEC. H49. Whenever any Py lap sells,or keeps on hand for sale, ships, 


transports, or removes any spirituous or fermented liquors or wines, whether 
foreign or domestic, in bottles, casks, or other packages, under any other than 
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e d d brand known to the trade as designating the kind and 


ity of the contents of the bottles, casks, or other containing the 
same, pe causes such act to be done, he sa forfeit said liquors or wines and 
o bottles, casks, or other packages, and be subject to pay a fine of and to 
be imprisoned six months for the first offense, and to pay a fine of $1,000 and 
be imprisoned one year for the second offense.” 
The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


After the word “person,” in line 5, insert “ knowingly”; so that section 
8449, as to be amended, will read: whenever any person knowingly 
sells or keeps on hand,” etc. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, this bill, as will be seen from its 
title, is designed to amend section 3449 of the Revised Statutes. 
It relates exclusively to internal-revenue matters, and the bill as 
recommended by the committee has been indorsed and urged by 
the Internal Revenue Office. The section proposed to be amended 
now reads: 


SEC. 349. Whenever any person shi: 


ous or fermented liquors or wines, un name or 
esigna’ 


known to the trade as d. d and quality of contents 
of the casks o; same, or causes such act to be d. he 
shall forfeit said or wines, and casks su to 
pay a fine of $500. 


The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in a letter to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, has stated that the law as now on the 
statute books is inadequate to prevent and punish the pe and 
extensive frauds now constantly being perpetrated upon public 
and upon the revenue by persons engaged in the sale of a great 
3 of liquors. Fox example, these persons send out in bottles 
(which must necessarily be beyond the scrutiny of the internal- 
revenue officers) a sort of beer that they call “hop tea”; and 
various other devices of the same kind are resorted to for the pur- 
pose of swindling not only the public but the revenue. In some 
of the larger cities some of these spurious liquors as bottled are 
designated on the brands as ‘‘ cognac”; and the use of illustrious 
names of brandy makers is resorted to for the purpose of foisting 

the public these spurious liquors. i A 

ip pipea to prevent these frauds it is necessary, in the estima- 
tion of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, that we should get 
at the bottles. Itis Stronki e bottling establishments that the 
frauds are effected. This bill proposes to amend the existing law 
in such respects as may be necessary to prevent and punish the 
frauds now so extensively perpetrated. e changes which it is 
proposed to make in the law are such as in the ju ent of the 
committee and of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue are neces- 

„If gentlemen will follow the original section as I read the 
— 9 in its amended form, they will see the changes which it is 
proposed to make. 

Whenever any person knowingly sells or keeps on hand for sale 

The words “knowingly sells or keeps on hand for sale” are an 
addition— 

oves an tuous or fermented liquors or win: 
pa ly maken i dommontl o in ttles, casks, or other — er roe) 
other than the proper name or brand known to the trade as the 
kind and quality of the contents of the bottles— 

There we have inserted additional words— 

containing the same, or causes such act to be don 
fae torte n or wines and bottles— A 

Which is not in the present law— 
casks, or other packages, and be subject to a fine of $500. 

The amendment proposed also adds to those words the follow- 


and to be imprisoned six months for the first offense, and to pay a fine of 


$1,000 and be imprisoned one year for the second offense. 

Imprisonment is regarded as absolutely n to ent 
these frauds. They are being perpetrated not only upon the pub- 
lic by the sale of spurious liquors, but also upon the Government, 


by the sending abroad of these spurious cognacs and other spuri- 
ous brands, which take the places of those genuine ones which 
would otherwise be imported at a much higher rate of duty than 
the internal-revenue taxation. 

The committee — „ of 5 arc the ui 
ought to pass, and they give their reasons at le in the report. 
They think there is no reason why the suggestions of the Internal 
Bereans Office should not be carried into effect by the enactment 
of the law. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I wish, with the consent of the gentleman 
in charge of this bill, to call the attention of the House to this 
fac 


— 
Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the report 


accompanying the bill. 

Mr. EVANS. Does the gentleman from New York desire to 
occupy the floor? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Fora short time. 

Mr. EVANS. I will yield to the gentleman from New York 
five minutes, if that will be sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. Before the gentleman from New York p 
ceeds, the Chair will say to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
the reading of the report is not a matter of right except as a part 


of the remarks of some gentleman occupying the floor, unless by 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. EVANS. Iask that the ay be read in my time. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will yield the floor for the purpose of 
having the report read. 

The report (by Mr. Evans) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4580) to amend section 349 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, hav- 
F y recommend the passage of the bill 


wW amended as follows: 8 the word “ics A 
rson,” insert W ‘knowingly. 

58 CST statute is as follows: te: 4 10 

“SEC. 8 enever an rson ships, transpo: or removes an 
ituous or fermented Honoa, Aiea under any other than the pro abe ey 
or brand known to the trade as d ting the kind and quality of the con- 
tents of the casks or con’ ing same, or causes such act to be don 
3 es said | uors or wines casks or packages and be subj 

y a fine o . 

‘The Internal . Office reports that the existing statute is inadequate 
to meet and correct the gross and extensive frauds perpetrated upon the 
publicand upon the par ger Paap engaged in the sale of a t variety 
of Ghat na vinous, and t liquors under false and fraudulent brands. 
To illustrate, but without into details, the Commissioner of Internal 
m 1 


Co., London supe 

- ” are freely used, and the public is extensively im 

opa thereby, so much so indeed, it is said, that the profits are so great that 
those en; in the business when detected pays parently without reluc- 


tance the ted States district court 
~ Aep poe nko o the cane tone United States vs. 133 
pages nd spirits, recen ecid: was he 
such false brands can not be forfeited. There would be 
much need of the perenn legislation and for the imposition of greatly in- 
— uding 


creased penalties, imprisonment. This alone, it is believed by the 
officials and those w FP Rar my gli SOENITAR 
these fraudulent transac: from actively continuing therein. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I will consume the time of the 
House only long enough to call attention to the fact that this 
bill, if passed, will not a a protection to the revenueservice 
of the country, but will conduce to the safety of American 
citizens. 


Last summer a friend of mine was very sickin New York. The 
doctor ordered him to use Hennessey brandy. ‘Get the three- 
star Hennessey brandy,” he said to me. t is what is re- 
quired in his case.” : 

Well, I went to a drug store—it was grog e got the 
three-star Hennessey brandy. Before leaving the doctor tastedit, 
and said, Where did you get that?” 

I replied at such and such a place on Broadway. 
said, that will kill at 40rods. It is a compound of wood alcohol, 
WAY, and strychnine, sold under the label of Hennessey brandy.” 

I maT instance this as indicating the necessity for the passage of 
this bill. If the revenue is robbed under the present law, it is a 
misfortune; butif people are killed by these noxious and poi 
compounds to put money into the 
a crime. I need say no more. 
manifest. I hope the bill will pass. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment 
to the bill, and will state the reasons for doing so. 

Mr. EVANS. If the gentleman wishes to occupy the floor I 
wit CONNOLLY Are ling out the tim 

t: y s ou parceling out the time in o - 
tion to the bill? 3 pposi 

Mr. EVANS. No, Iam not; I am simply holding the floor. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill 
as it stands. 

3 SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Kentucky yielded 

e floor? 

Mr. EVANS. I have not. That is the reason I interrogated 
the gentleman as to what time he wanted. I will yield to him as 
much time as he desires within reasonable limits. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. In opposition to the bill? 

Mr. EVANS. Yes, if you so desire. I will yield ten minutes 
eur. CONNOLLY. Mr Speake taking the fl 

r. CONN . Mr. Speaker, my purpose in taking the floor 
was to ask the House to amend the bi. If the gentleman in 
charge of the bill insists on its being acted on just as it is now, I 
shall feel constrained to vote against it, and I think that there are 
other members on the floor who will also oppose it unless the fea- 
ture of the bill to which I wish to call the attention or the House 
is remedied. 

Under all of the revenue laws that we have had in operation up 
to this time no question has ever been pe into the statute about 
the intent with which any violation of the law has been commit- 
ted. The law has been like all of our revenue or taxation laws; 
it has required certain things to be done, and has provided that a 
failure to do those certain thi shall be a violation of the law, 
bie regard to the intent with which the things have been 

one. 

Now, this section of the statutes which it is proposed to amend 
has, since the internal-revenue laws were first enacted, remained 


“Well,” he 


ous 
kets of greedy citizens, it is 
he justice of the measure is 
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on the statute books unchanged as it rests there to-day. 
vides as follows: 
SRC. 349. Whenever any person — — transports, or removes any spiritu- 


It pro- 


ous or fermented liquors or wines under any other than the p r name or 
brand known to the trade as designating the kind and quality of the contents 
of the casks or packages containing the same, or causes such acts to be done, 
he shall forfeit said liquors or wines, and casks or and be subject to 
pay a fine of $500. 

Now, so the law has stood since 1868, and anyone who sells, 
ships, transports, or disposes of liquors of any kind under a false 
name or of a kind or quality not d 1 upon the package 
shall be held to have violated the law. is bill comes in to amend 
that section; a section that has stood for twenty years—yes, more, 
for twenty-five years—and provides by adding a few words at the 

inning of the section that— 

Whenever any person knowingly sells or keeps on hand for sale— 

Then follows the rest of the section just as it has always stood. 
Now, that is the secret of this whole thing, in the few words that 
have been added at the beginning of the section, namely: ‘‘Any- 
one who knowingly sells, ships, transports,” or does any of the 
things that have always been prohibited. In other words, it 
changes the law and the whole spirit of thelaw. It makes this 
section an exception to all the sections of the internal-revenue 
laws, and requires the Government, before it can convict a man 
who evades the statute, to prove that he knew that the article he 
was selling was falsely branded. 

Now, gentlemen can see what ity the Government 
would have to convict these men who are selling the three-star 
Hennessey brandy that my friend from New York [Mr. Cum- 
MINGS] spoke of. This brandy is put up not by the distiller or by 
men honestly pursuing their business, but by men who are en- 

ed in a fraudulent business. They compound it, they bottle 

„they seal it up. They then have it on sale for retailers at a 
cheaper price than the genuine article would be. The retailers 
buy it because the bottle with its brand and labels looks like the 

nuine Hennessey brandy; but the retailer knows that he bonght 
i at much less. e, however, has never sampled it. He does not 
know what is in the bottle. He buys it as his purchaser buys it, 
takes it on trust because of the label. Now, if that word know- 
ingly” is stricken out, then there can be no objection to this bill. 
The law always has extended simply to those who shipped and 
transported this fraudulent class of This bill proposes to 
extend that law to those who sell and deal in that fraudulent kind 
of goods. That is all right. But when you add that word know- 
ingly,” then you furnish a loophole by which the fraudulent seller, 
the fraudulent shipper, the fraudulent transporter can escape. 
Under the law as it has always stood the shipper and transporter 
never can escape, for if the article is traced to him the mere proof 
of the fact that it is fraudulent convicts him. Therefore it puts 
him on his guard, As the law stands to-day, every man who 
handles these fraudulent goods does so at his peril, if he is de- 
tected in handling or shipping them. Everybody does it at his 
peril except the man who sells. The law does not extend to the 
man who sells. This bill will extend it to the man who sells. 
Now, if you strike ont the word knowingly” then you make it 

ible for the Government to convict the very class of men who 
Neal in the class of goods of which the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cummines] spoke. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Will my friend permit me? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Certainly, sir. - 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iagree with the gentleman perfectly; and 
those members of the committee whom I have seen are willing 
that the amendment inserting the word knowingly” may be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Then do I understand that the word “know- 
ingly may be stricken out? 

. EVANS. We will state the proposition. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Ik that is done I shall have no objection. 

Mr. EVANS. I will say to the House, Mr. Speaker, that there 
was considerable discussion in the committee upon the subject of 
this word “‘ knowingly.” It did not escape the attention of the 
committee, and in that discussion much doubt was ressed as 
to whether the word ought to be included in the bill. © criti- 
cisms of my distinguished friend from IIlinois, as we all know, 
have force, not only in themselves, but because of his large ex- 
perone in these matters. And so much are we impressed by 

em now—as we were before—that I have been instructed by the 
committee to withdraw their suggestion of this amendment, 
which was the only amendment offered to the bill. That being 
the only objection of 8 from Ilinois [Mr. CONNOLLY], 
we shall be very glad to have his support of the measure. 

Mr. GRAFF. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CRISP. Have the committee instructed the gentleman to 
withdraw the word? 

Mr. EVANS. Iwill not say that the committee formally did 
it, but in a conference among us, as far as the members could 
be found, it was agreed to withdraw it. Ithought the gentleman 
from Georgia had been consulted. 


Mr. CRISP. Iam very much opposed to withdrawing the word. 
Ido not think that any man ought to be convicted of any crime 
unless he has knowledge that he is committing it. I object to its 
being withdrawn. 

Mr. EVANS. Then the committee can not do it, I suppose, as 
a committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to join the gentleman from Geor- 
gia in that. I am unwilling to make any man guilty of a crime 

y any act which of itself is an innocent act at the time he com- 
mits it. 

Mr. EVANS. The gentleman from Georgia, if I understand, 
objects to the withdrawal of the committee amendment? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, 

Mr. EVANS. Then it will have to be voted upon. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, as the law stands now it provides 
that any person who ships, transports, or removes any spirituous 
2 3 3 — or 8 . a false brand oar forfeit 

em an subject to a penalty. e proposition pending is to 
extend this provision not only to the person who ships 9 
ports the goods, but to any person who sells or keeps on hand for 
sale any liquors under any false brand, and he is not only to be 
subject to forfeiture of the liquors, but subject to fine and impris- 
onment. The committee recommended extending the penalty to 
the seller of the liquor, provided there shall be incorporated in the 
law the word “knowingly,” so that no man shall be punished for 
selling liquor under a false brand unless he knows at the time he 
sells it that he is selling it under a false brand. My friend from 
et 1 3 is a eee: of distinction, . 

is proposition. ou it was an elementary principle of 
the law that there could $ its 
commission there was a joint o 

Mr. CONNOLLY. 
crimes per se. 

Mr. CRISP. That is true, or ought to be true, in every case. 

Mr. CONNOLLY.’ It has never been true under the internal- 
revenue law. . 

Mr. CRISP. Let the gentleman for one moment look a little to 
the rights and liberties of the citizens of the United States. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me 
a question? 

. CRISP. Ihope the gentleman will allow me to finish my 
remarks, Let the gentleman for one moment consider the public 
as well as the revenue. Pass this bill without the amendment 
recommended by the Committee on Ways and Means, and what is 
the effect? A merchant doing business orders from a manufac- 
turer or from a wholesale dealer liquors in bottles. He orders the 
the kind of brandy mentioned by my friend from New York a 
Cunmines]. He pays full +e for the brandy that he orders, 
He honestly and bona fide believes that he is getting the very best 
merchandise, that which he ordered. It is corked and sealed. A 
purchaser buys from him a bottle of this brandy. If you do not 
incorporate in this statute the word knowingly,” then if in fact 
that dy be as was that mentioned by my friend from New 
York, not only is it forfeited to the United States, but the mer- 
chant, the innocent seller, a man engaged in a lawful occupation, 
an honest man, who bought in the open market what he thought 
was 8 is to fined and imprisoned; and this you 
call, in an enlightened and country, a just and equitable law! 

Mr. CONNOLLY. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question 


Mr. CRISP. I will. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Has not the law since 1866 been such that 
& man who shipped, transported, or removed any such liquors, 
whether he knew it or not, could be convicted? 

Mr. CRISP. It has. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It did not require any knowledge. Now, the 
purpose of this statute is to change that law, and to require that he 
can not be convicted without knowledge. g 

Mr. CRISP. The purpose of this statute, Mr. Speaker, is to 
extend that law. It not only applies to the shipper and the trans- 
porter but to the seller. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. And to make it more difficult to convict 
the shi par as well as the seller. 

Mr. CRISP. Why, undoubtedly, it ought to be difficult to con- 
vict an honest man. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Buta dishonest man; how about him? 

Mr. CRISP. Ah, Mr. Speaker, you must not, in framing your 
laws to reach the dishonest, leave out of consideration the honest 
man who is e in a lawful business. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? Has it not been held in the courts since 1866, when 
a man was on trial relative to these internal-revenue laws, that 
he must knowingly have committed the violation? 

Mr. CRISP. I am almost ashamed to say that I am not familiar 


no conviction for crime unless in i 
* tion of act and intention. 
t is the rule concerning crimes that are 


with the decision. 
Mr. NORTH WAV. The rule, if I correctly remember it, is 
8 It is 


that the court will charge that there must be 
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only in reference to adulterated foods that they hold that a man 
can be convicted without knowledge. 
Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Illinois can give information 


better than I can on that question, as he has been engaged in 
rosecutions under the internal-revenue laws, but the idea I 
ve is that when we extend this law so that it shall apply to 
every merchant who may sell liquors in bottles or in casks that 
he should not be punished by fine and imprisonment unless he 
knowingly sells them, and the onus ought to be on the Govern- 
ment to show that he did knowingly do it, because, Mr. Speaker, 
even in the enforcement of the internal-revenue laws we have not 
yet arrived, I hope, at that stage where the presumption of inno- 
cence does not attach to every man who is on trial for any offense. 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, may I ask how much time I have? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has thirty minutes, 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker 
Mr. EVANS. How much time do you want? I do not yield the 


floor. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I just ask that the 
Clerk report the bill again, as there are no more copies to be had. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. EVANS. If the gentleman from Georgia will remember, 
the original section 3449 does not include in it the word ‘‘know- 
ingly”; and I believe I am correct in saying, having some famil- 
jarity with the subject, that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CoxNxoLLx] is correct in his statement that the word know- 
ingly” is not inserted in this connection in any internal-revenue 
law. The insertion of the word knowingly” was recommended 
by the committee because it was supposed that it was possible 
that a person selling these goods might not at the time know what 
he was selling. But when we look at the subject more closely we 
will find that that could not long continue; that he could not en- 
gage long, at least, in the sale of these spurious and fraudulent 
brands of liquors without knowing exactly what he was doing. 
Now, I think that no poisonous or spurious compounds should be 
sent upon the markets with any sort of protection from the internal- 
revenue laws. The insertion of the word “knowingly” may 

ibly protect him to some extent, and it might bė unwise to 
0 80. 

The internal-revenue laws never have heretofore contained the 
word, and while I originally favored the insertion of it, I have 
always felt the force of the objections to doing so. The Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue somewhatstrongly opposed the proposi- 
tion to amend the bill in this way, and in view of the criticisms 
made upon the amendment, I for one and those around me of the 
Ways and Means Committee agreed that the recommendation 
should be withdrawn. As objection is made to that, we can not 
withdraw it as a committee; but for my part, having perhaps 
suggested originally the insertion of the word ‘ knowingly,” I 
have no objection to the amendment being voted down. 

Now, Mr. S er, if anyone else desires to ask any questions 
as to the bill lam ready to answer them if I can, or if any gen- 
tleman desires to make any suggestions I will give him time. I 
yield five minutes to my colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from Ilinois [Mr. HOPKINS]. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I can add 
anything to what has been so well said by my colleague [Mr. Con- 
NOLLY]. The insertion of the word “knowingly” is an innova- 
tion in this kind of legislation by the Federal Congress, and it 
would be an innovation in legislation of this class in the State of 
Illinois. If the word ‘‘ knowingly” is inserted in the statute, in 
my judgment the Government will be unable to enforce convic- 
tion in these cases, because it will be required to show not only 
the illegal traffic, but also knowledge on the part of the persons 
3 and, judging from our experience in the enforcement of 
this kind of legislation in Illinois, that will be generally found 
impossible. I trust therefore that the amendment will be voted 


down. 

Mr. GRAFF. Is it true that under this present bill there is no 
new duty imposed upon the distiller or the manufacturer of these 
liquors, so far as the branding of the liquors is concerned? 

. EVANS. None whatever. Now, Mr. Speaker, if no one 
else desires to be heard on the bill I will ask for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HULICK. This bill is for the amendment of section 3449 
of the Revised Statutes. In what respect is that section materi- 
ally amended by the bill? 

Mr. EVANS. The statute is amended by providing that, in ad- 
dition to shipping, t orting, and removing these liquors, it 
shall be an offense to sell or keep them on hand for sale, or to 
keep them in bottles, casks, or packages, and that the bottles and 
other packages shall be forfeited. The punishment is also made 
more severe. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The word ‘‘ knowingly,” in line 5, is a separate 
amendment, is it not? 

Mr. EVANS. That is the amendment proposed by the commit- 
tee, and it has been printed with the bill. 


Mr. HOPKINS. That is the amendment that I think ought to 
be voted down, and I shall ask for a separate vote upon it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the only amendment. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Let me ask the gentleman what has been 
the holding of our Federal courts on the law as it stands without 
the word ‘‘ knowingly ” in the statute? 

Mr. HULICK, do not think the Federal courts have ever 
held that it was necessary that the offense should be committed 
knowingly. They have taken that as a presumption arising from 
the fact of committing the offense. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can answer the gentleman so far as Illinois 
is concerned. In the Federal courts all that is required is to show 
simply the violation of the law under the language of the statute. 
That is all the Government is required to do in such cases, 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is not the holding of the courts in 


Ohio. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, that is the rule in the Federal courts, 
and our State courts hold in conformity with the Federal courts. 

Mr. HULICK. But would it be a good defense to show that 
the 115 charged did not know what the contents of the packages 
were 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; it would not. 

Mr. HULICK, Then the mere possession of these unlawful 
goods would be prima facie evidence against the party. 

Mr. EVANS. The possession of them for sale. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I move the previous question on the bill and amendments, 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the committee 
amendments are two in number. 

Mr. EVANS. Only one. Only the proposition to insert the 
word “knowingly ” in the proposed bill. 

Mr. HULICK. The bill itself is an amendment to the original 
statute. That is the “first” amendment referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, and now there is an amendment to the bill 
proposed by the committee, which is the second“ amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is a bill to amend the statute, and the 
committee have proposed an amendment, which is the “first” 
amendment. The previous question is ordered on the bill and the 
amendment to the passage. 

Mr. OWENS. As I understand, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CONNOLLY] has an amendment pending to strike out the 
word “knowingly.” 

The SPEAKER. No. The committee propose to insert that 
word as an amendment, and if it does not receive the approval of 
the House that will have the same effect as a vote to strike it out. 
The amendment is not in the bill until it is put there by the House. 

Mr. OWENS. Before the previous question is ordered I want 
to suggest an amendment which I would like to offer. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. OWENS. Well, Lask unanimous consent to saggest this 
amendment. If the word knowingly” be left in the bill, then I 
ask permission to move to strike out the words ‘‘ knowingly sells 
or keeps on hand forsale.” I think it much better to keep the law 
as it is, with only the punishment by imprisonment, than to put 
in this clause requiring the offense to be knowingly” committed, 
because there is not a jury in the country that would not, in order 
to let an offender escape, find that he had not committed it know- 
ingly.” So I would like to have an amendment para to strike 
out the words knowingly sells or keeps on hand for sale,” so that 
in this respect the old law may be left intact, because I think that 
this word knowingly,” if ingrafted upon the old law, would ren- 
der it nugatory and impossible of execution. 

Mr. EVANS. We can accomplish the object the gentleman 
seeks by voting down the committee amendment which proposes 
to insert the word knowingly.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes; let that be voted down. 

The question being taken on the amendment of the committee, 
it was rejected, there being—ayes 25, noes 55. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. EV ANS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Has the Committee on Ways and Means any 
further business to present? 

Mr. DINGLEY. We have no further business. 


DISPOSITION OF MORMON CHURCH PROPERTY IN UTAH, 


Mr. BRODERICK (when the Committee on the Judiciary was 
called). Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary to call 
up the joint resolution (H. Res. 96) providing for the disposition 
of certain property now in the hands of the receiver of the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 

The joint resolution was read, with the amendments of the com- 
mittee, proposing to make it read as follows: 


oration of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day 
by act of Congress of March 3, 1887; 


Whereas the co 
Saints was dissolve 


an 
Whereas the real estate belonging to the said corporation at the time of ita 
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dissolution is now in the hands of a receiver appointed by thesupreme court 
of the Territory of Utah; and 
Whereas the said property is the result of contributions and donations 
made by the members of said church and was designed to be devoted to the 
e of the debts of said church and to the charitable uses thereof, under 
direction and control of the first presidency of the church; and 
Whereas the said church has discontinued the practice of polygamy an 

does not encourage or give countenance in any manner to practices in viola- 
tion of law; and if the said real estate is resto: to said church it will not 
be devoted to any unlawful : Therefore 

hat all of the real estate now in the hands of the receiver 
ration of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints 
issues, and profits arising therefrom, which includes all the 
money held by him, be, and the same are hereby, restored to Wilford Wood- 
ruff, rge Q. Cannon, and Joseph F. Smith,as trustees of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, or their successors, to be devoted, under 
the direction and control of said trustees of said church, to the payment of 
the debts for which said church is legally or equitably liable, and to the char- 
itable uses and purposes thereof; and the said receiver, after deducting the 
expenses of his receivership, under the direction of the supreme court of 
the State of Utah, or the court having charge of said receivership, is hereby 
required to deliver the said property and money to the persons constitutiu 
the trustees of said Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, or to su 
person or persons as they may designate, to be held and applied to the pay- 
ment of the debts of said church, as aforesaid, and to the charitable uses and 


purposes thereof. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I trust that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
BRODERICK] will give us some explanation of this bill. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, the history of this legislation 
may not be understood by all the members of the House. In 1882 
the first act, known as the antipolygamy law, was passed. That 
law was not effectual. Under it, as will be remembered by those 
who kept watch of the proceedings at that time, there was much 
difficulty in securing convictions of those who violated the law. 
In 1887 that act was amended by the passage of what was known 
as the Edmunds-Tucker Act, which, among other provisions, re- 
stricted the property holdings of churches in the Territories. 
The Mormon Church in Utah was not pointed out in the act; yet 
it was understood at the time that the legislation was intended to 
appl y more especially to that church, because of the large amount 
ot property which it held, and because of the contest going on to 
have these people observe the law. Under the Edmunds-Tucker 
Act a procesding was instituted in the Territorial ye court 
and a receiver was appointed, who took charge of the property 
held by that church in excess of the $50,000 provided by the act. 
The receiver retained ssion of all property in excess of 
$50,000, except the perishable property, until about a year ago. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Under what authority and for what purpose 
did the receiver take charge of this property, and what directions 
did he receive about maintaining it and about its ultimate dispo- 
sition? 

Mr. BRODERICK. He took possession of it under the act of 
Congress of 1887. The proceeds of the peona property, I think, 
were to go to the common schools of the Territory and the real 

roperty was to escheat to the General Government. There has 
n some controversy about it, but this is now settled. The 
receiver never disposed of any property except the personal prop- 
erty that was considered perishable. The last Congress passed a 
resolution similar in form to the one under consideration, provid- 
ing that the receiver should return to the church the personal 
property: That resolution was passed by both Houses without a 
ivision, for the reason that it was understood that the Mormon 
people were no longer in opposition to the laws of the land. 

Mr. HOPKINS. One moment, if the gentleman will yield. 
This legislation, as I understand, is designed to undo the legisla- 
tion under which a receiver was appointed who took charge of 
the property; and the purpose now is that instead of having the 
personal property go to the common schools and the real estate to 
the General Government the property shall be taken out of the 
hands of the receiver and given back to the church. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Yes, sir; that will be theeffect. Abouta 
year ago the personal p perty was all turned over and is now in 
the hands of the church. About that time, as gentlemen under- 
stand, Utah framed a constitution in which there was a strong 
inhibition against polygamy, and since that time has ratified the 
constitution, and laws have been enacted by the State in pursu- 
ance of that constitutional provision against polygamy. In view 
of these facts and of the further fact that it was understood and 
conceded by the Gentiles in that country that the Mormons had 
accepted the situation and were observing the law—that polygamy 
was no longer taught by the church, but was in fact disco 
in view of these facts the last Congress provided for turning over 
the personal property, and it has been done. The real property 


and the rents and profits still remain in the hands of the receiver. 
Now, this resolution provides that this remaining property shall 
be returned to the church. 

A resolution similar to this was introduced in the Senate and 
was passed there the other day without a division, the only differ- 
ence being that in the Senate the preamble to the resolution was 
stricken out. Now I wish to have read the resolution as passed 


by the Senate, and then I shall move to substitute it for the House 
resolution as just read. 

Mr. HOPKINS. In the judgment of the gentleman, would it 
not be wise to have this property turned over conditionally, the 
condition being that the church shall never go back to its polyg- 
amous practices or teachings, or if it does that the property hall 
then revert arai to the General Government? 

Mr. BRODERICK. They haro already framed a constitution 
prohibiting polygamy, and have enacted laws upon the subject as 
strong as the laws of any State in the Union in further prohibition 
of it. It is conceded by all that they have given it up. The gen- 
tleman from Utah yes 5 explain that the people in his 
State all want this done. The Senators from that State were for 
this proposition, and the Senate a resolution which I send 
to the desk and ask to substitute for the House resolution. I re- 
fer now to the resolution S. R. 75, and I desire to offer it as a sub- 
stitute for the House resolution in the shape that it passed the 
Senate. I ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That all of the real estate now in the hands of the receiver of the late cor- 
poration of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. and all the 


rents, issues, and profits arising therefrom, which includes all the money 


held by him, be, and the same are hereby, granted and conveyed to the 


Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, the expenses of the receiver- 
ship to be allowed by the supreme court of the State of Utah being first 
paid, and said receiver, after the payment of said expenses, is hereby re- « 
quired to deliver the said property and money to the person or persons con- 


stituting tho first presidency of said Church óf Jesus Christ of Latter-Day 


Saints, or to such person or persons as he or they may designate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BARRETT in the chair). Does 
the gentleman propose to substitute the wording of the Senate 
resolution for the House resolution? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand 
that the gentleman wishes to substitute the Senate resolution liter- 
ally for the House resolution? 

Mr. BRODERICK. That is what I propos2, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has the gentleman from Kansas 
the copy, the engrossed joint resolution as it came from the Senate? 

Mr. BRODERICK. The Clerk has just read a copy of that 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is trying to explain 
that there is a difference between the two things. Does the gen- 
tleman wish to substitute the words employed by the Senate reso- 
lution or the Senate resolution itself? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I wish to substitute the Senate resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then, if so, it will be nece: 
to have the Senate resolution before the House—the engr 


copy. 
; Mr. BRODERICK. Then I desire to call up the Senate resolu- 
tion and substitute it for that presented by the House committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the Senate resolution in pos- 
session of the House or in possession of the committee? 

_ Mr. BRODERICK. I think in possession of the House, although 
it may have been referred to the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If it is in the possession of the 
committee the gentleman will understand that it is not in posses- 
sion of the House to substitute. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Then I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on the Judiciary be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the Senate resolution, and that it be offered as a 
substitute for the pending House resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Now, Mr, Speaker, I want to say, as Ihave 
but afew minutes of the hour remaining, that the resolution 
passed the Senate without a division, and the House resolution 
thos unanimously reported by the Judiciary Committee of the 

ouse. 

I yield to the gentleman from Utah [Mr. ALLEN], who desires 
to be heard. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I would ask for a vote upon 
the proposition without further discussion unless some gentleman 
wishes to ask a question, as I see our hour has about expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Utah 
this question: What is the value of the property? 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Itis estimated by the receiver at $287,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And consists of real estate mainly? 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Of real estate, except $12,054.75 in money, 
which has accrued from the rents of the real estate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Under the act of 1887, unless this provision 
is made, this property would escheat to the United States or has 
already escheated? 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Yes, sir; but itis still in the courts, in 
the hands of a receiver. 

Mr. HULICK. What is the amount of the indebtedness that is 
asserted against the property? 

Mr. BRODERIC. can not answer that question. 
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Mr. HULICK. Well, is there a considerable sum that will re- 
main after the payment of any indebtedness? 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. There is no indebtedness except the ex- 

of the receivership, which can not amount to a very consid- 
erable sum. This exception relates only to the expenses which 
have not been pala up to this time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And those expenses are to be deducted? 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Les, sir. 

Mr. HULICK. Then the entire proceeds would revert to the 
church if this resolution is adopted? 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Les, sir. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the substitution of the Senate 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER g tempore. The Chair will state that he has 
rey 5 a copy of the engrossed joint resolution as it came from 

e Senate. 

Mr. STEELE. While waiting for the resolution I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Utah if there is any danger, after pass- 
ing this resolution, that Utah will not want to change her consti- 
tution in so far as it relates to this subject? 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I do not understand how much time we 
have, Mr. Speaker, but I am willing to answer these questions, 
aa wona ike very much to have an opportunity to explain the 
matter a 

Mr. STEELE. Well, then, suppose you proceed until the bill 
comes and give us your opinion of the matter, whether they are 
really sincere in this thing or not, or what the prospects are? 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. The ponpe of Utah have done all they 
could to assure the people of the United States of their sincerity 
in this respect. They abandoned the practice of polygamy as far 
back as 1890, and by what I think was the strongest possible as- 
sertion of their purpose, namely, a manifesto, coming through the 
head of their church, declared their purpose no longer to practice 
this tenet of their faith. No polygamous marriages have been 
solemnized by the church for more than five and a half years. 
The church has issued no permit for polygamous marriages since 
October, 1890. 

The constitution which has been adopted by the State of Utah 
not only followed the wording of the enabling actupon this point, 
which wording is as follows: 

Polygamous or plural marriages are forever prohibited. 

But they also provided in the constitution that an act which had 
been passed in 1892 by the legislature of the then Territory should 
remain in force and effect after the admission of the State to the 
Union, which act provided for the punishment of polygamy. I 
quote from the constitution now in force in the State of Utah, on 
page 43, section 2: 

The act of the governor and legislative assembly of the Territory of Utah 
.. in wo tae oe tie PAA defines . fennities for 
polygamy, is hereby declared to be in force in the State of Utah. 

In responss to the question of my friend, who wishes to know 
whether the constitution of the State will be changed wherein it 
relates to poly: y, I will say: It is true that the Mormon people 
resisted the enforcement of the antipolygamy laws so long as they 
had a standing in the courts for their contention; but when the 
final decisions of the courts had been had, and this people found 
themselves adjudged wrong upon erry essential point in contro- 

they accepted the situation and declared they would abide 
by the law of the nation. By their every public act, by their acts 
as a church, and, as I believe, by their sap bse as private individ- 
uals, they have shown and they now indicate their purpose to 
abide by the sentiment and law of the American people. 

The history of Utah during the past six years indicates to my 
mind that there can be no such change in its fundamental law. 
This step has been taken deliberately by its people, and they will 
stand by the promises and pledges made to the nation. They are 


an honest pops, f 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Certainly. 

Mr. HULICK. Are we to understand from the statement of 
the gentleman that the church received a revelation that they 
must abandon poly y, and therefore have abandoned it? 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. In October, 1890, there was issued by 
the first presidency of the Mormon Church what is commonly 
known in that church and in Utah as the Manifesto,” wherein it 
was stated that polygamy should no longer be practiced by the 
Mormon Chure . 

Mr. HULICK. Well, has that practice ceased because of the 
revelation or because of the constitutional and legal prohibition? 
Suppose a revelation were to come from the church hereafter that 

ygamy should again be adopted, would they observe the law as 

t is, or would they observe the revelation, and thereby claim that 

that is the higher power binding them, and the property be sub- 
ject thereto? 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I can not in the few minutes that I have 
go over all the details of the subject opened by this question. If 


the gentleman had lived there for fifteen years, as I have, and had 
been all through this fight—— 
Mr. HULICK. That is the reason I asked the question. 


Mr. ALLEN of Utah (continuing). And had been all through 
this fight in opposition to the church in its porua of polygamy, 
and one of the last who gave up that fight, I think he would feel, 
as I do, that the assurances that have been made by the people of 
Utah are sufficient and that the promise of the present will be 
sacredly observed in the future. 

Mr. STEELE. I understand that the Republican legislature of 
Utah has passed a resolution requesting this legislation. 

Mr. AL of Utah. Yes; and it was in the platform of the 
party, showing that the people of Utah, both Gentiles and Mor- 
mons, are in favor of it. 5 í 

Mr. STEELE. The engrossed resolution is here now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the 
engrossed joint resolution of the Senate is now in the hands of 
the Clerk, and if there is no objection, the pen ing joint resolu- 
tion will be considered as laid upon the table. The gentleman 
from Utah [Mr. ALLEN] moves to take up the Senate joint reso- 
lution providing for the disposition of certain pro in the 
hands of the receiver of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day 
Saints. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN of Utah, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

RIGHT OF APPEAL IN RECEIVERSHIP CASES. 

The SPEAKER tempore. Has the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary any other bill to call up at this time? 

Mr. DEGRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to ask for the present consideration, dur- 
ing the morning hour, of the bill c R. 4554) to amend the act 
pple February 18, 1895, entitled An act toamend the act en- 
titled ‘An act to establish circuit courts of appeals and to detine 
and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the 
Uni States, and for other purposes,’ approved March 8, 1891.” 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act to amend the act entitled 

‘An act to establish circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in 

cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for 

other approved March 3, 1891," approved February 18, 1895, desig- 

nated upplement to Revised Statutes, volume 2, No. 5, as chapter 96, be, 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“That the seventh section of the act entitled An act to establish circuit 
courts of appeals and to defineand 3 in certain cases the jurisdiction 
of the courts of the United States, and for other purposes,’ approved March 
3, 1891, be amended so as to read as follows: 

That where, upon a Spork: Jen equity in a district or circuit court, an in- 
junction shall no ranted continued, refused, or dissolved, or a receiver a 

inted or refused by an interlocutory order or decree, or an application 15 

issolve an injunction shall be refused, in a case in which an aj from a 
final decree may be taken under the provisions of this act to the circuit court 
of a an appeal may be taken from such interlocutory order or decree 
granting, continuing, refusing, dissolving, or refusing to dissolve an injunc- 
tion, or 9 or refusing such receiver, to the circuit court of appeals: 
Provided, That the appeal must be taken within thirty days from the ent 
of such order or decree, and it shall take P sag essary in the appellate court; 
and the proceedings in other ny ino in the court below shall not be stayed, 
unless otherwise ordered by that conrt, during the pendency of such ap $ 
And provided further, That pending the ap the court may make such or- 
ders respecting the property in the custody of the court as the court may 


deem proper or necessary’: And provided further, That the court below may, 
in es shops require as a condition of the appeal an additional injunction 
or other j) 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Speaker, this is a committee substi- 
tute for the bill H. R. 218. Its effect is to give the right of ap- 
peal from an order of the court appointing or refusing toappoint a 
receiver. I do not care to say anything more m. on the bill, 
and I yield the floor to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], 
who introduced the original bill. 

Mr, TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, what the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. UPDEGRAFF] has just stated is, I think, a suffi- 
cient summary of the 55 history of the bill. It is 
really a substitute for a bill which I had the honor to introduce. 
The substitute is slightly different from the bill which I intro- 
duced, but I have accepted the substitute which the Judiciary 
Committee prepared, and which was necessarily different from the 
one that I introduced, because in drafting my bill I overlooked 
the fact that the law which I sought to amend had been previously 
amended. The substitute conforms to that state of things and 
adds a provision or two to which I can not object. The gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. UppeGrarr] has sufficiently indicated the 
purpose of the bill. The original act creating a circuit court of 
appeals allowed an appeal from the district or circuit court, from 
interlocutory orders granting or refusing or continuing injunc- 
tions, but it did not provide for appeals from orders appointing or 
refusing to appoint receivers. A general demand has gon up to 

0 


allow appeals in these latter cases as well as in the former, and 
certainly no objection can be suggested against it. I will not de- 
tain the House longer, Mr. Speaker, and I hope that the bill will 
pass, 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. > 

On motion of Mr. UPDEGRAFF, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. DINGLEY. As the morning hour has expired, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on the Judiciary may have the 
second hour to which they will be entitled to-morrow at this time. 
That will enable them to go on with their business to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DInGLEy] asks unanimous consent that the Committee om the 
Judiciary be allowed an additional hour at this time instead of 
to-morrow for the consideration of their bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


UNITED STATES RAILROAD CORPORATIONS. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to present to the House the bill which I 
have sent to the Clerk’s desk, and ask for its present consideration. 

Tho Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 325) to provide that United States railroad corporations for 
aright i be deemed citizens of the respective States into 


of railway may 
Be it enacted; etc., That all United ar poiat Ok Pedre a or railroad 
Som prrensces te OnO OOE Oa eror by virtueof an 
law or laws of the United States shall, for all purposes of ction, be h 


and deemed to be citizens and corporations of the respective States into which 
their line of railway or any or spur thereof may extend or in which 
any such corporation may conduct or carry on any business; and service of 
process upon such ir see re may be made according to the laws of the 
respective States in w. suit shall be brought. 

Seo. 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force fromand after its pas- 
sage, and all acts or parts thereof in conflict with the provisions of this act 
are hereby repealed. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. S r, I have no desire to occupy 
any considerable time of the House. I think the reading of the 
bill will commend itself at once to the judgment of all the mem- 
bers of the House. It simply makes Federal railroad corporations 
citizens of the several States in which they do business. It sub- 
jects them tothe same conditions that all individuals are subjected 
to, citizens of the State, and subject to the laws of the State in 
which they do business. I do not care to say any more, and yield 
now to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY], the original 
introducer of the bill. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, unless some one desires an expla- 
nation in regard to this bill, I do not think it really necessary to 
take up the time of the House with it, It has been unanimously 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, and was thor- 
oughly considered by that committee, The bill has passed this 
House once before by a two-thirds majority, and unless there is 
some objection, or some gentleman desires information, I will not 
detain the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the com- 
mittee amendment. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I desire to correct the statement of the gen- 
tleman that it was unanimously reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary. It was not. Iam a member of that committee, 
and never yoted for the bill. 

Mr. TERRY. I Will state tothe gentleman that Iso understand 
it. If the gentleman objected, I did not know it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I did not and do not approve of the bill. 
That bill makes a distinction between the ordinary citizen and a 
railroad corporation. The ordinary citizen is not subject to be 
dealt with in the courts of the State in which he does business, 
but is subject to the jurisdiction of the courts of the State in which 
he resides. If he resides in one State and does business in another, 
and a suit is brought against him in a State court in the State in 
which he does business, he has the right, under the Federal stat- 
utes, to remove his case to the Federal court for trial. Thatright 
has always been secured to the citizen. This bill now seeks to 
change that rule, that has obtained since the organization of the 
Government—a rule both as to the human being, the citizen, and 
the corporation. For that reason, making that distinction, I 
would not approve the bill. I do not approve it now and did not 
approve it in committee. I was not present, I believe, at the time 
when a vote was taken on ordering the bill reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

That is my objection tothe bill. It makes fish of one and flesh 
of another. 
poration in the Uni tates to the jurisdiction of the State courts 
of the States through which the road runs, and to force them, 
without relief or remedy, to try their causes in the courts of the 
State through 
that right? Well, men differ in their views about that, as to 
whether it is right or not. If it is right to the railroad corpora- 
tion it should held equally right as to the citizen; so that if a 
citizen of New York is found in the State of Arkansas and suit 


brought against him, he is forced to submit his cause to trial in 
the State courts of Arkansas. It has always been the rule that a 


Itis cnp an attempt to subject every railroad cor- | De 


which they run. Now, gentlemen may say, Is not | all 


citizen of Arkansas, if found in New York and suit brought 
against him, had the right to transfer it to the Federal courts, or, 
vice versa, if a citizen of New York should be found in the State 
of Arkansas and suit brought against him, the Federal court was 
open to him. These provisions have existed from the foundation 
of the Government, to remove the citizen from the local preju- 
dices that may be supposed to exist; and I see no reason now, after 
a century of existence, why we should change that rule as to one 
class of citizens unless we change it as to all. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

oe maa 3 strike out the words “ United States railroad corporations, or.” 


4 strike out the words “or companies.“ 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, the objections just urged by m 
friend on the Judiciary Committee are more imaginary thanr 
The difference existing between the case of an ordinary citizen of the 
United States, an individual, and one of these United States rail- 
road corporations is inherent in the nature of things, and the vast 
difference in the opora ers and business of these corporations 
compared with the business of the individual citizen—— 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me 
a moment? : 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I ses the feature of the bill to which I was 
objecting has been stricken out, and this bill now only applies, as 
I understand it, to lines organized under acts of Congress? 

Mr. TERRY. That is right, sir. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. To that I have no objection. 

Mr. TERRY. I did not think that a gentleman of his ability 
as a lawyer would object to this if he understood it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. These roads are practically only the Pacific 
railroads, are they not? 

Mr. TERRY. e Northern Pacific and the Texas Pacific, and 
one or two other United States roads. There may be some others, 
but it applies simply to those chartered under statutes of the 
United States. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
Seta SE ae being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

e, an ; 

On motion of Mr. UPDEGRAFF, a motion to reconsider the 

vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


COMMISSIONS. OF DEPARTMENT OFFICERS. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, I call up the bill (S. 732) to regulate 
the issue and recording of the commissions of officers in several 
of the artments. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter the commissions of all officers under the 
direction and control of the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, 
the Secretary of the Navy, and the . of Agriculture shall be made 
out and recorded in the respective ments under which they are to 
serve, and the Department seal affixed thereto, any laws to the contrary not- 
withstanding: Provided, That the said seal shall not be affixed to any such 
commission before the same shall have been signed by the President of the 
United States. 

fully 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, the report 
states the reasons for the passage of this bill and I ask that it be 


read. 
The report (by Mr. Baker of New Hampshire) was read, as 
follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. to 
e commissions of officers in sev of 


duties were 3 
of War by act of A dis- 
5 both as to the land and naval forces, until = Rees act of April 
30, 1798 (1 Stat. L., 553), the Department of the Navy was established, and the 
Secretary of the Navy was required to assume control of all matters con- 
nected with the nayal establishment of the United States. By the act of 
September 15, 1789 (1 Stat. L., 68), the Secretary of State was nired to 
make out, record, and affix the seal of the United States to all 8 
sions issued by the Government. 

Thus the law remained until by the act of March 18, 1874 (18 Stat. L., 23), 
the Postmaster-General was directed is- 


the commissions of judicial officers, including m. 
E roar ade and to have them eee, 


These several from the early statute of 1789 have been found satis- 
factory in their ical operations, and it is now deemed advisable by your 
committee that each Executive Department make out and record the com- 
missions of its own officers. This is earnestly recommended by the Sec- 
retary of State. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. S 
this bill is tomake the throughout all the De ents uni- 
form. It is peel a Seg the Secretary of State, and, so far as the 
committee is advised, there is no objection to it upon the part of 
anybody. I ask for a vote. 
e bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, a motion to re- 
3 the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
e. 


CRIMINAL JURISDICTION OVER PLACES CEDED TO UNITED STATES. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed 
by the Committee on the Judiciary to call up the bill (H. R. 6345 
to establish a criminal jurisdiction over places ceded to the Unit 
States for certain purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That when any offense is committed in sar paoa juris- 
diction over which has been retained by the United States or ed to it by 
a State, or which has been purchased with the consent of a State for the 
erection of a fort, zine, arsenal, dockyard, or other needful building, the 
8 for which offense is not 3 for by any law of the United 

tates, the person committing such offense shall, upon conviction in a circuit 
or ict court of the United States for the district in which the offense was 
committed, be liable to and receive the same punishment as the laws of the 
State in which such place is situated now provide for the like offense when 
committed within the jurisdiction of such State, and the said courts are 
hereby vested with ju iction for such of Gert nave and no subsequent repeal 
of any such State law shall affect any such prosecution. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, this bill has 
been unanimously reported by the committee. It is accompanied 
by a report which fully sapiku its object, but that report is long, 
and I think that in a word I can satisfy the House of the intention 
of the bill and the wisdom of its passa; It is practically a reen- 
actment of a law which provides for the same pu 0 e rea- 
son it becomes necessary to this bill is that the old law has 
in it the word now,” providing that all criminal laws now in 
force“ in the State shall be in force in the United States territory 
within that State. The statute was passed in 1866, so that the 
only criminal laws which are in force now in such places are those 
that were in force in 1866. Since that time several new States 
have come into the Union, and inasmuch as there were no State 
laws in those States in 1866, there are now no criminal State laws 
which apply to places ceded to the United States within their 
limits. Therefore, it is necessary to this bill reenacting that 
old law and providing that all laws which are now in force in the 
States shall also be in force in these places of United States juris- 
diction within the States. That is the whole purpose of the bill, 
and unless there is objection I move that it be put apon its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, a motion to re- 
ae the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
ta 


er, the purpose of 


SHOOTING AT RAILWAY TRAINS, 


Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to call up the bill H. R. 5879, which is 
reported by the committee as a substitute for House bill No. 1237. 

he substitute was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That every pase who, in the Indian Territory, shall 

‘ully and maliciously shoot at or into any locomotive, ca) i car, 
passenger coach, e or car of any railway drain, or at any per- 
son thereon, or throw any rock or other missile at or into any locomo- 
tive. ca postal car, passenger coach, express or car of any 
railway train, or at any person thereon, or shall derail or attempt to de: 
any locomotive or train, Wall be deemed guilty of a felony, and on conviction 
thereof shall be sentenced to imprisonment at hard labor in the peniten 
for any time not more than twenty years: Provided, That if any person s 
be killed, either directly or wag seer A oe reason of said shooting, throwing, 
or derailing, the pie causing the death shall be deemed guilty of murder, 
and upon conviction thereof shall be punished n 

Sec. 2. That any ponon who, in the Indian Territory, willfully shoot 
at or into any freight, stock, postal, or other car of any railway 
train, whether such car is attached to a locomotive or not, or throw a 
stone or any other missile at or into such car, shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by risonment not 
exceeding ninety days or by fine not exceeding $300, or by both such fine and 
imprisonment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRODERICK, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The original bill (H. R. 1237) was laid on the table; and on mo- 
tion of Mr. BRODERICK, a motion to reconsider the vote was laid 
on the table. 


REPORTER OF COURT OF APPEALS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration, and in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole, of the bill (H. R. 4797) to provide com- 

sation to the reporter of the court of appeals of the District of 
Jolumbia, reported from the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, what will become of our morning 

hour if this request be granted? 
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The SPEAKER pro tem At the expiration of the mornin 
hour the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] asked consent tha 
the Committee on the Judiciary should have an extra hour to-day. 
to come out of its time to-morrow. No objection was made, an 
the second hour awarded to that committee is now in progress. 

8 LOUD. But I mean beyond that after that hour has ex- 
p 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. At the expiration of the morn- 
ing hour, which has been extended for one hour by the consent of 
the ea the call of committees will continue unless the question 
is raised— 

Mr. LOUD (interposing). The Chair evidently does not under- 
stand my question. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BAKER] now rises and asks a unanimous consent, which is outside 
of that hour entirely. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Committee on the Judiciary 
having been allowed an additional hour for the consideration of 
measures reported by it, the Chair has recognized a member of 
the committee . BAKER] to ask for the consideration of a bill. 
Pv LOUD. ithin the rules, Mr. Speaker, but not outside of 

em. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly not. The gentleman 
from New Hampshire has asked unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of a bill. If that consent is not granted, and it will 
not be if anyone objects, the Chair will not entertain the gentle- 
man’s proposition. 

Mr. LOUD. But before the 3 of giving consent is put 
I wish 88 know what will be the result of granting unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. HENDERSON. It will certainly not take us beyond the 
morning hour. 

Mr. LOUD. Lask the judgment of the Chair in the matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please state 
his question again. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to know what would be the result of 
gens this unanimous consent. Will it determine the hour? 

t evidently breaks into the hour by another order of business, 
and I simply ask a ruling of the Chair as to where it will leave us, 

The SP. R pro tempore. The gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that this bill may be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course only bills on the House Calendar 
can be considered in this consideration hour, and I suppose what 
the gentleman from New Hampshire asks is that a bill which is 
not on the House Calendar may be considered during this hour, 
and may also be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole, as it contains an appropriation. Of course this proposi- 
tion, if agreed to, would be a variation of the rule, but nevertheless 
I suppose anything can be done by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER (having resumed the chair). The Chair thinks 
it has not been the custom under the present system of rules to 
allow proceedings by unanimous consent during the consideration 


hour. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Then the bill is withdrawn. 


TYPEWRITING IN TAKING DEPOSITIONS, 


Mr. TERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to call up the bill (H. R. 2178) to amend section 864 of the Revised 
eee of the United States in relation to taking depositions de 

me esse. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 864 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States bea br eg the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: — 


“Sec. . Every person deposing as provided in the precedi 
SA be cautioned and sworn to testity the whole truth ant carefully exam- 


His eer peg shall be reduced to writing or typewriting by the magis- 
trate or under his personal supervision, or 98 in the magistrate’s 
presence, and shall, after it has been reduced to writing or typewriting, be 
subscribed by the deponent.“ 


Mr. TERRY. Mr, Speaker, this bill has been unanimously 
reported from the Judiciary Committee. Its whole scope and 
purpose is simply to provide that depositions taken upon a type- 
writing machine shall be legal, just the same as if taken in long- 
hand writing. That is all there is in the bill. It simply amen 
the present law by inserting after the word writing” the words 
Sor 5 
Mr. DER WOOD. Do not the decisions of the courts already 
sustain the proposition that if an instrument is written upon the 
3 machine it has the same legal effect as if written in 
onghan 
. TERRY. That might be true if it were typewritten by the 
magistrate himself; but the statute now provides as follows: 
His testimony— 
That is, the testimony of the witness— 
1 u t i on, or 
goal be Pe the sor Sly igo dh thw — percent — 8 
Under that provision of the statute, the deposition must be 
reduced to writing by the magistrate himself, or by the person 
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giving the deposition; but under this bill if the magistrate has, 
acting under his direction, an operator on the typewriting machine, 
that operator can record in that way the deposition, and by this bill 
it is made legal. It has, in fact, been thus done time and agam, and 
Ido not know that any objection has ever been raised; but the 

urpose of the bill is to obviate the possibility of a deposition so 
NSE being held illegal. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The object, then, as I understand, 
is that the deposition may be recorded bya person using the type- 
writing machine under the direction of the magistrate. 

Mr. TERRY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HULICK. I should like to ask the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas a question. Suppose we wish to have the deposition of a wit- 
ness taken down by astenographer. Would that be objectionable 
under the amendatory bill now proposed? Must it written 
upon the typewriting machine by the magistrate himself or by 
some pezson under his supervision? 

Mr. TERRY. The usual practice in my part of the country is 
that when we want to have a stenographer take down depositions 
the attorneys agree that the depositions may be taken down in 
that way and transcribed. 

Mr. HULICK. Would it not be well to consider the advisability 
of 8 in the bill a provision that these sani Sea erg may 
be taken down by a stenographer and then certified by the magis- 
trate? We find it very convenient to employ stenographers; but 
where their employment depends upon the agreement of the attor- 
neys, the attorneys may sometimes, like other human beings, fail 
to come to an agreement. 

Mr. TERRY. Iappreciate the value of the gentleman’s sugges- 
tion; and if there has been any inconvenience in that respect in 
his part of the country he should present a bill on the subject. 
We can not undertake to cover all these things in this single bill, 
which was designed for a single purpose. 

Mr. HULICK, We have found practical inconvenience some- 
times for want of such a provision as I have suggested. 

Mr. TERRY. Ihave no doubt that the subject is a proper one 
for legislation, but we are now providing only for what the com- 
mittee has fully considered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Of course I am in favor of any change 
which may be necessary to make our laws conform to the present 
methods of doing business. So far as I have heard, one court only 
has decided that a typewritten deposition was not a compliance 
with the United States statutes. I differed with that learned 
judge, though I had no interest in the case. I did not believe the 
language of the law was capable of such a misconstruction. 

As to the question suggested by my colleague [Mr. HuLICK], I 
think that when a deposition is taken by a stenographer, written 
out, read over to the witness, signed by him, and certified by the 
notary public or other officer taking the deposition, the law is 
fully complied with. Hence I think that the amendment contem- 
piatea by this bill will furnish all the legislation necessary on this 
subject. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary has no further bills to submit at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the other committees. 

When the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries was 


ed, 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that committee be 
assed over without prejudice, as the gentleman from New York 
[ate PAYNE] is not present. He desires to present some matters 
or consideration. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McRAE. I ask the same for the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights,and Measures. However, Isee the chairman of the com- 
mittee is now present. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the committee be passed over for the present without 
losing its privilege. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr, GROUT (when the Committee on Agriculture was called). 
Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture is 
not present, and I ask unanimous consent that the committee be 
passed over without prejudice, as there are some matters he de- 
sires to call to the attention of the House. 

There was no objection. 

The Committee on Military Affairs was called. 


APPOINTMENT OF OFFICERS, ARMY AND NAVY. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs I call up for present consideration the bill 2 85 1179) 
to repeal section 1218 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 


as amended by chapter 46 of the laws of 1884. relating to appoint- 
ment of officers in the Army or Navy of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1218 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, as amended by chapter 46 of the laws of 1884, which section is as fol- 
lows: Na person who held a commission in the Army or Navy of the United 
States at the beginning of the late rebellion, and afterwards served in any 
capacity in the 3 naval, or civil service of the so-called Confederate 
shall be appointed to may position in the Army or Navy of tin Unt ge 
be, and the same is harer. repealed. , E 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
readin 5005 the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before that, Mr. Speaker, I would like some 
explanations of this bill. 

r. HULL. Mr. Speaker, this is simply an act to repeal the 
law which prohibits the appointment in the Army or Navy of 
men who, holding commissions in the United States Army, re- 
signed and served in the Confederate army. It passed the Senate 
some days ago, and is about the last of the restrictions left on the 
men who engaged in the rebellion. The objection raised by some 
is that it gives a preference over the Union soldiers in such ap- 
pointments. 

This, as a matter of fact, is not by any means true. It simply 
gives the same right to fight for the flag to the Confederate soldier 
that the Union soldier has under our existing law. And so far as 
the appointments in the r Army or Navy are concerned, 
these men are A pass the age which would entitle them to such 
5 ess Congress should pass a special act in their 


Mr. LACEY. What is the lowest age at which a man can be 

appointed an officer in the Regular Army now? 
. HULL. There is no barrier 

Mr. LACEY (continuing). 
the retiring age anyhow? 

Mr. HU LL Of course; but there is no vacancy except such as 
shall be created by act of Congress or those that come through 
promotions where vacancies occur in the grade of second lienten- 
ants, and these are filled by men who enter the Army as private 
soldiers and serve two years, pass the examination required by 
law, and receive their promotions to the office of second lieutenant. 

So far as Iam concerned I have no objection whatever, in case 
of another war, to allowing the men who fought in the Confeder- 
ate army to enter the Union service, if they desire to do so, and 
get shot in place of myself. 

Mr. HOP. S. 1 would suggest to the gentleman from Iowa 
that the gentleman from Maine, the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs [Mr. BouTELLE], desired to be heard upon this 
bill, and as the committee has several other bills to be considered, 
I ask pu to withdraw this until the gentleman from Maine can be 
present. 

Mr. HULL. Well, I do not know when we can get the gentle- 
man from Maine here. I told him that we would take advantage 
of the first opportunity when the committee was called to bring 
it forward for consideration. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But the gentleman can withdraw this for the 
present and call up another bill. 

Mr. HULICK. The gentleman from Maine is now engaged in 
perfecting the naval Pig AS EER bill, which we expect to call 
up to-morrow morning for consideration, and I am satisfied that 
he can not now attend to this matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think it would be an act of courtesy on the 
part of the gentleman from Iowa to withdraw the bill tempo- 


rarily. 

Mr. HULL. I have no objection to that, of course, in the ab- 
sence of the gentleman from Maine, and will withdraw the bill 
until he can be sent for. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is temporarily withdrawn. 

MEDALS OF HONOR, 

Mr. HULL. Inow call up for present consideration the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 85) relative to the medal of honor authorized 
by the act of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


I mean would it not be limited by 


sons above specified 
tion, to a penalty of $100. 
Mr. HULL. This Suey provides that the men who for gallant 
services have received m of honor for the performance of dis- 
tinguished services in the civil war may wear a rosette to be 
adopted by the order of the War Department 
r. S LE. Prescribed by the President of the United States. 
Mr. HULL. Les, prescri by the President that will desig- 


nate the fact that the wearer of the rosette is the possessor of one of 
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these medals of honor, It is plain that the medal of honor, which 


is of iron, is unwieldy, very heavy, and it is yery kisis 
by the possessors and their families. They are liable to be lost if 
constantly worn, and for that reason parties having them ask per- 
mission to wear something in the nature of a e, such as the 
rosette of the Loyal Legion, to indicate the ownership of one of 
On 9 tl f New York [Mr. C 11 iall 
e eman from New Yor . CUMMINGS] is especially 
8 in this matter, he having a medal given to him on ac- 
count of distinguished services as a Union soldier in the war of the 
relpllion. I regret that he is not present at this time. This, as I 
hate said, is simply to authorize the wearing of a rosette to desig- 
ante Sey fact that the wearer is the possessor of one of these 
medals. 
de HOPKINS. Can not they do that now without the passage 
this act? 

Mr. HULL. No; because if so, everybody could wear it with- 
out restriction. I ask a vote. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and £ 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

RETIREMENT OF ENLISTED MEN, 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 4575) 
to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the Statutes at Large of the 
United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Boe it enacted, etc., That an act approved September 30, 1890, be amended so 


as to read as follows: 
“That when an enlisted man has served thirty years in the United States 
g application, be placed on 


Army. he shall, 
the n anpe Corpa be his natant allowances of the rank upon 
which he was retired, and $7.50 per month as commutation of quarters.“ 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, this is new legislation. It increases 
the pay of enlisted men on the retired list by giving them 75 per 
cent of the pay and allowances of the rank upon which they were 
retired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This bill should not be on the House Calendar. 
The SPEAKER. This bill is not admissible under this order of 


ness. 
Mr. HULL. I think it is open to that objection, and I with- 
draw the bill and introduce another, which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, 


BREVET APPOINTMENTS IN CERTAIN CASES, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL], on 
behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs, presents the follow- 
pill, which the Clerk will cence 
e Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 3719) to provide for appointment by brevet of active or retired 
officers of the United States Army. 
the 
EA per name phe magento ogi 
war, 5 receive a brevet in the Regular Army — bary to the highest brevet 
received in the said volunteer forces and be com: oned accordingly as of 
the date of such brevet: Provided, That they have not already received a 
brevet of equal or higher grade in the Regular Army. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. S er, this bill simply provides that men 
who fought in the volunteer service and were brevetted for dis- 
tinguished services, and who afterwards served in the Regular 
Army, shall receive the brevet rank in the Re Army that 
they earned by serving in the volunteer army. e bill gives no 
pay, and entails no additional expense to the Government in any 
way. It simply recognizes these men for their distinguished serv- 
ices during the war. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Whom is this bill intended to affect? 

Mr. HULL. It will affect about twenty-five or thirty men who 
are now in the Regular Army. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. There is an amendment to that bill, is 
there not? 


Mr. HULL. I believe there is. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 6, after the word “to,” the words the highest rank held or.” 

Mr. HULL. That amendment was put in so that if a man had 
a high rank in the volunteer service and was not brevetted he shall 
now get a brevet rank in the Regular Army pa 55 to the highest 
rank which he held in the volunteer service. is is simply a con- 
cession in the nature of a complimentary commission without any 
expense whatever. I move that the amendment be adopted and 
that the bill do pass. 

Mr. STEELE. I should like to hear that amendment read 


amendment was again read. s 
The amendment was to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a 


APPOINTMENT OF OFFICERS, ARMY AND NAVY. 


Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I again call up the bill that was 
temporarily laid aside on account of the absence of the gentleman 
from Maine 5 — BOUTELLE]. 

The SP . The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill (S. 1179) to repeal section 1218 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, as amended by chapter 46 of the laws of 1884, 
relating to appointment of officers in the Army or Navy of the 
United States, was in read as above set forth, 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to again debate the 
pill. It is something that every member of the House is as com- 
petent to form an opinion upon as I am. It is simply to remove 
about the last restriction that remains on our statute books against 
the men who organized and fought the rebellion, and as we have 
them in Congress and in the Cabinet, and as they could be elected 
to the Presidency, I certainly have no objection to their entering 
the Army or Navy if the occasion requires their services, and to 
lettin em take the same chances of war that the rest of us 
would take. It is a question that the House is just as competent 
to pass upon as the committee. The committee have unanimously 
recommended it, and it is before the House for its action. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I should like to ask the gentleman what pur- 
pose is sought to be accomplished by the bill? 

Mr. . I think there is very little to be accomplished by 
it one 23 0 the other. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then why are we to take up time to consider 
it, if there is nothing to be accomplished by it? 

Mr. HULL. Wedid not expect it would take over ten minutes, 
It took probably five minutes in the other branch of Con 

Mr. BOUT. . Why should it even take five, unless there is 
were: to be accomplished by it? 

Mr. HULL. The object, as I understand, is simply to remove 
the one restriction that now exists on the statute ks against 
Confederates. It seems to me that the restriction is one that could 
be very yeopany removed at this time when we are hearing of 
wars and rumors of wars all over the world, and when there is a 
possibility that we may call upon our citizens to defend the flag 
and the integrity of the Government against foreign foes, 

It seems to me it is simply fair to say that the men who tried 
for four years to destroy the Government may try for four years, 
if necessary, to preserve it. So far as I am concerned, I am will- 
ing to let them stand shoulder to shoulder with me and the gen- 
tleman from Maine is. BOUTELLE] if we have another war, to 
sao that they love the flag and are willing, if necessary, to die 

or it. 

It gives them absolutely no advantage over any man who was 
a Union soldier. It — 1 1 places the Confederates side by side 
with the Union soldier in case we enter intoa war. This idea 
that they are to be appointed in the Regular Army has no terrors 
whatever for me. there is some man whom the President 
wants to appoint in the Regular Army, as has been suggested, he 
must go before the Senate and be confirmed; and I can conceive 
of no reason why any man who served in the Confederate arm 
should now be appointed to the Regular Army. There woul 
have to be a vacancy before he could be appointed outside of the 
staff corps. It is possible that aman might be appointed judge- 
advocate, or he might be I in some other staff corps; but 
to 79 him in the line of the Army would be impossible. 

. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman has not heard of any protest 
from any Union soldier against this bill? 

Mr. HULL. On the contrary, I have received letters from 
Union soldiers favoring the wiping out of this last restriction. 

Mr. PICKLER, I think that is the feeling of the Union soldiers 
throughout this SPE 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I have no commission to appear 
for the Union soldier or anybody else but myself. I simply want 
a little information upon this subject. I wish the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, if he has any information upon 
the matter, will inform me what is the object or what benefit to 
the people of the United States is to be accomplished by the passage 
of this bill. His rhetoric ladmire; itis beautiful. His patriotism 
appeals to my sentiment, and it sonnds nice; but he has very suc- 
cessfully up to this time evaded giving any reason why we should 

islate upon this subject at all. Does he know a single officer 
who could be commissioned in the United States Army if this bill 


were ? 

Nr HULL. No. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. He does not. Then why do you want to 
pass the bill? 


Mr. HULL, In the event of war we will call for troops. The 
Regular Army may be increased. It may bo that they will be 
commissioned, and maybe they never will be commissioned. The 
bill has been put before us by the action of the Senate; and I will 
not put myself in the position of voting or ing or working 

i for retaining this 


against it, because I can see no reason on 
on the statute books of our country, 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, the gentleman ought to be able to give 
some reason. 
Mr. HULL. The very fact that it is there on the statute books 


standing against these men and against men who can make and 
execute our laws, who can be Supreme Court judges, is a discrimi- 
nation against them that should not longer be perpetuated on the 
statute books in my judgment. It may onys matter of senti- 
ment, but when that sentiment can be gratified without injury to 
the country my vote shall bein favor of it. Solong after the 
war I would not let this restriction remain to annoy anyone. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. My friend saysit isa discrimination against 
eee on some privilege, and says we can not discriminate 
against them. Will the gentleman tell what privilege the bill 
would give? 
Mr. HULL. Does the gentleman know? : 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, I shall be perfectly frank and candid. 
I will say that this bill is brought up here for sentimental pur- 
Mr. HULL. Well, we will call it that. 


share than my friend. 
South Dakota when I 


there is anything involved in this bill, it is a proposition to undo 
something that was done many years ago. It is not a proposition 
capable of accomplishing any —— purpose to-day; and there- 
fore the only ible object that I can see is to cast a reflection 
upon the sentiment of the people who enacted that law. 

Mr. PICKLER, Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Waita moment. At the time this law was 

there was good reason for it, was there not? 

Mr. PICKLER. I think there was, 3 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It represented a very proper sentiment, 

Mr. PICKLER. I think it did. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Was there anybody north of Mason and 
Dixon’s line or many south of Mason and Dixon’s line who had 
any feeling that an officer who had been educated at the expense 
of the United States Government and bore its commission, and 
then saw fit, in the exercise of his personal volition, to go out and 
fight against the Government, should be kept eligible to a com- 
mission in the United States Army? I think not. Now, why 
should this Congress desire to enter upon retroactive legislation 
here that will suggest that there was a mistake in that legislation? 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman now allow me? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Waitamoment. If there is anybody here 
to-day or anywhere living in this country who is eligible to ap- 

intment in the United States Army and desires to go into the 
United States Army, or who has desired to be able to be put into 
the United States Army, why not act upon it? Why go back? 
You may just as well go back and repeal Abraham Lincoln’s 
proclamation for 75,000 troops. You may just as well go back 
and expunge any chapter of the war’s history as to do this. You 
can not do it. e can not wipe out the fact that we had war. 
We can not ignore the fact that people were arrayed against the 
Government of the United States and that the Government re- 
sorted to extraordinary measures to save the life of the nation, 
and I can see in this bill only another ebullition of what seems to 
me the everlasting desire to bring up the issues of the war. 

Why not let them rest? Morerailing accusation has been made 
in this House against people who stir up the embers of civil strife 
than has been uttered upon any other subject here. Now we have 
brought up here a measure tending in that direction, a measure 
that is not going to do anybody any good. All aronnd me are 
men who served in the Union Army and in the Union Navy, but 
nobody gets up here and proposes to make them eligible to com- 
missions in the United States Army or the United States Navy. 
Weare not eligible. The regulations provide who shall hold the 
commissions. 

Mr. HULL. Let me ask the tleman whether this bill will 
give the persons to whom it applies any rights of that kind more 
than the Union soldiers have? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ought they to have any more? 

Mr. HULL. No; but you are arguing asif this bill did give 
ht BOUTELLE, That! ost peculiar t of th 

> i at is a m argument of the 
ntleman from Iowa. Does he think that these men ought to 
ve any more rights than the Union soldiers? 

Mr. HULL. I donot think anything of the kind; but you have 
been arguing asif you thought this bill would give them more. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I have been holding the floor with the hope of 
ba ee this matter up within an hour. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. do not think you are holding the floor 


me. 
r. HULL. Yes; I am holding the floor, and I shall move the 
previous question before I sit down. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Ireminded the gentleman from Iowa that I 
proposed to exercise my right to try to be heard, and he took pains 
to send to the other end of this Capitol to enable me to be heard; 
but now it seems he does not want to hear me. ; 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, is this discussion in my time or in 
the gentleman’s own time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that it was in the gen- 
tleman's own time, though the matter was quite informal. 

Mr. HULL. Then, if the gentleman is proceeding in his own 
time, I will simply reserve mine. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Iowa to another consideration. The gen- 
tleman from Maine . BOUTELLE] has challenged those of us 
who poe to vote in favor of this bill to give our reason. That 
goes to the country, and it is a pretty important suggestion com- 
ing from the gentleman from Maine, and for one I should like 
very much to state briefly the reasons why I am in fayor of the 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. HULL. As the gentleman from Maine is not exhausting 
cata there will be ample opportunity for other gentlemen to 

eard. 

BE STEELE. I do not think so, as there is only an hour alto- 
gether. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, we can take another day. This matter 
had better be discussed fully on both sides. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Have I the floor, Mr. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the floor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I had no idea that this bill was coming 
to-day. It is a very busy day with me for many reasons, dT 
did not expect to devote any of it to this bill. Ido not regard this 
as a measure of special Harant We have had a number of 
these bills, but to my mind thi the least excuse of any that 
has eyer been brought in here. You might just as well bring 
a bill to repeal some law that regulated the qualifications ‘ot 
officers entering the Continental Army a century ago. There is 
not a man in the House of Representatives to-day who has any 
expectation, probably none who has any desire, to be commis- 
sioned in the United States Army. There is no necessity for any 
such legislation as this, and the only possible effect it can have is 
to cast some sort of reflective shadow upon the sentiment in- 
volved in the original passage of that act. 

I believe that act was right. I do not believe it would have been 
possible to save the life of this nation on any other principle than 
the principle involved in that act. I do not believe there was any 
injustice in passing it. I believe that if it is possible for the human 
mind to conceive a case in which a man would render himself in- 
eligible to a commission in thé Army or the Navy of the United 
States it would be the case of a man who, having been educated at 
the expense of the Government or, whether so educated or not, 
held a commission in the Army or the Navy of the United States, 
and then, without coercion, deliberately elected to turn his weapons 
against the Government. 

Now, if you want to a vote here which will qualify that 
sentiment, if you want in 1896 to resolve that in the opinion of 
Con a man who holds a commission to-day in the Army of 
the United States, or any of the boys at the Naval Academy or at 
West Point who may come hereafter to hold commissions in the 
United States Army or Navy, may go out and enter upon rebel- 
lion against the Government and then come back and be regarded 
as eligible to again wear the uniform and again receive the com- 
mission of the Government of the United States, of course you 
gentlemen can do it. I could conceive that there might be some 
exigency which would strain men’s purposes very much in the 
direction of leniency, perhaps even to the extent of enacting leg- 
islation of this kind, but there is nothing to-day which warrants 
any such extraordinary action; there is nothing calling for this 
legislation, and I simply ask gentlemen to consider what they are 
invited to do. Now, there are members here who no doubt sin- 
cerely believe that they are very much more friendly to our breth- 
ren who engaged in the rebellion than I am, but I doubt it. 

There is no man in the United States, without regard to his pre- 
vious condition, without regard to his former relations to the war 
which lasted four years and more there is no man who is obeying 
thelaws, who is a good citizen, who is laboring to promote the inter- 
ests of our common country, for whom I have not the kindest feel- 
ing; and there is no such man with whom I will not cooperate in se- 
curing any possible benefit for the country or for his constituents. 
I can say that on a record of thirteen years in this House. But I 
claim that it is my right and my duty when a mere sentimental 
proposition like this is brought up, the only possible sentiment or 
suggestion of which is to obliterate the sacredness of the obliga- 
tion that a man owes to his flag and his country—it is my right 
and my SEN tosay that we 5 to hesitate about such a measure. 

I do not think we ought to adopt it unless some great, overriding 
ee padded ete There is no man kept out of the 
United States Army to-day by reason of that law—not one. And 
when the gentleman from Iowa says that this does not grant to 


er? 
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these officers any greater privileges than toa Union soldier, Isimply 


say to him that he has not come in here to make the Union soldier 
eligible to commission in the United States Army. We have got 
to repeal a whole code of laws that are now on our statute book 
before any Union soldier now in private life can become a com- 
missioned officer in the United States Army. No man who held a 
commission during the late war and is now in private life can ob- 
tain such a commission. 

We had to make a great fight here in Congress—a fight cover- 
ing two or three years—in order to get the chief of the Union 
armies, a graduate of West Point, the greatest soldier of mod- 
ern times, the privilege of simply being enrolled on the retired 
list of the United States Army; and I regret to say that the gentle- 
men in whose behalf this legislation is asked were the principal 
and most persistent opponents of that measure, There are gentle- 
men here who remember the case perfectly well—how even Ulysses 
S. Grant was prevented month after month and session after ses- 
sion from enjoying the privilege of being enrolled upon the retired 
list of the Army. 

Gentlemen over here will perhaps say, ‘‘Oh, I do not like to 
take a position which may be misconstrued or criticised by some- 
body and place me in an attitude inimical to the views and de- 
sires of our brethren who were on the Confederate side in the late 
rebellion.” My friends the gentlemen on the other side have 
never hesitated one moment in advocating their side of all these 
controversies. No man who served in the Confederacy felt at all 
estopped because he had participated in the rebellion from op- 
posing the putting of General Grant on the retired list. No gen- 
tleman over there so far as I know felt estopped in the slighest 
degree from acting as a juror in the great case of the Union 
against Fitz John Porter when he was retired, They voted 
solidly to put Fitz John Porter on the retired list; they voted 
solidly that Ulysses S. Grant should not go on that list. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman tell us the name of one 
ee who voted against the passage of that bill for Ulysses S. 

rant? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They all voted against it. 

Mr. WHEELER. The House voted unanimously for the bill; 
there was not a single vote against it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I know exactly what I am talking about. 
My memory is not so short as to have forgotten the circumstances. 
There are gentlemen here from the State of Iowa who know that 
we were unable even to get up the question and to have a vote on 
General Grant's case until we had surrendered the rights of a 

ntleman from Iowa who had a contested-election case pending 

ere. 

Mr. Hutt, in his seat, addressed a remark to Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I hope that a gentleman who 
was not here and who presumably does not know anything about 
this matter will not try to correct a gentleman who was here and 
who knows all about it. [Laughter.] There are other gentlemen 
here who know all aboutit. But for the benefit of my friend from 
Towa [Mr. 5 will call upon another gentleman from Iowa 
[turning to Mr, HEPBURN] who was here to attest the truth of ag 
statement that the Hon. James Wilson got up here after they h 
filibustered against getting up the Grant  bill—notwithstanding 
the fact that the t Union Democrat, Samuel J. Randall, was 
the author, I think, or at any rate the sponsor of the bill—the 
refused to let the bill come up at all, a gentleman from Nort 
Carolina insisting that the contested-election case of somebod 
against Wilson from the State of Iowa should first be disposed of, 
an election case in which it was purposed to turn out a Repub- 
lican and put in a Democrat, not only on the last day but in the 
last hours of the session. And finally, when we were at our wits’ 
ends and feared that the gavel might fall and Congress adjourn 
and General Grant die before he could receive this honor at the 
hands of his countrymen, Mr. Wilson, to his honor be it said, 
arose in his seat in about that place [pointing] and said: 

Mr. Speaker, if by my sacrifice justice can be done to General Grant, I ask 
my friends to let my case go. 

And they did let his case go. He was turned out of this House 
and his successor was sworn in before we were permitted even to 
vote upon the proposition to put Ulysses S. Grant in his dying 
hours on the retired list of the United States Army. Now,I do 
not cite these facts to stir up strife. I have not brought the strife 
here. I cite this as a matter of history; and I cite it to show, asI 
said before, that, while gentlemen who served under the Confed- 
erate flag have never felt the suenie delicacy in rising here at 
any time and on any occasion to defend anything that they regarded 
as a right of theirs or their section or their cause, there is no reason 
why I or any other member who was on the other side of that 
question, who stood by the Government, should be ashamed, should 
crawl under the table, or try to repeal the righteous legislation to 
which this nation owes the preservation of its life, 

It does no good. Congress ought to be dealing with other ques- 
tions. The men who are affected by it probably do not desire to 


go into the Army. The very fact, as stated by the gentleman 


from Iowa himself, that some of these men are occupying high 
potions. in the Government shows that they are 8 satis- 

ed as things exist. Presumably they do not want to go into the 
United States Army. Actually they can not do so. ou would 
have to repeal the whole code of army laws before they can get 
there. On the other hand, none of us who have passed the years 
of military life expect to enter the military service or obtain 
commissions, except under very special cases or extraordinary cir- 
cumstances, so that that fact has no practical bearing upon the 
question; und the only purpose of the passage of the measure is a 
sentimental one, to make gentlemen on that side of the House be- 
lieve that gentlemen on this side are their friends. It is the old 
story of Dickens, Codlin's your friend, not Short.” 

I think the presentation of the bill was a mistake. I say the 
man who got up the bill was not intelligently informed. There 
is no necessity for such a proposition. Let us forget it. And 
while I have been accredited with more or less aggressiveness, I 
have not been the author of such propositions. I have seen them 
brought here time and again, They continually crop up unduly 
and unnecessarily. 

Now, a word to my friends on this side, the old Union soldiers, 
My friend Mr. PICKLER, the gentleman from South Dakota, wanted 
to know if the Union soldiers had protested against this. I ask 
him how many Union soldiers know that this bill is pending? 
Very few, I opine; very few, indeed. How many Union soldiers 
know that among the things that have been done to illustrate the 
kindness and generosity toward the Union soldier of the North is 
a provision in some portions of the constitution of a State of the 
South that amounts practically to a tax on a man if he served in 
the Union 1 3 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Will the gentleman be kind enough 
to specify what State? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The very question that the gentleman pro- 
pounded to me shows that information on this subject is not so 
universally disseminated. I hold in my hand a copy of the con- 
stitution of the State of South Carolina, If there is some gentle- 
man present who represents the State, I would like to ask him a 
question in connection with the matter. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. What portion of the consti- 
tution does the pennen refer to? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In answer to the gentleman from South 
Carolina I desire to ask him this question: If there is not a pro- 
vision in the constitution of that State that imposes a tax upon 
the voters of the State generally, from which men are relieved if 
ge! seryed in the Confederate army? 

r. WILSON of South Carolina. Iwasa member, Mr. Speaker, 
of the convention which framed the State constitution 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And the gentleman must therefore be fa- 
miliar with its provisions. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina (continuing). And the onl 
discrimination made in the constitution of the State of Sout 
Carolina in favor of the soldiers of the Confederate army is the 
provision that those who are under 50 years of age, which is the 
road-working age, are exempt from road duty. 

Every other citizen in the State between the of 18 and 50 is 
liable to this road duty; but the convention which framed the con- 
stitution of the State of South Carolina in its wisdom came to the 
conclusion that those soldiers who had represented the State in the 
war, who had given in many instances many years of their lives 
for the service of the State in the war, who had suffered physically 
and had been capp aa 5 who had become to a large extent 
physically unable to do the work, that those citizens should be 
relieved from the necessity of working the roads, That is the only 
discrimination that is made in favor of them, with the exception 
of paying them a pension, which you give to the disabled who are 
decrepit and physically unable to earn a living. South Carolina 
is not ungrateful to the old soldiers. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is South Carolina grateful to the Union sol- 
corse saving the Union and bringing South Carolina back 
into i 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. The Union is grateful to 
them, as the paying of the pensions indicate, which are paid by 
moneys raised from sgt he of the 8 

Mr. BOUTELLE. at does not exactly answer the inquiry. 
But did I mistake the facts in what I said? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Well, you must be the jud 
of that. Ihave stated that the only discrimination is that the 
soldiers who served during the war and are living and are under 
age are exempt from road duty. That is all. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does it mean all the soldiers who served 
during the war? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. The Confederate soldiers. 

Mr.BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman be kind enough—he says 
he was a member of the constitutional convention and ought to 
be able to put his finger upon the provision—will he be kind 
enough to note in this pamphlet that I send him the provision in 
question and return it to me? 
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Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. I will do so. Iwill say, fur- 
ther, that the war has been over for thirty years. Thirty years 
and eighteen added make forty-eight years, and only those gen- 
tlemen who are between 48 and 50 years of age are affected by the 
exemption in question. ) 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How old are the men who would be likely 
to be affected by this bill—men who held commissions in the 
United States Army in 1861? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Oh, I think it would affect 
very few of them; but in case of war, if the gentleman asks that 
question, he would find that these men who stood up to the dictates 
of their consciences and their sense of right then would be just as 
true to the Union—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Nobody questions it. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina (continuing). And would do 
just as valiant service as the gentleman from Maine or anybody 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask the gentleman from South Carolina 
to please point out that paragraph in the constitution of his State. 
He is familiar with it. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. It will take me some time to 


find it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will help the gentleman. I know pretty 
nearly where it is. I do not yield the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I will state to 
the gentleman—— 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, as a question of information, I should 
like to know which one of these gentlemen has the floor? „ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the floor. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Iwill state to the gentleman 
from Maine that I will try to find the paragraph which he desires. 
In the meantime I suggest that he continue in possession of the 


oor. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask that the gentleman be given a moment 
or two. 
Mr. WHEELER. In the meantime will the gentleman allow 
me to give him some information. [Laughter.] 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Waitamoment. , 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker —— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Maine 
desire to proceed? 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask that the gentleman from South Caro- 
Iina be allowed a few moments in Which to find this paragraph. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Maine 
desire to proceed? 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes, I do. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman is entitled to the 


floor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to proceed; butI desire to have this 
extract, because I want the absolute text of it. 

Mr. WHEELER. Would you not like to find out something 
else first? You are wrong oneverything. Get right on one thing 
at a time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam going to take one thing at a time. You 
come next. [Laughter.] I can not take South Carolina and Ala- 
bama all at once. 

Mr. WHEELER. They are two pretty good States. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They are; and I do not want to get into an- 
tagonism with both of them at the same time. 

. Speaker, for the purposes of What I have to say I will re- 
peat—while I can not quote the lan e verbatim—that the con- 
stitution of the State of South Carolina recently adopted contains 
a provision in regard to taxation, and, if I have not read mis- 
3 I think it is a provision that the poll tax shall be so much, 
and there is a provision that this shall be levied substantially upon 
all persons except Confederate soldiers between the ages men- 
tioned. Now, Ido not think anybody will contradict that fact; 
and it shows a very different disposition, as I look at it—I may be 
biased; I may be prejudiced; I try not to be—it certainly does not 
seem to me to show that disposition which brings this bill in here. 
Iam one, whether of few or of many, who still believe and really 
believe that, while it is well to make all the concessions in life that 
can justly and honorably and properly be made between individ- 
uals and between people, some of the concessions in regard to 
this matter of the strife against the Government of the United 
States ought to come from those who tried to destroy the Govern- 
ment. 

I do not believe that any good purpose can be served, at a time 
when gentlemen who occupy this floor from day to day feel obliged 
to inyeigh against a condition of things which brings thirty con- 
te3ted-election cases into this House, cases of such a character that 
gentlemen stand up here day after day and assert that the laws 
and the Constitution of the United States, affecting not only the 
rights of the citizens but which must affect the safety and wel- 
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The gentleman from Maine has 


ematic- 
ally violated over a large section of this country. These cases 
come in such numbers and with such glaring proportions that the 
House of Representatives of the United States has been compelled 
for the first time in its history, in order to do justice, in order to 
dispose of these controversies as to what the people of the Congres- 
sional districts have really decided in regard to their representation, 
to appoint three separate Committees on Elections to determine 
these cases. 

Now, that does not show a condition of things which calls upon 
us to go back and rip up the necessary and righteous legislation 
of the war. I think that some of my friends on this side—and I 
say it without personal, individual application—would really be 
quite as well employed, would be doing quite as good service to this 
country, would be quite as much in line of their duty to liberty, to 
freedom, and to progress, if they had not been misinformed, as all 
of them said they were awhile ago, of the fact that the greatest 
discrimination was made in one of the States of the Union not 
only against their own comrades, but against the men who served 
under the flag of the Union. I think that we could have been 
more worthily 5 than in hunting upthese statutes that were 
brought into this House and into the Senate by the lion-hearted 
men who stood like pillars and supported the fabric of Government 
in the hour of its peril, the men who upheld Abraham Lincoln’s 
arm when the Government was tottering, and when nothing but 
armed resistance to men who had taken up arms against the Goy- 
ernment could by any possibility give liberty to the future. 

I say it is rather late in the day for us to make a definition of 
what constitutes the duty of a man who has a commission of the 
United States Government. I say that unless some great public 
benefit is to be accomplished, unless some great overshadowing 
pon or evil is to be avoided or evaded, we ought not to publish a 

esson to-day that it is a os thing for a man to take his oath to 
support the Government of the United States and then draw his 
sword against it. I have nothing to do with the animosities of the 
pant, Of the conditions that have been made I have nothing to do 

ut to accept the situation. I draw no line against any man for 
the performance of any duty that has been assigned to him under 
the Constitution as it was or the Constitution as it has been 
amended. But I dosay that I can not see how or why we arecalled 
here to-day to so act as to give an object lesson to those boys at 
Annapolis and those boys at West Point that will imbue them with 
the idea that their obligation to their Government is less sacred 
than it was believed to be in the time of Abraham Lirfvoln and 
Ulysses S. Grant. 

Mr. Soe Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want the boys of this country, whether at 
West Point or Annapolis, when they look at the possibility of sery- 
ice under the of their Government, to recognize that it is the 
obligation of a life, just as sacred as the signers of the Declaration 
of Independence regarded it when they pledged their lives and 
sacred honor to the cause. 

1 oy QUIGG. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ido not see any object to be attained by the 
passage of this bill that at all warrants us in putting this new con- 
struction upon the American idea of the duty of an American sol- 
dier and an American officer to his Government and to his flag. 

Mr. 9 Will the gentleman allow a question there? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Maine whether he seriously thinks that the removal in this 
proposition 

r. BOUTELLE. Some people may always think seriously. 

Mr. QUIGG. I have no doubt. the gentleman will think 
seriously now, will he answer the question whether he thinks this 
proposition, at this time and under all the circumstances that 
surround us and the country, is going to give any such lesson as 
he suggests to young men? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do. 

Mr. QUIGG. Ido not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If it does not form some lesson there can be 
no practical effect in this. It can be passed for no reason under 
the heavens except to carry an impression to the public. It is a 
brutum fulmen in regard to the Army of the United States. It 
amounts to nothing in regard to the gentlemen who served on the 
other side. It means nothing, and it was brought in here for no 
a whatever except to give an impression to the public that 
we had reached in these years since the war a condition in which 
we looked with some leniency on the cause. We have looked with 
some leniency on those who participated, as I do myself very 
freely, and it would follow that we looked with more leniency 
upon the act itself. This I deny in the name of the American 
people. The people of this country to-day are as loyal to the flag, 
and their sentiment, I insist, is as inviolate as it was in 1861 to 
1865. The flag of our country is just as precious and as sacred 


fare of the Government itself, are Pee, and 
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as it is to the man who takes the sword of the Government of the 
United States in his hand and kissing the hilt swears that he 
will wield it faithfully in the defense of his country, even with 
life itself, and it ought to mean just as much of an obligation in 


the present year and the years to come as it meant during the 
time of the late rebellion from 1861 to 1865. 

Now, I ask gentlemen to consider this thing. If there was 
some advantage to be achieved, if there was to be one feather’s 
weight even in bettering the condition of the people who are pro- 

i in any section of this country, the words of the constitu- 
tion just adopted by South Carolina brings you notice that they 
have not admitted yet that the war is over, that they have not 
found out that strife is ended; but that to-day, in the organic law 
of that State, they have made a discrimination against the men 
who fought under the Union flag by making a discrimination spe- 
cifically in favor of those who fought under the Confederate flag. 

Mr. SON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the 

on of the gentleman from Maine I wish to say that I have 

red the ee of the constitution to Which he refers, and 

the difference between my statement and the statement in the 

constitution is the difference between the poll tax and the road 
tax. The provision is as follows: 


of 21 and 60, excepting Confederate soldiers above the of 50 years, an an 
© * 
each shail be 41 


Now, I will say to the gentleman that it would be very difficult 
for him to find any others than Confederate soldiers among the 
veterans of the war in the State of South Carolina. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I can find the gentleman a great many. 
That document was sent to me by one of them who is proscri 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. You will find them only on 
the seacoast, among a certain portion of the population, a class of 

ulation who are receiving the benefit of nearly $1,000,000 of 
a te for their public schools, this fund being used altogether 
for the public schools. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman entirely ignores the fact that 
there are white men from the North living in South Carolina. 
Why did you not include Union soldiers in that exemption, as you 
were a member of the constitutional convention? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Why do we not include 
Union soldiers in our pension laws? This is simply an act of grati- 
tude on the part of South Carolina to those Confederate soldiers 
over the age of 50 years—not under—whom the people of South 
Carolina believe to have served the State sufficiently to justify 
this discrimination in their favor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Verygood. Then the gentleman from South 
Carolina says that his State,in making a new constitution more 
than thirty years after the war, still regarded the services of the 
Confederate soldiers as more valuable to the State and more en- 
titled to recognition than the services of the Union soldiers who 
saved the life of the nation. Now, if that be so, I want to ask my 
friend from South Carolina this plain question, and I ask him to 
answer it candidly: If you in South Carolina are sincere in hold- 
ing that the men who fought under your State flag and served 
against this Government are more entitled to the recognition and 
favor of South Carolina than the men who fought for the United 
States Government, do you not think that we here would better 
continue, as a Co: of the United States, to let this law stand 
which holds that the men who fought for the Union, and held 
commissions in the Army and Navy of the United States, and 
were true to those obligations, are more entitled to recognition 
and favor by the Government of the United States? [Applause.] 

Mr. N of South Carolina. I will answer the gentleman. 
Mr. Speaker, I will not be drawn into a controversy which would 
amount to fighting the war all over again. Down South we be- 
lieve that the war is over 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then why do you act so in making your 
State constitution? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Wait one moment and I will 
tell you. The spirit which actuates us now is not one of resent- 
ment the Union soldiers, but it is a spirit of gratitude to 
those who fought for the cause in which we were interested. 

A Then let us exercise the same spirit here 
toward those who fought for the cause in which we were inter- 


ested. 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the 
gentleman from Maine that I regret to see one who has actually 
seen service, who was in the war, who has an honorable war 
record, who smelt powder—I , I say, to see such a man show- 


ing that heis still smelling sedi The war is over. The North 
can = al any be without the South than the South 
can ge 


ong without the North. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I decline to yield any 1 £ 


I to the gentleman from South Carolina for information 
on this question of the discrimination in the constitution of his State 


and it appears that he was a member of that convention, and i 


need make no argument as to his perfect confirmation of the state- 
ment I had made. The exemption of Confederate soldiers over 50 
years of age of course excludes pretty nearly all the men in South 
Carolina who served in the Confederate army. We have the fact, 
then, that a State constitution, made within a year, in the State 
of South Carolina, discriminates in express terms against the 
Union soldiers living in that State. The men who made that 
constitution did not resort to any subterfuge; they came out 
pleini , and the gentleman from South Carolina tells us that they 

it for the same reason that they pension Confederate soldiers, 
because they regard the services rendered by those soldiers as 
entitled to more favor and consideration on the part of South 
8 than the services of the men who fought to save the 

nion. 

Mr. 8 Is that a good example to follow? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
New York shall have an Ney Vad to be heard on that subject. 
If he wants to defend this South Carolina constitution I will ask 
that he be given time after I get through. I hope in the mean- 
time that he will not disturb the thread of my remarks. I want 
to hear a defense of that South Carolina constitution, and I know 
that if I hear it at all I must hear it from somebody as young as the 

tleman from New York [laughter], for no man who served in 

e Union army, no man who knows personally anything about 
the war, would ever think of palliating such a constitution, of pal - 
liating the conduct of a State which in the year 1896 makes a dis- 
crimination against the men to whom we owe the fact that we 
have a. Government to-day. 

The 8 from South Carolina . WILSON] has spoken 
about few men who served in the Union Army who are now 
in South Carolina. They are probably fewer than they would be 
if conditions there were different, but I remind him that there are 
at least enough of them to have two gentlemen contesting seats in 
this House and alenna that they would occupy those seats if the 
laws and the Constitution of the United States had been obeyed 
in the election. 

Now, I was notified hurriedly that this bill was to come up. 
There are a number of things I would have been glad to say. 
Some one has sent me a memorandum which I will read—that one 
of these contestants in the States from which my friend would 
have us think there were no Union soldiers except down in the 
black belt or somewhere else, implying that there were only col- 
ored men—Col. Tom Johnson, now contesting the seat of Mr. 
STOKES of South Carolina, was a member of General Butler’s com- 
mand that marched through Baltimore 

A MEMBER, On the cars. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Well, on the cars, if the gentleman desires 
to be gor he cars, or whatever they were. 

Mr. TT. General Butler did not march through Bal- 


timore. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, well, gentlemen, do not be microscopic 
in your criticisms. I remember once hearing old Senator Howl 
refer to a colleague in the Senate as a man who could see a fly on 
the barn door, but could not see the barn. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said about all I want to say, and I will re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, had it been left to me to 
decide, I should not have introduced this bill into Congress. Ido 
not believe, however, that it was introduced for any other than 
a patriotic and proper purpose; and the question now presented 
to us is whether we pass the bill or defeat it. 

So far as I am concerned, I do not care particularly about the 
constitution of South Carolina. I do not want to add any fuel to 


the p ive flames of this debate; but I will venture to sug- 
gest that ibly the present constitution of South Carolina was 
made without a great deal of reference to the Constitution of the 


United States—made more as a protest against it than as an 
indorsement of it, 

The question is asked whether that constitution, in so far as it 
5 to favor a class of persons, can be defended. Well, I 
have to say just this about that constitution: It is a question for 
each State to make such discrimination in favor of classes of hel 
less and suffering people as the citizens of that State may see fit 
make, I think for us gee that it is a very unwise provision to put 
into a constitution. I believe that one of the great evils of Amer- 
ican legislation and American statesmanship to-day is the dispo- 
sition to crowd into State constitutions a great mass of matter 

aa legislation, such 


not be able to hol the 1 
constitution a lot of 
of 's teeth tha 


individuals; and that police power is wisely executed when the 
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class to be exempted is composed of 7 who in the main are 
helpless and would otherwise become indigent and after awhile 
become chargeable upon the public. So in many States we exempt 
the Union soldier in some measure from taxation, not especially as 
a commendation of him, but in order to save the country from a 
burden that otherwise would be hard to bear. In the State of 
New York, in the State of Connecticut, in the State of Ohio, I 
know that this is EA 55 the stones of . ylyania be Toe 
soldier is not requir pay a license engage in g 
and other 8 of that sort. More than that, I understand he 
gets a license which no other man can get, and gets it without 
making any payment. Now,such things are done not only to 
testify our appreciation of the Union soldier, but are also in the 
nature of a public provision to aid him, 

Now, let us see whether it is very strange after all that South 
Carolina should look about her among her helpless classes—or I 
will not say South Carolina; I will say all the States of the South 
and do something to aid those people and to keep them out of the 

house, for, after all, notwithstanding a man may have served 

the rebel army, notwithstanding he is an ex-Confederate soldier, 
the public owes to him bread and clothing. and lodging and fire, 
and if he can not get them in any other way he have to get 


them at the public expense as a matter of charity. 
Now, we ion the Union soldier very liberally. The Con- 
federate soldier is not pensioned. But South Caro aids the 


Union soldier by paying her share (it is a very small proportion) 
of the pensions of the country; and then, in order that the ex-Con- 
federates may be kept out of the poorhouse, many of the States of 
the South confer small pensions upon the Confederate soldier. I 
have never heard that anybody complained of that. I do not com- 
plain, most assuredly. I would go a long way to aid the man 
who bore a musket against me in the time of war [applause], 
much farther than I would go to aid the man in the North who 
stood and howled and hissed at me when I was doing the best that 
I could in the South. [Applause.] 
Now, then, the quoaren come before us here; and the chal- 
lenge is made by the gentleman from Maine 
. BOUTELLE. I challenged nobody; I am not in the chal- 
lenging business; and right here, if the gentleman will permit me, 


I desire to disc 
Does the gentleman from Ohio 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] yield? : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Everybody yields to the gentleman from 
Maine. . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman called my name I want to 
put it on that ground—he need not yield unless he desires to do 
B0; Pnt when a gentleman calls another by name he ought to allow 
a reply. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have yielded to the gentleman, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I simply want tosaythis—I should not have 
thought it necessary, perhaps, if some other gentleman than the 

tleman from Ohio had appeared on the flour—but I simply 
esire to Say 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I have 
spoken here to-day on my own behalf, and not as representing any 
candidate for the Presidency of the United States. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now my friend from Maine, when he 
recovers a little, will not be very proud of that remark. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am absolutely proud of it; and I do not 
want anybody to be responsible except m for what I do or say. 

Mr. GROS OR. Nor will anybody be responsible for my 
speeches, And in that connection, Mr. Speaker, let me ask, is it 
possible that we have reached such a condition of affairs in this 
country that when a man is in favor of A for the Presidency, 
or B or C, that every time he gets up here to say something on 
on any subject somebody is to call attention to the fact and pro- 
claim aloud that his advocacy of an entirely independent measure 
has something to do with that candidacy? Is that manly politics? 
Or is that argument on such a question as this? 

But, Mr. Speaker, I will not answer the gentleman from Maine 
in kind. What I was saying was this: That he challenged a reason 
for the passage of this bill. Well, I used the word challenged. 
He demanded to know—and put it at our distinguished chairman 
of the committee with considerable vim two or three times—he 
demanded to know the necessity or the reason for the passage of 
this bill. Now, I called that a challenge. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And I will be glad to be informed on that 

to inform 


8 

. GROSVENOR, Well, I am seekin 

and if you had been quiet a little while and had allowed me to 

— ou would have had full information by this time. [Laugh- 
It issaid that the of this bill would not add anybody tothe 

United States Army. ell, I do not know whether it will or not. 


I place my sup of the bill See renee ee ear ae my 
action in this legislative body goes it be to make possiblethe 


on now, 


highest degree of loyalty and love of country on the part of every 


man who seryed in the Confederate army during the war. [Ap- 
plause.] The time may come—the time has come—when we want 
unity 802 on both sides of Mason and Dixon's line. [Re- 


newed a 

Mr. B Does the gentleman mean to intimate that 
it does not exist to-day on both sides of the line? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. On the contrary, I think it does. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the gentleman intimate that something 
is needed on the part of the Government of the United States 
toward these e to warrant them in being loyal? 

Mr. GROS OR. It is always necessary and proper for a 
great government to do what is right and fair and just for all of 


Abe BOUT EEL. Does the gentleman say that this legislation 


which you seek now to repeal was not just and right and fair? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. * ee pam the gentleman has al- 
ready made his speech. e provisions of law in years 
gone by that disfranchised every man of a great class in this com- 
munity. They were not allowed to vote. They could not even 
have the use of the mails, and where are all these restrictions 
now? We took them off one by one as the years went on; we 
took them off of every man who came forward and said: “I have 
had enough of this, and am lo to the United States Govern- 
ment.” e took off the disabilities that we had passed in order 
to testify that the original purpose of the rebellion was right? 
Was that the purpose? By no manner of means. That was not 
the intent; such a thought never entered into the minds of the 
lawmakers. It was because under the blessi of a restored 
Government we pro; that every man should have an equal 
chance to again work out his salvation as an American citizen 
without legal disabilities. A Yr pad We took them from the 
men who graduated at West Point, who had forsworn their obli- 
gations to the Government and went into the Confederate arm 
to fight against the Union; we took the disabilities from them 
took them back again. 

Where are they 1 Af They are in this body. They are in 
the Senate of the United States, a coordinate branch of this Gov- 
ernment. They are on the ty eee Bench of the United States. 
They are in the Cabinet of the Administration of this Government 
and they were in the Cabinet of a Republican President of the 
United States. Aye, more than that, Mr. Speaker, there was one 
in the Cabinet of that very same General Grant, the glorious gen- 
eral of the United States Army, whom my friend pronounces so 
high an encomium eee, were in the Cabinet of General 
Grant. [Applause.] It was General Grant, the great leader of 
the Union armies, who sent to a foreign country the cavalry raider 
from Virginia; it was General Grant who gave Longstreet, the 
bravest and, in my humble 1 and with all due r to 
the opinion of others who differ with me, the ablest of the Con- 
federate leaders, a high position in the civil service of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Was he not ostracized throughout the South 
from that 55 

Mr. GROS OR. Well, that is an entirely different ques- 
tion. Iam talking now of the policy of the Government. 

It was General Grant who made it possible for Fitz John Porter, 
a Union general, to go on the retired list of the Army. It was 
General Grant who used his mighty influence to procure the 
sage of thatact. So at every step of the way we have been aes 
ing to remove these disabilities. I am as vigorous in my adher- 
ence to the Republican and as partisan as it is proper for 
any American citizen to be; but when a man comes forward who 
served in the Confederate army and says to me, Here is a little 
distinction left, as a mere remnant of that which rested upon us 
in our long years of wrong and trouble; take it away,” I am will- 


pe, Fee take it tes 1 
. BOUTELLE, ill the gentleman be kind enough to say 
who has ever said that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Said what? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Who brought this bill forward? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. God only knows,. I do not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do you know that any Southern man has 
asked for it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not know that. 

Mr. PEARSON. Why, yes; the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. there was a man from the South begging 
for it I should not feel as anxious to give it to him as I am to give 
VVV is side of the House. [Ap- 
plause. 

Furthermore, now, why should this be kept upon these people? 
It is said that the repeal of this act would be a reflection upon its 
original passage. Is that possible? Did Abraham Lincoln reflect 
upon the original disabilities that were put upon the Confederate 
soldier when he recommended to Con, that they be relieved, 
and to a Republican at that? It was a ublican Con- 
gress which lifted these bilities. Did old Stevens and 
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John A. Bingham and Garfield and Schenck and that class of men 
inveigh against the original propriety of those disabilities because 


they removed them? Did Grant suffer in his loyalty to the coun- 
try when he made his famous proclamation that sent a thrill of 
gratitude through the hearts of the Southern people and was the 
producing cause of the greatest encomiums ever given to him, 
when he told those Confederate soldiers to take their horses home 
and make crops with them? I can condemn the bad legislation of 
out standing here to object to removing a disabil- 
ity such as this, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I mga elaborate upon this point. Let me 
tell my friends here what I have looked forward to with hope, and 
I have wanted to live long enough after the war until I could see 
it. Ihave wanted to live long enough to see the policy of the 
great party to which I belong operate to restore the Union abso- 
solutely, so it would be again— 

A union of hearts and a union of hands; 
A union of States none could sever. 

Ihave aided in my feeble way to put into the Constitution bar- 
riers 8 which the gates of rebellious hell can never again 

revail. 


` 

z I have voted for the amendments to that Constitution that guar- 
antee equal rights to the people of the whole country, and I have 
wanted to live to hear the proclamation go out to other countries, 
“My country is united; my country is loyal; the wounds and 
stains of war have been abolished and wiped out in the growth of 
American patriotism and American statesmanship and intelli- 
ce.” [Applause.] I have wanted to see the time come when, 
we with a foreign country should arise, my countrymen North 
and South, those who suffered under these disabilities and those 
who have grown up, the young men of the South, might feel just 
as zealous, just as anxious, just as patriotic, as the young men who 
have grown up in the North; and I believe, Mr. Speaker, notwith- 
standing some of the bad legislation, notwithstanding some of the 
contested-election casesin this House—I believe that time has come. 
I believe the time has come when the man of South Carolina, the 
man of Georgia, the man of Texas, the man of Ohio and Pennsyl- 
vania, and the man of California feel the same pride in our coun- 
try that I feel, the same reverence for the flag that I feel, and I 
want no class of men in my country carrying a load that I am not 

willing to carry. E 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HOPKINS. I make the point that the morning hour has 


Hired. 
he SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House any member is 
at liberty to make a motion which will close the morning hour, 
but the morning hour does not expire of itself. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, was I recognized? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. GROW. I propose to trespass but briefly upon the atten- 
tion of the House at this time. National disasters have fallen 
upon all nations that preceded us, and in our case a mighty disas- 
ter befell this generation. The soil of England was drenched for 
long years in the blood of her best citizens in the War of the 
Roses; and yet when that struggle passed from the consideration 
of the living generation who took part in it, the asperities of its 
animosities ceased, and where is the Englishman to-day who 
remembers the antagonisms and strife of that period? 

Slavery was the cause of the rebellion in this country. Ourhab- 
its of thought are, toa great extent, creatures of our surroundings. 
Weare all born and reared under certain influences, which develop 
certain traits of character. Had the men of Massachusetts been 
born and reared for generations in South Carolina, when the iron 
hail beat on the walls of Sumter, they would have joined in rebel- 
lion, as did the men born in South Carolina. And if the men of 
South Carolina had been born and reared in Massachusetts for 
generations under her surrounding influences, they would have 
united, as she did, in upholding the institutions bequeathed by our 
fathers. What caused the rebellion—the moving, educating ele- 
ment—is gone forever, and no one sheds a tear on its grave. To-day 
all who dwell upon American soil under the of our fathers are 
surrounded by similar influences, and will erelong forget the a 

ones except as a warning for the future, if they have not already 
one 80. 

When this mighty conflict was at its height and the roar of hos- 
tile cannon was heard from one end of the country to the other, 
18,000,000 people stood like the youth in the streets of Paris when 
it was rumored that Mirabeau was dying. He had listened to his 
impassioned eloquence in the Corps Légistatif, and rushing to his 

hysician he eagerly inquired, ‘ t is the matter with Mira- 

au?” and when told that he was dying for want of blood, strip- 
ping bare his arm, he exclaimed: Take the blood from my veins 
and put in his, and let Mirabeau live.” So 18,000,000 of the Amer- 
ican people, when danger hung over the perpetuity of the Union 
bequeathed by our fathers, baring their bosoms, exclaimed: “Take 
our hearts’ blood and let the Republic live.” 


The men in arms for the destruction of the Union were inspired 
by the institution of slavery, and would never haye gone to the 
battle for its overthrow only from such influences. hat caused 
the rebellion has away forever, leaving a Union saved and 
a country free. ile our fathers were among the wisest of men 
that ever laid the corner stone of empire, yet in the grand temple 
of liberty which they reared they left the cankerworm of human 
bondage to gnaw at the vitals of free institutions until the crisis 
aed came when one or the other must die, and slavery was the 
victim. 

The world is ever ready with its meed of praise for valor and 
deeds of heroic self-sacrifice, whether in the S n at Ther- 
mopylæ, the Old Guard at Waterloo, or Pickett's dauntless charges 
at Gettysburg. 

But tis the cause makes all, 
Degrades or hallows courage in its fall. 

A victorious party in a carnival of blood can not in this age con- 
vert itself into a party of tual hates. Hates and rancors 
must sometime have an end. t us bury with the heroic dead 
the animosities engendered in the conflict and remember only that 
we are all American citizens, glorying in the traditions of a com- 
mon ancestry, and henceforth vying with each other in deeds of 
patriotic devotion for the greatness and the glory of the Republic. 


[Loud Sheard 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the venerable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania permit me to ask him a question? If devotion to the 
Government, if patriotism is a matter of locality, and if it be 
true that the people of Massachusetts to-day are entitled to no 
special credit for being loyal, and the people of South Carolina, or 
Alabama, if you choose, are entitled to no special condemnation 
because they were disloyal, does not the gentleman think that he 
ignores a great fact and does great injustice to that body of loyal 
men who, in Tennessee and in No Carolina, in Missouri, in 
Kentucky, and in West Virginia, in spite of the fact that they 
were domiciled with slavery; in spite of the fact of their locality; 
in spite of the fact of their minority; in spite of the fact of their 
proscription and the sufferings for which they fled to the moun- 
tains for refuge—does he not think these men are entitled to some 
consideration, to more honor from the Government of the United 
States, than those who voluntarily engaged in fighting to destroy 
the Government? It seems to me that we can not afford to argue 
on the basis that if we had lived somewhere else we should have 
done as somebody else did. You can make that argument in favor 
of anything that any man or set of men ever did anywhere. 

I hold that the people of Massachusetts and of New York and 
of Pennsylvania were loyal to this Government for other reasons 
than because they lived in those States. They were not the men 
who were gathered under a sudden impulse into the Army; they 
were the thoughtful, patriotic bone and sinew of those States, 
who left their homes, their shops, their vocations, and went to 
the field because they believed a great principle was involved, and 
you must give them proper credit for it. nd those men in the 
South who were born amid slavery and surrounded by it in the 
States to which I have referred, yet who were faithful to the 
Union, can not be ignore by simply referring to patriotism as a 
matter of sectionalism or locality. 

Peak HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. GROW. Will the gentleman allow me a moment to reply 
to the question which the gentleman from Maine has asked me 
and which implies thatI have not a proper sense of patriotism? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ibeg the gentleman’s pardon; no man would 
think of yao oE Koy bmg of that kind. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Illinois to 
withdraw his motion to adjourn for me to answer the question 
put by the 5555 7 from Maine. 

Mr. HOP S. I will not withdraw the motion, but I will 
withhold it long enough to enable the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to answer the question. 

Mr. GROW. If the gentleman will withdraw the motion tem- 
porarily and desires me to renew it, I will do so at the conclusion 
of my remarks, or I will leave it for him to renew it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Very well. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, we all know that there is a great 
principle of patriotism in the human breast, formed by the sur- 
rounding associations of childhood in the community in which we 
were born or in which we may chance to live, and there is a sense 
of justice implanted in every human heart, but each of these feel- 
ings or senses can be shaded more or less in its development by 
the circumstances of childhood and youth and by the influences 
. our manhood. I depreciate not the valor, the patriot- 
ism, the self-sacrifice of the men of Massachusetts. I made men- 
tion of them only by way of illustration, and did not intend any 
— ement of their patriotic services. 

e know that patriotism springs from the associations of 
childhood in the land in which we are born, and it is just as stron 


in the people of one nation asin those of another. The men 
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east Tennessee, to whom the gentleman from Maine has referred, 
never were demoralized or corrupted by the institutions of human 
bondage. And the same is true of the men in the border States, 
whose heroic self-sacrifice in the cause of the Union was never 
surpassed. It was the cotton States that led in the rebellion, that 
portion of the South where slavery had become the dominant idea, 
the controlling sentiment in politics and in the social relations, 
so that even on this floor there was a time when a question pre- 
sented, directly or indirectly involving the question of slavery, 
on all such occasions there was a solid vote from the cotton States 
in favor of slavery. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question at tha pat 

Mr. GROW. Ido not wish to enter into any controversy. I 
only desire to be understood. Patriotism, justice, the sentiment of 
humanity are born in the human heart, but their development is 
greatly influenced and controlled by the influences that surround 
us, the atmosphere in which we grow tomanhood. It was slavery 
that molded the habits and thought of the men who made and led 
the rebellion. I use the word now in no invidious sense when I 
say that slavery made its devotees traitors tothe Union. It was 
not the impulse of their hearts; it was not the patriotism incul- 
cated by the associations and the history and the traditions of our 


country. 

The object that sent them to the tented field was to defend what 
they considered an institution for their benefit, use, as we all 
know, they popoa to found a republic upon serey as its cor- 
ner stone. Now slavery has gone. It vanished in the expiring 
flames of civil war, and the martyred President, sealing with his 
blood the emancipation of arace, bore 4,000,000 broken manacles to 
the throne of eternal justice. The great cause of all the trouble 
and disaster to our country having disappeared forever, we can 
all rejoice to-day, victor and vanquished alike, in one Union, one 


people, one flag, and one destiny, now and forevermore. [Ap- 
ause. 

š Mr. BRUMM. Now will my colleague permit me to ask him a 
question? 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. GROW. The floor belongs to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Imove that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary question. If we 
adjourn now when does this bill come up again under the rules of 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. Inthe morning hour, the next time we have 
one, 

Mr. HULL. When the committee is again called. I hope, Mr. 
Speaker, we shall not adjourn. Let us finish the bill now. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was de- 
cided in the negative. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know how much time 
I have remaining. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has about 


ba ap ay of an hour. 
Mr. LL. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I did not expect to occupy the 
time of the House upon this question, and I would not do so had 
not the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] referred to me 
specifically. I have a great regard for the pie of the gentle- 
man from Maine upon such questions as this generally, but it 
seems to me that in this particular case he has the wrong side of 
the question. 

Now, I beg to call the attention of the House to the following 
section of the Revised Statutes: 


Sec. 4716. No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person, or 
to the widow, children, or heirs of any deceased person who in any manner 
voluntarily eng: in or aided or abetted the late rebellion the 
authority of the United States. 


Now, I desire the attention of the gentleman from Maine. He 
wants to know what is the object of this proposed legislation and 
whether it will not be a reflection upon all legislation of this char- 
acter and those who enacted it if we should now pass this bill. I 
want to call his attention to the section I have just read and re- 
mind him that that section has been repealed as to different classes 
therein described by no less than five acts now on the statute 
book, in the interest of the men of the South, in the interest of 
the Confederate soldier. It was He eee on March 9, 1878, for the 
benefit of the soldiers of the Confederate service in regard to pen- 
sions arising out of the war of 1812, to the extent that the soldiers 
or widows of the war of 1812 should not be longer debarred of 
their pension on account of the soldier’s subsequent Confederate 
service. Itwasrepealed on March 3,1877, as to soldiers who after- 
wards voluntarily enlisted in the Army of the United States and in- 
curred disability in line of duty; it was re ed January 29, 1887, 
as to the survivors and widows of the Mexican war; it was re- 
pealed July 7, 1892, as to survivors and widows of the Indian 


wars; and it was repealed August 1, 1892, as to the Navy, placing 


sailors on the same footing as soldiers of the Army. In the inter- 
est of the Confederate soldier the section which I have read, a 
section in which there is substance, a section which affects their 
receipt of money and which has voted pensions to them, or rather 
restored them to pensions, has been repealed as to certain classes 
by no less than five acts of the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask why 
he thinks that remark is pertinent as addressed to me? 

Mr. PICKLER. Thegentleman appealed to me personally, and 
he asked of me and of the House the question if it would not be a 
reflection upon the legislators who put the section in question on 
the statute book to now repeal it. e same argument applies in 
the cases I have cited, and does the gentleman think that the re- 

of the law I have cited was any reflection upon those enact- 


ing it? 

Ar. BOUTELLE. Suppose it does; what have I to do with it? 

Mr. PICKLER. That is what surprises me—that a gentleman 
with the good judgment and fairness of the gentleman from 
Maine, a gentleman who I know has a friendly feeling toward the 
Confederate soldiers—I do not doubt that for a moment—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Nor dol. 

Mr. PICKLER. It surprises me, I repeat, that the gentleman 
should raise such a commotion about this bill. The gentleman 
talks about the war being forgotten. It does not seem to me that 
the gentleman’s h is conducive to that result. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. PICKLER. I trust I shall have a little more time 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman has cited a section here 
which he says has been in several instances re ed. Does he 
hold me responsible for that? Does he assume that I indorse 
everything that this House has ever done? 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not hold you responsible; but no one, as 
far as I know, has ever complained of the repeals I have cited. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I voted against the repeal of that law. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think that when Congress can afford to for- 
give these Confederate soldiers five different times in a matter 
affecting money payments to them, it can here in this case, where 
there is simply a shadow at stake, where it would show an act of 
magnanimity by the Government toward these men and show 
that we believe them in earnestin support of the Government and 


the flag. 0 7 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then urge the inconsistency upon men who 
voted for the repealing legislation. I did not. 

Mr. PICKLER. I can not yield further. But the gentleman 
would have surrendered no principle had he so voted, and as one 
of the victors he could have well shown such magnanimity toward 
sf vanquished, I voted for two of these repeals and I am proud 
of it. 

Mr. Speaker, in the war of the rebellion the men of the North 
and the men of the South had no enmity against each other as 
individuals; we were fighting for principle; the South claimed the 
same. And Iam glad to concede to the men of the South the same 
courage, the same resolution, the same determination that I claim 
for soldiers of the Union Army. In reference to all such acts as 
these, which are designed to tone down the rancor resulting from 
the war, it is enough to say that we were right and that the men 
who were opposed to us were wrong; and when that is conceded, 
as it must be when the question arises, I am willing that they 
should have the credit of all the bravery of American soldiery 
and that they should enjoy all the honors of American citizenship. 
[Applause.] The gentleman quoted Grant. Has not Grant, above 
all others, set us the example for such action as this? It was Grant 
who said in his own time, Let us have peace.” [Applause.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman please state what I 
quoted from General Grant? I should like the gentleman to keep 
somewhere near the earth when he refers to me. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman alluded to 
Grant several times. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I did allude to him. 

Mr. PICKLER. Several times. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I alluded to a specific case. 

Mr, PICKLER. And I am alluding to a specific case, when he 
said to the Confederate officers, ‘‘ Retain your side arms,” and 
when, as quoted by the gentleman from Ohio, he said to the men 
in the ranks, ‘‘Take home your horses; you will need them to 
raise crops and earn a . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And I was in favor of that. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will allude to another specific case. Year 
after year since I have been here, when we were asking legis- 
lation for the Union soldier, when we were asking liberal pen- 
sions for men who fought the battles of the Union—and we are 
asking much for the Union soldier, and the nation can never pay 
him it owes him—I have found (and this has had much to do 
with my forming my opinions along these lines) —the Confederate 
soldier rarely, if ever, opposing a pension to a Union soldier. For 
one I appreciate this action of the Confederate soldier, 
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I am in favor of marking all of the battle grounds, or wherever 
there was a skirmish, by proper monuments throughout the coun- 
iy, so as to let our chil have something historical to point 

th undying luster to the heroism of our brave soldiers. e A> 
to Europe and look over the great battlefields of the wars of the 
past, and it is a matter of history and pride to the le of the 
various nations that all of these great fields are mar by com- 
memorative monuments of some kind. And so, Mr. Speaker, we 
should mark the battlefields of this greatest war in history, and 
the prowess. bravery, and co of American soldiers on these 
fields, and the great result attained will be the common heri 
of the whole nation in allthe yearstocome. [Applause.] 1 join 
with the gentleman from Ohio . GROSVENOR] in hoping that 
the time will soon come when all of these statutes, with the mag- 
nanimity of ing will be obliterated from our statute 
books, though still 
of the Union were right in that great contest. 

Mr. S er, in conclusion I would rather indorse the senti- 
ment, I would prefer to uphold the sentiment of that other great 

triot of our country, who has been referred to by the gentleman 
3 Maine, and commend the sentiment that he so ably expressed 
in a paragraph in his first inaugural address—I allude to Abraham 
Lincoln, of whom it has been said that he fa aca the glory of 
Hastings in the preservation of an Empire and won comparison 
with Hampden for self-command and rectitude of p , while 
as the emancipator of a race he stands alone in his solitary glory 
without a rival and without a parallel.” [Prolonged applause. | 
I say that I would rather indorse the sentiments which he so ably 
exp and which I commend to the consideration of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, than those sentiments which would still keep 
alive the bitterness of our late strife. He said: 

Iam loath to close. We are not enemies but friends. We must not be 
enemies. Though passion may have strained, it must not break our bonds of 
affection. The mystic chords of memory, — from every battlefield 
triot grave to every living heart and hearthstone all over this 


will yet swell the chorus of the Union when again touched, as 
will be, by the better angels of our nature. 


broad land, 
surely they 
Appana 
t us bind by one more cord in memory’s chain patriot grave 
with living heart and hearthstone by erasing this statute from 
our nation’s laws. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman kindly inform me what 
was the response to that sentiment of Mr. Lincoln, and when it 
was uttered? - 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, Mr. Speaker, it was uttered before the 
war, in March, 1861. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And what was the response? 

Mr. PICKLER. And that is just the trouble with the gentle- 
man from Maine. He wants this t Government to take up 
and resent the vindictive laws of the Southern States passed since 
the war and emulate them in their rancor and spirit of enmity. 
That we can not afford to do. Let us as a great nation, as a vic- 
torious people, rise above any spirit of resentment, and with broth- 
erly 8 accept with a generous aoe and recognize as 
honest the pledges and promises that have been made on the part 
of these men who took part in the rebellion, and when they tell 
us that they are loyal to the flag let us welcome the statement as 
true and believe it, and let us place such laws on the statute books 
of the country as will indicate the sincerity of our belief. [Pro- 


longed applause. 
Mr. HULL. : Pyield five minutes to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia 5 WALKER]. [Applause.] 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I do not know when 
or by whom this bill was introduced into this House. Iam sure 
that if it had been known that it would be the occasion of the re- 
newal of heartburnings between the North and South it would 
never have been introduced. Ihad fondly hoped that it would re- 
ceive the unanimous support of every member of this body. But 
it is here and it must be acted on, and I believe that much de- 
pends on its passage. 

Its enactment will do much toward the panion of harmony 
and good feeling in the South. Weare told that there is no prac- 
tical good to be attained by the repeal of this restriction, and that 
it is urged as a mere sentiment. Mr. Speaker, let us admit this 
for the sake of the argument. Is there not something, after all, in 
sentiment? Is not sentiment often a thing which is right and 
just and holy? Andif this is a sentiment, is it not a sentiment 
which leads us in the right direction—a sentiment that leads to 
peace and brotherly kindness? 

Admit, if youchoose, that Stonewall Jackson and Robert E. Lee, 
who were educated at West Point, and whom all must admit were 
ee eee were guilty a great wrong when they left 
the Fed Army and espoused the cause of the thern Confed- 
eracy. Let us remember that to err is human, to forgive divine.” 

There is to-day a sentiment rapidly growing in the minds and 
hearts of the Southern of love for this nation, for its Con- 
stitution, its laws, its „and its institutions which entlemen 
on this floor who do not have the opportunity of freely 
with the masses of our people can scarcely believe or appreciate. 


ears, 
ering to the declaration that the defenders’ 


I proclaim here, in sincerity and truth, that with the exception 
of a few Bourbons, who can never forget and who will never learn, 
the Southern people entertain the warmest and most affectionate 
feelings for the Government. We claim it as our Government. 
We are in this Union to stay, and we claim that we should be 
equal before the law. If we have sinned, we have suffered. Is 
there noatonement? The riches of a nation consist not in material 
things, but in the patriotism, the devotion, and the courage of its 
sons. This bill — no material aid, it asks no indorsement of the 
past; but it asks that the ban which forbids freemen from defend- 
ing their native land from foreign invasion be removed, and that 
this country be allowed to accept the services of all willing hands 
if an emergency arises which calls for their help. These gentle- 
men desire to prove their devotion and loyalty, and if a foreign 
war shall come you will find them in the front ranks fighting for 
the cause of their country. 

But this is not a meresentiment; itis a practical question, which 
appeals to the patriotism of every gentleman on this floor. 

‘There are many men in the South who were educated at West 
Point, and who are yo enough to render military service, and 
who are true and tried soldiers. 

I doubt if there is an officer to-day in the Federal Army who 
could render more efficient service to this country in war than 
the Lees or WHEELER or a number of other Confederate officers 
who were educated at West Point, and I knowthere are none who 
would render such services more willingly and patriotically. 

There are 2,000 of the kinsmen and descendants of these officers 
who would be found ready to die for the old flag if called upon to 
do so, and who would shed their blood more readily and more 
abundantly if they knew that this great Government had been 
magnanimous to their fathers and their kindred. 

A foreign war may come to this nation sooner than we think for 
which will tax the enérgies and the resources of the United States 
to their fullest capacity, and I ask if you would deny to the men 
who fought in the Confederate army the privilege of fighting for 
their country and carrying the flag of their country? That is all 
this law asks. 

Mr. STEELE. The law would not affect you, as you were not 
educated at West Point. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. It would not affect me. Iwas not 
educated at West Point; but I will say now for myself that if this 
nation needed my services I should be glad to render them, and I 
would render them as . and as cheerfully as I ever fought 
on any battlefield during the late war. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PEARSON. I should like to ask the gentleman if he did 
not lead the glorious brigade of Stonewall Jackson after that 
hero’s death? 

Mr. HULL. I will give the gentleman a minute more. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I will answer the gentleman’s 
question. I had that honor, and Iam proud of it, because I am 
proud to have been considered worthy to lead that brigade. [Ap- 
plause.] I want to sa in that there are thousands of men in 
the Sonth who served in the late war who are as true and as loyal 
to this Government to-day as I am or as any man in this Hall. 

Let me say one word more. I want to say to the Republicans 
in this House—and I do not speak from a sectional standpoint— 
that to-day the hearts of the people, and more especially the South- 
ern soldiers, are turning to the Republican party. Some tle- 
man said that Longstreet was ostracized for joining the ub- 
lcan party. That is true, but that day has passed. Men are ostra- 
cized no more there on account of their political opinions; and I 
want to say that the fact that Longstreet and men like him have 
suffered for their opinions is another reason why we want to ask 
you as Republicans as well as patriots to remove this ban and 
say, in the language of General Grant, (Let us have peace.” Let 
us rub out all trace of sectional animosities. [Applause.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question to make a correction? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think the gentleman inadvertently said 
that there were thousands of sons of these men and thousands of 
men in the South who bore commissions 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Oh, no. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In looking over the tleman’s remarks he 
can correct the statement if he made it. I understood the gentle- 
man to say that there are thousands of men in the South who held 
commissions in the Union Army at the outbreak of the war. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. No; I did not mean that. 

Mr. STEELE. Lou said thousands of their sons. 

Mr. HULL. Se ee ee rey oe O 
posed to the bill in allowing them to have a large proportion of 
time and as it is getting late now, I move the previous question. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I appeal to the gentleman to yield to me 
three minutes. 


Mr. HULL. I can not yield. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. As a representative of the War Dem 
at the outbreak of the war, I ask the gentleman to yield to me. 
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3 guls I will yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
ew York. : 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, General Grant was a War 
Democrat. If he was on this floor to-day there would be no ques- 
anh about the passage of this bill in view of his action at Appo- 
mattox. 

Mr. Speaker, I am one of 800,000 War Democrats in the North 
who marched to the front to sustain this Union during the war. 
They fought loyally for the Union. On behalf of every one of 
those Democrats I appeal to the House to support this bill. Grant 
himself would advocate it if he were alive. Mr. Speaker, if you 
remember, the War Democracy were an important factor in the 
country at the outbreak of the war. Abraham Lincoln was the 
Republican candidate for President in 1860. He was the Union 
candidate for President in 1864. So far as party names were con- 
cerned, the Republican party was blotted from existence during 
the war, just as much as the Whig and the Federal party were 
before the war. Asa War Democrat I voted for the Union ticket. 
As a War Democrat I voted for General Grant, the nominee for 
the Presidency in 1868. 

Mr. STEELE. 8 against him was cast by a Democrat. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. d many a vote for him also. I cast my 
VVV or no tapecalions T might have tous fer 

time, ialism or no imperialism, I mig ve vo or 
him. [Great applause.] His action at Appomattox showed him 
to be a true representative of the War Democracy. In the light of 
the terms granted there I hope that not a Confederate soldier on 
this floor will vote on this question one way or the other. 

A MEMBER. That is right. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Let them maintain a dignified silence. 
Throw the responsibility where it belongs. If there are Repub- 
licans who desire to maintain this barrier thirty years after the 
war, let them oon for themselves. After listening to the speech 
of my old friend the commander of the gallant Stonewall brigade, 
ed WALKER]—I call him my old friend, for I have met the 

toriewall brigade on the field of battle—let them go on record. 
If 5 desire to say to these men to whom General Grant ex- 
tended the hand of brotherly love at Appomattox; if they desire 
to say that Grant was wrong and that thirty years afterwards 
they are right, let them vote down the bill and take the responsi- 
bili {Loud applause and cries of “ Vote!” Vote! “] 

ere the hammer fell.] 
r. HULL. I demand the previous question on the bill. 


The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAK The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. 


Mr. CROWTHER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Is an amendment in order? 

The SPEAKER. An amendment is not in order. 
is on the third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and ; 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. HULL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending that, the Chair desires to lay before 
the House a report of the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 789) for the relief of Kate Winter; 

A bill (S. 990) to amend section 9 of an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other 


The question 


rted 
fol- 


urposes ”; . 
= A bill (S. 2419) to authorize the leasing of lands for educational 
purposes in Arizona; 

A bill (S. 2251) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
tne Gill CHE R. 5286) providing for disposal of lands lying within 
ill (H. R. providing for di of lan wi 
the Fort Klamath hay reservation, not included in thet Klamath 
Indian Reservation, in Oregon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Joy, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. JoHNSON of Tatiana for ten; days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 
To Mr. WELLINGTON, for three days, on account of death in his 
. 
CORRECTION OF REFERENCE, 


unanimous consent, the Committee on Mili 
ged from the further consideration of the 


Affairs was 
ill (H. R. 797) 


authorizing the 


à Secretary of War to exchange with the Oregon 
National Guard, of the State of Oregon, Springfield rifles of the 
pattern of 1884 for the same make of rifles of the pattern of 1873, 
and for other purposes, and the same was referred to the Committee 
on the Militia. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the 


House adjourn. 
The motion was to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 58 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
eo were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of ineers of the Army, giving information in rela- 
tion to the bre: ter in ee y,in Lake Superior—to 
the Committee on Rivers and bors, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of War, transmitting a 
statement of reasons for the enactment of a draft of a bill pending 
before the Indian Affairs Committee, submitted by the 
of the Interior, in relation to the rights of a United States officer 
or agent to make arrests of Indians n Indian reservations—_to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. : 

A letter from the Sec: of State, recommending an appro- 
priation for a subscription to the International Prison Commis- 
sion and for the expenses of the American member thereof; also 
transmitting two inclosures—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, billsand resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. COOPER of Florida, from the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 2673) to remove discriminations against sailing vessels in 
the coasting trade, submitted thereon the views of the minority 
of said committee (Report No. 848, yart 2); which said minority 

rt was referred to the House C dar. 

. LACEY from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R.7088) to create the office 
of surveyor-general in Alaska, reported the same with amend- 
ment, Se by a report (No.901); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Committes of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7087) to amend section 8 of the act en- 
titled “An act providing a civil government for Alaska,” approved 
May 17,1834, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 903); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. SPERRY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 260) te 
increase the pay of letter carriers, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a 77 (No. 902); Which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2114) 
establishing gas buoys in the St. Lawrence River, reported the 
same without amendment, accom ied by a report (No. 906); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5736) to authorize the Light-House Board 
to proceed with the construction of the light-house and fog signal 
on North Manitou Island, Lake Michigan, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 909); which said 
bill and 81 751 were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1687) to authorize the Secre- 

of the to examine vouchers filed or to be filed 
the State of Missouri in certain cases since April 22, 1882, 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 921); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. LATIMER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1632) to permit own- 
ers of mining claims on forest reservations of the United States to 
portent their title thereto and to procure a patent therefor, and 

or other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a (No. 933); which said bill and report were 
referred to the ttee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 


severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 6122) to correct the military record of George A. 
Tillett. ( rt No. 905.) 

The bill (H. R. 2943) for the relief of John L. Rhea, executor of 
Samuel Rhea, deceased, and John Anderson, administrator of 
Joseph R. Anderson, deceased. (Report No. 914.) 

By Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 6378) for the relief of Eliza J. Holman. (Report No. 
907 


By Mr. BLACK of Georgia, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 2742) to grant a pension to J. J. Davis. (Report 
908 


No. 908. 

B 112 AVERY, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 1781) for the relief of Michael Dittlinger. (Re- 
port No. 11 5 

The bill (H. R. 1304) for the relief of George W. Saulpaw. (Re- 
port No. 911.) 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims: 
Na i . 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley. (Report 

0. 912 


912.) 
A bill (H. R. 7543) for the relief of A. T. ae of Fulton & 
Hensley, doing business under the name of the Lavaca Wharf 
Company, reported in lieu of H.R.7199. (Report No. 913.) 

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 6318) for the relief of the heirs of David B. Sanders, de- 
ceased. (Report No. 915.) 

By Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War Claims: The 
bill (S. 100) for the relief of the estate of John R. Bigelow. (Re- 

rt No. 916.) 
oxi Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A resolution 7 Res. No. 220) to refer the bill (H. R. 5611) 
for the relief of the estate of Phillip W. Engs, deceased, late oi 
New York City, N. Y., and Enoch M. Marshall, of Fauquier 
County, Va., and all of the mets vias | papers, to the Court of 
Claims, reported in lieu of H. R. 5611. (Report No. ma 

A resolution (House Res. No. 221) to refer the bill (H. R.7025) 
for the relief of the estate of William I. Way, deceased, and all the 
accompanying papers, to the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of 
H. R. 7025. rt No. 918.) 

By Mr. NEILL, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A resolution (House Res. No. 3 to refer the bill (H. R. 542) for 
the relief of Mrs. Salome Sengel, with all the accompanying 

apers, to the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of the bill H. R. 
Bas. (Report No. 984.) > 

A resolution (House Res. No, 222) to refer the bill (H. R. 1055) 
for the relief of Charles T. Hyde, of Clarendon, Ark., with all the 
accompanying papers, to the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of 
the bill H.R.1055. (Report No. 919.) i : 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(S. 75) for the relief of St. Charles College. (Report No. 920). 

By Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 5035) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims in the 
case of Thomas W. Campbell, assignee of Miles Kelly, against 
the United States. ( 


rt No. 922.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
a bill (S. 905) granting a pension to Mary W. Keeffe. (Report 

o. 929. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5855) granting a pension to Emily Elliott. (Report 
No. 930. 

By Me. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 5895) granting a pension to Anna N. Kendall. (Report 
No. 931. 

By Mr, SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


The bill (S. 1276) granting an increase of pension to John L, Brit- | ag 


ton. (Report No. 932.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 
Mr. AVERY, from the Committee on War Claims: 


The bill (H. R. 2239) for the relief of James M. Stephenson, 
Mason County, W. Va. (Report No. 927.) : 

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
s E oe) for the relief of Mrs. Lavinia M. Payne. (Report 

0. 928. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
or me following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 7544) providing for a survey 
of a ship canal connecting the waters of the Great Lakes with the 
Atlantic Ocean—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 7545) to retire and pension 
employees of Light-House Establishment and Life-Saving Serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 7546) making an appropriation 
for a steam fog whistle at Ottawa Point, entrance to Tacks Bay, 
Lake Huron—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 7547) to es- 
tablish and maintain lights on the Missouri River between Fort 
Yates and Coal Harbor—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

y Mr. NEILL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 146) authorizing 
and directing the 3 of War to prepare project with esti- 
mate for improvement of White River, from Batesville, Ark., to 
Buffalo Shoals, by means of locks and dams—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: x 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7548) granting a 
pension to Eunice P. Bigelow—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ATWOOD: A bill (H. R. 7549) to remove the charge of 
desertion from Thomas Griffin—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7550) for the relief of 
Nimrod D. Keneaster—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 7551) for the relief of 
Oliver J. Lyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

H Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7552) for the relief 
of Orcinos C. Snyder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COCKRELL: A bill (H. R. 7553) to pension Mrs. Sarah 
L. Caddel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7554) to pension John Teague—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 7555) granting a pension to 
Anne M. Post—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 7556) for the relief of heirs 
of Clifton R. Young, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7557) for the relief of James Love—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOPKINS (by sas ae? : A bill (H. R. 7558) to amend 
the 7 of Capt. Tenodor Ten Eyck to the Committee on Mili- 
tary airs. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 7559) for increase of pension for 
Mrs. Lucy Keenan, widow of John B. Keenan, late major Eleventh 
F Infantry Volunteers to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7560) for the relief of the estate 
of John Kirk—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 7561) to grant medals of honor 
to James and Allen Thompson—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7562) for the relief of Isaac W. Blake—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 7563) to pension Sarah A, 
Halter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 7564) nting a pension to 
Maria N. Flint—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAFT (by request): A bill (H. R. 7565) graning a pan: 


sion of $30 ger month to William D. Dempster, late first lieutenant 
Company , Fifth Ohio Cayalry—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 


Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7566) granting a pension to Miss 

lla Burrows to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 7567) to carry out the find - 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of Nelson G. 
Allen, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 7568) granting a 
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ion to Julia Walke, widow of the late Rear-Admiral Henry 
alke, at the rate of $100 per month—to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the folléwing petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois: Petition of certain business and 

roiessional men in Chicago, III., anag for the passage of House 
bin for reclassification of railway postal clerks—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. s ‘ 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: Petition of Enterprize 
Council, No. 24, Order United American Mechanics, of Paw- 
tucket, R. I. , for the passage of the Stone immigration bill to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of citizens of Washington, con- 
taining 51 names, urging the passage of House bill No. 5220, or 
some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines and opposing 
the extension of the tracks of said company until its existing lines 
are modernly equipped and operated—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. f 

By Mr. BENNETT (by request): Petition of the American 
Protective Association of the Nineteenth Ward of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., protesting against the statue of Marquette remaining in 
Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

B r. BISHOP: Petitition of C. C. Chittenden, Samuel J. 
Wall. and 46 other citizens of Cadillac, Mich., praying for the 

assage of House bills Nos. 3466 and 3467 for the relief of Mary 
E. Slater, widow, and children of Nathaniel W. Reed, deceased 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Remonstrance of the druggists of Lancaster 
County, Pa., against certain bills pending affecting druggists—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. i 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of 111 ship owners of Bay City and 
Detroit, Mich., and Cleveland, Ohio, for an appropriation to es- 
tablish a steam fog whistle at Ottawa Point, Tawas Bay, Lake 
Huron—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Remonstrance of panganan of Ma- 
quoketa, Iowa, against the passage of House bill No. 4566, relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the president of the Iowa State board of health 
in favor of the establishment of quarantine stations by the Gov- 
ernment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ‘ 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pa., asking that tracts and other religious matter be given every 
advantage of the act of July 16, 1894, relating to second-class 
matter—to the Committes on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of W. F. Mayer and 13 other citi- 
zens of Wakonda, S. Dak., favoring the passage of House bill No. 
5213, imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture and 
sale of filled cheese—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Resolutions adopted by 
Loyal Orange Lodge, No. 90, of Chicopee, Mass., in favor of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. : 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Monitor Lodge, 
No. 61, Order United American Mechanics, of Glastonburg, Conn., 
in behalf of the Lodge immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By . HOPKINS: Petition of Prosperity Council, No. 50, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Williamsport, Md., 
favoring Senate bill No. 1242 and House bill No. 1659, to improve 
the merchant marine engineer service—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HUFF: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Milwaukee, protesting against the erection of any bridge across 
the Detroit River that does not span the entire waterway—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to 3 House bill for increase of pension to 
Mrs. Lucy Keenan, widow of John B. Keenan, late major Eley- 
enth Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Resolutions of J. B. Culver Post, No. 128, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Minnesota, of Duluth, 
recommending the passage of House bill No. 5555, relating to na- 
tional naval volunteers—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petition of Miss Elizabeth 
Preston, Mrs. D. W. Shinn, Mrs. Carrie M. Allen, and Mrs. Bar- 
bara H. Wylie, general officers of the North Dakota Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, favoring arbitration of differences 
arising between the United States and the mother country—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. F 

By Mr. KEM: Petition of 75 members of Stephen A. Douglas 
Post, No. 69, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ne- 


braska, asking for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of United Garment Workers of Amer- 
ica, No. 113, of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of the Sulzer bill to tax 
‘sweat shops”—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of R. F. Low Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Sigourney, Iowa, favoring a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWSON: Petition of Crawford Jackson and many 
others, to prohibit the manufacture of spirituous liquors in coun- 
ties where the sale of such liquors is prohibited—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrance and petition of C. W. Olm- 
stead and others, citizens of Perry, Okla., against the acceptance 
ig eh statue in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on 

e Library. 

Also, petition of the Kennard Shoe Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, 
asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 888, 4566, and 5560, 
to provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce and to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of J. Millard Smith, 5 of Maple Rapids, 
Mich., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the a laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of White Ribbon 
Women, of Minnesota, favoring a commission of arbitration to 
settle peacefully international disputes—to the Committee on 


Foreign Affairs. 

Also (by request), petition of T. D. Sedgwick Post, No. 180 
Grand Army of the Republic, asking for the passage of a bi 
granting a pension of $8 a month to every man who served not 
ess than ninety days in the Union Army or Navy during the war 
of the rebellion and were honorably discharged, and $12 a month 
to the widows of such as have died—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petition of Oliver Van Bilhard and others, 
for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POOLE: Petition of citizens of Fabius, N. V., members 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, asking legislation 
1 the sale of beer and spirituous liquors to immigrants 

ding at Ellis Island to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Fabius, N. Y., members of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, asking legislation prohib- 
iting the sale of beer at military posts on Staten Island—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Madison County, N. V., members 
of Lenox Grange, No. 43, Patrons of Husbandry, recommending 
the passage of House bill No. 5213, which places a tax on the 
manufacture and sale of filled cheese—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. QUIGG: Resolutions of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation; also of the New York Cotton Exchange, in- 
dorsing House bill No. 6197, for the erection of a new custom- 
house in the city of New York—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of Scranton Council, No. 229, 
Order United American Mechanics, indorsing the Stone immi 
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: Petition of the Clothing Cutters and Trim- 
mers’ Association, of Boston, in favor of House bill No. 3346, to 
ieee the sweating system—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of Lucas Parker, asking for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of Pioneer Council, No. 1, Order 
United American Mechanics, of New Haven, Conn., in favor of 
the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Bigelow Council, No. 81, Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of New Haven, Conn., in favor of the Lodge im- 
5 bill to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

on. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of Edgar Ruhl Camp, No. 33, Sons 
of Veterans, located at York, Pa., praying for the passage of a bill 
authorizing the wearing of a distinctive badge adopted by the 
Sons of Veterans upon all occasions of ceremony—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Petition of F. H. Bohanan and 
38 others, of Lincoln, Nebr.; also letters of Charles O. Whedon 
and 35 others, of the State of Nebraska, asking for the passage of 
a bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. S WAY: Petition of Frank P. Parshley, councilor, 
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Dan H. Carr, secre 
Council, Manchester, 
councilor, Lewis H. Greer, 5 and 59 other members of 


, and 98 other members of Washington 
H.; also petition of G. F. Robertson, 


Washi n Council, of Goffstown, N. H., Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, praying for the passage of the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. VAN VOOREHIS: Remonstrance of Samuel Bailey and 
85 other citizens of Beverly, Washington County, Ohio, against 
the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian undertakings; 
also petition for the passage of joint resolution No. 11, to amend 
the Constitution of the United States prohibiting further appro- 
priations to institutions under ecclesiastical control—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of Israel Putnam Council, No. 46, 
Order United American Mechanics, of Westfield, Mass., indors- 
ing the Stone immigration bill and asking for its passage—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 25, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed with. 
SAN CARLOS INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an ment 
negotiated by United States Indian Inspector McCormick and the 
Indians of the San Carlos Reservation for the cession and relin- 
quishment to the United States of a certain portion of that reser- 
vation, together with reports from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and also 
a draft of a bill ratifying and confirming the agreement and rec- 
ommending favorable action by Congress; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and to be prin 


WATER-SUPPLY INVESTIGATIONS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 16th instant, a letter from the Director of 
the Geological Survey containing a statement of the investiga- 
tion by the Geological Survey now in progress under the clause 
in the appropriation act approved March 2, 1895, for gauging the 
streams and determining the water supply of the United States, 
etc.; which, with the accompanying statement, was ordered to 
lie on the table and to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I present the petition of William F. War- 
ren, president of Boston University, and 7 other members of the 
faculty of that university, in favor of a grant of land in New 
Mexico by the Government to be used as a resort for the allevia- 
tion and cure of persons suffering from pulmonary diseases. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A few days ago I introduced a bill to es- 
tablish a life-saving station at ox near Hampton, N. H. I present 


the petition of Frank Jones and a large number of other citizens 
of Portsmouth, N. H., praying for the of that bill. I 
movethat the petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEF FER presented the memorial of D. E. Winters and sun- 
dry other citizens of Haviland, Kans., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation directing or authorizing military training 
in the public schools; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ; 

He also presented the petition of W. J. Hatfield, pastor, and 89 
members of the First Presbyterian Church of Gi Kans,, pray- 
ing for the passage of Senate bill No. 239, toso amend the internal- 
revenue laws of the United States as to prohibit the issuance of 
permits to sell intoxicants in the State of Kansas except to those 
who hold a permit issued by virtue of the laws of that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a petition of Federal Labor Union 
No. 6360, American Federation of Labor, of New Orleans, La., 
praying for the free and unlimited coinage of silver; which was 
. to lje on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cripple 
Creek, Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation restricting 
immigration; which wasreferred tothe Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented memorials of Council No, 7, American Pro- 
tective Association, of Denver, Colo.; of Council No. 57, American 
Protective Association, of Durango, Colo., and of sundry citizens 
of Breckenridge, Colo., remonstrating against the placing of the 


statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Lib: = 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Palestine, 
Ark., „praying for the enactment of legislation giving to second- 
class mail matter, such as religious tracts, full advantage of the 
act of July 16, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Chicago Labor Con- 
gress, praying for the passage of House bill No. 5113, to authorize 
the establishment of money-order post-offices to receive money on 
deposit; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the North Capitol and 
Eckington Citizens’ Association of Washington, D. C. praying 
for the of Senate bill No. 1886, 9 the Ec ington 
and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company to adopt a modern motive 
power, and praying that action on the bill be not delayed because 
of any promised experiment which that company contemplates 
making with air motors; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also ted sundry petitions of citizens of Washington, 
D. C., praying for the of Senate bill No. 1886, or some 
similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway ee to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and remon- 
strating against the extension of the tracks of that company until 
its existing lines are modernly equi and operated; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also 8 the pot ion of J. W. Smith and sundry other 
citizens of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation extending the streets and avenues of the city of Washing- 
ton; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of F. H. Leavenworth, of Detroit, 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 1-cent 
letter e per half ounce, and to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-c. and free mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the State Board of Trade 
of Maine, praying that an a et were be made for deepening 
and widening the harbor at Portland, Me.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also peo a petition of the Department of Maine, Grand 
Army of the Republic, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
revive the grade of Lieutenant-General in the United States Army; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BROWN presented a memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Utah, praying that an be al og of $17,241.50 be made to 
liquidate a deficiency in defraying the expense of the constitu- 
tional convention held in that State March, 1895; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Memorial to the Congress of the United States, 

Your memorialists, the governor and legislature of the State of Utah, would 

re, represent to your honorable body: 
at the constitutional convention held in the Territory of Utah, under 

and by virtue of the provisions of the enabling act, approved by the President 
of the United States on the 16th day of July, 18M, entitled “An act to enable 
the — le of Utah to form a constitution and State government, and to 
be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 8 
beginning the 4th day of March, 1895, and ending on the 8th day of Ma 
after exhausting the appropriation made for the purpose of defrayin 
pense of said convention incurred, additional expenses, amounting 7241.50, 
and that such additional expenses were properly and necessarily incurred by 
said convention in the course of its proceedings; and your memorialists re- 
spectfully petition your honorable body to give the subject of this memorial 
suitable consideration and to appropriate a sufficient sum of money to liquie 
date such deficiency. A 

And your mamorialiste will ever pray. 

Approved March 19, 1898. 

GEORGE M. CANNON, 
A of the Senate, 
PRESLEY DENNY. 


G 75 fae House. 
Governor. 


Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Encampment of the De- 

artment of Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, of Waldoboro, 

e., praying for the enactment of legislation to revive the grade 
of Lieutenant-General in the United States Army; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Maine State Board of Trade, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the deepen- 
ing and widening of the harbor at Portland, Me.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GORDON. I present a memorial of the Savannah pilots, 
remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 2673, repeal- 
ing the compulsory-pilotage law so far as it relates to coastwise 
vessels. I move that the memorial be printed as a document and 


referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. GORDON presented the petition of J. L. Baker, of Madison, 
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Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation giving to second-class 
mail matter, such as religious tracts, full advantage of the act of 
July 16, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 


and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Atlanta, Ga., praying for the passage of House bill No. 3273, pro- 
viding for the classification of clerks in first and second class post- 
offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of Rey. J. B. Gambrell, presi- 
dent of Mercer University, Macon, Ga., remonstrating . e 
the appropriation of money for sectarian institutions; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a copes of Waycross Lodge, No. 74, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of Waycross, Ga., praying for 
an investigation of the alleged abuses of machinists in the Brook- 
lyn A . Y.) Navy-Yard and other spree aay in the country; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ National Bank 
of Savannah, Ga., praying that authority be given the national 
banks to increase their circulation from 90 per cent to 100 per cent 
of the value of their bonds, and favoring the recommendation 
of the Dhan otrolies of the Currency that the tax on circulation be 
reduced from 1 cent to one-fourth of 1 per cent; which was 


referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PRINTING OF FINANCIAL DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I present a communication from the aog 
Director of the Mint, transmitting a statement of the coinage o 

ld and silver of France from 1795 to 1874, inclusive. I move 

at the communication be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a communication of the Secretary 
of the Tr , dated Jan 16, 1896, addressed to me, rela- 
tive to the amount of_silver bullion now on hand, the cost of the 
same, and the coinage value if coined into dollars, and the amount 
of seigniorage if so coined, etc. I move that the communication 
be printed as a document. 

he motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present copies of co dence between 
the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. H. McCulloch, and the assist- 
ant treasurer at New York, Mr. Thomas C. Acton, January, 
1885, relative to the payments to be made through the clearing 
house, whether in gold or silver dollars, or representative certifi- 
cates. I move that the correspondence be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2367) to complete the military 
record of Dennis Whidly, subinitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was agreed to; and the bill was pepo indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2838) for the relief of Joshua Bishop, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a zepari thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. toe granting an increase of pension to 
Francis L. Abbott, submitted an adverse reper thereon, which 
was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2274) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Cham- 
berlain, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 


thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 470) granting to the State of Washing- 
ton certain lands therein situated for the purpose of a fish hatch- 
ery, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 115) for the relief of the estate of Ramsay 
8 reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2117) for the relief of Mrs. George Pauls, 
Ss 9 it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Tr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
18th instant, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved that it be 
3 to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
Was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Indian Depredations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 229) for the relief of Robert Mc- 
123 reported it without amendment, aud submitted a report 


ereon. 
Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 888) to amend 


an act entitled An act to poh Slee the Capital Railway Com- 


pany,” approved March 2, 1892, heretofore reported by him. 
ACCEPTANCE OF DECORATIONS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Forei 
Relations, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R.1 
toauthorize Prof. Simon Newcomb, United States Navy, and Prof. 
Asaph Hall, United States Navy, to accept decorations from the 
Government of the ublic of France, to report it without amend- 
ment and recommend its passage. The joint resolution is very 
short, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was rted to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engro: for a third reading, read the third 


time, and p 
ACCEPTANCE OF MEDALS, 


Mr. SHERMAN, Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 
N to report a joint resolution, and I ask that it be put 
upon i ý 

The joint resolution (S. R. 111) to authorize Benjamin Harrison 
to accept certain medals presented to him while President of the 
United States was read the first time by its title and the second 
time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, etc., That Benjamin Harrison be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to swe certain medals presented to him by the Governments of 
. uring the term his service as President of the United 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the joint resolution go over. 

The VICE-PRESID. Objection being made, the joint res- 
olution will be placed on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2622) fixing the date of the 
restoration to rank of Capt. Tenodor Ten Eyck; which was read 
R by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2623) granting a pension to 
John F. Dearborn; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions., 

He also introduced a bill (S 2624) giving to any State having a 
claim for expenses incu in defense of the United States the 
right to have the same adjudicated by the Court of Claims; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
J una 

Mr. T. R introduced a bill (S. 2625) granting an increase of 
paor to Baley Bison; which was read twice by its title, and re- 

erred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2626) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to John Kinchlow; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2627) granting an increase of 
sion to Henry Hatch; which .was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. HILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2628) to amend the 
act approved February 9, 1881, to grant the right of way for rail- 
road onr poss through certain lands of the United States in Rich- 
mond County, N. Y.; which was-read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2629) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Washington, Pa.; which was read twice 
= ao and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings an 

rounds. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2630) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate condemned cannon 
to the Londonderry Soldiers’ Monument Association, of London- 
derry, N. H.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2631) authorizing the Secretary of i 
the Navy to place the name of Charles C. Jones on the roll of the 
Metacomet; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (S. 2632) granting to the Utah 
Orphans’ Home Association, a corporation organized under the 
laws of the State of Utah, a portion of the Fort Douglas Military 
Reservation; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 2633) for the relief of Nim- 
rod D. Keneaster; which was read twice by its title, and referred! 
to the Committee on Claims. { 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill 15 2634) granting a pension to 

White; which was twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


_ Mr. BUTLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 112) donat- 
ing a condemned cannon and some shells to the Guilford Battle 
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Ground Company, near Greensboro, N. C.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I introduce a joint resolution which I ask 
cage read at length, and after such reading that it shall lie on 

e e. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 113) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States; which was read the first time 
by its title, the second time at length, and ordered to lie on the 
table, as follows: 

Resolved oyana Senate and House of eee of the United States g: 
America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring t in), 
That the following amendment to the Constitution of the United States be 
proposed for ratification by legislatures in the several States, which, when 
ratified by legislatures in three-fourths of the United States, shall be valid as 
a part of the said Constitution, namely: 


“ARTICLE XVI. 


“Neither Congress nor any State shall pass any law respecting an estab- 
lishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or use the prop- 
erty or credit of the United States, or of any State, or any money raised by 
taxation, or authorize either to be used, for the purpose of founding, main- 
taining, or aiding, by appropriation, permon for services, expenses, or other- 
wise, church, religious denomination, or religious society, or any institu- 
tion, arity, or unde which is wholly or in part under sec’ or 
ecclesiastical control.” 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him tothe general deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. PLATT. Iwish to submit a resolution which fixes the time 
for the adjournment of Congress. I think it is time that that mat- 
ter shall be considered. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives cencurring), That the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives be 
authorized toclose the present session by adjourning their respective Houses 
on the 2d day of May, at 2 o'clock p. m. 


Mr. PLATT. I suppose the resolution must be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 23d instant approved and signed the act (S. 1716) for the 
relief of W. H. Ferguson, administrator of the estate of Thomas 
H. Millsaps. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 24th instant approved and signed the joint res- 
olution (S. R. 79) directing the Secretary of War to furnish an 
estimate for deepening the channel from Hampton Roads to the 
navy-yard at Norfolk, Va., and also for improving the Western 
Branch of the Elizabeth River. 

REPORT ON WAR IN CUBA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from West Bes aoe [Mr. ELKINS], com- 
ing over from a previous day. The resolution will be stated. 

e Secretary. A resolution by Mr. ELKINS instructing the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to submit to the Senate before 
the vote is taken on what is known as the Cuban resolutions, now 
pending before the Senate, or the resolutions on the war in Cuba 
that passed the Senate, a report giving all the facts and findings 
of the committee in support of said resolutions. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not see the Senator from West Virginia 

. ELKINS] in his seat and 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from West Virginia, who sub- 
mitted the resolution, told me N that he desires to have it 
laid on the table, but I think it better go over until he 
comes in. 

Mr. PEFFER. It had better go over and retain its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from West Virginia told me that 
he intends to have the resolution laid on the table, but I think it 
had better go over in the ordinary way in his absence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over without 
prejudice, : 

BLACK RIVER BRIDGE, IN LOUISIANA, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Task the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to place on its the bill (S. 1724) authorizing the Kansas 
City, Watkins and Gulf Railwa: e . construct and main- 
tain a bridge across the Black River, in Louisiana. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
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Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in sec- 
tion 1, line 7, after the word “point,” to insert suitable to the 
interests of navigation”; so as to read: 


That the Kansas City, Watkins and Gulf Railway 


corporation 


Company, a 
created and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Louisi- 
ana, be, and is here ct and maintain a bri across 


PA authorized to constru 
tate of Louisiana, at such point suitable tothe interests 
of navigation as may hereafter be selected by said railway company for 
crossing said river wìth its railroad line. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 10, after the word 
“telegraph,” to add and telephone.” A 

The amendment was agreed to. k 

The next amendment was to add to section 2 the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That the bridge herein authorized to be constructed shall be so 
kept and managed by the company owning or operating it as to afford proper 
ways and means for the through or under it of vessels, barges, or 
FFF 

rom sunse 85 su an asthe ouse 
Board shall prescribe. . 


Black River, in the 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was to add to section 4 the following: 


Or, in case of disagreement, upon such terms and conditions as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of War upon hearing the allegations and proofs of 
the parties in interest. 

So as to make the section read: 

Seo. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall 
have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the 
of railway trains over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon 
permoni of a reasonable compensation for such use; or, in case of disagree- 
ment, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 7, after the word 
Jocation,“ to insert prepared with reference to a known datum 
piane upon prescri scale, furnished by the engineer officer 

ving supervision of said river,” and in line 10, after the word 
“of,” to strike out “1 mile” and insert “2 miles”; in line 11, 
after the word “and,” to strike out 1 mile” and insert “2 
miles”; so as to read: 

That the bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be built 
and located under and subject to such tions for the security of navi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War shalk prescribe, and to secure 
that object the said company or corporation shall su t to the Secretary of 
War, for his examination and approval, a design and drawing of said bridge 
and a map of the location, prepared with reference to a known datum plane, 


spon 8 scale, furnished by the N RIS officer having supervision 
of said river, and smg for the space of 2 miles above and 2 miles below 


the pro location of the bridge the to hy of the banks of the river, 
with shore lines at high and low water, ction and strength of the 
currents at all stages, and the soundings, accurately showing the of the 


stream, the location of any other brid, 
other information as may be 
ing of the subject. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1179) torepeal section 1218 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, as amended by chapter 46 of the laws of 1884, re- 
lating to appointment of officers in the Army and Navy of the 
United States. 

The moara also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 325) to provide that United States railroad cor- 
porations shall, for purposes of jurisdiction, be deemed citizens of 
the rapona States into which their line of railway may extend; 

A bill (H. R. 878) to reduce the cases in which the penalty of 
death may be inflicted; 

A bill (H. R.2178) to amend section 864 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States in relation to taking depositions de bene esse; 

A bill (H. R. 8719) to provide for appointment by brevet of active 
or retired officers of the United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 4554) to amend an act approved February 18, 1895, 
entitled An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish 
circuit courts of appeals, and to define and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for 
other Ugh cay approved March 3, 1891”; 

A bill (H. R. 4580) to amend section 3449 of the Revised Stat- 


utes; 

A bill (H. R. 5379) making it unlawful to shoot at or into any 
railway locomotive or car, or at any person thereon, or to throw 
any rock or other missile at or into any locomotive or car, and for 


other purposes; 


or F and shall furnish such 
required for a full an tisfactory understand- 


1896. 
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A bill (H. R. 6345) to establish a criminal jurisdiction over places 
ceded to the United States for such purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res, 85) relative to the medal of honor au- 
thorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R.789) for the relief of Kate Winter; 

A bill (H. R. 990) to amend section 9 of an act entitled An act 
to provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other 


purposes”; ; 

A bill (S. 2251) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Calumet River; 

A bill (S. 2419) to authorize the leasing of lands for educational 
purposes in Arizona; and 

A bill (H. R. 5286) providing for the disposal of lands lying 
within the Fort Klamath hay reservation not included in the 
Klamath Indian Reservation, in Oregon. 


SUBJECT CATALOGUE OF BOOKS IN LAW LIBRARY. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
a of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 


Mr. HOAR. I should like the attention of the Senator from 
Illinois. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration 
of Senate joint resolution No. 69, and I should like, before it is 
read for information, to make a statement in a few words. It is 
a joint resolution authorizing the preparation of a subject cata- 
logue of the books in the law library. It can not incur much 
expense for the first year. It will probably be the work of one 
clerk or two alone. It is greatly needed for the convenience not 
only of the court, but of members of both Houses of Congress. I 
desire to have the joint resolution now passed, so that it may be in 
order to move it as an amendment to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill when that bill comes up. I have no doubt it would have 
been passed the other day when the Senate was considering bills 
on the Calendar but for the absence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Library. It may be now read for information, and 
I should like to have it po? on its passage. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 69) authorizing 
the preparation of a subject catalogue of the books in the law 
library, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be prepared, under the direction of the Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court, by the law librarian, acompilation of the titles 
of all the books in the law library, classified alphabetical! y by legal subjects, 
arranged, indexed, and bound in suitable volumes, as a law-su vere catalogue, 
for the use of the standing committees of the two Houses of Congress, the 
members of the two Houses, and the judges of the Supreme Court; and the 
sum of $30,000, or so much thereof as may be found necessary, is hereby ap- 
p riated, out of aay money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriate 

or the preparation of said work, which sum may be paid by the 8 o 
the Treasury upon the order of the Chief Justice as additional pay or com- 
pensation to any officer or employee of the United States. 

Suc. 2. That said catalogue be stereotyped and printed for sale to the pub- 
lic ata price equal to the cost of the paper, presswork, and binding, with 10 
per cent added thereto, the proceeds of such sales to be paid into the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none, and the 
joint resolution is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not desire to object to the joint resolu- 
tion at all, but it seems to me that the amount of $30,000 proposed 
oe large a sum to provide an index for the volumes in the law 

rary. 

Mr. HOAR. That sum was fixed by the Library Committee, 
I believe, on consultation with the librarian, but I would just as 
lief have it $10,000 as $30,000, because, of course, the whole amount 
proposed will not be expended in one year, and the additional 
appropriation can be made later. I have no choice about it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts how 
many volumes there are in the law library. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I will state that there are about 100,000. It 
is the mga law library in the country, and I think in the world. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ten thousand dollars or $5,000 would be 
enough to commence with. 

Mr. HOAR. It makes no difference, so far as I am concerned, 
whether the whole amount is appropriated this year or not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will state 
that it is not to be an ordinary catalogue. Itis to be a subject 
index, which itis expensive to make, but which, when made, is 
invaluable. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the money is to be expended under 
the direction of the Chief Justice of the United States, who cer- 
tainly can be trusted with its expenditure. I will agree to reduce 
the amount to $20,000 or $15,000, if Senators prefer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it should not be more than $10,000. 


reasury. 


Mr. HOAR. Make it $15,000. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think that not more than $5,000 or $10,000 


would be nded in the first year. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me that even $15,000 is an immense 
sum of money to appropriate for a catalogue. 

Mr. HOAR. I would as lief just get it fairly started, and then 
Jam sure the Committee on Appropriations will take care of it in 
110 Fob gain I will agree to reducing the amount appropriated 

10,000. : 
Mr. CULLOM. Ido not think that over $5,000 is needed this 


year. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, yes; that is a very small amount. 

Mr. CULLOM, Of course it is a small amount; but it is not 
very small, either, when compared with the work thatis to be done, 

Mr. HOAR. It is to be a great subject catalogue, as the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire has said, of certainly one of the finest 
law libraries in the world—I am not sure that itis better than Lin- 
coln's Inn. At any rate the work must be done by competent and 
able lawyers. It is to be done under the supervision of the Chief 
Justice of the United States, and the estimates coming from some 
source of the cost is $30,000. I think $5,000 is too asum, and 
I hope Senators will agree to make it $10,000. I move to reduce 
the amount from $30,000 to $10,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the joint resolu- 
tion will be modified as indicated by the Senator from Massachu- 


setts. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Is this a joint resolution that has come from 
the other House? 

Mr. HOAR. No; it is a Senate resolution. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. IfIremember aright, this is a measure which 
has Deg before the Senate again and again for a number of years, 
is it not 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not know. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iremember when I was upon the Committee 
on the Library, thesame measure was before the Senate and was 
very much pressed by some young man in connection with the 
library, who had prepared something in connection with this 
work. I know at that time it was not deemed edient in the 
Library Committee to press it. I remember at that time this 
clerk of the library was upon the floor of the Senate explaining 
to Senators the measure, which represented some work of his own, 
which was to be adopted by Congress. I have the greatest defer- 
ence to the opinion of the Senator from Massachusetts as to the 
character of the work, and if he has investigated it thoroughly 
I shall not object. I remember when I was 92 8 — the Committee 
on the Library we looked into it and it seemed to us as if it was 
more for private benefit than for public good. 

Mr. HOAR. It does not put one dollar, as I understand it, in 
the poen of any clerk or anybody else. It is a work which will 
be done either by the persons in the law library and on their 
salary, and they will get no pay for it otherwise, or by such other 
instrumentalities as the Chief Justice of the United States may 
direct. Can any Senator hesitate for a moment in the belief that 
a subject law catalogue, where you can find what you want in- 
stantly and by subject, is needed for the convenience of this body, 
to say nothing of the courts, to say nothing of the other House, 
or of the profession? This work is to be sold to the profession 
and to other libraries when it comes out. The necessity for it is 
apparent, and the character of the illustrious magistrate who will 
have charge of the work seems to me to make it altogether per- 
fectly safe. I have not seen the person whom the Senator from 
Colorado pan of for a year or two. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. There is a little further question I should like 
toask. There are a number of law libraries in the United States 
of greater or less magnitude, There is hardly a city in the United 
States which has not one. There is hardly a county seat which 
has not one. There is no place where a Federal court meets 
which hasnotone. Many cities haveseveral. If it betrue thata 
subject index is a matter of great benefit and advantage it isequall 
true that to the extent of the volumes which are generally held 
throughout the United States it would be fully as advantageous 
to every law library in the United States if it had a subject index. 
We have the most enterprising lot of law publishers in the world 
within the United States. If this were a volume which was to be 
of general advantage we would long since have had it compiled 
and prepared and put on sale for the benefit of the different law 
libraries of the United States. 

The law library which we have here is far larger if the number 
of volumes be 100,000 than any other in the United States, and 
many of its volumes must be old and worthless lumber. There 
are not 100,000 law books that can by any possibility be of ad- 
vantage to the lawyers in the preparation of their cases. The 
index by subjects of thousands and thousands of those volumes 
must be utterly useless and of no benefit to anybody. It does 
seem to me that the Judiciary Committee or some committee who 
are actively concerned in the contents of those books and their 
codification should go through this measure and examine it and 
make some investigation as to the needs of the library for such a 
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catalogue before we take up the joint resolution for passage and 


make a large thy ghee ng for this purpose. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think I shall have to object to the further 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to say one word, if the Senator from 
Ilinois will allow me. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will allow that, of course. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. First, one word as to the Chief Justice. Of 
course nobody doubts for a moment that if the Chief Justice of 
the United States out of the multitude of his duties will pay any 
attention to this matter it will be done not only with the utmost 
integrity, but intelligence and care. There is not the slightest re- 
flection, as the Senator from Massachusetts understands perfectly, 
upon the Chief Justice of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. I had not og meas any such thing. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No; but the Senator had spoken once or twice 
55 end fact that the work would be under the charge of the Chief 

ustice. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly I spoke of that, and of the security and 
safety of it. 

Mr. President, a subject catalogue of a library like the law 
library is not a book to be largely sold. No matter how much it 
may be needed, in the nature of the case it is not a book which 

ill be paid for like a form book or a treatise on some ordinary 
branch of the law, and if it is ever done for the country it has got 
to be done in this way and under the auspices of Congress. This 
seems to me to be the most economical way to do it. 

In regard to what the Senator from Colorado says about the fact 
that many law books are useless lumber and that it is not desirable 
to have itkoown what they contain, I beg leave, with great respect, 
to differ from him. I think the experience of most porns who 
have had occasion to consult libraries as a matter of habit of life, 
as students or scholars, will warrant me in saying that it is aston- 
ishing how few of the vast number of books that are published on 
any subject are pap ca nag for the investigation of scholars. 
When ey were enlarging the library at Harvard, which is still, 
I believe, the foremost li in this country in value, if notnow 
in number of volumes, in order to get the space they sent to an- 
other of the college buildings the books that the librarian thought 
would by no possibility ever have to be consulted by anyone. 
They seemed to be the merest old songs of books. But it was 
found that they had to send about ten times a week for books that 
were taken out of that library. I was in the library myself one 

g: and the librarian told me they had sent over eight times 
to this collection of books that somebody or other had to look up. 

Now, take a question of law, a turning point on which perhaps 
some great historic or constitutional question may be determined, 
or some great question before the Supreme Court of the United 
States which involves an important private interest, and you find 
it occurred to some one jurist and it has been dealt wit in the 

ent of some obscure court, and you get the necessary light 
upon it there. I remember once myself being counsel in a cause 
very great interest and importance, for which no authority 
was found by the counsel on either side. After great study, Mr. 
Justice Metcalf, an old black-letter lawyer, dug into a volume of 
Chipman’s Reports, or some yolume of reports almost forgotten, 
and found the precise authority for the purpose. Now, I do not 
want to press the joint resolution unduly, The Senator from 
Colorado, a man of large learning and great genius and intellec- 
tual power, sees ev: g at a glance and settles 3 by 
his intellectual capacity, as we all know. He may not need these 
helps that humbler intellects and humbler men need, 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, Mr. President, I hope we will proceed to 
the consideration of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me ask first whether the joint resolu- 
tion has passed from the consideration—— 

Mr. CULLOM. It has not passed, and I am inclined to think 
it ought not to be passed until the Committee on the Judiciary 
investigate the question. 

Mr. E. t us have the regular order. x 

Mr. CULLOM. I objected to the further consideration of the 
joint resolution. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that ee 
was 5 to the further consideration of the joint resolution. 
Mr. LER. Then I will reply to the Senator from Illi- 
nois some other day. 
woe ee The joint resolution goes over under 
ə ¥ 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were 3 read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 825) to provide that United States railroad corpora- 
tions for purposes of jurisdiction be deemed citizens of the 


ay aes States into which their line of railway may extend; 
bill (H. R. 878) to reduce the cases in which the penalty of 
death may be ed; 


A bill (H. R.2178) to amend section 864 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, in relation to taking depositions de bene 


esse; 

A bill (H. R. 4554) to amend an acta peas February 18, 1895, 
entitled An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish cir- 
cnit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain cases 
the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for other 
purposes,“ 5 March 3, 1891“; 

A bill (H. R. 5379) making it unlawful to shoot at or into any 
railway locomotive or car, or at any person thereon, or to throw 
any rock or other missile at or into any locomotive or car, and for 
other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 6345) to establish a criminal jurisdiction over 
places ceded to the United States for such purposes. 

The following bill and joint resolution were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 3719) to Penk for appointment by brevet of 
active or retired officers of the United 8 tes Army; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 85) relative to the medal of honor 
authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1868. 

The bill (H. R. 4580) to amend section 3449 of the Revised Stat- 
utes was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ance, 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr, CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I understand that the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
RATIOA] is entitled to recognition. 

Mr. CANNON. When the Senate adjourned last evening it had 
under consideration a proposed amendment which I will ask the 
Secre to read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 24, on page 96, it is proposed to strike 
out „five“ before thousand! and insert seven“; and in line 25, 
8 e out seven“ before thousand” and insert nine; so as 

o read: 
For surveyor-gen 000; 
ee: 72005 25 een To the State of Utah, $2,000; and for the clorks in his 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I have no desire to make any 
remarks on this proposed amendment further than to state that of 
the public domain of Utah there have been surveyed but 15,000,000 
acres, and there remain yet for survey more than 88,000,000 acres, 
The necessity, therefore, to have a competent clerical force in the 
oifice of the surveyor-general in order to make up the field notes 
for the parties who are out ee the public domain must be 
quite etry to all Senators present. 

Mr. LOM. I make no opposition to the amendment, as it 
comes within the estimate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to call the attention of the Senator in 
charge of the bill to a matter in behalf of my colleague [Mr. 
Haw Ley], who is detained from the Senate by illness, and who 
wishes me to propose an amendment for him in his absence. On 
page 4, line 6, after the word ' dollars,” I move to insert “ assist- 
ant clerk, $1,440”; so as to read: 

Clerk to the Committee on Military Affairs, $2,220; assistant clerk, $1,440; 
messenger, $1,440. 

As my colleague is absent and can not speak for himself, I ho 
the Senator from Illinois will allow the amendment to come a 
tentatively at least, and it can be looked into afterwards. 

Mr. LOM. Iunderstand that that committee has a vast 
amount of business. 

Mr. PLATT. It has about 600 bills before it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam only sorry that they do not get more of 
them out of the committee. Iam satisfied that there is need of 
an additional clerk there, and I will make no objection to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. CULLOM. While I am upon the floor, I ask to refer to 
page 81, the last line of the page, where, in the items for the Office 
of Auditor for the Treasury Department, it reads ten clerks of 
class 2.“ That the Secretary of the Treasury is very solicitous 
about, and the number was reduced, I think, by mistake. Imove, 
in line 25, on page 31, to strike out ten“ and insert eleven“; so 
as to read: 

Eleven clerks of class 2. 


The amendment was to, 

Mr. CULLOM. Then u the next e, in line 4, pago 32 
the total should be cha: I move to strike out $116,400 and 
insert $117,800.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOM. I now ask the attention of the Senate to the 
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provisions beginning on page 115, section 5, relating to the mar- 
shals and district attorneys. The Senator from 8 [Mr. 
TELLER], representing the Judiciary Committee, will make some 
suggestions of amendment as we proceed with the reading of the 
items in the bill, 

Mr. MILLS. Commencing on what page? t 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 115, at the bottom of the page, begin- 
ning with section 5. 

. TELLER. At the suggestion of the accounting officers of 
the Treasury Department, I move, on page 115, line 24, after the 
word ‘‘ that,” to strike out from“ and insert on“; in the same 
line, before the word “day,” to strike out thirtieth” and insert 
“first,” and after the words “ day of,” to strike out June“ and 
insert July.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 115, in section [7] 5, line 24, after 
the word * that,” it ee ai osed to strike out ‘‘ from! and insert 
“on”; before the word day,“ in the same line, to strike out 
“thirtieth” and insert first,“ and after the words day of” to 
strike out June“ and insert July“; so as to read: 

That on and after the Ist day of July, 1896, all fees and emoluments, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. These provisions have not been regularly read 
by the Secretary. 

Mr. TELLER. Then let the Secretary read them. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Suc. [7] 5. That on and after the Ist day of July, 1896, all fees and emolu- 


ments authorized by law to be paid to United States district attorneys and 
United States marshals shall be cha: 


to Sues we 53 zod against for collected from the United States, ex 
— . 80100 by sections 12 and id of this act relating to field deputies 
and their payments. 

Mr. HOAR. At this point in the consideration of the bill, I 
wish to say that I have desired to do what I could to make the bill, 
so far as it affects district attorneys and marshals, represent what 
I believe to be the desire of the Senate, and also to do what I think 
is for the public advantage. I am pre , therefore, to do what 
I can in completing the text of the bill with that view, but I am 
op’ d to adopting this important legislation on an 9 

I think the Senate must feel that if they go into the question 
of legislating a this subject it will be at a great disadvantage. 
If the House of Representatives refuse to concur with our amend- 
ments, we shall then have to insist on what we think is just and 
in the public interest at the cost possibly of defea the appro- 
priation bill, and legislating, as it were, with a loaded pistol at 
our temples. The result may be that we shall amend this bill ac- 
cording to what we think is for the public interest; then it will go 
into conference; there will be a disagreement; and then may come 
a proposition to adjourn Congress. When we get into the neigh- 
borhood of the time of adjournment, our conferees will come back 
and say to us that we must yield on this or the appropriation bill 
will fail, and there will be an extra session or we must prolong 
the session of Congress still further. I think the objection to leg- 
islating on subjects however important on an appropriation bi 
is very serious and grave indeed. It would then be very difficult 
to go back to this matter in the ordinary method of legislation. If 
the Senate and the House wish to correct the paal system, they 
had better change the Constitution and abolish one or the other 
branch, or have some other Constitution. 

So I wish to reserve the right to vote to strike out the whole 
thing, although I think the reform which is proposed in rd to 
these officers a very important one and one that ought to be 
accomplished. : 

Mr. CULLOM. Before proceeding further with these para- 
graphs, I will say that I is eee to ask the Senate to change the 
fotals after an additional clerk was provided for on page 5. The 


total on that page, in lines 2 and 3, ought to be 8900, 
of the sum specified in the bill. I hope that e will be made. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. On page 5, line 3, in the appropriations for 
tt clerks and messengers to committees of the Senate,” it is Ab air 
to increase the total appropriation from ‘‘ $93,040” to ‘* $94,480.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as the members of the Committee on 
. were concerned, I think there was a feeling that, 
while it was a very t and serious step to add so much legisla- 
priation bill, yet there seemed to be such a universal 


damon ins f ach £ th tem in ref to thi 
vor of a change of the system in reference epay- 
Committee 


demand in 
ment of marshals and district attorneys, that the on 
ree ate eg py did not feel that they could afford to o such 

pted legislation, The fact has been that there aye been 
bills in the Judiciary Committees during several 


pro- 
posing to the lawin relation to the payment of 
ees to 


officers 


es, and it has been shown over and over again 


that there were groat abuses under the present system, that the 


administration of our courts was becoming outrageously expensive 
to the country, and that some change should be made. The body 
where this bill originated was very earnest in its efforts to make 
such a change. The bill came to the Senate with these provisions 
uponit, and the Appropriations Committee did not feel thatit could 

‘ord to refuse to consider them. As I have intimated already, the 
subject was referred to the Judiciary Committee for consideration 
and for the guidance of the action of the Appropriations Commit- 
tee. What is now proposed to be acted upon by the Senate is a 
report from the Judiciary Committee made to the Committee on 
Hin he Pg While I deprecate this kind of legislation gen- 
erally, I do not feel, as a member of the committee, like opposing 
it in this instance. 

Mr. KYLE. Ishould like to ask the Senator whether, in his 
judgment, these sections, if added, would be a violation of Rule 
XVI of the Senate? 

Mr. CULLOM. They come from the other body as legislation 
bapa Bee ra by that body. 

e LE. There is a similar rule in the other House, I un- 


Mr. CULLOM. Yes. I do not undertake to pass upon the 
question whether it is a violation of the rules of the Senate or not. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to understand from the Senator 
1 he thinks it is general legislation or a change of existing 

aw 

Mr. CULLOM, I think it is. 

Mr. KYLE. That is all I wish to know. 

Mr, CULLOM. That is my judgment; but I shall not discuss 
that any further. I Bopi the reading of the bill will proceed and 
that the Senator from Colorado will suggest the amendments as 


heretofore agreed upon. 
5 Does the Senator from Colorado desire to amend 
e 


ill? 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I intended to do on behalf of the 
committee. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to say something upon the subject sug- 
gested by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. TELLER. I est that the Senator had better wait until 
we get the bill amended, and then the whole subject will be before 
the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. That will be just as well. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I should like to have 
an understanding while we are dealing with this p aph, after 
the Committee on Appropriations has moved its amendments, that 
other amendments may be moved to the ph without post- 
poning the whole subject to the end of the bill. It will be more 
convenient, certainly, to attend to the whole matter at once. There 
are some amendments which the Committee on the Judiciary wish 


Mr. TELLER. I have no control over that. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam asking consent, 

Mr. TELLER, Iam proposing the amendments suggested by 
me Committee on the Judiciary to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam inclined to think, if it be agreeable to the 
Senate, that as these items are reached whatever amendments are 
to be proposed may as well be offered at the time, item by item, 
so that we may gei rid of the subject as we go along. 

Mr. SHER I hope no agreement will be reached that will 
prevent us from moving to strike out all of these sections. 

eres That can be done after the sections have been 
amen 


Mr. PLATT. Thatcan be done in the Senate in any event. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I may desire to submit such a motion. 

Mr. HOAR. L ask unanimous consent, after the Committee on 
Appropriations have moved their amendments to these two sec- 
tions, that other amendments may be in order without waiting 
until the completion of the bill. 

Mr. TEL I suppose that will be done. I do not object. 

Mr. ALLISON, I do not understand that the Senator from Col- 
orado [Mr. TELLER] is proposing the amendments as from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. Of course, these amendments formally 
and nomin aliy come from fhe Committee on Appropriations, but 
they are, as I understand, amendments which were presented to 
the Committee on Appropriations by the Judiciary Committee, 
and we did not undertake to revise them. 

à . Mr. President, let me state just what was done. 
After the Committee on 3 had determined not to 
strike these provisions out of the bill, which mally I very much 
regret, the whole 1 of marshals and district attorneys was 
referred to the Judiciary Committee. That committee has made 
a report to the Appropriations Committee, which was found to 
have some mistakes in it. Then the Judiciary Committee reex- 
amined the question, and I am presenting what I understand to 
be the second report, which did not reach the Appropriations Com- 
mittee until after that committee had reported the bill tothe Senate. 


3168 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 25, 


It was found that the Judiciary Committee—I am a member of 
both committees—had made some mistake, we had some laek of 
information, and now these amendments are being proposed for 


the p of trying to secure an equitable and just arrange- 
ment of the salaries both of marshals and district attorneys in 
accordance with the amount of business they have to do. 

I will say that the Attorney-General was before both the Ap- 
propriations Committee and the Judiciary Committee on this sub- 
ject, and gave his opinion as to some of the proposed changes, 
and we reported in accordance with that. 

T also have a letter from the Comptroller of the Treasury about 
some of the proposed changes, which I desire to move now, which 
are not of any great consequence. Agreeably to the suggestion 
of the Comptroller, who consulted the Attorney-General, who 
also desires the insertion made, on page 116, in section [7] 5, after 
the word „services,“ in line 6, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section Fa 5, on page 116, line 6, after the 
word “services,” it is proposed to insert “ which, in the case of 
district attorneys, shall include services in the circuit courts of 
ap of their respective circuits wherever sitting.” 

. ALLEN. Let me ask the Senator if he will not move to 
insert those words after the word ‘‘salaries,’’ in the same line, 
instead of after the word services“? 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think it makes good sense. 

Mr, ALLEN. It does not make good sense as it is now. 

Mr. TELLER. The amendment is offered for the purpose of 
making it clear that the services are to be rendered in the circuit 


courts of a 5 

Mr. N. I understand that the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLATT] says that my . will not make good sense. 

Mr. PLATT. No; I say I do not think the amendment as 
reported at the Secretary’s desk makes good sense. 

„ALLEN. It does not make good sense as reported now. 

Mr. PLATT. Thatis what I have said. Let the amendment 
be again stated. 

The Secretary. In section [7] 5, on page 116, line 6, after the 
word “services,” it is 1 to insert which, in the case of 
district attorneys, shall include services in the circuit courts of 
ppan of their respective circuit courts wherever sitting”; so as 

read: 

And said officers shall be paid for their official services, which, in the case 

of district attorneys, shall include services in the circuit courts of ap; of 


their respective circuits wherever sitting, salaries and compensation herein- 
after provided, and not otherwise. 


Mr. PLATT. The sense is all right. 

Mr. TELLER, That is the point where the amendment should 
come in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. In line 8 of the same section, after the word 
„require, I move to insert or authorize”; so as to read: 

Provided, That this section shall not be construed to require or authorize 
fees to be charged against or collected from the United States, etc. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. TELLER. In line 10 of the same section, in order to cor- 
rect the numbers of the sections referred to, I move to strike out 
12,“ where it occurs and insert 10,“ and to strike out “14” and 
insert 12.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section [7] 5, on page 116, line 10, after 
the word sections,“ it is pro to strike out “ 12,” and insert 
10,“ and before the words of this act,” to strike out 14“ and 
insert 12 *; so as to read except as provided in sections 10 and 
12 of this act.” : 

The amendment was aerea to. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishall try to follow with the amendments pro- 
posed by the Judiciary Committee which did not reach the Appro- 
priations Committee in time to be considered by that committee. 

Mr. V. . Has section 6 been read? ‘ 

Mr. CULLOM. It has not. 

Mr. TELLER. The section should be read. 

Mr. VILAS. I think as it is read the Senator might propose 
his amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The section will be read and the 
amendments reported by the Committee on 1 acted 
upon as they are reached in the reading, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read section [8] 6. The first amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 
5, after the word each,“ to strike out four” and insert five“; 
so as to read: 

E nt hele aes cic ener tas ahs ears 

n an e 
lows — the 8 and middle districts opala State of Alabama, each 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line 16, after the word “Alabama,” 
to strike out three and insert ‘‘four”; so as to read: 
For the southern district of Alabama, $4,000. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the same section, line 20, after the 
wora N California,” to strike out four” and insert ‘‘five”; so as 

read: 


For the northern district of California, $5,000. 


The amendment was to. 
The Secretary continued the reading, as follows: 
For the southern district of California, $3,000. 


Mr. TELLER. I move to strike out three“ and insert ‘‘ four.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section [8] 6, on page 116, line 22, before 
the word ‘ thousand,” it is proposed to strike out “three” and 


insert four“; so as to read: 
For the southern district of California, $4,000. 


The amendment was to. 

The reading of the section was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 22, after the word 
Colorado,“ to strike out four“ and insert five“; so as to read: 

For the district of Colorado, $5,000. 


The amendment was 17 7 to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like the Senator from Colorado to state 
why these salaries should be increased over the amount fixed by 
the House of Representatives? 

Mr. TELLER. I will say that these salaries were fixed by the 
Judiciary Committee. I wish to say to the Senator that person- 
ally I think they are in many instances very much too high, and 
I suppose it is likely when they come out of conference they will 
be very much lower. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want it understood at this time that I reserve 
the right to object to all these items of increase of salary of United 
Posie district attorneys and marshals after the bill reaches the 

nate. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand every Senator has that right. 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand, the Judiciary Committee has 
been keeping below, and never proposing to raise salaries at all, 
never going above what the particular district attorney or the 
marshal has earned, except in one or two very extraordinary cases. 
The Judiciary Committee have desired largely to be governed by 
the opinion of the Senator from Colorado and by the opinion of 
the Senator from the icular State in which the district is sit- 
uated; and in this particular instance we should not have proposed 
an increase if the Senators from Colorado thought the salary too 
high for that State. I should for one, if they so thought, have 
assented to reducing it. 

Mr. TELLER. e Senator from Massachusetts, the chairman 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, understands very well upon 
what theory the committee proceeded. It was that the 3 
should be uniform according to the services rendered, or to be 
rendered; and if other items are to be put up in this way, Colo- 
rado is entitled to be put up also. 

The House of 1 have not, in my judgment, pro- 
vided a very equitable arrangement here. Some of the ries 
are entirely too high and some toolow. We undertook to equal- 
ize them and make the provision just and equitable. That will 
not, I think, perhana, prevent the scaling down of a percentage 
of them. I should be quite willing, so far as Colorado is con- 
cerned, if other salaries are put down, that the salaries should be 
put down for the officers in that State; but Iam not willing that 
an officer in an adjoining State who does less work should have 
more salary than an officer in my State who does much more. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Colorado to a fact that may or may not have attracted the atten- 
tion of the Judiciary Committee. We are now considering the 
southern district of California, as I understand. 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. TELLER. Colorado. 

Mr. ALLEN. Possibly Colorado, which makes it so much the 
worse. I hold in my hand an official communication as to the 
mileage of the several attorneys of the United States for the last 
six months; and I find that Mr. H. V. Johnson, of Colorado, drew 
for the last six months $760.20 mileage; which for the year would 
make $1,520.40. Under the ruling of the Supreme Court, Mr. 
Johnson is not required to make any account, or is not chargeable 
with this mil@ge. I find with reference to others that the mile- 
age has been nothing in some instances; in others it has not ex- 
ceeded $50 a year; and ina great many others it was less than 
$100, If Mr. Johnson is to be put upon an equality with those 
who receive a small compensation for their traveling expenses, 
would it not be wise for the Judiciary Committee—a committee 


which I hope is committed to the great doctrine of economy in 
these peculiar times—to take that into account, and reduce his 
salary to some extent at least? 
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Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator from Ne- 
braska that Mr. Johnson has to fravel a long distance. He has 
three courts to attend, two of which are away from the point of 
his residence, and he is compelled to make long journeys. He 
would not be required to travel so far in many of the States, be- 
cause they are not big enough. He travels in order to reach the 
most distant court he is uired to attend nearly as far, I sup- 

, as from here to Philad elphia, or farther. ere is only one 
istrict in Colorado, 

Mr. PLATT. All these traveling expenses have to be paid in 
the first instance out of his own pocket, and he gets them back. 

Mr. TELLER. He has to pay them first out of his own pocket. 

Mr. ALLEN. I callattention to the fact that his traveling ex- 
penses are paid by the Government. 

Mr. PLATT. Yes; but he has to pay them in the first instance, 
and then 1 "pag back to him by the Government. 

Mr. ALLEN. He has first to pay them, but he charges the 
Government 10 cents a mile for riding on the cars, when the 
Tates are about 8 cents. 

Mr. TELLER. He will not under this bill, 

Mr. HOAR. That is abolished. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am glad of it. Iwasnot aware of the fact that 
it had been abolished, and I fail to see any provision abolishing it. 

Mr. TELLER. We provide that every man shall get a salary, 
and then he will pay his own expenses, only being allowed his 
actual traveling expenses. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call the attention of the Senator to this inequal- 
oT to a little greater extent in the northern district of Alabama. 
The traveling fees of the district attorney for the last six months 
have been $133.20; of the middle district, $80; of the southern dis- 
trict, $93.80—a State as sarge as the State of Colorado, practically— 
and all put together the fees do not amount to one-half of the 
traveling expenses of Mr. Johnson in the State of Colorado. In 
the eastern district of Arkansas it was $56; in the western district 
nothing; in the northern district of California nothing; in the 
southern district $190.60. 

Mr. TELLER. I cannot explain all the inaccuracies of the sys- 
tem now in existence. What we are trying to do is to get rid of a 
system which allows such things to be done. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me one-half minute, I 
will say that, as I understand, under the present existing law the 
evils which the Senator from Nope pone out exist; that is, 
officials get so much a mile, 10 cents a mile, I think. If they have 
a free pass on the railroads, the 10 cents a mile, if they happen to 
trayel 250 miles to convey a prisoner, or to summon a witness in a 
case of larceny, or potom some other official duty, is clear gain. 

Mr. ALLEN. ear gain? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. It is so far an abuse unless all that they get 
is not sufficient to pay them. Then, of course, it is not an abuse. 
Under this bill I said that system is abolished. I meant by what 
Isaid just now that it is proposed to be abolished by this bill. 
This bill provides a salary for those officials and that they shall 
get their actual traveling expenses; that is, what they actually 

yout. If they travel ona roe pa they do not get their fare 
bank: If they pay out 2 cents a mile or 3 cents a mile for railroad 
fare, that they get back actually, and I suppose nobody would 
— snas that should be done. So I suppose this bill cures that 

culty. 

The erns in the existence of such fees and charges in dif- 
ferent districts arises somewhat from the character of the busi- 
ness. For instance, you take some moonshiner districts, as they 
are called, where the deputy marshals may have to go into a dis- 
trict at a distance from the court-house to summon witnesses. 
They charge fees, and a great mass of those are piled up. In some 
cases, undoubtedly, some small offenses are complained of or are 
almost invented in order to make business for the United States 
commissioners and deputy marshals; but that is all proposed to 
be cured by this bill. 

In other districts, where there is a great deal more actual law 
business done, there is very little opportunity for collecting fees 
and emoluments, when in fact there is a great deal more actual 
public service rendered. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts or the Senator from Colorado to point out that feature in this 
bill which cures the case he mentions. f 

Mr. PLATT. Itison pago 120, I think. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Nebraska will look at the 
bill and let us go on he can raise those questions later. It seems 
to me that would be the better way. 

a PLATT. I think it is the proviso beginning in line 4, page 

Mr. HOAR. It begins on page 115. 

Mr. PLATT. The provision on page 116 reads: 

Said officers shall be paid for their official services salaries and compensa- 
tion hereinafter provided, and not otherwise. 

The ph on e 120 relates to traveling expenses. 

The — of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
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the Committee on Appropriations was,in line 22, page 116, after 


the word“ Colorado,’ 
as to read: 

For the district of Colorado, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 23, page 116, after the word 
„ to strike out “two” and insert “three”; so as to: 
read: o 

For the district of Connecticut, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 25, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” 
to insert five hundred”; so as to read: - 

For the district of Delaware, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 25, page 116, after the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out for the District of Columbia, $5,000; for 
the N and southern districts of Florida, each $3,000,” and 
insert: 

For the northern district of Florida, $3,500; for the southern district of 
Florida, $4,000. 

Mr. PASCO. Iask to have the amendment modified in line 8, 
on page 117, by changing ‘‘ $3,500” to 84,000.“ I have already 
spoken to the Senator from Colorado with reference to it. 

Mr. TELLER. Let that be done. 

Mr. PASCO. I have demonstrated the fact that this is a proper 
allowance for that office. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 8, page 117, after the word “ Florida,” 
it is proposed to strike out three thousand five hundred” and 
insert four thousand”; so as to read: ý 

For the northern district of Florida, $4,000; for the southern district of 
Florida, $4,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 117, line 6, after 
the word Georgia, to strike out 82, 500“ and insert ‘*$3,000”; 
so as to read: 

For the southern district of Georgia, $3,000. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGu] called 
my attention and that of the members of the Judiciary Committee 
to the fact that the compensation in the second district of Georgia 
should be the same as in the first. There is really more business 
in the southern district. I hope the Senator will move an amend- 
ment to make it $5,000. 

Mr. BACON. In accordance with the recommendation which, 
as I understand, has been made pyme Judiciary Committee, I 
move that the amount for the marshal of the southern district of 
Georgia be fixed at $5,000. I move to amend the amendment so 
as to make it $5,000 instead of $2,500. 

Mr. HOAR, That is what I referred to. The Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Puen] made such a motion in the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. BACON. I move, in line6, page 117, to strike out “ $2,500 * 
and insert $5,000.” 

Mr. VEST. It is $3,000 in the bill. 

Mr. BACON, That is the amendment reported by the com- 


mittee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. : 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, page 117, it is proposed to amend 
the amendment of the committee by striking out “ $3,000” and 
inserting *‘ $5,000”; so as to read: 

For the southern district of Georgia, $5,000. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I do not like to interfere wi 

this pleasant arrangement of increasing salaries, but I feel v 
much like the Senator from Colorado did a moment ago when he 
stated that if a man in an adjoining State is going to get a large 
salary for doing less work than a similar officer in his own State 
gets he would ask for an increase; and so I will ask the Senate 
when it reaches my State to increase the item, too; and Iam not 
disposed to do that. 

In regard to several items in the bill, I have in my hand the 
report of the Auditor for the State and other Departments to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, wherein you will find the official fig- 
ures showing the exact amount which each of the marshals and 
each of the district attorneys charged up and was paid last year; 
and it is the only place you can find it. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from South Carolina will wait 
until South Carolina is reached I think he will be satizfied. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] is 
now asking that the Senate shall raise the salary of the district 


to strike out four“ and insert five”; 80 
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attorney for the southern district of Georget $5,000 from $3,000, 
at which the Senate committee has p it, and $2,500 at which 
the other House fixed it, thereby doubling his com: tion. 

Iam not trying to oppose anybody. I am merely endeavoring 
to call attention to the fact that we are padding the bill and try- 
ing to stop the other House in its efforts to uproot the abuses grow- 
ing out of the 5 We are putting so much on these pro- 
visions that we load them down and they will be killed, and 
we ought not to do that. 

I will call attention to some items here. The marshal of the 
southern district of Georgia is placed in this report, which is offi- 
cial, as having earned in fees $13,122.90. The district attorney 
earned par eee and therefore he got all the fees that were 
coming to him. In other words, he got every single dollar that 
he could charge. 

If you will look on down you will come to New Hampshire, for 
instance. The marshal earned only $1,227 and the district attor- 
ney earned oy $712, and yet you will find here that he is going 
to get $3,000. In other words, you are going to raise the salary 
of an officer who receives only $712 to $2,500 or $3,000, I do not 
remember which it is; I know it has been largely increased. 

I give notice, if you are going to make increases as to other dis- 
tricts, when we come toSouth Carolina, I shall merely ask that we 
shall have some of the pie, too. 

I am willing to vote to stand by the House report, or I will 
stand by the Senate report as it has come in; but if we are going 
to continue to increase salaries because one man is trying to help 
out his constituent and wants to increase his , I say, as a 
matter of justice, that the thing ought to go around. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to state that neither my coll e nor 
myself has received any communication whatever from the dis- 
trict attorney of the southern district of Georgia, and that the 
motion which I made to amend the amendment was made exclu- 
sively in view of the fact that the Judiciary Committee, which 
has had the matter under consideration, has so recommended. 

I think the suggestion made by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina . TILLMAN] has much pertinency in it, and in view of the 
state of facts set forth in this report, that the district attorney for 
the southern district of Georgia does not earn exceeding the 
amount recommended by the Committee on Appropriations, and 
upon consultation with my colleague, I will withdraw the amend- 
ment and ask that the clause may stand as reported by the com- 
mittee, allowing $3,000 for the district attorney for the southern 
district of Georgia. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to make one observation before the 
Senator from Georgia withdraws his amendment, if I may be per- 
mitted. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The reports of earnings, of course, in some dis- 
tricts are all the information we have except what we get from 
individual Senators, who know the needs and condition of their 
States. But they are avery uncertain guide. Take, for instance, 
a port like Savannah, or a port like Mobile, in Alabama, or New 
Orleans or Boston, where they have admiralty causes, where in 
time of war they have prize causes, where the United States dis- 
trict attorney may have to deal with delicate questions affecting 
our international relations, and you have to have, and you ought 
to have, in such a port a man at the constant call of the Govern- 
ment whose learning, c , and eee. entitle him to be 
treated as a first-class lawyer. All over the United States, takin; 
our history clear back to the beginning, we have in general ha 
great lawyers at the service of the United States. 

Now, there may be in time of peace, when there are no prize 
causes, an important indictment, an indictment, for instance, for 
wrecking a vessel to get the insurance, or for barratry, or an in- 
dictment under our revenue laws, or other important indictments, 
where the district attorney may be employed for a fortnight or 
three weeks in one trial, and where, if he charged according to the 
rates that private ies pay, he would charge more than his 
whole salary. Still that goes into his ings or emoluments as 
sak Sia iota the case and $50 if he wins it. That is three weeks’ 
work, 

On the other hand, in some other part of the country a lot of small 
cases may be got up against Indians for selling i, Sat or against 
moonshiners or on account of some small smuggli g operation, 
where the witnesses will be summoned by the marshal to travel a 
hundred miles to court or where the district attorney himself will 
have to travel to the place of hearing before a commissioner, and 
there will be five hundred or a thousand dollars of fees returned 
in the account when all those cases put together do not represent 
one-quarter either of the professional labor or of the professional 
capacity which the man in Savannah or Mobile has put into a 


single case. 

So that the Committee on the Judiciary, having before them the 
emoluments and seeing what they were and so on, were 1 5 
to trust largely to the judgment of the Senators from the differ- 
ent districts as to what their officials should receive. The amend- 


ment which is preparon and which is ready to be moved for South 

Carolina, which is the one sug by the Senator from South 

Carolina 9 TILLMAN], and which I hope he will himself move, 

would put the South Carolina district on precisely the same foot- 
with that in Georgia. 

. BACON. The action which I took in the first instance was, 
as I stated, based exclusively on the judgment of the Judici 
Committee. I did not know the considerations which had moy 
them to that recommendation. The reasons given by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], I think, are entirely controlling. 
I have within my personal knowledge had illustration of the tru 
of the condition of affairs as stated by the distinguished Senator, 
I have known in that particular district an instance where the 
district attorney was engaged for thirty-one days in the represen- 
tation of the Government in the prosecution of a single case. For 
that he received no larger fee than if the case had not consumed 
more than one hour. 

Mr. HOAR. That is it exactly. 

Mr. BACON, Ithink the judgment of the Judiciary Committee, 
as explained by the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, is 
one which ought to be sustained by the Senate, and after consul- 
tation with my colleague,I renew the amendment and shall ask 
the Senate to adopt it. 

Mr. ALLEN. t is the amendment? > 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] to the amendment of the com- 


mittee will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Inline 6, page 117, it is proposed to amend 
the committee amendment by stri ing out the words three thou- 


sand” and inserting ‘ five thousand”; so as to read: 

For the southern district of Georgia, $5,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to call attention briefly to some of the in- 
equalities of the action of the Judiciary Committee and the Ap- 
8 Committee. For the last fiscal year the United States 

istrict attorney for the northern district of Georgia received 
$7,959 besides his mileage, which amounted to $256.70, The dis- 
trict attorney for the southern district of Georgia received $3,056 
in the form of fees rather, and he received $256.70 mileage. The 

roposition of the Judiciary Committee is to increase that salary 
m $3,056 as it existed last year to $5,000, making it practically 
$2,000 above the earnings of that office last year. 

Now, I wish in this connection to call attention to some other 
matters, and it will save the necessity of doing it at another time. 
Take, for instance, the northern district of California, which is 
fixed at $5,000 by the committee. The United States district at- 
torney received last year in fees $1,947, and here is an increase of 
over $3,000 in that case. If we are to indulge in economy in the 
passage of the pending appropriation bill, it occurs to me that we 

ve started in the wrong direction. 

Take the southern district of California, for instance. Under 
the amendment as proposed by the committee $3,000 is to be al- 
lowed for the southern district of California. Last year the fees 
amounted to $2,900. The committee oe to allow $5,000 in a 
case where the fees were $1,947 and $3,000 in a district where the 
fees were $2,900. y a 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Nebraska Poa me? I 
think he is mistaken in thinking that the amount of fees should be 
the ultimate criterion as to the amount of salary in every case. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I am, too. 

Mr. VEST. Iwill tell the Senator why, and of course as a law- 
yer he will appreciate it. 

Take a district attorney in a district where there are large cities, 
or one large city, and he has under his charge very important lit- 
igation for which he gets about the same fees as he would for a 
small case. Take the city of New York, the city of Savannah, 
Ga., which the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] has men- 
tioned here, or Charleston, or New Orleans, or the city of St. 
Louis, or any of the large cities, and there are very important 
cases in which the Government is interested, and a t amount 
of work is required to be done by the district attorney, for which 
he receives about the same fee that he does for an inconsiderable 


case, 

I have had some e ience in this matter for about twelve years 
with the Attorneys-General and with deputy attorneys-general, 
and [have found it one of the most difficult tasks that can be given 
to mortal man. I do not care what sort of a bill you bring in 
here, you will have the same sort of thing that is going on here 
now. One Senator thinks that because fees are shown to be less 
in another district than in a district in his State he is entitled to 
an increase. 

You can not establish any iron rule in regard to the matter. 
You must take each district and determine as to the amount that 
is justly due for the services rendered. That is the only way in 
which it can be done. I do not like the legislation that is put in 
this bill. The Senator from Ohio . SHERMAN] once said in re- 
gard to a tariff bill that he never had voted for a tariff bill that 
suited him, I never expect to find a tariff bill, or a river and 
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harbor bill, or a bill of this kind which meets my entire approba- 
tion, and in which, in my opinion, there are not defects. But all 
legislationisin the natureof compromise. A tariff bill, a river and 
harbor bill, a bill fixing fees and salaries constitute the most diffi- 
cult legislation in the world, because they bring up what you 
might call the entire representative feature of our Constitution. 

. ALLEN. There seems to be a desire here to get all that is 
ponhe and in that respect I agree with the Senator from Mis- 
50 


It is quite evident to any person who will take the compensation 
that was paid to Federal attorneys for the last year and the 
amendments as they have been offered by the Judiciary Commit- 
tee or by the Committee on Appropriations that the latter are 
largely in excess of the former. Instead of being a bill to equal- 
ize salaries and to put it beyond the power of district attorneys to 
prosecute for the sake of fees cases that ought not to be prose- 
cuted, it has been deemed wise, and I deem it wise, to substitute 
the salary system in place of the fee system. The district attor- 
ney in the northern district of California—and I select that dis- 
trict because it is handy here - received but $1,947 for his services 
last year, and he 3 rendered the Government all sery- 
ices that were necessary. The House of Representatives fixed his 
compensation in the bill at $4,000, and it occurs to me that it is 
utterly reckless, to put it in mild terms, for the Judiciary Com- 
mittee or the Committee on Appropriations to propose to raise it 
to $5,000. The salary for the southern district of California is 
practically correct. e earnings were $2,900 last year. The 
other House fixed the salary at $3,000, and the Senate permits that 
sum to stand. 

Take, for instance, the districts of Arkansas, the eastern and 
western districts, and there is a very large disparity between the 
receipts of the district attorneys of those districts year. In 
the eastern district the district attorney received $5,419 and in 
the western district the attorney received $10,562, and the com- 
mittee put those two districts upon a perfect equality, $4,000 each. 

In the State of Florida, for instance, last year the United States 
attorney for the northern district received $4,439 in fees and the 
district attorney for the southern district received $3,244. 

Mr. PASCO, That is for six months, as the Senator from Ne- 
braska will see by reference to the official paper coming from the 
Attorney-General’s Office. $ 

Mr. ALLEN I am not talking about the mileage. Iam speak- 
ing with respect to the annual compensation. 

Ar. PASCO. I know what the Senator is talking about. 

Mr. ALLEN. Take, again, for instance, the State of Idaho, In 
the State of Idaho the district attorney received $2,390. _ 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator from Nebraska does not understand 
the workings of the present system. 

Mr. "ALLEN . And no other man understands them, 

Mr. DUBOIS. I understand them, I dare say. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lam glad of it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Having occupied one of those positions, I have 
had some practical experience, 

The attorneys and marshals in the Western States make a great 
deal of money out of mileage. They get 10 cents a mile for travel. 
They get 10 cents a mile for transporting prisoners, and they make 
a great deal out of that, which does not appear in the emolument 
returns. 

The district attorney in Idaho received $2,900, as it appears 
there, yet the attorney and the marshal make a great deal out of 
mileage, legitimately and honestly, which does not appear in the 
$2,900 which the Senator from Nebraska mentioned. 

It is soin all of the Western States, where the distances are great. 
That is done away with in this bill. The marshal of Idaho mak 
a great deal more, I dare say, than $3,500. It will be a saving to 
the Government. The Senator from Nebraska does not seem to 
understand that they get the mileage outside of the emoluments 
that he is reading all the time. 

Mr, ALLEN. I announced an hour ago that they got their 
mileage outside of the fees. Now, let us look at the question of 


eage, too. 

Mr. DUBOIS. That is eliminated by the renting bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Right here I have the fi : J. H. Forney, dis- 
trict attorney for the district of Idaho, for the last six months 
drew $1,212.10 mileage. In the State of Kentucky, a State almost 
as large, in population and litigation larger, and where the district 
attorney has to attend five terms of court, Mr. Smith received $67 
for the same time. 

Mr. President, if this system is so honest in the judgment of the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusors], I should like to have him ex- 
plain how the district attorney in his State drew $1,212.10 for six 
months and the district attorney for the State of Kentucky, where 
the travel is as great and the business larger, drew only $67. 


Mr. DUBOIS. That is very easily explained, Mr. President, 
The attorney for Idaho lives 1,000 miles from the court at Black- 
foot. He lives at Moscow, which is 1,000 miles from Blackfoot, 
The distances are great. A man is arrested and brought before a 
commissioner’s court seven or eight hundred miles away. The 
attorney goes there to attend. We have those districts, which are 
larger than in other States. 

Mr. ALLEN. How much larger is the State of Idaho than the 
State of Kentucky? 

MeD UBOIS, They do not have so many districts in Kentucky, 

ro y. 
= Mr. ALLEN. The State of Idaho has but one judicial district. 
Mr. President, that disparity can not be explained. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iinsist that it is easily explained why there is 
such large pease in Idaho. Ican not explain, perhaps, wh 
there is such small mileage in Kentucky, but itis perfectly e 
and simple and can not be avoided in the Western States that the 
mileage shall be greater. 

Mr. ALLEN. It seems, however, that it pays the district at- 
torney to live a thousand miles away from the seat of litigation, 
Mr. DUBOIS, He can not live at all three seats of litigation. 

Mr. ALLEN. And he a thousand miles every time a little 
infraction of the Federal oe comes up and is to be heard before 
a United States commissioner. Take, for instance, the northern 
district of Illinois. The mileage was but $31.40 in that district 
in the last six months. 

Mr. BACON. I wish to su t to the Senator from Nebraska 
that there is one element in this business which he has not taken 
into consideration. In all districts where the business justifies i 
the law authorizes the spp tment of an assistant attorney, 
these fees represent what been earned in the office by the work 
both of the prinsipal and the assistants, whereas in other distri 
where the fees appear to be much larger, the Government is 
that much less expense, because there is simply the principal dis- 
trict attorney without an assistant. In my own State, for ins 
we have two districts. The northern district of Georgia is one 
the recognized moonshine districts, as they are called, where there 
is a very large amount of business and where as large fees are 
earned in a few hours in one day in the trial and disposition of 
cases of that kind as will be earned in another district where the 
business is of a different character, probably, in a week. But in 
one case there is simply the district attorney, and in the other 
case there is the district attorney and also an assistant, who has 
been appointed under the provisions of the law. So the Senator 
in considering the question as to the proportion of fees earned 
with the amount of salary proposed to be paid must take into con- 
sideration the fact that in the one case there is one officer, and in 
the other case there are two officers, 

Mr. DUBOIS. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me for 
a moment, I had overlooked a very important fact. The law pro- 
vides that the marshal and the attorney may accept actual ex- 
penses in lieu of mileage if it is so desired. Now, in and around 
Chicago, where railroad fare is cheap and airing is cheap, they 
take their actual expenses, and probably they will do that—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I am perfectly willing that the 
Senator from Idaho shall explain away this matter if he can, but 
the explanation will have to be somewhat more lucid than it is 
now to satisfy me that he is correct. 

I come now to a State of which I have some personal knowledge, 
I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to 
this 35 In the TEST 5 of Iowa ior on last 15 
mon Ə eage was $1,267. ee fk fried eage 
almost $2,600. In the southern district of lowa it was $412.60 for 
the same time. I personally know something about the State of 
Iowa. Iwentthereforty years ago, and I know every foot of terri- 
tory between the Mississippi and the Missouri rivers as well as a 
boy and man could know it by traveling over itin that time. I 
know personally that the travel in the northern district of Iowa 
is no greater than it is in the southern district. The truth is, that 
the courts are held in the northern district at but three places, and 
they are not as important courts as those held in the southern dis- 
trict, for the population is not as great and the business is not as 
great. Yet here is this disparity of Mr. Cato Sells, of the northern 
district, receiving $1,267.20 mileage for six months, making about 
$2,600 for the year, and Mr. C. D. Fullen, of the southern district, 
receiving for the same time $412.60. Will the Senator from Idaho 
say that there are some peculiar circumstances about that, ac- 
counting upon a basis of honesty for this di ity? 

ebraska yield to me 


Mr. ON. Will the Senator from 
for a moment? 
Mr. ALLEN 


y . Certainly. 
Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know just why it is that the mil 
in the northern district of Iowa is largor the mileage in 
southern district, unless it be that the district attorney in the 
southern district resides very near the places where the chief 
courts are held, namely, Keokuk and Des Moines—living midway 
between them, 
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Mr. ALLEN. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that 
court is held at Council Bluffs also. 

Mr. ALLISON. Court is also held there twice a year. In the 
northern district the district attorney resides at a distance from 
all the places of holding the court except Cedar Rapids. He 
resides near that point. So when he goes to Dubuque, where the 
principal business of the court is transacted, or to Sioux City, 
going to the one place he has a mileage account probably of 200 
miles and in going to the other a little more than 200 miles. He 

mileage of course for every time he either attends the 
courts or attends other duties, like commissioners’ courts and so 
on. If he is called either to Sioux City or Dubuque to a commis- 
sioner’s hearing he charges mileage from his place of residence to 
the place where the commissioner is holding his court. So the 
argument the Senator from Nebraska is making and the illustra- 
tions which he produces here are to my mind the strongest argu- 
ments for dealing with this subject and dealing with it now. 

The district attorneys for the northern and southern districts of 
Iowa receive each the maximum sum of $6,000 per annum for 
their services without including their mileageaccount. If it be 
true, as shown by the memorandum of the Senator from Nebraska, 
that the district attorney for the northern district of Iowa is re- 
ceiving $2,600 mileage for six months’ service it means that he is 
practically receiving twice that sum for a year's service, and in 
addition to that he will be entitled to receive, under the existing 
statute, the maximum sum of $6,000. So his compensation under 
existing law will amount to $11,000 per annum, whereas under the 
provisions of this new scheme his compensation will be $5,500 per 
annum, if the amendment of the Judiciary Committee is adopted, 
and his actual traveling expenses while he is on duty as respects 
the public business of the State. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to make a 
su tion right there? 

r. ALLISON. After I finish the sentence. And in addition to 
that, the aeg ee is required by these provisions to de- 
clare where the official residence of the district attorney shall be. 

Mr. HOAR. And there will be no expenses in traveling. 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore there can be no expense in traveling 
to and from his official residence. If the Attorney-General does 
what I believe he will do, he will fix the official residence of the 
district attorney at the pence place where courts are held, and 
then the district attorney will be entitled to receive no compensa- 
tion for expenses of traveling from a distant home to or from that 
official residence. So the arguments suggested by the Senator 
from Nebraska are strong arguments to my mind that we should 
deal at the present session of Congress, whether upon this bill or 
by a separate measure, with this question. 

Now, I want to say to the Senator from Nebraska that there is 
another disparity as respects this clause. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Iowa does not under- 
stand that I antagonize the adoption of the salary system in lieu 
of the fee system. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I do not. I was only stating that the 
Senator from Nebraska is giving the strongest illustration, to my 
mind, why these provisions should be dealt with. Hespoke of the 
disparity as respects the mileage between the State of Idaho and 
the State of Kentucky. The Senator will observe that under ex- 
isting law the fees authorized to be charged in what are known as 
the mountain States are double fees under existing law, so that if 
the district attorney for the State of Idaho resides a thousand 
miles from where the court is held he is entitled to charge 20 cents 
per mile instead of 10. His mileage under the existing law is twice 
that of the interior States of the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to call 
his attention to a State that is not a mountain State. I call atten- 
tion to the northern district of New York, where the mileage for 
the last six months has been $2,806.80, 

Mr. PLATT. That is just what we are cutting off. 

Mr. ALLISON. That only shows the possible abuses that may 
exist under the present law. I have no doubt the district attor- 
ney resides at a point remote from where the courts are held in 
the northern district of New York, and therefore charges mileage 
every time he leaves his home on public business, of course. s 
the Senati looks over these amendments, he willobserve that we 
have retained the double-fee provision of the mountain States, but 
we have provided that the double fees in those States, as in other 
States, shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States, and 
the district attorneys and marshals in those States, like in every 
other State, will be entitled to receive only their actual traveling 
expenses and cost of living during the time they are traveling. 

. VILAS. Will the Senator from Nebr allow me to ask 
the Senator from Iowa, while he is on his feet,a question? What 
is the occasion for so large a business by the district attorneys and 
marshals in the State of Iowa? It is an agricultural State, with no 
ports of entry, no Indian reservations, no special moonshining; 
none of those subjects that raise business in general. 

ASCO, are no wicked people in Iowa. 


Mr. VILAS. And there are no wicked people in Iowa, as the 
Senator from Florida suggests. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator as best I can. We 
have in Iowa a very intelligent, active, law-abiding population; 
we have also a minimum of those who tres upon the laws. 

Mr. GRAY. And they come over from Wisconsin, I suppose? 

Mr. ALLISON. They come over from neighboring States. I 
shall not discriminate against Wisconsin at this moment, for I feel 
very friendly to that State. But we have there a semiprohibitory 
statute and we have also a United States statute which taxes the 
sale of intoxicating liquors. A good many people in Iowa are in 
the habit of undertaking to sell intoxicating liquors in violation 
of our statutes as well as in violation of the Federal statute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock haying 
arrived. itis the guyo: the Chair to lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 502) to approve a compromise and 
settlement between the United States and the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask that the rights of the unfinished business, 
such as they are, be protected by laying it temporarily aside, with- 
out losing its place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside without losing its place. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none. The Senator from Iowa will proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under the present law the marshals, the dep- 
uty marshals, the commissioners of the courts, the district attor- 
neys, and you may add the clerks of the courts, derive their com- 
pensation and emoluments practically from fees. Therefore itis 
that through these officers and their deputies thereis a remarkable 
vigilance in the enforcement of the laws in our State. Every time 
a person is guilty of an infraction of the law the whole corps of 
the United States courts, including, first, the deputy marshals, then 
the commissioner, then the district attorney or his assistant, then 
the clerk, the law requiring that there shall be a jury trial 
in these cases, which I think could very well be dispensed with 
and thus save enormous expenses; the whole machinery of the 
courts is brought to bear against a person who violates a single 
provision of the statute, costing I do not know how many hun- 
dreds of dollars in every case. It may be that many cases are 
practically compromised by a person pleading guilty and going 
through all the forms in order that the fees may be 5 It 
may be that there are a great many prosecutions, and I think 
there are a great many, which under the proposed change in the 
fee system would not appear in the courts. 

Mr. GRAY. Then may Task the Senator from Iowa if a change 
to the salary system might not change the character of his State 
from a semiprohibitory State to one much less than semiprohib- 


itory? : 

Mr. ALLISON. That is getting into a fine analysis of the ulti- 
mate or immediate results of our laws that I do not care to dis- 
cuss, although I believe that under this system the laws of the 
United States will be fairly enforced and at a minimum of cost 
compared with the existing conditions of things. 

Now, what is true in these agricultural States (and I will in- 
terrupt the Senator from Nebraska only one moment more) is 
true in a larger degree in the mountain States, where it is of the 
utmost value to the people who can violate the liquor statutes as 
respects the manufacture of liquor. The question, it seems to 
me, after all, that we should consider is, what is the reasonable 
compensation of an attorney learned in the Jaw who is capable 
of dealing with whatever question may come before the courts of 
the United States as respects our United States laws? I believe 
that competent attorneys can be found in nearly all the States of 
this Union who will perform these duties at a less rate than is 
proposed in the bill. 

. VILAS. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will allow me 
one observation more in reference to this matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Iowa has given substantially 
the answer I expected, that the large figure of emoluments from 
which the district attorney and marshal in each of the districts in 
Towa is paid arises from a thorough cultivation of the business of 
those officers. We are now fixing the salary for the future, when 
that business probably will not be so well cultivated. Why is it 
that the salary should be raised in a State like Iowa, where there 
are two districts, above the amount which is fixed generally in 
the other States? It seems to me that it would be a great deal 
wiser if we fixed a maximum of $5,000 in every case, except per- 
haps such districts as New York, Boston, Chicago, New Orleans, 
San Francisco, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, where there is a 
large amount of customs business requiring peculiar abilities and 
much labor. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Nebraska will pardon me 
one moment further, I will make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Wisconsin, who indulged in a slight implication that 1 the 
Judiciary Committee in its judgment of these salaries has been too 
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liberal to the State which I in part represent, it being an agricul- 
tural State. As I understand it, the Judiciary Committee have 
made this schedule and scale of salaries upon what is known as 
the emolument returns of the last two or three on They have 
supposed that the salary should approximate at least the amount 
that the district attorneys and marshals have received hitherto, 
and therefore turning to Iowa they saw the large emoluments, 
which do not even include mileage, and thus fixed Iowa, as they 
fixed other States, upon this basis. It is true, I think, that in 
great cities like New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and 
perhaps New Orleans and Chicago, where the cost of living is 
much higher than it is in rural localities, the fees and compensa- 
tion of district attorneys should be larger, as a man who is fitted 
to perform the duties of district attorney in those great cities can 
of course in his private practice earn a much larger sum than 
even the maximum amount provided in the law. 

Mr. VILAS. The business is much greater. 

Mr. ALLISON. The businessis much greater, but there has 
been an amendment offered—if not printed, it is proposed to be 
offered—providing that the services for which the salaries are 
paid s not include services in customs cases. So I think there 
is some provision, or intent at least, among those who are dealing 
with this subject to exclude customs cases. I am not clear about 
that. In response to the Senator from Nebraska, and the Senator 
from Wisconsin as well, I will say that the State of Iowa, and 
those who represent it here, will be willing that there shall be such 
an adjustment of the compensation of district attorneys and mar- 
shals in that State as only fairly do justice to those officers 
in that State as compared with those in other States. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, just a moment with reference to 
the State of Iowa, to which I referred for the sole purpose of com- 
parison and as illustrating the disparity between the receipts of 
the two district attorneys. The bulk of the population in the 
State of Iowa is to be found in the southern district of Iowa. The 
great body of the important litigation in the State of Iowa, as com- 
pared with the northern district, is in the southern district. It is 
as far across the State of Iowa in the southern district of Iowa as 
it is in the northern district. The city of Dubuque is located on 
the eastern boundary of the State, almost due north of the city of 
Keokuk and the city of Fort Dodge, where a term of the Federal 
court is held. In the northern district there lies to the north the 
city of Des Moines, and about 65 miles from it the city of Sioux 
City, which is the western boundary of the southern district, 
almost due north of the city of Council Bluffs, which is the west- 
ern boundary of the southern district. 

Now, if Mr. Sells resides in Benton County, as I understand he 
does, he can get to the city of Keokuk, the most important city in 
the northern district in point of population and commerce and 
litigation, by traveling about 110 miles; he can get to the city of 
Fort D , where the next term of the court is held, the center 
of the division, by traveling about 110 miles, and he can get tothe 
city of Sioux City by traveling about 250 miles. Now, I am not 
criticising the State of Iowa; Iam simply using this by way of 
comparison for the purpose of showing the abuse. 

Mr. G May I interrupt the Senator a moment? 


Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 
Mr. GEAR. The Senator stated by traveling 250 miles one could 
reach Sioux City from Dubuque. Let me call his attention to the 


fact that about the narrowest place in the State of Iowa is 299 
miles, and it is 300 miles from Dubuque—326 miles, to be exact. 
Mr. ALLEN. I did not make any statement of the kind. The 
Senator is entirely wrong in his understanding of whatI said. I 
said a man living in the county of Benton can reach Sioux City by 


traveling about 250 miles. Am I correct in that? 
Mr. GEAR. No, sir; you can not do it. 
Mr. ALLEN. Ihave over every foot of that territory a 


good many times. 

Mr. GEAR. It must have been some years since the Senator 
was over it. Ihave been over it lately. You can not make it by 
traveling less than 800 miles. 

Mr. ALLEN. How far is it from Waterloo to Dubuque? It is 
a little over 90 miles. 

Mr. GEAR. It is over 90 miles. It is 96 miles. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Sells lives a few miles south of Waterloo, in 
the county of Benton. Now, how far wrong am I, when it is only 
a little over 300 miles across the State? He can make it in 250 
miles, évery foot of it, and he can make all his divisions by tray- 
eling 110 or 115 miles to each one of them. 

I agree, Mr. President, fully with the policy of the committee 
of changing the fee system to a salary system. Iam satisfied that 
there have been gross abuses, and that there are daily gross abuses 
of the fee arem; that some of these men are put out to hound 
down people for the mere purpose of earning fees, a system of 
espionage, a system of persecution that is entirely foreign to the 
freedom of our Government. But what I want to know from the 
Senator from Colorado who has this matter in charge is, why 
the Judiciary Committee should think it wise to change the sala- 


ries as fixed by the House of Representatives from $1,000 to $2,000, 
and posily more in some instances? 

Why would it not be wiser and better to let the salaries remain 
as the House of Representatives have fixed them, and then, if it 
be proved by the practical execution of the law in the future that 
the salaries are not great enough, to raise them to that point 


where egeriae demonstrates they should be placed? It is a 
great deal easier to raise a salary than it is to reduce it after it is 
once fixed. 

Mr. GEORGE. You will never get it down again. 

Mr. ALLEN. You will never get it down again. That is true. 
I want to run over the bill briefly, because I am saying now about 
all I wish to say on this measure, and put in the Recorp the 
increases which haye been made by the Senate committee over 
the salaries as fixed by the House of Representatives. 

The House of Representatives fixed the salary of. the United 
States attorney for the northern district of Alabama at $4,000; the 
Senate proposen to raise it $1,000; the House of Representatives 
fixed the salary for the southern district of Alabama at $4,000; the 
Senate proposes to raise it a thousand dollars. The House of Rep- 
resentatives fixed the salary of the middle district of Alabama at 
$4,000, and that is proposed to be raised $1,000. In Arizona the 
amount was fixed by the House of Representatives at $4,000, which 
I think is left by the Senate. In California the House of Repre- 
sentatives fixed the salary of the district attorney for the northern 
district at $4,000, and the Senate e cig to raise it $1,000. In 
Colorado the salary was fixed at $4. by the House of Represen- 
tatives, and it is proposed to be raised by the Senate $1,000. In 
Connecticut the salary was fixed by the House of Representatives 
at $2,000, and itis proposa to be raised by the Senate amendment 
$1,000, making it $3,000. In Delaware the salary was fixed by the 
House of Representatives at $2,000, and it is proposed to be raised 
by the Senate $500. In Florida the salary was fixed by the House 
of Representatives at $3,000 for the northern district, and it is 
proposed to be raised $1,000 by the Senate, and now I understand 
it is to be also raised a thousand dollars in the southern district. 

Mr. CALL. I will correct the Senator in that statement. The 
salary in the bill as it came from the House of Representatives 
for the northern and southern districts of Florida was $3,000 for 
each of the district attorneys; and by the Committee on Appro- 
priations it was changed to $3,500 for the northern and $4,000 for 
the southern district of Florida; but in the Senate the two dis- 
tricts have properly been put at the same amount, $4,000. That 
is the change made in accordance with the commiitee’s recom- 
mendation. In Florida, in both districts, the amount received 
under the fee system was greater than the salary which is given 
e bill, as shown by the returns in the Attorney-General’s 
office. There was an error in those returns made by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. The northern district of Florida having been 
organized for many years, and about a year ago a new district 
being created, called the southern district of Florida, the returns 
for the northern district of Florida extended over the entire cal- 
endar and fiscal year. The returns for the new district of Florida 
were only for six months. In that way a 1 istake was made by 
the clerk of the Judiciary Committee in entering up the amount; 
but in point of fact there is no increase of salary, but a reduction, 
in the two districts of Florida. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was notcriticising the State of Florida. Iwas 
only pointing out the fact that the Senate amendment proposed 
to raise the salary in the two districts of Florida. The House of 
Representatives fixed the salary in each of those districts at 
$3,000, and the Senate committee now proposes to raise it to $4,000, 
making an increase of $2,000 in the aggregate, or $1,000 for each 
district. That is all I said. I presume the State of Florida is en- 
titled to it; I do not know. 

In the State of Georgia there is an increase of $500 recom- 
mended by the Senate over the amount fixed by the House of 
Representatives; and I now understand the Senator from Geor- 
gia wants to increase it still more. 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. ALLEN. He wishes to increase it $1,500 more, making a 
total increase of $2,000. 

The same is true in the State of Idaho. The House of Repre- 
sentatives fixed the salary there at $2,500, and the Senate proposes 
to increase it $500. In the southern district of Illinois the House 
of Representatives fixed the salary at $4,000, and the Senate pro- 
poses to increase it $1,000. In Indiana the House of Representa- 
tives fixed the salary at $5,000, and the Senate 3 to increase 
it $500. In the northern district of Iowa the House of Representa- 
tives fixed the salary at $4,000, and the Senate proposes to increase 
it $1,500. There is where the enormous sum of mileage is paid to 
which I referred a moment ago. 

In the southern district of Iowa the House of Representatives 
fixed the e at $4,000, and it is propona to be raised $1,500 by 
the Senate. Kansas the House of Representatives fixed the 
salary at $4,000, and that is proposed to be raised $1,000 by the 
Senate, In Kentucky the House of Representatives fixed the sal- 
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ary „000, and that is proposed to be raised $500 in the Senate. 
In the State of Maine the House of Representatives fixed the sal- 


at $2,500, and that is proposed to be raised by the Senate 

3 land the House of Representatives fixed the salary 
at $3,000, and the Senate proposes to raise it $1,000, making it 
$4,000, In the district of husetts the House fixed the sal- 
ary at $5,000, and it is proposed by the Senate to increase that 
$500. In the western district of Michigan the House of Repre- 
sentatives fixed the salary at $3,000, and that is proposed to be 
increased by the Senate $1,000. In Minnesota the House of Rep- 
resentatives fixed the salary at $4,000, and the Senate pro to 
increase it $1,000. In the northern district of Mississippi the 
House of Representatives fixed the salary at $3,000, and the Sen- 
ate proposes to increase it $2,000. In the southern district of Mis- 
sissippi the House of Representatives fixed the salary at $3,000, 
and the Senate proposes to amend it by increasing it to $5,000. 
In the western district of Missouri the House of Representatives 
fixed the salary at $4,000, and the Senate proposes to increase it 
$1,000. In Montana the House of Representatives fixed the sal- 
ary at $3,000, and the Senate pore to increase it by adding 
$1,500 more. In Nebraska the House of Representatives fixed the 
salary at $3,500, and the Senate proposes to increase it $1,000. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is right. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; it is not. 

In Nevada the House of tatives fixed the at $2,500, 
and the Senate proposes to increase it $500. In New pshire 
the House of Representatives fixed the salary at $2,000, and the 
Senate proposes to increase that $500. In New Jersey the House 
of Representatives fixed the salary at $2,000, and the Senate pro- 
poses to increase it $2,000. In New Mexico the salary was 
at 84.000. and the Senate to increase it $1,000. In the 
eastern district of New York House of Representatives fixed 
the salary at $3,000, and the Senate p es to increase it $1,500. 
In the western district of North ina the House of Repre- 
sentatives fixed the at $4,500, and the Senate proposes to 
increase it $500. In N Dakota the House of Representatives 
fixed the salary at $3,500, and the Senate Legh ang to increase it 
$1,500. In the northern district of Ohio the House of Representa- 
tives fixed the salary at $4,000, and the Senate pro to increase 
it $1,000. The same is true also of the southern district of Ohio. 
In the House of tatives fixed the salary at $4,000, 
and the Senate proposes to increase it $1,500. In the eastern dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania the salary was fixed by the House at $4,000, 
and the Senate proposes to increase it $1,000, with a thousand 
dollars increase in the western district. In Rhode Island the 
House of Representatives fixed the salary at $2,000, and $500 in- 
crease is proposed by the Senate. In South Carolina the salary 
was fixed by the House at $4,500, and the Senate proposes an in- 
crease of $500. In the State of South Dakota the House of Repre- 
sentatives fixed the salary at $3,500, and the Senate proposes to 
increase it $1,500. 

ight in that connection, I will say that the State of South Da- 
kota is not a mountain State, and therefore the district atto: 
does not draw double mileage. The mileage of Mr. Ezra W. 
Miller for the six months between the ist day of July and the 31st 
day of December, 1895, amounted to $2,554, being over $5,000 a 
year mileage in that State, which is almost as level as a floor. 

In Tennessee the House of Representatives fixed in the three 
districts a salary of $4,000 each, and the Senate pr an in- 
crease of $1,000 each, making the total increase $3,000, 

Mr. BATE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. I am not criticising the State of Tennessee at all. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to say that Tennessee, out of those emolu- 
ments, has turned back into the Treasury much more than was 
taken out as salaries. The net amount taken in by the attor- 
neys of these three districts in Tennessee as emoluments is $28,- 
745.31, out of which they are entitled to retain, as a maximum, 
$6,000 each, leaving a net balance to the Government through 
this channel of $13,745.31 for the period referred to. And permit 
me to say that the marshals for these three districts present quite 
as arecord. It will thus be seen that the officer is gettin 
$6,000 now, and he will get a thousand dollars less by Dis pecnceed 
c 


Mr. 2 N. Tennessee has been remarkably honest in the 
matter of mi * 

Mr. BATES Thank you. 

Mr. ALLEN. In the eastern district of the State of Tennessee 
for the last six months the mi was only $20. There has been, 
presumably, no return from the middle district, 

Mr. BATE. There is no mil there. 

Mr. ALLEN. In the western ict only $112.40 was charged 
for mileage. There is a mountain State, and if my friend from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is correct, a State where there is some moon- 


Mr. BATE. I suppose as much as there is anywhere. That is 
where the trouble arises. 
I want to say that my remarks were simply made in defense of 


oposes 
Vermont the salary was fixed by the House at $2,000, and the Sen- 


the State of Bennessee to show that, so far as the officials in that 
State are concerned, the Government loses nothing by the pro- 
posed change. I wish to say further that each of these officers is 
now receiving from the amount collected by him as emoluments 
$6,000, and in the case of marshals the salary as now proposed to 
be fixed is lessened by a thousand dollars in each case. 

Mr. ALLEN. Well, it possibly ought to be lessened. 

Mr. BATE, Very well, that may be so, but the Senator has 
referred to my State and said that it had a clear record upon this 
matter; yet it is not free from abuses under the present system, 
and I am in favor of changing the fee system, because of the 
abuses which are pea under it. 

Mr. ALLEN. t is exactly what I am contending for, that 
the system should be changed. 

I wish to call attention to a fact which could not have esca 
the Appropriations Committee and the Judiciary Committee, t 
the receipts of these offices have been in every instance, or in most 
instances, swelled in consequence of the fee system, and because 
the district attorneys in some of these districts have received eight 
or nine thousand dollars under the fee system it does not prove 
by any means that that is a fair and proper compensation for their 
services. Probably in many instances they should have earned less. 

In the State of Texas there are three districts. In the northern 
district the House of Representatives fixed the salary of the dis- 
trict attorney at.$3,000, and the Senate proposes toincrease it $1,000; 
in the eastern district the salary was fixed by the other House at 
$3,000, and the Senate proposes to increase it $1,000; in the western 
district the was fixed by the House at $3,500, and the Sen- 
ate proposes an increase of $1,500. In Utah the House fixed the 
salary at $3,000, and the Senate pr to increase it $2,000. In 


2 to increase it $500. 

8 . The Senate there proposes an increase really of 
$1,000, instead of 8500. That is the recommendation of the Judi 
= Committee. 

„ALLEN. In the eastern district of Virginia the salary 
fixed by the House of Representatives was $3,500, and the Senate 
proposes an increase of $1,000; in the western district the salary 
was fixed by the House of Representatives at $4,000, and the 
Senate p: es an increase of $1,000. In Washington the salary 
was fixed by the House at $4,000, and the Senate proposes to 
increase that $1,000. In West Virginia the salary was fixed at 
2055 by the House, and the Senate proposes an increase there of 

There are two districts in the State of Wisconsin. The other 
House fixed the salary of one at $4,000 and the other at $3,000. 
The Senate proposes a total increase of $2,500 in the two districts, 
In Wyoming the salary was fixed by the House at $3,000, and the 
„ to increase it $1,500, according to the figures I 

ve here. 

Mr. President, in almost every case here there has been a delib- 
erate change of the fees of the district attorneys as fixed by the 
House of Representatives, and we are standing here and havi 
a Senator call them up paragraph by Paragraph, and the Presid- 
ing Officer announcing ee to,“ Without slightest discus- 
sion or investigation or explanation. 

Mr. TELLER. There seems to be some discussion on the amend- 


ments. 
Mr. ALLEN. Well, there is some discussion now; but I call 
the attention of the Senator from Colorado to the fact that we 


went down without any discussion from Alabama to Georgi 
Senator from Colorado standing at his desk in this Chamber and 
moving the adoption of amendments, and the Presiding Officer 
saying ‘‘agreed to,” without the slightest explanation from the 
distinguished Senator from Col o who this matter in 
charge, orfrom any other Senator, why these salaries should be 
increased from the amounts fixed by the House of Representatives 
— the amounts proposed by the Senate Committee on Appropria- 
ons. 

While Iam in favor of abandoning the fee system, because I 
believe it leads to corruption, because I believe it to be oppressive 
and wrong inits execution, and while I believe in adopting the 
system of salaries, I do not believe the Senate should, by mere 
force of its power, raise these salaries as fixed by the House of 
Representatives, without the mover deigning at t some ex- 
planation to Senators who are not members of the committee as 
to why itis done. We have some interest in it; we represent 
States here to some extent, or are attempting to do so; and yet 
this committee comes here, and there is a play between the Sen- 
ator who has the floor and the Presiding and every Senator 
must sit here with his mouth shut or up whenever an item 
FFC receive no 

tion from the committee. 

Jam not ing of the Senator from Colorado in an i 
sense, or at least I do not mean to do so, but what I mean is tha 
these enormous increases in the salaries of these officers should not 
be made unless some reasonable written or printed report be laid 


the 
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before the Senate, which can be investigated by us and from which 
we can come to the conclusion, if it be true, that the advancing of 
these salaries is correct. - 8 ; 
Mr. President, one more 3 at this time. I have no 
sympathy with the idea which has been advocated here and I 


hear it every once in a while crop out in the Chamber—that it a E —— 88 
requires a high order of legal talent to fill these positions. It go: 5 308. 80 
requires some legal talent, it is true, but the duties of these offi- 98 — = 1 KA 
cers are in a majority of instances merely perfunctory. Tou Rhede Hand. e 
know, and I know, that the highest order of legal intellect is rarely | South Carolina... 81.45 
brought into the service of the United States in these offices. Routh Dakota SEL 
There are political debts to pay, usually they are to be paid to | Tennessee middle... 57. FA a . 
politicians, and sometimes to shysters, who walk into these posi- | Tennessee, u. ji 
tions and receive seven or eight thousand dollars a year for their | Texas, — — 
services through this , Who could not earn $750 a year hon- Aner — — 2 — 
estly in the practice of law; and yet, whenever this question is | Utah 1655.80 
brought up, some graye and reverend Senator stands here and | Vermont --.-.---- 1,168.00 
tells us it is the highest order of legal intellect and legal qualifi- Virginia’ aoon 7 — 
cations which must be brought into the discharge of these duties. Washington 1,453.40 
est 


I am in favor, decidedly in favor, of this 8 but, Mr. Presi- 


dent, before I take this medicine I want to know something about ME eee 2,99. 2 
its composition; I want to know how it has been compounded; | Wyoming Yis. 
and I want the Senator having this bill in charge to say to me, or Sng tR 


to say to the Senate, that there are some reasons for making these 
changes; andif there are reasons I am satisfied we will all agree to 
them. But I do not want the Judiciary Committee or the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to come into Chamber and by their 
mere caprice undertake to force these amendments to raise the 
salaries of these officers without some reasonable explanation of 
their conduct in doing so. 

Mr. President, I send to the desk and have read a list of 
district attorneys. and the See e been receiving 
in the form of mileage for the six months. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
Secre will read as requested. 

Mr. I Wish it read as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. TELLER. Would it not answer the purpose of the Sena- 
tor as well to have the list printed in the Rrcorp without reading? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. Let it be published as part of my 
remarks without ing. e 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 

The list referred to is as follows: 

i inst the United States by the United States in 
ee e tthe Depar inath of e forthe period rom 

July 1 to December 81. 1595. 


7. 


Mr. TELLER, I should like to go on with the bill now, Mr. 


President. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I would not occupy the time of 
the Senate in my present state of health unless I belis ved it wasa 
duty incumbent upon me. 

Iam not and have not F 
Senate from the very beginning of my service in this C 
until now as to the proper amounts to be fixed for salaries of 


extra gains over a bare living, oppressed with taxation, I deem 


the 
tobe fixed. I have learned e oon offices were not arran 
were not fixed for the accommodation of officials, or so that 


rte = might be enriched. I have regarded that service in a public office 
N 93.80 is rather a patriotic duty than a means of acquiring wealth, and 
E. E. Ellinwood - 544.00 | as expressing in the strongest and tersest language that can be 
3 —— 58.00 | expressed, I desire to read to the Senate a section from the con- 


stitution of Vermont, which first appeared in that instrument in 
the year 1777, then again, I believe, in 1792, when that State was 
admitted into the Union, and again in 1793. I believe that that 
section, which I am going to read to the Senate, contains so much 
of truth so tersely and so properly expressed—contains the true 


g 


i 
25 


SPD OHO Hb 
Povgunts 
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948.40 | rules by which every legislator, whether in the Federal 
8 1 oe in the State legislatures, should be guided—that I feel war- 
W. T. Gary 256.70 PORA OE OOE O a a O E toon 
3. a Forney. * hung up in every legislative hall in this country. It is as follows: 
W. E. Shutt 659. 60 Homan his independen: 
i a K os ficients po ry tol have 9 palling. mee Pan te a 
eee C. D. Fullen 412.60 he may honestly subsist, there can be no necessity for nor use in establish- 
3 W. G. 1.18.00 offices of profit, the usual effects of which ate dependence and servility, 
Sareea oky 7 W. . 3 dees 67.00 freemen, in the possessors or expectants, and faction, conten- 
Taai AA F. B. Earh 18.00 tion, and discord among the people. But, if any man is called into publie 
— S & 108. 00 service, to the pre udice of his private affairs, he has a right to a reasonable 
i rene AW. Seals 288.00 compensation; whenever an office, through inerease of fees or other - 
1 W. I. Mar 2.00 wise, becomes so profitable as to occasion many to apply for it the profits 
aey re Sh 400.00 ought to be lessened by the legislature. 
—— western: Foie Pree 210 That, sir, contains the rule by which I think we ought to be 
Minnesota E. C. Stringer 1, 684. 40 i 
2228 120] But it is said that the United States ought to have the very best 
W. H. Clopton 1,297.80 talent in supplying these offices. I think the United States ou; 
J. K Wi 1,406.05 to have fair, good talent, so that the officers may efficiently di 
aks — — ee charge their duties and protect the interests of the =e 
|] OA. 1,020.00. hold in my hand a list of the salaries paid by nearly every 
0. E. 141.20 in the Union to the highest officer who nts the State in the 
=<. Ne courts of that State the attorney- I propose to read that 
W. A. 2,806.80 | tO the Senate as containing at least the a gc of the States, 
J.L. .--....---. | Which we represent here, as to the amount of compensation that 
os —— 80 | should be given to law officers. 


„„ 
every instance remem aright, the fees proposed 
allowed to the district attorneys of the United States are largely 


2558 
885 


* The attorney has not rendered his account. 
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more than, and frequently double, the amount allowed the at- 
a of the State in which they serve. 
a 


bama the attorney-general receives a salary of $2,250. 
Under this bill, as I remember, the United States district attor- 
neys are to receive $5,000, more than double the allowed to 
the attorney-general of the State, an officer higher in rank and 
upon whom are devolved duties of a more delicate character than 
are devolved upon the district attorney. 

I may mention as I go along that the governor of Alabama re- 
ceives the sum of $3,000, lessthan the amount allowed to the United 
States district attorneys in that State. 

I go to the State of Arkansas next. I find in that State, in the 
memorandum which I have, no statement as to the of the 
attorney-general. I ask the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] 
to state the amount. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not remember what e eee the present 
statute of Arkansas provides in regard to the attorney-general; 
but some years I think it was $2,000. 

I will state to the Senator from Mississi ip i, however, as he has 
made a comparison between the duties of United States district 
attorneys and thoseof the attorney-general of a State, that the 
duties of a district attorney in my State require more work and 
labor than the duties of the attorney-general, and especially in the 
western district of Arkansas there is no comparison between the 
amount of work performed by the district attorney and by the 
attorney-general. 

Mr. HOAR. I was just about to inquire of the Senator in which 
district Little Rock is situated? 

Mr. BERRY. Little Rock is in the eastern and Fort Smith in 
the western district. 

Mr. GEORGE, IL should like to conclude my remarks and let 
the explanations of Senators come afterwards. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator asked a question. 

Mr. GEORGE. L asked for the amount; and I have no objec- 
tion to the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. BERRY. If I am to be put on the witness stand I want to 


answer. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihave no objection to the Senator answering, 
but I do not want to go into a general wrangle on the subject. I 
am getting at the facts now. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. 

Mr. GEORGE. e salary of the governor of the State of 
Arkansas, however, is only $3,000. The of the chief jus- 
tice of that State is only 83,000. So one of the gentlemen who 
happens to be fortunate enough to get into the office of United 
States district attorney in the State of Arkansas gets not only more 
than the chief law officer of that State, but he gets more than the 
governor of the State, and more than the chief justice of the State, 

I go next to the State of California. I find that the attorney- 
general there f 8 only $3,000. 

Mr. TELLER. What officer? 

Mr. GEORGE. The attorney fonera of the State. I go next 
to Connecticut, and I do not find in this book the salary of the 
attorney-general of Connecticut. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Connecticut what is the salary of the attorney-general of 
his State? 

Mr. PLATT. I believe we have no attorney-general; we did 
not have within a very few years at any rate, and Ido not think any 
statute has been passed lately. There has been an attempt several 
times to create the office of attorney-general, but I do not think it 
has succeeded as yet. 

Mr. GEORGE. I go to the State of Delaware. The attorney- 
general there gets the sum of $2,000; the governor gets $2,500. I 

to the State of Florida next, and I find the attorney-general 
ere gets $1,500. I wish the Senator from Florida who sits on 
my left [Mr. CALL] would state to me, for I have not read it, what 
it is proposed to give to the district attorney in the State of 
Florida under the pending bill? 

Mr. PASCO, I will state to the Senator from Mississippi that 
the salary of that officer in Florida has been raised since that pub- 
lication. 

Mr. GEORGE. How much? 

Mr. PASCO. Five hundreddollars. Henow gets $2,000 a year. 

Mr. GEORGE. He gets $2,000. Now, let us compare it. Will 
the Senator from Florida nearest me state what the district attor- 


. oe 
. CALL. The district attorney now gets, I think, under the 
present bill about $2,000 less than he does under the existing law. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask what amount he gets under the bi 

Mr. CALL. Four thousand dollars. 

Mr. GEORGE. Just double the amount that the attorney-gen- 
eral of the State gets, and as there are two United States district 
attorneys and only one attorney-general, they get $4,000 each for 
discharging the duties of the law officer of the State government. 

Mr. PASCO. But there is no comparison between the amount 


of work—— 
Mr. GEORGE. Never mind; I am not asking about the work. 


Mr. PASCO. Between the amount of work done by the attor- 
ney-general and that done by these other officers. 

. GEORGE. In Georgia the attorney-general gets the sum 
of $2,000; the governor gets a salary of $3,000; the chief justice of 
the State gets $3,000—very largely below the amount of fees or 
salaries fixed for the district attorneys in that State. 

I go now to the State of Idaho. Ido not find that they have 
any ene eee in Idaho; at least the salary is not put down 
in this book, but the chief justice of that State gets the sum of 
$3,000, and the governor gets the sum of $8,000. I do not know 
what the district attorneys for Idaho will get under the bill, but I 
1 it is largely in excess of that amount. 

go next to Illinois. I do not find that there is any attorney- 
general there. In Indiana the attorney-general gets $2,500. By 
this bill I suppose the district attorney gets about double that 
amount. I intend to — the RECORD what the various States 
pay the highest law officer each has to represent its interests not 
only in the courts but to give legal opinions to the various execu- 
tive officers of the State as to the construction of the laws and the 
constitution of that State. 

In Iowa the attorney-general gets $1,500 and $5 per day when in 
court. he were in court every day in the year except Sunday 
he would get only about $1,500 more. That would make $3,000. 

In Kentucky I find that the attorney-general gets the sum of 
$500, with $10 per day while the legislature is in session, and as 
the legislature can only sit sixty days in every two years, giving 
him thirty days a year would be $300 more, and the attorney- 
general of Kentucky would get $800. 

Kansas I passed. The attorney-general in that State gets $2,500; 
the governor, $3,000; the chief justice of the State gets $3,000. 

In Louisiana I do not find the salary of the attorney-general 
here given. Will the Senator from Louisiana inform me what is 
the salary of the attorney-general of the State of Louisiana? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ido not exactly remember what the salary 
is. I think it is about $2,500. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest that if the Senator from Louisiana 
remembers the decisions or opinions rendered by the attorney- 
ponen in Louisiana he will probably be able to fix the salary. 

imagine that the two go together. 

Mr. GEORGE. In the State of Maine the 3 gets 
$2,000, the governor $2,000, the chief justice $2,500. In the State 
of Maryland the attorney-general gets $2,000. Massachusetts 
for the attorney-general the figures are blank—they are not put 
down. Ido not see a Senator from Massachusetts here so that I 
mey inquire what is the salary of the attorney-general in that 

tate. 


In Michigan the . gets 83,000. In Minnesota he 
gets $3,500. In Mississippi I find that the sum is left blank. I 
will ask my colleague if he remembers the salary of the attorney- 
general of Missi ippi? 

Mr. WALTHALL. It is $2,500. 

Mr. GEORGE. Two thousand five hundred dollars. I find no 
statement as to the salary of the attorney-general in the State of 
Missouri. I do not see either Senator from Missouri present so 
that I may ask him, but I will venture to 8a 

Mr. WHITE. Isuggest to the Senator from Mississippi that if 
he recounts all the Senators who are not present he might perhaps 
develop the absence of a quorum here. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is all bosh, allow me to say, with due 
respect to the Senator. 

r. VEST. What did the Senator from Mississippi ask about 
Missouri? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishould like to know the salary of the attorney- 
general of Missouri. It is not put down here, 

Mr. VEST. It is $3,500. 

Mr. GEORGE. Three thousand five hundred dollars. I go to 
Nebraska. The salary of Sho governor of that State is $2,500—less 
than the amount to be allowed the district attorney under either 
of the bills before the Senate. The salary of the attorney-general 
is $2,000. I find no statement as tothe salary of the attorney- 
1 of Nevada, nor of the State of New Jersey. In New 

ork the attorney-general gets $5,000, which seems to be about 
e average salary allowed to the district attorneys under these 


I goto the State of North Carolina. Ido not find that the salary 
of the attorney-general is stated, but I will state that the salary of 
the governor is $3,000 and of the chief justice of the State $2,500. 
I think I can be safe in assuming that the attorney-general does 
not get more than the chief justice. 

I go to Ohio, a great and rich State, probably the third State in 
the Union in population, and I find that the attorney-general gets 
the sum of $2,000. In Oregon the 8 of the attorney-general 
is left blank and so I can not state it. The same is true in Penn- 


sylvania, which is left blank. In Rhode Island the salary of the 
attorney-general is $2,500; in South Carolina it is $2,100; in South 
Dakota it is $1,800. In Tennessee I find no statement. 


the attorney-generals there are district attorneys. 


I believe 
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Mr. BATE. No, sir; we have an attorney-general also. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is his salary? 

Mr. BATE. Ido not recollect exactly, but I think it is $3,000. 
I wish to state, in addition to the Senator from Mississippi touch- 
ing that, that the attorney-general, as I expect is the casein many 
of the other States 

Mr. GEORGE. Never mind about that. 

Mr. BATE. I will state in connection with Tennessee, how- 
ever, that the attorney-general has the exclusive right of pub- 
lishing the N of the supreme court, which is of much 
importance to him as an income, because it gives him an income 
additional to his salary. 

Mr. GEORGE. That does not apply to any State except Ten- 
nessee, so far as I know. 

Mr. BATE. I reckon it does. 

Mr. GEORGE. It does not apply to the State of Mississippi, 
nor to any other State, so far as I know. If the Senator from 
Tennessee knows of any other State in which the attorney-general 
ex officio is reporter of the supreme court he can state it. 

Mr. BATE. Lonly know what I said. I read the Mississippi 
reports with the name of Senator GEORGE attached thereto. I 
expect he was attorney-general there once, and very likely he 
made the 87.555 I do not know what compensation he got. 

Mr. GEORGE. Inever had the honor of being attorney-general 
of 8 

Mr. BATE. The Senator was the reporter. 

Mr. GEORGE. I never ranked high enough in the profession 
in Mississippi to be selected for that office. 

Mr. BATE. You edited the reports there? 

Mr. GEORGE. The very best lawyers in the State we get 
there for the sum of $2,000 and $2,500. 

Mr. BATE. Were you not the reporter? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; but I was not attorney-general. 

Mr. CALL. How much was the reporter paid? 

Mr. GEORGE. It was a fee. 

Mr. CALL. How much? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not know; I never did know. 

xe PAEOO May I ask the Senator what his salary was as a 
reporter? 

GEORGE. I had no salary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). The 
Chair understands that the Senator from Mississippi declines to 
be interrupted. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, thisis all bosh. Senators will 
not come up and meet the question, but inquire about the salary 
of the reporter and things of that sort. It is belittling the dignity 
of the occasion. 

Mr. PASCO. I thought that is what the Senator 

Mr. GEORGE. It is making fun of the groans of the people of 
the United States, burdened as they are with debt and taxation. 

In Virginia the salary is $2,500; in Washington it is $2,000; in 
Wisconsin it is $3,000. That ends the States so far as I have them 
here in this book, which is the American Tribune Almanac, and 
I suppose it is reliable authority. 

Mr. President, Ihave about done my duty. I have put upon 
the record what the States pay officers not of similar grade, but 
of higher grade, than the district attorneys of the United States. 
I have put that in the RECORD, so that if Senators who have not 
looked into this matter desire to look into it they may know that 
the statesmen at home where these men serve think they can get 
competent legal representatives in the courts for a much smaller 
sum than we prepone to 9 05 f 

The PRES G OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations which was 
passed over. 

The next amendment was on page 117, line 6, after the word 
t: Georgia,” to strike out ‘‘two thousand five hundred“ and insert 
„ three thousand”; so as to read: 

For the southern district of Georgia, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 117, line 7, after the word 
„Idaho,“ to strike out two thousand five hundred” and insert 
three thousand“; so as to read: 

For the district of Idaho, $3,000. 


Mr. TELLER. In line 7, Imove to strike out ‘‘$2,500” and in- 
sert 83,500.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 117, in line 9, before the word“ dollars,“ to insert five 
hundred”; in line 10, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
„four thousand five hundred” and insert “five thousand”; in line 
11, before the word dollars,” to insert five hundred”; in line 13. 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out four thousand” and in- 
sert five thousand five hundred”; in line 14, before the word 


„thousand,“ to strike out “four” and insert five“; in line 15, be- 
fore the word dollars,“ to insert five hundred”; so as to read: 

For the northern district of Illinois, $5,500; for the southern district of Illi- 
nois, $5,000; for the district of Indiana, $5,500; for the northern and southern 
districts of Iowa, each $5,500; for the district of Kansas, $,5,000; for the district 
of Kentucky, $5,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next item, as follows: 

For the eastern district of Louisiana, $3,000. 

Mr. TELLER. The Judiciary Committee recommend $5,000 
instead of $3,000. I move to strike out three” and insert five” 
before thousand.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
in line 17, before the word“ dollars,” to insert fiye hundred”; 
so as to read: 

For the western district of Louisiana, $2,500. 

Mr. TELLER. In line 17, I move to strike out “$2,500” and 
insert 83.000.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations wa 
in line 18, before the word dollars ” to strike out two thousan 
five hundred” and insert three thousand”; so as to read: 

For the district of Maine, $3,000. 

Mr. TELLER. In line 18, I move to strike out three” before 
„thousand“ and insert four“; so as to read, 54, 000.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was d to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
in line 19, before the word thousand,” to strike out three“ an 
insert four“; so as to read: 

For the district of Maryland, $4,000. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to insert $5,000” instead of “ $4,000”; 
so as to read: . 

For the district of Maryland, $5,000. 

That is a committee amendment, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
in line 20, before the word *‘ dollars,” to insert five hundred”; 
in line 22, before the word thousand,“ to strike out three ” an 
insert four“; in line 23, before the word “ thousand,” to strike 
out four and insert five“; in line 25, before the word thou- 
sand,” to strike out three and insert five”; so as to read: 

For the district of Massachusetts, $5,500: for the eastern district of Michi- 


gan, $4000; for the western district of Mich $4,000; for the district of 
esota, $5,000; for the northern and southern districts of Mississippi, 


each $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read line 25, as follows: 

For the eastern district of Missouri, $4,000. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to strike out four“ before ‘‘ thousand” 
and insert five“; so as to read: 

For the eastern district of Missouri, $5,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 118, line 2, before the word “ thousand,” to strike out 
‘ four ” and insert “five”; in line 3, before the word dollars,” 
to strike out three thousand five hundred” and insert five 
thousand”; in line 4, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
„three thousand five hundred” and insert five thousand”; in 
line 6, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out two thousand 
five hundred” and insert three thousand”; in line 7, before the 
word dollars,“ to insert five hundred”; in line 8, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out two“ and insert ‘“‘ four”; in line 
9, before the word“ thousand,” to strike out four“ and insert 
five“; so as to read: 

For the western district of Missouri, $5,000; for the district of Montana, 
$5,000; for the district of Nebraska, $5,000; for the district of Nevada, $3,000; 
for the district of New Hampshire, $2,500; for the district of New Jersey, 
$4,000; for the district of New Mexico, $5,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The Secretary read line 9, as follows: 

For the northern district of New York, $4,000. 

Mr. TELLER. In line 10, I move to strike out four“ before 
“thousand” and insert ‘‘ five”; so as to read $5,000.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
in line 11, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘three thou- 
sand” and insert four thousand five hundred”; in line 14, before 
the word dollars,“ to strike out four thousand five hundred” 
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d insert five thousand”; in line 15, before the word dollars,“ 


strike out three thousand five hundred” and insert “five 
thousand”; in line 16, before the word „thousand,“ to strike out 
four“ and insert ‘‘five”; in line 19, before the word dollars,” 
to strike out four thousand” and insert five thousand five 
hundred”; in line 20, before the word “thousand,” to strike out 
„four“ and insert ‘‘ five”; in line 21, before the word thousand,” 
to strike out four“ and insert “five”; so as to read: 

For the eastern district of New York, $4,500; for the eastern district of 
North Caro! $4,000; for the western district of North Carolina, $5,000; for 
the district of North Dakota, $5,000; for the northern and southern districts 
of Ohio, each $5,000; for the district of Oklahoma, $5,000; for the district of 
Oregon, $5,500; for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, $5,000; for the west- 
ern ct of Pennsyly: $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 22, before the word dollars,” 
to insert five hundred”; so as to read: 


For the district of Rhode Island, $2,500. 


Mr. TELLER. Imovetostrike out ‘‘ $2,500 “ and insert $3,000.” 

This is recommended by the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
in line 23, before the words “ district of South Carolina,” to insert 
“and western districts of the,” and in line 24, before the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out four thousand five hundred and insert 
“ five thousand”; so as to read: 


For the eastern and western districts of South Carolina, $5,000. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I desire to offer an amendment, and I ask that 
it be read at the desk. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill state that the amendment which the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina Rees is recommended by the Judici- 
ary Committee, I understand. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from South Carolina will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Instead of the lan 
“dollars,” in line 22, relating to South Carolina, insert: 

For the eastern district of South Carolina, $5,000; $3,000 of which shall be 
for the ‘ormance of the duties of district attorney for the western dis- 
trict of that State. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I desire to explain simply to the Senate that 
the phraseology as it is printed here creates confusion. Senators 
will observe that it is very strange. It reads, For the eastern and 
western districts of the district of South Carolina.“ 

The fact is, wehave two judicial districts in our State and have 
had since 1823, but the phraseology which is used by the commit- 
tee in the amendment is copied from the Revised Statutes, which 
themselves are muddled; in other words, they are contradictory. 
In the section from which this is copied, section 546, I thinkit is, 
this language is used, andthe committee copied the words as taken 
from that section, but in subsequent sections the division of the 
State is clearly ascertained, and in all the acts bearing on our State 
it is clearly stated and recognized that we have two judicial dis- 


tricts. 

I have a little bill here which the Judiciary Committee has re- 
pores favorably, and it is on the Calendar, which contemplates 

e appointment of a district attorney and marshal for each of 
these separate districts. If we leave this in here it will 
create confusion in the mind of the court , possibly, as to 
what it means, and I haveinserted the amendment with that phra- 
seology. While I do not want to press the bill now in the sha 
of an amendment, but will ask the Senate to pass it after a while, 
the amendment as I offer it will clarify the situation and avoid the 
confusion which would result from the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the committee as it appears in the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no objection on the part of the com- 
mittee to the amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on ing to 
the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was d to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
in line 25, before the word“ dollars,” to strike out three thou- 
sand five hundred“ and insert ‘‘ five thousand”; on page 119, line 
2, before the word “thousand,” to strike out four and insert 
**five”; inline 8, before the word thousand,“ to strike out “three” 
and insert “‘ four ”; in line 4, before the word thousand,” to strike 
out five“ and insert “four”; so as to read: 

For the district of South Dakota, $5,000; for the eastern, middle, and western 
districts of Tennessee, each $5,000; for the northern district of Texas, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 
“ dollars,” to strike out “ five ” an 

For the eastern district of Texas, $4,000. 


ge following the word 


119, line 4, before the word 
insert four”; so as to read: 
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Mr. TELLER. I move to strike out four thousand,” before 
the word “ dollars,” and insert ‘‘ five thousand five hun * 0 
as to read: 

For the eastern district of Texas, $5,500. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
in line 5, before the word “dollars,” to strike out three thou- 
sand five hundred” and insert “fiye thousand,” and in line 6, 
before word “thousand,” to strike out three and insert “five”; 
so as to read: 

For the western district of Texas, $5,000; for the district of Utah, $5,000. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on 

“thousand,” to insert “‘ five hundr 

For the district of Vermont, $2,500. 

Mr. TELLER. That is a mistake. The five hundred proposed 
by the committee should be stricken out and it should ba made 
$3,000. I move to amend the amendment so as to read: For the 
district of Vermont, $3,000.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment of the Co ttee on Appropriations was, 
on page 119. in line 8, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to striki 


e 119, line 7, the word 
* so as to read: 


ə out 
„three“ and insert four“; in line 10, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” to strike out four“ and insert five“; in line 11, before 
the word “thousand,” to strike out four“ and insert five“; 
in line 12, before the word thousand,“ to strike out “four” and 
insert five“; in line 13, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike 
out “four” and insert “five”; so as to read: 

zae es 8 rn 3 ies e ere e fo 2 — wee pre fy of Vir- 

y! ; tor 0 ol as, On. y! 1 r 

inginin, $5,000; for the eastern district of Wisconsin, $500. riet at West 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 119, line 14, before the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out three thousand” and insert four thou- 
sand five hundred”; so as to read: 

For the western district of Wisconsin, $4,500. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to strike out 84, 500“ and insert 
“35,000”; so as to read: 

For the western district of Wisconsin, $5,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
in line 16, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out three thou- 
sand” and insert four thousand five hundred”; so as to read: 

For the district of Wyoming, $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [9] 7, on page 119, line 18, 
after the word “judge,” to insert ‘of any district”; in line 21, 
after the words “Attorney-General,” to strike out not exceedi 
the number provided by law during the last fiscal year et 
upon the order of the President”; on page 120, line 5, after the 
word “necessary,” to insert ‘‘expenses for lodging and,” and in 
line 11, after the word magistrate,” to insert and while other- 
wise necessarily absent from their r tive official residences on 
official business”; so as to make the clause read: 

That whenever, in the opinion of the district judge of an 
chief justice of any territory and the district attorney, evidenced by writ- 
ing, the public interest requires it, one or more assistant district attorne 
may be appointed by the Attorney-Gene: but such opinion shall state 
the Attorney-General the facts as distin, ed from conclusions, showing 
the necessity therefor. Such assistant district attorneys shall be paid suc. 
a e ee ee from time to time determine as to each, 
wW shall in no case exceed $2, per annum: & t the neces- 
gary expenses for lodging and subsistence actually paid, not exceeding $4 
per day, and actual and necessary traveling expenses of the district attorne: 
and his assistants, while absent from their respective official residences ani 
necessarily employed in going to, returning from, and attending before an 
United States court, commissioner, or other commi trate, an 
while otherwise necessarily absent from their respective official residences on 
official business shall be allowed and paid in the manner hereinafter provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 20 on page 120. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator in charge of the 
bill that after the word paid,“ in line 19, the words should be 
inserted, “in lieu of the salaries, fees, per centums, and other com- 

tion now allowed by law.” 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri to move 
that amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Is that the same la: e, I will ask the Senator 
from Missouri, in the bill in regard to district attorneys? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted to put it in there if it has not been 
= in on ago 110; ge 14. After the word “paid” there I wanted 

ese wor erted., 

Mr, HOAR. I do not 7 to the Senator's p as 6x- 
pressed in his language, but it strikes me that it would be well to 


district or the 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 3179 


have precisely the same meaning in the bill as a to the two 
classes of officers expressed in the same words. My suggestion is, 
that instead of the language he has used he should use the lan- 
guage applicable to district attorneys. . 

. COCKRELL. L have the words that I want to put in, that 
were furnished me by the Auditor for the Department who has 
charge of them. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the same words be put in at both places. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I want the words inserted in line 14, 

116. I happened to be out at the time that was passed upon. 

. TELLER. Let the words be inserted here as applied to 
the marshals, and then we can go back and put them in there. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “paid,” in line 19, page 120, 
it is proposed to insert: 

In lien of the salaries, fees, per centums, and other compensation now al- 
lowed by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. TELLER. Now turn back to page 116. 

The Secretary. After the word “paid,” in line 14, page 116, 
it is proposed to insert: 

In lieu of the salaries, f. cen and other com tion now al- 
lowed by law. Sep 7 — 

The amendment was agreed to. l 

The next amendment of the Committee on ee ee Was, 
on 120, section 8, line 21, before the word thousand,“ to 
mike cat „four“ and insert five“; in line 22, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out three and insert “four”; in line 23, 
before the word thousand,“ to strike out four“ and insert 
** five”; so as to read: 

That the United States marshal for each judicial district of the United 
States shall be 


dle distri: 
the State of Alaba: 
eastern district of Ar 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 121, line 2, before the word 
“dollars,” to insert five hun „ so as to read: 

For the northern district of California, $4,500. 

Mr. TELLER. On page 121, line 2, I move to strike out 
“three” and insert “four”; so as to read: 

For the northern district of California, $4,000. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 121, in line 3, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out 
“four” and insert five“; in line 5, before the word thousand,“ 
to strike out two“ and insert three“; in line 6, before the word 
“dollars,” to insert five hundred”; in line 7, before the word 
„dollars,“ to insert five hundred”; so as to read: 
For the southern district of California, $3,000; for the district of Colorado, 
d 28280 for the district of Connecticut, $3,000; for the district of Delaware, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 121, line 7, before “dollars,” 
to insert five hundred”; so as to read: 

For the District of Columbia, $5,500. 

Mr. HOAR. There is a letter from the Attorney-General which 
I should like to have read on the subject of the marshal of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read. I will accept the amendment 
increasing the amount to $6,000. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I will let the letter go into the RECORD with- 


out reading. 
Mr. TELLER. I know the Attorney-General thinks it ought 
to be six thousand. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to increase the amount to $6,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the letter be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOAR. The substance of the letter simply is that the serv- 
ice of civil process and fees from that source are larger here than 
aid oe place in the United States, and, of course, all that is 


a 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the let- 
ter will be printed in the RECORD. 
The letter referred to is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., March 23, 1896. 
Dran SIR: My attention bas been called to the legislative bill = R. 6248) 
e Sonate by the Committee A notice on 


‘or the District 
500. In my opinion the United States mar- 
ould ve the maxim 


the salary of the United 
toper in this connection 
Columbia exceed the 
seme one 8185. 

e ear 
SRO in- 


@ 
in that district has been fixed at $6,000, the salary 
of the United States m: for the District of Columbia should, I think, be 
r JUDSON HARMON: 
i) * s 
5 8 Attorney-General. 


nestly recommend that that amount be fixed as 
States marshal for the District of Columbia. It is 
to state that the earnings in civil cases in the District 
amount allowed the marshal for his pone This is 
district, namely, the southern district of New York for 
asap from House Document No. 167, under heading, “ 
dividuals.” As the dis 


Hon. GEORGE F. HOAR, 

Chairman Judiciary Committee, United States Senate. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 121, line 7, after the word dollars,“ to strike out “for 
the northern and southern districts of Florida, each $3,000” and 
insert for the northern district of Florida, $3,500; for the south- 
ern district of Florida, $4,000”; so as to read: 

For the northern district of Florida, $3,500; for the southern district of 
Florida, $4,000. 

Mr. TELLER. Imoye to amend the amendment, in line 9, page 
pon Be striking out 83,500“ and inserting 84, 000“; so as to 
read: 


For the northern district of Florida, $4,000 


Mr. PASCO. In asking the committee to make this amendment 
I have done it not as a matter of favor but as a matter of justice, 
and I should have said nothing but for the remarks which were 
made by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] and 
others after I had offered a similar amendment in the Senate with 
reference to the salaries of the district attorneys in my State. 

The receipts of the marshal for the northern district of Florida, 
according to the report which has been furnished us here from 
the Attorney-General’s Office, show that the marshal for the north- 
ern district of Florida is receiving under the present arrangement 
$4,775.27 as his net emoluments for the year, and when he receiv 
under this new order of things, $4,000 his emoluments are cul 
down to that extent over $775. 

The amount to be received by the marshal for the Southern dis- 
trict has been raised, and very properly so. I understand it was 
originally put at the smaller sum because it had been overlooked 
that the receipts as shown by this table from the Attorney-Gener- 
al’s Office were for only six months, and amounted for that time 
to 82,796.64. Under the new arrangement both of these officers 
and both of the district attorneys really get less than under the 
old. As I understand the whole scheme, the result of it will be 
not to increase salaries, but to reduce them. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] just now in a 
speech of some length called attention to the salaries that are 
being received by the leading principal law officers of the differ- 
ent States, and he made a comparison with the salaries that are 
being received by them and by these United States officers. But 
those officers as a general rule have very much less work to do 
than the United States district attorneys. I asked him with 
reference to the salary that he was getting as a law officer in the 
State of Mississippi, where he resides. He is a very able lawyer 
and has filled some of the highest positions in that State, and I 
asked him what his salary or compensation was in the tion 
that he filled as reporter of the supreme court. I think if he had 
answered civilly the question that I asked him it would have been 
demonstrated that the State of Mississippi had treated him in that 
office in no parsimonious spirit, and the comparison of that com- 
pensation with the salaries under discussion would have been 
pertinent and perhaps valuable. 

Mr. President, I wish to say further that I have not been in favor 
of substituting the salary system for the fee system when applied 
only to these two classes of officers—the district attorneys a the 
United States marshals. I have thought that if this is to bea 
reform and to be carried out it should go further; that it should 
include the clerks and the deputy marshals and the United States 
commissioners, and we would then have come nearer to reaching 
the root of the evil that has been complained of in all the remarks 
that have been made in connection with the subject. In my judg- 
ment we should have come nearer reaching the root of the evil if 
we had put the commissioners and the deputy marshals under the 
fee system instead of beginning with the district attorneys and the 
United States marshals. I had hoped when the Judiciary Com- 
mittee attempted to amend the scheme that was brought in from 
the other House that they would make it cover these officers also. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 121, line 13, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
„two thousand five hundred” and insert three thousand”; so 
as to read: 

For the northern district of Georgia, $5,000; for the southern district of 
Georgia, $3,000. di 


Mr. BACON. I move to amend the amendment of the commit- 
tee by striking out ‘‘$3,000 ” and inserting ‘“‘ $5,000,” so as to make 
the compensation $5,000. 
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Marcu 25, 


5 ere TELLER. That is the arrangement agreed upon by the 
u 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out ‘‘three” where it first ap in line 3, page 
121, and inserting ‘‘ five”; so as to read $5, 

The 3 to the amendment was N to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 121, line 14, before the word“ thousand,“ to strike out 
“two” and insert „three“; ”; in line 15, before thefword „dollars,“ 
to insert ‘‘ five hundred”; in line 17, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out four thousand five hundred” and insert “five thou- 
sand”; in the same line, before the word “thousand,” to strike 
out four“ and insert five“; in line 19, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,” to strike out ‘‘four” and insert “five”; ; so as to read: 


For the district of Idaho, $3,500; for the northern district of Illinois, pn: 
for the southern district of Illinois, 000; for the district of Indiana, 
for the northern and southern districts of Towa, each $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 121, in line 20, before the 
word “ thousand,” to strike out four“ and insert “five”; *; 50 as 
to read: 


For the district of Kansas, $5,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. The modified amendments are from the Judi- 
ciary Committee, I understand. 

Mr. TELLER. They are all suggestions from the Judiciary 
Committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 121, line 21, before the word “dollars” to insert ‘‘five 
hundred”; so as to read: 

For the district of Kentucky, $5,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 121, line 22, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out two thousand five hundred” and insert 
„three thousand“; so as to read: 

For the eastern district of Louisiana, $3,000. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
ot three thousand” and inserting four thousand”; so as to 
read: 

For the eastern district of Louisiana, $4,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed Si 
The next amendment of the Committee on A 
in line 23, before the word “thousand,” to stri 

insert three”; so as to read: 
For the western district of Louisiana, $3,000. ` 


Mr. TELLER. Before the word thousand” I move to strike 

out three“ and insert four“; so as to read: 
For the western district of Louisiana, $4,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 122, line 1, before the word “ dollars,” to insert five hun- 
dred”; so as to read: 

For the district of Maryland, $3,500. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to strike out the word “ three“ and in- 

sert ‘*four” before thousand”; so as to read: 
For the district of Maryland, $4,500. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
n page 122, line 3, before the word ‘‘ dollars,“ to insert five hun- 
dred å 
“four” and insert “ five”: ”; in line 4, before the word ““ thousand,” 
to strike out ‘‘ three” and insert “four in line 6, before the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out four thousand” and insert five thou- 
sand five hundr * so as to read: 

assachuset for the eastern district of Michi. 
ga, Ss for ti et of Massac Aletriet l Biden, $4,000; for the district of 
nneso 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 122, line 6, after the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out for the northern and southern districts 
of Mississippi, each $3,000” and insert“ for the southern district 
of Mississippi, $4,000; for the southern district of Mississippi, 
85,000“; so as to read: 

For ihe northern district of Mississippi, $4,000; for the southern district of 
Mississippi, $5,000. 


propriations was, 
e out two“ and 


Mr. TELLER. In line 8, I move to strike out “four thousand” 
aa insert “five thousand h, ; so as to read five thousand dollars 


each 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on ‘Appropriations was, 
on page 122, line 10, before the word “dollars,” to insert “five 

hundred”; so as to read: 

For the 8 district of Missouri, $4,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next item, as follows: 

For the western district of Missouri, $4,000. 

Mr. VEST. I move to insert after four thousand the words 
„five hundred.” The two Missouri districts ought to be at the 
same amount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment moved by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 11, Page 122, after the word thou; 
sand,” insert five hundred”; so as to read: 

For the western district of Missouri, $4,500. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 122, line 12, before the word dollars,” to strike out ‘‘three 
thousand five hundred” and insert “five thousand ”; * in line 14, 
before the word dollars,“ to strike out three thousand five 
hundred” and insert “five thousand *; in the same line, before 
the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘two” and insert three“; 
in line 15, before the word thousand,“ to strike out “two” and 
insert ‘‘three”; in line 17, before the word dollars,“ to strike 
out two thousand five hundred” and insert three thousand”; 
in line 18, before the word thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘four” and 
insert five“; in line 20, before the word thousand,“ to strike 
out three“ and insert five“; in line 21, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out five and insert ‘‘six”; in line 24, 
before the word dollars,“ to strike out four thousand five 
hundred and insert five thousand”; in line 25, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ three thousand five hundred” and insert 
“five thousand”; in the same line, after the word ‘ dollars,” to 
strike out for the northern and southern districts of Ohio, each 
$4,000,” and insert for the northern district of Ohio, $4,500; for 
the southern district of Ohio, $5,000”; on page 123, line 5, before 
the word thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘ four” and insert five”; in 
line 6, before the word “thousand,” to strike out four“ and 
insert “five”; in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
three thousand five hundred ” and insert five thousand”; so as 
to read: 

For the district of Montana, $5,000; for the district of Nebraska, $5,000; for 
the district of Nevada, $3,000; for the district of New Ham 000; for 
the district of New Jersey. $3,000; for the 5 of nee exico, 5,000; for 
the northern district of New York, $5,000; for the eastern dist: district of New 
York, $5,000; for the southern district of ew York, $6,000; for the eastern 


district of North Carolin: ,000; for the western district of North Caro! 
$5,000; for the district of orth’ Dakota, $5,000; for te northern district 


Ohio, $4,500; for the southern district of O 0, $5, 000; for the district of Okla- 
homa, $5,500; for the district of Oregon 000; for the eastern district of 
Pennsy vania, $5,000; for the western district of Pennsylvania, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 123, line 9, before the word 
„dollars,“ to insert five hundred”; so as to read: J 

For the district of Rhode Island, $2,500. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to strike out the word two,“ in line 9, 
before ‘‘ thousand,” and insert ‘‘ three”; so as to read 83, 500.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appro poAon was, 
in line 9, after the word ‘‘eastern,” to insert ‘‘and western dis- 
tricts of the,” and in line 10, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “four thousand five hundred” and insert five thousand”; so 
as to read: 

For the eastern and western districts of the district of South Carolina, 


in the same line, before the word thousand, to strike out | $5,000. 


Mr. TELLER. I understand the Senator from South Carolina 
. TILLMAN] desires to offer an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have an amendment that I desire to offer. 

Mr. TELLER, It is similar to the other amendment offered by 
the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. After the word“ dollars,“ in line 9, on page 
123, I move to strike out all down to and including the word *dol- 
lars, in line 11, and insert: 

For the eastern district of South Carolina, $5,000, $3,000 of which shall be 
at the performance of the duties of marshal of the western district of that 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
J 1 Committee to accept the amendment to the amendment? 

We accept the amendment to the amendment. 

The amis to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appro e was, 
on page 123, line 12, before the word “dollars,” to strike out three 

thousand five hundred” and insert “five thousand”; in line 14, 
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before the word “thousand,” to strike out four“ and insert 
“five”; in line 15, before the word thousand,“ to strike out 
„three“ and insert four“; so as to read: 
For the district of South Dakota, $5,000; for the eastern, middle, and western 
districts of Tennessee, each $5,000; for the northern district of Texas, $4,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 123, line 16, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “five” and insert four“; so as to read: 
For the eastern district of Texas, $4,000. 


Mr. TELLER. That should be left $5,000. I ask the Senate to 
disagree to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 123, line 17, before the word“ dollars,” to strike out 
“three thousand five hundred” and insert five thousand”; in 
line 18, before the word thousand,“ to strike out“ three” and 
insert four“; in line 19, before the word “thousand,” to strike 
out “two” and insert four“; in line 20, before the word“ dol- 
lars,” to strike out „three thousand five hundred” and insert 
“four thousand”; in line 21, before the word “ thousand,” to 
strike out “four” and insert “five”; in line 22, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out “four” and insert “five”; in line 23, 
before the word thousand,“ to strike out four“ and insert 
“five”; in line 24, before the word thousand,“ to strike out 
four“ and insert five“; so as to read: 

For the western district of Texas, $5,000: for the district of Utah, $4,000; for 
the district of Vermont, $4,000; for the eastern district of Virginia, $4,000; for 


the western district of V Einia. $5,000; for the district of sb wri ih cane a 
Zoe 5 district of West Virginia, $5,000; for the eastern district of Wisconsin, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. In line 25, on page 123, the word“ four” should 
be stricken out and “fiye” inserted; and on page 124, line 1, the 
words fixe hundred” should be stricken out after thousand,“ 
so as to read $5,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment after 
the words“ western district of Wisconsin,” in line 25, by striking 
out 84.500,“ the amendment reported by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and inserting ‘* $5,000.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2, on page 124, 
before the word thousand,“ to strike out three“ and insert 
“fiye”; so as to read: 

For the district of Wyoming, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 124, line 15, after the word 
“actual,” to insert “expenses for lodging and,” and in line 16, 
after the word day,“ to insert “and the necessary actual ex- 
penses in transporting prisoners, including necessary guard hire”; 
so as to make the clause read: 

SEC. 9. That when in the opinion of the Attorney-General the public inter- 
est requires it, he may, on the recommendation of the marshal, which recom- 
mendation shall state the facts as distin ed from conclusions, showing 


necessity for the same, allow the marshals to employ necessary office depu- 


ties and clerical assistance, upon salaries to be fixed by the Attorney-General, 


from time to time, and pe as hereinafter provided. When any of such office 
deputies is engaged in the service or attempted service of any writ, process, 
or su or when necessarily absent from the place of his as, Saal employ- 
ment, on official busin he shall be allowed his actual traveling expenses 
only, and his necessary and actual expenses for 88 subsistence, not to 
exceed $2 per day, and the necessary actual expenses in transporting prison- 
ers, including necessary hire; and he shall make and render accounts 
thereof as hereinafter provided. 


Mr. ALLEN, Before the amendment is agreed to, I should like 
to ask the Senator from Colorado if there is any similar statute—— 

Mr. HOAR, Before the Senator puts his ques Hon; may I make 
a mere amendment in the form of a few words? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to insert in line 12 of the pending section, 
after the word “subpoena,” the words “or other order of the 
court.” I am not sure that all orders of a court are covered by 
the words ‘‘ writ, process, or subpoena.” I move also to strike out 
the word ‘‘or,” at the end of line 11. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts, which will be 
sta 


The SECRETARY. In section [11] 9, on page 124, line 11, after the 
word“ process,” it is proposed to strike out or”; and in line 12, 
after the word ‘‘ subpoena,” to insert or other order of the court”; 
so as to read: 


When any of such office deputies is engaged in the service or attempted 
service of any writ, process, subpoena, or other order of the court, or when 
necessarily absent from the place of his regular employment, on official busi- 
ness, he shall be allowed his actual traveling expenses only, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. ALLEN, I now desire to ask the Senator from Colorado 
who has this subject in charge if there is any similar power exist- 
ing or conferred by present law upon the Attorney-General as that 
which he eh pe to confer upon him by section 9 of this bill? 


Mr. TE . Ido not hear the Senator. 
question? 

Mr. ALLEN. This section provides— 

That when in the opinion of the Attorney-General the public interest re- 

uires it, he may, on the recommendation of the marshal, which recommen- 
dation shall state the facts as 5 from conclusions, showing neces- 
sity for the same, allow the ma to employ necessary office depaties and 
clerical assistance, upon salaries to be fixed by the Attorney General, from 
time to time, and paid as hereinafter provided. 

Have we any statute now in existence as broad as that? 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not think we have, and this is to cut off 
the marshal who has been doing that and lodge that power with 
the Attorney-General, for it has to be lodged somewhere. There 
must be somebody who has the power to appoint a number of 
deputies, if there should be occasion, and it was thought best to 
put the power in the hands of the Attorney-General. I do not 
think he exercises any power of that kind now. Ido not think 
he supervises the marshals, 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know how to amend the section except 
by 3 strike it out, which I shall do. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the provision as it came from the House 
of Representatives. We did not wrestle with it in any shape. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to strike out all of section 9, on page 124, 
down to and including the word provided,” in line 10. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
words proposed to be stricken out by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all of section 111 
9, on page 124, down to and including the word “ provided,” in 
line 10, as follows: 

SEC. [11] 9. That when in the opinion of the Attorney-General the public 
interes! uires it, he may, on the recommendation of the marshal, which 
recommendation shall state the factsas distinguished from conclusions, show- 
ing necessity for the same, allow the marshals to employ necessary office 
deputies and clerical assistance, upon salaries to be fixed by the Attorney- 
General, from time to time, and paid as hereinafter provided 

Mr. ALLEN, There are two dangerous features about the pro- 
vision which has just been read. In the first place, it confers upon 
the Attorney-General the power to increase the number of deputy 
United States marshals upon an ex parte showing made to him by 
the marshals themselves. It = without saying, that if this part 
of section 9 becomes the law there will not be a judicial district in 
the United States where there will not be a showing for a deputy 
with a large salary attached. It occurs to me that the thing to be 
done is not to transfer the legislative function from Congress, 
where it belongs, to the Attorney-General and the marshal, but 
for the Committee on the Judiciary, if they are taking part in this 
matter, and especially the Committee on Appropriations, to fix 
these salaries exactly as they fix the salaries of judges and United 
States district attorneys and marshals. 

Mr. VEST. Is it not the law now that the Attorney-General 
allows the marshal, upon his request, the number of deputies that 


he employs? 
Mr. . I was asking the Senator from Colorado that 
question. 


Mr. VEST. Iso understand. 

Mr. TELLER. My recollection is that the marshal does it on 
his own motion. 

Mr. VEST. No; as I recollect, the law applies now to the 
Attorney-General. 

Mr. TELLER. That may be. 

Mr. VEST. And the Attorney-General permits the marshal to 
employ the number of deputies he shows to be necessary for the 
public service in his district. 

. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Nebraska will permit 
me, I had called to my attention the other day an instance in the 
District of Columbia where the appropriation had been exhausted 
out of which this allowance has heretofore been made with the 
approval of the Attorney-General. He required last year that the 

owance for this id Ps should be taken out of the allowance 
for the marshal himself; in other words, it was deducted in that 
particular case, for wantof an appropriation, from the salary of the 
marshal, which was then $6,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, whether or not this power by ex- 
isting law resides in the marshal himself is nothing to the argu- 
ment I make. It is a dangerous power to place in the hands of the 
marshal or of the Attorney-General. We are simply abdicating 
our powers as legislators here and we are turning over the power 
to legislate to the Attorney-General. 

The truth is, that much of the legislation of this country has 
been by act of Congress conferred upon the heads of Departments 
and the heads of bureaus. It is a very common thing for them to 
create offices, to abolish them, to attach salaries to them, and take 
the salaries away at their pleasure. This provision will do 
nothing but increase the horde of officeholders in this country, 


Will he repeat his 
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and by that means increase the a riations of Con from 
z — — 85 


to year, and eat out the su of the people. 

I want to call attention for a moment, and only for a moment, 
for I have no desire to delay the Senate, to the report of the 
ay seme for the year 1895, page 4. The Attorney-Gen- 

Says: 
II DADA EE 


Fiscal — Total mses. 
Ir $3, 864, 898. 15 
Tv ̃ —k-!T—: — ̃ ̃—— — 4, 031, 189. 09 
1890 ... 4,761, 204. 60 
1801 — 4,992,195. G4 
182 5,049, 778. 96 
SS SS SS eee ee 5, 623, 223, 21 
1894— 

Incurred and 8 $4,551, 373. 01 
Incurred in and paid in 18066 613, 
6. 105, 100. 50 
18%5— 
Incurred and paid in 1888. *5, 412, 718. 91 


+ Amounts yet to be paid to be added, as appropriations are available for 
two years after the year for which they are made. 

It is quite evident that the time has come in the history of this 
country when we must call a halt upon the judicial branch of 
this Government, and, in fact, upon every other branch, for that 
matter. The persons employed in the service of the Government 
in different departments seem absolutely crazy and mad to get 
their hands into the public Treasury clear up to their shoulders; 
and when they are getting respectable and decent salaries, in 
many instances yery much above their merits, bee Sa constantly 
clamoring for more, until the expenditures of the Government 
have run from about $50,000,000 during the Administration of Mr. 
Buchanan, when we had about thirty-one or thirty-two million 
people, possibly a little more, to $500,000,000, practically, in 1896, 
when we have a population of seventy million and some six hun- 
dred and odd thousand, I think, as it is now estimated. The popu- 
lation has increased a little over 100 per cent, and we have increased 
the expenditures of our Government about 450 per cent, almost 
500 per cent. 

ow has this come about? What has caused this increase in 
the ditures of the Government? Itis this mad disposition 
upon the part of every man who gets into public position to take 
every dollar by hook or by crook, and principally by crook, that 
he can get out of the Government. Here is given power to the 
Attorney-General to create more offices, offices without limita- 
tion, and fix the salaries of those offices at just such sum as he 
may see fit. Let it be admitted that the Attorney-General will 
always be a man competent to disc his duties; let it be ad- 
mitted, if you will, that he will at all times be a patriotic citizen 
and discharge his duties as faithfully and as well as he can; yet 
we know by experience and by observation that the pressure which 
will be brought to bear upon such a man to make itions for 
his political friends, with fat salaries attached to them, will be 
with such force that he can not resist it. Is it wise, is it the 
roper thing to do? Is it statesmanlike for us to transfer the leg- 
Halle power which the Constitution vests in us to the Attorney- 
General or to the head of any other Department, without any 
limit or check upon him in the creation of offices and the fixing 
of salaries? 

I presume that this section will go through. I have no hope of 
inducing the Committee on Appropriations to apply economy in 
this respect. If it were some little measure, or if some individual 
Senator was asking for the payment of some little debt due a citi- 
zen, the chairman of the committee in charge of this bill would 
be on his feet in a moment and make a point of order under Rule 
XVI, which is made to do duty here on almost all convenient and 
inconvenient occasions. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certain! 


x ; y. 
Mr. GRAY. I have not examined the bill so carefully as has 
the Senator from Nebraska, but I should like to ask him whether 
there is any other provision in the bill for the . etre of 
— 7 by the marshals of the various districts of the United 
tes? 


Mr. ALLEN. I know of nothing else, though there may be. 

Mr. GRAY. I merely want to ask if there is no provision other 
than this for the necessary and proper appointment of deputies so 
that the office may be properly and efficiently a 
whether this is the proper form to make it, is another question; 
but I want to know if there is any other provision for the appoint- 
ment of deputies. 

Mr. ALLEN, I know of none, though theremay be. The Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] can tell. 

Mr. GRAY. Then, if this provision be stricken out, would not 
the office of marshal be in some ts paralyzed when the pub- 
lic service requires that it should be efficient? 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at all. I presume the present system of 
e oe would be in operation if these provisions do not take 

ec 


Mr. HOAR. I wish to say, if the Senator will allow me, I un- 
derstand if this motion prevails the whole scheme to abolish these 
fees and the whole scheme for the enforcing the laws of the United 
States will depend on the individual Sy sages of the marshal 
without any assistant or deputy. Does the Senator desire that? 
If not, ought he not to accompany his amendment with a propo- 
seon of a better plan, if the old scheme does not remain in opera- 

on 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know what the Senator from Massachu- 
setts understands, and I am not concerned in knowing what he 
un ds, nor am I concerned in offering a better plan. I 
think I could do it if I had five minutes to draft it. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator, of course, does not mean to say he is 
not concerned with the efficiency of the administration of the 
marshals’ oflices for which we are providing? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not in this sense, that it is not proper for 
the Senator from Delaware or the Senator from Massachusetts to 
transfer from the shoulders of the Judiciary Committee or the 
Committee on Appropriations the responsibility to some individual 
member to cure this provision. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware has sug- 

a point about which I do not know that I am correct, but 
it was touched upon a few minutes ago in a colloquy here. Sec- 
tion 780 of the Revised Statutes provides that 

Every marshal may appoint one or more deputies, who shall be removable 
from oifice by the judge of the district court or by the circuit court for the 
district, at the pleasure of either. 

I was under the impression that the Attorney-General made the 
appointment on the suggestion of the marshal, but I find that that 
is in the Indian Territory, and it was that which misled me. This 
is the general provision, I do not understand that the provision 
in the appropriation bill which is before us changes that law at 
all. This is a provision which gives to the Attorney-General the 
power to allow the marshals to employ nece: 
and clerical assistance.” That is very different 
tr GRAY, T d property 

3 To guard pro 8 

Mr. VEST. To rd property and serve writs. 

Mr. ALLEN. en, why not call them ‘‘ clerks,” as they are? 

Mr. VEST. That may be. This provision is only for the cler- 
ical force; and it does not interfere at all with the general statute, 
as I understand, which gives to the marshal the ae to appoint 
one or more deputies to assist him in the discharge of his functions. 

Mr. HOAR. That is covered in the next section of the bill, 
redrafted and reenacted. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

That at any time when, in the opinion of the marshal of any district, the 


public interest will thereby be promoted, he may appoint one or more deputy 
marshals— 


That is the law as it is now— 
for such district, who shall be known as field deputies. 


And section 9 applies to the clerical force, 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, Mr. President; but the Senator does not 
answer the proposition that it increases the number of officers. 
Now, look how artfully this provision is worded. Speaking of 
the Attorney-General, the language is this: 


That when in the opinion of the Attorney-General the public interest 
requires it— 


Of course the “public interest” always requires it when he has 
men thundering at his doors for political appointments— 
he may, on the recommendation of the marshal— 


The marshal is situated about as the Attorney-General is. He 
wants to increase the number of offices to accommodate his 
friends— 
which recommendation shall state the facts, as distinguished from conclu- 

showing necessity for the same, all marshals to emplo: 
oan deputies and clerical assistance — oe A 

Which is simply employing one or more clerks in his office. 
Call them m: them deputies, or callthem what you see 
fit, they are simply clerks— 
upon salaries to be fixed by the Attorney-General, from time to time, and 
paid as hereinafter provided. 

He is not confined to the 5 of one clerk, nor is he 
confined to the appointment of two clerks. He may, under this 

e, if he can induce the Attorney-General to do so, increase 
the number of officeholders, clerks, or clerical deputies, or what 
ever you call them, to any number without limit. 

Is it a wise thing for Congress to turn this power over to the 
Attorney-General and to the marshals of the various districts? 
Why did not the Judiciary Committee take hold of this matter? 
Why did not the Judiciary Committee inquire into the existin 
condition of affairs in these different judicial districts? Why di 
they not inform themselves as to the necessity of these officers 
in the different judicial districts of this country, and then create 
the offices by name that were necessary to be created, and fix the 


office deputies 
‘om employing 
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salaries and compensation as they ought to be? No; the J udiciary 
Committee escape; they run away from this duty; they turn over 
to the Attorney-General a limitless power, and to the marshals a 
limitless power, and the Attorney-General may fix the oopan 
tion at $5 or 85,000 a year so far as this provision of the is 
concerned. There is not the slightest limitation upon it except 
his mere caprice, his mere conscience. 


The Senator from Pree ie GRAY] wants to know and the | salari 


Senator from Massachusetts . Hoar] wants to know what I 
would substitute for it, what I would putin place of it. Ican 
tell these Senators very quickly what I would put in place of it. 
I would meet, if necessary, with the Judici Committee of the 
House of Representatives, with all the facts before me; I would 
canvass every district of the United States; I would determine 
from the facts which were presented whether there was a neces- 
sity for an increase of clerical force in the marshals’ offices, and 
if there was, I would determine the character of that force, the 
number of persons that were needed, and I would fix their sala- 
Ties exactly as the Constitution requires us to fix the salaries, in 
the form of legislation. Here is a vast army of officers in embryo 
to be created under this bill to increase the appropriations of 
Congress at another session or at another Congress. Mes 

Although it is somewhat disjointed from the connection in 
which I read a moment ago, I desire to read this extract from the 
report of the Attorney-General for 1895: 

The number of places of holding Federal courts has increased from 186 in 
1885 to 227 in 1895. 

But there is no a between the increase of the places 
of holding court and the increase of the expenses of holding these 
various terms of court. 2 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me,the Judiciary Com- 
mittee has been at work on this subject with a great deal of zeal 
for six years, and it submitted a report when the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEST] was a member of that committee. He gave 
very great and thorough attention to the general scheme, and 
5 I think, with the judges and other court officials in 
every district in the country. They all had an opportunity to 
be heard, and many of them were heard at great length. He re- 
ported two bills, one for the marshals and one for the district 
attorneys. 

The 3 after considerable discussion, could not agree on the 
5 eee, and the 1 ae oe iri 
re in ongress not myself see how the judi- 
cial department could get along without the system of fees in 
regard to marshals, for reasons which I shall not detain the Senate 
by explaining. But I finally became a convert, hearing of the 
com aint from all of the country, not merely from the 
South and the newly settled States, but from my own neighbor- 
hood as well, to the belief that, on the whole, we should attempt 
to have this matter of fees stopped, which are taken out of 
poor very largely. 

At the present session of Congress I went to work upon the 
subject in person. A subcommittee was appointed, consisting of 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PucH] and the Senator from 
Minnesota . Davis], himself an experienced official of the 
United States, formerly district attorney, and we Ss etry very 
carefully two bills, going over this whole matter. e got them 
ready, and they are now in the Senate reported as te bills. 
But about the time we were ready to report them, we found the 
House of Representatives had put this scheme into an approp: 
tion bill, and therefore we turned over the result of our labors, 
whatever it was, to the Committee on Appropriations. After 
considering it that committee have repo what is found here. 
You have got to have extraordinary and occasional services for 
extraordinary crimes requiring to be detected and = and 
there are extraordi civil commotions; there are offenses against 
the internal and the external revenue laws, which require to be 
followed np. You can not get along with a man who is paid a 
salary and be sure of faithful and efficient and vigorous execution 
of the law. A man whois to get his $2,000 a year will very much 
prefer to sit upon his own veranda on a summer’s night than to 
goin pursuit of a moonshiner where a bullet may strike him from 
a thicket. A man in New England would very much prefer to sit 
by his own fireside of a winter's night than to go somewhere on 
that ice-bound coast and pursue a smuggler. 

Therefore it became necessary to combine to some limited and 
careful extent the fee system with the salary system in regard to 
deputy marshals. The deputy marshals are put on a salary and 
all temptation to increase their business is removed. The district 
attorney is put on a salary and all temptation to him to make busi- 
ness for the sake of making money is removed. Having accom- 
plished so much, the bill provides thatin d to commissioners 
and clerks there shall be a scheme submitted to the Senate next 
winter. These two, we thought, were as much as could be at- 


tended to at this time. 
The scheme in regard to deputy marshals is substantially the 


same scheme that came from the House, The marshal must haye 


somebody in his office. That person is made a deputy rather than 
a clerk, because if a marshal is out you want a man who can serve 


a writ himself, who has the marshal’s power. If you send him to 
attend in court you want a man who has the duty of an officer to 
arrest a disorderly person in court. Therefore, he is styled an of- 
fice deputy and put with the clerical assistance. They can not be 
paid by fees in any way, and therefore somebody must fix their 


es. 
Then, for the ordi outdoor service, to go over a State which 
extends several hundred miles you want men in different parts of 
the State for United States processes, to serve civil processes. 
The bill provides that there be field deputies appointed by 
the . but those field deputies shall in no case get more 
than $2,400 a year each—at that rate for any part of a year- and 
shall in no case get more than three-fo of what they earn. 
So of what they get from civil or from criminal cases, a quarter 
of what they earn at least will go into the United States Treasury. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts if this bill does not increase, or authorize an increase of, the 
marshal's force? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; the power of appointing 5 
under the Revised Statutes is absolutely unlimited. not that 


e case? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will read the section which provides for 
the clerks and deputy marshals and how they may be paid. Itis 
in excess of the amount received by marshals over $6,000 expressly 
provided in section 841. 

Mr. HOAR. Exactly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Section 841 provides that— 

No marshal shall be allowed by the Attorney-General, except as provided 
in the next section, to retain of the feesand emoluments which he is required 
to include in his semiannual return, as aforesaid, for his personal compensa- 
tion, over and above the necessary of his office, including necessary 
clerk hire, to be audited and allowed by the proper accounting oflicers of the 
Treasury 3 and a proper allowance to his deputies, any sum 
exceeding $6,000 a year. 

Mr. HOAR. Exactly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. So that all these office expenses areincluded 
under the t law as an allowance over and above the $6,000, 
to be taken out of the emoluments that are returned. 

Mr. ALLEN. That does not answer the question at all. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it does. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to finish the statement first, and then I 
will answer any question I can. 

The Senator from Nebraska said a little while ago, in speaking 
of the district attorneys, that this bill increases the public ex- 

yenditures, He took a few cases where the returns are large, 

ke in your State, I think . PERKINS in the chair], where the 
district attorney has argued within the year, among other thin 
the great case of the claim against the d Stanford ee 
The idea of eee sho proper compensation to a person who 
has such duties by looking to see how much taxable costs of trayel 
and attendance go out of the little petty cases in the office has no 
connection with it whatever. 

But, to come back to what I was saying, the bill very largely 
diminishes the expense to the United States, because in a great 
many of these districts, as is shown by the bill which was 
are here for the use of the committee, where the district a 
ney is to have a salary of $5,000, the fees run up to $18,000 or 
$15,000 or some other large sum, and the salary might in all those 
cases go up to $6,000. So we are making a great diminution of 
the cost to the United States. 

The Senator from Nebraska spent a good deal of time in his 
last speech in criticising the proposition that the salaries for the 
offices of deputies and clerks are left to the Attorney-General to 
fix. Hesays that the Judiciary Committee ought to fix them, 
and he said in his other speech, where the Judiciary Committee 
or the Appropriations Committee had fixed them, that the Senate 
ought not to take them, as we were doing, atthe recommendation of 
the committee, but ought to consider them itself, and that every 
Senator is responsible. 

Now, then, here are 77 districts in the United States. 
are constantly changing in their demands and their wants an 
their needs. Some of them are growing, in some few of them the 
business is growing less, and the Senator from Nebraska thinks 
that in addition to the other public business, involving all the 
great questions of war and peace and foreign commerce and post- 
offices and internal commerce and jurisprudence, which the Sen- 
ate of the United States has to do, in the first place the Judiciary 
Committee, consisting of 13 Senators, should inquire in eyery one 
of the 77 districts what is a fit and proper sum for clerk hire in 
the marshals’ offices; that it should then bring that into the Sen- 
ate, should discuss it in the presence of 90 Senators, and each one 
ofthem should make up his individual opinion about it and 
debate it; and that has got to be done every year, because this 
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matter is so constantly changing that the judgment for one yd 
might not apiy tor the next, and when we have done that, then 


he thinks ouse of Representatives should go through the 
same thing. Of course, the 370 members, or whatever is the num- 
ber, of the House of Representatives are on oath and have their 
own conscience and ju ent, and he thinks it is not only un- 
republican, but unconstitutional, that we should decline to go into 
that question. I venture to say that to do that meie thing with- 
out trusting somebody other than the individual Senator would 
take six months of the twelve months at least for the two Houses 
of Sate BCI Now, this world is not run in that way. 

Mr. LEN. It ought to be, I think. 

Mr. HOAR. TheAmerican Government is not runin that way, 
and never will be, and never ought to be. If we were to under- 
take to do what the Senator from Nebraska suggests, we should 
be deservedly the laughing stock of the American people and of 
mankind. we can not take the head of the legal profession of 
the United States and trust him with the question o saying how 
many office deputies are needed in the 77 distri icts of the United 
States, how much they ought to be paid, I think republican gov- 
ernment better shut up shop, and we had better apply either to 
the Emperor of Russia or to the head of some Populist club and 
take him for a despot. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the only really sensible thing that 
has been said by the Senator from Massachusetts was his last re- 
mark, that it would be wise to apply to some Populist club for 
information as to the course that should be pursued in running 
this Government. Ifully agree with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that the most sensible thing that could be done at this time 
would be either to have this portion of the bill recommitted and 
sent back to the Judiciary Committee and have them discharge 
their duty with reference to it or torefer it to some Populist club 
who have the ability and the disposition to properly consider and 
properly reportit. TheSenator from Massachusetts does nottread 
upon my toes at all by his cynical reference to the Populist party 
or to a Populist club, If the Populist party had shown the utter 
lack of common sense in the administration of the affairs of the 
Government that has been shown by the Republican party, it 
would be justly subject to criticism and justly subject to the uni- 
versal contempt of the people. 

The Senator from Massachusetts gravely informs the Senate 
(and I suppose he intended to inform me more particularly as one 
of the ignorant Senators here) that this country had never been 
run upon the order that I have suggested; that, in other words, 
Congress has always been in the habit of turning over these mat- 
ters to the heads of Departments. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska if the 
Attorney-General is not as capable af fixing the compensation of 
deputy marshals, if they are needed, as he is to fix the compensa- 
tion of assistant district attorneys, which the Attorney-General 
has done for many years, and I have never heard of any abuse 
under it? 

Mr. ALLEN. That may all be true, but that is to no purpose 
whatever in the argument. I object seriously to turning over the 
legislative branch of this Government to any Department of the 
executive branch. The learned Senator from Massachusetts dis- 
covers something that is really amusing to him in the tion 
I took that it is unconstitutional to do so. I challenge the Senator 
from Massachusetts to point to a single word in the history of 


English jurisprudence and in the history of the United States 


y, where we have these republican forms of government, 
that authorizes one department to usurp and discharge the duties 
of another. 

I say to the Senator from Massachusetts, although he is my 
superior in ability and in years and in experience, that taking his 
own State and the 44 other States of this Union he can not find a 
solitary decision that authorizes the legislative department of the 
Government to turn over the power of legislation to the judicial 
or to the executive de ent. It is nota thing to be sneered at. 
It is not a thing to be laughed at. The Senator understands, if he 
understands these things, that there is not a court of last resort in 
the United States which has not held at least once, and in some 
instances repeatedly, that the power to legislate which is by the 
Constitution committed to the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment can not be abdicated or abandoned or turned over to 
another department. Yet this is something that savors of Popu- 
lism, so the Senator from Massachusetts would say, and therefore, 
per consequence, the subject of jest and sport. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says again that having some 
77 different judicial districts in the United States, it would be im- 
possible for Congress to inform itself upon the precise conditions 
of each district and therefore to formulate an pee legislation 
adapted to each district. Whyimpossible? Has the Senator from 
Massachusetts offered one reason why that would be impossible? 
Nothing, Mr. President, whatever has been offered by him except 
his mere ipse dixit. 

Mr. President, every State in this Union is represented in this 
Chamber by two Senators with the exception of one and that is 


not so big but that the one who is here can represent it properly. 
Every State in this Union is represented by members in the other 
branch of Congress. How difficult would it be for the Senators 
representing the different States and the members of the lower 
House representing the different districts in the different States to 
gather up the information necessary to enable the judiciary com- 
mittee of each House to form an enlightened N and an 
accurate opinion upon this subject so às to enable them to present 
the e It is not difficult at all. 

e tor from Massachusetts says we would be the just 
subject of ridicule upon the part of the civilized world if we 
should attempt it. r. President, I would rather be the subject 
of ridicule upon all that part of the civilized world that would 
heap upon us ridicule for discharging our constitutional and our 
sworn duties than to be the recipient of their smiles and their 
favors. I would rather invite their criticism, sir, than to invite 
the just condemnation of the honest peopleof this country through- 
out its length and breadth for an impotent if not a willful failure 
to 3 our sworn duties. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not suppose anyone will take issue with 
the Senator from Nebraska that the legislative department should 
not be invaded by the executive, but if the Senator means to say 
that when we allow the head of a Department to determine the 
amount of salary a clerk shall receive, he is very much mistaken 
in arg mas that is an invasion of the legislative department. 

Mr. ALLEN. I say, if the Senator from Colorado will permit 
me, that the authorizing of the executive department of the Goy- 
eames to increase the number of officers in this country is legis- 

ation. 

Mr. TELLER. For very many years, if the Senator will take 
the pains to look, he will find that the appropriations were made 
in a lump, so to speak, for the D ents. Long since I have 
been a member of this body it has been to a large extent true that 
the head of a Department would determine how many men he 
would employ and the salary he would pay to them. I admit it 
was not a good practice, but it grew. ’ 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me right at that 


point—— 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I know he states the facts exactly as they are. 
It is a fault that I find with that system of business and that I 
would change at this time. 

Mr.TELLER. Intheearly days the men who made the Repub- 
lic, Imay say, and the Constitution did not think that was sucha 
serious violation of the Constitution. For very many years that 
prao tice existed. They never thought of making an be ee 

or so many clerks of the first class, and so many of the second 
class, and so on. This does not enlarge in the slightest degree the 

ower of the marshal. It Popy puts a check upon the marshal 

y allowing the head of the Department, the Attorney-General, 
who has control of the marshals to a large extent, to check their 
excessive and sometimes extravagant appointment of deputy mar- 
shals. It does not change the law pass that there is now a check 
upon the marshal by the auditing officer. Now there will be 
another check upon him by the head of the Department. 

Mr. ALLEN. It permits an increase of officers by the head of 
the 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
in section [12] 10, 124, line 23, after the word “deputy ” to 
insert and shall hold office during the pleasure of the marshal, 
except as hereinafter provided”; so as to read: 

9 5 — fare 9 8 Mega opinon: * the 5 any ae the 

ic T W. ere romo % may a) int 0} 
8 tor such district.’ whe shalt be 5 eld 8 


hold office during the pleasure of the marshal, except as hereinafter pro- 
vided, and who shall each, as his compensation, receive three-fourths of the 


3 1 snore to —_ oa she LAB “ three- 
ourths of the gross,” in line 1, page 125, and insert, in line 6, 
u after the word “arrest,” the words “where no eta 
made,” 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not quite understand what the Senator’s 
idea is. I understand this three-fourths of the gross fees is a 
limit upon the total amount that he shall receive for the yearly 
compensation. There are two limits put onit. He shall not get 
more than three-fourths of the gross fees nor more than $2,400. 

Mr. CULLOM. In any event. 

Mr. TELLER. In a event. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 


re of the committee, in line 23. The amendment will be 
stated, 

The SECRETARY. After the word “deputies,” in line 23, page 
124, the committee report to insert: 

And shall hold office during the pleasure of the marshal, except as herein- 
after provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. The Auditor suggested the amendment I 
have moved and also another one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that 
the committee accept the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri? 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to have it stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I will let it pass, except after the word 
“ arrest,” in line 6, page 125, I move to insert where no arrest is 
made.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendment in 
line 1 will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ fees,” in line 1, page 125, the 
committee report to insert including mileage.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri in line 6 will 
be consid as agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. There is objection. I should like to make an in- 
quiry of the Senator from Missouri. I see what he wants to get 
at; but suppose a murderer comes into his office and surrenders 

imself; he arrests him; there is no fee at all except the mere fee 
for the service of the capias; but he has spent perhaps a month in 
endeavoring to arrest that man; he has spent his whole time in 
the last month to find that murderer. Thisis notin construction; 
it is ay what he pays out that he is allowed. At the same time I 
see he does not want to get constructive expenses and actual ex- 
penses, too. I think the Senator had better let that go by until 
we get into the Senate. 
. COCKRELL. Iwill passit by, because I am going to move 
to strike it all out. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well, I see there is something which ought 
to be accomplished which the Senator proposes to accomplish, but 
at the same time I think the phraseology of his amendment goes 
further than he means to go. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will withdraw both of the amendments, 
and then will move to strike out the whole section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 
The next amendment of the committee will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on p 125, line 9, after the word ‘‘ mileage,” to strike out the 
following proviso: 

5 ene ee may make edition Wera Re eee 
any case to make the aggregate annual compensation of any fleld deputy in 
excess of $2,500 nor more than three-fourths of the gross fees earned by such 
field deputy, and he shall hold his office during the pleasure of the marshal. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of section 


12] 10. 
[ Mr. COCKRELL. Now I move to strike out the section, unless 
the Senator from Colorado wants to move an amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to move an amendment. What does the 
Senator wish to strike out? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I propose to move to strike out the whole of 
section 10 and insert a substitute. 

Mr. TELLER. Have you the substitute ready? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave. 

Mr. TELLER. All right. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I propose the following: 

Sxc. 10. That in addition to the office deputies above provided for- 

That is, in section 9— - 
the United States marshal in each district may appoint such number of field 
deputies as the ju of said district, with the concurrence of the Attorney- 
General, shall consider necessary for transacting tho business of said district, 
and said deputies shall receive fe r compensation salaries at the rate of $1,000 
per annum, together with the actual and necessary expenses of traveling and 
subsistence while away from their places of residence on official business, the 
correctness of their vouchers therefor to be certified by the affidavits of the 
field marshal and approved by the marshal and the district attorney. 

That changes the deputy marshals from feed officers to a fixed 
salary and no fees. 

Mr. HOAR. That has been the subject of more anxious con- 
sideration in regard to the solving of this problem, both by the 
Attorney-General and in the Senate, than any other single clause 
in the bill., I suppose we shall not get the bill through the Sen- 
ate to-night. I wish the Senator would have the amendment 
printed and let it go over and offer it in the Senate to-morrow, so 
that we can look at it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to say that the amendment has been 
prepared by the Auditor of the State Department, who has given a 
great deal of attention to this matter, and he thinks that unless 
the fee system is stopped entirely it will not work the good we ex- 
pect, and that is also the opinion of experienced persons in the office. 

Mr. HO I suppose the Attorney-General’s Office, which is 
teem quite as high authority as that of a mere accounting 
officer 

Mr. COCKRELL. I meant to say the Auditor for the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 
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Mr. HOAR. I dare say it may be all right; but I wish the 
1 would let the amendment be printed and let us look 
at it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest to the Senator whether the salary of 
a thousand dollars a year for a deputy is not rather small. It 
seems to me it ought to be larger. 

Mr. BERRY. the Senator will permit me, I should like to 
make a statement. I wish to state that the deputy marshals in 
the Indian Territory of the courts in the Territory, not at Fort 
Smith or Paris, were put upon a salary during the last Congress 
of $1,200 each. I state further that I was shown at the Attorney- 
General's Office the expenses under the two systems for six months, 
and that 45 deputies under the salary system at $1,200 each cost 
the Government more in six months than 200 deputies cost under 
the fee system. The figures were given me, and I put them in the 
RECORD in the former discussion of this subject, as will be shown 
that received from the Attorney-General’s Office. Iwas informed 
by the office there that in the matter of the field deputies in the 
Indian Territory (and especially would that be so if they had had 
jurisdiction of felony cases), if the necessary number of deputies 
should be appointed to enforce the laws there it would cost far 
more, doubly more, under a salary system for field deputies at 
$1,200 each than under the present fee system. That is the infor- 
mation I received from the Attorney-General’s Office; and I will 
state—— 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from Arkansas a question. 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Task if that includes the fees which are increased 
before the commissioners under the fee system when it applies to 
marshals; in other words, what you might call the indirect fees? 

Mr. BERRY. The commissioners’ fees were not in question. 
The figures that I received from the Attorney-General’s Office ap- 
pies to deputy marshals in the Indian Territory, those courts 

aving only jurisdiction, as the Senator knows, of misdemeanor 
cases, the felony jurisdiction yet remaining at Paris and Fort 
Smith. The statement given me at the Attorney-General's Office 
was that 45 deputies, at a salary of $1,200, cost more than 200 dep- 
uties cost under the fee system of the present law, and that, as I 
stated before, with those courts having jurisdiction only of misde- 
meanor causes. If it did include the felony jurisdiction, which 
now remains at Fort Smith and Paris, it is absolutely impossible 
to enforce the law there with salaried deputies who ride in the 
field without a cost that is almost beyond computation larger than 
the present; that so far exceeds it that the Government could not 
and would not pay the additional sum which deputy marshals 
there on a salary would cost. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask to go back to page 121. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Sen- 
ator from Missouri not to press his amendment at this time. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offer this amendment, and in this connec- 
tion I desire to say that I would not want it to apply to the In- 
dian Territory, for that is not anormal condition. ere posses— 
a large number of deputies—have to go, which would not be the 
case in the older States, where everything is better organized. As 
a matter of course, there have been bands of robbers and ruffians 
there, and it would take a large number to go, but it would not 
be so in Missouri; it would not be so in the States. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Missouri to withdraw his 
motion to amend in order to give notice that he will offer it to- 
morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well; I give notice that I will offer it. 

The PRESIDING,OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will have leave to withdraw his amendment, 
and he gives notice that the same will be offered when the bill is 
reported to the Senate. 

r. TELLER. I desire to turn back and correct an error on 
page 121. At the top of the page, for the district marshal for the 
i aia district of California we have it $4,500. It should be 

5,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be agreed to. The next amendment which was 
passed over will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 125, after line 22, to strike out: 

That said marshal, when attending court at any place other than his offi- 


cial residence and when engaged in the service of any process, writ, or sub- 
sin shall be paid his actual and necessary expenses for subsistence and 


travel while so necessaril b the same as the district oct ana 
an account of the same shall made out and paid as hereinafter provi 
And insert: 


That the marshal, when attending court at any place other than his offi- 
cial residence, and when en, d in the service or attempted service of eed 
process, writ, or subpcena, and when otherwise necessarily absent from 
gaga residence on official business, shall be allowed his necessary expenses 
for lodging and subsistence, not exceeding $t per day and his actual necessary 
mses. He shall also be allowed the actual necessary expenses 
g prisoners, isona necessary guard hire. An account of 


traveling ex 
in transpo: 
such expenses be made out and paid as hereinafter provided. 
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appointment of such United States commissioners shall be entered of record 
in the district courtsand notice thereof at once given by the clerk to the 
— a amr oa . — such United States comm: mers shall hold their 
2 the 3 of four years, but they hall at at an 2 
subject to u and no person shall at an: e 
a clerk of a United S — 55 2 Erited States commissioner: Provided, 
— except a S tO appointment wad fee, shall be applicable to United iret 
co except as to a ent and fees, a tates 
888 appointed under this act. 
ts of arrest for violations of internal: revenue laws may be issued 
Vatted 8 States commissioners the sworn com tofa United States 
district attorney, assistant Uni! States district a ey, collector or dep- 
uty collector of internal revente, or revenue agent or private citizen, but no 
such warrant of arrest shall be issued upm thesworn complaint of a private 
citizen unless first — in writing by a United States district attorney. 
— United States commissioners are hereby authorized to administer 
oaths. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


ia amendment was, on page 129, after line 21, to strike 
ow 


e eee eee 


Sro, 11. That the marshal, court at any aao cier 
his official residence, and me tee engaged in the service ora pted . 
of from bis oficial writ, or subpcena, and when other wins . absent 
offi residence on official 5 shall be allowed his necessary 
and subsistence, not exceeding E perca . — his actual 


account of au such ex nee aball be made 5 as hereinafter pe h 

s offi residence shall be dee: to be at one of the places of 

holding cour court 5 — the district, and the Attorney-General shall be authorized to 
declare the place of such official residence. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
why it is that the here for lodging and subsistence is made 82 
a day on 124 and $t a day here? 

Mr. TELLER. One is for the deputies and the other is for the 


Prk good as dep 2 vou expect marshals to have a breakfast twice 
good as deputies? 

The Attorney-General thought it ouent to be 

3 and we put it in to suit him. We ought to raise the 


Mr. HOAR. I think the other is too small. 
Mr. TELLER. I think it is. 
Mr. HOAR. I move to go back and make the other $3 instead 


of $2. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the pend- 
ing amendment will be agreed to 
. HOAR. Now I to go back to page 124, line 16, and I 
move to — out the word 8 before “ dollars” and insert 


. 


ct, 
7 uror, janitor of an 
a — . 1 — de Pareta, a theGo — 
no e or em ee of any Uni | States justice or ju 
eS the United ‘had it's 
Lew tal te PAOA enc ct anton een te conn receive! 5 
ers in an wppoint any of the officers named in this section receiver or a inthe 
courts of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 130, after line 8, to strike ont: 


Sec. 2. That each United States 5 shall be entitled to the fol- 
1 -named fees, and none other: complaint, with oath and 
urat to same, 50 cel cua copy oF < of complaint wil with e certifi cate to same, 30 cents; 


s m. warrant of arrest, ts; issuing a 5 and makin; copy 
three”; as to read: 5 of same, $1; ente areturn, cs cents; issuing su subpænas 
EF expenses only, and his necessary and | one case, with 5 cen for each ni necessary witness in ‘addition to the first. 3 

actual expenses for lodging and su not to exceed $3 per day. cents; drawing a bond of defendant and sureties, taking acknow! ent of 
The amendment was agreed to. same 1 tion of sureties, 75 cents; for administering an on eee 
The next dment tion [14] 12, 127, line | 2 witnemes tos Red wap GT ioe 

e next amendment was, in sec [14] on page in a case, when the defendant or defendants are held for 9 tran- 
6, after the word law,“ to insert: 


— ts of TFF 


hall } t — expenses court, d cents; copy of warrant with certificate 
. 5 3 — 9 by ‘oe to 8 Fwhen defendant is for court, and the origin ee ae 9 
Attorney-General: d. That no office or . gent sent to court, 40 cents; ord order E 5 ed sete 
—— bailiff, and no field deputy shall represent or receive fees for 1 . inane, centa, and for or cath 
representing the marshal in court; an 
on criminal charges and reducing the testimony to writing when req 
So as to make the clause read: by law or order of court, $a day for the time necessarily employed: Pro- 
vided, That not more than one 


Sero. 12. That whenever in this act an officer is allowed actual 


diem shall be allowed in a case unless 
expenses the 
account therefor shall be made out quarterly, in 7 with rules and the hearing 


the account shall show that the could not be W e in one day, 
when one additional penu diem may be specially approved and allowed b. 
thecourt: Provided further, VVV ed 
for any one day: Provided further „That no per diem shall be allowed for 
a bond or recognizance io and passing on the sufficiency of the bond or 
recognizance and the sureties ti thereon when veel — d or age, a ye was 
taken after the defendant had been committed vee upon a commit- 
ment, or has given bond or been — ce at court, or 
when the defendant has been arrested on a capias 5 8 or was 


to administer oaths. 
nse accounts of the marshals and their office deputies and the ac- 
ts of the field deputies shall be paid by the marshals; said accounts and 
thee Anene accounts of the district attorneys and their assistants eee made 


cirenit court or district court of the and y iaw. Hach marshal by ‘he coure 
T ara W. 

make such returns of the earnings and expenses of his office as shall 5 
mired under rules and aly Sp ms preseribed by the Attorney-General: 

Provided, That no office or fleld deputy shall receive compensation as bailiff, 
T or receive fees for represesiting tie mar: 


; for taking an a certifying Poort peony to file in*etvil TERN 10 
y 


e same furnished to a 
quest, 10 cents for each Fono — any warrant under the Cowan th article 
the United 5 e ee eee and the Queen of 

e ngdom of Great Bri a c 
with xy crime or offense set forth in said article, $2; for or lasing any war- 
rant under the 3 of the 9 for the surrender of 
Ewona the Meg Mi orgs 17 — = King of 4 = French, bei 5 — at 8 

n. November 9, 1843, $2; for hearing and deciding upon the case of any per- 
son charged with any crime or off and arrested under the 5 of 
said treaty or of convention, & a for the time emplo: 

Such commissioners shall keep a complete record of all p gs befor 
them in criminal cases, in a well-bound book, which record book sh 
delivered to and preserved by the clerk of the district court for such district 
on the death, resignation, removal, or expiration of term of the commis- 
sioner, for which record the commissioner shall receive no compensation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 133, after line 2, to insert: 

Src. 18. That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United 
States to make an investigation as the compensation to be paid, by 

or otherwise, to clerks of Uni States circuit and district courts, as 
also the proper compensation to United States commissioners; and he shall 
on the first day of the next session of the present Congress a plan for 

Bing such compensation for the clerks and commissionors of the several 
— Wee ee 8 5 deem Jusi and he shall er touching 
men re SU rovisions him seem proper 
their 9 d the ——— of K kei duties. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 134, line 6, after the word 
“sections,” to strike out “7 to 23 and insert 5 to 19 *; in line 11, 
after the word sections,“ to strike out 7, 9, or 16” and insert 
5, 7, or 14”; and in line 14, after the words New York,” to in- 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 127, line 22, after the word 
“by,” to insert sections 5 to 14, inclusive, of”; so as to make the 
clause read: 

Sud. 15. That all salaries Aap Slr des Monge aves te Sto Sd, tnctunive, ot this act 
shall be paid monthly by the Departmen’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 127, line 25, after the word 
„That,“ to strike out the foregoing,” and in the same line, after 
the word “ sections,” to insert 5 to 14, inclusive,” and on page 
128, line 2, after the word amount,“ to strike out “ of”; so as to 
make the clause read: 


Syd. 16. That sections 5 to 14, inclusive, of this act shall not be so construed 
as to prevent or ane the amount or taxation of costs against the unsuc- 
5 I party vil proceedings or against defendants convicted of crimes 

Ors. 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 128, line 6, after the word 
“by,” to insert sections 5 to 14, inclusive”; so as to make the 
clause read: 


$500, or by imprisonment, at the tion ne court, not not mors ' five 


years, or by both such fine and imp: 183 Raed peg y a atv a zk,” to 
The amendment was agreed to. sinh or for the Distri um so as to make the clause 
8 amendment was, on page 128, after line 15, to strike SEC. 20. That all acts and portions of acts inconsistent with this act are 


t none of ny obi acer of sections 5 to 19 

both inclusive, of this act shall apply to the India ian Territory or Territory of 
effect and be in force on and after Jun: 

90, 1896: Provided further, That none of the provisions of sections 5, 7, or 14 

2 | thisact shall apply to the’ oftice of the United States 88 attorney and his 

assistants f thern district of New Lork, or for the of Co- 


Suc. 20. That the terms of office of all commissioners of the trout courts 
ted shall expire 


lumbia. 


1896. 


Mr. CULLOM, The succeeding sections were read yesterdya 
and corrected. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still as in Committee 
of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to move an amendment. I desire to 
move w to-night, but I will wait until the Senator from Ilinois is 
through. 

Mr. CUROM: I think the court provisions are not quite dis- 
posed of yet. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to know whether the Senator from Mis- 
souri proposes to call or amendment now? À 

Mr. COCKRELL, Ihave no objection, if the Senate desires to 
act upon it. 


Mr. TELLER. I think we might as well act upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be allowed a moment, the amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri makes a limitation, so that in no case 
can any United States deputy marshal get more than a thousand 
dollars a year anywhere. It seems to me that is too small a com- 
pensation. These are men who are armed with the authority of 
the United States in time of great civil commotion, and in very 
important affairs always, whether there is civil commotion or not. 
There are a great many cases where one United States court is 
being held, the court of ap or the circuit court, or the dis- 
trict court at one place, and one or more other courts at another 
place within the same circuit; not often within the same district, I 
agree, but occasionally there will be two courts within the same 

trict. 

Mr. TELLER. Sometimes that is the case. 

Mr. HOAR. The marshal is at one and there must be a deputy 
competent to take care of the court and preserve order at the other, 
You can not get in my part of the country certainly a thousand- 
dollar man who would be likely to be a suitable person. You 


would have to go down into the region of poorly paid men. They 
are also men who must be expected to be men of co „of prin- 
ciple, and integrity. They have to take their lives in their hands 


sometimes. 
I suggest to the Senator to make his limitation $2,000 and let it 
o into conference, instead of $1,000. It was $2,400 in the bill as 
e Committee on Appropriations fixed it. I would not ask any 
delay, but I certainly should feel it my duty to resist if it is to be 
ut at $1,000. 
y Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator just to hear me for a 
moment. Section 9 of the bill is in the following words: 
That when in the opinion of the Attorney-General the public interest re- 
mires it, he may, on the recommendation of the marshal, which recommen- 
tion shall state the facts as distinguished from conclusions, showing neces- 
sity for the same, allow the mars to employ necessary office deputies and 
clerical assistance 

Mr. HOAR. Office deputies.” 

Mr. COCKRELL— 
upon salaries to be Drea by the Attorney-General, from time to time, and 

d as hereinafter provided. When any of such office deputies is engaged in 

service or attempted service of any writ, process, or subpoena, or when 
necessarily absent from the place of his regular employment, on official busi- 
ness, he shall be allowed his actual traveling expenses only, and his necessa: 
and actual expenses — lodging i sna pers nen mand 8 aye day, an 
goard, 5 Zaa he shall make and render accounts thereof as fereinafter 
pro 

There the deputies will perform a kind of duty to which the 
Senator from New Hampshire refers, and the Attorney-General 
will fix their el 

Mr. HOAR. the Senator will pardon me at that point, if he 
is right, that is a good answer to a part of my argument, but I 
do not understand that to be the pores of this provision. I un- 
derstand these men are to be office uties, and the suggestion 
was made by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] that they 
ought to be called clerks and not deputies. They are office de 
uties, clerical assistants. They are intended to be men who 
keep the marshal’s accounts and be in the office when he is out of 
it, and it was thought expedient that they should be clothed with 
the function of deputy marshals. 

It was not, however, expected that they would ordinarily serve 
writs or attempt toserve writs, but they will have the power to 
do it, as they are made deputies. It was provided, 1 they 
are ied officers, that they should get, in addition to their or- 
dinary salary, the payment of their expenses. The idea of the 
bill, however, is that the deputy marshals, who are known as field 
deputies, are to do the work of serving writs ordinarily. For in- 
stance, in a large district where there are two or three places of 
holding court, as in the case of Iowa, which has been spoken of 
and in New Hampshire, I think, there are two or three places of 
holding court, though that is a small State territorially, the mar- 
shal will expect to have one of these field deputies in one of these 
places of holding court where he does not reside himself, and 
another in another place. They are men, as I understand, who 


are e ted to do the ordinary work of a deputy marshal. 
Mr. ELL. I think the bill 3 ates very differently. 
This bill contemplates that there shall be office deputies; and they 
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have the right to, and the bill 3 provides that they 12 850 
perform anp aay that they sha g on official business, and tha 
when on official business they shall receive mil and per diem 
traveling expenses, Then the field deputy is to be officially dis- 
connected, as I understand, from the office uty. The office 
deputies will attend all the courts—for instance, in Boston, in New 
York, in Chicago, in St. Louis, or wherever it may be, It will be 
an office deputy who will attend the courts and transact the mar- 
shal's business in the courts. The field deputies will be out in the 
service of process, and it will not require the same class of persons 
as are required to be present in court and to make arrests, 

I have no idea that a field marshal would be appointed under 
this bill for the city of Boston. The office deputies would serve 
the process right there. That is my idea of the theory of this pro- 
vision, and therefore I have offered this amendment. Ithink that 
$1,200, or probably $1,500, would not be any too much. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will make the amount $1,500, I 
will not delay the bill by a discussion on a difference of $500 a 
year. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave no objection to making the amount 


$1,500. 

Mr. HOAR. It will all be in conference, in any event, where 
it can be p rly arranged. 
ica COURRELL. Yes, I know. Let the amount be changed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modi- 
fied, and will be read as modified. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 10, on pages 
124 and 125, and insert: 

Szo. 10. That in addition to the office deputies above provided for the 
United States marshal in each district may appoint such number of field 
deputies as epee of said district, with the concurrence of the Attorne’ 
General, shall er necessary for transacting the business of the said 
trict, and said deputies shall receive for compensation salaries at the rate of 
$1,500 per annum, together with actual necessary expenses of travel and sub- 
sistence while away from their places of residence on official business, the 
erefor to be certified by the affidavit of the 


eb eee of the vou 


marshal and approved by the and tho district court. 
Mr, TELLER. We will accept that amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. TELLER. I wish to add to the amendment which has just 
been adopted on the motion of the Senator from Missouri a 
COCKRELL] the amendment I send to the desk. i 

The P IDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The SECRETARY., At the end of the amendment just adopted it 
is proposed to add: 

Provided, That the clerks of the circuit and district courts, and the field 
deputies herein provided for the districts of California, Washington, Mon- 
tana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Nevada, Oregon, and Idaho, shall, for the 
services they may orm during the fiscal year 1897, receive double the fees 
allowed by law to like officers in other States for performing similar duties, 
but neither of them shall be allowed to receive of such fees any sum exceed- 
ing the aggregate compensation of such officer as provided by law. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to sca these amendment 5 i 
Colorado“ after California.“ lorado is provided for in the 
Se ET and I thought it was in the amendment, 

Mr. CLARK. How about Wyoming? 

Mr. TELLER. Wyoming is also in the present law, and it 
should be included in the amendment. Wyoming is in the sec- 
tion of country where such provision is made by existing law, and 
as the Government is likely to get the fees, I do not think there 
can be any objection to including it. I modify the amendment 
further by inserting ‘‘ Wyoming” after Oregon.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has the right to 
modify his amendment, The question is on the amendment as 
modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to be inserted at the end of line 7, on page 109. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, At the end of line 7, on page 109, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Provided, That in the ninth judicial circuit, in addition to the termor terms 
held in San Francisco, two terms of the circuit court of appeals shall be held 
8 places in said circuit, to be designated by the judges 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS. I ask the Senator from Ilinois if he will consent 
now to an executive session? 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to propose two or three little 
amendments on behalf of the Committee on Appropriations, and 
then I shall yield. 

On page 79, in line 7, I move to strike out the words bookkeeper 
for custodian, $1,200”; and in line 9, before the word ‘‘clerks,” to 
strike out ‘‘twenty-four” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Illinois will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 79, in lines 7 and 8, it is proposed 


to strike out “bookkeeper for custodian, $1,200”; and in line 9, 
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before the word ‘‘clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-four” and insert 

“ twenty-five”; so as to read: 

wer clerks of class 1, two of whom shall be stenographers or type- 
rs. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 75, in line 11, I move to strike out the 
words ‘one copyist“ and to insert ‘‘one clerk of class 1.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Illinois will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 75, in line 11, in the 3 
for the Naval Observatory, it is proposed to strike out one 
copyist and to insert one clerk of class 1.” 

e amendment was to. 

Mr.CULLOM. At the end of that paragra h I move to change 
the total so that it will read“ $37,460” instead of $37,160.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, CULLOM, On page 12, in lines 7 and 8, I move that the 
Senate disagree to the amendment reported by the committee, so 
that it may stand as the House fixed it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the appropriations for ‘Office of the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives,” on page 12, line 7, after 
the word laborer,“ the ate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
struck out “one thousand” and inserted “eight hundred”; so as 
to read: 

Laborer, $800, 

Mr. CULLOM. It is proposed to disagree to that amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CULLOM. At the end of that paragraph I move to dis- 

ee to the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, in line 10, before the word hundred,“ striking out ‘‘six” 
and inserting four“; so that the total may stand as the bill came 
from the other House, 816,680.“ 

The amendment was ed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. VILAS. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he 
wishes his amendment considered to-night? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do. I wish to expedite the business of 
the Senate to-morrow by going away. [Laughter.] So I should 
like to have the amendment considered now. 

Mr. VILAS. Weall os without a word. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 
oe SECRETARY. On page 71, after line 24, it is proposed to 

rt: 


For printing, binding, and wrapping 1,000 additional copies of series 1, vol- 
umes f 2,3, and 4, for supplying officers of the Navy who havenot yetreceived 
the work, $2,400; and for the expense of a board of publication to conduct the 
preparation of such records, to be a; nted by the Secretary of the Navy, 
one member to be an officer of the 2 he other two members to be 
civilian experts, whose compensation be fixed by the Secretary and paid 
from this appropriation, and for other expert services in compiling, publish- 
ing, and distributing the records, $11,600. 

Mr. CULLOM. Linguire if that amendment is reported from 
any standing committee? =. j 

Mr. C DLER. It is. The original estimate was $50,000. 
It was cut down to $18,000 in the House of Representatives, and 
this is an addition of about $10,000 for a thousand extra copies 
and for expediting the publication. The amount is far less now 
than the estimate, and it is moved by direction of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. Here is the letter of the Secre of the Navy 
recommending the full amount of $50,000, which I ask to have 
inserted in the RECORD. f > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
sence of objection. h 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 20, 1898. 

Sin: Referring to the committee's communication of the 12th instant, in- 
closing a co ofan “Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. CHANDLER 
to the will CH. R. 6248) 3 —— appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial e mses of the Government for the fiscal year end June 30, 
1897, and for other purposes.“ and requesting to be advised as to the views 
of the Department in regard thereto, I have the honor to state that said 
amendment serves to carry out the recommendation made in the report of 
the Secretary of the Navy for the year 1895 relative to the publication of 
the Naval War Records, and that made by the superintendent of the Naval 
War Records in his 1 for the same year. The Department recom- 
mends, therefore, that the amendment in question receive the favorable 
consideration of the committee. 1 

Very ully, W. McADOO, Acting Secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 

United States Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. As we have a prospect of the Senator leaving 
the Senate for a while, I shall not take up time in opposition to the 
amendment. x 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire; 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. VILAS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Wisconsin. 

CALL. Lask the Senator to yield to me to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VILAS. Several Senators desire to offer amendments, 

Mr. CALL. Imerely desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. VILAS. Very well. 

Mr. CALL. I call the attention of the Senator from Illinois to 
a paper from the Treasury Department relating to the steam engi- 
neering service, which I gave to him with a request on the part of 
that Bureau to move for a change in the bill. I merely call the 
attention of the Senator to that fact so that it may be attended to 
before the bill s into the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator can offer his amendment in the 
Senate after the bill is reported from the Committee of the Whole, 
I really do not know where I laid the paper which the Senator 
states he handed to me. 

Pel CALL. I will submit an amendment which I intend to 
offer. 

Mr. CULLOM. I inquire of the Senator from Wisconsin and 
those who desire to make an effort to strike the court provisions 
out of the bill, whether they would not agree that that motion 
and the discussion upon it should take place in the Senate, instead 
of in Committee of the Whole, so that the bill may be reported to 
the Senate forconsideration? The bill will still be open for amend- 
ment in the Senate, as every Senator knows, and I should be very 
glad if we could get the bill out of committee to-night. 

Mr. HILL. I assume that the same rights will pertain to the 
bill in the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. With all rights reserved, I have no objection to 
the course suggested by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. CALL. I give notice that I shall ask for a separate vote in 
the Senate on the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole 
under the head of Department of State,” beginning on page 22, 
line 21, down to and including line 9 on page 23, relative to the 
empoy of the Bureau of Statistics, State Department, etc. 

r. COCKRELL. All amendments will be reserved. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Wisconsin will allow me, 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE] has been very anxious 
to offer an amendment. 

Mr. VILAS. I withhold the motion for an executive session 
until the Senator from Oregon can offer his amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope he may have the opportunity to do so. 

Mr. CALL. Ioffer an amendment and ask that it be printed 
and laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from Florida will be received and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. McBRIDE. Inow renew my motion to amend in line 18 
on 96, as directed by the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. PLATT. I hope that the amendment of the Senator will be 
agreed to, because yesterday I suggested that a point of order 
would lie against it, as it was a little more than the estimate; but 
I am satisfied the point of order does not lie, because a report has 
been made re! rding it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The fact is, that the Senator from Oregon has 
produced a letter from the Department on the subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read,so that we may 
understand it. 

Mr. McBRIDE. I move to amend the amendment which was 
adopted pee, by which 86,700“ was inserted, in line 13 on 
page 96, striking out that sum and inserting *‘ $8,000.” 

r. CULLOM. I have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I sincerely hope that the amend- 
ment proposed by my coll e will be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment here- 
tofore adopted by striking out ‘‘$6,700” and inserting 88,000“; 
so as“to read: 

= surveyor-general of Oregon, $2,000; and for the clerks in his office, 


Mr. CULLOM. I consent to the amendment so far as 1 am 
individually concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. The total ought to be changed to correspond 
with the amendment which has just been made. Let the Secre- 
tary correct the total. 

Mr. MCBRIDE. Do J understand that the amendment has been 
made in line 14, so as to change the total to correspond with the 
amendment which has just been adopted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Secretary will state the 
amendment, 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3189 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to chan 
by striking out 88, 7 i 


the total in line 14 
” and inserting ‘* $10,000”; so as to read: 


In all, $10,000. 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. CALL. I give notice of an amendment I propose to offer 


in relation to the salaries of committee clerks on pages 4 and 5. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will have an opportunity to do 
that after the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. Very well. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VILAS. There are some reservations to be made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All the amendments made as in Committee 
of the Whole should not be now concurred in. A 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwas going to except the court provisions and 
those provisions about which there is controversy. 

Mr. . There are some other motions to be made to strike 
out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They had better go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. VILAS. I move to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. CALL. Before that is done, we should have an understand- 


ing. 

Nir, COCKRELL. We have an understanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS]. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 40 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
March 26, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 25, 1896. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Charles W. Comstock, of Connecticut, to be attorney of the 
United States for the district of Connecticut, vice George P. 
McLean, whose term expires March 27, 1896. S 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
To be second lieutenant, cavalry arm. 
Candidate Corpl. Herman A. Sievert, Company G, Twelfth In- 
fantry, March 23, 1896, vice Preston, Ninth Cavalry, promoted. 
To be second lieutenants, infantry arm. 
Candidate Corpl. Frederick B. Shaw, Company A, Twenty-first 
Infantry, March 23, 1896, vice Rose, Fifth Infantry, promoted. 
Candidate Corpl. Reuben S. Turman, Company G, Sixteenth 
Infantry, March 23, 1896, vice Bennett, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 
Candidate Sergt. William B. Cochran, Company B, Fifth In- 
fantry, March 23, 1896, vice Creden, Twenty-fifth Infantry, đe- 
ceased 


Candidate Sergt. Harry F. Rethers, Company A, First Infantry, 

March 23, 1896, vice Campbell, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 
POSTMASTERS, 

Guy Northrop, to be postmaster at Pass Christian, in the coun 
of Harrison and State of Mississippi, in the place of Abner K. 
Northrop, deceased. 

Charles E. Wills, to be postmaster at Homer, in the county of 
Cortland and State of New York, in the place of Pembroke Pierce, 
whose commission will expire April 4, 1896. 

Wiliam H. Klie, to be postmaster at Cambridgeboro, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
George W. Stetson, whose commission will expire April $, 1896. 

Patrick J. Ryan, to be postmaster at Durand, in the county of 
Pepin and State of Wisconsin, in the place of William L. Batchelder, 
whose commission will expire April 8, 1896. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 25, 1896. 
CONSULS. 
Ethelbert Watts, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Horgen, Swizerland. 
Richard L. Miller, of Virginia, to be consul of the United States 
at Hull, England. 
COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES, 
John J. Brice, of California, to be Commissioner of Fish and 
Fisheries. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
Henry 8. Mathewson, of New York, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 
Sherrard R. Tabb, of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 


Baird, of Pennsylvania, to be appraiser of merchan- 
e district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


Charles H. Bateman, of Massachusetts, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Marblehead, in the State of Massachusetts, 


INDIAN INSPECTORS. 
J. George 15 caa, of South Dakota, to be an Indian inspector. 
John Lane, of Spokane, Wash., to be an Indian inspector. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Louis S. Clayton, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for the 

district of Annapolis, in the State of Maryland. 
POSTMASTERS, 

Joseph E. Schmuke, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county 
of Cape Girardeau and State of Missouri. 

Louis R. Benedict, to be postmaster at Ellenville, in the county 
of Ulster and State of New York. 

Albert B. Comins, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

William Burns, to be postmaster at Salineville, in the county of 
Columbiana and State of Ohio. 

Laura Goodfellow, to be postmaster at Fort Leavenworth, in 
the county of Leavenworth and State of Kansas. 

Junius Q. Hatch, to be postmaster at Northboro, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Edmund H. Gates, to be postmaster at Mittineague, in the 
county of Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 

John R. Manahan, to be postmaster at Chatfield, in the county 
of Fillmore and State of Minnesota. 

Mary F. Ballantine, to be postmaster at Syracuse, in the county 
of Otoe and State of Nebraska. 

Daniel H. Brooks, to be postmaster at Bozeman, in the county 
of Gallatin and State of Montana. 


R. Lo 
dise in 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 25, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 
SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION AND BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following joint resolution and 
bills were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: : 

Joint resolution (S. R. 104) directing the Secretary of War to 
transmit to Congress a report on survey of the waterway connect- 
ing the waters of Puget Sound at Salmon Bay with ps Union 
and Washington, and to submit an estimate of the cost of con- 
oe said waterway—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


rs. 

A bill (S. 1906) in relation to the pay of Rear-Admiral Roger N. 
Stembel, retired—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 177) granting a pension to Sophia D. Clendenin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 644) to refund certain import duties—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1119) granting a pension to Peter Daly—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- 
tion of personal privilege. 

In the Washington Post of yesterday an attack was made upon 
me in connection with a debate which occurred in this House, and 
the question is therefore privileged. The Post in its column en- 
titled Capitol Chat” discussed the controversy which arose on 
the floor of this House between the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SULZER] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gigs Ox] 
and it went on to state that one of the correspondents, or one 6 
the argus-eyed correspondents, of a newspaper in Mr. Greson’s 
district had discovered the man who had furnished the circular to 
Mr. SULZER. This writer in the Post then goes on to make this 
statement: 

Direct evidence points to Congressman BARTLETT of New York as the ac- 
cessory to the fact. He is said to have picked up a copy of the interesting 


circular in a job printing office in this city where Mr. GIBSON had this prose 
ode to himself printed. g z > 


In other words, this writer accuses me of an act which, to say 
the least, would be ungentlemanly, and in my opinion would have 
been dastardly—that is, to enter a printing office and take a cir- 
cular which did not belong to me, and not having the courage or 
manhood to make an attack myself to hand it to another gentle- 
man to make an attack. Now, whether this article be strictly 
libelous or not, I can say that it is a lie. It is absolutely false. 
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On the afternoon in 
listening to the short debate which occurred between the gentle- 


uestion I was deprived of the pleasure of 


man from New York and the gentleman from Tennessee, because, 
e become somewhat wearied by the long debate on the 
Bayard question, I went uptown. As a matter of fact, I have 
never been in a job printing office in the 3 of Washington. I 
have never seen the ci in question. have never known 
anything whatever of the subject, except from reading the reports 
of it on the following morning. The only remedy that a member 
of Congress has in a case such as this is to draw attention to the 
libel and to denounce the fabricator of the inexcusable falsehood. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had without amendment the bill 
(H. R. 5828) to amend an act entitled An act to promote the 
safety of employees and travelers,” etc., approved March 2, 1893. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of House was 


nested: 
72 bill (S. 2610) to amend an act entitled An act 88 the 
use of one-horse cars within the limits of the city of Washington 
after the Ist day of January, 1893, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved July 29, 1892; 

A bill (S. 2609) to amend chapter 341, section 9, of the acts of 
1885, so far as the same prescribes the punishment of death for 

ians committing the offense of rape; 

A bill (S. 1725) authorizing the Kansas City, Watkins and Gulf 
Railway Company to construct and maintain a bridge across Red 
River at the city of Alexandria, La.; and 

A bill (S. 923) for the relief of Irving W. Stanton. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged matter. 
I desire to correct the RECORD. On yesterday, * one of those 
gusts of fervid enthusiasm which have swept over this House pe- 
riodically, in which members have seemed to be impartially earnest 
in declaring war against Great Britain, or against Spain, or in 
negotiating peace with the Southern Confederacy [laughter], I 
made a few remarks, during the course of which sever ntle- 
men undertook to give me instruction, of which I probably was 
in much need, but which, on examination, proves to have been 
unauthenticated by that basis of fact which is required to make 
history permanent. At one point I made a statement about the 
action of the House of Representatives some years ago in relation 
to the retirement of General Grant, using this language: 

My friends the gentlemen on the other side have never hesitated one mo- 
ment in advocating their side of all these controversies. Noman whoserved 
in the Confederacy felt at all estopped because he had partici in the 
rebellion from opposing the putting of General Grant on the re list. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, can we be informed as to what ques- 


tion is aie. 

Mr. BOUT LE. If the gentleman will permit me to make my 
statement, he will be informed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia, I suppose, rises 
for some purpose. 

Mr. CRISP. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to ask what is the question 
before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the question 
of privilege which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] is 
now stating. - 

Mr. CRISP. What is the question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is listening in order to hear what 
it is. 

Mr. CRISP. Imake the point that the gentleman hasnot stated 
any question of privilege. 

The SP. . He has not stated it, but what the gentleman 
has said may be preliminary to a statement of the question of priv- 
ilege. The gentleman from Maine stated that he wished to make 
a correction of the RECORD. 

Mr. CRISP. But the gentlemancan not make a speech prelimi- 
nary to the statement of his question of privilege. The question 
of privilege must be stated first and the speech made afterwards, 

eSPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Maine 


is 2 in order. 

Ar. CRISP. Of course that settles it! 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker,I trust that a question of privi- 
lege under the rules of this House will be entertained in the pres- 
ent Congress. [Laughter.] I stated distinctly when I took the 
floor that I rose to a question of privilege for a correction of the 
RECORD, and I believe I am in my right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so ruled. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes; and if the gentleman from ia had 
— attention to the p: i of the House he wo have 

own it and would have been a great deal better employed 

The SPEAKER. The Chair 3 gentleman will confine 
himself to the question, the Chair ing ruled in his favor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, if the Chair will keep gentlemen on 
the other side from interfering with me, I will take careof myself. 


iw SPEAKER. The Chair will do as well as he can. [Laugh- 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I said yesterday, Mr. Speaker, in addition to 
what I have just read, and in the same connection: 
No Fw 
the 


‘htest de- 
acting as a juror in the great case of Jnion against 


tz John 
Gr ter whan be rma vettved. They voted solidly to put Fitz Joh 
3 ey vo solidly ohn Perter on 


they voted solidly that Ul 8. t sh 
tte y y lysses run ould not go on 


Whereupon the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] — 

Mr. WHEELER. Who is always correct. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE (continuing). Who states that he is always 
correct, appeared in the aisle with an enormous yolume, supposed 
to be a volume of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—— 

Mr. WHEELER, Yes; aud here it is. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE (continuing). And eee er to “t correct” 
me in this wise: - 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the tleman please tell us the name of one man who 
voted against the passage of that bill for Ulysses S. Grant? 

I of course supposed when he said “ one man” that he referred 


to one ex-Conf. te, as I had been alluding to those gentlemen, 
and I said: 
They all voted against it. 


Then Mr. WHEELER said: 
The 2 1 voted unanimously for the bill. There was not a single vote 


Now, I find in the Recorp this morning that that interesting 
colloquy is reported in this way. What the gentleman from Ala- 
bama did say was: 

W. 
an ill the Sees eee :.... rome against 

The printed RECORD, however, makes him say: 

Will the gentleman tell us the names of Democrats who voted against the 
passage of that bill for Gen. Ulysses 8. Grant? 

After which I say, as I have already read: 

They all voved against it. 

Thus I am made to say that all the Democrats voted against i 
when I never dreamed of saying anything of the kind, because 
knew what I was talking about. 

Then the gentleman from Alabama said, as we all heard him say: 

The House voted unanimously for the bill. There was not a single vote 
against it. 

But in place of that the Recorp of this morning makes him say: 

The gentleman is mistaken; yery many Democrats voted for the bill. 

oes WHEELER. Will the gentleman allow me to say just one 
wor 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In a moment I will yield to the gentleman, 
Let me conclude my statement. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that it is im ible for the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD to be a reliable or useful record of what takes 
place here if anybody is to be permitted to tamper with it in this 
way. I have here the official transcript of the 8 notes, 
which coincide exactly with my recollection of what took place. 
The official manuscript, in the original typewriting, contains this: 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the tleman tell us the name of one man who voted 
against the passage of that bili for Gen. Ulysses S. Grant? 

That original report is changed, in cil, to the form which I 
have read from the RECORD this morning. The report shows me 
to have said: They all voted against it;“ meaning all the ex- 
Confederates. The original report shows the gentleman from 
Alabama as saying: 

The House voted unanimously for the bill. There was not a vote against it. 


But instead of that we have this in the RECORD: 
The gentleman is mistaken; very many Democrats voted for the bill. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, that is an absolute injustice to me. It leaves 
me standing upon nothing, when, as a matter of fact, I was stand- 
ing upon the records of this House. It is not a true statement, 
but is absolutely incorrect to say that there were no votes against 
that bill. On the contrary, the vote upon placing General Grant 
on the retired list, which was taken on March 8, 1885, discloses 198 
yeas and 79 nays. 

Mr. OWENS. I rise to a question of order. Upon a question 
of correcting the RECORD, so as to make it conform to the facts, is 
it competent to go ahead and discuss the question as to who was 
correct in the statements which were actually made? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iask that the gentleman from Maine have 
full et di what he pleases for an hour. 

Mr. I must object to the gentleman having full 


range.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that if the question of fact 
involved in the statements which were made yesterday is to be 
discussed again a full range” might involve remarks by a num- 
ber of gentlemen. It seems to the Chair that the simple question 
is on the correctness of the RECORD. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, I am trying to show that the RECORD 
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is not correct; that instead of there being no votes against the 
bill, 79 members voted against it : 

Mr. OWENS. That has nothing to do with this question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Among whom were 58 ex-Confederates, 
who voted in favor of placing Fitz John Porter on the retired list. 

The SPEAKER. The object of a correction of the RECORD is 
to make it conform to what actually took place. It seems that 
there has been a change in the report as written out. Whether it 
was changed in accordance with the fact under discussion is not 
of immediate consequence, the question before the House upon a 
correction of the RECORD beingsimply whether it has been changed 
from what actually occurred. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, Mr. Speaker, what is the usual pro- 
ge yom it is disclosed in this way that the RECORD has been 
modified? 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that the usual course 
would be to have the RECORD corrected so as to state what took 
place yesterday. Whether what was said yesterday was a correct 
statement or not is another question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move, then, that the RECORD be corrected 
so as to conform to what took place in the House yesterday as 
reported by the official stenographers. 

e SPEAKER. If there is no question as to the fact, the cor- 
rection will be made as a matter of course. The Chair does not 
understand that there is objection. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to say a word. The gentleman 
from Maine has said what he wanted to say. * 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to say several words. 

Mr, WHEELER. The gentleman told me three times yesterday 
that he would give me a chance to make the correction, and he 
did not do it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama is not in order. 
Unless there is objection to the statement of fact made by the gen- 
tleman from Maine, citing from the record of the Official Reporter, 
the Chair will direct the correction to bemade, The Chair under- 
stands there is no dispute on that point, and the correction will 
be made. 

Mr. WHEELER. The Chair will surely consent to give mea 
few minutes to explain. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ihave here the manuscript as sent me from 
the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have not objected to the gentleman’s state- 
ment 

The SPEAKER. Very well; the correction will be made. 

Mr. WHEELER. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If anybody is to discuss this matter, I want 
to do so. If I am not permitted to discuss it, I object to anybody 
else doing so. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I rise to a question of order. I submit 
that as the correction has been made, there is nothing before the 
House for the gentleman from Alabama or the gentleman from 
Maine to discuss. 

Mr. CRISP. Does it not occur to the House that the gentle- 
man from Alabama should be allowed to make an explanation? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that if the gentleman from 
Alabama desires to make a statement with regard to how this oc- 
curred 

Mr. WHEELER. That is all I want. 

The SPEAKER. That, the Chair thinks, would be a question 
of privilege for him, but as to going into the question of fact, 
whether the gentleman from Maine was correct in his statements 
made yesterday, that would be reopening the whole debate. The 
Chair thinks the gentleman from Georgia must recognize this. 

Mr. CRISP. Isimply think that, in view of what has been said, 
the gentleman from Alabama ought to have the privilege of ex- 
plaining why he made the change, if he did make it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that how or why a member 
changed a record of a matter on which he was in debate with 
another member, without his knowledge or consent, might be a 
a of explanation. 

. BOU E. Irise to a point of order. I wish to sug- 
gest that up to this time there has been no accusation or reflec- 
tion or intimation in regard to the gentleman from Alabama. I 
had no knowledge as to how the change was made in that manu- 
script. Ihave not even inquired. Isimply say it is afact. I 
know that the language embodied in this typewritten copy was 
the language used on yesterday. That is my own memory of it, 
and that is the recollection of a number of gentlemen around me 
who know what occurred at the time. Who made the alteration 
I do not pretend to know, but that an alteration was made will 
be attested by many of the members who were present on the 


floor on 5 

Mr. WHE R. Mr. Speaker, I want to state that I made the 
correction. In accordance with your honor's ruling, I will state 
that on yesterday when the gentleman from Maine made thestate- 
ment that the Democrats on this side of the House were unani- 
mously against the bill, my recollection was brought to the fact 


that in the very last day of the Forty-eighth Congres the gentle- 


man from Maine himself rose in his place on the floor and said, as 
I will read from the RECORD: 


I want to announce 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speak , Lask if this is in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Alabama should be confined to the actual question 
pending, as to the change in the RECORD. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will endeavor to doso, Mr. Speaker. The 
gentleman from Maine said: 

I want to announce that the Senate unanimonsly passed the bill 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 
There is no question here as to what the Senate did. It has noth- 
ing whatever to do with the pending question. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman 
from Alabama that his remarks, if they are to be in the nature of a 
personal privilege, must be confined tothe subject actually before 
the House, namely, the alteration of the record of the proceed- 
ings of the House in a matter of debate without consent of the 
ot Mr, MIRES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to liamentary inqui 

2 $ er, I rise to a par en’ inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MILES. Was it not ruled—I respectfully submit to the 
Chair with reference to the point of order made on the gentleman 
from Maine—that it was in order for him to make a statement 
preliminary to the question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. 

Mr. MILES. I submit that that is just what the gentleman 
from Alabama is now doing. 

The SPEAKER. It does not seem so to the Chair, although it 
may be the fact. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ido not rise to a question of privilege, as I 
understand it, but simply to reply to reference to myself by the 
gentleman from Maine. The Chair will see what I am stating is 
entirely relevant. 

Having in mind the statement of the gentleman from Maine 
that this question had been acted upon unanimously by the Sen- 
ate, I made the reply I did with regard to his statement of the 
attitude of the Democrats on this side of the House on the ques- 
tion of General Grant’s retirement. Immediately afterwards, 
having ascertained exactly the facts, I called upon the gentleman 
from Maine and asked him to allow me to explain the mistake, 
and to inform the House as to what the actual facts were, for 
neither the gentleman from Maine nor myself were entirely accu- 
rate in our statements, and I wanted to inform the House exactly 
what the facts were. 

Now, the remarks of the gentleman from Maine would indicate 
5 the Democrats of the House, as a body, were against the 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise toa question of order. I call the at- 
tention of the Chair to the decision on the point of order raised by 
the gentleman from Georgia against myself. If an argument is 
to be permitted on the part of the gentleman from Alabama, I wish 
to say that I am loaded with arguments myself, and desire to be 
heard upon them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled that the gentleman from 
Alabama should confine himself exclusively to the question of priv- 
ilege, namely, to the actual fact whether or not the RECORD was 
changed without the consent of the other party. 

Mr. WHEELER (continuing). After making three different 
attempts to be permitted to correct the matter in the House, I then 
did avail myself of that privilege which is accorded to every mem- 
ber when he finds he has made a mistake or an inaccuracy ina 
statement; I corrected the matter myself. I repeat, that I tried 
three times in the House to correct it and was not allowed to do so, 
and therefore corrected it and put it in the form that the gentle- 
man has read to the House, I did it with the knowledge that 
the stenographer’s report was to be sent to the gentleman from 
Maine for revision, and therefore I knew he would see my correc- 
tion, and, his attention being called to his error,it was my hope he 
would correct his erroneous statement also. 

We all have a right, as I understand it, to make such corrections, 
and members of the House and Senate avail themselves of this 
right continually. The object of every member should be, of 
course, to correct such mistakes, to tell the trnth in all such mat- 
ters, and not misinform the House or the country. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think that this is fair 
tome. If the gentleman is permitted to go into this kind of ar- 
gument, I should have the same privilege 

The SP. R. The Chair, with permission of the gentleman, 
will regard the incident as closed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Because it hardly seems in accordance with 
the logio of the rule to check the flow of my eloquence 
E SPEAKER i 

The SPE . Perhaps that would be easier than to check 
that of the gentleman from Alabama, 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The re 
under the rule. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. I de- 
sire to call up the appropriation for the naval establishment if 
the motion be adopted. 

The motion of Mr. BouTELLE was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. HOPKINS in the chair. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to proceed with the 
consideration of the bill making appropriations for the naval 
establishment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 0, 1897, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, ap- 
propriated, to be d out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the naval service of the Government for the year ending 

he d, 1897, and for other purposes. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
ispense with the first reading of the bill. 
e CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked to dispense 
with the first reading of the bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, the bill which is now before 
the committee has no special novel features. It runs along the 

eral line of naval legislation, and is devoted simply to carrying 
freid the work of maintaining and increasing our naval estab- 
lishment. I do not think it is necessary to make any elaborate 
remarks in fayor of the bill. In the early stages of our naval de- 
velopment, or the development of our new naval force, more or 
less explanation in detail seemed to be necessary; but since that 
time we have gone forward consecutively and successfully in the 
building up of our new Navy. The people generally are familiar- 
ized with the stages of that progress, so that it is hardly neces- 
sary to go over the ground in anything like detail. As, however, 
a number of the members of the present House are members 
for the first time, it may be proper for me to cursorily run over 
the history of this rehabilitation of the service up to the present 
time. 

The new Navy, so called, had its origin, if I may use that word, 
in an act passed in the Forty-seventh Congress, which prohibited 
the expenditure of money for the further repairs of our old 
wooden ships in every case where such Hi elie would involve an 
expenditure of more than 20 per cent of the cost of a new vessel 
of similar type. From the time of the war up to that point we 
had been incurring large expenditures, and the Government had 
been incurring more or less severe criticism for the large amount 
expended in repairing our old wooden ships. It required heroic 
determination to change this entire policy. The public had be- 
come so used to looking at the historic vessels that formed the 
Navy of that day as invincible, as retaining their pristine useful- 
ness and power, that a proposition which looked to the extinction 
of our wooden Navy within a few years, by sending these ships 
to the auction shop and the junk shop, was a somewhat startling 
innovation. But that law was passed. We are reaping the ben- 
efits of it to-day. That was followed by the appointment of a 
special board to present designs for a certain number of ships of 
modern type, and an ap ch ype was made to begin the con- 
struction of four ships, the Chicago, the Boston, the Atlanta, and 
the Dolphin, which were in due time completed and are now a 
part of the new steel Navy. Following that, on the day of the 
adjournment of the Forty-eighth Congress, an act was passed 
making an appropriation for the construction of several vessels 
that had been provided for, but for which no appropriation had 
been made. 

Under the law the Baltimore, the Philadelphia, and one or two 
others of our steel cruisers were put under construction under the 
administration of Secretary Whitney, who entered into the work 
with t zeal and energy. From that time until the present the 
work gone forward, the attention of the Department and of 
the Government during the early years being devoted exclusively 
to the construction of protected cruisers, finally to the construc- 
tion of the armored ship Monterey for coast defense, and the Maine 
and the Texas, which are now rated as second-class battle ships. 

In the Fifty-first Congress it was first proposed to enter upon 
the construction of the heaviest class of fighting ships, which are 
designated in naval nomenclature as battle ships. During that 
Congress three vessels of that class, of about 10,120 tons, were 

laced under construction. At the same time authority was given 
‘or the construction of an especially fast cruiser, which proved to 
be the Columbia, followed at the next session by a similar vessel, 
now in commission, under the name of the Minneapolis. Since 
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that time there have been authorized three more battle ships, the 
Towa, in the 5 Congress, which is to be launched this 
week at Philadelphia, and the Kentucky and Kearsarge, which were 
contracted for on the 2d day of January and are to be constructed 
at Newport News. 

This is a very brief and concise statement of a work that has been 
going on for a little more than a dozen years, but which really 
represents the most remarkable development of the resources and 
. of the American people in any line of progress observ- 
able during my public life. ; 

When the first appropriation was made for the construction of 
steel ships, it was an absolute impossibility to provide the mate- 
rial in this country for the construction even of a steel gunboat of 
the size of the Dolphin. We were dependent upon foreign forges 
for the armor for the protective decks; we were dependent upon 
foreign workshops for a large portion of the geek latin, at 
entered into their construction. We were ee unable in 
any part of the United States, throughout its whole breadth and 
broad expanse, to produce the hollow compressed shafting re- 
quired for any one of these ships. 

To-day we are standing in a position where for 11 one of the 
fundamental e of our appropriation bills has been that 
every part and parcel of a ship shall be of material of domestic 
manufacture. Instead of being obliged to send abroad for every 
forging that entered into our armor plate and into the manufac- 
ture of our guns for the Navy, we determined to emancipate our- 
selves from foreign dependence in that regard; and years ago, I 
think in 1886, by the joint action of the House and Senate, the 
Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of War were authorized 
to issue proposals for $10,000,000 worth of steel forgings for armor 
and guns to be produced in an American establishment that should 
iye a guaranty of its ability to begin the manufacture of these 

orgings within a certain period. Iremember very well when that 

proposition first came before Congress, I recollect as if it were 
yesterday when the bill was reported here, in its reading, when 
the Clerk had reached the point where the Secretary of the Navy 
was required to build these vessels and to obtain this armor of 
domestic manufacture if it could be obtained at a reasonable price 
or in a reasonable time, I made the motion to strike out the quali- 
fication and compel the use of American material without limita- 
tion. The argument was made, on a strong basis, that we could 
not produce this material, and that was the fact at the time. 

Gentlemen took a different view as to how long it would be 
before we could possibly supply the materials required. I took 
the ground that we had better wait for years, if necessary, in 
order to stimulate the production of these materials on our own 
soil than go on building ships for the construction of which we 
should be continually dependent upon foreign countries for the 
materials; and I emphasized my position, I remember, in making 
the statement that, so far as my own view was concerned, if at 
the end of ten years we could have 20 first-class ships of war of 
modern type afloat under the American flag, a large or consid- 
erable portion of the materials of which were necessarily procured 
abroad, or at the end of ten years should not have a single mod- 
ern nayal ship that would have been constructed in our own juris- 
diction, and on our own soil have one great manufacturing plant 
that would be capable of producing every material that should 
enter into the construction of our war ships, I would take the 
latter alternative. 

The alternative was taken to the extent to which I have referred. 
These proposals were sent out; and the Bethlehem Iron Company, 
of Pennsylvania, immediately entered upon the erection of what 
is to-day the most powerful, the most extensive, and the most 
e steel-forging plant in the world. Instead of being, as 
we were ten years ago, in absolute dependence upon foreign coun- 
tries for all important materials, we have to-day at Bethlehem a 

lant which contains the most powerful machinery on the globe. 
While the great works of Krupp have a hammer which strikes 
with an impact of 95 tons, the great hammer at Bethlehem comes 
down with a thud, carrying 125 tons to the blow; and instead of 
our being compelled either to go abroad or to take inferior ma- 
terial, we have the most improved facilities; and I ought to make 
this remark, that besides the Bethlehem Company the great plant 
of the Carnegies and the great plants at Midvale and elsewhere 
in the country have contributed to this march of progress. So 
that to-day we are not only not dependent upon one, but we are 
not dependent upon any one establishment in our own country, 
We are emancipated, so far as nayal construction is concerned, 
from dependence upon any other nation on the globe; and when 
we consider, Mr. Chairman, that in the construction of a ship, and 
especially of a ship of war, there is concentrated more of the 
labor, the ingenuity, and the skill of the various avocations of our 
people than in any other construction, we can readily see the 
stride of progress we have made. 
e have made progress in another direction. At the time 
the first bill for the construction of steel ships came up in the 
committee it contained a provision for 8 the engines 


abroad. The provision was based upon the belief that we could not 
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construct the high-power machinery required for forcing modern 
war vessels at the speed that had been attained in modern times. 
The matter was discussed animatedly in the committee. Iremem- 
ber distinctly the itiveness with which the opinion—it was 
more than an opinion—with which the r was express 
by certain N that we could not build the great machin- 
ery required to drive one of these war ships at the requisite speed 
in this See and that it would be years and years before we 
would attain the ability to do so. We struck foreign engines out 
of the bill; we struck them out in the committee. Finally we 
received suggestions from the Secretary of the Navy to that effect, 
and he expressed his view that we could trust to the skill, inge- 
nuity, and progressive efforts of American artisans to supply us 
with the machinery we needed, although we have been for so long 
a time out of the business of building ships of war. $ 

The wisdom of that action was demonstrated almost immedi- 
ately. Within a few months after this prediction was made that 
we could not build these great engines, the Baltimore was under 
construction by the Cramps, and produced a higher degree of 
horsepower than the English plans required. While she was under 
construction the builders came to Washington and suggested a 
modification of the machinery for her sister ship, the Philadelphia, 
which was adopted by the Department, and this American ship- 
building firm built the engines for that great ship, and we have 
gone on improving until in the Columbia and the Minneapolis 
we have set the pace for ocean cruisers for the world. Having 
been a witness of this evolution within these few years, itis almost 
startling to my mind to contemplate the contrast between that 
hour, when so many earnest, able men, some of them engaged in 
business that was akin to that of engine building, declared that it 
must be years before we could develop the tools of precision that 
would enable us to construct a great, powerful, successful marine 
engine, and the time, only a few years later, when the Columbia 
was making the ocean record of the world for speed. 

Mr. Chairman, that, in brief, is the history of this wonderful 
evolution of the American Navy, and we haye now reached the 
point where, while our Navy is small in numbér of ships as com- 
pared with the navies of the great powers of the world, we believe, 
and we believe intelligently and with reason, that we have a navy 
to-day that, ship for ship, is the best navy in the world. [Ap- 
plause.] It ought to be a proud thought for every American 
citizen that we have bearing our flag the fastest cruiser that 
sails the ocean [applause]; that the Columbia is really the gem 
of the ocean,” rightly named and worthy of her proud title. [Ap- 
plause.] We ought to be, and we are, all of us, proud that in the 
great cruiser New York we have the finest protected steel cruiser 
under the canopy of heaven, admitted to be so by the experts of 
all the nations of the globe. We ought to feel proud that within 
a year the Emperor of Germany, himself at the head of a nation 
having one of the most powerful navies afloat, paid the unquali- 
fied compliment to this superb American cruiser, the New York, 
of saying that she exceeded all of his expectations and all of his 
ideas as to the possible perfection of a great ship of war. It ought 
to be and it is a matter of pride that to-day in the Indiana, which 
is now in commission, in the Massachusetts and the Oregon, about 
to go into commission, we haye ships of war that are conceded to 
be, ship for ship, the most powerful battle ships in the world. 
And this is not mere hom congratulation. It is the testimony 
of the most skilled experts of the navies of Europe and of the 
Orient. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have reached the point where we have 
a fair number of cruisers, and they are of the best. We have a 
fair number of gunboats, and they are of the best. We have five 
double-turreted monitors and a double-turreted coast-defense ship, 
the Monterey. For harbor defense we have the Maine and the 
Texas, which are second-rate battle ships, for our second line, and 
we are about to place in commission, or at least we shall have 
during the present pear, three of our first-class battle ships carry- 
ing the flag and fully manned. In addition thereto we have one 
other battle ship, the Jowa, which, though of the same type, is 
believed to be superior in some respects to those 4 4 com- 
pleted, and at Newport News we are about to enter upon the con- 
struction of the Kentucky and the Kearsarge, which are somewhat 
larger and are believed to have still other improvements in con- 
struction and efficiency. That makes six battle ships which have 
been provided for and are now either completed, in process of 
completion, or under contract. We have only three torpedo boats, 
but we have a number under construction at the Herreshoff and 
other works, and it is believed by the Department, in which belief 
the Committee on Naval Affairs have cordially coincided, that the 
policy of our Government at this time should be to make Whatever 
addition it is deemed wise to provide for at the present session 
by increasing the strength of our line of battle. 

The utility of our cruisers of all classes is perfectly obvious to 
anyone who considers the needs of a navy, but to all who have 
pra thought to the real final use of a naval force to the United 

tates it is clear that our main reliance must be placed upon our 
line of battle, and it is the belief of naval officers of experience 


and of other experts generally that the real coast defenses of the 
he y 


United States must depend in a large de I believe in the 
largest degree—upon our first line of battle, which must be out- 
side of our headlands, on the water. Any nation that proposes to 
successfully defend its coast line must prevent the possible 
landing of an enemy on its shores; and against any force that 
could assail us from across the ocean the most powerful defense, 
the wisest and the t effective defense of which I can conceive, 
would be a cordon of battle ships along our coast line that should 

revent an enemy’s fleet from entering our harbors or making a 
anding upon our coast. We confidently believe that a sufficient 
fleet of vessels of the type of those now completed and under con- 
struction, if judiciously placed outside of our coast line, would 
enable us to defend this country in all probability against any 
naval force that could be sent across the sea; and if we can do 
that the problem of coast defense is solved. If we can not actually 
espa sore that, we can certainly inflict such Samagp and cause 
such delay and interpose such obstacles to an assault upon our 
coast as would make the water line of battle the most important 
consideration of our defense, 

There is another phase in which this appeals to our desire for 
security. However strongly we may fortify the headlands of 
our coasts (and I for one am earnestly in favor of strong and 
powerful coast defenses), the forts along our coast line must, of 
course, occupy fixed positions; and an enemy, whenever possible, 
will seek to avoid the fortified points and effect his landing where 
those defenses do not exist. Incase of an emergency we can not 
move those forts so as to reenforce each other; but with a suffi- 
cient fleet of heavy battle ships the click of the telegraph could 
assemble at any threatened pen a half dozen or a dozen or twenty 
(if we should go so far) of the most powerful forts that have been 
erected anywhere, and that could be moved into the most advanta- 
geous position, not only from day to day, butfrom hour to hour and 
from moment to moment during a conflict. So that I think there 
can be no question of the e utility of a battle line of 
naval ships for our coast defense. It was with this view that, 
in drafting the provision authorizing the first three battle ships, 
I suggested, and the committee adopted, the phraseology of ‘ sea- 
going coast-line battle ships,” so as to characterize this class of 
vessels and to dedicate these ships as the patrols and defenders of 
the coast of the United States. 

In the present bill, Mr. Chairman, we have followed the lines 
of the estimates very closely, making comparatively few modifi- 
cations. The modifications that we have made will be found in 
8 stated in the brief report which has been submitted here. 

ne of the important features of the bill is the provision for the 
enlistment from time to time during the coming year of a thou- 
sand additional men and boys. This provision has been inserted 
in accordance with the request of the Secretary of the Navy and 
was based upon his statement of the fact that vessels to be put in 
commission during the coming year will require this additional 
force of men to make their crews. A year ago the Secretary re- 
quested Congress to grant him 2,000 additional men; Con 
granted him 1,000. This year the request for an additional thou- 
sand was renewed, and the committee have recommended author- 
ity for their enlistment. This will account for the increase we 
pete made in the appropriation under the head of Pay for the 

avy. 

Under the heading ‘‘ Bureau of Navigation” there has been a 
small increase rendered necessary in order to provide for the out- 
fits and bounties of apprentices for waterworks at the training 
station in Rhode Island (this item having been cut down last 
year), and $2,000 for necessary repairs to the Nayal War College, 
earnestly eat by the Department. 

Under the Bureau of Ordnance we have madea larger increase, 
although it is proper to state that the items in this bill which are 
an increase over the last appropriations were contained, I think, 
almost entirely in the bill reported to and passed by this House 
last year, although, for some reason of which we have not been 
advised, those items were stricken out in the Senate. One of 
these is a provision for a reserve supply of guns. We have no re- 
serve guns. We have no supply upon which to draw in case of 
emergency or in case of the disabling of a portion of the guns. 
Your committee deemed it unwise to permit this condition of 
things to continue, and therefore reported in fayor of an appro- 
priation of $250,000 to manufacture this reserve supply. 

In the reserve for the Navy there are no . that would 
be at all adequate to a demand that might arise at any time. We 
appropriate $200,000 for a reserve supply of projectiles. We also 
provide $142,000 for an additional supply of torpedoes, which we 
regard as especially desirable, not only in view of the torpedo 
boats already under construction, but in view of the fact that we 
have provided for 15 more. 

We also provide for reserve 


8 for the auxiliary cruisers of the 
Navy; and in that connection 


may properly call attention to the 


fact that this naval development of ours has already borne the 
fruits that we anticipated in stimulating a return of the American 
flag to the ocean as a representative of American commerce. 
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In closing the report of the committee in 1890 a brief reference 
was made to thestimulus that this building up of great naval plants 
would cause in behalf of our commercial marine, and the state- 
ment of the committee closed in this way: 

The result of this effort to build up the Navy would be to increase the 


r, protect the honor, and promote the p: of our great nation 
Ey setting afloat a navy that not only be an outer wark of defense in 
case of war, but that, we trust, may prove in peace the messenger of good 


ok 7 Ta lands and show to us to the world ggain that commerce fol- 

I think I am justified in saying that, as a direct result of the 
development of our resources for the building of modern steel 
ships, we have returned our flag to the ocean, and it now floats 
over a great international line of steamships which is called the 
American Line. It has bronght under our flag two ships which, 
when they were permitted to American registry, were regarded 
as the finest steamships in the world, the New York and the Paris, 
and it stimulated the construction at the same shipyard that 
gave some of the finest of our vessels—the great war ships—the 
construction of two great American ocean steamers that are 
American from stem to stern, from rail to keelson, the St. Louis 
and the St. Paul, steamers that are a source of pride to every 
American citizen, and that are to-day closely wrestling with the 
speed record of steamers on the Atlantic Ocean. So, Mr. Chair- 
man, commerce has already followed the flag, and is following it, 
and we have intimations and evidences from every direction that 
the example thus set, the way thus pointed out, is to be followed 
in the future until we shall find again the American flag, repre- 
senting our American commerce, in every port of the civilized 
world. We ought not to minimize or underrate the effect that a 
great Navy—great, I mean, in power and excellence—exercises as 
a representative of our country, always has exercised and always 
will exercise, in supplementing our commerce with the other na- 
tions of the world. 

We have made some appropriations of a minor character for 
naval ines where they were regarded as urgently necessary, 
and also for repairs for the retaining sea wall at the torpedo sta- 
tionat Ne We have also increased the appropriation for the 

mipment, to apply to the increase in our vessels afloat. 
of Yards and Docks we have also made an in- 
crease for the maintenance of the pas at those institutions; and 
under Public 1 52 4 we have made ost niam of 8 = 
appropriation being principally appli carry on the work an 
improvements at Brooklyn, League Island, Mare Island, and Wash- 
ington Navy-Yards, the Puget Sound and Port Royal naval sta- 
tions, and at the Naval Academy. 

There is a slight increase in the appropriation for the Bureau of 
Medicine and Surgery by reason of the additional number of men 
to be cared for. 

Under the Bureau of Construction and Repair there is an in- 
crease of $1,065,500. In the item of construction and repair of 
vessels there is an increase of $350,000 over the appropriation of 
last year and it is urgently required for continuing the work dur- 
ing the present fiscal year, and a similar amount is appropriated to 
cover a deficiency, which is made immediately available. This is 
to be applied on rat ad on which the work had to be suspended on 
account of the inadequacy of the ve lth peck last year. We 
have therefore taken the appropriation of last year and added to 
it the deficiency required this year, and appropriated $1,250,000 to 
carry on the work during the ensuing year, which is not an ex- 
trav: t sum in view of ford largo increase of e = ae Navy. 
We appropriate $250, or ing on work of repairs 
to the Chicago, and $100,000 for the ‘Hartford. 

Under the Bureau of Steam Engineering there is an increase of 
$246,500. We ap iy Seni $235,000 for new boilers and machinery 
for the Atlanta, the lphin, and the Hartford. 

For the Naval Academy there is an increase of $40,883, $15,000 
of which is for grading the grounds, $15,000 for the new main 
sewer, which is required, and $5,000 for dredging. 

We have incréased by $136,223 the 9 for the Marine 
Corps, largely to provide for the 500 additional men reported to 
us by the commandant and the Secretary as necessary, in view of 
the increase of the number of our ships afloat. 

Under the head of increase of the Navy the estimates called 
for $9,522,883 for ing on the work of construction of the 
hulls and machinery, the armor and armament of vessels hereto- 
fore authorized. It will be seen that this is an item, therefore, 
that covers solely the work on new vessels of the Navy. After 
full consideration it was finally determined that the authorization 
8 be on the line of battle ships and torpedo boats. 
We have recommended the construction of four additional battle 


ment, not to exceed $4,000,000. None of the ships that have been 
constructed 


or contracted for at this time have reached so high a 


price as that. That is to say, they have never reached the limit 
of cost fixed in the bill; and we have thought it wise, therefore. 
to decrease the limit by $250,000, recommending that the total 
cost shall not exceed $3,750,000; and I stop here to explain that 
this was simply to remove from the bill a limitation that experi- 
ence has shown to be entirely too large, and does not in any way 
indicate that the vessels to be constructed are to be in any sense 
not as efficient as (and we expect that they will be superior to) 
those heretofore ordered, which have never cost, exclusive of 
armament, so much, or nearly so much, as $4,000,000. The largest 
authorization that has ever been made for ships before this ses- 
sion, I think, was in the Fifty-first Congress, when we authorized 
three battle ships, the cruiser Columbia, and some minor vessels. 
This bill therefore makes the largest authorization of vessels that 
ever has been made, 

There were some considerations at the outset that would have 
inclined the committee to amore moderate recommendation. The 
condition of ri finances, to which 2 had oaoa two 
years an e present year Secretary of the Navy, was 
one of the considerations. The Secretary of the Navy 5 in 
favor of building 2 battle ships and 12 torpedo boats; but after 
looking the whole matter carefully over, considering the state 
of public opinion so far as we could judge it, and using our best 
efforts to make to this House what we believed to be a judicious 
recommendation, the committee concluded to give the benefit of the 
doubt on the side of liberality, even when the financial situation 
is not quite what we wish it were, and we ask your favorable con- 
sideration and action upon our recommendation that we author- 
ize at this session 4 additional battle ships and 15 torpedo boats. 
When they are put under construction that will make, in addition 
to the 2 that were contracted for on the 2d of Jan „6 battle 
ships, the construction of which will be inaugurated durin, 

nt year; by far the most noteworthy addition to our Na 
in its history, and, as we believe, as large an authorization as 
the circumstances would fairly warrant. Wehopethat the House 
will not consider it too large, mse we have arrived at this con- 
clusion after going over the whole subject with great care, and 
we submit it to Congress with confidence that it will ratify the 
judgment of the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, before the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs concludes, will he state the estimated 
cost of the 4 new battle ships and 15 torpedo vessels that are au- 
thorized, including armament? 

Mr. BOUTELL I was going to state that. Following my 
citation of the fact that the estimates called for $9,522,883 of a 
propriations in this bill for the carrying on of work on vesse 
already under construction, Iwas going to state that that amount 
has been decreasing somewhat because of the completion of con- 
tracts upon vessels. Now, in addition to that we propose in this 
bill to make appropriations, for these 4 battle ships and the 15 
torpedo boats, of all the money that the Department estimates 
can be properly profitably expended during the coming fiscal 
year. I ought perhaps to say that in the bill passed last year 
which authorized two battle ships, the Kentucky and the Kear- 
sarge, there was substantially no 8 made for their 
construction. I think there was added under the head of appro- 
priations perhaps $100,000 or so for making their designs, but there 
was no appropriation made to carry forward their construction, 
and their contracts were not en into until the 2d day of Jan- 
nary of this year. There is incorporated in this $9,522,883 of esti- 
mates the amount deemed requisite for commencing and carrying 
on the construction of those two battle ships during the coming 
year. 

Now we have put in, in addition to that, $500,000 for each of the 
battle ae ; penn g 82.000, 000, and $1,256,250 for the 15 torpedo 
boats. ose appropriations are based upon estimates submitted 
to us by the Secretary of the Navy, that 8500, 000 will be required 
for work on each of the 4 battle ships, and that these torpedo 
boats, which are to cost, the 5 large ones $870,000, and the 10 
smaller ones $800,000—it was the opinion of the Secretary that 75 
per cent of the total amount would be required during this year. 
Seventy-five per cent of these amounts makes $3,256,250, which, 
added to the 82,000,000 for the battle ships, makes 83.2506, 250 that 
we add to the estimates, making the total appropriations in this 
bill for the increase of the Navy $12,779,133. 

In reply to the question of my colleague from Maine [Mr. 
DINnGcuey], I will state that the battle ships now under construction 
at Newport News were contrected for, for their hulls and ma- 
chinery, exclusive of armament, for $2,225,000, I think. That is 
the approximate amount. In addition to that, the hulls require, 
as estimated, $647,000 of hull armor, and, in addition to that, the 
armament will cost something over $2,000,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. For 3 ship? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. For each battle ship. I will give the esti- 
mate of the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance. On the two battle 
st now under construction at Newport News the bids received 
an for the hulls and machin were 82.253.000. The 
cost of hull armor will be $637,000, $2,592,000 that will 
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be paid out of the limitation made by Congress of $4,000,000. 
Then, under the head of armor and armament, the armor and gun 
tection will cost $2,405,000, making the total cost of those two 
ttle ships each $5,297,000; and I may say here that those vessels 
were contracted for at a considerably lower rate than the previous 
ships. The first battle ships were contracted for, exclusive of 
armament, for $3,120,000, and these bids, as will be seen, are con- 
siderably below those. J ought to say, in that connection, what 
Ishould have said when I was speaking of the development of 
these shipbuilding Bre that their devel ent has caused the 
most marvelous reduction in the cost of the material for these 
vessels, The cost of the production of steel has decreased to a 
degree that would be hardly credible; in some instances nearly 50 
per cent. So much so that it has been stated rio speed that 
three battle ships could be built now for very little more than two 
would have cost ten years ago. 

The torpedo boats, as I have said, five of them, are to cost 
$875,000 each. We have not specified that they should cost so 
much, but we desire, at the request of the Department, to leave a 
discretion there, to make some of them larger and more expen- 
sive than others, if deemed desirable. So we have simply pro- 
vided the aggregate amount. They are to have a of not 
less than 26 knots, and it is ho: that they will reach a much 
higher rate; and in fact we have every confidence that they will. 
The 10 small torpedo boats have also been provided for in an ap- 

ropriation in bulk, in order that the Department may so arrange 
fher designs as to meet such contingencies as the Department 
think are important to consider in regard to their transportation 
and utilization at various points on our coast and inland as the 
occasion may arise. iy 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I desire to say any- 
thing further. It isa fruitful theme, but I have already occupied 
considerably more time that I intended. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, if the chairman of the com- 
mittee will pardon me, before he closes I want to see if I under- 
stand correctly what the ultimate cost of the authorization of new 
vessels provided for in this bill would be. I understand $21,168,- 
000 will be the ultimate cost of four battle ships, if I took the fig- 
. BOUTE 

Mr. BO LLE. You have made the es? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Two million eight hundred and two thou- 
sand dollars for the hull and ing cere and $2,405,000 for the 
ee making the cost of battle ship $5,207,000, if I took 
down the figures correctly, 

Mr. BOUTELLE, That is the estimate furnished by the Ord- 
nance 5 by Commodore Sampson, of the cost of the two 
ships under construction at Newport News. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And the cost of four, with armament, is 
$21,168,000. Then the 15 o boats will cost how much? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They are to cost 8800, 000 and $875,000, which 
is $1,675,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That makes about $23,000,000 for increases in 
the Navy by new vessels authorized in this bill? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Assuming that the cost will be identical. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, assuming that the cost is identical. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Ultimately they will not cost so much, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then the battle ships—the chairman of the 
committee will pardon me—having been contracted for recently, 
when the market price of steel is probably at the lowest point that 
will be reached for many years, I think it is but fair to conclude 
that the new battle ships will cost at least.as much, as it is to be 
borne in mind that steel has been abnormally low. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I will state to the ce ess that so far as 
the committee are concerned, we have had no information brought 
to us that would indicate an increase in the cost; have we, Mr. 
CUMMINGS? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. None at all; but the cost will be less, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think that is a fair estimate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In my cg acid I state the cost of the 4 bat- 
tle ships and the 15 torpedo ts, exclusive of armament, at 
$16,675,000. I did not make the figures as to the total cost. They 
are to aggregate about 45,600 tons displacement—that is, the ves- 
sels carried in this bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. They are to be about the same size? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They are to be about the same size—about 
11,000 tons. The Towa, I think, is a little over 11,000 tons. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Eleven thousand two hundred and fifty tons. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That will be $16,675,000 for the new vessels 
authorized, exclusive of armament. I understood the chairman 
of the committee to state that the cost of the armanent is $2,405,000, 
estimated, for each battle ship. That will be $9,600,000 to be 
added to $16,675,000, and that will carry it up to over $25,000,000. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I did not understand the chairman to state 
the amount. 

Mr. DINGLEY. He made an estimate of the amount required 
for the armament. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, What do you name the amount? 
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Mr. DINGLEY. I notice that the estimated cost of the 4 bat- 
tle ships and 15 torpedo boats, exclusive of armament, is stated in 
the report at $16,675,000, ö 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is that erroneous? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the statement in the report: and that 
the cost of the armament, exclusive of that sum, about 82,405,000 
for each battle ship, which would be $9,600,000 for the 4 battle 
ships, and that added together carries the whole amount up to 
$26,275,000. That is the authorization in the bill for the 4 battle 
ships and 15 torpedo boats, with armament. And that is in addi- 
tion, of course, to the completion of the vessels already author- 
ized, 2 battle ships having authorized last year and the first 
appropriation made in this appropriation bill. 

r. BOUTELLE. That is what I endeavored to state. I will 
state it consecutively, so that it will appear in the RECORD. The 
4 battle ships and 15 torpedo boats will aggregate about 45,609 tons, 
to cost, usive of armament, not exceeding sixteen millions— 
no, my colleague's figures are not correct, because the estimate 
made here is er the full limit of cost, which these vessels will 
not in all probability reach. My statement in mpa was 
about the authorization. Of course in a report to this House we 
could not state justexactly what the ships were to cost before they 
were contracted for, and I stated that they were to cost, exclusive 
of armament, not exceeding a certain amount, but I did not say 
they would cost that amount. They are authorized tocost$16,000,- 
000. The pore wast to figure for the purposes of construction 
here would be to multiply the total cost of each of these ships at 
Newport News by four. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the 1 has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am amazed, . Chairman, that I have 
corns £6 dog upon the committee, I had no intention of 

oing so. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will yield the chairman of the committee 
whatever additional time he desires. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I thank my colleague. 

Mr. HANLY. Will my colleague, the gentleman from Maine, 
permit me to make a suggestion as to these figures? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HANLY. The total authorization was $22,863,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Including armament? 

Mr. HANLY. Including armament. That is based on the cost 
of the two ships recently contracted for. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then the estimate of the authorization of new 
vessels on page 2 of the report, of $16,675,000, is not based on the 
cost of the battle ships recently contracted for? 

Mr.HANLY. Iam giving the torpedo boats. The difference 
arises in this way: We have appr riated or fixed the limit of 
the appropriation for the hull vessel at $3,750,000, whereas 
they are actually let at less than $2,000,000, and the difference be- 
tween the res comes in there, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Threemillion seven hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars each is the limit that these vessels may be permitted 
to reach, but they were bid for at $2,255,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How much would that reduce them? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The 4 battle ships, if contracted for at the 
same rates as those now being built at Newport News, will cost, 
as the e from Indiana [Mr. Hany] has stated, $21,188,- 
000. e have authorized an expenditure, and expect to meet x| 
on the torpedo boats of $1,656,250, which would make the 
cost of these new vessels added to this bill $22,844,250. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to inquire whether either of my 
colleagnes on the committee desires to at this time, or 
whether soy would prefer to go on with the bill, reserving the 
ri ae at such point as may seem to them best? 

. CUMMINGS. . Chairman, I should like to submit a 
few remarks at this point. We shall have no trouble, I think, 


abont the debate. 

15 CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Naval 
Affairs has done its work 3 and thoroughly. The 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. * correctly analyzed 
this bill. In my opinion it is as economical a bill as was ever 
brought into the House from the Committee on Naval Affairs for 
the inspection of Congress. It is even less in amount than the 
bill brought into the House last year. In the last session the 
House passed a bill carrying $31,636,823. That was $75,000 more 
than the bill which is bronght before you to-day. In view of the 
war cloud on the horizon, I will say it seems to me that this is an 
exceedingly economical bill, and that it ought to meet with no 
opposition on the floor of this House. We sierra A ought to 
keep paoe by ratio in the increase in our Navy with the increase 
in lish navy, and above all at this time. I was in favorof 
6 battle ships while the bill was ynder consideration in commit- 
tee, for I believe that the best defense in the world is the means 
of offense. But voted down in committee, I accept the report of 


the chairman. I find this statement regarding the increase of the 
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lish navy, to which I call attention. It is a statement made 
e British Parliament: 
2 n t S 

a eee — 4 75 the Nee to increase the navy by 4,900 

We have provided for an increase of only 1,000 seamen and 500 
marines, 

For and ammunition the Admiralty proposed a supplemental esti- 
pope £200,000, and for the ensuing financial year they proposed an increase 

That is six times as much as the increase proposed in this bill. 

The Admiralty also proposed an increase of £2,250,000 for docks, and ex- 
plained that the propona dock works would increase the amount, £8,900,000 
provided by the estimates, to £14,000,000. 

This is a hundred times as much as we have appropriated for 
the same p 


Mr. Goschen then said that between 1889 and 1806 105 besa and d torpedo 
destroyers had been built or were building. He admit that this was a 
formidable list; but the Admiralty pro: to spend an additional £1,000,000, 
moluaig the £200,000 pene’, proposed, as a supplementary. estimate for 

and ammunition during the present year. e Admiralty had judged 
t advisable to undertake the construction of 5 additional battle ships, 4 first- 
class cruisers, 8 second-class cruisers, and 28 torpedo destroyers, in addition 
to minor expenses, such as anchoring a training ship at Queenstown and 
replacing the cadet ship Britannia by a college for naval cadets. 

des the vessels mentioned, Mr. Goschen also said the admiralty pro- 
posa to provide for 6 third-class cruisers, and all would be commen in 


Now, gentlemen, that is five times the amount proposed for the 
increase of the Navy under this bill. And I hold, sir, that it is a 
duty which we owe the country to maintain at least our ratio 
with the war ships of England as it stands to-day. I do not believe 
that we ought to allow the English navy to again become as pow- 
erful in comparison with the American Navy as it was at the close 
of the war. Let us, sir, at least keep what we have gained, if we 
gain no more. 

Mr. Chairman, I regretted that no more seamen were provided 
for in this bill. I understood the Secretary to say that he would 
like to have 1,500, and discretion on the part of the President to 
increase the number to 3,000 in a warlike emergency. I have 
acquiesced in the report of my friend the chairman of the com- 
mittee. I was also sorry that no appropriation was made for the 


in 


dock at iers, La., but after learning that there was a dispute 
with re; to what kind of a dock should be built, and believing 
from what the chairman said that he would be in favor of such a 


dock when this dispute shall be settled, I was glad to let the ques- 
tion go over until the next session of Congress. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. wi er Bh statement just made by the 
gentleman might be misleading without this explanation on my 
part. I stated that I was unwilling to make an appropriation for 
constructing at that point a dry dock of a character that might 

rove unsatisfactory; and while I have always been warmly in 
iror of having a naval station on the Gulf somewhere, when the 
location should be properly determined, my view has been for a 
number of years, and still is, that without regard to sections or 
phical considerations we should first supply all our navy- 
ards where there are extensive plants for carrying on construc- 
Uon and repairing with dry docks before we should commence 
the construction of a simple dock at any point where there is now 
no nayal station. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. In other words, it was a question of capa- 
cious docks without regard to site. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no further remarks to make upon the 
bill, and if no gentleman on this side of the House desires to 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Before the gentleman from New York 
concludes, I should like to ask him a question. I see that these 
battle ships provided for in this bill are all to draw over 25 feet of 


water. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, as I understand, it is impossible 
for ot of that draft to go into any port southof Newport News 
toc 


Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman will permit me 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think the design of these vessels was mod- 
ified for the express : parpone of reducing their draft. 3 

Mr. UNDERWO D. I should like to have some information 
on that point. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I find by referring to the documents that the 
Secre caused the designs for these two ships to be reexamined 
and modified with the express view of reducing their draft, so that 
they have been given more beam, as architects would say. They 
have been made broader and given more floor for the p of 
making them draw less, and they are now estimated to havea 
draft of 23 feet 6 inches. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will those ships with that draft be able 
to enter any ports south of weve News to coal? = 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not know that I can speak positively 
and fully on that point at this moment. They will be able to go 
into the Aississi issippi River without any trouble. They will beable 
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to go into Port Royal and may be docked there. I remember that 

at Port Royal when high tide was on, the Indiana, which drew, 

I think, 24 feet of water, could not be docked. I am not familiar 

at this moment with the depth of water at the other Southern 
rts. Some tleman from Georgia can tell us with regard to 
vannah. I do not feel sure. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then that would give us two battle ships 
which would be able to coal in ports south of Newport News. 

_Mr. BOUTELLE. Of course four of the ships are not yet de- 
signed; but my expectation is that they will be designed with the 
same view of having them of as light a draft as possible. I pre- 
sume they will not draw any more than these other two. I think 
that a vessel of 23 feet 6 inches draft could go into Mobile and 
Pensacola. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Not into the harbor of Mobile, but the bay, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I mean the lower bay. 

Mr. LOW. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. CUMMINGS. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. LOW. About twenty-five minutes, or perhaps a half hour, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I re- 
ey i 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has forty-five minutes of his 
time 2 IS 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I vield thirty minutes of the time to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. LOW. Mr. Chairman, there is an old military saying that 
in time of peace the sentinel is apt to sleep on his post. This bill, 
which is before us for consideration, I have heard read to-day for 
the first time, but be that as it may, any bill which provides for 
an increase in our Navy touches one of the most popular sentiments 
in the heart of the American people—popular because it means 
the strengthening of an arm of our service; popular because it 
means better protection not only to our own seacoast, but for the 
American interests throughout the world. 

The people of these United States do not want war; we do not 
invite hostilities; neither do we wish to extend our border lines; 
but, Mr. Chairman, the people of this country are tired of taking 
up the newspapers and reading now and again that some Ameri- 
can citizen sojourning in a ov he 5 land has been unjustly thrown 
into prison, and they are tired of having foreign nations minimiz- 
ing our rights. Recent events have convinced those who have 
followed the trend of national affairs that the want of a Navy has 
been one of the reasons why we have had to suffer humiliation at 
the hands of foreign nations. 

Build up our Navy, enact this bill, for it provides a step toward 
the construction of a national floating bulwark which, when com- 
pleted, will speak louder, deeper, and more effectively than words 
in settling—aye, in preventing—international complications; then 
when the United States speaks, foreign ears which have been so 
deaf will suddenly come out of the infirmary with their hearing 
fully restored. Taking into consideration our thousands of miles 
of seacoast, our vast merchant marine, and world-wide commercial 
interests, we must admit that our policy has been suicidal in neg- 
lecting to keep our Navy up to a proper standard. Questions, if 
not disputes, have recently come to the surface, and the Ameri- 
can people have realized—haye been compelled to realize for the 
first time in thirty years—that the American Navy, which has 
ever been the pride and boast of the American heart, is numer- 
ically weak. yisitso? Why are the great commercial inter- 
ests of a maritime nation like ours left to the protection of a feeble 
Navy? The fact is our people since the close of the war have 
been so busy developing the country’s resources that they forgot 
our ships of war. If we fail to provide for the outer lines of our 
defense we tempt foreign nations to interfere in our domestic 
affairs. Why, were a powerful nation to make war upon us to- 
morrow, the people of the United States would give up every 
railroad that runs from here to the Pacific, if they c uld, in 
exchange for a fleet of battle ships. 

Our country must build up the Navy, keep it at a proper stand- 
ard, and then there will be no occasion for thrilling the heart of 
our nation by a dynamite message. It is true that we are con- 
fronted with a depleted Treasury. But what has that to do with 
it? If the Administration is bankrupt, the countryis not. There 
are loyal hearts and plenty of money among the 70,000,000 2 
living under the folds of our flag who will gladly and cheerft y 
indorse any outlay to build up the marine arm of our country’s 
service and make it what it 5 to be. I hope every Adminis- 
tration from now on will consider it a national duty, to wit, that 
the Army and Navy shall be the last two departments to econo- 
mize upon. We want peace, but peace without honor means 
servitude. Peace with honor is expensive, but war is more so. 

I hope, therefore, in discussing this bill that there will be no at- 
tempt to economize even in the smallest degree, for have we, Mr. 
Chairman, a more important function to perform than to provide 
for the national defense? We can not maintain and keep our posi- 
tion among the family of nations bytalk. Boasting will not settle 


any dispute. Why, we might as well line ourselves up and down 
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upon our shores and make faces at the foreign nations when inter- 
national questions come up. F 

Have we forgotten the sentiment of this House on the Monroe 
doctrine when the Venezuelan question was before us? Have we 
forgotten the attitude of this body when the Cuban resolutions 
were introduced? Why, Mr. Chairman, a failure at the present 
time to strengthen our Navy in a superlative degree would be 
tantamount to making an apology to the world for our actions 
during the past two months. 

Gentlemen can view our Navy from every point of the compass; 
they can diagnose the marine arm of the service with all the skill 
and all the experience of a lifetime; they may bias that skill and 
experience with theories or e iencies, but the fact will still re- 
main that our Navy is numerically weak and that it needs some- 
thing more than a homeopathic dose to strengthen it. The high 
attenuationists who wish to 8 8 ig for this patient must give 
way for heroic treatment. we fail at the present time to make 
provision for our Navy and to bring it up to a standard commen- 
surate with our great wants, after the sheet lightning of warning 
has flashed into the eyes of this Republic, we shall commit an 
unpardonable natio crime which neither this nor future gen- 
erations will condone. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, unless some other gentle- 
man desires to address the committee, I will ask unanimons con- 
sent that we may proceed with the reading of the bill by para- 
graphs, with the understanding that when that portion of the bill 
which provides for the increase of the Navy shall be reached my 
colleague of the committee [Mr. HANLY] shall be entitled to occupy 
the floor for twenty minutes or half an hour, as he may elect. 

Mr. HANLY. an hour. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. There are other gentlemen here who desire 


to Py ye 
. HULICK. At that time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then I will ask unanimous consent that we 
go on with the reading of the bill 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Until we reach that item. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Until some gentleman desires to speak. 

Mr. HULICK. We do not wish any limit. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Ishould like to make an inquiry. 
I do not care for one to say anything in regard to this bill gener- 
ally, but when you reach the question of the increase of the Navy, 
I desire permission to offer a few feeble remarks for the good of 
the country and myself, and I can not do it in five minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman misunderstood me. I will 
make this proposition: I unanimous consent that we now pro- 
ceed—unless some gentleman desires to take the floor at this time 
to consider the bill under the five-minute rule by paragraphs, until 
we reach such point 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The increase of the Navy? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Unless some gentleman desires to Ppor 
before that, until we reach the paragraph for the increase of the 
Navy, when we will arrange how much time shall be occupied in 
general debate, 2 y k 

Mr. HULICK. With the understanding that if there should be 
any amendment proposed in regard to dry docks or any other im- 
portant measure the same understanding would apply to that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, it would be under the five-minuterule. 

Mr. HULICK. I object to that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Ohio objects. 

Mr. HULICK. I wish it understood that the item of docks 
is to come under the same understanding as the item with refer- 
ence to the increase of the Navy. As I understand the gentleman, 
he has only made his suggestion with reference to that one item 
of the increase of the Navy. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the com- 
mittee now proceed with the reading of the bill under the five- 
minute rule until the portion of the bill which relates to increase 
of the Navy is reach Is there objection? 

Mr. HULICK. I ee unless this modification is made—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE, hat is the gentleman’s objection? 

Mr. HULICK. That it shall apply not only to the increase of 
the Navy, but to the question of docks. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will state tothe gentleman that there is no 
item for dry docks in the bill. 

Mr. HULICK. Thatis very true; butan amendment might be 
offered. I understand the gentleman’s proposition to apply simply 
to the item for the increase of the Navy, and I wish it toapply to 
an amendment for the increase of dry docks. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask unanimous consent that we may pro- 
ceed with the bill under the five-minute rule until we reach some 
point where some gentleman desires more than five minutes, when 
time can be granted by the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked for the consid- 
eration of the bill under the five-minute rule 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to say that it is nobody’s purpose to 
cut off proper discussion, 


Mr. TATE. Mr. Chairman, I should like merely to state 

The CHAIRMAN. One moment. The Chair is stating the 
proposition. Unanimous consent is asked that the committee now 
proceed with the bill under what is known as the five-minute 
rule until some portion of the bill is reached where any member 
of the committee desires to occupy more time than is allowed 
under the rules of the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. MEYER. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether in the event that an amendment were proposed under 
the head of increase of the Navy—assuming that the bill pursues 
its ue course until that point is reached—whether if an 
amendment were offered in regard to dry docks, the chairman 
would claim that it was out of order and not pertinent to the bill, 
we havin d over the intervenin rtion of the bill? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I have reserved all points of 
8 We can not decide a thing out of its order, or until it is 
reached. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Maine. The Clerk will proceed with the 
reading of the bill by paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ay Te semen) pe 2 ä For ona clerk, = SLAs, ona writer 

e 05 r, at $1,000; on 2 x oreman 
hoe sii f R 

Mr. BINGHAM. At the close of the paragraph in reference to 
the apt lente oS Island, Pennsylvania, I desire to ask if 
that is the paragraph in the bill where an amendment can be in- 
troduced with reference to the construction of a dock at the 
League Island yard? I desire to submit an amendment at the 
point where it is in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will state to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that is the civil establishment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then, may I ask the gentleman where it 
would be in order? I desire to move an amendment at the part of 
the bill where it is in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I should suppose that would come in under 
the head of public works. They are all yards and docks, 

Mr. BINGHAM. On what page? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. On page 18. It is not for me to say whether 
it is in order. It is for the Chair. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam simply asking for information. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I will state that we are now on the civil 
establishment, and it would not be in order to insert any item 


about aor paons work there. 

Mr. B HAM, I will ask if the gentleman will kindly en- 
lighten me? 

. BOUTELLE. Sofar as the chairman of the Committee on 

Naval Affairs may be permitted to do so I will. 

Mr. BINGH. I ask the chairman of the committee to in- 
form me on what e? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. On pages 18, 19, 20, and 21 are public works. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard, Brooklyn, N. Y.: For in; ving, sidewalk: 
200 ‘quay yall Chal dock, 80) best. $100; quay wall, Waltne; Na. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. My attention has been called to a feature 
in this item, and I desire that it may be passed over, in order that 
we may recur to it. My colleague [Mr. CumminGs] is looking up 
some data, I ask unanimous consent that it be kept open for 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the 
graph just mentioned be passed over for the present. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy: vn e Island, Pa.: For dred and filling in, 5 
. 580; lightning rods and Ade dalks, 8200 in all. gorse 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment on page 19, in line 10, after the word “dollars.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 19, line 10, after the word “ dollars” insert the words “ That the sum 
of 000 be, and itis ech Ee G8 pet out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropria „to be expended under the direction of the 
Secret: of the ser ward the construction and completion of a dr 
dock at the na’ a „League Island, Pa., of sufficient capacity to meet 
present and probable future needs, both for the naval service as well as for 
the auxili or reserve ships to be used in time of war, the total cost of said 
dry dock not to exceed the sum of $712,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to make the point of order on that, 
being for an appropriation not authorized by law. S 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that, in the matter 
of the construction of docks in connection with the naval 
establishment of the Government, it has always hitherto been the 
course of the Committee on Naval Affairs, without any preceding 
legislation, to incorporate in their annual bill, as a continuing 
service in connection with the naval development, dry docks at 
the established yards of the country. In the bill which I hold in 
my hand, for 1887, the present dry dock at League Island Navy- 
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Yard was directed by legislation which was not a 
ute, but was a part of the naval appropriation bi 
the House. 

Such has been the course of this House. It has been a matter 


rt of a stat- 
that came to 


of common notoriety that the Committee on Nayal Affairs enter- 
tained and carried in their committee the establishment of three 
dry docks that were to have been reported in this bill without 

uestion of a point of order in committee; but u reconsidera- 
oon of the proposition, without regard to the point of order, the 
committee determined, for other reasons, not to make the recom- 
mendation to this House. I claim, sir, that it is a part of a con- 
tinuing work in the development of the naval establishment of 
the Government, just the same as this committee brings into this 
House an increase of your Navy in these four battle ships as well 
as this number of torpedo boats. There is no statute for them. 
They are a partof the growing, continuing establishment of your 
Navy and your navy-yard developments as are continually going 
on in the Navy, as they are continuing the construction of the 
ships, and therefore it comes in under the rule. To clean the hull 
or Seaton of a ship is just as necessary as to appropriate for 

ir or renewal of the interior of a great vessel. , 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the rule provides, in substance, 
that no appropriation shall be reported in any appropriation bill 
or any amendment thereof be in order except for objects pre- 
viously authorized by law unless it shall be in continuation of a 
work or object which has been thus authorized. It has been ruled 
frequently that the general laws authorizing the construction of 
a navy permit the incorporation of an appropriation for new 
ships in a Nayal appropriation bill for the reason that the essence 
of a navy is ships. ere have been cases where propositions 
have been reported for building a dry dock in a navy-yard with- 
out a point of order being made. The only instance in which a 
point of order was ever made within my recollection against a pro- 
vision for the construction of a dry dock was for one at Algiers, 
near New Orleans, where it was pro to establish a navy-yard, 
and a point of order was sustained in that case on the ground that 
its construction was not authorized by law. 

Unless a dry dock is so indispensable a part of every navy-yard 
that there can be no such yard without such an appurtenance, it 
can not properly be held that every law which authorizes the 
establishment of a navy-xard n ily authorizes the erection 
of a dry dock, which is what must be the case in order to bring 
the proposed amendment within the exception of the rule. But 
a dry dock is not an indispensable construction in order to estab- 
lish a navy-xard. There are navy-yards without as well as with 
dry docks. Indeed, it would be impracticable to build such dry 
docks as are required to handle the great steamships of to-day in 
every eee and if a sufficient depth of water could be com- 
manded, only a few at remote | ape would be required, i saya 
for the use of the Navy. Indeed, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BINGHAN] frankly admits that his object is not only to 
provide for naval requirements, but also to provide for the re- 
quirements of the merchant marine. shes 

It seems to me that in so important a matter as an ap’ tion 
for a great and expensive work like a dry dock there ought to be 
some preliminary legislation, and that it ought not to be incor- 
porated in an appropriation bill, especially not by an amendment 
not considered by any committee, on the plea that it is so essential 
an incident of a navy-yard that the mere authority of law estab- 
lishing such a yard thereby gives authority, without further leg- 
islation, for the construction of a dry dock. I think that if it 
should be ruled that a dry dock may be put on a naval appropria- 
tion bill by an amendment we should probably have a great deal 
of difficulty hereafter with reference to propositions of that nature, 
A dry dock does not appear to be an essential part of a navy yara, 
and unless the construction of it has been authorized by existing 
law I do not think it can be held to be authorized merely ny Bee: 
vious legislation establishing a navy-yard. Unless a dry dock is 
so essential and necessary a part of a navy-yard that you can not 
have a navy-yard without it I think it would be a strained con- 
struction of our rules which would hold that an appropriation for 
a new dry dock, not existing at this time, may be put upon an 
appropriation bill by way of an amendment. 

trust that we shall not have a ruling of that nature, but that 
when so important a matter as a dry dock not essential to a navy- 
is to be provided for and is to be placed even within the 

its of a navy-yard some preliminary authorization by law will 

be required. t the proposition be considered on its own merits 
and authorized by law before we appropriate for it ina general 


sa ae bill. P 5 
. BINGHAM. I wish to ask the gentleman this question: 
Are there any dry docks built by the Government that are not in 
navy-yards? 
DIN GLRV. No; of course not. Of course the Government 

would not build dry docks outside of its navy-yards. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then is not a dry dock essential and a part of 
@ continuing work, when by legislation you have authorized the 


construction of war vessels and when you have no dry docks 
eee ace Cou Rock those vessels? 

T. VG . Itisnotn that every navy-yardshould 
have a dry dock. spi e 

Mr. BINGHAM, Every navy- yard has one. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think not; certainly not such dry docks as 
a modern battle ship requires, A dry dock is not an indispen- 
sable part of a navy-yard. Dry docks of the magnitude required 
by the existing vessels of our Navy will not be constructed except 
at afew points and are not an essential part of every navy-yard. 
It seems to me clear that there ought to be some previons authority 
of law before we are called upon to appropriate $250,000 to start 
such adry dockas Js propoed, which will of course cost a great deal 
more before it is completed. I trust that the proposition will be 
brought in upon its own merits and will not be hurriedly placed 
on an appropriation bill on the plea that it is authorized by exist- 
ng iea when in fact there is no existing law authorizing it. 

. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I am placed 
in rather a peculiar position Sy ny: this amendment offered by 
asf colleague the gentleman from Pennsylvania. This district 
which he represents in the t State of Pennsylvania, which is 
closely connected in part by its maritime interests with the 0 
Island Nayy-Yard, asks for an appropriation of $200,000 for a 
dock there. Popron anaa district on tidewater contiguous to 
Philadelphia and League Island, and, in part, the State of Penn- 

lvania, I naturally would cordiall sup pore such a proposition. 

ut the matter of docks was ore the Committee on Naval 
Affairs and was thoroughly traversed there, and I believe I reveal 
no committee secrets, at least I do not wish to do so, when I say 
that there was a quasi understanding that we would press none of 
these 1 for dry docks; because if the general question 
should be raised, of course each member who wished a dock 
in his district would naturally desire an item for one. 

I take it that the point of order raised by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], whose parliamentary experi- 
ence is as wide and full as that of any member in the House, is 
not well taken by reason of the fact, partially disclosed by him in 
his remarks, that a dry dock is an essential component part of a 
navy-yard. We have no dry dock to-day, unless it be at Port 
Royal (and I doubt the capacity of that one), whereby the best 
modern battle ship that we have could be docked; and so lax, so 
dilatory, so shortsighted has been the Con, of the United 
States in making appropriations in the past for the improvement 
of the approaches to the dry docks already existing that there is 
hardly a bor on the coast, unless it be Portland, Me., where one 
of our modern vessels, the Indiana, or any vessel of that type or 
class contemplated by this bill to be constructed, could approach 
the dry dock to be docked. The channels of approach to many of 
these places are so shallow as to endanger any such vessel on its 
way to any one of these docks, as we know by the recent history 
of the attempt to get the Jndiana into the Port Royal dock. For 
the dock in my own State at League Island, I will say, and I am 
sorry to have to say it, that large vessels can not get to League 
ee until the channel of the Delaware is deepened and im- 
proved. 

Mr. BINGHAM. All of which will be done in less than a year, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. True, it may be done, and 
I hope it will be done, and I shall help all in my power. It is put- - 
ting the cart before the horse to appropriate for the dry docks 
before deepeni Beene river. 

Mr. BINGHAM, You do not build a dry dock in a day. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. True. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania and myself have no contention . this ap- 
B which I will most cordially support but for the reason 

have stated in connection with the action of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

In this connection I wish to say that I was called home last week 
to attend the primaries and convention in my own county. All 
Congressmen repair to those places when they expect a renomi- 
nation; they go into“ dock ” themselves for repair or to get ready 
for future action. On that occasion a correspondent here of a 
daily newspaper of the city of Philadelphia, animated by a desire 
which I have been informed is in accord with his orders (at least 
formerly) from the proprietors of the newspaper, to“ roast” me 
whenever it could be done, stated that it was due to my absence 
from Washi m that a dry dock was lost to the city of Phila- 
delphia. I wish to say that this correspondent used the truth 
with most economical frugality when he made that statement, 
and that I had an arrangement with the chairman of the com- 
mittee ‘ees BOoUTELLE} to be called here by telegraph at any 
time to be present when my vote was essential either for the inter- 
ests of Philadelphia, of my own district, or those of the great 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. If this point of order should be 
sustained, there will of course be no question about this amend- 


ment of the gentleman from Philadelphia; but I am cordially in 
favor of the amendment. I am in favor of a dry dock at Phila- 
delphia and would do all in my power to have one there, provided 
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the door is opened la eni committee or in any other way to 
into that question. t as I understand it the members of the 
committee stand together upon the question of dry docks, and no 
appropriations for such a purpose will be made so far as the com- 
mittee is concerned. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to an 

inadvertent error in a table published as a part of the report, and 
which may have caused some misunderstanding. My attention 
has just been called to the fact that in a tabulated statement pre- 
pared some time ago and inserted in the report, showing appro- 
priations under the different bureaus and for different public 
works, there is an error arising from the fact that provisions for 
dry docks at Algiers, La., at Mare Island, Cal., and at Portsmouth, 
N. H., which should have been struck out have erroneously been 
included. No such appropriations are in the bill nor is any amount 
for such a purpose included in the appropriations carried by the 
bill. At one time the committee contemplated making these ap- 
propriations; and in making up a tabulated statement at that 
time these items were inserted. In preparing the report I inad- 
vertently incorporated a copy of this tabulated statement from 
which these items had not been stricken out, as they should have 
been. 
I repeat, that some gentlemen may possibly have been misled by 
this table on page 4 of the report, which contains $100,000 to ae 
adry dock at Algiers, $100,000 for a dry dock at Portsmouth, N. H., 
and also a provision for a dry dock at Mare Island, Cal. 

It may be proper at this time to say that the committee gave 
very careful consideration to this whole matter of dry docks. We 
found thatif we should enter upon the construction of such works 
this year the committee would almost inevitably be obliged to 
report in favor of quite a number of those enterprises. In view 
of the situation it was not deemed wise or necessary that we should 
enter upon such works at this time. A 

The Secretary of the Navy in his annual report reviewed the 
suggestions, requests, and ap in behalf of pea docks at these 
various volta, Pat he rian 3 recommended that we should not 
enter upon any of these works at the present time. I will state to 
the committee that the situation in regard to dry docks to-day is 
ON : y Bo 

. BARRETT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is the gen- 
ee Som ane now discussing the point of order . — by 
his co e 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Maine” is not occu- 
pying the floor for any purpose that is objectionable to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. I will explain the matter later. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I thought it was proper to call attention to 
an error which as chairman of the committee I had inadvertently 
made in the 5 of the report. 

Mr. BARRE So long as the gentleman from Maine confined 
his remarks to that question of order, I did not rise to make any 
point, but when he diverged to take up the question of the utility 
of dry docks and the opinions of the Secretary of the Navy on the 
advisability of building them, I confess I was unable to see the 
exact application of those remarks to the point of order. 

ire now to submit a few words upon the question of order. 
The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, has raised the point of order that 
this amendment is contrary to the rules of the House. I wish to 
call the attention of the Chair to a decision given here in the 
‘orty-ninth Con An amendment was 


second session of the F. 
offered to the Navalappropriation bill proposing the construction 
mocratic statesman, who 


of some new vessels; and that eminent 
does not now honor this House by his presence, Hon. William S. 
Holman of Indiana, raised the point of order that the amendment 
was in violation of the rule which has been cited at this time by 
the tleman from Maine. The present Secretary of the Navy, 
Mr. Herbert, at that time a member of this House, in discussing 
the point of order, made this statement: 

The point of order is not well taken. Thisamendmentdoes not changeany 
law. It simply proposes to make an appropriation of money in accordance 
with existing law providing for a further increase of the Navy. 

Now, I wish to call the attention of the Chair to the language 
which follows. Said Mr. Herbert further: 

I claim we have the right to appropriate money for new ships; we have the 
right to gpk shunt money to be used in machine shops, in navy;yards, for 
machinery, or for guns, or for ships. Whoever supposed it was necessary to 
pass a special law authorizing the purchase of ordnance, or for the purchase 
of any one of these things I have mentioned? There is power under the gen- 
eral law for all such p We have the right by virtue of the general 
law. All that is req is appropriation of money. 

That was the opinion of the present 5 of the Navy. 

Later on in the same debate the Chairman of the Committee of 


the Whole, in giving his decision, quoted from a decision which 
had been made by tho distinguished Speaker, at present Secretary 
of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle. Here is his language: 

In the -six 


(Mr. Carlisle in the chair) it was decided “ that 
already in uld be 


Forty-sixth Congress 
appropriations for public works and objects progress co 


included in general app 

and that the word “objects” meant something in addition to the wo 

a morke and must be held to include the public Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, and the civil, military, and naval establishments recognized by law 
and supported by the Government. The Government bas undertaken to 
maintain and is annually maintaining a naval establishment, and under the 
rule appropriations may be made for it in a general appropriation bill. 


Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman state what he reads from? 

Mr. BARRETT. From the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Forty- 
ninth Congress, second session. 

Mr, BINGHAM. What is the date? 

Mr. BARRETT. February 26, 1887. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] suggests that dry 
docks are not an essential part of the Navy. they are not, what 
are? Dry docks are as essential as machine shops or as crews. 
Not one of our modern vessels can keep the sea over six months 
without being docked. We have three already. We need one at 
every first-class yard. Certainly one is just as essential as any 


ropriation bills or could be inserted as amendments; 


‘other part of the apparatus for keeping our naval vessels in repair. 


Now, the Committee on Naval Affairs, if the point of order is 
well taken, has itself N violated it several times in the 
presentation of the bill we are now considering. The bill pro- 
poses, for instance, two new dwelling houses for the Naval Acad- 
emy at Annapolis. I undertake to say, Mr. Chairman, that if 
there is authority of law to provide for an increase of the dwelling 
houses at the Naval Academy, there is precisely the same author- 
ity of law to provide for the extension of the dry docks in the 
yards where they already exist. 

It is also provided in this bill that 1,000 additional men may be 
enlisted in the United States Navy, and I undertake to say thatif 
you can vote new ships, and new men to man the new ships, you 
are equally justified, and precisely by the same logic, in providing 
for new dry docks. 

I wish also to make the point, if the Chair will permit me, that 
this is not by any means new work, but is to be fairly called and 
is in fact an extension of an old work already in progress. The 
Government has a dry dock already at Philadelphia. The Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs might withont question bring in an a 

ropriation bill to expend money in the repairs of this Geek 

here is no doubt of that. Now, if in the wisdom and ju 
of Congress it is believed to be cheaper and more economical, in 
order to carry out the existing provisions of law, there should be a 
dry dock at League Island, then, instead of expending money for the 
expenses or repairs of the dock already in existence, it is proper, 
and on precisely the same principle that you authorize the con- 
struction of new dwelling houses at the Military Academy, to 
make provision for a new dry dock which will be sufficient to 
meet the requirements of our modern war 18 5 

If Congress has the right, as it undoubtedly has, to maintain the 
existing dock, but deems that it would be cheaper and better 
and more economical to make the expenditure for the construction 
of a new dock rather than for the maintenance of the old one, I 
pe pa oe it is strictly within the rule and not subject to the point 
of order. 

I have no special interest, Mr. Chairman, in the construction of 
the dry dock at Philadelphia any more than any other citizen of 
the United States, except that it is my desire that the House shall 
have some right to consider legislation that it believes to be just 
and proper, unhampered by technical constructions of a rule. 

But if the provision is inserted in the bill for the dry dock at 
Philadelphia, I shall move to insert a provision also providing for 
the construction of a dry dock at the city of Boston. We have 
already a dry dock there which is entirely obsolete and unsuited 
for the needs of our modern vessels. You could not spend money 
enough upon it to make it available to dock a vessel for the new 
Navy. Yet the Government of the United States provided years 
ago for a dock suitable for the needs of that yard: A new dock 
is in effect a maintenance of the one already authorized. Itis not 
new legislation in any legitimate sense of the term. 

Because the Government has already provided that the dock 
shall exist, it has power to preserve it and repair it and put it in 
shape to meet all modern requirements, the cheapest way to do 
which is to construct a new one rather than repair the old. A 
new dry dock at Boston is an imperative necessity to any compre- 
hensive plan for the preservation of our Navy and its efficiency in 
time of war. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I dislike exceedingly to inter- 
rupt the gentleman, but he is departing widely from the point of 

er— 

Mr. BARRETT. Referring again to the point of order 

Mr. BOUTELLE (continuing). And I only call the attention 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts to the fact that there are 
some people in Washington, notwithstanding his opinion on the 
point of order, who are competent to discuss these questions and 
understand them as well as gentlemen from the far t. 

Mr. BARRETT. Referring again to the point of order and I 
should not be so bold as to suggest that I conld add a mite to the 
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vast stock of information and knowledge of my friend from Maine 
[Mr. BouTELLE]—but referring again to the point of order, I sub- 
mit that the decision I referred to, made on the 26th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1887, an extract from which I have already read in the hear- 
ing of the committee, is entirely pertinent to the pending question, 


and it is exactly on all fours with the e by the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the Chair allow a single authority to be 
suggested in this connection? 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In the first session of the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, when the naval appropriation bill was before the House, 
under the paragraph for ‘‘Increase of the Navy,” Mr. Holman 
raised the poini of order as to the paragraph that that provision 
was out of order. General debate ran with Mr. Herbert, now 
the Secretary of the Navy; Mr. BOUTELLE, and others identified 
on the Committee on Naval Affairs, of which he is now chairman, 
together with the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], and in 
the course of a discussion the gentleman Maine [Mr. Bov- 
TELLE] submitted: 

The nne will allow me to cite the language of Mr. Cox: 

“ Without reference to other decisions made from the Chair, either in Com- 
mittee of the Whole or otherwise, the present occupant of the Chair is in- 
formed that the Speaker of the House on a former appropriation bill held 
that an appropriation for the construction of a new vessel was in continua- 
tion of the general object of maintaining the Navy; and that decision of the 
Speaker runs on all fours with the decision which the Chair now makes when 
he overrules the point of order.” 

Mr. Chairman, the debate then widens, and the gentleman from 
Maine took part and made this statement: 

If the gentleman will pardon me— 

Says the gentleman from Maine pe BOUTELLE] in response to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Holman]— 
he is hardly justified in stating as broadly as he does that the rulings of the 
House have n inst the building of dockyards. 

Mr. HOLMAN. hy, undoubtedly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. That is not the 
case. The question has been brought up here and repeatedly decided that 
an appropriation for constructing a dry dock at an existing navy-yard was 
in order under this rule, and we have appropriated time out of mind on our 
bills for just such structures. 

The gentleman having been on the Committee on Naval Affairs 
since he has been in Congress, fourteen or sixteen years, doubt- 
less means his long and honorable serviceas time out of mind“ 
many years. The debate runs on. The gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. BOUTELLE], replying to Mr. Holman, says: 

Oh, the gentleman from Indiana is entirely in error. Since I have beena 
member of this House we have appropriated for five or six dry docks on the 
naval appropriation bill, on the principle that it was for the maintenance of 
the naval establishment. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] says: 

If the gentleman will pardon me, there is a distinction in principle between 
an appropriation for the construction of a dry dock in an existing navy-yard 
and where the yard does not exist. 

I submit the quotations from the discussion of the point of or- 
der for the consideration of the Chair as well as for the consider- 
ation of the gentlemen from Maine, Messrs. BOUTELLE and 
DINGLEY. a ee pats 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Iam greatly complimented at being cited 
in this matter as a parliamentary authority. As I have never 
been fortunate enough to occupy a position which would enable 
me to make a ruling in this House, it is especially complimentary 
to have the gentleman rest his case on something that I said to 
Mr. Holman. 5 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman on any question is never 
afraid of his record. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Just why the gentleman should have ad- 
dressed his observations to me I am not entirely informed, be- 
cause I have not made the point of order. I do not know just 
how far my colleague [Mr. DINGLEY], who did make the point of 
order, might feel himself concluded by those observations of 


mine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the ruling is made, I wish simply to 
call attention to the fact that there has been but one ruling within 
my recollection in the House on the question as to whether an ap- 
propriation for the establishment of a dry dock is in order on an 
appropriation bill. All the rulings that have been made, except 
that one, have been on the question of new ships for the Navy. I 
have no doubt that the general law which authorizes the mainte- 
nance of a Navy authorizes the Committee on Naval Affairs to 
place in an appropriation bill an appropriation to authorize the 
construction of a new vessel. There is no doubt about that, be- 
cause a vessel is the essential.element in naval maintenance. A 
dry dock stands on a very different ground, The decision that I 
want to call attention to was made in the Fifty-second Congress. 
It is in the following words, as set forth in the ual. Iremem- 
ber the decision very well: 


A commission, acting under authority of Co having selected a site 
for gary dock and navy-yard, but the work Dok baying been authorized or 


int of order 


rovision for the erection of such 


dock, ete., 
h the rule, and stricken from the bi 5 of 


actually in progress, a 
held tobe 5 conflict on a point of 


order. 

I recognize a distinction between this case and the case which 
has been presented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. In that 
case the commission had recommended the establishment of a 
navy-yard and dry dock, I think, at Algiers, and unquestionably 
a Pe of that kind would be out of order on an appropriation 
bill. The ay way in which a provision for building a dry dock 
ina Davyn can be made in order on an appropriation bill must 
be under provision of the rule which 1 an appropria- 
tion for a continuing object already authorized by law. I think 
y eas that there is a dry dock now at the League Island 

avy-Yard—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, yes; since 1881. 

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing), And that an appropriation for 
the enlargement or repair of that, it being already authorized b 
law, would be in order. But this amendment proposes to buil 
another dry dock. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The dry dock was authorized in the naval 
9 bill without any preceding statute or authority. 

r. DINGLEY. I understand that, but no point of order was 


made. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not know about that; I have not looked 
over the debate to see. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hopkins). The Chair is ready to rule. 
Rule XXI of the rules governing this body is identical with the 
rule that was adopted in the Fifty-first Congress. In that Con- 
gress, when the naval 1 bill was under consideration, 
the identical question that is raised by the gentleman from Maine 
was then raised, and Mr. Butterworth of Ohio was at that time in 
the chair. The question was fully discussed, and after mature 
or hipaa the ir then held that the point of order was well 

en. 

The same question was raised when the naval bill was under 
consideration in the Fifty-second 8 Mr. Shively of Indi- 
ana was then in the chair. The Chair has the RECORD before him, 
where the matter was fully discussed, and, while the Chair then 
recognized that previous to the Fifty-first Congress the ruling was 
as contended by the gentlemen from Massachusetts and Pennsyl- 
vania, the Chair then felt constrained to hold, both pn authority 
and precedent, that the point was well taken. In pursuance of 
those two precedents, the Chair will hold that the point made by 
the gentleman from Maine is well taken. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I understood that the para- 
graph — on page 19, Navy-yard, Brooklyn, N. V.,“ was 
passed over. I desire now to offer an amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 19, line 1, after the words New York,” insert“ 
walls of dry dock No. 8, to be immediately available 900.000. Ss Sle Sond 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I hope that will be inserted 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It was ordered by the subcommittee, but 
was inadvertently omitted. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Senate committee provided $50,000 of 
a deficiency to complete this largest dock in New York, large 
enough for the largest battle ship, and this money is required to 
build the quay and wing walls at the entrance of this dock. 


TheC MAN. Is there objection to the adoption of this 
amendment? [After a pause.] e Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


New buildings: For increase of appropriation (act of March 2, 1895) for 
quarters for observers, two buildings, at $5,000 each, $10,000," $2,500. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge of the 
bill if he can give any idea when the Government will get through 
constructing exceedingly expensive quarters in the name of pro- 
moting science at the Observatory on the hill, but in reality as an 
encouragement of details from the Navy, the officers detailed hav- 
ing extra quarters at the public expense without benefit to science? 

. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will suggest to me which part of that involved mass of mis- 
representation and misstatements he desires me to address myself 
to I will try to tackle him. 

Mr, CANNON. I will say to the gentleman now, by way of 
direct statement, that the scientific corps at the Naval Observa- 
tory—misnamed naval; it is the astronomical observatory—does 
not consist in fact of anybody who is connected with the Navy. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I noe you had just complained that 
that sort of mone were sent there from the Navy. 

Mr. CANNON. I say that the poopie who are detailed and 
occupy the expensive quarters which have been constructed there 
are people detailed from the Navy that do not know any more 
about astronomy than I do, and that is not much. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What is the gentleman's proposition? 

Mr. CANNON. Lask the gentleman if he can tell us when we 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3201 


will A es through, in the name of encouraging science, with build- 
ing these msive quarters that are not occupied by scientists? 

r. BOUTELLE. I will answer the gentleman by explaining 
to him exactly what the Naval Committee is now recommending 
to this House in regard to the Naval Observatory. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (continuing). The estimates for which have 
in due course been submitted to us. We propose to do this: To 
increase tho enpro riation act of March 2, 1895, “for quarters for 
observers, two bui dings, at 85,000 each, $10,000,” the sum of $2,500. 
The buildings provided for are not for officers of the Navy. The 
item plainly 8 that they are not for officers of the Navy. 
They are for the observers at that station. The appropriation is 
not made this year. The appropriation was made last year. Ad- 
vertisements for proposals were made, and the lowest bid for the 
construction of the buildings exceeded the amount appropriated 
by $2,500, and inasmuch as we have the finest observatory in many 
respects in the world, deliberately appropriated for and estab- 
lished by Congress, with an elaborate and expensive outfit of in- 
struments, Sent bettie employed there under law, and I think under 
a law that is reported to the House annually by the committee of 
which my distinguished friend is chairman, we are simply pro- 
viding for the houses in which these men detailed there are to live. 
It was not originated by the Committee on Naval Affairs, but by 
an appropriation bill which originated in the committee room of 
my Elen the gentleman from Illinois. We are simply furnish- 
ing them with a roof to cover their heads in order that they can 
attend to their duties. 

Mr. CANNON rose. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. One moment until I have finished. 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield further to the gentleman out of 


my time. . : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I thought I was occupying a little time my- 
Self. pan hter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Go ahead. . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I know the chairman of the Committee on 
Ap ropriations is known to be always in order. 5 50 

the CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 


has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move to strike out the last two words; and 
will say that this appropriation, which has caught the eagle eye 
of my friend, is an appropriation of $2,500 to enable an appropria- 
tion made last year to be availed of, to supply quarters for two 
astronomers who are stationed there, whose hours of work are in- 
determinate, who have to observe the stars when the stars choose 
and not when they choose, who are liable to be called there at all 
hours in the night, and who, until these quarters are provided, 
will be obliged to do as they have been doing, to go out from this 
city, or from wherever they may find board, to the Observatory at 
any and all hours to perform their duties. 

ere is nothing novel about this proposition. We have pro- 
vided some quarters out there. I do not agree with my friend 
from Illinois in his description of them as of a palatial character. 
They would not be so regarded in the smaller communities around 
where I live, and certainly they would not be so regarded in Chi- 
cago, in the gentleman’s own State. I think that they are fair, 
appropriate buildings for the purpose. The fact remains that the 
general legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill has 
provided for a force of, as I sere: scientific people to carry on 
the work at the Observatory, and that this proposition is only fol- 
lowing up the work that has been commenced, of supplying them 
with quarters, providing houses for two more of the observers who 
have n employed there for years, who are now employed, and 
who, I presume, will continue to be employed, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment, and I can say in a minute, partly by restatement, what I 
desire to say about this miscalled Naval Observatory. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to suggest to my friend that it is 
hardly fair to precipitate a discussion here about the title of the 
Observatory. e all know that there has been a great deal of con- 
troversy about that, but I submit that it is not fair for him to 
reopen that discussion upon this bill. He is delaying the bill, and 
we have no right to discuss or settle that question on this occasion. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, it is now twenty minutes past 3 
o'clock. We have transacted the ordinary morning business, and 
the gentleman has called up this bill from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, which carries, as I understand—and I am not criticising 
theamount—substantially $30,000,000 or $31,000,000 and authorizes 
contracts for I do not know how much more, but I believe twenty 
or twenty-five millions. This bill, therefore, makes appropriation 
and authorization for perhaps $50,000,000, and now, at the hour of 
twenty minutes past 3 o’clock, when I in my quiet Sta po to 
occupy probably five minutes to call attention to what I regard as 
an unwise provision in the bill—a small item as compared with 
the large appropriations contained in the bill, but still, I think, an 
unwise one—he complains that I am delaying his bill. Ihave no 
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desire to obstruct or delay this bill. I only want to call attention 


to a matter to which I think it is ety r that the attention of the 
House and of the country should irected. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. hat does the gentleman want to do about 
this matter? Does he object to this $2,500 appropriation? 

Mr. CANNON. If I can get five minutes to myself, I will try 
to tell the gentleman. fal geet 

Mr. BOUTELLE. ell, I want to ask the gentleman one other 
question: Does he think it is fair to bring up for discussion this 

uestion, which has run through Congress after Congress, between 
the friends and the foes of the Naval Observatory,as to what kind 
of institution it shall be? Does he think that is a proper subject 
for discussion here now? 

Mr. CANNON. I think I will show that it is proper in so far as 
it comes up for consideration now. The miscalled Naval Observa- 
tory, Mr. Chairman, does not dwell in the sea. It dwells here on 
Columbia Heights, away above tide water, but unfortunately many 
1 ago it was unguardedly placed under the Secretary of the 

avy. Since that time the new Observatory has been builded. It 
is a magnificent Observatory, and Iam glad and proud of it, be- 
cause it is right and proper that our Government should keep step 
with scientific progress touching all such matters. So much for 
that. But the Observatory is, in letter, under the Navy Depart- 
ment, and what is the result? The result is a lot of buildings, 
buildings that ought to have been constructed at private expense. 
but that have been constructed at the public expense, sp endid 
residences, buildings not necessary for the observation of the stars, 
but erected to be occupied by these scientific employees that are 
paid from the public Treasury. 

There they are, and they are occupied by favored naval officers 
who are detailed nominally to promote astronomical observations, 
but who really are planted upon that e and that reser- 
vation, without knowing any more about astronomy than the 
average member of Congress. angie, And now, instead of 
putting them out, as the Secretary of the Navy might well do in 
the exercise of a wise administrative discretion, the gentleman 
from Maine comes here and reports this provision to build more 
quarters for the scientific observers. Now, if these Government 
officers, who do not know anything about astronomy, are to live 
in that respectable-sized village at the Observatory, in the name of 
astronomy, I suppose you ought to build these quarters. But, 
pray, under what rule of the House does the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, which reports these magnificent appropriations for the 
construction of the Navy to sail upon the waters of the deep blue 
sea—and which rightfully exercises that jurisdiction—under what 
rule of the House does that committee get jurisdiction to recom- 
mend appropriations to build quarters for these scientific observers? 
That is what I wanted to say. I hope the time will come when 
somebody will have the leisure and the power to take this mis- 
called Naval Observatory from the jurisdiction of the Secretary 
of the Navy and put it under scientific superintendence and direc- 
tion, and that these buildings, so far as may be necessary, will be 
occupied by the real scientific corps. Whenever that is done they 
will all be properly housed, and the United States Government 
will have rooms to let, That is all I want to say. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, let me say one word to my 
friend from Illinois. Since I have been a member of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs two separate attempts have been made to 
transfer the Naval Observatory from the care of the Navy Depart- 
ment to scientists. That committee has given patient hearings 
hour after hour to gentlemen from Dudley Observatory, from 
Harvard Observatory, and elsewhere; and after such hearings in 
two different Congresses the committee has reported unanimously 
against 150 5 ition. 

Mr. BOUTE Mr. Chairman, I do not know that anythin 
further is n to be said on this subject. It strikes me tha’ 
my friend from Ilinois can hardly feel a great degree of satisfac- 
tion in what he has said. To interpolate here a discussion as to 
the desirability of continuing one of the establishments of the Goy- 
ernment under the control and supervision that have obtained for 
many years is, it seems to me, hardly pertinent to an appropriation 
to furnish quarters for officers who are to-day lawfully assigned to 
duty at that station. 

The question as to whether the Naval Committee or the Appro- 
priations Committee should have jurisdiction was one that the 
gentleman did not disclose when he rose. I do not think that 
the Naval Committee feels a great deal of pride about appropriat- 
ing for a few buildings here and there; but we do feel a pride in 
responding F to the demands of this Government as 
made to us through the proper sources when they commend them- 
selves to our judgmentand when we find that the law of the United 
States as passed through this House under the scrutiny and con- 
trol and ma: ment of the gentleman from Illinois has provided 
this very year for a Naval Observatory. If this institution is mis- 
named, it is misnamed in the gentleman’s bill as well as in ours. 
In the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill as 
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passed through this House only a few days ago provision is made 


as usual under the head of Naval Observatory.” Ido not find 
that it is designated in that bill the miscalled Naval Observa- 
tory.” It seems to me that upon that bill there was an oppor- 
tunity for the tleman from Illinois to correct the title of this 
institution if he thought it ought to be done. I find im that 
bill 55 for pay of assistant astronomers, etc., going 
thro e whole body of people who are provided for to loo 
after this work at that Observatory. We havesimply putinto our 
bill a provision for a small appropriation to enable the Superin- 
tendent to put under contract two buildings for the astronomical 
observers at that place. I do not think the Committee on Naval 
Affairs are subject to criticism for this item; and I do not think 
anyone will wish to strike it out. I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. ‘ 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend by striking out the last three words. I simply want to 
controvert the statement of the eee from Illinois [Mr. 
Cannon] conce the Naval O atory. As I understand 
his complaint—and I presume he has made it all along the line 
since he has been in Congress—it is that the naval officers in 
charge of the Naval Observatory are not competent for the work 
they do there. Is that the contention of the gentleman? 

. CANNON. Isay that officers detailed from the Navy have 
no more business to be stationed at the Naval Observatory, and 
in fact no more right, so far as the advancement of science is con- 
cerned, than officers of the Army or any other people who are not 
skilled in astronomy. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pe ee Has the gentleman ever 
visited the Naval Observatory 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman know 
what scientific work is done there by the officers of the Navy? 

Mr. CANNON. General superintendence, I suppose. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Allow me to say to the - 
tleman from good information upon the question that the high- 
est scientific knowledge contained in the brains of any set of men 
in the United States relative to astronomy has been wrought 
out by the officers of the Navy detailed to be placed in charge of 
the Naval Observatory. Those officers haye to prepare—and it 
requires very high scientific knowledge—the Nautical Almanac 
or Ephemeris, which must be two or three years in ad- 
vance for the use of navigators. Without this work no vessel 
u the high seas can be propel’. scientifically navigated. The 
whole care and regulation of the chronometers by which the 
longitude at sea is ascertained devolves upon the naval officers 
and Superintendent at that Observatory. The tabulating and 
cataloguing of the stars, which are necessary for observations in 
navigation, isa matter that has been going on for years at that 
Observatory. 

The scientific work connected with the weather bureau and with 
correlative subjects has always been under the direction and su- 
pereon of the British navy; and Admiral Fitzroy of the Brit- 

navy gained a world-wide reputation by reason of his _ 
attainments and scientific knowledge connected with this wor. 
So have some officers detailed from our Navy and in charge of 
the Naval Observatory. The gentleman commanding there now, 
Commodore Phythian, who prior to this duty was Superintend- 
ent of the Naval Academy, is one of the most scientific of the 
officers of the Navy, and for that reason was detailed there. If 


tific 
that the work done at the Naval Observatory by officers detailed 
from the Navy is of the foremost scientific e ter. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a Daniel has come to judgment 
and a Solomon is amongst us—a man who not only has exhausted 
this question, but has brought the X ray to bear upon the knowl- 
edge of his brother Representatives—a man who can see all thro 

le to discover ignorance or the want of knowledge. [Laugh- 
ter) Iam glad we have our friend with us. 

. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. I am willing to sit at the 
feet of this Gamaliel from Llinois—— 

Mr. CANNON. Let us see who is ignorant 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Upon this question. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). Uponthisquestion. The gentle- 
man has given us information. He has told us some facts and has 
turned the light of his intellect upon the House to give us the bene- 
fit of that information. Let us see whether it is information. 
however, or misinformation he has given us. I hold in my hand 
a copy of the current law, to which reference has been made. The 
‘gentleman says the Nautical Almanac—— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylyania. The work connected with 


its tion. 
Mr. CANNON (continuing). Is made up by the commodores 


who sail the seas. See, now, how plain a tale will put him down. 
I hold in my hand the appropriation for the current year, and what 
do I find? 

Nautical Almanac Office: For the following i 
3 ny ae hae Panta 5 threo clerks at SIDD, two at 

„ three a 08 a! 1 a s A assistan 
ger, laborers, Anggi all, $15,480. BAAK marcas, 
Under whose ch ? Prof. Simon Newcomb’s charge; and in 
so far as I have inquired about it—and I doubt if the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has done so—so far as the Nautical Almanac 
is concerned there is no naval officer detailed or otherwise who 
knows any more about it or its preparation than a Sioux Indian 
does about trigonometry. [Laughter. 

Now, I am not speaking di y of our gallant naval 
officers. That is not the question presented. They were not edu- 
cated to be 5 along this line. 

Mr. ROB N of Pennsylvania. Why, the name of Commo- 
dore Maury, as a scientist, is known the whole world over. 

Mr. C ON. And yet he has been dead for many years. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. But his work lives after 


him. 

Mr. CANNON, And he was an exception; a great scientist, an 
intelligent man—— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Yes; and a naval officer. 

Mr. CANNON. And a naval officer; but is that a reason why 
men who do not know any more about astronomy than a seaman 
in the Navy should be appointed to these places, or be detailed 
here or elsewhere, to take charge of such a work? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Why, they are educated in 
that very science. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not yield. I say is there any reason why 
these men should be detailed to occupy these residences in the 
name of science, in the name of 5 

So much for the Nautical Almanac. Very i 
Iam, but I happen to know a little about this 
business and who are detailed for the work. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Will the 
me a moment to ask him to send for the Nautical 
who prepares it? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, there is the law under which it is prepared. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. The Nautical Almanac itself 
will shov yon who 22 it. 

Mr. C YON. I am content with the law. Iwill accept that 
although the gentleman from Pennsylvania had not thrown the 
ray as clearly as he seems to have imagined on the preparation of 
the Nautical Almanac. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will you kindly tell us what position is held 
by the Leese who he states prepares the Nautical Almanac? 
Sa 585 NON. Oh, it 5 under direction of Professor 

ewcomb. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But what is his office? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. He is an officer in the Navy. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Will the gentleman from Illinois state what 
his office is? 

Mr. CANNON. I say that he is a naval officer. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You said a little while ago that this was 
not 7 by a naval officer. 

Mr. CANNON. I said that the men provided for in this bill, 
the section of which I read, and who this work, were 


t messen- 


8 I confess 
autical Almanac 


tleman allow 
anac and see 


not naval officers. Professor Newcomb has been for years re- 
garded as a disti ished scientist, and is at the head of the work. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. But what is his position? 


aan CANNON. Oh, he is at the head of the Nautical Almanac 
ce. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Will you state 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, who is making this speech? 
{Laughter and applause. 

The CHAIR: The gentleman from Illinois will not be in- 
terrupted withont his consent. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, a word as to the Naval Observatory. 
We have 23 employees in civil life appropriated for from year to 
year, their bare 8 costing e do all the work 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. I deny it. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). Watching the stars up there at 
the eriten 
Mr. BOUT They are the men for whom we are provid- 


houses. 

ss, Pa CANNON. Now, what have we? We have this Observa- 
tory up there, with room enough for a prince to live in, to house 
these 23 men or employees that are not all housed there; and now 
the gentleman tacks on an item of appropriation to this bill—a bill 
to build ships—to build houses. And what for? To build houses, 
if you 88 out here upon these Observatory grounds. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, right here, will my friend allow me? 

Mr. CANNON. In a moment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I should like to ask a question. 
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Mr. CANNON. Inamoment. There is time enough. 
The CHAIRMAN. i 


. 
The gentleman from Ilinois must not be 
interru without his consent. 


Mr. CANNON. Now, my object in calling attention to this 
was that the attention of the House might be directed toward it, 
and I wanted also to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BouTELLE], kindly and not offensively, to the fact 
that in my judgment, as one member of the House at least, his 
committee does not rightfully have jurisdiction except as to that 
which pertains to the Navy, and that this does not, in fact, pertain 
to the Navy. ; b 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, now, Mr. Chairman, right there. 

Mr. CANNON. In a moment. If I havesucceeded in directing 
the attention of the House to it I have accomplished my object. 
Now, if the gentleman desires in my time to ask me a question, I 
will answer it if I can. ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not want to ask you a question; I want 


to state a fact. 
Then I yield the floor, Mr. 


Mr. CANNON. That is right. 
Chairman. hee: 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois 
has succeeded in one thing, and that is in setting up his 8 
as to the jurisdiction of a committee against the judgment of the 
entire House of Representatives as expressed at every session of 
Congress for along period of years, And as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, I absolutely repudiate his right to chal- 
lenge the jurisdiction of my committee to report back to this House 
matters that this House has specifically given into our jurisdic- 
tion by a vote. It is the most astonishing proposition that I ever 
heard. Here are the estimates of the United States Government 
for the naval establishment, and this Book of Estimates contains 
on its face, where the gentleman must have seen it if he had famil- 
iarized himself enough with this matter to justify him in arrest- 
ing the progress of this bill, this item as one of the items of the 
estimates of the Government sent here for the action of Con- 
It is in the regular Book of Estimates and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, which committee has been given 
jurisdiction over every one of these items, specifically, by the vote 
of this House. I submit—I would say, if it were not perhaps a 
harsh expression—that it seems to me like trifling with the time 
of this House for any man to get up here, no matter if he holds so 
distinguished a position as the chairman of all the other appro- 
iation committees of the House, and challenge the jurisdic- 
ion of a committee over an item which has been put in its juris- 
diction by order of this House. If the gentleman’s authority is 
to override that of the House, then the jurisdiction may be taken 
from us; but until this House nullifies and changes the ific 
jurisdiction that it has given to us, not only at this session butat 
every session of Congress during the thirteen years that I have 
had the honor to be a member—and in some of that time the gen- 
tleman has not been here, andabont that he may be ignorant— 
for thirteen years I have sat here and seen the Committee on Naval 
Affairs given complete and specific jurisdiction over this matter. 
Now, I only want to say one word more, and that in the briefest 
ible manner. I did not enter into that, because I do not want 
S precipitate a discussion. I do not think it is a proper thing, I 
do not think it is a fair thing to bring 1 an old controvers: 
between gentlemen who claim to be of the scientific worl 
outside as to the naval jurisdiction over this bureau, which it 
has held for years with distinction and honor. But 1 want to 
repudiate for myself the . with any word of criti- 
cism that the gentleman from Illinois has applied to the distin- 
ed naval officers who have been detailed to that institution. 
tead of being ignoramuses and unfitted for their duties, they 
have been the most brilliant ornaments of the American Navy; 
and I want to give the gentleman a piece of exclusive informa- 
tion, as it would seem, so far as he is concerned, that the United 
States Navy embraces some of the brightest, some of the most 
accomplished scientists in the civilized world. [Applause.] 

To detail a naval officer to an institution does not carry withit 
the supposition that an ignorant man has been detailed. It car- 
ries on its face the presumption that you have sent there one of 
the best educated, one of the best equipped men that can be found 
in the United States, and if he is not such he is unfit to be in the 
Navy. If he is not such he has in some way escaped the vigilance 
which has so sifted the cadetships that almost every member of 
Congress has been making an outcry during the last ten or fif- 
teen years that they were toostrict at thatAcademy. Thename of 
M. F. Maury is held to-day in distinction, not only throughout 
the scientific world, but every shipmaster knows and appreciates 
the value of his services in the establishment of his pest system 
of observations for the wind and current charts. The name of 
Admiral C. H. Davis is enrolled where the gentleman from Illinois 
can not disturb it, among the names of the scientists of the world 
who have rendered illustrious and distinguished service, and com- 
ing down from that time to this I would be un , I would 
be ashamed to concede that we have so far retr ed that a 


Navy which thirty years or twenty or ten years ago could supply 
brilant scientific men to put at the head of this Naval Observ- 
atory no longer contains a man of sufficient scientific attainment 
to warrant putting him at the head of that great institution. 

I believe that to-day the gentleman who is assigned as Superin- 
tendent is finely equipped for those duties. He came there from 
where? He came there from the chiefship of the great naval in- 
struction institution of this country—from the Superintendency of 
the Naval Academy; and as the superintendent of the Naval Acad- 
emy no better hostage as to his fitness could be asked than that he 
is a man capable of directing the instruction of all future naval 
officers for a series of years. Certainly he ought to be fit to be the 
head of the Naval Observatory. I regret that an attack has been 
made upon the naval officers or the Naval Observatory, and I 
regret particularly that this bill has been held up for half or three- 
quarters of an hour on a proposition to add $2,500 to an appropri- 
ation to put up some necessary quarters for two observers at 
institution. 

The CHAIRMAN.. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 
Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania withdraw his pro forma 


amendment? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. I withdraw the amendment, 
but if the gentleman from Illinois is going to make another speech 
on the question I have another one ready. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois is recognized 
on his amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. With the consent of the distinguished gentle- 
man from Maine, I ask my other distinguished friend to withhold 
his threat 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. I made no threat. 

Mr. CANNON (numune): While in an humble way, as an 
ordinary Representative of the House, who has been sent here by 
a constituency, I shall in the short e of three or four or five 
minutes modestly exercise my right in this great presence to at 
least ask a question and express my disapproval about administra- 
tion or appropriations. But it seems that the gentleman from 
Maine will not have pe A bisa raised touching any item, great 
F ERAN in this bill. at isit being considered in the commit- 

‘or 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman made no proposition to mod- 
ify the bill. Will the gentleman make a motion? 

Mr. CANNON, I have made a motion. 

TheCHAIRMAN. One moment. The gentleman from Ilinois 
must not be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. CANNON. I entitled myself under the rules of the House 
to the floor. I am a 3 along with the gentleman; 
and so long as I am I will not submit to lectures from the gentle- 
man when I exercise my right as a member bere. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. ill not you submit to other 
exercising their rights? 

Mr. C ON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then we will get along all right. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave no objection to gentleman, and I 
sat tolerably quiet listening to all the gentleman said. Upon 
what meat doth this our Cæsar feed, that he is grown so great” 
that I can not even ask a question about the bill or express a 
doubt as to its wisdom? So much for that. I find I am to belec- 
tured by the gentleman from Maine for making, as he claims, an 
attack upon the magnificent personnel of the Navy. It has been 

cent. Ibelieveitismagnificent. Ihave ITERA respect 
for it. The officers of the Navy were educated at public expense, 
bright men and strong men, skilled in navigation and the com- 
mand of ships, and I want them to follow their emi That is 
not their ing out here at the Observatory gazing at the stars 
in the heavens or the stars on earth. 
$ ae BOUTELLE. That is not for you to judge, or rather to 

ecide, 

Mr. CANNON (approaching Mr. BOUTELLE). May I humbly 

and modestly be permitted to express my opinion upon the ques- 


tion? [Great Maht] 


Mr. Certainly. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the 
not to try an experiment in a new 


gentlemen 


tleman from Illinois ought 
acter upon so important a 


bill as this. ee laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, I only want to state again, when I 
first arose I had no thought of attacking the jurisdiction, real or 
claimed, of the Committee on Naval Affairs. But while you are 
talking about jurisdiction of committees, let me say the gentleman 
from Maine well knows, and every other member of the House 
that has had considerable experience on the subject of appropria- 
tions, that it is a favorite scheme for executive officers, when they 
can not get appropriations recommended under the jurisdiction of 
one committee, ift around and submit estimates for appro- 
priation so that they will come in under another committee. I 
state again, that I do not think the Committee on Naval Affairs 
substantially, under the rules of the House, had jurisdiction, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 
strike out the last word. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, now I have 
not troubled the House very often in five years’ service, but I 
intend to make a few remarks on this subject. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope my colleague will be listened to. He 
is a member of the committee and has served for years in the 
United States ey: 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. There is no need to apolo- 
gize for my h. I shall speak in my own right as a Repre- 
sentative. agutan] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam not apologizing for the gentleman. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, on all ques- 
tions of legislation outside of those connected with the United 
States Navy, I am perfectly willing to submit to the superior 
experience and information of the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
CANNON], but if I may be pardoned for a personal statement, I 
am a graduate of the Naval Academy, and I seryed for eleven 
years in the United States Navy, and I therefore feel that I may 
speak with some measure of authority on this subject. From 
information and knowledge—and I think I am a witness—I 
wish to say, and thisis the only point upon which I take issue 
with the gentleman from Ilinois, that the officers of the Navy 
detailed for work at the Naval Observatory perform duty similar 
to that which is performed by naval officers in England and that 
they are gentlemen of the highest scientific attainments. If they 
were not capable of compassing all the scientific knowledge that 
is necessary to be brought to bear in the work of that Observatory, 
they certainly would not be detailed for such a conspicuous posi- 
tion, and the gentleman from Illinois ought to know that the 
scientists of this country would rise up in protest inst this 
Congress, or against the appointing authority, if officers were 
detailed for such duty who were not fully qualified to perform it 
to the satisfaction of the country. 

Mr. MILES. Have we not had one scientific gentleman pro- 
testing on the floor of this House this afternoon in the person of 
the gentleman from Illinois? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Les; and now we have a second. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. I desire to say further, Mr. 
Chairman, that when the gentleman attempts to state and to put 
it upon record that our naval officers who are detailed for this 
business are not capable of doing the work, I take issue with him 
in toto. I do not know whether he is the gentleman or not, but I 
think it must have been the gentleman from Illinois in his early 
days in Con of whom a certain story is told. At all events 
the 5 was a gentleman from some western portion of 
the country—and I have no indictment to make against the great 
West, because even so great aman as Grover Cleveland got into 
trouble the other day by attempting that. [Laughter.] How- 
ever, if my information is correct, it must have been the gentle- 
man from Illinois, who in his pristine days in Congress was 
invited to go down the Potomac upon one of the Government ves. 
sels. He accepted the invitation, and walking around the deck of 
the vessel examining all things in his scientific and inquisitorial 
way, he happened to look down over the main hatchway, where- 
upon he raised his hands and exclaimed, ‘‘ Great God, she’s hol- 
ler.” [Great laughter. 

Probably during his long and creditable career in Congress (in- 
terrupted only while he was out on the treeless prairies for two 

on one occasion not long ago) he has acquired more informa- 
ion about naval affairs than he had at the beginning; still he has 
not yet gathered to himself sufficient information, scientific or 
otherwise, to justify him in stating that the officers of the Navy 
are lacking in scientific knowledge—the men who can make the 
computations contained in this book I hold in my hand (the Nau- 
8 „upon which our commerce rests; because the 
scientific knowledge required for the safe conduct on the highways 
of the sea of our commercial and national marine is obtained 
from the material furnished in this book, and the work upon 
which these computations are based is done by naval officers in 
great , is of greatest scientific character, and is superintended 
entirely by a distinguished naval officer, a master of the sciences 
as well, Commodore Robert L. Phythian. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
five last words. [Laughter.] For the sake of peace I plead guilt 
to all that the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania has said, 
and, if he wishes, to all that he will say, including the story about 

ing down the Potomac and all that. [Laughter.] Ido live out 

n the Mississippi Valley. I did not have the benefit of a training 
at the Naval Academy at Annapolis, as my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania had. That was my misfortune, and it was his good fortune 
that he had that training and that he had eleven years’ service as 
m officer in the Navy, serving the people of this country, of whom 
am one. 
Ihave been frequently surprised in my service in this House 


tleman has expired. 
Chairman, I move to 
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of Representatives at the fact that no man sitting here as a 
Representative and the peer of every other Representative can 
rise in his place and criticise any abuse, or what seems to be an 
abuse, in inistration when it touches an officer of the Navy, 
magnificent and splendid as those officers are and well able to 
stand on their real merits, but what there rushes to the front 
some defender who has zeal if not knowledge. And so, after the 
zentleman from Pennsylvania has ceased to be an officer in the 
avy and is a Representative in this House, from a love of old 
associations, or probably from pride of profession, he rushes in to 
defend what is, in my judgment, a misappropriation of the serv- 
ices of his former colleagues. I may be wrong about it, but that 
is my judgment, whether I knew that the ship that went down 
the Potomac was holler“ or not. [Laughter.] And let me say 
to my friend that upon these subjects I am just about as wise as 

my constituents. 
r. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAHON. You know that a schooner is hollow, do you not? 
[Laughter. 

Mr. C ON. Iconfessit. There is no man in the House that 
can make the assertion with greater positiveness and safety than 
the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania. [Laughter.] 

Now, then, behold what a great matter comes from asking in a 
legitimate way a question. I have asked a question; I have made 
my protest. I have not made it every year, I believe. Only once 
before in my life, so far as I have any recollection, have I called 
attention to this abuse (and I am not abusing anybody when I say 
that) in the panig service. I believe it ought to be corrected. I 
nope I shall live long enough to see it corrected by law. 

r. BOUTELLE. Now, will the gentleman from Illinois be 
kind enough 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move to strike out the last word; andI 
want to ask my friend from IHinois whether he will be kind 
enough to suggest what there is in this bill at this point to which 
he objects and what he desires to have changed. 

Mr. CANNON. I will very gladly accommodate the gentle- 
man. I believe that the substance of the rule would be observed 
and that good administration and appropriation would be pro- 
moted if the gentleman would rise in his place and move to strike 
out the nN pnianon for the completion of these buildings. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. On what ground? They are recommended 
by the Department. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They are in conformity with a law that has 
been passed by Congress. The question is simply whether we 
shall appropriate $2,500 in accordance with law; thatis all. If we 
do not put in this provision for quarters it will not takeaway any 
of the ‘‘observers ” that are sabe eg provided for. The gentle- 
man and his committee have provided for ‘‘ observers” going there. 
Weare simply housing them. Unless the gentleman desires to 
ATS some motion, I hope we shall goon with the reading of the 

ill. 

Mr. CANNON. L have answered the gentleman’s question; and 
pave stated what I believe to be the merits of this appropria- 

on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For construction of a similar additional ward to increase needed capacity 
of hospital, $25,000, which sum shall be paid from that portion of the naval 
hospital fund accruing from the sale of naval hospital grounds to tue city of 
Brooklyn, and p to the credit of the naval hospital fund in pursuance 
of the provisions of the act approved July 2, 1800. 


= WHEELER. I move to amend by striking out the last 
wor 

Mr. Chairman, on yesterday the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BouTELLE] who a moment ago was right by me made a state- 
ment on this floor which was historically inaccurate. 

In speaking of— 

Gentlemen on the other side 
meaning, of course, Democrats on this side of the House, and also 
speaking of — 
men who served in the Confederacy— 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] said: 

They voted solidly to put Fitz John Porter on the retired list; they voted 
solidly that Ulysses S. Grant should not go on that list. 

When this statement was questioned and was sought to be cor- 
rected, the gentleman from Maine replied: 

They all voted against it. 

This language of Mr. BOUTELLE was certainly susceptible of no 
other construction than that the Democratic party voted solidl 
against the bill to restore General Grant to the retired list, an 
especially that those who served in the Confederacy particularly 
opposed and voted solidly against this measure, and it certainly 
carried with it the conclusion that this included the entire Con- 
gress, both Senate and House. 


1896. 
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This statement was so con to the truth that I denied it 
with t emphasis, and if I made my denial any broader than I 
should, Mr. BOUTELLE more than any other man was responsible 
for it. On the 3d of March, 1885, Mr. BouTELLE rose in seat 
just as the session was about to close and said (I read from the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 2567): 

GENERAL U. 8. GRANT. 


A UTELL ressed r. 

Tie te what pad eg does the gentleman from Maine rise? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask unanimous consent to e an announcement that 
will occupy but a few seconds, and that I know will be of great interest. 

There wasno eg 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. 5 er, [have the great prame of announcing to 
the representatives of the people that the Senate of the United States, in 
open session and by a unanimous vote, has confirmed the nomination of 
hee ta. i n General of the Army of the United States on the retired 

With this statement from Mr. BouTELLE on my mind, is it sur- 
prising that in recurring without a moment's reflection upon an 
occurrence of more than eleven years ago I should have made my 
statement a little broader than was justified by the facts? I im- 
mediately afterwards endeavored to get the gentleman’s permis- 
sion to correct my statement and to make it conform strictly to 
the fact, and I continued my efforts during all of Mr. BOUTELLE’s 
occupancy of the floor, not alone to correct my slight error, but 
also to correct the gross misstatement of the gentleman from 
Maine. When I appealed to the gentleman, as shown on page 
8153, the RECORD says: 

Mr. BouTELLE. Wait a moment. 

Which parany was giving me to understand that if I waited a 
moment he would give me an opportunity. N 

Again, on the same page, I appealed to him and he replied: 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am going to take one thing at a time; you come next. 
[Laughter.] I can not take South Carolina and Alabama all at once. 

Mr. WHEELER. They are two pretty good States. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They are, and Ido not want to get into antagonism with 
both of them at the same time. 

This certainly was an intimation to me that I should have an 
op. rtunity to make the correction. The gentleman, however, 
did not allow me any such opportunity, and I availed myself of 
the privilege of correcting my statement, which was done imme- 
diately as the House adjourned, so that when the papers were sent 
to Mr. BOUTELLE for correcting his speech he would see my cor- 
rection, and my hope was that he would then correct his fearful 
misstatement. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a great many gentlemen who were mem- 
bers of this House and of the Senate opposed the bill upon the 
ground that General Grant was in business and was the compeer 
of any financial man in the country. It is a matter of record 
that in the Military Committee of the House in the Forty-seventh 
Congress, when that bill was brought up, a distinguished Repub- 
lican, who had been a soldier, met it with a resolution that whereas 
General Grant had shown himself to be the compeer of the most 
distinguished financial men in the country he did not need the 
salary, and he moved that the bill be not reported favorably. 
That motion against the bill was voted for by every Republican 
in the committee, as 1 recall the facts, and the bill was not opposed 
by any Democrat. That is my recollection. 

Now, when the Senate bill came before the House, so far from 
correct is the gentleman from Maine in saying that it was solidly 
opposed by the Democrats, 77 Democrats voted in this House for 
the bill on the yea-and-nay vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. = 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent that I may have 
five minutes more. 

Mr. NORTHWAY._ I object. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ihope the gentleman will not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr, STALLINGS. _ If Ican be recognized I will yield my time. 

Mr. WHEELER. Now, Mr. Chairman, my purpose in rising 
and correcting the gentleman was to preserve the truth of history, 
and not allow a statement to go into the RECORD of this Congress 
that was entirely without foundation. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Willthe gentleman kindly state what state- 
ment he referred to was ‘‘entirely without foundation”? 

Mr. WHEELER. The statement I read of the gentleman from 
Maine which appears in the Recorp. A statement to the effect 
that everybody on this side of the House, every Democrat, solidl 
voted to put Fitz John Porter on the retired list of the Army an 
solidly voted inst putting General Grant upon the retired list. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Who voted against it? 

Mr. WHEELER, You had gone on and spoken of those on 
this side, and those who served in the Confederacy, and the House 
understood, and the whole country would have understood, it to 
mean that the whole Democratic party and all who served in the 
Confederacy voted solidly against the bill. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I think not. I think the statement should 
be clearly understood, and that it refers to those members who 
served in the Confederate army. 

Mr. WHEELER. And in contradiction of that statement I 
find at a glance, without counting the other names, at least 10 in 
the House who voted for the bill in question and 15 in the Senate 
who voted for the bill were in the Confederate army. I also see 
that 20 Democratic Senators voted for the bill and every Democrat 
in the Senate voted for the confirmation of General Grant’s ap- 
pointment, and, as stated, 77 Democrats in the House voted for 
the bill. It is true that there were 78 votes against the bill, but 
mets were not all Democrats. 

ow, since I have had the honor of being a member of the 
House I have several times been the subject of attack by the gen- 
tleman from Maine, but I have never replied —— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to say to the gentleman that I made 
no attack upon him whatever. Ihave never referred to him in 


any way. 
Ar. WHEELER. Now, I have never replied to any of these 


attacks because I have never had any feeling of animosity against 
or other than kindly feelings toward thegentleman. My feelings 
have always been those of sympathy, commiseration, and pity. 
[Laughter.] I dislike to see a man in the situation of my distin- 
guished friend from Maine on yesterday, tostand solidly and alone 
in opposition to a measure which met the approval of the entire 
House and the whole country. I could not take the floor myself 
uponit. I could not vote upon it. There was a manifest impro- 
priety in my speaking upon it, and I should never have alluded to 
it again had not the gentleman this morning got up and criticised 
my makinga “ee change in order to make what Isaid tell the exact 
truth; and, as I tried to say this morning, it was done largely so- 
that when the manuscript of his remarks went to the gentleman, 
as they were to go to him, he would learn the facts and correct his 
remarks so that they would tell the truth also. But the gentle- 
man did not doit, but allowed his remarks to remain in the RECORD 
as incorrectly uttered by him, when the gentleman must have 
known himself that his statement was not accurate. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that eleven years have 
elapsed since that vote was taken the purpose of the gentleman 
from Maine evidently must have been an attempt to convince the 
people of the North that the Southern people were inimical to 
every measure that sought to honor the Federal soldiers. The 

entleman ought to know that the Southern popie have always 

onored the brave men of the Federal Army who stood in thefirst 
of battle; and if he will examine the records he will find that 
Democratic Congresses have reported bills to appropriate twice 
as much money to pension Federal soldiers as have ever been re- 
ported by Republican Congresses. The Democrats have always 
done their full duty to their country. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much to find 
it necessary, or expedient rather 

A MEMBER. Oh, let us go on with the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not want to be piacon in the position of 
having made a statement in the way attributed to me by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama who has just spoken. But I should not 
have referred to the matter again if the gentleman had not ad- 
dressed the committee, and will now say what I was prevented 
from saying when I sought the floor this morning. I do not pro- 
pose to be left in the position of making a statement in regard to 
the votes of the members of the other side of the House that I did 
not make, and could not have made, and did not intend to make, 
a statement which could haye been made from no other motive 
except malice. 

I had no idea of saying that all the Democrats on that side of 
the House voted against the bill for the retirement of General 
Grant. On the contrary, I expressly stated that the distinguished 
Democrat from Pennsylvania, Samuel J. Randall, was active in 
support of the bill. What I did say in the discussion on yester- 
day was: 

Gentlemen over here will perhaps sy “Oh, I do not like to take a posi- 
tion which may be misconstrued or criticised by somebody and place me in 
an attitude inimical to the views and desires of our brethren who were on 
the Confederate side in the late rebellion.” My friends, the gentlemen on 
the other side— 

Those gentlemen, of course everybody understands— 


have never hesitated one moment in advocating their side of all these con- 
troversies. 


I certainly was not referring to the Democratic party in this 
statement. It is obvious that I was not, for there were Union 
generals on that side. 


No man who served in the Confede 
participated in the rebellion from op 
the retired list. No gentleman over there, so far as I know, felt 8 in 
the slightest degree from acting as a juror in the great case of the Union 
Fitz John Porter when he was retired. They voted solidly to put 
tz John Porter on the retired list; they voted solidly that Ulysses 8. Grant 
ald not go on that list. 


felt at all estop: because he had 
the putting of General Grant on 


. Whereupon the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], ac- 
cording to the reporter’s notes, and as I believe the gentleman now 


concedes, said: 
Will the tileman tell us the name of one man who voted against the pas- 
Sage of that bill for Gen. Ulysses S. Grant? 


The reply to that was: 
They all voted against it. 


Of course everybody understood when I said they all voted 
oguna it” that I was referring to ex-Confederate members of this 
use. Then the gentleman from Alabama said: 


The House voted unanimously for the bill; there was not a single vote 
against it. 


I said nothing about the Senate. There was no member of this 
body better aware of the fact that the Senate voted unanimously 
in favor of that proposition, because I came over here and made 
the announcement myself. I did not make any accusation against 
the gentleman. I simply put my question of privilege on the 

d that the RECORD had been altered in a way to do injus- 
ce to my accuracy, and I left the responsibility to be fixed as it 
might be. As a matter of fact, the RECORD shows that I was en- 
tirely correct. If there was one member who served in the Con- 
federacy who did vote for General Grant, I that I did not 
know it and state it. I would have stated it if I had known it. 
were 78 Democrats who voted against putting General 
Grant on the retired list. Fifty-eight of them were from the 
South, and of those 58 members, every one who was present at 
the succeeding session, to the number of 51, voted to bestow upon 
Fitz John Porter the honor they had refused to General Grant. 

Now, for the accuracy of history, I will read that the nay 
vote on the 8d of March, 1885, on the direct question of placing 
General Grant on the retired list of the United States Army, 
was: 


Alexander, Crie, Sing: 
Ballentine, Culberson,D.B. McMillin, Skinner, T. G 
Barbour. Da Matson. Smith, A. Herr 
Barksdale, Davis, L. Miller, J. F. Stewart, 
Belmont, Mills, Stockslager, 
Bennett, Dockery, Money, Swope, 
Blackburn, Dowd, Muldrow, Taylor, J. M. 
Eaton. Neece, 8 
Blount, tes, Turner, H. G. 
Forney, O'Ferrall, 
Buckner, des, Patton, Van Ea 
. 3 Warner, 
Caldwell, Teen. Price, ellborn. 
Clay, Pryor, Winans, E. R. 
Clements, cat X Wise, G. D. 
Cobb, Hatch, W. Reid, J. W. Woort; 
Cosgrove, Hewitt, G. W. Rogers. J. H. ~~ 
Cox, W. R. Jones, J. H. Shively, 


The affirmative vote was 198, and there were, I am glad to say, 
a large number of Democrats who voted for it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Were there any War Democrats who voted 
in the ive? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes; I see two or three. And of the 78 Dem- 
ocrats who voted in the negative there were 58 who had served in 
the Confederacy. 

Mr. WHEELER. Seventy-seven Democrats voted the other 


way. 
‘The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 
BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS. 

Provisi :F visi d commuted rations for the seam 
eee ee, 8 —— Pg aaa eee 
cases of death or desertion, upon ordersof the commanding officer, commuted 
rations for officers on sea duty and naval cadets, and commuted rations 

on account of sick in hospital and credited to the naval hospital fund, 

ce of officers and men unavoidably detained or absent from vessels 

attached under orders ae which subsistence rations to be 

on board and no credit for commutation therefor to be given), 

wn —— water for drinking and cooking purposes, $1,275,000; labor in gen- 

eral storehouses and pa: rs’ offices in navy-yards, peg enn Ped oe 

of handling stores purchased under the naval supply fund, a che: $2,000 
per annum, $150,000; in all, $1,405,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the committee if that is the section that there was some 
complaint made about? The gentleman from California [Mr. 
HILBORN] who is a member of the committee knows what I refer 
to. Is this the commuted-ration business that complaint was 
made about? 5 h - 

Mr. HILBORN. That is all provided for in the first section of 
ee eee the Navy. It does not come in here. It is 
all right. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as far as the 
paragraph beginning— 


gu 
to which 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, I call the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the committee to the fact that we have 


rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Horkixs, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7542) mak- 
ing appropriations for the naval service for the year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, by unanimous consent, 
leave of a ce Was ted as follows: 

To Mr. Strowp of North Carolina, for one week, on account of 
important business, 

o Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia, for this day. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from*the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


Same: 

A bill (S. 782) to regulate the issue and recording of the com- 
missions of officers in several of the Departments; 

A bill (H. R. 4463) to grant certain condemned cannon and can- 
non balls to the Thirteenth and Forty-third Separate Companies 
National Guard of State of New York; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 75) for the di ition of 
certain property now in the hands of the receiver of the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 

The motion of Mr. BOUTELLE was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 53 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
ourned. 


J 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 

vane were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
ollows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
8 of claims allowed by the several accounting officers 

of the ent under appropriations the ces of 
which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findi filed by the court in the case of 
Bartley Harris against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
an agreement with the San Carlos Reservation Indians ceding cer- 
tain lands to the United States, together with reports from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs and of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Officeand the draft of a bill pags (Sos confirmin 
na one yates the Committee on Indian irs, and ordered 

print 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Onder clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. STEPHENSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands. 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3124) to amend 
section 34 of an act entitled An act making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indi ent, and 
for f ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for 
the year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes,“ approved 
March 3, maje 9973 the — Tn 2 nt, accompani 
by a report (No. ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4974) 
for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific Railroad i 
nity lands, the same without amendment, accompanied 


3 0. 946); which said bill and report were referred to 
e House dar. g 


1896. 
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Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Patents, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3014) revising and amendi 
the statutes relating to patents, re the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 940); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 2231) for the relief of Bluford Reeder. (Report No. 936.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6282) to increase the pension of Alexander McBride. 
(Report No. 937. 

4 Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Mili Affairs: 

e bill (H. R. 3503) to correct the military record of Elisha B. 
Bassett. (Report No. 945.) 

The bill (H. R. 2412) to remove the charge of desertion now 
standing against George Alcott on the rolls of the War Depart- 
ment. (R No. 938.) 3 
By Mr. SNOVER, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 145) for the relief of J. J. Lints. (Report No. 939.) 


By Mr. HALTERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
a w 9000) increasing the pension of Mary T. Young. (Re- 
po: o. 941. 


By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5425) to grant a pension to Charlotte O. Van 
Cleve, widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve. (Report No. 942.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 4875) granting a pension to John W. Pogue. 
(Report No. 943.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7240) eens a age to John W. Bruner, late 
of Company F, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and 
Company G, First Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, and the United 
States Signal Corps. (Report No. 944.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

= the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: : 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7569) authorizing the 
issue of patents to the Swan Creek and Black River Chippewas 
and the Munsee or Christian Indians of Kansas, and for the sale 
of their reservation in Kansas, and for other purposes—to the 
S enn en for ee survey of 

$; è Á ‘or survey o 
a Sdn River, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and 
TS. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 7571) fixing the time for hold- 
ing the circuit and district courtsin the district of West Virginia— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 7572) providing for the ad- 
judication of pension claims in cases of hernia—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 7578) for the erection of a public 
building at Alpena, Mich.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7574) for the relief of cer- 
tain settlers in the State of Washington—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7575) for the relief of persons who have filed 
declarations of intention to enter desert lands—to the Committee 
h Mr RUSK (by est): A bill (H. R. 7576) to in te 

y Mr. y request): i corpora’ 
the Columbia C Ss Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 7577) to incorporate the 
Washington Homeopathic Medical College and Hospital—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 7578) . 
Flagstaff and Canyon Railroad Company right of way for rai 
purposes through the Grand Canyon Forest Reserve, in northern 
Arizona—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: A bill (H. R. 7579) to secure the relin- 

uishment of the Indian title to a portion of the mid Lake 
8 in Nevada, and to the entire Walker River Reserva- 
tion, in . State, and for other purposes to the Committee on 


airs. 
By Mr. SAYERS uest): A bill (H. R. 7580) to provide 
for ger devices yes the coup! or uncoupling of railwa; 
0 


cars, and for awarding a prize to the most meritorious of 
devices to the ttee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 7614) to provide a oe 


erection of a hall of records—to the Committee on Public - 
ings and Grounds. 

y Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 7615) to improve the navigation 
of 5 „Ohio to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. : A joint resolution (H. Res. 147) authorizing 
Prof. Asaph Hall, United States Navy, to accept a decoration from 
the Government of the Republic of France—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 148) authorizing Prof. Simon 
Newcomb, United States Navy, to accept a decoration from the 
Government of the Republic of France—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By . BRODERICK: A concurrent resolution (House Con, 
Res. No. 84) providing for the reprinting of certain publications 
of the Surgeon-General’s Office—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: A memorial of the governor and legis- 
lature of the State of Utah, praying for an 3 to meet the 
deficiency in amount heretofore appropriated for the expenses of 
the constitutional convention of said State—to the Committee on 
Saas hag peer 

y Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A memorial of the general 
court of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, relative to the oy 
8 at the Charlestown Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Na 

airs. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A memorial of the assembly of the State 
of New York, in favor of House bill No. 1, to recl and 
scribe the salaries of the railway postal clerks—to the families 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FOSS: A memorial favoring a plan for the construction 
of increased areas of doc: and the improvement of harbors to 
accommodate and protect deep-draft vessels, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were nted and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7581) granting a 
ponsen to Mrs. Maria N. Flint—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7582) granting a pension to Mrs, Martha A. 
Ayery—to the Committee on Invalid ions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7583) for the relief of John 
T. Giverin—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
ls BULL: A bill (H. R. 7584) granting a pension to Phebe 
A. Thurber, of Providence, R. L, gt Sy coo daughter of Samuel 
Short, a 1 Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER : A bill (H. R. 7585) granting a pension 
to Anna B. S. Phillips, widow of Col. William A. Phillips, late 
colonel of Third Regiment Indian Home Guards—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7586) for the relief of 
Charles E. Hallenbeck—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7587) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
place the name of F. M. Moore on the list as a post noncommis- 
att officer with a view to subsequent retirement—to the Com- 
mi on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7588) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay Eben Pierce, of Tacoma, Wash., the 
sum of $412.50—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 7589) for the relief of John 
W. Kennedy, of Wheeling, Ohio County, W. Va.—to the Committee 
on 5 


$ 

Also, a bill (H. R.7590) for the relief of the heirs of James A. 
Smith, deceased, of Wheeling, Ohio County, W. Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 7591) granting an increase of 
pension to Lovenia Bayles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7592) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Robert F. Johnson—to the Committee on 
apes! sree 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska (by request): A bill (H. R. 7593) 
ne the relief of James L. Williams—to the Committee on Military 


airs, 
By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 7594) to remove the changa of 
desertion from the military record of John Wiedes—to the 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1 remove the charge of desertion from 
wire record of Thomas Higgins—to the Committee on 
airs, 


tary 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7596) to remove the of desertion from 
the mili record of rge Gardener—to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7597) for the relief of Anderson H. Ash—te 
the Committee on Claims, 
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By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: A bill (fi. R. 7598) for the relief of 
Thomas Cox—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 7599) for the relief of Sarah J. 
Ric to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 7600) for the re- 
lief of Maria E. Mumford, widow of Ferdinand S. Mumford, late 
captain, First Regiment United States Infantry—to the Commit- 
tee on . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7001) to grant a pension to Andrew Ames, 
formerly a scout and guide in the service of the United States 
and is with the regular troops in the campaign against the 
Apaches led by Chief Geronimo—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7602) to provide for the restatement, read- 
justment, settlement, and payment of dues to Capt. William C. 

emphill, late an officer of the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7603) to pay heirsof John Bogan 
pe William Duval for legal services—to the Committee on Indi 

airs. 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R. 7604) for the relief of I. Wins- 
low Ayers—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7605) for the relief of Edwin Collar, late a 
member of Company F, Third New York Volunteer Cavalry—to 

the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 7606) granting an increase of 
pension to Lucy Ord Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 7607) for the relief of Mrs. Susan 
Clendenin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 7608) to increase the pension 
of Dorothy J. Edgar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H.R.7609) granting a pension to 
James Boyle—to the Committee on Invali 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 7610) to 


Pensions. 
rmit E. W. Ridgeway 
to establish a homestead on the public lands of the United States 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7611) granting a pension to 
H. 2 Graham to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7612) for the relief 
of William Barber, late of United States Navy—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7613) for the relief of Samuel H. Keifer, late 
of Company A, One hundred and thirty-second Pennsylvania In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BULL: whe aay to accompany House bill No. 7584, grant- 
ing a pension to Phebe A. Thurber, dependent daughter of Sam- 
nel Short, a soldier of the Revolutlonary war—to the Committee 
on Pensions. i 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Seven petitions of citizens of Ol 
Wash,, indorsing House bill No. 444, for the relief of A. D. 
ex-postmaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Winlock, Anacortes, and North 
Yakima, Wash.; also resolutions of Grand Army posts of the 
State of Washington, viz, Farragut Post, No. 15, of Port Town- 
send; Commodore Foote Post, No. 84, of Sidney; George H. Thomas 
Post, No. 5, of Olympia, and L. C. Ladd Post, No. 18, of Puyallup, 
Department of Washington and Alaska, in favor of the passage 
of service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the citizens of Orting, Wash., favoring the 

of joint resolution No. 11, proposing an amendment to 
the preamble of the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Tacoma Chamber of Commerce, Wash- 
ington, favoring the ge of Senate bill No. 1214, for the inves- 
tigation and tests of American timber—to the Committee on 

cul 


ture. 

Also, resolutions of the faculty and students of the Puget Sound 
University, of Tacoma, Wash., favoring the passage of a measure 
establishing fan ee court of arbitration—to the Committee 
on Foreign airs. 

Also, resolutions of Sprague Camp, No.4, Sons of Veterans, of 
Tacoma, Wash., indorsing joint resolution No. 102, that members 
may wear the distinctive ge on all public occasions of cere- 
mony—to the Committee on nrag A : 

Also, ane of O. A. Heath, Walrath & Risederph, A. W. 
Bower, William A. Sparks, and Whatcom County Press Associa- 
ing for favorable action on House bill No. 


pia, 
lover, 


tion, Washington, 
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4566, to amend the posat laws relating to second-class matter—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of the Western Central Labor Union, favoring 
the direct-legislation bill—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, pennon of the Manufacturers’ Association of California, 
asking that a commission be appointed to investigate the invasion 
of our markets by Japanese goods—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of the town council of Waterville, Wash., favor- 
ing the passage of bill authorizing the speedy construction of the 
Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, panion of citizens of Lewisville, Wash., favoring the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of . E 
gables by an export bounty—to the Committee on 

eans. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Remonstrance and petition of S. A. Cun- 
ningham and 104 other citizens of Wheeling, W. Va., against the 
continuance of the statue of Marquette in Statuary Hall, or any 
public national room, building, or public ground—to the Com- 
mittee on the 3 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of C. W. Samuels, F. W. Panke, and 
other citizens of Louisville, Ky., respecting the Marquette statue 
to the Committee on the 1 

By Mr. FISCHER: Petition of Lovenia Bayles, widow of James 
M. Bayles, deceased, late private and sergeant of Company A, Sec- 
ond Regiment New York Volunteers, Mexican war, and quarter- 
master and captain Fourth Regiment New York Volunteers in 
late civil war, for passage of a special act increasing her pension— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Two petitions of citizens of Medford and 
county of Burlington, N. J., in favor of the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Eureka Council, 
No. 43, Order United American Mechanics, of Higganum. Conn., 
in behalf of the Lodge immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Resolutions adopted by Encamp- 
ment No. 80, Union Veteran Legion, of Indianapolis, Ind., favor- 
ing the passage of House bill No. 3727, entitled “A bill to grant a 
service pension to officers and enlisted men who served during 
the late war”—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 861, 
relating to a levee on the Mississippi River between Hickman, 
Ky., and Tiptonville, Tenn.—to the C ittee on Levees and Im- 
provements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of Highland Grange, No. 1123, of Cam- 
bria County, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 2626, for 
the protection of agricultural sope 1 export bounty in order 
to equalize the benefits and burdens of the protective system to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of Commodore Perry Council, No. 32, 
Order United American Mechanics, of Mount Vernon, Ohio, in- 
dorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Protest of E. M. Jenison, publisher, of Ot- 
tumwa, Iowa, against the passageof House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of Federal Labor Union, No. 6402, 
of Missoula, Mont.; also petition of Civic Federation of Denver, 
Colo., asking for the passage of House bill No. 184, for apponi- 
ing a committee of inquiry as to the feasibility of direct legisla- 
tion—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Petition of A. S. Gibson, and papers to accom- 
pany House bill No. 7476, to amend an act to provide for the ap- 
pointment of additional judges in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of P. C. Bolger and other citizens of the town 
of Cameron, Ind. T., against the passage of House bill No. 4154, 
to provide for the be i age of additional judges of the United 
States court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of J. W. Thuma and 20 other citizens 
of Shauck, Ohio, praying for the recognition of God in the Con- 
stitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. NEILL: Petition of W. R. Jones, asking for favorable 
action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relatin, 
to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office an 


ays and 


Post-Roads, 
By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of Nathan P. 
Walton and others, of Kennett Square, Pa., protesting against 


military training in public schools—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 
By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of General Burn- 
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side Council, No. 88, Order United American Mechanics, of Nor- 
wich, Conn., favorable to the Sperry or Lodge immigration bill— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
Also, petition of Faith Trumbull Council, No. 26, Daughters 
of Liberty, of Lebanon, Conn., favorable to the Stone immi- 
tion bili—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


on. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan (by request): Petition of M. S. 
Painter, of South rand aan: Mich., and 50 others, praying for 
the removal of the statue of Père Marquette from Statuary Hall— 
to the Committee on thè Library. 

Also, petition of E. S. Holmes and 9 other citizens of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., nite Na ssage of House bill No. 5729, for the 
protection of A soca birds and fish—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Te mmerce. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of Columbia Council, Lodge No. 
5, of Meriden, Conn.; also Pioneer Council, Lodge No. 1, Order 
United American Mechanics, of New Haven, Conn., in favor of 
the Lodge immigration*bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of H. E. Watson and other 
members of the International Association of Machinists, of Port 
Huron, Mich., for further investigation of condition, etc., of 
employees in the Brooklyn Navy-Yard—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. < 

Also, petition of William H. Marvin, publisher, protestingagainst 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relat- 
ing to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, March 26, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secre proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MORRILL, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


CLAIMS FOR BARRACKS AND QUARTERS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of February 13, 1896, directing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to cause the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury to reexamine certain claims reported to Congress 
in House Executive Document No. 234, Fifty-third Congress, 
third session, a report from the Comptroller of the Treasury 
thereon, of the 24th instant; which, with the accompanying re- 
port, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of February 13, 1896, certain information relative 
to the Union Pacific, Central Branch Union Pacific, Sioux City 
and Pacific, and the Kansas Pacific railroad companies; also the 
number of acres of land granted to each and all the Pacific rail- 
roads; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrRowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint reso- 
lution; and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-Presi- 
dent: 

A bill (S. 732) to regulate the issue and recording of the com- 
missions of officers in several of the Departments; 

A bill (H. R. 4463) to grant certain condemned cannon and can- 
non balls to the Thirteenth and Forty-third Separate Companies 
National Guard of State of New York; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 75) providing for the disposition of 
certain property now in the hands of the receiver of the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the New York 
Board of Trade and Transportation, and a petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Oklahoma Territory, praying for 
the establishment of an international board of arbritration be- 
tween Great Britain and the United States; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Healso 8 a petition of the American Anti-Saloon League, 
praying for the appointment of an impartial national commis- 
sion of inquiry to investigate and report upon the alcoholic liquor 


a So: which was referred to the Committee on Education 
an N 
He also presented a memorial of the United Independent Polit- 


ical Club. of Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against the adoption 
of the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. BURROWS nted the memorial of W. C. Fowler and 
17 other citizens of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against 
the placing of the statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the petition of the Muskogee or 
Creek and Seminole Nations, signed by the chief, opposing the 
pee of certain measures pending before the Senate which have 

den presented in consequence, as they assume, of the recommen- 
dation of the Dawes Commission. As the petition is from the 
nation, I ask that it may be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the petition was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 


Petition of the Muskogee or Creek and Seminole Nations. 


To the Congress of the United States: 


The Muskogee or Creek and Seminole Nations, by their duly authorized 
representatives, do hereby most respectfully petition your honorable body 
to take such on as will prevent ue posses of the measures now pending 
before you, which are calculated and intended to destroy our local govern- 
ments, to deprive us of the right of seit peverannent. to rob us of our herit- 
ace, and to abolish and an te our tri existence. 

We desire respectfully to call your attention to the fact that under the 
solemn treaty stipulations the right of unrestricted self-government 


been guaranteed to our people. 

You have r an ted that guaranty for many years, and 
under it we have established and maintained local governmentsin form sim- 
ilar to yourown. Our poops have advanced in all the arts of civilization, 
churches have been established, and a system of common schools has been 
maintained, and provision for the liberal education of our youth has been pro- 
vided, and all branches of industry have been promoted. We point with 
ae satisfaction to the influence of these instrümentalities as tending to 

‘hristianize, educate, and elevate our ple and fit them for the higher du- 
me and responsibilities which should characterize freemen and patriotic 
citizens. 

Under this system of government our le are making commendable and 
ca pone oa A rogress, and their pride and ambition are stimulated to increased 
eflorts for — and greater achievements. 

While we do not pretend that our governments are perfect either in form 
or in the methods of administration because we re: that no human goy- 
ernments are perfect—still we invite the closest scrutiny into all our local 
concerns, and paracin as to the protection of the rights of persons and 
property within our limits. We challenge the most searching investigation 
into all our affairs, feeling assured that as a result of such investigation our 
people will receive full and complete vindication. 

It at any time the rate of crime in our country has exceeded that of the 
States of the Union, it has resulted from the fact that a large number of 
those who belong to the criminal classes have invaded our territory from 
adjacent States, in violation not only of our laws but of the laws of the United 


States, 

It is our desire es ly to enter our solemn protest nst those state- 
ments contained in the report of the Dawes Commission, which charge crime, 
corruption, and misrule among our people, and we challenge the most search- 
ing investigation by a committee of honest, impartial, and fair men into the 
condition of our people, the manner in which our laws are administered, and 
the provision we have made for the protection of the lives and property of 
those who may reside among us. 

We are prepared to say for our people that upon such a report, coming 
from such a source, they will be willing to stand and to abide for all the pur- 
poses of future action in regard to them. 

But we do most solemnly protest against the enactment of an 8 
predicated upon the report of the Dawes Commission which will effect the 
autonomy of our governments. 

In all our public and domestic affairs we have sought to pattern after your 
form of government and liberal institutions, and to emulate the Christian 
civilization of your intelligent and patriotic people. If we have fallen below 
the highest standards, illustrated by your superior intelligence and advanced 
civilization. it may be possible that you are in part responsible, as the invasion 
of our territory by criminals and covetous land eee has disturbed the 
peace at oar ener and injured the good reputation of our law-abiding and 
peaceable people. 

In the name of sacred treaty stipulations, in the name of statutory pro- 
visions which you have en: for our protection, in the name of the deci- 
sions of your pois. tribunals, and in the name of national honor, we appeal 
most earnestly to you, the representatives of this great Christian nation, 
to e our homes, our sides, our institutions, and our inestimable 
heritage, and let us alone until such time as we have under the inspira- 
tion of Divine Providence—encouraged by the example of you rlibsral 
ey and superior civilization—worked out our own welfare and 

estiny. 

Very respectfully submitted. 


E. B. CHILDERES, 
D. V. ANDERSON, 
Delegates for the Creek Nation. 
HULBUTTA MEKKO, 
JOHN JUMPER, 
Delegates for the Seminole Nation. 
SAMUEL H. MILLER, 
Interpreter. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the petition be also printed as 
a document, and that it be referred to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GRAY presented a petition of the Wilmington Conference 
— Church of Wilmington, Del. praying 


of the Methodist Epi 
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amendment to the Constitu- 
nited States; which was referred to the Commit- 
ie the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as OWS: 


for the ad 


ion of a proposed 
tion of the 


Petition of the Wilmington Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church to 
. the Congress of the United States. z 


Whereas the Constitution of the United States contains no recognition of 
God or of His providence; and 
Whereas there is now pending in Congress a joint resolution proposing the 


follo amendment: 
“We, the people of the United States, devoutly acknowledging Almighty 
God as the source of all authority in civil government, the Lord Jesus OF . — 


as the ruler of nations, and the revealed will of God as of supreme authority 
in civil affairs, in order to form a more perfect Union," etc.; and 

Whereas the proposed amendment, if adopted by constitutional majorities 
by Congress and the State legislatures, would change our organic law from 
a purely secular toa theocratic Government, which was not intended by the 
framers of the Constitution or any. of the States ratifying the same; and 

Whereas no Unitarian, Jew, or Deist, who nevertheless might be a patri- 
otic and useful citizen, could conscientiously swear to support the Constitu- 
tion containing the said amendment: Therefore 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed by this conference with instruc- 
tions to proceed to Washington as soon as possible after the adjournment of 
this body in order to lay before Congress following petition: 

“The members of the Wilmington Conference of the Methodist Episco 
Church, now sitting at Dover, in the State of Delaware, respectfully petition 
the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in 

assembled, to pass a syne resolution submitting to all the State leg- 
islatures for ratification the following amendment to the Constitution: 

“After the word Marcas in the preamble as it now stands, insert the 
words ‘trusting in Almighty God,’ so that the whole preamble thus 
amended shall read as follows: * We, the Monate of the United States, in or- 
der to form a more panas union, esta justice, insure domestic tran- 
quillity, provide for the common defense, promote the general welfare, and 
secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, trusting in 
God, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States 


Resolved secondly, That the said committee secure, if possible, a similar 
y Electoral Conference, and that our delegates to the 

8 endeavor to secure a like petition from that body. 
su ted. 

J. well, R. H. Adams, W. L. S. Murray, Vong 8. Collins, 
E. C. Macnichol, A. Phoe Thomas E. Terry, T. E. 
Martindale, Merritt Holburd, Lewis E. Barrett, Edward Da- 
vis, yf — tre i 2 tt, F. O. Mery. yon D. 

„O. W. $ ‘a . Price, He 
S iiompson, Charles A Hill, Hobert W. Todd, J. . Guise, 
Charles F. Sheppard. 


Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of Senato bill N 
n, D. C., praying for the p e of Sena 0. 
1886, or some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Sol- 
diers’ Home Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, 


tition of sundry citizens of 


and remonstrating against the extension of the tracks of that com- 
pany until its existing lines are modernly equi = 8 
ict of Colum- 


a was referred to the Committee on the 


He also presented a petition of Laning City Lodge, No. 384, 
International Association of Machinists, of Lansing, Mich., anda 
ition of Gratiot Lodge, No. 117, International Association of 
hinists, of Port Huron, Mich., praying for an investigation of 
the treatment accorded workingmen in the Brooklyn (N. Y.) 
Nayy-Yard and other navy-xards of the country; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
4 He 3 i portion E the nets Aniocinnon ~ Stia 
onary ineers, No. 11, o unee, Mich,, praying for the 
passage of the so-called Squire bill, relative to naval engineers; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Illinois Reform 
Press Association, of 3 III., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called Lodge bill appropriating 888, 000, 000 to 
carry out a scheme of coast and harbor defenses; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Coast Defenses, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Advance, III. 
praying for the enactment of legislation giving second-class mai 
matter, such as religious tracts, full advantage of the act of Jul 
16, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices an 


Post-Roads. : 
He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
ance Union of La Clede, II., praying for the enactment of a 
unday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Illinois general assembly, 

praying for the enactment of legislation providing a general sys- 
of dock and harbor improvements upon the Great Lakes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Joseph Sherwood, George 
Caswell, Harmon Varrell, and Charles M. Powell, enlisted men of 
the U. S. S. Bibb, and citizens of Maine, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation rr ee under the provisions of the acts 
of Congress of July 14, 1862, and of June 27, 1890, granting pen- 
sions; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a concurrent resolution of the 
legislature of the State of e paying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for the relief agents of the 


Methodist Episcopal Church South; which was referred to the 
Cone on Claims, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


Whereas property belon 
Nashville ern was 
the United States Arm , durin: o war; and 
Whereas the policy of the Federal Government has ever been to compen- 
sate peaceable citizens within the borders of our country for property used, 
damaged, or destroyed, belo gt private individuals or concerns, under 
the authority or direction of the Federal Army; and 
hereas several committees in Co have pronounced valid the claims 
made by the agents of the Methodist Church South for compensation forthe 
use of inte il by the United States Army during the late war: Therefore 
Beitresolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), That the 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from the State of Mississippi are 
hereby formally and earnestly gop a to use every honorable effort to se- 
cure the Pose of a bill now pending in Congress for the “ relief of the book 
agen of the Methodist Episcopal Church South.“ 
hat a copy of these preambles and resolutions be certified by the secre- 
tary of state and sent our members of the House and Senate of Congress. 
Adopted by the house February 21, 1896. 


Concurrent resolution. 


g to the Methodist Episcopal Church South, in 
, and destroyed, under the direction of 


Speaker r t 1 Ie! 115 
empore o, ouse, 
Adopted by the senate February 24, 1896. e 
J. H. JONES, 
President of the Senate, 


Approved March 11, 1896, 
A. J. MoLAURIN, Governor. 
J. L. POWER, Secretary of State. 

Mr. BRICE. I present a memorial of the agents of the States 
of Ohio and Pennsylvania, relative to the claims of these States, 
under the act of July 27, 1861, as stated in Senate Document No. 
75, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. I move thatthe memorial 
be printed as a document and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Connecticut, praying for the establishment 
of an international board of arbitration between Great Britain 
and the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WHITE presented a petition of the Paint, Oil, and Varnish 
Club, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the establishment of a 
department of commerce and manufactures; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


BERNARD R, GREEN, 


Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Select Committee on 
Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress to report 
a joint resolution and ask unanimous consent for its passage. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 114) authorizing and directing Ber- 
nard R. Green to exercise the duties and powers heretofore con- 
ferred upon the late Gen. Thomas L. Casey in relation to the 
construction and completion of the Library of Congress was read 
the first time by its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress assembled, That Bernard Green be, and is hereby, 


authorized and directed to assume and exercise all of the duties and powers 
heretofore conferred by law upon the late Brig. Gen. Thomas L. Casey, in 
relation to the construction and 9 of the Library of Congress, and he 
shall receive as compensation for services the sum of 


payable out of the app riations for said Library 
r Shall be 5 d by the Secretary of the Treasury ASS oh 
rules and — dp eaga as ho may prescribe. = 
Mr. MORRILL. I merely wish to say that Mr. Green is the 
man who has been the engineer under General Casey in the con- 
struction of a considerable share of the War, State, and Navy De- 
otra building, the Washington Monument, and the Library 
nilding, at present nearing comer This building, it is ex- 
pected, will be completed within less than one year from the pres- 
ent time. It is only recently that General Casey said to me that 
Mr. Green, receiving only $4,200 a year as his compensation, is 
really worth $5,000; and therefore the Select Committee on Addi- 
tional Accommodations for the Library of Congress have placed 
his future compensation at the rate of $5,000 a year. I trust that 
the joint resolution will receive the unanimous approval of the 


mate, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I most cordially second the propo- 
sition of the distinguished Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
Since the Committee on Appropriations took this matter largely 
in hand and have from year to year examined into all of the appro- 
priations for the new Library building, I think I may speak for 
all the committee in saying that the worth of the services of Mr. 
Green has been constantly growing in the mind of the members of 
the committee. He is a man of singularly excellent capacity, of 
untiring industry, of great integrity; and in the calamity that has 
fallen apon the country in this service and in other ways in the 
death of General Casey, I esteem it a matter of great congratula- 
tion to ourselves that so good a successor is naturally presented 
in the great work in which General Casey, was Iwould 
be willing to increase the com: tion. If at time hereafter 
the amount proposed in the j eee ee acta x 
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be even willing to increase the compensation provided in the 
t resolution for this most excellent and worthy man. 

I wish to say further, although it is needless here, that long ex- 
ience with General Casey has led me to estimate him as one of 
best of all officers in the public service. The monuments that 
nius has raised in this city will be enduring as memorials 
to his fame, and all that has been done by Congressfor him is only 

a slight measure of recognition of his real merit. J 
Mr. VILAS, Mr. President, I can not let the occasion pass with- 
outadding a wordin t to the peculiar merit of Colonel Green 
for this appointment. His connection with the construction of 
the Library i during the time while I was upon the 
commission originally created, composed of the Architect of the 
Capitol, the Librarian of Congress, and the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. He was from the outset of the work the efficient accom- 
ishing force connected with it, and he always has been from that 
eto this. He has been retained from no favor. I do not think 
there is a 5 ey lo is his su 52 anao 
edge of everything pera econstruction of a ing 
in every branch, both of the substantial material parts, and of the 
eesthetic parts. I believe that the Government of the United 
States has saved a very large sum of money in the construction 
of the Library building by reason of Mr. Green’s capacity and 


Tt 15 a pleasure to me to support the joint resolution, while at the 
same time I join in lamentation at the loss of the excellent officer 
who has been called e 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I am always reluctant to assent to 
resolutions of this character, which are brought in without a report 
from any committee and upon which immediate action is desired. 
I should suppose the selection of an important official like this is 
a matter that might well be referred to some appropriate standing 
committee of the body and then be re to the Senate for 
action. I know nothing in regard to the qualifications of Mr. 
Green, or pompi Green, a ink he is yen nor in Saag es hey 

ty of the compensation pro iven him. 
— question: Is he pesca hk ase the yin any way? 
Has he been? 2 
Mr. VILAS. I do not understand that Mr. Green is an Army 
. He is a civil engineer, but had been in the employment 
of the Government, as was stated the Senator from Vermont, 
as superintendent for a considerable portion of the time of the 
construction of the State, War, and Navy building, and afterwards 
of the construction of the Washington Monument, at the con- 
clusion of which work he was employed as su tendent of the 
construction of the building for the Library of Congress. 

Mr. HILL. Why should not the successor of General Casey, 
whoever he may be, take the place of General Casey and still re- 
tain this man as an assistant? 

Mr. VILAS. I do not undertake to answer for the committee, 
the venerable chairman of which is present, but I will simply say, 
as the Senator directs his question to me, that this work is now 
and always must be peculiarly and specially in the hands of Mr. 
Green, and as it is now so near completion, it could do no good 
and might do harm to change its superintendence, 

Mr. HILL. General Casey was appointed or selected or detailed 
for this position, I presume, by some statute. It does not follow, 
I suppose, that his ordinary army duties would have given him 
this position. 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Maine explain in regard to 
that matter? 

Mr. HALE. I will tell the Senator exactly how it came about. 
The plans and the work for the new 8 dragged for a long 
time, until at last, when i gir rend were made for appropriations 
to commence the real work and to furnish real plans and were laid 
before the Committee on 8 that committee, with 
the knowledge that it had of General Casey in regard to his adapt- 
ability for this kind of work, as shown in the State, War, and 
Navy Department building and in the finishing of the Washington 
Monument, sent for General Casey. It was not, I will say to the 
Senator from New York, because he was an army officer, but be- 
cause of the acquaintance that Congress had with him in connec- 
tion with these great works, the skill that he had developed, and 
his large, broad capacity. The whole subject was laid before Gen- 
eralCasey, and he wasrequested to formulate some plan which his 
experience, not technic y as an army officer, but in the building 
of great structures, would induce him to do. When he laid his 
plan before the committee it was so complete in every detail that 
the whole work was imposed pen him, and from that day to this 
it has been a constant source of satisfaction, I think, to com- 
mittee that that was done. 

PP nid. he 7 — not e e simply n an army CORTS 5 
ce, and in 8 sa; 
Senator, Mr. Green traveled alongside with him as his assistant. 
He was at once taken by Gen Casey and put practically in 
charge, and since then has developed the faculty and the 
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ability that show him to be much more competent for the service 
than any army officer is likely to be. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not like legislating a man into 
office. Thatis all this bill is, I think it would be wiser, if the 
original act does not provide for the appointment by some board, 
or by the President or Secretary of War, that a statute should be 
nt by which an appointment can be made. I will ask the 

mator from Maine, who seems to understand this matter better 
than I do, how General Casey was originally appointed, whether 
by statute specially or by some authority? 

Mr. MORRILL. By law, as the Chief Engineer of the War 
Department, and subsequently, when he was about to retire, he 
was continued under the name of General Casey until the build- 
ing should be completed. 

Str. HILL. Then why should not his successor succeed him 
and have the same charge? 

Mr. HALE. He has had no such experience as General Casey 
had in this kind of work. 

Mr. HILL. Not in this particular work, but it is to be assumed 
he has had some experience. 

Mr. HALE. This man has been 5 charge of the 
work from the day when the first stone was laid, constantly in- 
creasing in his usefulness, and no army officer can compete for 
a moment with him. 

Mr. HILL. Why can not he continue in the same position 
under the new Official as under General Casey, if he is so valuable 
aman? 

Mr. HALE. I would reward a man for real merit and for the 
work he has done, and I would promote him because of that work. 
Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from New York allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will state that this matter has been fully 
considered by every member of the committee, the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. CTA Ou], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], the 
Senator from Indiana | Mr. VOORHEES], the chairman of the com- 
mittee, and the Senator from Alabama pe PucE]. 

Mr. HILL. When was the joint resolution introduced? 

Mr. MORRILL. Ithas been considered by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and the joint resolution was prepared under his super- 
vision as the proper thing to be done. 

Mr. HILL. I did not understand that a report from any com- 
mittee was presented. __ 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly. The joint resolution is the unan- 
imous rt of the committee. 

Mr. L. Itisa rt? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from New York yield to me? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I want to appeal, as a Senator who likewise 
knows but little on this subject, to the Senator from New York 
topermit the joint resolution to be passed. If experience had not 
so often proved the contrary we would all have said that General 
Casey’s place could never be filled. If it is possible that the work 
which he has so grandly carried on can be consummated, we are 
informed by this committee that it may be done by the gentleman 
whose name is stated in the joint resolution. 

Mr. President, the splendid structure which for all a we 
hope as long as this Republic lasts—will adorn this capital has 
arisen through the efforts of the committee under the direction of 
the venerable and beloved senior Senator from Ve-mont [Mr. 
MORRELL]. He has kept it from its inception until now out of 
all political controversy, out of every question except that which . 
would tend to the beauty and grandeur of the building. We have 
known as little as he has seen fit to tell us. We have kept out 
of disputes about it and out of controversy as to whom the work 
should be awarded or under whose direction certain elements 
of its construction should be carried on, until now there is near- 
ing completion the grandest and most beautiful library building 
that the whole world affords. 

If the venerable Senator from Vermont, whose days and nights 
and constant thought have been given to the completion of this 
structure, is of opinion that it should be finished under the direc- 
tion of the gentleman named in the joint resolution, I ap to 
the Senator from New York to withdraw any opposition he may 
have based upon the fact that precedents do not call for this 
action, and to permit the joint resolution to pass and permit the 
structure to be finished under the same hands as those that 
inaugurated it. Long after the Senator from Vermont and all 
the rest of us shall have passed away that puing wi stand as 
a monument to his intelligence and his efforts and his patriotism, 
and for one I am delighted that it should be left in his ds. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I beg to recall to the Senator from Vermont a 
a which I think Spade 5 his oe ee Gen- 

was placed in e e work upon the new Library 
builđing 3 officer of ie was DOr CRE 


te 


by 
Senator from Maryland [Mr, 
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Gorman] shakes his head. Lam sure I am right, because Iremem- 
ber the circumstances very well. 


Mr. MORRILL. I think the Senator will find he was first em- 
ployed as Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; he was not. 

Mr. MORRILL. I know he was subsequently named. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I remember very well talking the matter over 
with the late Senator from Kentucky, Mr. Beck, who had charge 
of this matter in the Committee on Appropriations. He insisted 
that if the work was to go on it should under the charge of 
General Casey; and it was given him in charge, not as an officer 
of engineers, but as an individual. I understand the action now 
suggested by the Senator from Vermont is to follow the precedent 
which was made in this case, and which proved of great advan- 

to the country, and to appoint his successor in the same way. 

r. HILL. What year was that statute ? 

Mr. ALLISON. ill the Senator from New York yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. This statute respecting General Casey was 

eight or nine years ago. It was perfectly familiar to every 
member of the Committee on Appropriations at that time. There 
was then a careful investigation made by that committee as re- 
4 the pn ary which had then been made in the construction 
of the Library building. There was practically no progress at all. 
With considerable appropriations every year for clerical and 
other force, they did not seem to be advancing the work. It was 
then that the Committee on Appropriations was called upon to 
make a large appropriation for the commencement of the struc- 
ture, and we made such an investigation as led the committee to 
believe that if it was constructed under the management of those 
having it in hand its completion would be indefinite as to time 
and thatit would cost an immense sum of money. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations having charge of the sundry civil appro- 
riation bill, of which I was then chairman, my colleague the 
nator from Maine [Mr. HALE] being upon the committee, and 
Senator Beck being also a member of the committee, made a full 
investigation of the subject. We then sent for General Casey 
and asked him to go over the plans and suggestions made by Mr. 
Smithmeyer, who was then the architect. He gave us an esti- 
mate as to what the probable cost ought to be, and also of the 
time necessary for its completion. The committee then consid- 
ered the subject with care and again sent for General Casey, and 
stated to him that we had prepared an amendment which placed 
the whole charge of the work in his hands, fixing a limit of cost 
and fixing a time for its completion. He expressed a disinclina- 
tion to take charge of the work, but agreed that he would do it 
if the amendment we proposed should pass and become a law and 
he coald have a sufficient appropriation from year to year to exe- 
cute it, His name was inserted in the bill as Gen. Thomas L. 
Casey, Chief of Engineers of the United States . 

Mr. HILL. Can the Senator from Iowa turn to the act, or has 
any Senator here the act? 

. ALLISON. It was, I think, in the act of 1884, or probably 
in 1885. I will turn to the act presently. I can not at this mo- 
ment remember the precise year. 

Mr. VILAS. It was in 1888. The Senator is a little off on some 
of the other details in connection with the matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I may be, but I am not so far off as the Sena- 
tor thinks I am, as will appear before I get through. The details 
are perfectly within my memory. 

Mr. HALE, If the Senator from Iowa will allow me, I have the 
act here. The language of the original act, which remained in 
force until General Casey was retired, provided— 

That the contracts for the construction of said building or any part thereof 
shall be made by the Chief of Engineers of the Army. 

That language was followed until General Casey was retired. 

Mr. ALLISON. His name may not have been mentioned until 
after his retirement, but it was no part of the duty of the Chief 
of Engineers of the Army to construct a Library building for Con- 

Therefore it was as much a designation of Thomas L. 
Taser for that work as though his name had been originally in- 
serted, which was my recollection. I apologize to the Senator 
from Wisconsin for making a mistake. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me, if General Casey had 
then died of course his successor would have taken charge of the 


work. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will reach that point in a moment. This 
work was put in charge of General Casey, he being designated, of 
course, at t as Chief of Engineers. He went on with the work 
from year to year, and Congress appropriated whatever he asked 
to have appropriated for the work. hen the time for his retire- 
ment arrived it became necessary—he veg no longer Chief of 
Engineers of the Army—that his name should be inserted, and it 
5 all this work ht Mr.G 

i is work, occupying eight or nine years, Mr. Green, 
who is now designated here, was his subordinate and had tho chief 


control and direction of the details of the work. Beingan engineer, 
he disclosed during this period a capacity for the work that m 
the complete approval of those familiar with it as it progressed. 

The point I desire to impress upon the Senator from New York 
is, that the work has never been under any appointee. General 
Casey was not a Government appointee so far as this work is con- 
cerned, He was in the employ of the two Houses of Congress in 
the execution of appropriations made from year to year for the 
construction of the building. Henever received a commission or 
a designation or an appointment in the form of an officer in charge 
of the work. 

Mr. HALE. He was not detailed? 

Mr. ALLISON. He was not detailed by the Department in any 
sense. The work from its inception to this moment, so far as re- 
spects General Casey, has not been in charge of any officer of the 
Government. It is not now in charge of any officer of the Gov- 
ernment, because General Casey was not in charge as an officer. 
He was in charge as Thomas L. Casey, a retired officer, it is true, 
of the Army, performing a civil duty designated by Congress and 
not otherwise. 

Mr. President, I without hesitation when I say that Mr. 
Green is eminently fitted for this work; first, from his education 
and 5 as an engineer; secondly, from his assiduity; 
thirdly, from his integrity, and next from the fact that heis famil- 
iar with every stone and every brick and every piece of ornamen- 
tation in the Library building from its beginning to this time. 

Mr. MORRILL. And he knows every workman. 

Mr. ALLISON. And as the Senator from Vermont very prop- 
erly suggests, he knows every workman. He is familiar with 
every contract and with every workman and with the qualifications 
of every workman, and there are men employed upon the Library 
building of the highest qualifications as respects their peculiar 
art. He is the only man of whom I know who is capable of com- 
pleting this work as it ought to be completed. We have appro- 
priated a sufficientamount of money foritscompletion. It wi be 
completed within less time than one year. Nonew man, however 
intelligent he may be or however exalted he may be in office, can 
take up the thread of that work and be substituted intelligently 
for Mr. Green in its performance. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator before he sits down let me give 


the language of the act of 1892? 
Mr. That is not the original act. The original act was 
in 1888. 


Mr. HALE. I am speaking to the act of 1892, passed at the 
time of General Casey’s retirement. After making the appropri- 
ation the act provided: 

That Brig. Gen. Thomas Lincoln Casey, now in charge of the construction 
of said building, shall continue in said until its completion, whether 
on the active or retired list of the Army. 

Mr. CULLOM. That was ed before his retirement? 

Mr. HALE. Before his retirement. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, one word more andIamdone. Itisno 
reflection upon any chief engineer of the Army, or upon any 
engineer officer of the Army, that this designation shall go to the 
man who has had charge of the work as toits details. When Gen- 
eral Casey retired he was placed in charge as General Casey, a 
retired officer, and not as an engineer officer. As there is no one 
now in charge of the building, I hope that the Senator from New 
York will yield and allow the joint resolution to pass, which will 
devolve the work upon Mr. Green as chief engineer and the super- 
intendent of the work until it is completed. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, when I rose to make the inquiry for 
information I labored under the impression that the joint resolu- 
tion had not been introduced before, but had simply been intro- 
duced this morning, and I didr dand still regard it as somewhat 
hasty legislation. I am now advised that the joint resolution has 
been reported from a committee, although nothing had been re- 
ferred to the committee. However, I recognize the right of a com- 
mittee to report by bill or otherwise. I now understand that the 
joik: „ is reported from a committee and immediate action 
is asked. 

The discussion has already shown how unreliable is the infor- 
mation of gentlemen who were very positive that when the origi- 
nal act was passed General Casey’s name was mentioned in the 
act, not even in his official capacity, but as Thomas L. Casey, and 
they emphasized it. The original act I have before me. It was, 
as usual, an amendment to an appropriation act, an act of 1888, 
I will read the whole of the item: 
each und avery ͤ ASAA ERAS G TER TOIAN TA OE OE R DIO- 
fessional and other personal services that the Chief of Engineers of the Army 
macam necessary for the work and shall specially order, y 

h sopro and all appropriations he: ter 
available from appropriations argono, 
on and supervision of the Chief of Engineers of the 


erewith. And all contracts 
for the 3 y part thereof, shall be made by 
the Chief of Engineers of the Army, and so much of the act entitled 


eee F construction of a building for the accommodation of the Con. 


ibi approved April 15, 1886, as requires the constructii 
abstantial 


e on o! 
said building su to the plan submitted to the Joint Selec: 
Committee on Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress by 
John L. Smithmeyer,and so much of the first section as provides for a com- 
mission, together with the eighth section of said act be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed, and the duties of said commission under said act are hereby 
devolved upon the Chief of Engineers of the Army, who shall annually report 
to Congress at the commencement of each session a detailed statement of all 
the proceedings under the provisions of this act, and hereafter, until other- 
wise ordered by Congress, no work shall be done in the construction of said 
Library except such as is herein provided for, and all contracts for work or 
materials not necessary for the execution of the work contemplated herein 
are hereby rescinded. 

So the gentlemen who answered that this work was originally 
given to Mr. Casey and not to the Chief Engineer of the Army are 
mistaken. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from New York will remember 
that I stated the matter as he finds it on the record. 

Mr. HILL. Ithink the Senator from Vermont probably stated 
it accurately, though I did not hear the remark he made. Subse- 
quently in 1892, in an appropriation act, as usual, it was provided— 

That Brig. Gen. Thomas Lincoln Casey, now in charge of the construction 
of said building, shall continue in said charge until its completion, whether 
on the active or retired list of the Army. 

I assume the idea of that enactment was because he was about 
retiring and there would be a question as to whether the language 
“Chief Engineer of the Army” would refer to a retired officer. 
Ihave no doubt that Congress intended to continue General Casey 
in charge. He selected Mr. Green. I have no objection to Mr. 
Green, who is undoubtedly a very competent man, but I do not 
quite see the hurry for the putting through of this joint resolution 
only a day or two after the death of this distinguished gentleman. 

Iam not disposed to continue my objection to the joint resolu- 
tion if the committee have thoroughly considered this matter, 
although I do confess, while I shall not insist upon the objection, 
that I oP not like this method of legislating, as I said, legislating 
a man into office by statute. It seems tome that either the Presi- 
dent of the United States or some other authority might be desig- 
nated to select a competent man. If we do not pass the joint 
resolution what is the result? The result simply is that in a few 
days the President will send in the name of some competent offi- 
cer of the Army who is an engineer, and that engineer will suc- 
ceed to the duties devolving upon him, and I assume will keep 
Mr. Green, if he is so valuable as has been represented, in this 
very same place, 

The little increase of salary spoken of I care nothing about. 
That is a small matter. It strikes me, however, that it, designat- 
ing a particular man, is not the proper way to legislate. If Mr. 
Green should die to-morrow Congress would have to pass another 
statute to meet the particular exigency. I do not like that way 
of legislating. The committee seems to be very earnest about the 
matter. They seem to think it is a matter requiring immediate 
action, even before the burial of the distinguished general. I do 
not like it, but I shall not insist upon my objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I was a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations at the time when this trust was created and this 
duty imposed upon General Casey. Whatever may be the lan- 
guage of the act, every member of the Senate at that time knew 
that this was a personal trust imposed upon General Casey as a 
man, that it if no wise pertained to the military duties which be- 
longed to him as Chief of Engineers, but it was because, as stated 
at that time by the Senator from Kentucky, Mr. Beck, as I well 
remember, that he had built the War and Navy portion of the 
State, War, and Navy building in a manner far superior to that 
which had been done under contract, and, as I now remember, at 
a cost one-third less than that at which the other portion of the 
building had been constructed. I remember that Mr. Beck was 

1 earnest in his insistence that General Casey as an in- 

ividual, as an architect, should have this duty imposed upon him. 
Therefore, whatever may be the language of the statute passed at 
that time, it was the intention of every member of this body—for 
there was no dissent, as I remember, to it—that this should bea 
duty imposed upon General Casey because of his personal qualifi- 
cations and his capacity for the work. 

I wish to say that General Casey was a model man. I knew him 
most intimately in his official duties and relations to the Library 
building. He was one of those rare geniuses who develop into 
great architectural ability and into great business ability in respect 
to details. He was one of those men who have built the great pub- 
lic buildings which have become classic and which in all parts of 
the world commemorate the most distinguished and eminent civ- 
ilization in its architectural monuments. His place can not be 
supplied. He was a man of the „ His integrity, his com- 

lete and perfect devotion to models of art was something which 
is exceedingly rare and which, as I said before, belongs only to 
one man in a generation. 

Mr. Green was General Casey’s pupil and was familiar with all 


accord’ 
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his methods. It is my good fortune to know him and know him 


k somewhat well. I desire to bear my testimony here to the fact 


that he is one of the most eminent of the architects of this age, 
and he will develop, if LN ota is offered to him, a reputation 
which will equal t of the illustrious gentleman who has just 
passed avoy, 

General Casey was a noble specimen of a man, and I am glad 
to be able to pay this tribute to him here. He would have been 
an honor to any country, to any age. Mr. Beck, the distinguished 
Senator from Kentucky, long ago discovered his capacity, his 
great architectural ability, and it was largely, if I remember 
aright, through his efforts that General Casey was placed in 
charge of the construction of the War and Navy part of the State, 
War, and Navy building, and when all was in doubt and it was 
supposed extravagant expenditures had been made, and that $12,- 
000,000 or perhaps $15,000,000 would not cover the cost of com- 
pleting the Library building according to the architect’s plan, 
General Casey, having examined into it, reported that he would 
do it for, I think, $6,000,000, and that he would do it within the 
time specified in his estimate. 

A short time ago he informed me that he would not only com- 
pie the building within the time and in a manner which would 

an ornament to this country and a distinguished monument to 
architectural art, but that he would do it within the estimate, 
and he insisted that that would be done. I have no doubt that 
had his life been spaa that would have occurred. 
I hope that we ll pass the joint resolution without opposi- 


tion. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I should be very reluctant in- 
deed to take away from a bureau of the War Department any 
work which properly belongs there, and I should be especially 
reluctant to do anything which would in any way reflect upon the 
present very able head of the Engineer Corps of the Army. I 
consider him the peer of any man who has held that position in 
my acquaintance. His selection as president of the Society of 
American Engineers shows how he is esteemed by the great rail- 
road and ciyilian engineers of the country. But this is outside of 
the proper work of that Department. Ido not believe that Gen- 
eral Craighill seeks it or desires it in the least. 

I have known Mr. Green and his work for many years—his 
work on the Washington Monument, his work on the War De- 
partment building and the Soldiers’ Home, and upon the Congres- 
sional Library building. While in the 8 I knew, of 
course, intimately all his methods in detail. Iam glad to say, with 
some experience in construction, that Ihave never in my life known 
a man whom I considered his equal in work of this kind. He per- 
formed it so well that there was nothing left for his superior to 
do. I believe he has saved the Government hundreds of thou- 
sands if not millions of dollars. 

I think the joint resolution is only a very slight acknowledg- 
ment of the t debt the country owes him. 

Mr. GOR . Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont on. MORRILL] and my distinguished friend the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. . who is temporarily absent, 
have devoted many years of their Congressional life to bringing 
about the passage of an act for the construction of the grand pile 
which has been erected opposite this building. It was through 
their exertions, because of their efforts, that that grand pile has 
been erected. The architect, Mr. Smithmeyer, is entitled to great 
credit. He prepared the plans, which were adopted by Congress 
upon the recommendation of the Library Committee. The Li- 
brary building will stand as a monument to his genius and his 


worth. 

The work of construction was placed in the hands of General 
Casey as Chief of Engineers of the United States Army. In all the 
history of the Army I do not believe there is a single member of 
the Engineer Corps who has had the unbounded confidence of Con- 

ess and of the committees who have looked into his work as 

General Casey. He was a man of supreme integrity and of 
splendid ability as an engineer and as an executive officer. There 
have been few in my time, if any, who were his equals. He has 
at last completed thiswork. All or nearly all of the contracts 
have been made under his direction. The decorations and every 
appointment of that great building haye been under his eye and 
under his direction, Now that he has passed beyond, as a matter 
of course Congress must take prompi action to provide his suc- 
cessor to carry out that work. I accord to Mr. Green all that has 
been said of him. I suppose that under the peculiar circum- 
stances of the case it is the wisest and best thing to place the fin- 
ishing of the structure in his hands. But in doing so I do not 
want to make a precedent which will trouble us hereafter. 

Mr. HILL. ill the Senator from Maryland allow me to ask 


where Mr. Green is from? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave no idea of what State he is a resident. 
He is an American citizen and a civil engineer. 
is that he is from New England, 

There are a thousand American civil engineers, 


My impression 
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but I thought some one might know from what State this gentle- 
man came or what building he has ever erected. 


Mr. GORMAN. My impression is that he is a New England 
man, although I do not know from what State he comes. Mr. 
Green is a civilian, and to place by resolution in the hands of any 
civilian the expenditure of six or eight million dollars without 
any provision in regard to bond or supervision is unwise. 

Mz, MORRILL. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to 
state that there is a clause in the joint resolution providing that 
all of the expenses for . or under contracts shall be 
disbursed 7 5 55 Treasury artment? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; but {Í understand all the authority which 
was conferred upon General Casey goes to Mr. Green, and that 
involves all the contracts. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think he has given bond already. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not believe that there is in this case an 
danger. I know by the statements of General meer and the offi- 
cers connected with the Treasury Department that they regard 
this 8 as aman of great integrity and great ability. I 
merely want to say that in voting for the joint resolution I con- 
sider it an exceptional case. I would not like to see it followed 
out , 80 that Congress by resolution would place in the 
hands of any civilian large expenditures without ing proper 
provision as to bond. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand the joint resolution, it does 
not place one dollar of money to be handled individually by this 
superintendent. 

Ir. GORMAN. No; but there are contracts. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The contracts, as we all know, are practically 
made and completed. There is very little to be contracted for. 
The building will be completed inside of a year from this time. 
Now, this is a Congressional building. It is not a building for 
the benefit of the Government generally. Congress is the only 
power that ought to select the persons to superintend it, just as 
we ought to select our Secretary here and every other one to 
transact our business. The work is done by the joint action of 
Co „and I think it is the right and only proper method 
for Congress to make the selection. It does not belong to the exec- 
utive branch or any other branch of the Government. 

Probably I never saw Mr. Green more than once in my life, I 
have no idea what State he is from. I did know something of 
General Casey. When I came here a number of years ago the 
State, War, and Navy building was not completed and was not 
occupied. The State Department was ont Fourteenth street. 
There was much delay and much complaint about the slow prog- 
ress that was made. At the instance of some one of the commit- 
tees of Congress a change was made, and General Casey was 

laced in charge of the construction of that building have 

earned since that Mr. Green was then his assistant. 1do not 
know about that, but I know that that building was put up very 
rapidly, to the entire satisfaction and to the great gratification 
of everybody, and it was completed within the time he estimated 
and within the limit of the appropriation. I remember another 
instance: When this city was about to suffer for water, and it 
was necessary to have an additional water supply, General Casey 
was called in and made his suggestions and the matter was placed 
in his charge, and in one season alone he placed in ition the 
4-foot water main, a magnificent work. e material was col- 
lected from all the foundries in the coun It was brought 
in here on every route of transportation that could bear it, 
cause it was the only way that it could be assembled in one season 
and completed. That work was completed, extending from the 
water supply in Georgetown here on North Capitol street, and 
when the water was turned on there was not a drop that leaked 
and there was not an imperfection found in it. 

We all remember how the Library building was progressing. 
5 ey Became disgusted with the slowness wi 
which the work was being done. There were vague rumors about 
What the cost would be and the length of time it would take. 
The House of Representatives at that time, as we all know who 
were here then, instituted a rigid investigation. Its committee 
called before it those e ed in the construction, and they were 
so dissatisfied that they called upon General Casey to make a modi- 
fication of the plan and an estimate of the amount it would cost 
and the length of time it would take to complete it. That esti- 
mate was made, the plans were submitted, and the House of Rep- 
resentativesadopted it, and directed that General Casey, then Chief 
of Engineers, not naming him, but 1 it in his hands because 
he was the Chief of Engineers, should e chargo of the work. 
We gave him authority to go on and construct the building ac- 
cording to his plan and specifications and authorized him to con- 
tract for the full amount. He went on and he had nearly brought 
the work to completion within the amount specified before his un- 
fortunate and death. 

Not an additional dollar has been required or will be required. 
He was continued in charge by name he was retired because 
the description of Chief of Engineers would not suit him after 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marca 26, 


saan na He would not be Chief of Engineers; he would be 
ex-chief. 

Mr. Green, from what I am told, has very greatly aided Gen- 
eral Casey in all this work, and I tell yon the most wonderful 
work that has ever been done was the calculation of the cost of 
the Library building and the length of time it would take to con- 
struct it, when the material, the marble, had to be gathered from 
every noted quarry. You willfind marble there from every State 
in the Union where there was any marble; and how anyone could 
make a calculation of what the cost would be is to me incompre- 
hensible, Ithink that Mr. Green ought to be continued until the 
work is finished. The money is being paid out by the Secre 
of the Treasury, and it will only be paid out in accordance wi 
the existing contracts, which are nearing completion, 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I feel that I ought to say one 
word in favor of the joint resolution, as I am one of the committee 
and believe that such a measure ought to pass. I shall not take up 
the time of the Senate by going over the history of the work that 
has been carried on here for a number of years, but I desire to say, 


what perhaps has already been said, that_the work will be com- 
pleted within the cost estimated and within the time specified 
when it was first begun. The last time that I had the pleasure of 


seeing the late General Casey he seemed to be exceedingly ha 

in talkin about the work, and he said he expected to 8 pa 
the building in January next, I believe, which was a month or 
two before the time should expire within which the work was to 
have been done, and he expected to save about $60,000 below the 
contract that had been made for the completion of the work at 
the beginnin ng. 

So far as Mr. Green is concerned, I have known him ever since 
he has been engaged in that work. He has seemed to be the ac- 
tive, constant man in charge of the work, of course subject to the 
supervision of General Casey, but he is largely responsible for the 
rapid progress of the work and for the manner in which it has 
been carried on, So far as the question of the impropriety of the 
appointment of a civil engineer by Congress to take charge of 
such a work and appoint him by name, it seems to me that this is 
a very noted case and a case where such an exception should be 
made. He has been engaged in this work from the beginning, 
The work is within a few months of completion, unless it is inter- 
fered with in some way that we know nothing about at present. 
So far as the joint resolution is concerned, it does not provide that 
Mr. Green shall handle any money at all except his own salary, 
The joint resolution reads: 

That Bernard R. Green be, and is hereby, authorized and directed toassume 
and exercise all of the duties and powers heretofore conferred by law upon 
pepe tag om 5 705 bora — Casoy aa the construction nee come 
Bie Servis the sum ot $5.000 per meoin 3 oak of the eee ne 
said Library building: Provided, That all expenses incurred in the prose- 
cuting of said work, including compensation of employees. shall be paid by 
the ve oad of the Treasury, under such rules and regulations as he may 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Is it expected that the place which Mr. Green now 
holds as first assistant is to be supplied by the appointment of 
some one else? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is not contemplated by the joint resolution, 
and I do not know that it would be necessary to supply it. 

Š KRELL, There is no necessity for it at all. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is no necessity for it in my judgment, in 
view of the fact that the work is all let substantially now, con- 
tracts are made, and the only requirement is that somebody shall 
be at the head of the establishment and give it his personal atten- 
tion, so that the contracts may be carried out as rapidly as possible 
and within their terms. I do not think anything further is neces- 
a Sig the premises than the adoption of the joint resolution. 

S VILAS. Mr. President, I judge from the tone of the dis- 
cussion that there is no longer any doubt about the disposition of 
the Senate to do this very reasonable and proper thing and direct 
Mr. Green, who has been the efficient superintendent and mana 
of its construction, to perform the few remaining things which 
0 mae done during the coming year to complete that noble 

But I wish to make one or two observations to correct some mis- 
takes of history which have fallen from the members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, the distinguished Senator from Iowa 

Mr. ALLISON], as well as the distinguished Senator from Missouri 

Mr. COCKRELL], in respect to the circumstances under which 

General Casey was placed in charge of the work. 

I happened to have something to do with it. There was no com- 

laint at that time of the then tardy progress of the work. There 

been an interruption during the year previous, lasting fora 
great many months, in consequence of a controversy that had 
arisen between Mr. Smithmeyer, who had been designated as 
architect, and the contractors who had to furnish cement for the 
first course—the bottom course of the building. The only thin 
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which had been done under the commission, as it had been con- 


stituted previously to the time when I went upon it, was to con- 
denm the ground and dig a trench around the onisideof the wall. 
I went upon that commission on the 18th of January, 1888, by 
virtue of being then placed in possession of the office of 
of the Interior, and in February following for the first time the 
commission met, and the controversy over the cement, which had 
been raging for nearly a year, at least for six or eight months, 
was settled at that meeting. Shortly afterwards—and I had per- 
haps as much to do with it as any other member u the com- 
mission—Mr. Green was employed as s intendent, and in 
Apel, as quickly as the spring would permit, the subfoundation 
cement was laid, the next foundation above it was laid, and 
before this act of Congress was passed the basement walls were 
some feet above the ground in places, and the work was going on 
with great dos ne 
What occasioned the change was this: One day in the summer 
of 1888 I was called before the subcommittee.on Appropriations 
in the House of Representatives, the subcommittee then being 
ag “ea of the Hon. Samuel J. Randall, Hon. J. H. Forney, Hon. 
Mr. Ryan, of Kansas, and perbaps one or two others; but I remem- 
ber those three gentlemen as particularly active. I was called 
there for the purpose of explaining some estimates that had been 
1 r in regard to the Department of the 
Interior. En was said in respect to the Library of Congress 
until I called their attention to the erroneous manner, as I con- 
ceived it, in which appropriations were being made for that build- 
ing, which, after being discussed, led to an inquiry of me by 
the Hon. Mr. Randall: What will the building cost, in your 
inion?” I said, From $7,000,000 upward, in my opinion, al- 
ough I have no right to give one, for I am no builder.” They 
exclaimed at-once, every member of that subcommittee raising 
their hands and using vigorous speech, that it had been repre- 
sented to them that if they consented to the construction of the 
Library of Congress building it should not cost to exceed $3,000,- 
000. Isaid I was not aware of anything of the sort; that I meant 
to enter into no controversy, but that I would submit it to them 


as a mere general statement that that sum must be insufficient: 
that the Li of Congress building covers 23,000 square feet of 
d more the State, War, and Navy building, and the 


tate, War, and Navy building had cost $11,000,000 or thereabouts, 
approximately. 

Trew they declared that they would proceed no further 
with that work; it should be brought to the terms upon which it 
had been i ame es to them when they had consented to enter 
upon the scheme of building; and a diseussion was begun at once 
in the House of Representatives, followed by an investigation, the 
result of which was this measure passed in the appropriation act 
of 1888, by which it will be seen that no plan was adopted then. 
They,ina certain vehemence of anger, struck down all plans, and 
simply directed the construction to be made by the Chief of Engi- 
neers of the Army, and the plan to be modified. There was a brief 
sketch of new plan su then, but the plans were to be modi- 
fied. The act is dai tober 2,1888. Itwas then provided that 
the total cost of the building should not exceed $4,000,000, exclusive 
of the hn a theretofore made. 

Mr. . Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me for a 
moment? Can he tell me when the work was first begun? 

Mr. VILAS. The act for the creation of the Library commis- 
sion, the original provision, was made in the 1 Con- 
gress, and in the last session, if I remember rightly, of Forty- 
eas Pran bably on the 3d of March, 1885. 

8 hen was Mr. Green first connected with the 
work? 


Mr. VILAS. Mr. Green was appointed in March or April, 1888, 
according to my best remembrance, and then the first stone was 
laid im the bui by the contractors, who had been in quarrel 
with the architect in respect to the question of cement for many 
months, perhaps nearly or quite a year previous. I will not say 
Mr. Green was appointed superintendent before the contractors 
hop on the work, but it was early. 

HILL. He was not selected by General Casey; another 


r n 
Mr. V suppose I appointed Mr. Green, together with 
the other members of the commission. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Green was there in the spring of 1888, and the 
appropriation bill containing this item did not become a law until 
October 2, 1888, 

Mr. VILAS. The building was well advanced in construction 
when that act was passed, and because of that fact General Casey 
did not the plan. The building is constructed to-day sub- 
stantially an 8 y upon the original plan, the plan as made by 
Mr. Smithmeyer, with very slight modifications. What General 
Casey Suiting this: He 8 2 . . sections of the in- 
terior op ge lly desi in t Smithmeyer plan, 
and thus reduced the cost. The building is now simply a square, 
With two transverse segments passing through what would be the 


interior square or court. In the original design there were other 
transverse buildings, and by removing those he both improved 
e Heh? Sy the eoe =< 5 . and before General 
asey any work a on the Congress 8 
that the 8 plan ought to be followed as so modified; and 
accordingly, the following March, before any work was done, the 
other act being passed in October (no work had been done during 
the winter), they changed the limit of cost to the sum of $3,500,000 
exclusive of other appropriations theretofore made, which carried 
the total amount to some six million and three hundred or four 
dred thousand dollars. Within that limit the building > 
g 
that 
Mr. 


hun 
been constructed. I believe it has been constructed with 
3 and with more economy than any other building 
ever knew the Government to have anything to do with. 
Green, as well as General Casey, is entitled to share the credit. 

Mr. HILL. I notice that the act of 1888, at the end, says: 

Provided further, That the total cost of said building shall not exceed 
$4,000,000, exclusive of appropriations heretofore made, 

Was that changed afterwards to $5,000,000? 

Mr. VILAS. That was changed within just five months. Five 
months afterwards it was before any work had been 
begun under it, and the old plan of the building was readopted 
with those modifications, Ai which the cost of it was somewhat 
reduced. The building, if constructed according to the plan 
which Congress had adopted and the Library Commission were 
at work under, would have cost probably $7,000,000 and more, 
= by taking out those transverse interior wings the cost was 


ced, 

Now, Mr. President, I only desire to say in reference to that, in 
justice to the Commission of which I was then a member and partly 
in claim of justice to myself, that there was no sort of criticism 
upon the rapidity of the work or the manner in which it was being 
conducted at the time when the act waschanged. The whole con- 
troversy arose out of the fact that the other House found that the 
building was to cost more than it was ted and had been rep- 
resented to them it would cost, and if tors will look at the 
debates that took place in the House of Representatives at that 
time it will be found that that was the whole burden of complaint 
and controversy. i 

Mr. ALLISON. Both the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vins] 
and the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] animadvert upon the 
fact that I made a slight mistake. I said that originally eral 
Casey's name was inserted in the law. That, for the moment, was 
my recollection, knowing that it was inserted in the appropriation 
act for several years. owever, I regard that criticism as stick- 
ing in the bark and not touching the essential point that we are 
considering here, It would reqnire a casuist to discover that the 
designation of the Chief of Engineers to do a work not within his 
province as Chief of Sorner was a different thing from insert- 
ing the words General Casey, Chief of Engineers.” Of course I 
accept the criticism of the Senator from New York with a proper 
degree of humility. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from Iowa proceeds I should 
like to ask him a question, which perhaps is not very important. 
Was not this thing settled, whatever was done in the beginning, 
when General Casey retired? Was not the continuance by act of 
Congress of the work by him a determination of Congress that it 
8 individual trust and not one pertaining to the office of 

Mr. SON. Of course the insertion of his name later was 
Naina She teh wnt E Ea by the two 

ouses. 

Mr. HOAR. My proposet is— 
Mr. ALLISON. understand, that it was a distinct ayer-: 
ment 

Mr. HOAR. My proposition is that when General Casey 
retired Congress had to consider the question whether they had 
intended to intrust this work to him as an individual or had 
intended to annex it to the office of Chief of Engineers, and they 
enacted that it belonged to him as an individual when he retired 
from his office so far as the duties were concerned. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is very true. When General e as 
Chief of Engineers, was about to retire, Congress had freshly to 
consider the question, although originally, as every Senator who 
was here at that time knows, the placing of the Library building 
under the control of General Casey was done not because he was 
Chief of Engineers, but because of the knowledge of Congress as 
to his ability to perform the work. 

Now, I did not enter into a detailed statement of what preceded 
the appointment of General Casey. Therefore, of course, my 
statement was nota full one as to the history of the construction. 
Of course I knew, as we all know, that the Library building was 
under the care of a commission prior to the statute of 1888. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILas] seems to think that 
there was no criticism as respects the method of conducting the 
work or its progress or its chief architect. 

Mr. VILAS. Oh, no; not as to the latter, 
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Mr. ALLISON. It is well known that although Mr. Smith- 
meyer made an elaborate plan for the Library building, associated 
with him was another architect, Mr. Pelz, who has been con- 
stantly employed since that time; and it is well known from Mr. 
Smithmeyer's own statement, which he made to the Committee 
on Appropriations of the Senate, that it was impossible for him 


even to estimate the cost of the building. He stated it might be 
eight, ten, or twelve million dollars, and he was the active officer 
in the construction of the building at that time, of course under 
the supervision of the Commission. 

Now, the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate inserted 
those provisions. They were not put in in the House. This ques- 
tion was wholly dealt with in the Senate as respects the selection 
of the Chief of Engineers of the Army for the work. We dealt 
with it in the Senate specifically. The amendment which has been 
twice read in this debate was prepared by Senator Beck and my- 
self and submitted to General Casey, the House of Representatives 
having refused to make appropriations, because, as truthfully said 
by the Senator from Wisconsin, they were led to believe . 
that the cost would not exceed $3,000,000. When we summon 
General Casey before us and asked him to examine those plans, 
he stated that under those plans it would be impossible to con- 
struct the building for $3,000,000 or $4,000,000 or $5,000,000, and 
therefore we inserted the original provision in the Senate, my 
recollection is—I may be mistaken in that recollection—which I 
state with due deference to the Senator from New York who I hope 
will not criticise me adversely if I am mistaken. We had three 
or four conferences with a committee of the House before they 
would agree to progress with the en at all unless its cost 
was confined to $3,000,000, and unless a plan was projected that 
would limit the cost to $3,000,000. That is the truth about that 
matter. But it was finally agreed and compromised between our 
limit of cost to $5,000,000 and their insistance that the limit of cost 
should be $4,000,000. 

Then it was that General Casey took all those plans, and within 
the intervening five months, as he was requested to do in the orig- 
inal act, modified the plan so as to make the limit of cost $5,000,000. 

Mr. MORRILL. Six million dollars. 

Mr.VILAS. A little over $6,000,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it was exactly $6,000,000. 

Mr. VILAS. It was a little over $6,000,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. A little over $6,000,000. He then brought 
those modified plans to us and stated to us, that if he had proper 
legislation from year to year he would limit the cost to $6,000,000 
and complete the work within eight years. 

Now, that is the history of that transaction, given in brief, and 
I make no reflection upon the Commission or upon anyone who 
had charge of the matter, unless it be a reflection upon Mr. Smith- 
meyer to say that he was progressing with the work upon a scale 
of extrav ce mg T 555 8 it was Bug we 
cut up by the roots in the appropriation everything res i e 
chief cK itect. He Tretatod afterwards that because fo wan the 
chief architect he should have the compensation of a chief archi- 
tect, which included a percentage upon the entire cost of the 
building, and we prepared in that amendment for any suit of 
damages inst the Government of the United States, whether 
by Mr. Smithmeyer or any contractor, or under any contract that 
he had entered into. As the Senator from Wisconsin will see, we 
nullified the contracts which were then in existence, it being the 
intent and purpose of that legislation to place this whole matter 
in the hands of General Casey, and if it cost $30,000 or $50,000 in 
the way of damages to annul those contracts we intended that 
they should be annulled. 

Afterwards Mr. Smithmeyer was settled with as architect and 

id $30,000 for his services in the making of the original plan. 
believe 

Mr. VILAS. Did he not recover a judgment for over $50,000 in 
the suit in the Court of Claims? 


Mr. ALLISON. Was it $50,000? 

Mr. VILAS. I think so. 

Mr. ALLISON. My recollection is that it was $30,000; but 
whether it was $30,000 or $50,000 or $100,000 it was n: that 


we should change the method of constructing the Library build- 
ing, and it was a in the manner stated. Iam not going into 
all those details. Then, for the first time in the history of the 
rogress of the Library building, it went on steadily and constantly, 

8 each year giving to General Casey the appropriations he 
estimated for. ; : 

Mr. President, I did not intend to go into this detail at all, and 
I have only gone into it for the purpose of showing that 5 
I had made a slightly inaccurate statement, when we come to the 
core of this business the act of 1888 had for its intent and purpose 
the placing of the Library building in the hands of General Casey 
and not in the hands of any other officer of the Government. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowaa ques- 
tion. Did the Senator state that it was the Senate which put the 
work under General Casey? 


Mr. ALLISON. It was a Senate amendment. 

Mr. VILAS. Was it not done in the other House? 

Mr. ALLISON. Notatall. It was done in this body; it was 
done by the Apiro riations Committee, and we had contest after 
contest with the House of Representatives. 

Mr. VILAS. The House of Representatives originally put in 
the of the Interior alone, abolishing the Commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. It did. 

Mr. VILAS. And addressed a letter to the committee, request- 
ing that that should not be done and giving it as my judgment 
that it should not be imposed upon him. 

Mr. ALLISON. I remember the letter of the Senator. 

a Mr. VILAS. I believe I urged the appointment of General 
asey. 

Mr. ALLISON. My recollection now is, and if Iam mistaken 
I hope some one will see that my inaccuracy shall not be taken 
against me in this regard, that the Senator from Wisconsin, who 
was then Secretary of the Interior, appeared before the committee 
in the Senate and stated to us—it comes to my mind now—that it 
ough not to be put into the hands of the SAA f the Interior, 
and declined to take charge of so important a work, saying that it 
was in the nature of things impossible for him to give it necessary 
attention as Secretary of the Interior. So the provisions as to the 
Library building were inserted in the Senate upon an amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations, as I have described. 

ow, Mr. President. I want to say just a word more in response 
to the Senator from New York. It is impossible by delay to pro- 
vide that the President, or any Department of the Government, 
shall place a person in charge of the Library building by appoint- 
ment. This is a Congressional library. It is a library belnngin 
to the two Housesof Congress, as the library always has 3 
to the two Houses. It is an expense as appropriate for us to make 
as for the clerks at the Secretary's desk, and it is our duty to pro- 
vide for it in just such way as we provide for those officers. In- 
stead of devolving these duties upon Mr. Green, I admit we may 
devolve them upon the Chief Engineer of the Army, or we can 
devolve them upon the Secretary of the Interior, or any other 
officer of the Government. 

‘Whatever may have been the t history of this question, I 
think it is important that this action should be taken. The rea- 
son for the haste is, that although there are contracts made, and 
numerous contracts, there are a great number of people who are 
working upon the Library buil ug day by day and people who 
are receivin 8 by the day, and large compensation 
is being paid for the decoration and ornamentation of the build- 
ing. They have no authority to continue their work for a day or 
an hour unless we shall by some method devolve the control of 
the building upon some one. I have said a great deal more thin 
I intendia to say upon the subject. I hope the joint resolution 
will pass. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to speak but a mo- 
ment. 

In common with all Senators, I wasshocked at the sudden death 
of General Casey. I am filled with profound regret. This officer 
has — away, at the end of an honorable career, with unblem- 
ished character and a high reputation for professional skill. The 
work which he has done in connection with the Washington Mon- 
ument, the State, War, and Navy Department building, and the 
Co ional Library building will last forever to testify to his 
ability and fidelity. 

Speaking now to the joint resolution before the Senate, praise 
is equally due for the character of General Casey's work in archi- 
tecture to Mr. Bernard R. Green. Ihave known him for thirty 
Eni I had the privilege, in connection with the Senator from 

diana [Mr. VOORHEES) and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL], as a member of the Committee on Additional Accom- 
modations for the Library of Congress, to recommend that Mr. 
Green be put in charge of the work upon the Congressional Li- 
brary building. This recommendation, as the Senator from Ver- 
mont will remember, was made before it was determined that 
General Casey, then Chief of Engineers, should be placed in charge 
of the work. Mr. Green had been General Casey’s assistant in 
the construction of the State, War, and Navy building, and in 
view of the complications which had arisen in reference to the 
construction of the Library building, which have been spoken of 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vikas] and the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], it was thought by the Senate Committee on 
Additional Accommodations for the 3 of Congress that it 
would be a t help and a step in the right direction to have 
Mr. Bernard R. Green employed as an assistant architect in the 
construction of the building; and this recommendation was made 
anterior to the recommendation of the Senate committee that the 
work should be placed in charge of General Casey. 

Mr. Green is a gentleman of great accomplishments in his line 
of work. He is modest and unassuming. He isa man of high 


personal integrity of character, and he has contributed largely to 
eral Casey’s work of construction. 


the success of General 
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Casey, likeall other generals in command, is entitled to praise and 
commendation for What has been accomplished by his subordi- 
nates; but I know that General Casey himself would have paid 


the highest possible tribute to Mr. Green if an opportunity had 
been afforded. Iam sure that the work can not be so wisely or 
so properly completed as it will be under the direction of 
Green eee the n parage of the pending joint resolution. : 
Mr. HILL. r. President, there have been some surprises in 
this debate. In the first place, I want to call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that the remarks just submitted by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] constitute a violation of 


an romeni made yesterday by him with the Senate. Iregret 
7 KE constrained to call the attention of the Senate to it, 
ut I do. 


Yesterday the Senator from New Hampshire just before ad- 
journment desired to offer an amendment to the appropriation 
ill then pending, and wanted it considered immediately. Some 
objection was made, and finally the Senator said that he wanted 
to ite the business of the Senate to-morrow by going away, 
and immediately the Senator from Wisconsin said, Everybody 
to that.” Instead of that, we find this morning the Sena- 

tor here submitting remarks upon this joint resolution, to which 
nobody yet has specially objected. There were those who desired 
some information on the subject. I desired also to know where 
the distinguished gentleman, Mr. Green, resided, and we have 
been given the information that he resided in New England, and 
then the further astonishing information that he is a very modest 


man 7 hter. 

Mr. HAN DLER. Will the Senator from New York allow me 
to reply to this important part of his argument now, because I am 
really going away shortly? 

Mr. HILL. I will not detain you, then. ughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). Does 
the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. > 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that the contract I made with the Senator from Wisconsin 
and the Senator from Illinois to go away, of which I have already 
been 5 by mp rae pe oe ois this morning; 1 ge 

ify anytime. I sai y, and I am going the latter o 
tie AAT. When a contract is made and no particular time is 

ified a reasonable time is allowed. The Senator from New 
York made a contract with his constituents when he was elected 
Senator that he would come down here and attend to the busi- 
ness of the Senate, but it was a year or more before he ful- 
filled that contract. He remained as governor of New York, and 
when it suited his convenience he came here; and we have 
very glad to see the Senator here ever since he came. I will not 
say that we wish he had stayed 1 because he has 
afforded us much amusement and has benefited the public service 
on the whole. But I crave for myself the privilege of taking a 
day to comply with my contract, Inasmuch as the Senator took a 
year for complying with a much more important contract. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I am very much obliged to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire for the implied compliment. He may 
or may not have made an express compliment I did not know 
but that the Senator was going to say that he was sorry I came 
here. The Senator’s contract that he made yesterday is about as 
uncertain and loose as this legislation, to which attention has 
been called. The Senator has not contributed anything to that 
portion of the debate. It was stated at the outset that it was in- 
tended to place this work in the charge of General Casey person- 
ally. 1 have already called attention to the fact that the original 
act provided that the work should be performed by the Chief of 
Engineers of the Army, in which General Casey was not men- 
tioned at all. Next it was said that in 1892 it is very certain it 
was intended then to give the work to General Casey personally, 
and when we come to examine that provision, it r as follows: 

Provided, That Brig. Gen. Thomas Lincoln Casey, now in charge of the 
construction of said building, shall continue in said charge until its comple- 
tion, whether on the active or retired list of the Army. 

Mr. President, a man on the retired list of the Army is an offi- 
cer of the Government, and this very section limited the time 
during the period that he should be an officer of the Government. 
If General Casey had resigned all connection with the Army, active 
or retired, he would have ceased to be an official of this Govern- 
ment, and he would have ceased to have had charge of this work. 

It was then said, as a very high compliment to Mr. Green, that 
he was selected by General Casey originally, and then comes the 
Senator from Wisconsin, who seems to have had more to do with 
this matter than any other Senator, and propery so, and intelli- 
gently so, as appears from the statement made, and says that Mr. 
Green was on this work before General Casey was placed in charge 
of it. We get more light on the subject. . Casey was placed 


in charge when, accordi ig to the Senator from Iowa, there was 
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some criticism in regard to the work. The fact that Mr. Green 
was continued all this period by General Casey is of course to his 
credit and I agree to it, and so far as I am concerned I do not ob- 
ject, so long as the committee want it, that he shall be continued. 

the Committee on Appropriations, in their haste to add general 
legislation to an appropriation bill, intended to place this work in 
charge of Mr. Casey personally, they succeeded in concealing their 
intention. It affords an argument appropriate to be made at this 
time that it was unwise then and is unwise now to place such im- 
portant legislation hastily in an appropriation bill. 

Now, if the chairman of the Select Committee on Additional 
Accommodations for the Library of Congress desires to pass the 
joint resolution, as I said at the outset, so far as I am concerned, 
I shall offer no objection. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope we shall now have a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution is in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be ee a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 206) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Kahului, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

e also, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2090) to enable the people of Arizona to form a 
constitution and State government and to be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4698) so provide an American register 
for the steamer Matteawan, ee it without amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am directed by the Committee on Education 
and Labor, to whom was referred the bill (S. 293) authorizing the 
appointment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information 
and to consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems 
presented by labor, agriculture, and capital, to report it with 
amendments, and submit a report thereon. I move that double 
the usual number of copies of the report be printed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3549) authorizing the Aransas Harbor 
Terminal Railway 5 to construct a bridge across the 
Corpus Christi Channel, known as the Morris and Cummin 
Ship Channel, in Aransas County, Tex., reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. MANTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2564) to ratify an agreement with the 
Indians of the Blackfeet Reservation, Mont., and making appro- 
priations to carry the same into effect, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2565) to ratify an agreement with the Indians of the Fort 
Belknap Reservation, Mont., and making appropriations to carry 
the same into effect, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5914) to amend an act to 
authorize the Interoceanic Railway Company to construct and 
ee railway, telegraph, and telephone lines through the Indian 

erritory, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred an amendment submitted b 
himself on the 16th instant, for the relief of Emmart, Dunbar 
Co., intended to be proposed to the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill, reported it without amendment, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 


was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 205) granting a pension to 
Mary O. H. Stoneman, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1694) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen, 
Julius H. Stahel, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

_He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5083) granting an increase of pension to A. H. McLaws, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 23d in- 
stant, for support and education of 250 Indian pupils at the Indian 
school at Santa Fe, N. Mex., intended to be pro d to the Indian 
appropriation bill, reported it without amendment, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and that 
it be printed; which was agreed to. 


` 
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Mr. CARTER. Iam directed by the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1885) for 
optional and compulsory retirement of Government employees of 

utive Departments in the classified service, to submit an ad- 
verse report thereon, and move that the bill be referred to the 


Committee on ization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the 
Executive Departments, the Post-Office ent being only 
one of the numerous branches of the executive department to 
which the subject-matter of the bill refers, 

The report was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WASHINGTON, PA, 


Mr. QUAY. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
a and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2629) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building at Washington, Pa., to 
report it without amendment, and I unanimous consent for 
its present consideration. 

ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, 
asite, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, includ- 
ing fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, 
and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the United 
States post-office and other Government offices at Washington, 
Pa., the cost of the site and building, including the vaults, heat- 
ing and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, com- 
plete, not to exceed $75,000. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania what is the population of the town of Washington? 

Mr. 2 89 I think it has a population of about 10, 000. 

Mr. GRAY. Itis a county town? 

Mr. QUAY. Yes; a county town. 

Mr. GRAY. Of what county? 

Mr. QUAY. Washington County. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2635) granting a pension to 
Caroline Watkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2636) to establish a farmers’ market 
in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2637) granting a pension to Jane 
Christian Marye; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accom: sying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BR CE introduced a bill (S. 2638) granting a on to 
Aaron W. Swick; which a read 28 by its Wee = „with the 
accom i , referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MTOMILLAN (by i oo introduced a bill (S. 2639) to 
authorize the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company 
of the District of Columbia to change its motive power for the 

pulsion of its cars, and for other purposes; which was read 
. by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. cae toamend an act entitled 
„An act providing for leave of a ce for officers and 3 
in the customs service of the Government who receive per diem 
compensation,” approved August 28, 1890; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 115) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; whic 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

FINANCIAL POLICY. 


Mr. ALLEN. I offer a resolution, and ask to have it read and 
lie on the table. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Congress should, appropriate lation, and without 
further delay, restore silver to 3 Co! at the ratio of 16 

ts of standard silver to 1 of standard g and should, by appropriate 

233 withdraw from the Secretary of Treasury any power he may 
now have to e bonds or other interest-bearing obligations of the 
United States until the necessity therefor shall have been declared by Con- 
gress, and that Congress should not adjourn until these things have been 
accomplished. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will lie on the 
table and be printed, 

ACCEPTANCE OF MEDALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I reported yesterday from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations a joint resolution providing for the acceptance 
of medals by ex-President Harrison. I ask that it be now con- 
sidered. It was laid over at the request of the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution (S. R. 111) to au- 
thorize Benjamin Harrison to accept certain m presented to 


him while President of the United States was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be 9 for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. KYLE. Lask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of Senate bill 2284, It isa very short bill, and it will take 
only a moment to pass it. It is very important to the settlers 
upon the ceded lands in South Dakota. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it will give rise to no debate, I shall have no 
objection. 

r. KYLE. It will cause no debate. It has the unanimous 
approval of the Committee on Public Lands. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate for the present consid- 
eration of a bill the title of which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2284) for the relief of homestead 
settlers in Gregory County, S. Dak. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That in all cases, including those arising on ceded portions of Indian reser 
vations where persons duly qualified to enter land under the homestead laws 
have heretofore or may hereafter settle, improve, and continuously reside 
upon unsurveyed public land with the bona fide intention of entering the 
same under the homestead laws when surveyed and opened to entry shall, 
upon presenting final proof, as required by law, be entitled to credit for res- 
idence, improvement, and cultivation made prior to the approval of such 


survey and the acceptance of All acts and parts of acts in 


herewith are hereby repealed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish that that amendment might be read again. 

Mr. KYLE. I can state to the Senator in one word what it 
means. It merely provides that those upon the ceded lands who 
have been living upon them for a number of years as squatters, 
when the lands are thrown open to settlement or to entry, shall be 
allowed to count the time Enare lived upon the lands with 
reference to their final proof, t is all. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear the amendment read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. The bill started to relieve some settlers in a cer- 
tain county in South Dakota. It has now a very wide applica- 
tion, and I think that I should like to have a little more time to 
consider whether it is wise to pass a bill so sweeping. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to state to the Senator from Connecti- 


cut 

Mr. PLATT. I shall object to it for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
objects to the present consideration of the bill. 

. KYLE. I think the Senator from Connecticut will with- 
draw the objection when I explain the bill. The bill was drawn 
in the first instance for the relief of certain settlers in South 
Dakota. The Senator from Nebraska 2 ead THURSTON | asked that 
it might be extended to his State. Then other members of the 
Committee on Public Lands thought that it might with justice be 
extended to other States where there are’ceded lands. Thereupon 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER), who has had much 
experience in the matter of public lands, drew the amendment ex- 
actly as it is now, and it received the unanimous approval of the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 


ADJUSTMENT OF CLAIMS WITH ARKANSAS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 502) to approve a compromise and 
settlement between the United States and the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, that bill has been the unfinished 
business since the 2d day of March. It has been crowded out by 
the Cuban conference report and the privileged report of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections and appropriation bills until 
now. lask the unanimous consent of the Senate that immedi- 
ately after the conclusion of the morning business to-morrow 
the bill which is the unfinished business shall be considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent that to-morrcw, immediately after the morn- 
ing business, this bill shall be considered. Is there objection? 

. KYLE. I will let the bill which was under consideration 
at 2 o'clock go over until to-morrow. 
5 LOM rose. 

Mr. BERRY. Of course if the appropriation bill is not finished 

to-day I shall yield until it is disposed of. 


1896. 
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Mr. CULLOM. I was going to say that I have no objection to 
the Senator’s request so far as I am concerned, provided it does 
not interfere with the appropriation bill. 4 - 

Mr. BERRY. I take it that the appropriation bill will be con- 
cluded to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to 
the request of the Senator from Arkansas, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think the Senator from Arkansas ought 
to ask at this time, in the thin condition of the Senate, unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the unfinished business to-morrow 
morning. I do not know that there is any objection to it, but I 
know that two Senators, who I suppose intend to discuss it and 
op it, are not at the present time in the Chamber. 

Mr. BERRY. If tire Senator from Connecticut will permit me, 
I will state that when the bill was made the unfinished business the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] asked for time, and I gave him all 
the time he asked, which was until the 16th of the present month. 
Since that time I understand he has been ready at all times to pro- 
ceed with the bill. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] also understood that I was to get it up y or to-morrow if 
it was possible for me to do so. eis going away, and he has no 
objection to it. Ihave been most patient in regard tothe bill, I 
have given way to everyone. If the pending appropriation bill 
passes to-day, it is but fair that we should take this bill up to-mor- 
row morning at the conclusion of the morning business, and I 
have no doubt but that we can reach a vote on it to-morrow. I 
hope the Senator from Connecticut will not inter an objection. 

. PLATT. If the appropriation bill should be completed at 
8 o'clock this afternoon the bill which the Senator from Arkansas 
has asked consideration for to-morrow morning would be in order, 
and we could take it up this afternoon and go on withit. If the 
appropriation bill is out of the way, his bill becomes the next busi- 
ness of the Senate, but I do not want to make any unanimous 
agreement concerning it. 

Mr. CULLOM. My impression is that the appropriation bill 
will not take all of the day, but there will be another appropriation 
bill read thaps for to-morrow. 

Mr. B ERY. A member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], told me that an appropria- 
tion bill would be reported to-morrow, but as it would have to be 

rinted it would not be ready for consideration, and that there would 
E no objection to the Senate taking up the Arkansas bill to-morrow 
morning and disposing of it. I simply state that I have given 
way to everyone and | have made no trouble about it, and I think 
we are entitled to a day for the consideration of this matter, in 
which is involved a settlement between one of the States of the 
Union and the Government of the United States. All that I ask 
is fair treatment in this matter. The bill has been the unfinished 
business since the 2d day of March. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Arkansas will allow me, I 
will state that my suggestion was intended for the benefit of the 
Senator. If we get the appropriation bill out of the way early we 


may pass his bi puyi 

Mr BERRY. The Senator will not get the appr riation bill 
through 15 8 o’clock. Iam satisfied it will e of to-day. 
But even if the appropriation bill should be out of the way at 
o'clock, we could not conclude the consideration of the Arkansas 
bill this evening. We could do so to-morrow, but of course if 
the Senator from Connecticut objects that is the end of it; I shall 
have to take my chances. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishall not object to the consideration of the bill 
whenever it is reached, but I do not think it is wise to make a 

ous agreement in the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 

eration of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 


bill. 
A I ask that the unfinished business be laid aside 
without losing its place on the Calendar. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that 
will be the order of the Senate. The Chair hears no objection. 


LAKE MICHIGAN AND WABASH RIVER SHIP CANAL, 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask, in pursuance of the assent of the honor- 
able Senator from Illinois, to take up the joint resolution S. R. 
110, which relates to my State. 

Mr. CULLOM. I consented yesterday morning to yield to the 
Senator from Indiana for the consideration of some little measure 
that he desires to have considered; but he failed to call my atten- 
tion to it at the proper time, and I had forgotten it. I hope that 
E Senator from Indiana may be allowed to call up his joint reso- 

ution. ~ 

Mr. TURPIE. Iask that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (S. R. 110) providing for the appoint- 
ment of a commission, under the direction of the Secretary of 
War, for the 3 survey, with plans, specifications, and 
1 estimates of cost thereof, for the construction of a 

p 


canal, of approved width and depth, from the lower shore of 


Lake Michigan to the Wabash River, and for the further investi- 
gation of the practicability of the construction of such waterway. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 


rted to the Senate without amend- 


The joint resolution was re 
for a third reading, read the third 


ment, ordered to be engross 
time, and passed. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other p Ses. 

Mr. CULLOM. When the Senate adjourned yesterday eveni 
it had concluded the consideration of the bill as in Committee 
the Whole and the bill had been reported to the Senate. I now 
ask, as the first step, that the amendments made to the bill as in 
Committee of the ole, of which there was not notice given of 
a desire to vote upon them separately in the Senate, be now con- 
curred in in gross. Of course among the amendments reserved 
for a 9 vote in the Senate are included the provisions relat- 
ing to the compensation of district attorneys and marshals. 

r. CALL. There aresome amendments which have been dis- 
tinctly reserved by me; one, the amendment striking out the pro- 
vision in regard to certain State Department clerks; another, strik- 
ing out the amendment in regard to the committees, and the 
amendment proposing to strike out certain provisions of the bill 
as it came from the House. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the vote will now be taken on concur- 
ringin the other amendments in gross except those reserved, which 
include the provisions relating to district uttorneys and marshals, 
in the latter part of the bill. 

Mr. HILL. What is the necessity for that course? 

Mr. CULLOM. If we went over the bill item by item we would 
be here all day concurring in the little amendments. The usual 
rule is by one vote to concur in all amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole except as to those on which a separate vote 
is desired. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to know whether the amendment on 
page 19, relating to register of copyrights, was reserved? 

The 


Mr. CULLOM, It was not reserved, so far as I know. 
Senator can reserve it if he desires. 

ae KYLE. Idesire to reserve that amendment for a separate 
vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now I hope the vote will be taken on concur- 
ring in all amendinents made as in Committee of the Whole which 
have not been reserved for a separate vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is uncertain whether 
the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL) desired to reserve an 
amendment for a te vote or not. 

Mr. CULLOM. e Senator from New York has not indicated 
any such desire. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless there be objection, the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole will be consid- 
eron as 3 in, subject to the reservations which have been 
spe 

Mr. CULLOM. As to amendments which have been reserved, 


I hope Senators asking for a separate vote will now call the 
amendments to the attention of the Senate, so that they may be 


of. 

r. KYLE. Then I ask the attention of the Senator from IIli- 

nois to page 19, the amendment relating to copyrights. I do not 
think it is explicit as it reads. It is in this language: 

For register of bts, $2,000, who shall y Commi 
the Librar of. tne tee OAS of Cons Wall ie eg shall 3 
exercise all the rights and duties tonching copyrights now devolved upon the 
Librarian of Congress, and shall make weekly deposits and monthly reports 
to the Secretary of the Treasury; to be immediately available. 

In line 9 I should like to add as an amendment the words ex- 
cept the appointment of clerks,” which I think clearly carries out 
the meaning of the member of the Committee on Appropriations 
who drafted the amendment. After the word ' Congress,“ in line 
11, I move to insert those words. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not see any objection to that amendment. 
E COCKRELL. It will not hurt and it will not do any good, 

t it go in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 19, line 11, after the word Con- 
gress,” it is proposed to insert except the appointment of clerks”; 
80 as to $ 

Fo: f ts, $2,000, who shall J 
2 E E ee ye 
exercise all the rights and duties touching copyrights now devolved upon the 
Librarian of Congress, except the appointment of clerks, and shall make 
weekly d tsand monthly reports to the Secretary of the Treasury; to be 

tely available. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 
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Mr. PLATT. Have the amendments made as in Committee of 


the Whole been concurred in? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole have been concurred in, except those 
reserved, 

Mr. PLATT. Except those reserved, of course. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] reserved 
two or tros amendments, and I should like to have them now dis- 


posed of. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, I desire a separate vote on the amend- 
ments beginning on page 22, line 21, going down to and including 
line 9, on page 23, in reference to the employees of the Burean of 
Statistics, State Department. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, disagreed to the committee amendment, which reads: 

For services of em ployees of the Bureau of Statistics, State Department, to 
be selected by the Secretary of State by reason of special aptitude for the 
work of compiling and distributing consular and other commercial reports, 
namely, one clerk, at $1,400; one clerk, at $1,000; one clerk, at $900, and one 
laborer, at $660; in all, $3,960, the same to be paid from the appropriation of 
$20,000 for preparation, printing, publication, and distribution, by the Depart- 
ment of State, of the consular and other commercial reports, made in the dip- 
lomatic and consular appropriation act approved February 27, 1896. 


This amendment was recommended and requested by the Sec- 
retary of State for a special work—that of editing and distributin 
the consular reports. Iam informed that the special desire an 
object of the recommendation was to obtain persons who are com- 
petent for the editorial duty of preparing the consular reports in 
proper form for publication and also for their distribution. I am 
also informed that there has been an amount appropriated in a 
single sum, subject to the discretion of the Secretary of State, for 
this work for some years, and that such persons have been em- 

loyed under that appropriation for this particular work. I think 
20000 has been 1 ears for that purpose heretofore. 

There is an act of Congress which forbids the st Sat of 
any person on a salary unless authorized by an act of Congress, 
The etary of State, as I am informed, having been in the habit 
of employing under this single sum of 820,000 persons for this 
special work, the Solicitor of the Treasury has decided that in his 
opinion it would come within the provision of the statute of the 

nited States prohibiting the employment of any person upon a 

salary except under a special designation of an act of Congress. 
So this particular work, being paid for out of that appropriation, 
will be suspended and these clerks placed under the civil-service 
rules, without any provision, as I understand, for their payment 
except out of this appropriation. For that reason I am told that 
these clerks have been asked in this form, and it is no new pro- 
vision in reference to clerks. But the Senate struck it out in Com- 
mittee of the Whole a few days ago. I am satisfied it was done 
under a misapprehension. I should like to have a vote upon it, 
inasmuch as I understand, that to be the condition of facts. It 
has been so stated to me to-day by one of the employees of the 
Department. 
Mr. CULLOM. T hope the Senate will concur in the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole, and if after investigation it 
turns out that the service requires any exemption, the President 
of the United States can himself make it under the civil-service 
law and regulations. So I think we had better adhere to the action 
of the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I should like very much, if we had 
a full Senate—I shall not, of course, embarrass the progress of 
the bill—but I should like to have the Senate decide why, when the 
President of the United States, voting in either of the two Houses 
of Congress, has one vote less than two-thirds of the whole legisla- 
tive power of the Government, Congress is willing to divest itself 
of the power to follow the language and the meaning of the Con- 
stitution in creating in the heads of Departments, the power to 
designate at some time and under some cases of necessity persons 
for the employment of special work. Let us have that question 
decided and not put it under the vague and general proposition 
that the President of the United States can do this or do that. 

The Congress of the United States divests itself all power; it 
loses the respect of the people of the country in its failure to assert 
the powers and to perform the duties imposed by our organic law. 
The Constitution says that Congress may create inferior officers, 
to be appointed by the heads of Departments, yet we are told con- 
stantly that the President of the United States possesses this great 
power, and has in every vote of this body one vote less than two- 
thirds of the whole legislative power of Congress, and we are not 
to exercise any of these powers. 

I do not see that you can conduct the service of the Government 
when the Secretary of State asks for what? He asks that in the 
preparation of the consular soporte for publication he shall be 
allowed to select officers capable of that work to be performed 
under his own eye. According to the appropriations heretofore 
made, five clerks who have been pe in his office do not come 
within the designations of the civil service, and we are told that 
we must not exercise our judgment. To what end shall three 
Commissioners not responsible to the people, the creatures of 
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Executive power, be accorded the entire function of deciding who 
shall be the employees even to the smallest office? 

For that reason I for one desire to protest against this abandon- 
ment of power on the part of Congress and vesting it in the Presi- 
dent of the United States without reference to the heads of De- 
8 and vesting it in three Civil Service Commissioners. 

here is such a thing as carrying a rule to an extreme and absurd 
extent. There are exceptions to all rules. 

When the Secretary of State says to Congress that “ Here is a 

ial work, which amounts to but little, in which I ask to be 
allowed to select five persons for the performance of the work,” 
shall we say, Oh, no; the President of the United States, if he 
thinks proper, can do it; whatever Congress may think, he may 
exempt these persons from the civil service“? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole will be concurred in. It is no abandonment 
of power on the part of Congress. We can not appoint these 
designated employees. The Secretary of State is an executive 
officer, the appointee of the President. The Civil Service Com- 
missioners are executive officers; they are the appointees of the 
President; they are the subordinates of the President, to 
out his will, to carry out his preferences. It is not right that the 
head of an Executive Department should come to us and ask us to 
give him special privileges which his master, the President, will 
not give him. The principle is not right. 

We delegated this whole matter to the President, and now if we 
pas any of these officers under civil service he can take them out. 

ngressnever has sanctioned, except by acquiescence, the farcical 
extent to which the employees of the Government have been placed 
under the civil-service law and orders. It is not our fault that 
these men are there. Let any Cabinet officer go to the President 
and ask him to give him the power to make these selections. - That 
is what ought to be done, and the President in a proper case ought 
to give him the power or order it to be done. e are not called 
upon to override . the will of the President in these ap- 
pointments, and that is what it would be doing. It would not be 
giving Congress any power to say who should be appointed or any 
influence in the appointment. 

We began this system in 1883 and instituted a Civil Service 
Commission because the executive branch of the Government said 
it was necessary to enable it to reform the civil service as it then 
existed. There was then a Congress Republican in both branches 
and a Republican Executive. They said the civil service needed 
reforming and that such a law was necessary for its reformation. 
On that ground I voted for it and advocated it, but I never 
dreamed that the executive branch of the Government would 
carry the authority of the law to the extent to which it has been 
carried, even including copyists and messengers and watchmen, 
and everything else nearly that you can think of down to char- 
women, who, I suppose, will be included after a while under a 
civil-service examination to test whether they are competent and 
pe the skill to wash the floors of the different Department 

uildings. 

1 8 the responsibility rest upon the executive branch. It 
is nosurrender of any power of Congress. The President has the 
power to control the Cabinetofficers. They can go to him; he can 
exempt any of their clerks. In proper cases exemption ought to 
be exercised, but it is not for Congress to interpose by law and 
take away the power that he has heretofore exercised with his 
own subordinate officers, 

Mr. CALL. Let us take the proposition of the Senator from 
Missouri, and reason about it a little, and see whether there is any 
foundation for it at all in reason. The question with us is, What is 
the best thing for us to do for the service: — not what the President 
of the United States may do or may not do. It is not what power 
he has or has not. 

The Senator says it is farcical to put everybody under the civil 
service; that there should be someexceptions. Let us see what the 
organic law says. The President has the constitutional power to 
appoint— 

All other officers of the United States, whose appointments are not herein 
otherwise provided for, and which shall be established by law; but the Con- 


gress may by law vest the appointment of such inferior officers as they think 
proper in the President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of Depart: 


ments. 

If we think it is proper in respect of the advantage of the pub- 
lic service to appoint these five clerks by the head of the Depart- 
ment and not by three Civil Service Commissioners and not by 
the President, is it not an abandonment of our power and a denial 
of our duty if we fail to do it? What is it? 

The organic law says that Congress shall have power to vest by 
law the appointment of those five clerks in the head of a Doper 
ment. According to the Senator from Missouri, when the head 
of a Department says, ‘‘I can perform this executive duty better 
by having you exercise the power conferred in the Constitution to 
vest in me by law the power to appoint those five ple,” we 
should reply that though we think itis farcical to extend the civil- 
service law to this extent, though we think itis farcical to deny this 
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ee to the head of a Department, we will not do it, because the 
ident of the United States may, if he sees fit, exempt you from 
it. The Constitution imposes the duty upon avery oe he of this 
body to say when he thinks it proper to vest by law the appoint- 
ment of inferior persons, either one or many inferior officers, in 
the heads of Departments. 

Now, I say there is no one who can deny that the head of a De- 
partment, if he be worthy of that office, should have some discre- 
tion as to persons to perform duties requiring special trust and 
special knowledge. y 

The Secretary comes here and says, ‘‘ Here is a kind of work 
for which I have been selecting persons.“ What is it?” It 
is the pre tion of consular reports for publication and distri- 
bution. It is a kind of work for which no civil-service examina- 
tion can ascertain a person’s qualifications, and the control of 
which you have been giving to me for some years. The Solicitor 
of the Treasury has made a construction of the statute which 
prohibits payment of those people under the general appropria- 
tion. Lask that such words shall be inserted in the bill as will 
enable me to do that which I have been doing, preparing the 
consular reports in a proper manner and distributing them as 
required by law.” When he says that, the Senator from Missouri 
says, ‘‘Oh, no; it is true that the extent to which the civil-service 
law has been carried is farcical, but we will not do that, because 
this is an Executive Department.” That is the whole case. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope we can now have a vote. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to enter my protest against this perpetual 
denial to the people of the country of their rights through their 
representatives to make the laws of the country, as well as to pro- 
test against this concentration of power and this abandonment of 
duty on the part of members of this body. 

r. CULLOM. Weare trying to make laws for the country, 
and I hope we may have a chance to goon. I should like to know 
what the motion is that the Senator from Florida makes. 

Mr. CALL. The motion is to disagree to the amendment to the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole in striking out 
the words“ to be selected by the Secretary of State by reason of 
special aptitude.” 

Mr. CULLOM. 
whole amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question is simply on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator wants to know what the amendment 
is. I will state it. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
struck out the words to be selected by the Secretary of State by 
reason of special aptitude.” 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Florida simply desires a 
vote of the Senate upon the amendment to the amendment which 
the Committee on Appropriations reported agreed to as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. I think that is what he wishes in the prem- 


jses. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Ilinois does not state it right. 
The Committee on Appropriations reported an amendment to the 
bill, on page 22, to insert this provision: 

For service of employees of the Bureau of Statistics, State Department, to 
beselected by the Secretary of State by reason of special aptitude. 

Upon motion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], I 
understand, the clause from the word Department” and includ- 
ing the words to be selected by the Secretary of State by reason 
of special aptitude” was stricken out. 

. COCKRELL. An amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to as in Committee of the Whole, leaving out those words. 

Mr. CALL. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The Senator from Florida has reserved the 
amendment, and wishes to have those words restored. I suggest 
that he make the motion to insert them, and that will present the 

uestion. 
a The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment to the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment agreed 
to as in Committee of the Whole by inserting after the word De- 

rtment,” in line 22, page 22, the words “to be selected by the 

ecretary of State by reason of special aptitude”; so as to read: 


For services of employees of the Bureau of Statistics, State Department, to 
be selected by the Secretary of State by reason of special aptitude for the 
work of compiling and distributing consular and other commercial reports, 
namely, one clerk, at $1,400, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CALL. Let us have a yea-and-nay vote on that. 

Mr, CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Florida will not ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CALL, I will let it pass over with the understanding that 
the amendment will be renewed afterwards. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I desire 

Mr. CULLOM, Let us dispose of this question. 


The question will necessarily have to be on the 
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oe por I wish to strike out the provisions about 
mar F 

Mr.CULLOM. Thatamendment hasalready been reserved and 
will come up later. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the amendment 
ene as in Committee of the Whole will be considered as con- 
0 in. 

Mr. CALL. It is understood that I will call for the yeas and 
nays after awhile. 

r. CULLOM. If the Senator from Florida insists upon the 
yeas and nays we had better decide it now. 

Mr. CALL. Very few Senators are present, and I do not want 
to impede the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. It will impede it just as much to have the ques- 
tion come up later. If the Senator insists upon a yea-and-nay 
vote we had better have it now. 

Mr. CALL. I will let it go. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Florida withdraws the de- 
mand for the bogs and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole will be considered as concurred in. 

Mr. CALL. Ihave reserved two amendments. I wish to ask 
the Senate to disagree to the amendment to the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole by which the Senate struck out 
from line 4 to line 9, on page 5. 

The other is the amendment adopted as in Committee of the 
Whole by which certain clerks of committees, beginning in line 
10, were increased in number to 26, at $1,800. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the amendment adopted as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole will be concurred in by the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to say that if thisamendmentis concurred 
in I shall move the amendment which I sent up to the desk, by 
which the committees named on page 4, with theexception of four, 
shall all be put in the class of $2,120, thus reducing—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us have one vote at a time. 

Mr. CALL. Iam giving notice of what I propose to do, so that 
the Senate may understand it. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment agreed to as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CALL. Let us have the Senate understand it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it be reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
struck out all after line 3, on page 5, down to and including line 
13, on the same page, and inserted: 


For 28 clerks of committees, at $1,800 each, the sum of $50,400. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CALL. Let us understand the amendment. The Senate 
committee reported this amendment, which was stricken out: 

For clerks to the committees on Woman Suffrage, Mines and Mining, Im- 
migration, Revision of the Laws of the United States, Corporations Organ- 


ized in the District of Columbia, Indian Depredations, and Construction of 
the Nicaragua Canal, at $2,100 each, $14,700. 55 ae essay: 


That was stricken out, as I have said. The 21 clerks of com- 
mittees, in line 10, on the same page, were increased to 28 in num- 
ber, at $1,800, 

The object of the motion—I prefer to take the bill as the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations reported it—is to have the six or 
seven clerks retain the places assigned to them, at $2,120. 

The other House, in sending the bill over, put into it a large 
number of committees with clerks at $2,220. If you intend to 
strike those committees off and put them in a class at $1,800, then 
all of the committees standing in the like situation should be put 
on the same foundation. Because the other House has under- 
taken to regulate the compensation of the committees of this body 
and to say which shall have payment and which shall not have 
payment ata particular rate is no reason why this body should 
permit an injustice to be done. 

Let us see what committees there are in the bill as it came from 
the other House as to which the Senate committee properly re- 
ported an amendment. : 

The Committee on Engrossed Bills has a clerk at $2.220 anda 
messenger at $1,440. Why should that committee be advantaged 
in comparison with the other seven committees here which are 
stricken down to $1,800? What has that committee to do? That 
committee, like the seven here, or the most of them, was accorded 
to the minority when I came here, and the distinguished Senator 
from New York, Mr. Conkling, was then chairman of that com- 
mittee, and the committee was abe pad equipped as a matter of 
zepon to him. So it has continued ever since as a minority com- 
mittee, 

Take the Committee on Private Land Claims. There is another 
one at $2,220. What has that committee to do more than these 
committees? When Senators who have been here a long period 


of time have been assigned to those committees why should the 
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clerks of some of the committees be put at $2,220 and the others, 
with Senators of equal experience and equal length of service as 
chairmen, be stricken down to $1,800? 

Now let us goon. There is a provision for a clerk to the Joint 
Committee on the Library at 82,220 by the House arrangement. 
Why should that be given such a clerk in comparison with these 
seven committees? 

Then there are clerks at $2,220 to the committees on the Census. 
on Indian Affairs, to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. What great work has the Committes to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate as compared 
with the committees which haye been stricken down to $1,800? 
Why should it have $2,220? 

Then there are the committees on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

iculture and Forestry, Education and Labor, and Territories. 

t have they to do more than these other committees? Then 
there are the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, the Committee on Coast Defenses, the Com- 
mittee on Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress, 
the Committee on Rules, and the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment. I had the honor to be assigned to that committee 
at one time. I think it had nothing in the world to do. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri . COCKRELL] took all of its jurisdiction 
away from it by the appointment of a joint commission or some- 
thin eo that kind to perform the duties of all the cbmmittees of 
the Senate. What has that committee to do witha clerk at $2,220? 

Let there be some fairness in this business. If you propose to 
assign clerks to committees and Senators to chairmanships of 
committees for some other reason than that they have great work 
to do, let the line be fairly drawn and let it not be a mere matter 
of favor. Here are all these committees that are held at $2,220. 
Then there are these other committees at $1,800. Take the clerk 
to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. I have the honor of being 
chairman of that committee, if it be an honor, and to my knowl- 
edge the clerk of that committee pays out of his own salary the 
expense of astenographer. To my knowledge the correspondence 
from all the societies throughout the United States that are 
intensely interested in the subject of woman is quite 
onerous. It has, it is true, no great amount of legislation to con- 
sider, but the Senate created the committee in deference to the 
request of the women of the United States, and they properly 
regard it as a means of communicating in reference to public 
ae petitions, and memorials, and correspondence of all 

inds. 


I have here in my desk a letter from the president of the 
Women’s Congressional Society, I think it is called, upon this 
subject, calling for the publication of certain documents, and a 
large number of them, which they consider important and a mat- 
ter of deference to the committee. Why should that committee 
be stricken down, while the Committee on Private Land Claims 
and the Committee on Engrossed Bills, which never had a bill be- 
fore it, are allowed 82,220? Iwasa member of that committee for 
some years. It never hada meeting. Why shall these commit- 
tees be selected for the benefit of particular persons and the others 
stricken down? The Senator from Illinois in charge of the appro- 
priation bill makes no objection to this. He hopes theamendment 
concurred in as in Committee of the Whole will be retained. 

Let us have some fairness about this matter. Let everybody 
stand on equal ground. If the Senate want to favor particular 
Senators on account of long experience here or because they stand 
in a particular attitude toward the country let them do it, but let 
it be fairly observed and put ig oak its proper ground. Here is the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH], who has been here a long 
time and is chairman of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 
His clerk is put down at $1,800. I think all that is wrong. Other 
Senators, who have just come to the Senate, have committees with 
$2,200 clerkships. 

Lask for a yea-and-nay vote, to know whether or not the rule 

iscrimination and unfairness, without reference to duties per- 
formed by clerks of committees, is to be carried into effect in the 
bill. My amendment, when this is disposed of, will be to reduce 
the appropriation, by putting all the committees that I have men- 
tie with the exception of Appropriations, Finance, and one 
or two others, upon the $2,120 basis. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 


gest to the Senator in charge of the bill 
ars,” in line 3, 5, we insert the com- 
mittees on Woman Suffrage and Mines and Mining to receive the 
same compron they are now receiving, $2,100, and then the 
balance of it can stand. 


Mr. CULLOM. Ihave no objection to the amendment. Iin- 
tended to state that if that wouid be agreeable to the Senate, as 
those committees have heretofore had that sum for their clerks 
as other standing committees have had, I would have no objection 
to exempting them from the operation of the new amendment. 

Mr. LINDSAY. When did those committee clerks begin to re- 
ceive $2,120? 

Mr. CULLOM. Many years ago. 

Mr, LINDSAY. I it was during the last Congress. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Committeeon Woman Suffrage has had a 
clerk at that salary fora number of years. The Senator from 
Maryland pe GORMAN] can move the amendment so that it will 
be satisfactory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendmént will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. After the word “dollars,” in line 3, page 5, it 
is proposed to insert: 

For reg to committees on Woman Suffrageand Mines and Mining, $2,100 
Mr. CULLOM. T have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ Mr. CULLOM. Then the succeeding amendment to as 

in Committee of the Whole should be modified as to number 

of clerks and the total. 

. veg 3 = anani the e 
opted as in Commi of the ole siking ing out “ eight,” 

where it occurs, and inserting “ six”; so that it wi aa 5 

For twenty-six clerks to committees, at $1,800, the sum of $46,800. 


Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the amendments made as in Committee 
of the Whole have been concurred in, I wish to offer an amend- 
ment. In most of the Territories an increase has been made to 
the amount of the estimate. As to the Territory of New Mexico, 
it is represented that the appropriation for clerks in the surveyor- 
general's office is wholly inadequate, that the business is behin 
and the estimate is 810, 000. 

Mr. CULLOM. What page does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Page 92,line 11. Seven thousand dollars ig 
allowed. I suggest that it be increased to $10,000, according to 
the estimate, and that in line 12 twelve“ be inserted instead of 
nine.“ 

Mr. CULLOMu. I think the matter to which the Senator refers 
is not on page 92. The Senator has the wrong bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have the wrong print. I will look it up. 
Mr. HOAR. While the Senator from Missouri is finding hi 
place, I wish to make a suggestion in regard to the item relating 

to committees, 

If this matter is stricken out and the substitute pro by 
the Senator from Montana . CARTER] goes into the bill, it of 
course will be a matter for the conference committee. Whether 
aid will accept that in the end or whether the old arrangement 

ill be left to stand or some other new arrangement substituted 
we can not know; and I should like to have added to the list of 
committees, if it can be done before that is stricken out, the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, of which the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Pues] is chairman, so that if the old arrangement is 
net that may be within the power of the committee of con- 

erence. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose it would be in the porer of the con- 
ference committee to retain one or all of them. I thought we had 
already got the committee question pretty well settled to the sat- 
isfaction of the Senate. So far as I am personally concerned, it 
is my desire that the amendment shall be kept in such way as to 
give fair satisfaction to the great body of the Senators. I have 
recognized the fact that there is an inequality; that some com- 
mittees are faring well while others are faring badly in the wa 
of clerical service; but the amendment which has been adop 
by the Senate, having been to as in Committee of the 

ole, is a very fair and reasonable settlement of the question, 
and I hope it will be retained. 

Mr. HOAR. So do I. Mr. President. I do not rise for the pur- 
pose of disturbing that relation; but I wish to have it in the power 
of the conference committee, if the House does not agree to it, to 
do what they shall think right with reference to the committee of 
which the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puch] is chairman. That 


is all. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think we have that power as it stands. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Illinois thinks they have that 
power as it stands, I will not make any motion. 

Mr. CULLOM. We can modify the amendment by making it 
one or two or ten, I sup , or whatever number we please. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. ident, when the clerk of the commit- 
tee of which I have the honor to be chairman, a very hard-working 
committee and one which I think is very important, was put in 
the $1,800 list, I did not see proper to make any objection to it, 
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although I think it is a very low compensation for the labor that 
has to be done and the necessary confinement during all the sum- 
mer months. I was disposed to let the matter go along without 
any interference at all; but now a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations appeals to an old law which gave his committee 
$2,150, I believe, and thereupon, by the unanimous consent of the 
committee, his committee is taken out of the $1,800 category and 
put into the $2,100 category. 

I hardly think that is exactly the right kind of treatment. I 
have been here twenty years making brick without straw, and I 
am perfectly willing to keep on with it, 1 my neighbors and 
friends are put on the same level; but 1 do not think there is any 
reason for putting the Committee on Woman Suffrage at $2,100 
and leaving the Committee on the Construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal at $1,800. I do not see the justice of it. 

As to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, with ct to 
which the Senator from Massachusetts . Hoar] has been kind 
enough to interpose in behalf of my colleague, who is not here, of 
course that committee has about as much to do with present 
affairs as the Revolutionary war had to do with the war in Cuba. 
No case ever comes before that committee; none possibly ever will 
come before it. I never = heard of any Revolutionary claim 
coming before it for consideration. It isa mere indulgence given 
to the minority Senators, which at the same time I think is ver 
property given to them, and it is intended to be without any wor. 
at 


I am in favor of making all proper concessions, but I do not 
want to have any unjust discrimination made against me, That 
is not right. Let the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] stand on 
the $1,800 basis, or let my committee go upon the $2,100 basis. 
Mine is a standing committee of the Senate, entitled to as much 

t as is the Committee on Woman Suffrage or the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, to say the least of it. 

Mr. HOAR. ill the Senator from Alabama pardon me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the theory upon which the Senate 
has gone hitherto in appointing the committees is that there was 
acertain number of 8 ips accorded by the majority to 
the minority of the Senate as a matter of courtesy and because the 

entlemen on the other side had of course need of service in their 
important public duties. These chairmanships were filled by the 
minority by appointing the Senators oldest and longest in service 


re. 

When the Republicans were in the minority in the Senate I was 
chairman of the Committee on Woman Suffrage, and the duties 
of that committee consisted of one hearing and one report on a 
constitutional amendment, but the Democratic side of the Cham- 
ber, with great kindness, gave an annual clerk to the committee. 
I was an older Senator, and I estimated that I had to answer 
about 7,500 letters in the course of the year, and I do not think 
there was a harder-worked man in the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts than that clerk was during that time. 

Both of the Senators from Alabama are among the most distin- 
guished and honored and esteemed Senators of this body, and 
among the longest in service, and I suppose that if the present 
plan is retained the whole Republican side of the Chamber would 
think the Senator from Alabama hay MoRGaN], with his great 
public service and labors, ought to have an annual clerk at a 
compensation for a person competent to make researches and ex- 
plorations under his direction as well as merely to conduct his 
correspondence, 

As the clerk of the Senator’s colleague is left out of the pre- 
ferred list, although his colleague is one of the seniors in the 
Senate, my purpose in inte was to suggest that the clerk 
for his committee should be put on, if we are going to retain the 
old system, I entirely agree to the new system instead of the 
old one, but I only want to make sure that if the other House 
does not consent to our new system and insists upon the old one 
the committee shall have the power to correct the injustice. 
That is the purpose of my interposing, and I understand the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] says there is no doubt that they 
will have that under their jurisdiction in conference. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not set up any personal claim whatever 
to favor or indulgence, although I am very much obliged to the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] for his kind allusions to 
me for the work I have tried to do since I have been in this body. 
But I think it is a matter of justice. You have taken the Com- 
mittee on Nicaraguan Claims and added to it the consideration of 
subjects relating to the Nicaraguan Canal, thereby not only 
Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to 


Mr. CULLOM. 
9 him to say a word? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 


Mr. CULLOM. It may end this controversy. Iappreciate very 
fully, I think, the very great service of the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Morgan], aad in connection with the Nicaraguan 
question, and I believ 


e Lappreciate, to some extent at least, the 


great importance of the work that has to be done there as respects 
those matters. Personally I should be gratified if the Senator’s 
clerk could have $2,100 salary instead of $1,800, which is provided 


in the general amendment that we have adopted. 

I hope that in view of the Senator’s service here and the great 
importance of the work he is charged with in connection with the 
new committee we may all agree to give his clerk a salary of 
$2,100, if that will be satisfactory to the Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is entirely satisfactory. The other plan 
was satisfactory to me, except that I do not want any discrimina- 
tion upon grounds that are not real. 

The committee of which I am chairman has been made a stand- 
ing committee of this body, and it is due to the character of the 
committee that it should have an annual clerk at a reasonable 
salary. Iam not in favor of extravagant salaries, but I think, 
really, that the work which is required of that committee is going 
to be, as it is now, sey heavy. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote by which the amendment 
was concurred in will be considered as reconsidered, and the 
amendment to the amendment will be stated. 
ek It is proposed to amend the amendment so as 

read: 

For clerks to Committees on Woman 8 Mines and Mining, and the 
Construction of the Nicaragua Canal, at $2,100 each, $6,300. 

For twenty-fiye clerks to committees, at $1,800 each, the sum of $45,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. WILSON. If it is agreeable to the Senator from Illinois 

. CuLLoM], I should like to ask a question. I have just come 
into the Chamber, Is the salary of the clerk to the Committee 
on Engrossed Bills still continued at $2,200, with a messenger at 


$1,440? 

Mr. CULLOM. None of the old clerks is interfered with at all. 

Mr. WILSON. That committee has a messenger, too, at $1,440, 

Mr. CULLOM. The committee has what it had before. 

Mr. CANNON. I move, in line 25, page 3, to strike out the 
words ‘‘assistant clerk and to insert the words two assistant 
clerks at,“ and in line 1, page 4, after the word“ dollars,“ to in- 
sert the word “ each,” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 25, page 3, strike out the words “as- 
sistant clerk” and insert two assistant clerks at,” and in line 1, 
page 4, after the word dollars,“ to insert each“; so as to read: 

8 to the Committee on Pensions, $2,220; two assistant clerks, at $1,440 
eac 

Mr. ALLEN. I can not see any necessity for two assistant 
clerks, at $1,440 each. f 

Mr. CULLOM. I am inclined to think the amendment ought 
to be 5 775 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Illinois permit me? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do not know but that I am depriving the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] of the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at all. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. On calling the attention of the industrious 
and very intelligent clerk of the Committee on Pensions to some 
bills for K which I have pending before that committee, as 
I think all of us have, I ascertained that not only the clerk and his 
assistants are overworked, but that the clerk out of his own sal- 
ary, which is meager enqugh, is employing people to help him 
and is paying them out of his pocket in trying to get the docket 
up and procure information about the pensions cases. I trust— 
and I speak outside the committee—that the Senator from Illinois 
and ven Senator will agree that the Pension Committee should 
have such clerical force as it needs. Our constituents are writi 
us all the time, at least mine are, Why is not my case pressed 
“How does the delay occur?” Congress is going to adjourn; 
no action has been en on my case.” It comes because ev 
one of us as Senators has case after case introduced here by bill 
we are pressing the committee to get a report, and their hands are 
tied because of an insufficient clerical force. The force can not 
look 2p the cases and get them before the committee which acts 
upon them and lays them before the Senate. I do hope the Sena- 
tor will find his way clear to accept the amendment. 

Mr.CULLOM. Ishall not make any opposition. If the Senate 
thinks that provision should be made for an additional clerk, I 
have no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall enter my objection to authorizing the 
employment of a second assistant clerk. Iam unable to see that 
the Committee on Pensions are doing a work that requires the 
services of an extra clerk. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
ere 

Mr. LEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the Senator from Nebraska objects to 
the allowance of an assistant clerk it is only fair to him and to 
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other Senators present that some information should be had of the 
character and extent of the work now imposed upon the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. It is to-day absolutely overwhelmed. There are 
a thousand cases of general and special pension bills on the calen- 
dar of that committee. Already, so early in the session, 400 of 
those bills have had complete or partial consideration by the com- 
mittee. There are coming to the committee now within a very 
few days, perhaps not more than a few weeks at most, probably 
200 bills from the House of Representatives, and it is impossible 
for the committee, under existing circumstances, to give to such 
measures the prompt attention which they should have and which 
Senators on this floor are constantly demanding. As high as 60 
bills have been introduced by one member of this body. 

The clerk has been occupying the position for ten years. Heis 
amply competent to perform all the service which one man can do. 
Hs tae to employ a stenographer and to pay her out of his own 
pocket in order to keep the table anywhere near clear. Every 
member of the committee is assailed constantly by demands from 
other Senators because of the fact that the work is in arrears. It 
is unfair to the country and it is not in the interest of economy 
to have the work of the committee clogged. I hope the Senator 
will not object, because it is in the interest of expedition of the 
public service to have enough clerical assistance to perform the 
work and have the table clear. It is certainly not in the interest 
of the public service to have Senators engaged in the ostensible 
8 of their duty while the clerical force is insufficient 

make senatorial labor eifective. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the membership of the Committee on 
Pensions? There are 11 members of the committee, are there not? 

Mr. CANNON. There are 13 members of the committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know at what work the Committee on 
Pensions will put these clerks, but I infer that the business of the 
clerk, as he is employed now, is to make reports for the members 
of that committee to file in the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON. I beg the Senator to let me interrupt him once 
more. Iam a member of the Committee on Pensions, and so far 
as my short observation entitles me to speak, the clerks employed 
by the committee do not make the reports forindividual Senators. 
On the contrary, I think it is a fact that every Senator who is a 
member of that committee has not only to do the work of exami- 
nation of the cases apportioned to him as a subcommittee, but in 
nearly every instance he has personally to employ assistance. I 
know that this is true in my case. There are already 35 bills 
which would be apportioned to me as a subcommittee. It passed 
my own command of time and the time of my secretary, and I 
am compelled to employ expert assistance to examine the cases. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator a question, if the Senator 
from Nebraska will permit me. Is there not a great deal of rou- 
tine information that has to be derived from the Departments as 
to accuracy of statements made and the record in each case, a 
service which those clerks have to perform for the committee 
generally in . aie 4 the reports? 

Mr. CANNON. That is absolutely the case. 

Mr. HALE. I think I may say for one that I have found the 
Committee on Pensions very attentive to business and very labo- 
rious; and when I consider the number of cases on their docket as 
compared with other committees, however well worked and im- 
portant, I do not think that an additional clerk will any more 
than put them even with other committees for the work they have 
to perform. i 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I supposed I had the floor. 
the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
make a statement? : 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Some years ago I was chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. Wehadaclerk and an assistant clerk, and, just 
as the committee is now, it was overwhelmed with bills that came 
in, and during the entire time I was chairman of the committee I 
do not suppose I eyer had a letter written or the slightest service 
from either the clerk or his assistant. During that time I 
employed a young man to do my work. > 

I do not think that any Senator should be required to do that; 
and if, as stated by the members of the committee, the committee 
is overwhelmed with work, it seems to me we ought to dispose of 
work of that character. It ought not to be left here. It ought to 
be disposed of intelligently, and it can only be done by potting 
information from the Departments, from the Pension Office an 
the War rtment. There ought to be sufficient clerical force 
to do that, I am sure. 


However, I yield to 


Mr. ALLEN. I think Iam the last man in this Chamber who 
would captiously obstruct the work of the Committee on Pen- 
sions. I want to see its work done efficiently and well. I think, 
however, that some of us have a right to complain that bills 
which were introduced on the very opening days of the present 
session of Congress have been passed over and nothing has been 


done with them, while bills introduced by members of the com- 
mittee have received some consideration at their hands and have 
been reported. 

But passing over that matter as one of the things which prob- 
ably may be considered as inseparable from the organization of 
committees, I am informed that this committee has a clerk, a very 
efficient man, and that it has a messenger, who is a stenographer, 
and does the stenographic work of the committee; each one of the 
members of that committee has a secretary, whose services ought 
to be devoted to the discharge of the business of the Senator in 
whose employ he is. I do not see anything about the work of the 
Committee on Pensions which would prevent a Senator to whom 
a bill was referred using the services of his own clerk in gather- 
ing = a necessary to report a bill either favorably or un- 

avorably. 

I suppose it is true that every Senator in this Chamber has been 
compelled from time to time to employ extra help at his own ex- 
pense. I know that is true in my case. I have been compelled 
to do it; and yet I have never called upon the clerk of the com- 
mittee to furnish me with data or to formulate a report which I 


have made, 
If I believed that this is n , and that it would expedite 
the business of the committee in the slightest degree, I should not 


object; but I do not believe that it would. 

. CANNON, Mr. President, either I failed to make the dis- 
tinction clear when I interrupted the Senator from Nebraska or 
he has failed to appreciate it. The object of asking for this addi- 
tional assistant is not that individual Senators may be relieved 
from the performance of their proper duty in acting as subcom- 
mittees and in making reports; it is merely that the general cler- 
ical work of the committee may be discharged by the clerks of the 
committee. No one proposes to have this assistant in order to aid 
individual Senators in the preparation of reports; but the work of 
the committee, with the present pressure of bills, can not be dis- 
charged by the officers paid by the Government, and the clerk em- 
pore and himself pays a stenographer. I think the Senator from 

ebraska will not insist that it is proper that a clerk 5 by 
the Government shall pay one-half of his salary to employ an as- 
sistant in order to disc e the duties of his position. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President, I do not propose to be put on 
that ground by the Senator from Utah. That is not the trne 
ground upon which my objection stands. The Senator fails to be 


specific in his pleading here. He fails to state a thing that this 
assistant is to do that can not be done and is not being done by the 
present clerk and his messenger, or whatever force he may have 


there. What specific thing is there for this additional clerk to do? 
Will the Senator from Utah answer? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. There is for the clerk and his as- 
sistant the care of over 1,000 bills, with the most voluminous 
accompanying documents which probably on the average go to 
any committee of the Senate. The care of 1,000 bills, each one of 
which presses for attention; the care and the tabulation of all the 
papers which accompany the 1,000 bills, with the correspondence 
necessary between that committee and the Pension Bureau, ought 
certainly to be sufficient to justify the payment of one clerk and 
an assistant. 

Mr. ALLEN. The committee has a chief clerk; it already has 
one assistant. Pa tery there are 1,000 bills there to be put in 
wrappers and classified, and briefed e and put in pigeon- 
holes, where many of them are now and will remain. Then the 
clerk must dictate some letters to the Department calling for sta- 
tistics or data upon which reports are to be based. Does the Sen- 
ator from Utah think that one efficient clerk and one assistant 
can not do that work and do it with ease? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, if the Senator desires an an- 
swer to the question I willreply. The present assistant clerk must 
perform the work for the chairman of the committee, as he is the 
only person whom the chairman has to act as his secretary. Each 
Senator has his own secretary. The assistantclerk of this commit- 
tee acts as the secretary of the chairman of the committee, and it 
is unfair, when every other Senator, regardless of the fact whether 
he is a chairman or not, has a secretary, that the chairman of the 
committee should not have some one upon whom to devolve the 
detail labor of his duty here. So we do not have the advantage 
in the committee proper of the services of the gentleman who is 
now enrolled as the assistant clerk. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is not the slightest thing in that statement. 
The assistant clerk, as the committee is now organized, performs 
the work of private secretary to the chairman of the committee 
which is proper. There is left whatever time he may have, an 
he inly must have some time, and the time of the chief clerk, 
and the time of the n who I understand isa stenographer, 
to attend to the duties of the committee. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me 
to make a su tion to him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, I do not suppose either of us, not being upon 
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the Committee on Pensions, can form a very adequate idea of 
exactly what the duties of these officials are; but I desire to call 
the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to the fact that in 
another Chamber, where these matters are dealt with no more 
expeditiously and no more intelligently and no more carefully 
than in this, there are two Pension Committees, employing a force 
of eight clerks and assistants, whose work practically stands 
against the employment of one clerk in this Chamber. 

Mr. President, there is one Senator in this body, the senior 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], who has some 60 bills 

nding before the Committee on Pensions; my colleague and I 
fave some 30 apiece; the Senators from Pennsylvania have some 
30; nearly all the Senators have from 15 to 30 pension cases pend- 
ing in that committee, and their constituents are constantly ask- 
ing them to press their claims. The Senator from Nebraska has 
but 2. Itis natural that this pressure from constituents is not 
brought home to him with the same force that it is brought home 
to the rest of us. 

I know from the inquiries I have made and the attempts I have 
made to obtain action upon bills which I have introduced that the 
Committee on Pensions is utterly overworked; that its members 
unselfishly devote hours of their time daily to the work of the com- 
mittee; that there is not one of them who does not deny himself 
hours every day when he ought to be in this Chamber in order 
that he may attend to the duties of his committee; and I know 
that even if there were two clerks instead of one clerk more, as 
has been asked for, after they had been appointed and had done 
their work the efforts of Senators would still be required in fram- 
ing the reports and in sifting the testimony. The clerks do not 
have anything to do with the making of reports. The clerks go 
to the Bureau and make inquiries; 8 go to the Secretary of War 
and gather the testimony; they get the case in readiness for the 
members of the committee to report upon it. 

We are overwhelmed with work. There was a . intro- 
duced yesterday that we should adjourn on the 2d day of May, and 
it is believed we shall adjourn in May. The action of the Senator 
from Nebraska, if it shall be successful, will result in depriving 
scores of (people in the United States, privates who served their 
time in the Army, from receiving penaoa to which they are 
entitled. Iknow the Senator from Nebraska does not want to 
stand up in this body and by objecting to the employment of an 
additional clerk, whose labors this intelligent and self-sacrificing 
committee certainly need, deprive the ple who are entitled 
under the law to their pensions and a e action of Congress to 
the favorable consideration of their bills. 

I will state further that 25 per cent of all the bills that come 
into the Senate go to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me reply briefly to the Senator from Colorado. 

In the first place, he calls attention to the fact that there are 
some seven or eight assistant clerks in the House of Representa- 
tives. The Senator must remember, however, that there are 356 
members of the lower House of Congress, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But they do not get more bills than we get, 
and they do not act on so many. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator is certainly mistaken on that point, 
because they set apart every Friday night and hold a session of 
the House of Representatives for the express purpose of passing 
upon pension bills and for no other purpose. 

I do not propose to have the Senator from Colorado put me in 

the attitude that he seems to desire to do, of antagonizing the 
work of the allowance of pensions. Iam in favor of every man 
who is entitled to a pension having it. I will do anything I can 
to procure it for him. I have announced that so frequently that 
there ought not to be any misunderstanding on the part of the 
Senator from Colorado or any other person upon that subject; 
but I do not propose that members of the Committee on Pensions 
shall be able truthfully to go out into the country and say that I 
obstructed the passage of pension bills because I objected to the 
Committee on Pensions having an assistant clerk when, in my 
judgment, that assistant clerk is not needed. 
The truth is, Mr. President, that it costs more, I am informed 
by reliable authority, to run the United States Senate, independ- 
ently of the salaries that are paid Senators, than it costs to ran 
the Military Acađemy at West Point in the State of New York. 
These expenses are becoming enormous, and there seems to be no 
disposition whatever upon the part of any person to call a halt or 
to stop at some convenient point. The employment of an assist- 
ant clerk for the Committee on Pensions will be followed pretty 
soon by a bill or an amendment to employ assistant clerks in other 
committees, and the truth will be after a while that every Sena- 
tor will have four or five employees in his service at the expense 
of the Government. There is no necessity for it. 

The Senator from Colorado speaks about the number of bills he 
has introduced and the few bills which I have introduced. I have 
had many requests to introduce bills. There are as manysoldiers 
in the State of Nebraska, according to its population, if not more, 
than there are in the State of Colorado. Bat I do not believe that 


a Senator should introduce a bill which has no merit in it simply 
for the effect it may have upon his politicalfortunes. I could in- 


troduce a baske of bills if it were necessary or proper to do 
so; but I usually take the precaution to examine into the merits 
of the applicant before I introduce his bill. I do not think be- 
cause bills are turned in here through the Senate as water is 
turned through a sieve that therefore additional assistance should 
be employed by the Committee on Pensions. I base my objec- 
tion solely upon the ground that the employment of an assistant 
clerk is absolutely useless, and can not in the nature of things 
facilitate the business of the committee. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I served as chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Pensions for six years, and perhaps have some of 
the qualifications of experience to give my opinion on this subject. 

I think the objections of the Senator from Nebraska are based 
upon a misconception of the method in which the business of that 
committee is necessarily conducted. In the first place, the state- 
ment has been correctly made that nearly one-half the bills which 
come under the consideration of this body are referred to that 
committee. I know personally from the experience of six years 
how much exacting and self-denying toil by Senators is necessary 
to do justice to this most meritorious class of claims. The present 
chairman of the Senate Committee on Pensions [Mr. GALLINGER] 
is aman of great experience in those labors. I am perfectly con- 
vinced that he would not ask for anything that he did not think 
was imperatively needed by the necessities of the branch of the 
service in which he is engaged. 

In regard to the so-called perfunctory duties that are performed 
by the Senators comprising that committee and their clerks, let 
me correct the Senator from Nebraska a little. It is a rule of the 
committee that no claim for a pension shall be granted by statute 
until it has been adversely passed upon by the Pension Office. 
That rule is almost invariable. It must be a very exceptional 
case, one not contemplated by the law at all—I mean where the 
Pension Office can not afford relief—which exempts a case from 
the application of that rule. 

I will state the mode of procedure. <A bill isintroduced and the 
original file upon which the Pension Office has predicated its rejec- 
tion of a claim is sent for to the Pension Office and taten charge of 
by the committee. Those files are in most cases more voluminous 
than any ordinary court file. They are composed of affidavits, re- 
ports, examinations, tests sometimes by the Department itself, 
which require the most minute and scrutinizing examination both 
of questions of fact and law. Those files are gone over and exam- 
ined with all the care of a referee or a judge in a civil case. It 
takes hours to go through one of them with any accuracy or suffi- 
ciency at all. The clerk can not do that and he does not do it. 
No clerk ever made a report for me; no clerk makes reports for 
other members of that committee. The sum and substance of it 
is, that to do one’s duty faithfully in that committee takes away 
from the Senate the advantage and assistance of his deliberations 
and counsel in many matters of the highest importance. 

I am not in general in favor of the increase of the clerical force, 
but I felt during my term of service on that committee that more 
help was imperatively needed. I think, under the enormous in- 
crease of business which has superyened npon that body under 
conditions for the last two or three- years, the request is not onl 
reasonable, but one which it is absolutely necessary to comply with 
if we intend to render to the soldiers any sort of attention to their 
claims at all commensurate with their imperative merits. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope we shall now have a vote on the amend- 
ment. I think the Senate understands it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from IIlinois if 
he pro to make a point of order upon the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator has employed the point of order 
here very frequently upon this and other bills. 

Mr.CULLOM. I have not employed it more than once or twice. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to suggest to the Sgnator—— 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator wants to make a point of order, 
he can do so. Ishall not make it, because Iam inclined to believe 
that perhaps this assistant clerk ought to be given. 

Mr. ALLE Then I will take the responsibility of making the 
point of order under Rule XVI. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senator to withdraw the point of 
order for just one moment. 

. ALLEN. I will do that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ihave no objection, of course, to the Sen- 
ator making the point of order. That is the Senator's privilege. 

Mr. President, I do not even now know exactly what is under 
consideration, and I should like very much to be informed before 
the point of order is made, because I may desire to be heard just 
one moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the Secretary report the amendment, so 
that the Senator from New Hampshire may understand what it is. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, hne 25, before the word “ assist- 


ant,” it is proposed to insert the-word * two,” and to strike out the 
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word “ clerk” and insert ‘‘ clerks,” and after the word dollars,” 
in line 1, on page 4, to insert the word * each”; so as to read: 

Clerk to the Committee on Pensions, $2,220; twoassistant clerks, $1,440 each; 
messenger, $1,440. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I wish to make one or two 
observations, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire address himself to the point of order? 

Mr.GALLINGER. The point of order, I understood, was with- 
drawn for the moment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I withdrew it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not so understand. 
The Senator from New Hampshire will proceed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I made that request, and 
the point of order was withdrawn. 

is proposed amendment was not suggested by me, and I am 

not at an responsible for it, although I think ita very just amend- 

ment. I desire to state precisely my position in re to this 

matter, and I state it for the reason that as I appr ed the Sen- 

ate Chamber coming from the committee room, where I had been 

in work for other Senators, the question was propounded 

to me whether I was purposely absent during this discussion. I 

had no knowledge that this discussion was to occur, and hence my 

absence from the Senate Chamber had nothing whatever to do 
with it. 

Now, a few words as to what I have said and done looking to 
an increase of the force in the room of the Committee on Pensions 
and some facts concerning the work of the committee. J 

I took upon myself the chairmanship of that committee with 
afull knowledge of the fact that it was a committee to which a 
vast amount of work would necessarily go, and that somebody 
would have to perform an unusual amount of labor if the affairs 
of the committee were properly conducted. I had had service on 
a similar committee in the other House of Congress, and I had 
had service for four years on this very committee in this body, 
and hence knew something of the work; but notwithstanding this 
I did not adequately realize the measure of labor and responsi- 
bility that would come to it. 7 

There have been during the present session, I think I may 
safely say, an unusual proportion of bills which have been pre- 
sented to the Senate, referred to that committee. Ihave not 
counted them up recently, but I think I can safely say that about 
one-third, or nearly one-third, of all the bills which have been 

mted in this body are before that committee now or have 
3 reported, and are now on the Calendar or acted upon by 
the Senate. $ SA 

Mr. President, I am not in the habit of obtruding my individual 
affairs upon the Senate or even upon my friends, and yet I feel 
constrained to say that I have worked in that committee room 
from 9 o'clock in the morning until 6 in the 5 except the 
time I have been in this Chamber, every day since the beginning 
of the Congress, and I have worked there A Sunday from 10 
o'clock in the morning until 6 o’clock in the afternoon. That is 
a matter known to some others as well as to myself. The work 
has been carried on in just that way, so far as the chairman is 
concerned. : . 

Iam personally interested in very few of the bills, but a very 
large proportion of the Senators, on both sides of the Chamber, 
are interested in them. Senators come to me about their bills, 
asking that they may be expedited, and I am always very glad to 
accommodate them if I can. I have put myself out very much in 
behalf of other Senators, and it has been a delight and a pleasure 
for me to do it, even at the expense of my own convenience and 
my own comfort. I have personal charge of the bills for the New 
England States and the State of New York, but reference to the 
Calendar will disclose the fact that I have reported bills from all 

arts of the country, the examination of the papers and the writ- 
ing of the report in each case requiring much time and patience 
as well as a certain kind of technical knowledge. 

Two years ago certain matters came to my attention in connec- 
tion with the work of the committee of which I will now briefly 
speak. I then found that the clerk of the committee—who is not 
a man from my own State, a resident, I think, of Minnesota, and a 
gentleman whom I have been glad to continue in that position, not- 
withstanding I have had many applications from my own State 
for the 8 of his military services and large experience 
was paying a young lady stenographer and typewriter out of his 

. That custom has been continued until the present time. 
As I understand the matter, and I am sure I am not mistaken, Mr. 
Johnson, the clerk of the committee, has paid that young lady, 
who is in the committee room every morning at 9 o’clock and 
remains there until between 5 and 6, a salary for several years—l 
do not know how much—out of the amount which he receives as 
clerk of the committee. 

Mr. President, I have no concealments about this matter. My 
own son is the assistant clerk of the committee. I prefer to keep 
him there, as he attends to my private correspondence, and I pre- 


sume that it is not a matter of just criticism that he should be 
there instead of some one else. He is of more service to me than 
any other young man could be, and performs his duties faithfully 
so far as the interests of the public service are concerned, 

Mr. President, I propose to tell the whole story so far as I am 
personally connected with this matter. When this appropriation 
bill was under consideration by the Committee on Appropriations 
I addressed a letter to my friend at my left [Mr.CuLLom], who I 
understood had charge of it, and I made the suggestion to him 
that I thought it might be a proper thing toincrease the salary of 
the assistant clerk of the committee from $1,440 to $1,800. I think 
I said in that letter (if I did not I certainly meant to do so) that 
the added salary would be taken from the assistant clerk and given 
to the yomg lady, and in that way the clerk of the committee 
would be partially relieved of what I think is a very unfair thing. 
Mr. Johnson is a man who has an invalid wife, and my sympathies 
went out to him, feeling that he was paying too much ont of his 
salary for clerical assistance which is absolutely needed in the 
committee room, and without which the business of the commit- 
tee would not go along to the satisfaction of the Senate. I did 
not give the matter as careful thought as I might have done, else 
I would doubtless have asked what the amendment pending com- 
templates. What I suggested occurred to me as one way in which 
relief could be secured, and I asked it. The Senator from Illinois 
did not report the suggested amendment, and he will bear me ont 
when I say that I have sat beside him in the Senate ever since and 
1 have not even mentioned the subject to him. I have not asked 
him why he did not doit. I took it for granted that the commit- 
tee exercised their judgment and discretion in the matter, and that 
they thought it was not a wise thing to do. 

at is all I have done about this thing, and I have sought the 
opportunity to make this explanation lest something might have 
been said in my absence which would have placed me in a false 
position. ore clerical assistance than is now furnished ought 
to be supplied, but I have not felt like persistently or unduly 
e the matter. That is all I care to say about it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, perhaps I ought to say a word. 
The Senator from New Hampshire has stated the exact truth, so 
far as ary conversation between him and myself is concerned and 
also in addressing the letter tome. The chief clerk of that com- 
mittee has also talked to me in reference to the matter on the line 
of adding something to somebody's salary, so that that addition 
might be taken to pay an assistant typewriter. I did not quite see 
how I could do that, or that the Senate would be inclined to do it, 
and I did not know what the temper of the Senate might be with 
reference to an additional assistant clerk, I have learned more 


about the exact situation since this item has been under discussion 


than I knew before, and as it has gone along I have made up my 
mind that the assistant clerk ought to be allowed by the Senate, 
because I know not only from the Senator himself, the chairman 
of the committee, but from the clerk, that the clerk has been pay- 
ing a part of his salary in order to keep the work up as well as he 
could. Under the circumstances I do not care to make the point 
of order upon the proposed amendment, and I hope my friend 
from Nebraska, after hearing the chairman, will not do so either. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I want to say just a word, and 
then I will let the amendment be voted on. 

I want to say to the Senator from New Hampshire that nothing 
was said in his absence by me or by anyone else involving this 
matter that ought not to be said. I have no purpose to object to 
the employment of all the clerical assistance that may be neces- 
ay in the transactian of the business of this Chamber, and above 
all [ have not the slightest desire to obstruct the business of the 
Committee on Pensions. That is the last committee whose busi- 
ness I would obstruct if I had it within my power to obstruct 
any. I am in entire sympathy with its desire and attempt to pre- 
sent bills here as N as they can be presented for the con- 
sideration of the Senate. 

But, Mr. President, the same thing of which Senators complain 
with reference to the Committee on Pensions exists with refer- 
ence to the Committee on Claims. The duties of the two com- 
mittees are almost identical. The Committee on Claims is simply 
a court; that is all. It is an equity court, a court where the files, 
as the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] well said with refer- 
ence to the Committee on Pensions, exceed in number the ordi- 
nary court files. It becomes the duty of every member of that 
committee to whom a claim is referred not only to examine the 
evidence that is on record, the ex parte evidence of the deposi- 
tions, but very frequently to call in witnesses and examine them 
and find out the history of the claim and report upon its merits. 
These claims involve not only that, but they involve the exami- 
nation of records, and very frequently inquiries from the Depart- 
mentsor Bureaus. That is done in every instance by the Senator 
or by his clerk. 


Now, the Committee on Pensions, in addition to having a very 


efficient chief clerk and a very efficient assistant clerk and a mes- 
senger, has, or should have, the assistance of thirteen different 
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clerks, the clerks of the Senators who compose that committee. 
When a bill is referred to a member of the committee for exam- 
ination, it passes from the jurisdiction of the committee until he 
reports it back, and he should employ the services of his own clerk, 
or devote his own services, if need be, in examining into its his- 
tory and preparing and making the report. The honorable Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire sp of his being overworked; I have 
no doubt of that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not complain of that at all. Istated 
the fact. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not understand it to be spoken of in the 
way of complaint at all, but I can say to the Senator, speaking 
personally, that for myself I have not been out of my committee 
room, except when I have been here, until 10 or 11 o'clock at 
night for two months. I am, unfortunately, a member of the 
Committee on Claims, and it seems to me sometimes that every 
old claim that has been on file in the Senate for twenty-five or 
thirty years has been sent to me, claims that involve the exami- 
nation of 150 or 200 and sometimes 300 papers. I do my work as 
best I can. I think the members of this committee should do 
their work as best they can. However, in view of the fact that 
the Senator in charge of the pending bill thinks that it is not his 
duty to make the point of order upon the amendment, but who 
does occasionally make a point of order upon a meritorious 
amendment and by that means eliminate it from the 3 
legislation, I think I will leave the responsibility with him to 
make it or not to make it, as he sees fit. 

Mr. CULLOM. Allright. I am glad the Senator has adopted 
that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
submitted by the Senator from Uta 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CULLOM. The adoption of the amendment renders nect 

a change of the total on page 5, line 3. I move at that 
point to strike out ‘* $94,480” and insert 895,920.“ z 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Itis proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], I understand, to move to strike out certain sections of 
the bill in relation to marshals and district attorneys, beginning 
at the bottom of page 115, section 5. I suppose that it will be his 
purpose to strike out all that part which pertains to those sub- 
jects, and if that is his purpose he can make his motion to in- 
elude all the bill beginning with the twenty-fourth line on page 
115, and ending with the fifteenth line on page 134. All of that 
‘part pertains to the proposed change of the system in relation to 
mars and district attorneys. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Illinois correctly states 
the proposition I intended to submit to the Senate, although I do 
not intend at this late hour of the day to embarrass the committee 
in any way. In my judgment, however, this is a mistake, and 
all of these provisions in regard to marshals and judges and dis- 
trict attorneys, all of this reorganization, I will say, of the judi- 
ciary department of the Government of the United States ought 
not to be made upon an appropriation bill. 

As a rule, no important legislation ought to be ingrafted upon 
jan appropriation bill, We all admit that, and yet we constantly 
violate that rule. Theestablished rule of almost every legislative 
body is to confine appropriations to the distribution of money to 
the various public objects. The practice of attaching legislation 
to appropriation bills has largely increased of late. Formerly, 
thirty or forty years ago, it rarely occurred, and only when it 
became necessary, either by the urgency of a political faction or 
to accomplish some political purpose, was a legislative amendment 
placed on an appropriation bill. 

Here is a most striking example of the dangers which may occur 
from this kind of legislation. ere is a bill that is brought to us 
from the Committee on Ways and Means,in no way connected 
with the judicial department. We have committees organized in 
both Houses of Congress to deal with these subjects-matter. They 
are all composed of lawyers, without exception, leading members 
especially of the bar, belonging to either House of Congress, and 
measures of that kind can not be dealt with by persons who have 
not been trained as lawyers. 

The first objection I have to the system 3 is the general 
principle that it is faulty; that it is bad legislation to encumber 
an appropriation bill with legislative provisions affecting the 
whole judicial department of the Government of the United States. 
-I know that such bills have been pending in both Houses, and 
they ought to be there framed by the proper committee. The 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts Air. Hoar], who sits by 
my side made, I thought, some very wise remarks upon this sub- 
ject. The propositions now ingrafted in the pending appropria- 
tion bill have been considered by the Judiciary Committee of the 
Senate, and they were not able to agree upon them. They were 
not able to act upon them; they made no report upon them. Ido 
not know the history of the measure in the House of Representa- 


uestion is on the amendment 
Mr. Cannon]. 


tives, or how it came to be attached to the bill before the Senate, |. 


but it is certain that the principle is adopted of ingrafting ina 
bill that must be passed provisions to which there may be marked 
opposition, and which could not pass upon their own merits, 
That is the first and the radical objection to this part of the bill. 
But that is not all. 

I have read this portion of the bill with a good deal of care. I 
believe the rates of compensation fixed for these officers is en- 
tirely too high. I believe itis too high not only in Ohio but in 
Arizona, becanse it is proposed to give the same compensation to 
the officers in Arizona asin Ohio. It seems to me that dealing 
with many of the States, especially where the population is small, 
and where therefore the compensation paid by the State officers 
is comparatively small, it is an apparent ORA to pay to thə 
marshals $4,000 or $5,000, when the ordinary officers of the State 
courts receive probably only one-third of that amount. It is 
making a marked discrimination against the wisdom of Congres 
in dealing with salaries. A district attorney in Columbus, Ohio, 

erforming the duties of a district attorney in the courts of the 

nited States ought not to receive any more than would be paid, 
according to the habit and custom of our people, to a common 
prosecuting attorney. In almost every city in Ohio there are 
more cases tried of far greater importance than the cases tried in 
both the Federal courts of the State, and yet ERTA salaries are 
to be given to these officers than the salary paid the highest offi- 
cer of the State government. Now, this is an objection. 

This is a time when of all other times we ought to be careful 
about the appropriation of money. The appropriations now being 
made at the present session of Congress are more than the reve- 
nues of the Government, and therefore at a time when our reve- 
nues are insufficient to carry on the operations of the Government 
it is proposed to increase very largely the salaries of these officers, 
A salary of $4,000 or $5,000 a year is a very large salary in nearly 
all of the Western States. : 

Mr. HOAR. Is there any salary that the Senator knows of 
increased in the bill? ° 

Mr. SHERMAN. I only know that the Senate have largely 
increased the salaries proposed by the House. 

Mr. HOAR. That is another matter. If the Senator will par- 
don me—I do not wish to interrupt him, because he is making a 
very important and interesting statement—but I understood him 
to say, I suppose inadvertently, that We were increasing the sal- 
aries of these officers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. _ I intend to come to that. 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand it, all these salaries are cut down 
by the bill. Itis true we make them higher than the House pro- 


posed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But not higher than these officers are now 
receiving. 

Mr. HOAR. Not higher than they are now receiving. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At present the marshals and district attor- 
neys and nearly all the officers of the courts of the United States 
are paid by fees. Theclerks of the courts of the United States are 
paid by fees. Whether those fees are more than the salaries here 
provided is not a question that is material here. They now 
receive fees. In my judgment it is far better that they should 
be pag By fees rather than directly from the Treasury, because 
under the system proposed there will be no motive whatever for 
either a clerk or marshal or district attorney to collect from the liti- 
eon the fees that have been paid them under previous laws. 

hether those fees amounted to more than the salaries here pro- 
vided is not material, but the very moment you give these officers 
full salaries, with no motive whatever to collect the fees which the 
law prescribes, as a matter of course you do it at the expense of 
the Government of the United States. It is true the bill pro- 
vides that the fees which are now paid to clerks and marshals, etc., 
shall be paid into the public Treasury, but who will collect those 
fees? hat inducement is there for those officers to collect the 
fees and pay the money into the Treasury of the United States? 
The amount of the fees now collected is amply sufficient. 

There are always many candidates for all these offices. They 
are all desirable positions from the point of honor. Everybod 
would like to be a district attorney of a United States court, and 
the office of clerk we all know is a very important one; but what 
motive will these officers have to collect fees for the Govern- 
ment of the United States? The fees will not be collected. The 
result is there will be more paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States in consequence of this salary provision than would be paid 
in Mice way of fees. Everybody knows that that will be the natural 


result. 
I think on these two grounds, without going into the details, we 


ought not to pass the salary provision now. It ought to go to the 
Canmi on the Judiciary and there be carefully considered in 
its details. . 


Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to put a question to the Senator from 
Ohio. RE intends to move to strike out the House provision. 


s . Yes, sir. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Not a Senate amendment. It is a part of 
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the bill that the House has sent to us. Now, the Senate strikes 
that out. We get into conference. The House members refuse 
to yield. What shall the Senate do? Would the Senator stand 
by the conferees of the Appropriations Committee then and keep 

mgress here for weeks or months or defeat the bill entirely? 
That is the question that confronts the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and the conferees. Remember, the Committee on Appro- 
priations did not insert this in the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I see that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It came here from the House and then was 
referred to the Judiciary Committee of the Senate to consider it. 
The Committee on Appropriations simpl: gl tec the report of 
the Judiciary Committee. Soitis the work of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee as completely as if it had been brought in as a separate bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not see that that alters the argument. 
A law must have the assent of both Houses. If the House of Rep- 
resentatives violate their own rules, because their rules prohibit 


is—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no; I beg the Senator’s pardon, It was 
passed through the House in accordance with their rules. 
these provisions were put on by the rules of the House. They 
have what they call standing rules, but then they have a Com- 
mittee on Rules which brings in an order, and that order becomes 
the rule for the time being in the consideration of the bill just 
as much as their standing rules. Does the Senator talk about 
their rules? It is absolute power. They can puss a bill under 
their rules with any kind of legislation on it if they have an order, 
because that order suspends all other rules as to that particular 
item. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It makes no difference; everyone concedes 
that legislative provisions on an appropriation bill which do not 
affect the very items of the billitself ought notto bethere. That 
is the established rule of parliamentary law. If the House of 
Representatives send us a bill full of legislative measures affect- 
ing the whole of one of the great departments of our Govern- 
ment, increasing the salaries that are paid out of public money 
very largely, because heretofore this compensation was made up 
by fees ail by litigants and others, and therefore the whole of 
this burden is now wn upon the Government, it seems to me 
we have the right to say to the House of Representatives 

Mr. COCKRELL. ill not the fees be ee into the Treasury? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They will not be collected. I have already 
said that Senators who are familiar with these courts, as I am to 
some extent, know that the fees will not be collected by either 
class of these officers. They get their salaries, and what do they 
care? They will not look after the fees of the Government. 

Mr. TEL I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Ohio that a good deal of the money that is paid as fees is paid by 
the Government of the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In cases. 

Mr. TELLER. In very many cases a large proportion of the 
salary of the district attorneys is now simply paid by the Govern- 
ment as fees, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That may be true to some extent, but there 
is in the courts of the United States a multitude of suits between 
private parties. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Colorado is probably 
familiar with one point here, and I should like to have the infor- 
mation. Iask him if it is not true that the fees are not collected 
in many cases—if there are not many cases where they can not 
be collected because of the poverty of the defendants, and so the 
attorneys and marshals, etc., are paid out of the Treasury? 

Mr. TELLER. In such cases they are paid by the Govern- 
ment, I understand. i 

Mr. COCKRELL, And the Government will get into the Treas- 
ury under this proposed law exactly as much as it gets credit for 


now? 
The fees are paid by the United States only 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
in cases in which the United States is interested, but the great 
mass of the litigation in the United States courts is not between 
the United States and its citizens; it is between litigants in contro- 
versies in which the Government has no interest. Therefore it is 
not an excuse to the Senate of the United States to allow a meas- 
ure of this kind to be yo on an appropriation bill because 
the House has done so. The House has often reproached the Senate 
for doing the same thing. We have submitted to the reproach and 
sometimes yielded to it where they have made a determined oppo- 
sition to a legislative provision. But here is a proposition that 
was pending before the Judiciary Committee, I understand from 
what the Senator from Massachusetts said. It had been pending 
also before the Judiciary Committee in the House. It is put on 
this omnibus bill in order to carry it through when it could not 
be carried through by the force of its own merits. Now, that is 
the position. If we do not stop this process of legislating on ap- 
propriation bills we had better abandon all the rest of the com- 
mittees and put everything on the . bills and in that 
way get them through. But we ought not to do it, 
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But there are provisions in the pending bill objectionable be- 
sides the mere fact that they are legislative. The salaries are too 
high, in my judgment. I think every salary even provided by the 
House is larger than similar salaries in the States. But I see sev- 
eral provisions here that I do not like. These provisions, which I 
will not read, seem to take from the Treasury Department most 
of the accounting that is now required in that Department and 
carry it to the Attorney-General. The Attorney-General is by 
the plain proyisions of this bill made practically a comptroller 
and an auditor. All the accounts are to be sent to him for ex- 
amination and approval, according to the bill. There is no pro- 
vision in the bill, although probably the general law will carry the 
accounts finally to the Auditor and Comptroller of the Treasury 
Department. 

e bill also provides that the Attorney-General shall pay out 
of his De ent all the salaries that are provided for by this 
proposed legislation. It seems to me that withdraws from the 
paymona the surveillance now fixed by law for the Treasu 

partment by the combination of auditors and comptrollers an 
the various officers who are paid to take care of and protect the 
money of the Government. 

There are several of the provisions that seem to be blind. I 
have inquired the meaning of them of Senators and can not ascer- 
tain precisely, although it is said that one of the provisions which 
requires all the es to be paid in the office of the Attorney- 
General was provided for by an act of Congress a year or so ago, 

All I wish to say now is that on the whole the practice of plac- 
ing important legislative provisions on the appropriation bills 
ought not to be adopted at this time. This part of the bill ought 
to be stricken out. Sometimes, as a matter of necessity, both 
Houses of Congress find it convenient to put on appropriation bills 
3 legislation, and where that legislation is undisputed 
and uncontroverted, and where it is apparent to anyone that it 
ought to be adopted either on an appropriation bill or anywhere 
else, there is not so much objection toit. Although persons famil- 
jar with legislation are opposed to mingling general legislation 
with merely financial appropriations, it is done occasionly. It is 
done sometimes to attain a political object. I have myself par- 
ticipated in putting on amendments of this kind when some im- 
portant object was to be attained. But there is no hurry about 
this matter. We have had the system of fees of attorneys, clerks, 
and officers of this kind since the beginning of the Government, 
and now it is proposed in this sudden way (for I never knew any- 
thing about it until I took up the bill and read it) to change the 
whole manner of conducting this great Department of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Will the Senator from Ohio allow me a 
word? Is he quite sure that change is made? Are not all the 
accounts of district attorneys and marshals now sent in the first 
instance to the Attorney-General, and then transmitted to the 
rset officers of the Treasury Department? 
oe SHERMAN. There is nothing, I say, in the bill about 

at. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I may be wrong and the Senator may be 
right, but I supposed that the accounts of every e e of 
the Government went in the first instance to the head of the De- 
partment, and were by him transmitted to the accounting officers 


of the Treasury Department. 

Mr, ALLISON. That is true. The same rule as respects the 
accounting of the moneys appropriated will apply under this bill 
that aow appia under existing law. 

Mr. § MAN. I doubt that somewhat. If Senators will 
look at the peculiar provisions of the bill they will haye a doubt 
on that point. But at any rate there is no atirnative legislation 
here eg I the accounting of money paid to the judicial 
department shall be made by the proper officers of the Treasury 
De: ment. Probably that might be covered by the general pro- 
vision of the existing law, but there is no provision of that kind 
here. Indeed this is a measure solely in the interest of the officers 
I have named, the clerks, attorneys, etc. There are many provi- 
sions in the bill that ought to require the careful scrutiny of the 
Committee on the Judiciary. This bill seems to have been with- 
drawn from the committee of this body which had it in charge, Ido 
not say by theaction of the Senate, but by the action of the House, 
and thus we are called upon to experiment in legislation, All I 
desire to say is that I should like to strike out this provision and 
leave it to be legislated upon more at leisure after a careful exam- 
ination, not to transfer to the Committee on Appropriations the 
business of the Committee on the Judiciary, and not to compel the 
Committee on Appropriations, when they are treating only with 
subjects of appropriations, to consider and pass upon legislative 
provisions contained in the bill under their keeping. All of this 
proceeding disturbs and changes the regular ordinary course of 
business in the Senate. 

Now, with these remarks, Mr. President, I will conclude, so far 
as Iam concerned, I should like to have a vote upon this ques- 
tion, and I hope that the Senate will take my view and postpone 
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this matter until the next session of Congress at least, when it 
may be acted upon in a proper way—in the ordinary way—by the 
Committees on the Judiciary of the-two Houses. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I shall support the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio to strike out this matter from the appropria- 
tion bill for the reasons so clearly stated in his interrogatory by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. While the Senator 
from Ohio was speaking the Senator from Missouri, a member of 
the Appropriations Committee of long experience and formerly 
its chairman, rose and said: ‘‘ What are you going to doif we vote 
to strike out this provision and the House insists? If we do not 
agree with the House and the House insists, are you going to pro- 
os ame session two or three weeks or let an appropriation bill 

ail? 

Now, when that argument is presented to the Senate of the 
United States I think the honorable Senator from Ohio is entirely 
right in saying that the Senate ought not to stand it. We are one 
of the two legislative branches of the Government, and no affirma- 
tive legislation ought to pass making new laws, changes in our 
proceedings and public policies, unless it has the assent of the 
reason ad conscience of this body. Whenever we undertake to 
say such a thing as that to the House, they treat it with great 
respect and say: If you are going to force on us what we do not 
believe in and disapprove of, we shall not consent, and you may 
take the consequences.” 

I understand the rule of proceeding on the part of the House 
toward the Senate is. You shall not be permitted to insist on 
any new legislation that has not the assent of both bodies”; and 
we have always dealt with them in that way. If the House under- 
take to assume the position of forcing a failure of the appropria- 
tion bill by putting new legislation on the bill, they are under- 
taking to do an unconstitutional thing, to wit, to get new general 
laws upon the statute book to which the Senate does not agree. 
It is in substance withholding the supply unless they can be the 
only legislative body. So for that reason I shall vote to strike out 
this general legislation on an appropriation bill of this kind. 

However, I do not agree with the honorable Senator from Ohio 
in his opposition to the pro legislation. First, he says it is 
suddenly brought in here. It has been a subject of consideration 
in the Judiciary Committee for six years and in the Senate for 
that time. We have tried and tried to agree upon a proper pro- 
vision. The complaint comes from all over the country that while 
the district attorneys, marshals, clerks, and commissioners are 
dependent upon fees, thére is a multiplication of small and vex- 
atious causes that swell those fees; that poor men are plucked, 
men who are guilty of trifling offenses, Indians who sell liquor, 
liquor offenses inst the revenue or the postal laws. Some one 
puts on the outside of a pamphlet that he sends, as a lady who is 
of very near kin to me did a few years ago, Please return,” inno- 
cent that it is a violation of the postal laws of the United States, 
and some official gets up a prosecution against that person. 

Then, when they are prosecuting, a deputy marshal summons 
witnesses. He first brings the offender tothe commissioner. The 
whole thing ought to be disposed of in ten minutes; but the com- 
missioner continues it. Then half a dozen witnesses are sum- 
moned on the day to which it is continued. The marshal has 
summoned half a dozen witnesses when one would do, and he 
gets a fee for summoning each one of those witnesses. The com- 
missioner gets two days instead of one. On the slightest pretext 
the case is adjourned, and the commissioner gets his third day’s 
fee and the marshal gets his fee for attendance, and soon. That 
complaint comes up from all over the United States. It comes 
from Boston. It comes from places where Indians are found and 
commit petty offenses. It comes from moonshiner districts in 
other States, and so on. Therefore very reluctantly I have come 
to the conclusion that we must put a stop to the system of paying 
these officers by fees, and I believe that is the judgment of the 
whole Senate with substantial unanimity. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] drew up a bill. It was 
reported by the committee. Itbrokedown. I think the commit- 
tee has been at work on it eight-years. It was the second time we 
took it up that we reported the bill and it failed. We have been 
at work at the present session, and we have two bills which have 
been reported and are now on the Calendar. So there is no sud- 
denness in this matter. Then the House sent over a scheme on 
an appropriation bill. We sent our bills to the Appropriations 
Committee, and they have in substance taken what the Judiciary 
Committee had agreed upon, if I am not mistaken, with hardly 
any changes in that particular. 

Although I agree with my honorable friend in most of his gen- 
eral positions, I do not a with him in the belief that these 
salaries are too high. The United States ought to have in every 
district in this country a representative who is a lawyer of the 
first grade, and not merely an ambitious, pushing young gentle- 
man whothinks he would like the salary. They may at any time 
in the ae pad have a case involving our international relations 
in times of war. Prize causes have to be presented by the district 


attorney. In times of they may have questions affecting 
our neutrality laws and questions affecting our revenue laws, 
Within the last two months the district attorney in San Fran- 
cisco, who gets under this bill I think only $5,000 a year, has had 
to represent the United States in the great case of the claim 
against the Leland Stanford estate, involving millions upon mil- 
lions. If any lawyer who is a member of the Senate—if my hon- 
orable friend. from Colorado had been retained in that case every- 
body would have thought his compensation was small if he had 
asked $25,000 as a fee, so great was the responsibility. In Boston 
the district attorney was very recently arguing a great question 
against the defendants in the Maverick Bank case. The president 
and some directors of that institution had conducted that bank 
in the interest of their own speculations. It was one of the most 
difficult and responsible and important prosecutions that we ever 
had in Boston. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I call the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to another very important case arising under the 
tariff law of 1894, wherein there was a little provision inserted 
abont withdrawing distilled spirits in bond? ere is now a dis- 
pute in the courts involving $12,000,000 under that provision. All 
these are very important questions. 

Mr. HOAR. nen we dealt with the question of the salaries 
of the district judges it was said: Why, the district judge in 
Delaware, to whom we propose to pay $5,000 a year, is employed but 
for two months out of the twelve.” The answer was made, which 
in the end satisfied the Senate by a large majority, andthe House, 
too: If he is empo yed but two months ont of the twelve, he has 
got to hold himself aloof from other occupations; he has got to be 
a man fit for the great questions which may come before him, and 
he must hold himself at the command of the public service the 
whole year. He is a man who may at any time have in the dis- 
trict court the trial of a 3 on which depend the dignity 
and authority of the United States. He may have in the circuit 
court to decide some vast patent question like the Bell telephone 
case, involving millions upon millions. Therefore it is to the 
interest of the United States to have aman competent for that 

onsibility. ” 

his bill goes on the ground in general (the salaries for the 
southern district of New York and the District of Columbia being 
excepted, because they are . that these salaries should y; 
from four to six thousand dollars a year, what a bright, 3 
young man who has been in the profession ten years in any of our 
commercial cities can easily earn. 

It seems to me, with all the study I can give to it, that the bill 
which the Judiciary Committee has reported is not unreasonable 
in this particular. As it is, all the salaries in the country are 
$6,000 a year now, with the limitation that if the man does not 
earn fees enough to make up his salary he does not get more than 
his fees amount to. So there is the constant temptation to swell 
the business on the part of those officers who do not get enough 
fees to make up their salaries. 

It is not the great cases out of which the fees come. It is the 
little cases. You take a criminal case, which takes a month or 
six weeks to try, and the district attorney gets only $10 if he loses 
it and $50 if he wins it. It is the little vexatious suits against 
poor and ignorant defendants out of which the fees come. 

I am therefore an entire and enthusiastic convert to the propo- 
sition which I received originally with reluctance, as the Senator 
from Ohio sg SHERMAN] does, that we should abolish the fee 
system for the salary system. I think I shall entirely agree with 
the Senator from Ohio in saying that the bills which the Judiciary 
Committee have reported ought to be taken up and dealt with on 
their merits, the views of the honorable Senator from Ohio in re- 
gard to the amount of salaries thoroughly considered by the Sen- 
ate, and let us have all equal rights in legislation with the other 


ouse. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The two Senators who last addressed the 
Senate, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], argued on different sides of the 
main question and are going to vote together upon the motion; 
that is to say, the Senator from Massachusetts believes that the 
district attorneys and marshals ought to have salaries, but that 
they onght not to be given them upon an appropriation bill, while 
the Senator from Ohio has opposed these provisions in the bill on 
the general proposition that there ought not to be legislation upon 
an appropriation bill. 

Mr, President, it is true that there ought not to be, as a general 
principle, and yet the Senator from Ohio knows that the most im- 
patant legislation that has been accomplished in Congress has 

n put upon appropriation bills. Early in the present session 
the attention of both Houses was called to the enormous expenses 
of the United States courts, and it has seemed to be agreed by 
almost the unanimous consent of the other House and of the Sen- 
ate that a system of salaries for those officers ought to be estab- 
lish The House, following up that almost unanimous senti- 
ment, has prepared a list of . and put it into this bill. The 
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subject of the salaries has been considered by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee and the Appropriations Committee of this body, and the 
list of salaries now stands in this bill. I think we ought to hold 
on to the reform that we have obtained. Ithink we ought to retain 
the provision as to salaries for marshals and district attorneys. 
The amendments that have been made in the Senate will come u 

for consideration in the conference with the House, and we shall 


then have accomplished a result at this session of Congress. 

Icall the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to the 
fact that even if these salaries are not exactly as they should be in 
all ts, Congress meets again within six months, and any 
ano’ can be corrected, whereas, I ask the Senator, suppose we 
strike Svea provisions out of the bill and the House concurs in 
erasing them, how long will it be before we shall have the district 
attorneys and the marshals of the United States placed upon sal- 
aries. aie be a year, it may be a half dozen years, and I have 
observed that the way to get anything you want to obtain in legis- 
lation is to get it when you can, and not be very earnestly in favor 
of it and at the same time in favor of securing what you want in 
some other way and at some other time. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from New Hampshire wish me 
to answer the question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwill answer any question the Senator from 
Massachusetts wishes to ask. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator asked me a question, and I rose to 
answer it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator, when will we get the 
reform if we do not get it now? 

Mr. HOAR. Those two bills are at our gates, all reported. 
The Senator says it is very easy to alter the bill in a year if it is 
wrong, and that it is very di, cult to get this legislation, both 
Houses being cep ig in favor of it, unless we accept the pro- 
visions in the pending bill. 

Those two bills are here in the ordinary course of legislation 
ready to be acted upon, I am willing to move to take them u 
to-morrow morning if these visions are stricken out of the bil 
Those bills are on the Calendar now. We can pass them and the 
other House can. If we pass them, we shall pass them on an 
equality with the other House. Now, as we put the provisions in 
the appropriation bill we put our head into the mouth of the other 
branch 


Mr. CHANDLER. No. The other House have given their sal- 
aries and we give our salaries, and they go into conference, and the 
question can be fairly settled by the conference committee. 

So I agree with some ings that both Senators have said, who 
differ with each other, and I differ from the votes which, differing 
with each other, both of them propose to give. I think we ought 
to hold on to these salary provisions and secure them now at this 


session of Congress. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I am very glad that the distinguished 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] remained after 
4 o'clock, although he had agreed to leave promptly at that hour, 
in order that he might express his sentiments on the general propo- 
sition of the impropriety of placing important legislation upon 
appropriation bills. Iconcar in all the sentiments which he 

upon that point. 
wish to say a few brief words as to the history of this matter 
and its present status. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
introduced certain bills fixing salaries in place of fees for district 
attorneys and marshals. Those bills were before the Judiciary 
Committee. A subcommittee was appointed very promptly end 
was considering those very bills, and that committee was intend- 
ing to present a report. In the meantime the House of Repre- 
sentatives, for some reason, no one knows what, concluded to place 
upon this appropriation bill the provisions there found, changing 
the whole law upon the subject and substantially embracing the 

provisions of the Vest bill. 

Notwithstanding that fact, the Vest bills have been reported by 
the Judiciary Committee, containing these same provisions, and 
they are here upon our files. immediately after the consideration 
of the Arkansas bill they can be taken up and passed, provided 
the Senate is in favor of the adoption of the salary principle. 
There is therefore no necessity for creating a vicious ent, 
There is no necessity for putting on the appropriation bill pro- 
visions which it is said the Senate approves and which it has 
already been shown that the other House approves. 

One or two Senators who have spoken have said that it is some- 
times justifiable in great emergencies, and at other times when 
everybody concedes the propriety of certain legislation, and in 
the last moments of a session, by common consent, to place unob- 
eee ee provisions upon an appropriation bill. ithin those 

itations it might be well to say that possibly no harm is done. 
I antagonize these provisions not because I have any particular 
opposition to them. I antagonize them on the first ground, thet 
it is unnecessary to place them here. The two Vest bills have 
been reported. They can be amended here within the next forty- 
eight or fifty-six hours; they can be made exactly like the pro- 


visions in this bill, and they can be passed and go to the other 
House, and that House can act upon them. It can not be truth- 
fully said that a House which almost unanimously passed the 
oa upon the pending bill would refuse to act upon those 


Therefore, Mr. President, we are creating a bad precedent un- 
necessarily. We are doing a foolish thing without any cause for 
it. Weare straining over legislation when there is no point to it. 
When we had our pleasant little discussion a few weeks ago on 
the subject of distributing the appropriation bills, the very point 
was made that the Appropriations Committee was the most im- 
portant committee, It was denied. The point was made and 
attention directed to it that the most Decrees provisions enacted 
by Congress were always to be found in appropriation bills. 

ether they got there surreptitiously, whether they were put 
there deliberately, whether in the last hurried ending of a session 
they were put there, it matters not; they found their way there; 
they were there. 

Sir, during the first forty years of the history of this Govern- 
ment there were no such things as amendments of this character 
upon appropriation bills. ‘The first forty years of the history of 
this Government shows thatour legislators religiously kept appro- 
priation bills for appropriations. There never was any attempt 
to ingraft general legislation upon them. We may learn some 
wisdom from our fathers. Afterwards both bodies were more or 
less to blame for placing political legislation upon 7 
bills. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] says the system is 
a pernicious one; the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
says the system is a pernicious one; the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] says the system is a bad one, and yet he is 
willing to tolerate itat this particular time for the sake of reform, 

Let us see what the result of this thing will be. In the first 
place, there is a bad precedent, in that you have taken out this 
matter from the consideration of the very committee authorized 
y the House and the Senate to pass upon judicial questions. 
These provisions originated in the Appropriations Committee of 
the House. They were passed upon by the Appropriations Com- 
mittee of this y. Now, what was done? To take the curse off, 
if I may use such a familiar phrase, for the purpose of eg 
great courtesy to the Judiciary Committee, which we very muc 
appreciated, the Appropriations Committee asked the Judiciary 
Committee to look over the appropriation bill concerning these 
provisions and to make suggestions. We could not well refuse, 

We did go over the bill, and we made such suggestions as oc- 
curred to us; and out of courtesy to the committee we trans- 
mitted those amendments back to the Appropriations Committee. 
Nevertheless that is not the way to do business. That is not the 
proper way to legislate. The Judiciary Committee was entitled 
as a matter of propriety to this subject originally: and notas a 
mere matter of courtesy. They were reported. transmitting 
them to the Appropriations Committee it was distinctly under- 
stood and was said in our committee that we were not committed 
to the propriety of placing those amendments on the appropria- 
tion bill. 3 of the committee reserved that question 
for himself. ut did we do? At the same time we reported the 
Vest bills, which are here, properly reported, awaiting action. 

Mr. President. is it necessary for me, when everybody concedes 
that the point I make is right, to multiply instances when great 
wrongs have been perpetrated in the history of this Government 
by making use of appropriation bills for gauera legislation? It 
has been done, sir, or attempted to be done, by both political 
parties. It is a wrong and vicious principle. It 
politically in the long run. 

Let us go back in the history of this country. Look how some 
of the important amendments to the Federal elections law crept 
in on appropriation bills, put there in order to coerce the action 
of certain branches of the Government. Then what took place 
subsequently? Subsequently an effort was made to BU gous those 
laws, and we have not forgotten the great contest between 
both Houses of Congress and President Hayes. I have before 
me the veto of President Hayes on amendments to appropriation 
bills, amendments that got rid of what was known as the obnox- 
ious Federal election laws. and he vetoed them. Sir, candor 
compels me to say that he properly vetoed them on the ground 
that they had no place in appropriation bills. Much as I desired 
at that time, much as the Democratic party desired, the repeal of 
those laws, that was not the way to accomplish it. Iam free to 
say that if there ever was an occasion when it was Proper to use 
an appropriation bill as a lever with which to accomplish great 
political results, that was one of them. 

Every Senator knows it is wrong. Every Senator knows it is a 
vicious principle. Every Senator concedes all that has been so 
well said here by the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 
Massachusetts, and yet we to doit again. Why at this 

of the session? It is not the close of the session. We have 


does not pay 


plenty of time to legislate. There is to be no financial legislation; 
there is to be no tariff legislation, and we have ample time to 
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ect those wise provisions, if they are wise, and therefore we 
ve not any sort of an excuse for inaugurating a principle which 
some day or other will return to plague us. 

Now, when the Senate is nearly equally divided, when our Pop- 
ulist friends hold the balance of power, is a good time, when nel- 
ther party has the absolute control of the Senate, to stop the House 
of Representatives from resorting to this method of legislation. 
Merely because the 3 Committee, out of courtesy, 
sent the bill as respects these provisions to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee does not change the situation. Let me say further that no 
criticism should be indulged in against the Appropriations Com- 
mittee of the Senate. It is but fair to say that + committee 
did not place the provisions on the bill. As has been well stated, 
they were placed there by the other House, and the Appropriations 
Committee felt constrained to permit them to remain. erefore 
the criticism which I have made is not directed against the Ap- 
propriations Committee of the Senate. They have tolerated the 
error; they have not sanctioned it. They have simply accepted 
the situation as it was presented by the House, and the House, in 
my judgment. ought not to have insisted upon them, because it is 
an unnecessary, an unwise, and a bad precedent. If these pro- 
visions meet with the views of both Houses, we can easily pass 
them in separate bills. 

Let us see further what is the danger of this thing. If we dis- 
agree and a conference committee is appointed, not a member of 
the Judiciary Committee will be upon the conference committee. 
The Appropriations Committee take charge of that. What 
further takes place? Bear in mind, the 3 Commit- 
tee have not adopted all the provisions of other House. The 
Appropriations 5 have stricken out all the clauses in 
regard to United States commissioners, a very important matter. 
Some say they are desirable and others deny it. They are stricken 
out. e have no opportunity to amend them, because they are 
not before us. Some of us have certain views as to what United 
States commissioners should be compelled to do, as to what 
offices they should hold, and all that, but we are substantially and 
virtually powerless, because the committee have stricken them 
out and they are not before the Senate for amendment. 

The bill goes to the other House. They nonconcur. Again the 
Appropriations Committee have charge of it, and they will agree 
or disagree to the provision in reference to United States commis- 
sioners. When the bill comes back there is no o mity for 
amendment. Those who desire to amend the provisions relating 
to United States commissioners have no eee It is gone. 
This simply illustrates the folly, the unwisdom, of attempting to 
put important judicial provisions, enacting new legislation, upon 
an appropriation bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
New York whether striking out the provisions in relation to com- 
missioners is not in part the action of the Judici Committee, 
of which the honorable Senator is a member? 

Mr. HILL. Of course it is. That is not the question. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is one of the facts, nevertheless. 

Mr. HILL. We suggested that there ought not to be any legis- 
lation upon that question at all. It was stricken out. The bill 
goes toa conference committee. Possibly there ought to be amend- 
ments. If it is to be adopted at all, there ought to be amendments 
to it. We have had no opportunity to amend it. We can not do 
it. It has not been discussed in the Senate. The provisions have 
been stricken out absolutely, and thus the House has an unfair 
advantage over the Senate in that respect. If the matter had been 
brought up in a regular fee bill, in a regular judiciary bill, such 
as the Vest bill before us, then we could have gone over those 
items separately and considered them and made such amendments 
as were necessary. 

I do not care so much about the pending bill. I have convic- 
tions upon this subject. I see over and over again a course pur- 
sued that is unwise, and every time we hear the old argument, 
„We will change it next time.” The Senators constituting the 
Judiciary Committee will bear in mind that I suggested in our 
consultation that now is a good opportunity to stop this kind of 
legislation. Everybody considers that it is wrong, even in the 
Judiciary Committee, I do not think that even the Appropria- 
tions Committee cared about having this matter thrust upon 
them, for it was thrust upon them by the other House. They say, 
What are we todo? We will go back to the House and tell them 
the Senate will not agree to it. Shall we hazard this great appro- 

riation bill? Yes; hazard it. There is no better time to hazard 
it than now. You have ample time to do it. You have been 
diligent, you have been prompt, at least this year, in presenting 
yonr appropriation bills, and there is plenty of time for negotia- 

on 


Let me call your attention to another matter. We can not place 
new legislation upon Fee bills. We are tied down by 
our rules. The other House can not do it, but they violate the 
rule. I hold in my hand the rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, and these new provisions which they have put on are in vio- 


lation of their own rules. Yet so anxious were they for this great 
reform, that they rode over their own rules and placed those pro- 
visions upon this bill. And now it is said we must not strike it 


out. Why not? We are a coordinate branch of Congress. We 
have just as much right to legislateas has the House. The House 
can pass the bill in a separate form. Although the House has 
control of the Treasury of the country, although it has the right 
to originate revenue bills, it has not the sole power to originate 
bills of this character. 

Further, I submit to the good sense of the Senate upon this 
matter, which is not a party question, but a question of propriety, 
a question of the orderly conduct of legislative business, why 
SS to create a precedent that will return some time to plague us? 
The general question of the pews of changing the system of 
fees to a system of salaries, Í am disposed to favor. There isa 
great deal to be said upon the other side. There is a great deal 
to be said upon some of the provisions which were so ably de- 
fended by the Senator from Illinois when attention was called to 
them. I refer to the provisions which allow the appointment of 
an almost unlimited number of deputy marshals. That is the 
effect of it. Ifear it will increase the expenses of the United 
States Government. I am willing to try it and I am willing to 
vote for it, and I voted to report the two Vest bills. I am will- 
ing to take them up for consideration the moment the Arkansas 
bill is disposed of. 

There is no necessity for placing these promoa in the present 
bill. What would be the result if we did not? I know there will 
be a struggle over it. The House will not insist upon it. If I 
were to predict, I would predict that the House would not insist 
upon it. We are clearly right, as right as if there were but one 
side to the argument, and the good sense of the House will assert 


Undoubtedly there has been in the past much excellent legisla- 
tion placed upon appropriation bills. I do not think it was wise 
to doit. I recollect—it was only a year or so ago, in 1892 or 1894 
when the whole Ne was changed in the matter of accounting 
in the partment and the other Departments ot the 
Government. It was placed upon an appropriation bill. 
once in awhile there creeps in an objectionable feature. We woke 
up the other day to find that we could not ask for a second esti- 
mate fora public work to be done, because we had bound ourselves 
by an amendment put on an oy ste me bill which nebody knew 
anything about and which had not been discussed in this Chamber. 
We found that we could not substantially ask for that informa- 
tion from one of the Departments of this Government without the 
consent of the President of the United States. The provision was 
putinon an appropriation bill. Publicattention was not drawn to 
it, and every day we witness the farce—for it is nothing more or 
less—of a bill or a joint resolution being passed asking for a sec- 
ond estimate for 8 works, which has to go to the President 
of the United States. I speak thus of unwise things that have 
been done, and there have been wise things done, so far as they 
are intrinsically concerned. What I am objecting to is the vicious 
Lab sy involved, 

Mr. President, my attention has been called to this matter in 
other fields of labor. My views were expresen years ago in mes- 
sages to the legislature of the State of New York. I was com- 
pelled in many instances to veto an entire appropriation bill be- 
cause of objectionable, partisan, vicious legislation inserted upon 
it. I appealed to the people upon that question, and the last con- 
stitutional convention of our State amended the constitution, so 
that to-day it absolutely prohibits any sort of legislation upon 
appropriation bills. That is the right principle. Several of the 
State constitutions contain similar provisions. Public experience 
has demonstrated the wisdom of it. 

We can not without at difficulty provide an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States for anything—good, bad, or 
indifferent. It takes too long. But we can by a proper course here 
pursued adhere to orderly methods of legislation. It is for the 
benefit of both political panie it is for the benefit of all sides of 
this Chamber, it is for the benefit of the whole people to confine 
appropriation bills to their legitimate p „and not to attempt 
to put in general legislation, not to attempt to change existing 
law, even though the amendments are good or are bad. 

I see no answer to this proposition, and when Senators of such 
long experience as those who havé risen upon the other side of the 
Chamber to-day, whose service in this Chamber numbers three or 
four terms and even more than that, say this is a wrong principle, 
I think those who have served less time in this body may well fol- 
low the principles they have laid down. 

I do not suppose, as many Senators have left with the under- 
standing that there would be no vote this evening upon the pend- 
ing inde course I do not desire to have a vote quite pressed 

18 


oon. 
Mr. CULLOM. I do not know of any understanding that the 
V I have heard noth- 
ing of it. 
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Mr. HILL. I did not speak of an understanding with the Sen- 
ators. I say several Senators left with such an understanding. 
Mr. CULLOM. They may have gone away. That is one 


thing. 
Mr. HOAR. They are paired. 


Mr. CULLOM. suppose a are paired if they have gone. 
The bill has now been before the te some three days or more, 
and I think we ought to dispose of it to-night. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to have a full vote on this question. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think we ought to dispose of the bill this 
afternoon, and I hope the Senator will allow us to come to a vote 
as soon as Senators get through with what they have to say. 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection to anyone else speaking; I am 
not going to move to adjourn; but I do not wish to have a vote 


taken 22575 75 

Mr, CULLOM. I will make a suggestion in the interest of ac- 
commodating members of the Senate as well as I can. I ask that 
it be unanimously agreed that immediately after the morning busi- 
ness to-morrow we shall take this bill up and vote at 2 o'clock. 
If the Senate will agree to dispose of it by 2 o’clock to-morrow, I 
would be willing that the Senate should now adjourn without 
further considering the bill a: 

Mr. HILL. That would be right, ue “oes we can not 
Lt be es will come up as morning business. t is the difficulty 
about it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I mean actual 1 the introduc- 
tion of petitions and bills and reports. we agree to my sug- 
gestion, we can take up the bill soon after 12 o'clock. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senator that we had nothing but 
routine morning business this morning, and it immediately gave 
rise to a discussion which took two hours. 

Mr, CULLOM. We had more than mere routine morning 
business. We had the discussion and passage of a joint resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HILL. It was the report of a committee, however, which 


was 1 an order. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; but it was within the power of the Senate 
to have refused to consider it this morning if it had chosen to 
do so. However that may be, if it should be understood by the 
Senate that to-morrow morning, without going into the discus- 
sion of measures such as resolutions, etc., or attempting to pass 
bills, but immediately after the presentation of petitions, me- 
morials, bills, and reports from committees we take up this bill 
and di of it by 2 o'clock, I shall be entirely willing. 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection to disposing of the bill. I have 
no doubt we can do that, but I do not want any agreement to 
that effect; that is all. I have no purpose whatever of delaying 
the bill, however. 

Mr. GULLOM. Will the Senator agree that the Senate shall 
take a vote at 3 o’clock or sooner if there is no further discussion? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly, at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. CULLOM. At 3 o’clock. 

Mr. HILL. It will not take even that time. One or two Sen- 
ators have spoken to me who desire to say a few words, and I do 
not desire to foreclose them. 

Mr. HOAR. Say not later than 3 o’clock. 

Mr. CULLOM. Not later than 8 o'clock, if the discussion is 
concluded. 

Mr. HILL. But the difficulty with a unanimous-consent agree- 
ment is that ypu are liable to have some other business come up, 
and if you—— ; 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator from New York want to make 
any agreement? i s 

HILL. I prefer not to; but I state to the Senate in all fair- 
ness that we expect to have a vote after very little more discus- 
sion. The point is that some Senator will rise and ask the Senate 
to consider some bill, and you have to be discourteous to him if 

ou object. That is whyIdo not wish to enter into an agreement. 
That is all. Yet I want a full vote, and I want to have this bill 


of. 
. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that this question 
may be taken up, as suggested by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CuLLom], and di of at an hour to be agreed upon, with no 
intervening business to take the place of any proper discussion 
that may be had upon this bill. ‘ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Say begin*its consideration at twenty min- 
utes after 12 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. And that the discussion shall goon. I desire 
myself to make some observations upon the bill, but do not wish 
to speak to-night. This being an appropriation bill, however, it 
ought 5 to be passed to-morrow. If we can now have 
some understanding as to any hour when we shall take a vote, it 
will be—it seems to me it would be—a wise thing to do, 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to have an opportunity to offer one 
amendment in the Senate before the bill is finally acted upon. 
do not want to be cut off by an agreement. 

Mr. CULLOM. There will be no difficulty about that, 


Mr. PLATT. I do not wish to be cut off by an agreement as to 
any hour for a vote. I wish to say now that in any agreement I 
may enter into—— 

oe ALLISON. Does the Senator’s amendment relate to this 
matter? 

Mr. PLATT. Not to this particular matter, but I refer to an 
amendment to the bill which will be in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was going to suggest to the Senator the pro- 
priety of fixing the hour at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am willing to agree to that if we can not 
di of it sooner. Say not later than 4 o’clock. 

r. ALLEN. Not later than 4 o’clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. Upon the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. No; on this proposition. 

Mr. ALLEN. Upon the final passage of the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. e final passage of the bill and amendments. 

Mr. HILL. I do not think it will take until 4 o'clock, but I 
think it will expedite matters not to have an agreement. 

Mr. CULLOM. It will expedite matters to have an agreement. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is not the slightest disposition to delay the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Not at all. 

Mr. CULLOM. If we have no understanding we will get into 
the discussion of other matters, and a good share of the day will 
be before we shall get to the consideration of this bill,and 
we ought to get it through at as early a day as possible. I have 
been, I think, very patient about the matter; I have not under- 
taken to press anybody; I have accommodated the Senate in other 
matters as well as I could to keep Senators satisfied that they 
were having fair play. Now, if the Senate will agree that we 
shall vote at 4 o’clock to-morrow upon the bill 

Mr. ALLISON. And all amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM. And all amendments, and take the bill up as 
early as possible in the morning, I think it ought to be satisfac- 
tory to the Senate. I ask that of the Senate. 

r. HILL. I do not wish to have an agreement. It will be 
evident to-morrow why I do not wish to do it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I can not 

Mr. HILL. I wish to bear witness to the Senator's extreme 
courtesy during the entire debate. I have not asked any special 
favors in regard to it that I know of, and I do not think the Sen- 
ator could have cut me off if he had tried, though he has not tried. 
But there is no disposition whatever to delay action upon the bill. 
I am as anxious as he can possibly be to oblige our most patient 
friend the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY], whose bill is the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am not going to ask for any agreement—I 
can not in view of the remarks of the Senator from New York, as 
he indicates that he is not willing to make one—but I give notice 
that I shall ask to take up the bill early to-morrow, immediately 
after we meet and the morning business is disposed of. 

Mr. HILL. I will cooperate with the Senator from Illinois, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Say twenty minutes after 12 o'clock, 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope to get the bill up within twenty or thirty 
minutes after 12 o' clock. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. If I have the floor, I will yield to the Senator 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. NELSON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 4254. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill the title 
of which will be stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the bill is taken up, I will state that, if 
this matter is to be laid aside for the day, Iam perfectly willin 
that the Senator from Minnesota should have consent to proc 
to the consideration of his bill. I wish, however, if it has not 
already been done, that other amendments to the appropriation 
bill, aside from the amendments proposed to be stricken ont by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] might be concurred in. 

Mr. CULLOM. They have been concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. Have all of the amendments been concurred 


in? 

Mr. CULLOM. All of the amendments made as in Committee 
of the Whole have been concurred in and disposed of except those 
involved in this proposition. 

Mr. ALLISON. When this is the only amendment pending? 

Mr. CULLOM. Probably there are some other amendments 
which are liable to be offered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Which will be offered? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. HILL. I can not hear what is going on, but I do not un- 
ert that any agreement is being made which will bind the 

nate 

Mr. ALLISON. No agreement whatever. 
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Mr. CULLOM. No agreement, I can assure the. Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. HILL. If there is, I want to be a party to it. 

Mr. PLATT. Before the conclusion of the bill I shall ask once 
more to offer the amendment which was offered by the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] and ruled out of order. I think 
perhaps the point of order will not be made against it again, 

DULUTH AND NORTH DAKOTA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. NELSON. Irenew my So ea for unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4254) granting to the 
Duluth and North Dakota Railroad Company right of way 
through certain Indian reservations in the State of Minnesota. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, to add 
as a new section the following: 

Sec. 4. That the provisions of this act shall not apply to the Red Lake 
Reservation until the consent of the Red Lake Indians shall be obtained 
thereto in such manner as the Secretary of the Interior may direct. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


DECISIONS OF THE DISTRICT COURT OF APPEALS. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2546) concerning the court of appeals in the 
District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, . to consider the bill. It provides that the de- 
cision of the court of appeals of the District of Columbia shall be 
final in all cases where the decision of a circuit court of appeals 
of the United States would have been final if the question in- 
volved in such decision had arisen in any State. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COAST DEFENSES, 


Mr. SQUIRE. I desire at this time to give notice that it is the 
desire of the Committee on Coast Defenses that the bill which has 
been reported to the Senate by that committee shall be taken up 
for consideration and acted upon at the earliest practicable mo- 
ment. There is a great deal of interest manifested in the bill, 
I may say, throughout the country, and I have received a great 
many letters and petitions on the subject. The people feel that it 
is right and proper that the question shall come up at this session 
of Congress and at an early day. They are very anxious to have 
the matter considered. I therefore trust that there will be a dis- 
position on the part of Senators to allow the bill to be taken up as 
soon as practicable. 

I know that there are some other matters already on the Cal- 
endar which are preferred. The Cuban question is preferred; the 
question as to the Senator from Delaware is preferred, and, I 
believe, also the question of 

Mr. CULLOM. And appropriation bills. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Appropriation bills, of course, are preferred. I 
I aco that is the rule here. In addition to that, I understand 
the Senator from Arkansas . BERRY] has a bill which he has 
obtained the consent of the Senate shall be regarded as the unfin- 
ished business. Ihave no disposition to displace that bill. Atthe 
same time I feel that the great importance of the question of coast 
defenses warrants me in pressing it upon the attention of the Sen- 
ate, and that I should not be justified in waiting an undue length 
of time before asking the Senate to consider the bill, 

DISTRICT COURT OF ALASKA, 


Mr. VILAS. I ask consent of the Senate for the present con- 


sideration of the bill (S. 2346) to prescribe the times and places of 
holding the district court of the United States in and for the Dis- 
trict of Alaska, 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that the regu- 
lar terms of the district court of the United States in and for the 
District of Alaska shall be held at Sitka on the third Monday in 
May and at Juneau on the last Monday in March and the second 
Monday in November, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN CHEYENNE, BOISE CITY, AND HELENA. 

Mr. MANTLE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 

S. 656) to amend an act entitled An act making appropriations 
or sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ae June 30, 1896, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 


XXVITI—203 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an 
amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not wish to embarrass the poses of the bill. 
but I think the Senator from Montana should state the ia 
reasons—I presume there are some—why these three public build- 
ings are coupled in one bill instead, as in the ordinary course, of 
being pl in three bills separate from each other. Of course 
every Senator understands that the practice of putting together 
in one bill several public buildings would lead to great abuse and 
logrolling in legislation. There would be a temptation to do that. 
Appropriations for public buildings ought to be kept, as they 
always have been in the practice of the Senate, distinct, unless 
there be some special reason for uniting them. If there be such 
reason, it ought to be stated when the bill is under consideration. 

Mr. MANTLE. I desire to state, in reply to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, that the reason why these localities are coupled 
together in the pending bill is that they were united in a former 
bill which is now a law, and which was, I believe, originally passed 
in pursuance of a general law providing for the erection of public 
buildings at the capitals of the States. These three towns were 

ut together in the former law, and hence they are kept together 
in this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. This relates to the capitals of the three States 
which came in together? 

Mr. MANTLE. Yes; Montana, Wyoming, and Idaho. The 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. ss! , I believe, originally introduced 
this bill, and perhaps he can explain it. 

Mr. HOAR. As I said, Ido not wish to antagonize or embar- 
rass or delay the passage of the bill, but I want to have clearly 
and sharply stated the reason why several cities are appropriated 
for in one bill, so that it shall not be made a precedent hereafter. 

Mr. DUBOIS. With the consent of the Senator from Montana, 
I believe I can make the matter plain to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. At the last session of Congress the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of the House and of the Senate deemed it wise and 
proper to give to each one of those new States a poe building 
at its capital, inasmuch as there was no public building in any 
one of those States. The reasons were so plain that there was no 
objection. 

All the Federal officers are in the capital cities, and as these 
three States were the only States which did not have public build- 
ings, they were coupled together and put in an appropriation act. 

r. HOAR. This is a b r to that act? 

Mr. DU BOIS. Entirely. The bill in that shape passed Congress. 

Mr. MANTLE. I desire to state, in addition to what has been 
said by the Senator from Idaho—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much will the bill increase the limit 
of cost of each of those buildings? 

Mr. MANTLE. It will increase the limit of cost of the pub- 
lic building at Boise City, Idaho, $50,000; at Cheyenne, Wyo., 
$100,000; and at Helena, the capital of Montana, $150,000. There 
are reports from the Department, accompanying the bill, showing 
the necessity for this increase of the amounts, inasmuch as larger 
buildings are required to accommodate the public necessities in 
those States. The bill was 7 ad favorably by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC Mr. HILL in the chair). The 
amendment reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 25, after the word ‘‘including,” it is 
proposed to strike out the words ‘‘the site”; in line 29, after the 
word hundred,“ to strike out “and fifty”; in line 30, after the 
word “and,” to strike out five“ and insert three“; and in line 
32, after the word Montana,“ to insert exclusive of the cost of 
the sites therefor”; so as to read: 

Neither of said sites shall cost in excess of $20,000, and neither of said build- 
ings, each of which shall be fireproof, shall cost, including heating and venti- 
lating Apparatni elevators, fireproof vaults, and eens, complete, in 
excess of the sum of $250,000 for the building at Cheyenne, the capital of 

fw) for the building at tho city of Helena, the capital pt Montana, exeluc 
Fre of the cost of the sites therefor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES LINSKEY. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator from Arkansas yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, For what purpose does the Senator 
desire me to yield? 

Mr. BROWN. I wish to ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of a bill which has once passed the Senate ina different 
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A similar bill havi 


form. 
ask the Senate to pass 
second. If I state the reason I think the Senator will yield. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the motion for that pur- 


Mr. BROWN. On March 2 the Senate passed a bill, which I 
hold in my hand, Senate bill No. 680, which is word for word the 


passed the other House; I wish to 
the House measure. It will take but a 


bill 55 — House, No. 1861, which has come over to the 
Senate; but there was no allusion to its being the same bill. Now, 
I ask that the House bill, as such, may be passed, as on comparison 
I find it to be the same. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah asks for 
the consideration of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1861) for the relief of James 
Linskey from the operations of the act restricting the ownership 
of real estate in the Territories and the District of Columbia to 
American citizens. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I now renew my motion that the 
Senate adjourn. 

The motion was a: to; and (at 5 o’clock and 23 minutes 

m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, March 27, 

896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


THURSDAY, March 26, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


JAMES DUKE. 


Mr. OTJEN. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
t consideration of the bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of James 


e. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to amend the naval record of James Duke, who en- 

in the United States Navy February 21, 1862, and served as a first-class 
fireman on board the Baron de Kalb and Maria Denning up to July 6, 1863, by 
parity the charge of desertion from the record and granting him an hon- 
orable arge, 

BEC. 2. r the correction of the naval record of the said James Duke 
as aforesaid the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to pay to the said Duke or his 1 representatives, out of any moneys in the 
1 otherwise appropriated, the pay and allowances of a first-class 
fireman the 2lst day of February, 10 t to the 6th day of July, 1863, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out section 2. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ee ae engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

o, an N 

On motion of Mr. OTJEN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, the following bills were taken from 
the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as follows: 

The bill (S. 2610) to amend an act entitled An act to prohibit the 
use of one-horse cars within the limits of the city of Washington 
after the ist day of January, 1893, and for other purposes,” ap- 
se July 29, 1892—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

um 


The bill (S. 1725) authorizing the Kansas City, Watkins and Gulf 
Railway Company to construct and maintain a bridge across Red 
River at the city of Alexandria, La.—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

The bill (S. 923) for the relief of Irving W. Stanton—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 1796) making an appropriation for a reconnoissance of 
the mouths of Yukon River, in 8 the Committee on Ap- 

riations. 
e bill (S. 314) for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow of Charles 
S. Tripler—to the Committee on Claims. 
CURRENCY COMMISSION, 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
have read the resolution which I send to the desk, and that it be 
ted in the RECORD and referred. 
The SPEAKER. The eee ee from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent to offer the following resolution, and that the same 
be printed in the RECORD and referred. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Whe in view of the present inadequate banking and c system, 
it is desirable thas — rr e 


partisan experts might be able to offer regarding needed 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate ee fe That the 
President is serant authorized to N nine citizens, eminent in trade, po 
litical economy, an 1 th the Comptroller of the Currency, as 
such —— and that the said commission be requested to report its con- 
clusions and recommendations to Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to printing the resolution 
in the Recorp? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
resolution will be referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 


SEWER ON PERMANENT RESERVATION AT HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 
2265) to provide for reimbursement of the expense of constructing 
a sewer upon the permanent reservation at Hot Springs, Ark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Albert B. Gaines, S. H. Stitt, and A. S. Gar- 
nett, of Hot S win. Pg S. W. Fordyce, of St. Louis, Mo., and Charles B. 
Platt, of the city ew York, out of any money under his control derived 
from leases of bath-house sites and from the sale of lots on the Hot Sprin 
Reservation, Ark., and available for the protection and improvement of said 
reservation, the sum of * in reimbursement of the amount actually ex- 
pended by said persons in the construction of a sewer upon the permanent 
reservation at Hot Springs, Ark. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. MEIKLEJOHN) was read, as follows: 


at the 9 of the beneficiaries therein named in 
pager 1886. It extends fora 


t. 
bath houses . leased by the Government, by which is created 
the fund applicable by law to the protection and improvement of the reserva- 
tion, and out of which it is to make payment for this sewer. 

At the time the sewer was laid the Government, under the direction of the 
8 of the Interior, had ee the improvement of the creek 
which runs through the principal s — of the city of Hot Springs by con- 
fining its waters between arched walls of masonry, affording an eine | 
of laying the sewer with the least excavation and consequently at the lowest 
cost. 

The plan under which the creek improvement was being done contemplated 
the emptying of the sewage of the city into the creek, a course which was 
universally condemned by the D of Hot Springs and competent en- 

rs as unsanitary and injurious to the healthfu of the city. A peti- 
on was addressed to the Department of the Interior, praying that the Rov: 
ernment would lay this sewer, to which the ent replied that it could 
not then be determined whether the fund a: ble for the work in progress 
would be sufficient to provide payment for this sewer; that the Department 
was prohibited from 9 tho Government in any contract in excess ot 
the amount available, but that if the citizens of Hot Springs thought it advis- 
able to take advantage of the opportunity before the ng was done alon 
the creek work to es the sewer, under the supervision of the superintenden 
of the reservation, there would be no objection interposed. 

The sewer was laid in pursuance of Rape eat, e SRA ERS EES 
defrayed by the beneficiaries named in the 

We submit herewith a copy of a report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
from which it appears that the ment is satisfied “that the laying of 
the sewer was a necessity and that Government was the principal bene- 
ficiary under the improvement,” and that the Department to allow 
a reasonable sum in reimbursement of the diture out of the Hot 
Springs Reservation fund, which was sufficient for the purpose,” but that, 
upon referring the matter to the Comptroller of the Treasury, that officer 
had decided that ee could not legally be mad 

The commi th: of the Interior 


ants. upon an opinion of the present superin- 
tendent of the reservation, to the effect that while the cost of the sewer, as 
evidenced by the vouchers in 1886 appears to be correct, the work could 
probably be done now at less expense. 

We find, however, that in forwarding to the Department the account and 
vouchers for this work October II. 1 the then superintendent of the res- 
ervation, Gen. Charles W. Field, under whose suppervision the sewer had 
been laid as required by the Department, stated that “the work . runga to 
have been done with as much economy as is consistent with durability and 
efficient service,” and, it may be added, he recommended that the 
ment assume the o p and control of it and 


for their outlay. 
In order to satisfy ourselves upon this point the committee have carefully 
ed the ers on file in the Interior De 


examined the or account and vou —.— 
ment. The principal items are for the sewer pipa (purchased directly from 
eee the city of St. Louis), freight thereon to Hot Springs, 
drayage, labor in laying the sewer, and other small items incidental to work 
of this character, all at prices which seem to be reasonable. 

We therefore report the bill favorably without amendment and recom- 
mend its passage. 


FEBRUARY 14, 1896. 


Sır: Your letter has been received, inclosing, with request for report 
thereon, House bill No. 2265 (Fifty-fourth Congress, first session), “to pro- 
vide for reimbursement of e of constructing a sewer upon the per- 
manent reservation at Hot Sp: my Ark.” 

In response thereto, I have the honor to state that on the lith of October, 
1886, the then superintendent of the Hot S Reservation transmitted to 
the Department, with favorable recommendation, the application of A. B. 
Gaines, of Hot Springs, Ark., for reimbursement to him of the sum of 
$1,421.18 as expenses incurred in the laying of a 10-inch vitrified earthen 
sewer pipe along the front of the ment reservation from Reserve ave- 
nue to Fountain stree 


t,a distance of 1,550 feet, together with the original 
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vouchers for material and pay rolls for the labor used in connection with the 


wor 

Under date of 21st of January, 1887, the t considered the appli- 

cation, and declined to authorize the payment of any portion of the account 
nted by Mr. Gaines, for the reason that there was no money belonging 
k the Hot . fund available fox such purpose. 

In August of 1895 Mr. Gaines renewed his application for reimbursement 
of the money expended in laying the sewer pipe in question. The Depart- 
ment, haying sa ed itself that the laying of this sewer was a necessity 
and that the Government was the 8 beneficiary under the improve- 
ment, advi the Comptroller of the Treasury, under date of August 20 
1895, of its desire to allow applicant a reasonable sum in reimbursement of 
the expenditure in the matter from the Hot Springs Reservation fund, which 
was then sufficient for the purpose, provided payment could be ə there- 
from. and requested his opinion as tothe propriety of the proposed allowance, 

Under date of September 18, 1895, the Acting Comptroller decided that the 
Derartment could not, under the law, reim| urse Mr. Gaines for the expense 
incurred in the laying o! the sewer in gues ion. 

The present superintendent of the Hot Springs Reservation, to whom the 
bill under corsideration was referred, reports that from a thorough inves- 
tigation it appears that the sewer was laid across the reservation front as a 
connecting link between the Hot Springs sswerage system, at that time being 
laid by the city both north and south of it, and thut it is now being exten- 
sively used by the Arlington Hotel, all the bath hauses on the permanent 
reservation, and the Army and Navy Hospital. The cost of the sewer, as 
evidenced by the vouchers, etc., in 1886, appears to be correct as to material 
and labor at that time, but, he adds, it seems to have been expensively con- 
structed, and rons the opinion that such a sewer could be laid now for 
from 50 to 65 cents per foot. 

Upon careful consideration of the matter, the Department is of the opinion 
that 60 cents a foot would be a reasonable sum to p for the laying of the 
sewer in question, and have to suggest that the bi amended by substi- 
tu g for $1,421.18 therein. 


In connection it is pr to add that the records of the Department 
fail to indicate that any of the beneficiaries specified in the bill, other than 
Mr. Gaines, have ever presented any claim for reimbursement for the ex- 
penditure in question 


There are transmitted herewith for your information ies of such papers 


8 = a and records of the Department as bear upon the subject-matter 
e clai 
Very respectfully, HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


Hon. Joun F. Lacey, 
Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, 
House of Representatives. 
Wines 55 Is there objection to the present consideration 
the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Reserving the right to object, I would like to know 
what became of the report of the Secretary of the Interior that is 
referred to in that report? 

Mr. LITTLE. It is set out in the report. 

Mr. LOUD. There is so much confusion that I did not hear it 


read, 
Mr. LITTLE. <A copy of the Secretary’s letter accompanies the 
rt. I will state to my friend that the situation in this matter 
is this: A few years ago the Government undertook to bridge in 
the Hot Springs Creek, which runs down the main street, dividing 
the east reservation from the west reservation on the main street 
of the city. The east side of the reservation is the Government’s 
ermanent reservation, upon which are situated the bath houses, 

e Arlington Hotel, and Army and Navy Hospital. While they 
were bridging in this creek it was “ig h necessary to lay a sewer 
along the reserve side of the creek. The city laid a sewer on the 
opposite side, and this was laid to connect the reservation with 

è sewerage system of the city. This was done under the super- 
vision of General Field, the superintendent of the reservation at 
that time. That could not be contracted for at that time, because 
the Government had no reservation funds on hand; but now there 
is ample e on hand of the reservation funds. This is not an 
appropriation by the Government, but the reimbursement of these 

tizens, who went down into their own pockets for the benefit of 
the Government and the ay 

Mr. LOUD. What does the Secretary recommend? 

Mr. LITTLE. He recommends the payment of $930; but the 
committee di withhim. Thecommittee haveexamined the 
vouchers and the receipts for the different items and had a detailed 
statement of the expense. The Secretary is of the opinion that it 
could now be done at less expense. General Field, the superin- 
tendent who supervised the work, stated: The work a to 
have been done with as much economy as consistent with dura- 
bility and efficient service.” And the committee recommend the 
reimbursement of the projectors for their outlay withont interest. 

Mr. LOUD. How is it that the Government did not take it up? 
Is not ot Shee work that the private citizens wanted to do? 

Mr. LITTLE. This was done by the citizens, but it was done 
under the supervision of Government officials there, because it 
‘was absolutely necessary, and solely for the direct benefit of the 
Government property. 

Mr. LOUD. t is, the Government did not stop them? 

Mr. LITTLE. The Government officials supervised the work. 

Mr. LOUD, I think that you had better accept the amount that 
the Secretary recommends, 

Mr. LITTLE. I think it onght to be the full amount of the cost 
aa rc by these good citizens. 

. LOUD. What is the amount? 

Mr. LITTLE. It amounts to $1,421, and it would come out of 

these reservation funds, It is for the construction of this sewer 


which connecied the east side reservation with all the bath houses, 
the national hospital, and the Arlington Hotel, which pays a 
heavy lease to the Government, and it is simply a reimbursement 
out of this fund derived from these leases. 

Mr. LOUD. I understand; but do you not think in a case of 
this character it is wise to confine ourselves to the Secretary's 


recommendation? 

Mr. LITTLE. Ithink not. I think it is best to follow the reo- 
ommendation of the committee and do right. The present su- 
perintendent reported that the sewer could be more cheaply 
constructed now than the figures at which it was originally con- 
structed, and the Secretary made his recommendation upon that 
report. One superintendent, the one who was superintendent at 
the time the sewer was constructed, the one who supervised the 
work, reported that it was done as economically as consistent with 
durability. The other reports that it can be done more cheaply 
now. 

He says this: The work appen to have been done with as much 
economy as is consistent with durability and eficient service,” and 
it may be added he recommended that “the Government assume 
the ownership and control of it and reimburse the projectors for 
their evant 6 

That is the statement of General Field, who was on the ground 
and at the time superintendent of the reservation. 

Mr. LOUD. Let us hear what the Secretary says. 

Mr. LITTLE. The Secretary says this: 

The present superintendent of the Hot Spri Reservation, to whom the 
bill under consideration was referred, reports t from a thorough investi- 
gation it 4 that the sewer was laid across the reservation front asa 
connecting link between the Hot S sewerage system, at that time being 
laid by the city both north and south of it, and that it is now being extensively 
used by the Arlington Hotel, all the bath houses on the permanent reserva- 
tion, and the Army and Navy Hospital. The cost of the sewer, as evidenced 
by the vouchers, etc., in 1886, appears to be correct as to material and labor 
at that time, but, he adds, itseems to have been na cy gees A constructed. and 
bl foe Por aes that such a sewer could be laid now for from 50 to 65 

Upon caretal consideration of the matter the Department is of the opinion 
that 60 cents a foot would be a reasonable sum to for the laying of the 
sewer in question, and have to suggest that the bill be amended by substi- 
tuting for $1,421.18 therein. 

Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman will accept $930 I shall not ob- 
ject to the consideration of the bill at this time. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Arkansas a question, After this money is paid who will 
own this sewer? 

Mr. LITTLE. The Government. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The bill does not so state. 

Mr. LITTLE. But the sewer is on the permanent reservation, 
and the courts have decided oftentimes that improvements of this 
character upon Government reservations belong to the Govern- 
ment. The sewer is away down inthe ground, and of course 
nobody could go and tear up the ground on the permanent reser- 
vation without the consent of the Government. The ent 
makes no point of that kind. I hope the gentleman will not object 
to this bill. These men have lain out of their money for more 
than eight years, and the Government has had the benefit of this 
sewer during all that time. They ask no interest, only the prin- 


ci 
r LOUD. If the gentleman will accept $930 I shall not ob- 


ject. 

Mr. LITTLE. Well, I suppose I shall have to accept it, though 
Ishall be very sorry to do so. Will the gentleman allow: us to 
take a vote on the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, as I understand this bill, it pro- 
poe DAY SOUE $500 more than the Secretary of the Interior 
recommen 

Mr. LITTLE. Les, sir; some $500 more. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the reason for paying more than the 


Secre recommends? 
Mr. LITTLE. Ihave explained that fully to my friend from 
California [Mr. Loup], but I suppose the gentleman from Maine 


did not hear the explanation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I did not hear the colloquy. 

Mr. LITTLE. The present superintendent of the reservation 
wrote a letter to the Secretary stating that it appears the sewer 
was expensively constructed and that it could now be constructed 
for a less sum per foot, but General Field, who was on the ground 
at the time, reported that it was built as reasonably as it could 
have been built at that time, and we have his statement to that 
effect. The vouchers for the outlay are on file, accounting for 
every cent of the money. The committee had those vouchers be- 
fore them, and after examining them fully, the committee decided 
that these men ought to have the amount that they expended in 
constructing the sewer. The Government has had the use of the 
sewer for more than eight years, and the reason it has not been 
paid for before is that until very recently there has been no sur- 
plus in the reservation fund. ; 
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Mr. DINGLEY. I think if we pay what the Secretary recom- 
mends that is all we ought to do. 
Mr. LITTLE. But the Government has had the use of the 


sewer during all this time. 

Mr. DINGLEY,. But it was built by private individuals for 
their own benefit. 

Mr. LITTLE. Not at all. There is not a private individual 
who can use it. It is on the permanent reservation. It is used 
by the hotels and the bath houses; but the Government is collect- 
ing rent for those houses, and no individual uses this sewer. 
There is no private establishment on that side of the avenue. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Have the committee unanimously recom- 
mended the 8 of an amount above that which is recom- 
mended by the De ent? 

Mr. LITTLE. Les, sir; they made the recommendation after 
full discussion. My friend from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] can explain 


that. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the theory of the Interior Depart- 
ment was that this was practically a purchase of the sewer at the 
present time, and that therefore we ought to give only what it 
would cost to construct it at this time 

Mr. LOUD. I think the gentleman misinterprets the . 
of the Secretary, if I can understand English. He says it would 
cost 40 cents per foot at this time, but he proposes to allow 60 


cents. 

Mr. LACEY. No; he says the cost would be from 50 to 65 
cents, and he strikes an average at 60 cents. : 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I think I shall have to insist upon 
my objection, unless the gentleman will accept $930. 

e SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, there was a misunderstanding 
between the gentleman and myself. I thought he was going to 
offer his proposition as an amendment and haye a vote upon it. 
But if he insists I shall have to accept the $930. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LOUD offered an amendment, as follows: 

i 8 ou- 
oe Ee sited Sad twenty onde End alee the words eightean cantan 
and insert the words nine hundred and thirty before the word dollars.“ 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
Sones 499 being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LITTLE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


GULF, COLORADO AND SANTA FE RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. FISCHER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7170) to grant the Gulf, Colorado and 
Santa Fe Railroad Company the right to acquire depot grounds at 
the town of Davis, Tishomingo County, Chic ation, Ind. T. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fe Railroad Com- 
pany, ting a railroad in the Indian 5 uire such ground 
te jx} 


as may be necessary for depot, sidings, and such other railway pur- 
as may be necessary at the town of Davis, in Tishomingo County. 
Chickasaw ‘ation, in the Indian Territory. But before 5 ol 
and u. such lands the r: company shall deposit with the 5 
the Chic. w Nation compensation in cash at the rate of $25 per acre: Pro- 
x tif tribe not be satisfied with the compensation herein 
rovided, the amount to be paid by said railroad ep vee to said tribe shall 
. in the same manner as is bed by section 2 of this act 


4 — respect to compensation to be paid individual occupants on any land so 


en. 

Sec. 2. That when the railroad seeks to establish the depot on the land of 
individual occupants, and where the matter can not be amicably settled be- 
tween the railroad company and said individual apenas the company may 
apply to the Secretary of the Interior, who shall thereupon appo t three 
dlanterested referees, who, before entering upon the duties of their appoint- 
ment, shall take and subscribe before competent authority an oath that they 
will 3 and im ney discharge the duties of their appointment, 

uly certified, be returned with their awards. In case the 
referees can not agree. then any two of them are authorized to make the 
award. Either party dissatisfied with the finding of the referees shall haye 
the right, within ninety days after the making of the award and notice of the 
to appeal by original ap wo tothe United States district court of the 
district in which said land is situated, where the case shall be tried de novo. 
When proceedings have been commenced in court the railroad company 
pay double the amount of the award into court to abide the judgment thereof, 
nd then have the right to enter upon the property sought to condemned 
and proceed with the construction of such depot, with the necessary tracks. 
Each of said referees shall receive for his services the sum of $+ per day for 
each day they are actually en: in the trial of any case submitted to them 
under this act, with mileage of 5 cents per mile. Witnesses shall receive the 
usual fees allowed by the courts of said nation, and all costs, including com- 
pensation of the erees, shall be made a part of the award and be paid by 
said company. z 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 1 

On motion of Mr. FISCHER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

SPECULATING IN CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. HENDRICK., Iask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6834) to prevent the pure of or speculating in claims against 
the Federal Goverunient by United States 2 5 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any United States 
marshal or deputy marshal, or any clerk or deputy clerk of any court of the 
United States or of any Territory thereof, or any United States attorney or 
assistant attorney, or any United States judge, or United States commis- 
sioner, or other person holding any office, Soperin or position of trust 
or profit under the Government of the Uni States to purchase, either di- 
rectly or indirectly, any witness fee or claim, or the fee or claim of any juror, 
or the fee or claim of any N marshal, or the fee or claim of any other 
person whatsoever against the United States Government. 

SEO. 2. That any person who shall be ty of a violation of the first sec- 
tion of this bill be liable to an indictment by the grand jury of the 
United States. and, upon conviction, shall be fined in any sum of not less than 
fifty nor more than five thousand dollars, and final judgment against the 


.| defendant shall ipso facto operate as a removal of the person convicted and 


render his office or position vacant. 
Sec. 3. That all laws or parts of laws in conflict with this bill are hereby 


repealed. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 


report. 

The report (by Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts) was read, as 
follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. et te 
to prevent the purchasing of or speculating in claims against the Fede 
Government by United States officers, recommend its passage. 

The main abuse against which this bill is aimed is the purchase by officers of 
the courts of witness fees at much less than their face value, and thereby not 
A e E A EAS 
litigation. There are many other canes where the present prasdcs. is mE 
Work Maaah are Goemand ty the committee CAENIA compares wick 
those where its operation would be beneficial. snr ata auch 

Mr. GROSVENOR. On account of confusion in the Hall I was 
unable to hear either the bill or the report. I hope the gentleman 
from Kentuc pi HENDRICK] will state the effect of the bill. 

The SPEA In the absence of objection, the gentleman 
from Kentucky will make an explanation, 

Mr. HENDRICK. Mr. Speaker, under the law as it now stands 
there is rea to prohibit speculation in claims against the 
United States Government by officers of the Government; and 
this privilege, which arises from a lack of wholesome legislation, 
has been very much abused. The Attorney-General called my 
attention to the defect in the existing law, and after I had drafted 
this bill I submitted it to his inspection. After examining it, he 
has recommended its passage. 

A few weeks ago my attention was called to a case in which one 
marshal had under his direction more than 200 deputies and bought 
up their claims at 50 cents on the dollar, and then put them in 
against the Government at 100 cents on the dollar. This man, 
although he went into office a very poor man and has held office 
only a short time, is now considered wealthy. He was formerly 
supposed to need the services of 200 deputies, but has now only 
12, as I am informed, and the work is done as efficiently as when 
he had 200. 

Anyone can see at a glance the door which is now wide open to 
dishonest officials who may wish to speculate in claims against the 
Government. This bill is intended to cut off that character of 
speculation, and to close the door to temptations and fraud. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Idisapprove some of the provisions of the 
bill, but I do not wish to kill it by my mere objection. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the bill is before 
the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, my objection to this bill is 
based particularly upon the penalty provided in the second sec- 
tion. I would not advise such a bill as this in any event. It is 
an attempt to make the Government a sort of guardian over 
the conduct of all its officers, It is a step in the direction of that 
patriarchal tendency of the times, the idea of which seems to be 
that the Government shall impose disabilities and restrictions 
upon two classes of citizens—one, officeholders of a certain kind; 
the other, persons who happen to have claims against the Govern- 
ment for fees. But my principal point against the bill is that it 
provides a punishment by degrading the official incumbent from 
office. I doubt the constitutionality of that provision. When a 
man holding official position is charged with having bought a 
claim for witness fees, I doubt whether he is not entitled to have 
that fact tried and ascertained before the forfeiture of his official 

ition. 
Lao HENDRICK. If the gentleman will notice closely thelan- 
guage of the bill, he will see that the removal from office is only 
to occur after the party has been indicted and convicted. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand that perfectly. But, sir, is 


it not a pretty serious business to inflict a penalty in this way? 
There may be a witness who has testified in a certain case and 
who has not money enough to go home on. We do not make our 
appropriations for these matters with such accuracy as always 
leaves money in the registry of the courts for the payment of such 
claims. Over and over again I have known cases in the courts of 
the country where there was no money to pay jurors or witnesses, 
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Now, suppose the case of a witness who, summoned by the com- 

ulsory power of the Government, spends all the money he has 
fi AA ie to the place where the court is held. Having, no 
money to return, he goes in his extremity to a Federal office- 
holder, who advances him, we will suppose, the entire amount of 
the fees and puts the certificate in his pocket. For thus doing, a 
judge of the United States court appointed for life, or a marshal, 
or a district attorney, would, under this bill, be degraded from 
office. For what reason? 

Mr. HENDRICK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
this question: If a United States marshal, for instance, does not 
wish to impose on the witness or to speculate on his necessities, 
the claim against the Government being perfectly good, can not 
the officer take out the money and hand it over to this witness? 
This bill merely prohibits the purchasing or speculating in such 
claims 


Mr. GROSVENOR., It is a broad, phil se proposition. 

Mr. HENDRICK. Let me ask the gentleman this fourth ques- 
tion: Does he not think the existing evil is greater than the one 
suggested by him? It is unders that in some cases hundreds 
of witnesses who know very little about the case in controversy 
are summoned before United States commissioners and courts for 
the simple purpose of enabling some officer of the court to buy up 
their claims or fees, and that such claims to the amount of hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars are purchased in that way and put 
in against the Government. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Never try to right a wrong by another 
wrong. Never try to right an irregularity of this character by 
using the power of the Government in a manner indescribably 
oppressive. The bill introduced here by the Committee on the 

udiciary, which is now a part of one of our annual appropria- 
tion bills, undertakes to remedy that evil; a very wise provision, 
and will go a long way toward accomplishing the desired end. 
It strikes at all of these attempts to pile up cases for the purpose 
of speculation. May I ask what committee this bill comes from? 

Mr. HENDRICK. From the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is said, Mr. S er, that the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary are the authors of this bill; but it is, I must 
say, a most astonishing piece of legislation—the most astonishing 
that I have ever seen in my life, If we are going to do this, if 
Congress is going to begin to undertake to control the contracting 
power of the citizens of this Government; if it is to discriminate 
against a man as to one class of claims and forbid him from sell- 
ing or purchasing them under any circumstances, it strikes me 
that we are entering upon a very broad field, one that is peculiar, 
as far as I am aware, averse to our system of government, and 
I doubt very much its le eer: 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out, in section 2 
of the bill, all after the word “ dollars,” in the fifth line, on the 
second page, down to the end of the section, the following words: 

n inst a defendant shall i facto rate as the 
Tenoa 3 ea and render his offize or position vacant. 

I moveto strike those words out, after dollars,” in the fifth line. 

Mr. HENDRICK. If the gentleman from Maine will permit 
me, I wish to say that as originally drafted this bill did not con- 
tain the words that he offers to strike out. But the words he 
pro now to strike from the bill were put on as an amend- 
ment at the suggestion of the Attorney-General, and the commit- 
tee considered them on his recommendation. Here is a letter 
from the Attorney-General which suggests the amendment, and 
the gentleman can read it if he desires to do so. f 

Mr. DIN GLEV. It seems to me that an officer who has been 
nominated by the President and confirmed by the Senate should 
scarcely be dealt with in this manner. It seems hardly desirable 
that, in the case of a person so appointed, who has been convicted 
of advancing money for or purchasing the claim of a witness in 
order that he may return home, that he shall be punished not only 
by fine and imprisonment, but ipso facto that it should vacate his 
3 It seems to me that it is going a little too far. 

Mr. HENDRICK. I think the gentleman will agree with me 
as a lawyer that if a party simply advances money to a witness 
or to another person it would not bea violation of the law. This 
provides for the punishment of persons who speculate in such 


I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that I have no pride or special in- 
terest in the bill, but if the gentleman will read the letter from 
the Attorney-General which I hold in my hand he will discover 
that the privilege to buy or speculate in these claims is very much 
abused. Now, if you will permit me I will send to the desk—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman will read the letter. It 
is a very severe punishment, it seems to me, and we would like to 
have all the information available upon the subject. 

Mr. HENDRICK. The Attorney-General in his letter uses this 


language: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 10, 1396. 
Sır: I have the honor to 5 soeps 5 letter of Febru- 
ary 8, 1896, inclosing bill H. 


me a copy of entitled “A bill to 


prevent the purchasing of or speculating in claims against the Federal Gov- 


ernment by United States officers.” 

So far as I know, the only law on the subject is Revised Statutes, section 
3477, which makes unlawful all transfers and assignments of soy claim upon 
the United States, etc., except under certain formalities for allowance and 
issuing of warrant. For some reason this law does not appear to have been 

y honored in the observance. 

As the evil at which your bill is aimed is widespread and — I think 
it should be passed, with some modifications. For instance, I ink the 
enumeration of officers in the first section is unnecessary, and unnecessary 
enumeration is always dangerous, raising, as it does, the risk of limitation of 
the general lan which follows to things of the same as those speci- 
fied under the application of the rule noscitura sociis. I would leave the 
enumeration of claims stand as it is, but would change the general clause at 
the end of the section so as to limit it to claims arising in any way out of the 
administration of justice, if, as I presume from the general tenor of your bill, 
it is that class of claims only at which you aim. 

I also suggest that in lines 5 and 6, second page, in lieu of the words “and 
shall in addition thereto be removed,“ you insert the words and final judg- 
ment shall ipso facto operate as a removal of the person convicted." 


Very respectfully, 
JUDSON HARMON, 
Attorney-General, 
Hon. JOHN K. HENDRICK, 
House of Representatives. 


The section of the statute referred to by the Attorney-General 
is as follows: 

Saxo. 3477. All transfers and assignments made of any claim upon the United 
States, or of any part or share théreof or interest therein, whether absolute 
or conditional, and whatever may be the consideration therefor, and all 
powers of attorney, orders, or other authorities for receiving payment of an 
such claim or of any part or share thereof, shall be absolutely null and voi 
unless they are freely made and execu in the presence of at least two 
attesting witnesses, r the allowance of such a claim, the ascertainment 
of the amount due,and the issuing of a warrant for the payment thereof, 
Such transfers, assignments, and powers of attorney must recite the war- 
rant for payment, and must be acknowledged by the person making them 
before an officer having authority to take acknowledgments of deste. and 
shall be certified by the officer, and it must appear by the certificate that the 
oflicer, at the time of the acknowl ent, read and fully explained the 
ge assignment, or warrant of attorney to the person acknowledging 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Does this bill provide the amendment 
suggested in the Attorney-General’s letter? 

.HENDRICK. Yes, sir; the bill is now drawn as suggested, 
and has been considered by the Judiciary Committee and so rec- 
ommended for adoption. 

Now, I wish to say to the gentleman from Maine that we have 
the same law in Kentucky, which has worked well there, and we 
were absolutely compelled to p such a law upon the statute 
books and cut off this abuse. understand the gentleman from 
Tennessee Mr. GIBSON] to say the same law prevails there. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It strikes me as legislation of a very extraor- 
dinary character, when it e not only to fine and imprison a 
man in a matter of this kind, who might under some circum- 
stances have an ample defense, but also to make the conviction an 
absolute vacation of an office where the officer has been nomi- 
nated by the President and confirmed by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. It struck me that it was going further 
than was n. to secure the remedy. Of course the power of 
removal is with the President at any time; but if the Committee 
on the Judiciary have carefully examined this matter and think 
that the evil is so serious that a penalty going to this extreme 
should be adopted, why, I do not desire to make any suggestion in 
the matter. It seems to me, however, to be very severe. 

Mr. HENDRICK. Did the gentleman hear my statement of a 
certain case 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, 1 can imagine that there might be an 
exceptional case which was very serious; but I can imagine that 
there would be a very large number of cases that would be of 
minor importance. I should think that a penalty of fine and im- 
prisonment would be sufficient. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion, If this is an evil, why not stop it by the exact process by 
which we prevent the speculation in all other classes of Govern- 
ment claims, to wit, simply putting a half dozen lines or less into 
the statute relating to these fees, saying they shall be paid by the 
proper officer to no person except the person to whom the certifi- 
cate is issued. In that way you have the whole matter under 
control without going into this sort of thing. 

Mr. HENDRICK. If the gentleman from Ohio will read the 
section referred to by the Attorney-General, section 3477, he will 
discover that we virtually have that law upon the statute books 
now; but the Attorney-General says it is more honored in the 
breach than in the observance. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That shows that we do not need any more 
5 for whenever you have got up to the maximum point 
where a law can beenforced and go beyond that maximum point, 
that is a time in a free country to stop legislation on that question. 

I should like to suggest another thing to the gentleman. This 
law,in my judgment,is wholly unconstitutional. It does not give 
to every citizen of the Statethe . protection of the law, which 
is the fundamental principle of the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution. Just at this time there is in this country a longline 
of cases, which have been decidedone way in the State of Indiana, 
but which have been decided the other way in Illinois, Missouri, 
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West Virginia, and thus far in Ohio. They go to the question of 
the power of the legislative department of the Governmentto say 
that a laborer upon a certain kind of work shall not contract to 
take his pay in checks or orders upon the store, while every other 


kind of laborer may sell his labor at any price he sees fit. That 
hiena of legislation has been denounced in Massachusetts and 
over the country, with the exception of one State. Now, here 
is an attempt in the same line. It is to say that I, holding a claim 
the Government for a bushel of wheat or a barrel of pork, 
may sell myclaim against the Governmentto whomsoever I please; 
but that if Isell my claim, just as honestly earned, for a fee as a 
witness, that the party who buys it, if he happens to be a Federal 
officer, shall be fined and degraded from his office, I say it is a 
lain innovation upon 5 of legislative power, and 
That is all I care about it. I have no interest in it, but 8 do 
ai want this House of Representatives to pass that kind o: 
on. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw myamendment. It 
ap that the Judiciary Committee have examined this matter 
and have reached the conclusion that the bill should remain in its 
present form. Therefore I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I renew the 
amendment. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, that we do not want to enter u this unusual and arbi- 
trary character of legislation without due consideration. I have 
the greatest respect and admiration for the distinguished lawyers 
who com our Committee on the Judiciary; but you will 
recollect that most of the bills that have been brought in during 
the present session by that committee have not been brought in 
in a judicial manner. We had the anti-Fitzsimmons-Maher bill. 
We had a bill brought in here, reported favorably but informally 
by the Committee on the Judiciary and passed in a few minutes, 
the purpose of the bill being to stop a prize fight. Was the prize 
fight stopped? We bill hastily and in my opinion im- 
properly, without due consideration. It was a bill to control 
8 fights throughout all the Territories and in the District of 

umbia. It was an important measure, and yet, as in the case 
of all special legislation, it did not achieve the end desired. The 
prize fight went on, and the Texas 
while 
exico 


Rangers drew off and looked on 
e parties crossed the border and conducted the fight in 


Mr. MAHON. But there was no fight in this country. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It does not matter whether 


wg hag in this ovo Birt not—— 

. MCEWAN. If we taken months to consider that law, 

would it have had any effect in deterring the prize fight from 
i lace in Mexico? 

Mr. ERSON. The House very kindly extended the time 
of the Judiciary Committee the other day. This bill was not 
called up by the committee to-day but by the gentleman who in- 
troduced it. Wedo not want to take up the time of the House 
with any bill which will provoke debate, and, with the consent and 
a en of the gentleman who called it up os HENDRICK], I will 

to withdraw the bill from the present consideration of the 


House. 
Pilon SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the bill will be with- 
wn. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BO I move that the House resolve itself into 
eee of ome Whole Houe on the 2 ss at Union for the 
of considering general appropriation 
x Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yield to me for the 
of making a report? 
. BOUTEL I withdraw that motion for a while. 


CHICKAMAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent to 
make a report from the Commission on the Dedication of the Chick- 
amauga and Chattanooga National Park. I ask that it be printed 
and rereferred to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio makes a report 
from the Commission on the Dedication of the Chickamauga and 
Chattanooga National Park, and asks that it be printed and re- 
committed. Without objection it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of eral appropriation bills. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. HOPKINS in the chair. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I call up the naval appro- 
priation bill, which was under consideration yesterday; but I 
‘would ask unanimous consent, before entering upon the next par- 


agraph, to make a verbal correction on 19, or modification at 
the top of page 19, under the head of Navy-yard, Brookl 
N.Y.” Weamended that paragraph yesterday so as to read: For 
quay wall dock No. 3, $60,000.” Is that in the text? 

e CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the text as it is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy- , Broo! N. Y.: x . 
= PR bik S son oon. Wing and quay-walls of dry dock No.3, to be 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Thatiscorrect. Now please proceed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For grading, paving, sidewalks, and sewers, $10,000; quay wall coal dock 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Right there I ask unanimous consent to 
amend, so as to make it read: “quay wall for coal dock,” and 
strike out 800 feet.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The correction will be made, if there is no 
objection. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And also to correct the footing, so it will 
read, instead of $75,000, $135,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. That correction will also be made unless 
there is objection. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understand yesterday wereached theclause 
for the increase of the Navy. The understanding was that at that 
pose the privilege of general debate was to be accorded to mem- 

of the committee and such other gentlemen as desired to offer 
remarks. I suppose the regular order would be to read the para- 
graph of authorization first and then amendments will be in order. 
Now I would like, before we begin, to a: as to the amount of 
time that shall be consumed in general debate. 

Mr. HANLY. Isug that we fix it at 5 o’clock. ' 

Mr. BOUTELLE. understood that the gentleman wanted 
about half an hour. 

Mr. HANLY. There are other gentlemen on the committee who 
wish to be heard, and there are gentlemen who are not on the 
committee who also desire to be heard. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I certainly desire to consume very little, if 
any, time. I understand the gentleman from Indiana desires to 
make some remarks. How long does the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia desire to pon 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I presumethatIcould get through 
in thirty or forty minutes, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What other gentlemen desire to be heard? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I would like to be heard for a few moments, 

Mr. FISCHER. I would like to inquire whether gentlemen who 
desire to offer amendments should offer them when debate on this 
section is closed or whether the amendment should come in now? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Amendments would be in order to the para- 
graph after the debate. I am trying to fix the time for general 

ebate. I sup gentlemen could offer their amendments and 
then speak to them. Gentlemen can refer to their amendments in 
debate and offer them afterwards. 

Mr. HULICK. As I understand, an amendment is to be offered 
to increase the number of battle ships. Why not let the amend- 
ments be introduced and let them be discussed, and the minor 
amendments, about which thereis no serious trouble, can be offered? 
Let them be taken up bytho parties who desire to introduce them 
and be disposed of in the order in which they are presented. I 
make that 5 esaae 

Mr. BOU' Does the gentleman desire to speak? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. For how long? 

Mr. HULICK, Not over an hour nor less than five minutes. 


[Laughter. 

Mr. LY. I renew my request. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does any other gentleman on the committee 
desire to take the floor? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I may wish to say something after debate 
has proceeded. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood that the gentleman desired to 
address the committee. For how long? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Possibly five or ten minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I see no reason why general debate ought to 
occupy more than two hours, 

That will be an 


Mr. HANLY. That will not be satisfactory. 
hour on a side; and that is not sufficient. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There is no question of an hour on a side, 
I do not know that anybody desires to take the other side. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask the chairman of the committee—I 
am not on his committee—as he is now seeking to limit general 
debate, the real debate, which is the five-minute debate, will still 
be in order? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. That is the real debate on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This simply, I would state to the House, is 
What is known as general debate, for the p e of what is des- 
ignated set speeches; and then we proceed with the reading of the 
bill. by sections under the five-minute rule, which continues until 
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Pea as erent oi Is there any other gentleman who desires 
7 
. HANLY. _I will agree to three hours instead of four. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not think there is any necessity for three 
hours of debate. 2 z 
Mr. HANLY. Iam not certain that so much time is desired. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, Isu that general debate 
be limited to three hours, an hour and a on a side, and if the 
whole of that time is not used we can close the general debate 
sooner and go on with the consideration of the bill under the five- 
minute rule. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate be closed at half past 3 o’clock. i 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, 
that the suggestion of the gentleman from New York . CUM- 
MIxNds] is a good one, to fix the limit of general debate at three 
hours, which need not all be used if emen do not desire. I 
resume if I were hard pressed I might talk four or five hours 
ughter], but I do not want to, and I presume I can tire every- 
ody here, as well as myself, in thirty minutes. Still, if we have 
plenty of time we shall all feel better, and I think discussion of 
this matter ought not to be closely limited. If we fix the time at 
three hours and we do not want to talk so long, it will not be 
wasted; it can be used for the consideration of the bill generally. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, my desire is to give gentle- 
men all the time they need, and I will now ask consent that the 
eral debate upon e air continue for three hours, if 
that length of time is desired, the time to be equally divided 
between those who favor the increase and those who oppose it. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I su to the - 
tleman from Maine that he allow the paragraph to be read, so that 
gentlemen who desire to offer amendments can do so. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I was about to suggest that the paragraph 
be read, but I suppose amendments will not be strictly in order 
until the close of the general debate. 

6 But let us know what the proposed amend- 
ments are. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to be informed by the 
chairman of the committee as to who is to control the time on the 
ective sides. 
. BOUTELLE. I should that the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs would control the time on one side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whois to control it on the other? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That I do not know. 

Mr. HANLY. I a ey to offer an amendment, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Indiana propose to 
offer an amendment, and I suppose he should control time on 
the other side. It is suggested that members are probably familiar 
with the text of the paragraph, having before them the printed 
bill, and I ask unanimous consent that it be considered as read. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HANLY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I should like to offer my 
amendment, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I see no objection to the gentleman offering 
his amendment at this time. 

Mr. HANLY. Mr. Chairman, then by consent of the House, 
Isend to the desk an amendment which I pro to offer to the 
paragraph which provides for the increase of the Navy. 

The amendment was read, as follows; 

trike out the word “fonr,” in line 2, after the word “contract,” 
„CF 

Mr. HANLY. Mr. Chairman, to that amendment I wish to 
speak. The effect of the amendment will be to increase the num- 
ber of new battle mag Ea four to six and to increase the appro- 
priation carried in this bill by something like a million ars, 
while providing for the making of contracts that would involve 
in the end ten million dollars. I offer this amendment with some 
hesitation because of the fact that the gentlemen on the commit- 
tee who belong to my political party were opposed to it there, and 
if this were a party question I say to you frankly that I am - 
san enough to have been found with my party. In what I shall 
say touching this amendment I shall seek to make no reflection 
upon the good faith, the labor, or the care of the chairman of the 

mmittee on Naval Affairs or of its members generally in con- 
sidering this measure in committee. I have a profound respect 
for the chairman because of his long experience as a member of 


the committee, and I look upon him, as the country does, as the | Fran 


founder and father of the new Navy, because in my judgment 
through his efforts, through his energy, through his patriotism 
and breadth of view upon this question we have obtained the start 
we have toward the construction of a new Navy. 


On the 14th of April, 1892, the House having under considera- | Fran 


tion the naval appropriation bill, the gentleman from Maine X 
BOUTELLE], then a member of the Naval Committee, 9 
made this appeal to the people of the West: 

I believe there are a few, incl ee ee ee en ok 
man!], who are sufficiently from the seaboard or who live high 
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enough up in the mountains to feel secure from bombardment, and who are 
sublimely philosophical in their to permit their fellow-citizens 
along the coast to shift for themselves in case of a foreign war. 

Again, on the 18th of April, when the same bill was being con- 
sidered, he said: 

To gentlemen from the West let me say, no matter how far you =, have 
gone to the interior, your footsteps toward the setting sun were followed 

yy the fostering care and protection of the patriotic people of the East; and 
no advance of civilization, no onward march of the pioneer was ever 
enough to outrun the fraternal care and the solicitous, patriotic interest 
with which the people of the seaboard and of the East have hel to 
make generous provision for everything that the nation could do for pro- 
motion of your prosperity and the protectionof your homes. 

Mr. Chairman, the people of the West heard that appeal, and 
their answer has been made by the retirement of the gentlemen 
from Indiana, who then misrepresented the people of that State 
and by sending 13 members here who are now a part and parcel 
of this body, and who, in my judgment, are patriotic enough to 
meet the gentleman from Maine upon this proposition. 

I live a thousand miles from the seashore. My people have no 
interest in this measure, nor have I, save that larger interest that 
takes in the welfare of the American Republic. ile we live a 
thousand miles from tide water, the bitter experiences of the last 
three years have taught us that the interests of this nation, while 
wonderfully diversified, are so closely interwoven that you can not 
affect one part of the country or one interest without affecting 
the whole. And viewing the condition of our seaboard ot 
counting the population of those cities and the untold wealth 
has accumulated in them—always in possession of a pride for the 
good name and strength and owa of the Republic—our 
are here now, through their Representatives on this floor, ready 
to vote for an appropriation that will create a navy sufficient to 
enforce our rights in every sea. 

I wish briefly to go into a comparison of the American Na 
with that of Great Britain. I understand fully that the needs 
the Republic, so far as a navy is concerned, will always be much 
less than those of an Empire like Great Britain; yet there should 
be kept up such a ratio of power as will insure respect for our 
rights whenever there is a controversy between us and the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain. 

The strength of our Navy can readily be computed. We ha 
all told, 15 armored vessels. Of these 5 are iron low free- 
coast-defense monitors, built in 1874 and 1875; 1 is a steel-armored 
battle ship; 3 are steel-armored cruisers; 1 is a steel seagoing battle 
ship 3 are coast-line battle ships; 1 is a steel harbor-defense ram, 
and 1 a steel low free-board coast-defense battle ship. Of single- 
turreted iron monitors we have 13; all builtin 1862. Be unarmored 
vessels we have 33. Of these 13 are protected cruisers, all built 
since 1883; 8 are unprotected cruisers; 1 a dispatch boat; 8 gun- 
boats of modern build; 8 are torpedo boats, 2 of which are steel, 
1 for naval cadets, and 1 dynamite cruiser. 

Of modern steam vessels we have 22, of which only 6 are iron, 
and none of which are of modern construction. Wehave6 wooden 
sailing vessels, all built prior to 1862. We have, all told, about 25 
ships capable of meeting the battle ships of any other nation of 
the first power, and of these but 9 are steel armored. The others 
are protected cruisers, possessed of tspeed, hutnot constructed 


for engaging heavily armored ba spe 

Great Britain has, or will have when the authorized ships are 
completed, 60 armored battle ships to our 8; 11 coast-defense ves- 
sels to our 20; 29 armored cruisers to our 2. She has 74 unar- 
mored protected cruisers to our 13. She has 92 unarmored cruis- 
ers to our 20. She has 16 unarmored gun vessels to our 17. She 
has 34 unarmored torpedo vessels to our 1, and she has 251 torpedo 
boats to our 9. 
: Nevie Senator PROCTOR in the Senate on the 27th of February 

If England were to send over such a naval force as she conld spare, she 
would have her own way. She could probably take the whole Navy. Byput- 
ting all our vessels behind Sandy Hook, we could probably make 5 — 
ofa fight for that place; but — — her from taking the whole 
Coas 

That is a comparison of the naval power of Great Britain with 
that of the United States. I hold in my hand a statement of the 
appropriations made by Great Britain, e, Germany, Russia, 


to prevent 


and Italy during the year 1895-96 for the maintenance and increase 
of their navies: 
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For the financial year 1894-95: 
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Last February, when Parliament convened, in the 
Britain’s already stupendous power at sea, in the face 
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that year after year she had been making great improvements in 


her naval vessels and in their armament, the Queen said to the 


English Parliament: 


The extension and improvement of the naval defenses of the Empire are 
the most important subjects to which your efforts can be directed and will 
doubtless occupy your most earnest attention. 

What has been the answer of the British Parliament to this 
appeal? Right Hon. George Goschen, first lord of the Admiralty, 
bronght in a naval programme that involved the appropriation 
of $120,000,000 for the increase of the navy during this year. 
That is the amount asked, and an overwhelming majority of the 
English Parliament is ready to indorse that programme. In re- 
sponse to public sentiment Parliament must n sanction it. 

.C . Iwill say to my friend that the bill carry- 
ia a that prostate has already passed the House of Commons. 
. HANLY. So I understand—by a majority of 264, if I re- 
member correctly. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. You are right. 

Mr. HANLY. Within the last eight years Parliament has pro- 
vided for the construction of 23 armored battle ships of the first 
class, besides a large number of cruisers and to o boats. The 
naval bill this year calls for the construction of 5 more battle 
ships, 13 cruisers, and 28 destroyers, that being the name applied 
to large seagoing torpedo craft. 

Since 1883, the year in which the reconstruction of the Ameri- 
can Navy began, we have mded for the increase of the Navy, 
including all of the ships authorized or in process of construction 
up to this time, $110,371,710.10. In thirteen years we have apio 

iated less money for the construction of our Navy than the Eng- 
have appropriated for this single year. England expen 
almostas much annually as we have expended in allof that period. 
To-day our Navy ranks as the sixth among the navies of the world; 
and, or to me itisa deeply humiliating idea that our coast 
may be plundered at any time by a power like Holland, Spain, or 
even Chile. Six millions of our countrymen and untold millions 
of property value are at the mercy of any second-class power; and 
we are absolutely helpless to check an offensive movement or to 

icipate in an aggressive one. We are helpless alike for ag- 
gression or defense. 

In keeping with this line of thought I wish to call the attention 
of the committee to the decadence of American power, as illus- 
trated by our merchant marine. The chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs truthfully said on yesterday that our commerce 
always followed our flag; and, my friends, as the flag has departed 
from the high seas, so American commerce has disappeared. Let 
me giva ro some data on that question. 

In 1894 there were 17,060 American sailing merchant vessels and 
6,526 steam merchant vessels, making a total of 23,586 in all. 
That year the value of our carrying trade—the amount of our im- 
ports alone—was $625,371,527. Of this amount, $121,561,193 was 
carried in American ships and $503,810,334 was carried in foreign 
vessels. In other words, 19 per cent of the imports of that year 
was carried by American vessels and 80 per cent by foreign ships. 
Why, gentlemen, even in 1850 we controlled 63 per cent of our 
foreign trade—that is, of our imports. 

In 1884 we exported $842,000,000 worth of merchandise; $73,- 
707,028, or 8 per cent, of this was carried in American ships and 
$769,212,122, or 91.3 per cent, was carried in foreign vessels, and 
though our total carrying trade amounted to $1,468,290,672 for the 
year 1894, Americans carried in American ships but $195,268,216, 
or 13.3 per cent, while foreign vessels carried $1,273,022,456, or 
86.7 per cent. $ £ 

To my mind, Mr. Chairman, it is high time that the American 

le were waking up to the importance of the declaration made 
byt e chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs on yesterday, 
that commerce must, in the very nature of things, follow the flag. 

Another consideration showing the need of the Navy. Ispoke of 
the t coast line of the United Statesa moment ago. I find that 
we have an Atlantic coast line of 6,000 miles; that we have a 
Gulf coast line of 3,000 miles, a Pacific coast line of 2,000 miles, 
an Alaskan coast line, including the bays and inland waters of 
Alaska, of 8,000 miles, and an Arctic coast line of 2,000 miles, or 
in all 22,000 miles of coast line, with but six battle ships to pro- 
tect it. We have a lake area in the United States navigable for 
large vessels of 98,000 square miles to protect. We have sea- 
board cities, 11 in number, that have 4,000,000 of population and 
untold millions of wealth. In my judgment, with the Navy that 
we now have, that population and that accumulation of wealth is 
at the absolute mero of any second-class naval power in the 
world. I know it will cost something to build ships, but it will 
cost infinitely more some day to repair the ruin wrought by our 
neglect to reenforce our Navy so that we may have a line of bat- 
tle, as the chairman of the committee said on yesterday, beyond 
the headlands to protect the people and the property of our sea- 


Mr. Chairman, have been convinced and am convinced 


I for one, 


that it is time the American people should formulate and enter 
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upon a distinctive national policy. Practically we have had none 


on this subject. I remember,I think, on every occasion in the 
House since I have been a member—only a short time it is true, 
yet many things have occurred of national importance in that 
short time—that every time that anyone has risen here to speak 
of an aggressive policy on the part of the American Republic some 
one has turned and pointed with reverential finger to the advice 
and counsel of Washi n, in his Farewell Address, made in the 
infancy of the Republic with reference to the subject of the 
increase of the American Navy. I wish to briefly advert to that 
advice. The message contained these words: 


The great rule of conduct for us in to foreign nations is, in extend- 
ing our commercial relations, to have with them as little political connection 
as possible. So far as we have already formed engagements, let them be ful- 
filled with perfect good faith. 

Euro eee bs t of primary in 

urope a set of p terests which to us have none or a ve 
remote relation. Hence she must be engaged in frequent controversies, the 
causes of which are essentially foreign to our concerns. 
cint tien in tha cetinaey vigeedtnilen of ee pritiion or tse britney DEDIN 
i es eor: vi es of her politics, or ordi com 

tions and 9 friendships or enmities. 

Our detached and distant situation invites and enables us to pursue a dif- 
ferentcourse. * * + 

Why forego the advantages of so peculiar a situation? Why quit our own 
to stand on foreign ground? Why, by interweaving our destiny with that of 
any part of Europe, entangle our peace and prosperity in the toils of Euro- 
pean ambition, rivalship, interest. humor, or caprice? * è + 
It is our true policy to stoer clear of permanent ulliances with any portion 
of the foreign world, so far, I mean, as we are now at liberty to do it, for let 
me not be understood as capable of patronizing infidelity to existing eng: 
ments. I hold the maxim no less applicable to public than to private affairs, 
that honesty is the best policy. I repeat, therefore. let those engagements be 
observed in their genuine sense. 
would be unwise to extend them. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, mark the basis upon which that opinion 
was rendered. 


The inducements of interest for observing that conduct will best be referred 
to your reflections and experience. With me a predominant motive has 
been to endeayor to gain time to our country to settle and mature its yet re- 
cent institutions, and to A eon without interruption to that degree of 
strength and constancy which itis necessary to give it, humanly speaking, the 
command of its own fortune. 

That advice was rendered at a time when there were but 4,000,- 
000 people in these United States. It was given at a time when 
there were but a few billions of eh Si in the United States, at 
a time when we were in our swaddling clothes, occupying a nar- 
row fringe of territory along the seaboard. To-day we have a 
population of 70,000,000 people; we have wealth aggregating sev- 
enty thousand millions of dollars; we have spread across the con- 
tinent until the waters of the two seas wash the feet of great cities 
that belong to us. I say that that advice has ceased to be appli- 
cable to this country. 


New occasions teach new duties; time makes ancient good uncouth; 
They must upward still, and onward, who would keep abreast of Truth. 


f; ut, in my opinion, it is unnecessary and 


Lo! before us gleam her a we ourselves must pilgrims be, 
Launch our Mayflower, and steer boldly through the desperate winter sea; 
Nor tempt the Future's portal with the Past's blood - rusted key. 


New duties, new conditions, confront the people of this Repub- 
lic now, and it is time, in my judgment, that we entered upon a 
distinctively national policy. [Applause.] I know that the gen- 
eration which fought to a conclusion the great war, both North and 
South, were satiated with blood. I know that they had enough, 
and they turned gladly from the turmoil of war to the peaceful 
avocations of life. Thirty years of peace, thirty years of accumu- 
lation of wealth and of material power, have lessened somewhat 
the national feeling that existed at that time. We have become 
a peaceful, gain-loving people. We must remember, however, 
that a peaceful, gain-loving people are never farsighted; that such 
a people usually sleep until golden opportunities have passed by, 
until destiny has turned her back to them, and they are left to 
take what surrounding nations are willing to concede. Without 
the sea Holland died, France languished, Spain sunk to the rank 
of a second-class power, and Carthagena became a province of 
Rome. As a nation we seem to have been entirely engrossed in 
our domestic affairs, absorbed in making money. Content in sim- 
ply growing rich, we have apparently lost sight of every outside 
interest and have sat by unconcerned while foreign nations have 
eagerly sought and obtained points of vantage about us on 
every land. viewed either from a commercial or military stand- 


int. 

P mncland and her dependencies on the north of us have completed 
on Canadian soil a waterway to the sea. Subsidized by the Gov- 
ernment, a great railway connects the two oceans, while English 
forts and English coaling stations surround us on every side 
located always at points most advantageous for commercial and 
military se e Arrogant and nk she has held up the 
little Republic of Nicaragua and at the point of the bayonet com- 
8 that Republic to pay such damages as she (England) has 

eemed right, We have watched her as year by year she en- 


croached upon Venezuela, until to-day she possesses Venezuelan 
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soil to the extent of 40,000 square miles, an area greater than the 
State which I in part represent. To all this for thirty years the 
American people have been as oblivious as though these aggres- 
sions affected only the inhabitants of Mars instead of being fraught 
as they are with far-reaching and lasting import to ourselves. 

Until recently the Monroe doctrine has been a dead letter. 
Islands lying in the heart of the Pacific, the controlling point in 
the commerce of that great ocean, have been tendered us of the 
free will of those in control and we have rejected them. Unmind- 
ful of future commercial progress, we have even refused a small 
appropriation for the construction of a cable to those islands. 
Given the opportunity to construct and control the Nicaragua 
Canal, we haggle and cavil about the cost as though it were a mat- 
ter to be measured by a Congressional appropriation. With 
wealth ever accumulating we hesitate to construct deep water- 
ways connecting the Great Lakes with the sea on the east or the 
Gulf on the south; and in this we deliberately, for a few paltry 
dollars, break faith with our own posterity, turn our backs on our 
ownfuture. Weare told thatthe cost of this will be too great; that 
the cost of all this will imperil a few doubtful Congressional dis- 
tricts in the approaching elections, 

It has been dinned into my ear constantly in the committee room 
and out of it, Mr. Chairman, on every hand, that we ought not to 
make this appropriation because our Democratic friends would 
not make one when they were in power. Looking back over the 
debates, I find that the Democratic party, as arule, has been enthu- 
siastically in favor of appropriations for the Navy when they 
were out of power and not responsible, and I find that the Repub- 
lican party has largely pursued the same policy. Why, sir, the 
chairman of this committee, speaking in a Democratic Congress, 
urged an appropriation for 10 war ships. Why not now? Why 
notnow, when clothed with power and authority? Lethim answer 
it. I do not for myself favor that kind of politics. Iam heartil 
sick of it all, and so are the people of these United States. It 
seems— 

of virtuous politics is past, 
8 deep in that of cold Tetonas. ; 


Patriots have become too shrewd to be sincere, 
And we need not be surprised if the people are too wise to trust us. 


As for myself, I propose to vote while a Representative in this 
Chamber for that which will best conserve the interests of this 
entire nation; and if that vote does not suit my people, then they 
have their remedy and it is complete. They may retire me to pri- 
vate life. But, my friends, in my judgment the Nicaragua Canal 
will be built; the narrow strip of 200 miles that has for so many 
years kept apart the affectionate waters of the two oceans will not 
continue to be a barrier to the genius and the energy of the 
twentieth century. We will find a way across the Isthmus or we 
will make it, regardless of its cost. [Loud applause.] If we are 
to continue to control this continent; if we are to remain domi- 
nant on this hemisphere, there must be a revival of nationalism; 
we must resist foreign aggressions and embrace every opportunity 
for the extension of American commerce and American influence 
and power. In my mind, a nation no more than an individual 
can afford to trifle with its destiny. 


Once to every man and nation comes the moment to decide, 

In the strife with Truth and Falsehood, for the good or evil side; 

Some great cause, God's new Messiah, offering each the bloom or blight, 
Parts the goats upon the left hand, and the sheep upon the right; 

And the choice goes by forever ‘twixt that darkness and that tight. 


[oppaana] < 

e find that the American people are already assuming this 

condition. You will find evidence of it here. You found evi- 

dence of it, gentlemen, when Mr. Cleveland for the second time in 

his eight years incumbency, of the Presidency so far forgot his 
litical convictions as to become President of the whole people. 
hat was indicated when he sent to this House this message: 


The course to be pursued by this Government, in view of the present con- 
dition, does not appear to admit of serious doubt. Having labored faithfull 
for many years to induce Great Britain to submit this dispute to imparti 
arbitration, and having been now finally apprised of her refusal to do so, noth- 
ing remains but to accept the situation, to recognize its plain requirements, 
and deal with it accordingly. Great Britain’s present pro; tion has never 
thus far been regarded as admissible by Venezuela, though any adjustment 
of the boundary which that country may deem for her advantage and ma 
5 of her own free will can not of course be objected to by the Uni 

Assuming, however, that the attitude of Venezuela will remain unchanged, 
the dispute has reached such a a as to make it now incumbent upon the 
United States to take measures to determine with sufficient certainty for its 
justification what is the true divisional line between the Republic of Vene- 
zuela and British Guiana. * * * 

In ing these recommendations I am fully alive to the responsibility 
incurred and keenly realize all the consequences that may follow. 

Tam, nevertheless, firm in my conviction that while it is a grievous thing 
to contemplate the two great English-speaking peoples of the world as bein, 
otherwise than friendly competitors in the onward march of civilization an: 
strenuous and worthy rivals in all the arts of peace, there is no calamity 
which a great nation can invite which equals t which follows a supine 


submission to wrong and injustice and the consequent loss of national self- 
pce pod and honor, eath which are shielded and defended a people's safety 
greatness. 


I remember the scene when that challenge was sent to England. 
I remember the scene in this Hall when party lines were blotted 
out; when politicians hushed their cavil; when party rancors 


seemed cold, and when the members of this House as one 
man to indorse that message of a President of the United States. 
Now, I say to you, my friends, you ought to again rise above party 
politics; you ought to again rise above a doubtful district and be 
patriots when you vote for this appropriation. 

Following that came the Armenian resolutions, which I will 
send to the desk and ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it resolved, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to 
communicate with the Governments signatory to the treaty of Berlin the 
profound regret of the American people and their Government that the en- 
gagements made in that convention for the security of the Armenian Chris- 
tians have not been performed: and 

Be it further resolved, That the Government of the United States expresses 
its, s. poy for the Armenian people and its hope that the Government of 
the Sultan will at once extend to them full and 5 8 aE protection for the 
preservation of life, the security of property, and the free exercise of religion. 


Mr. HANLY. Following that challenge tothe Rone of Europe 
came one that I now send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), Thatin the 
opinion of Congress a state of public war exists in Cuba, the es to which 
are entitled to belligerent rights, and the United States should observe a 
strict neutrality between the gerents. 

Resolved, That Congress deplores the destruction of life and property 
caused by the war now raging in that island, and believing that the only per- 
manent solution of the contest equally in the interest of Spain, the people of 
Cuba, and other nations would be in the establishment of a government by 
the choice of the people of Cuba, it is the sense of Congress that the Govern- 
. = i United States should use its good offices and friendly Influence 

end. 

Resolved, That the United States has not intervened in struggles between 
any Euro Governments and their colonies on this continent; but from 
the very close relations between the ple of the United States and those 
of Cuba in consequence of its proximity and the extent of the commerce be- 
tween the two peoples, the poemon war is entailing such losses upon the 
people of the United States that Congress is of the opinion that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should be prepared to protect the legitimate in- 
terests of Americans by intervention if necessary. 


Mr. HANLY. Mr. Chairman, this House has been in session 
since the 2d day of December, and in that short time these three 
challenges have been sent from this Chamber to foreign powers; 
rightly so, I concede. I voted for them; did it gladly and proudly; 
but in the face of that attitude we ought not now to be parsimo- 
nious when it comes to putting the people of the United States on 
such a naval footing, if I may use the word, as will enable them 
to meet the answer to be made by these foreign powers. It has 
been urged, Mr. Chairman, that we can not construct these bat- 
tle ships any sooner by appropriating for them now than we can 
if we appropnae for four now and two at the next Congress. 
Two at the next Congress! If we needethem, why not vote for 
them now? It will not save the Government a do by putting 
it off. You may juggle the people, but I doubt it. If you think 
you can continue to do so, very well; but you only deceive your- 
selves, as the gentlemen on the Democratic side of the Chamber 
have learned. 

In answer to that criticism, I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
to have read the following correspondence between myself and 
the Secretary of the Navy and two of the armor plants of this 
country. Lask the Clerk to omit so much as refers to the docks, 
and that he read all the rest. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 9, 1896. 


Sin: In reply to your letter of inquiry, n certain questions re- 
rding the ability to furnish armor in connection with pro: shipbuild- 


I bave the honor to reply as follows: 
If this Congress should authorize 6 battle ships instead of a lesser num- 
ber, and in addition to the 2 already authorized. making 8 in all, and their 
building should be commenced immediately, the two armor plants at present 
in the United States would be able to keep pace with the work of construc- 
tion and furnish armor as fast as needed. 

2. The prenont capacity of the two armor plants on limited orders is 300 
tons per month or 7,200 tons annually for both establishments. On this 
basis all the armor required for 6 battle ships could be furnished in twenty- 
eight months, With large orders for armor, especially in the case of armor 
fora number of ships of the same general type. where a great many plates of 
the same shape and dimensions wonid be required, and which could he car- 
ried along together through the various processes of manufacture, it is es- 
timated that the output for each establishment would be increased to 400 
to r month, and on this latter basis the armor for 6 battle ships would 
be finished in twenty-one months. It will be seen. therefore, that there is no 
reason to fear delay in the completion of battle ships on account of nondeliy- 
ery of their armor. The amount of armor required for 1 battle ship is 2,800 


n 


tons. 
3. The present contracts for armor were made as follows: 


June 1, 1887, Bethlehem Iron Comdan ences 
November 20, 1500, Carnegie Steel Company 
February 28, 1893, Carnegie Steel Company 


March 1, 1893, Bethlehem Iron Company —— 8,580 


Deliveries commenced in August, 1891, 138 tons being delivered in that year, 
since which time there has been a gradual but large increase in the output, 
due to eng and increase in facilitise, until each establishment is now 

ver at least 300 tons per month. During the month of February 
the 3 55 Steel oompany delivered over 70 tons. 

4. The Department is not in possession of the details as to the contracts 
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made between the Russian Government and the armor manufacturers 
It is understood, however, that the quantity of armor is small and 


in this 


country. 

that the work is already well advanced, so that those contracts can not in an 
way caer the completion of armor which may be ordered the Uni 
States. It Is also understood that these contracts were ente: into by the 
company because the amount of work furnished by this Government was not 
sufficient to keep the plantsin operation, their capacity being far beyond that 
of the present demands upon them. 

5. The guns and mounts required for the 6 battle ships could be completed 
in ample time to be installed before the actual completion of the shi 
Twenty-four 13-inch guns, 24 8-inch guns, and 81 5-inch with mounts for 
all, would be uired, and all these could be furnished at the naval gun fac- 

within the e required to 5 the ships, considering also all work 
to be done for vessels already authorized. 

Contracts have already been made with two companies, the Bethlehem and 
the Midvale, for the manufacture of the S-inch and 13-inch gun forgings for 
battle ships Nos. 5 and 6. The deliveries for all the 5-inch forgings of these 2 
ships will competes on the 17th instant. 

additional 


occasioned by the backwarduess in furnishin 


that an effort has been made to satisfy the taneous demands for 
armor for 15 ships, whose authorization by Congress covered a period of ten 
years, and that this has been practically ene, oti in a little over four 
peers, evens while the plants were being erected and labor trained for this work. 
e difficulties attending the manufacture of armor in this country have 
been many, and the plants have slowly but surely attained their full capacity. 
so that former delays would be no criterion of their present mA e a 
ability to furnish armor as fast as uired. The mater! 5 one 
with which no previous experience 5 ; 
the fact that the dimensions and weight of the heaviest plates exceeded con- 
siderably those manufactured for any other navy in the world, a process 
surrounded by difficulties pronounced insurmountable by many of the most 
prominent engineers in and other countries has been successfully devel- 
oped and applied. With the present enl experience and improved 
facilities at each of the armor blishments either of them can manufacture 
the 7 5 for a battle ship in about one-third the time required to build the 


itself. 

„The Department incloses herewith copy of a letter just received from 
the Bethlenem fron Company, from which it will be seen that in the forego- 
ing statement the rtment has unde ted the quantity of armor and 

steel which that firm would undertake to deliver under a penalty for 

ys. The Department has not as yet received any advices from the 
n Steel Company, but there is no doubt that company would also under- 
to deliver an equal quantity of material subject to a penalty for delays. 


H) H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 
Hon. J. FRANK HANLY, 
Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives. 


THe BETHLEHEM IRON COMPANY, 
South Bethlehem, Pa., March 9, 1896. 
STR: 9 your letter of the 7th the output of armor and 
gun forgings w ich we would be able to tee in case several ships were 
appropriated for, we beg to report as follows: 
e could mannfacture and deliver about 400 tons a month of such armor 


plate as we are now under contract to deliver without ent of our 
plant as at present erected or completing, and, by the of a few 
more machine tools, could 500 tons or more. o tools in ae we could 

gning acon- 


in three or four months, which would be as soon 
Trach an we would have work for them. 


As gun forgings, we are prepared to undertake to deliver 5 sets of 
13-inch gun forgings within six months from date of contract and at the rate 
of 12 sets per annum thereafter. We would undertake at the same time to 


deliver sets of 8-inch gun forgings at the same rates as above, and sets of 
B- inch gun for; at the rate of 12 sets in the first six months and 20 sets in 
each mon ereafter. These three of delivery are intended to 


run at the same time. The above we could do with our present plant, and the 
3 5 50 56-inch sets we could deliver in a little less than 
m mon 
the larger number of guns indicated by you were called for, namely, 
those for additional ships, being, with those now on hand, double the num- 
eee ore. we could, by procuring a few more machine tools, make deliveries 
as follows: 

A first set of 13-inch gun forgings in ninety days, and tho remainder at the 
rate of one set in every twenty days; sets of S-inch gun fo; gs at identical 
rates; and a first set of 5-inch forgings in sixty days, and remainder at 
the rate of one set in every seven days. 

We should be ready to enter into contract with the Government to deliver 
under penalties at the above rates. 

ours, truly, THE BETHLEHEM Inox COMPANY, 
By ROBERT A. 


SAYRE, Vice-President. 
Curer or BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, 
Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 


THE BETHLEHEM IRON COMPANY, 
South Bethlehem, Pa., March 10, 1898. 


My DEAR Sin: Our president, Mr. Linderman, to whom your letter of 
March 6 was addressed, is absent in Europe, and I am requested by our vice- 
president to say, in reply opu letter, that with onr present plant we can 
manufacture and deliver tons of armor plate a month, and if larger 
uired, in the event ‘of large 
elivery could be in 
This for the reason that our casting and forging de- 


more plates than we have ever had orders for, an 
necessary to increase the number of machine tools, which we can always do 
upon receipt of an order, and receive the tools before the armor plates in the 
course of manufacture are sufficiently far advanced to require tools. 


3 J. F. MEIGS, Engineer of Ordnance. 
Hon. J. FRANK HANLY, wee 


WW aa 


‘armor plate that would be . for eight ba 
i 


THE CARNEGIE STEEL Company, LIMITED, 
Pittsburg, Pa., March 12, 1896. 
DEAR SIR: In reply to — inquiry of 6th instant, would say: 
The present American factories are a, equipped to turn out the 


tle ships as rapidly as the 
F t plant is estimated at from 4,000 to 6. 000 t 
0 2 pe our presen’ imated a 0 ons per 
annum, depending nom the character of the orders and based on the * 
tion that orders wo be placed in such manner that all parts of our plant 
could be operated continuously to their maximum capacity. We have been 
558 ditions to our armor plant whenever it was found necessary to do 
so for the prompt execution of orders. > 
additional battle ships are authorized, we are willing to bind ourselves 
to manufacture and deliver 8 of the armor as may be ordered of 
us as rapidly as it will be requi: in. the construction of the 3. 
We have practically finished all of our armor orders for the United States 
Government, as only about 100 tons yet remain to be shipped. 
Very respectfully, 
THE CARNEGIE STEEL Company, LIMITED, 
By L. C. PHIPPS, Vice-President. 
Hon, J. FRANK HANG 


Y. 
Committee on Naval Afairs, 
House of Representatives, United States, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. HANLY. I ask that the further reading be omitted, 
sa that the remainder of the correspondence be inserted in the 

ECORD, 

The correspondence I have just submitted to the House is by 
the Secretary of the Navy and by the management of the two 
great armor-producing factories in the United States, and there 
can be no question made, after reading the statements there, but 
that the armor can be produced as rapidly as required to construct 
these ships. I submit that they can be constructed more cheaply, 
comparatively, if they are all constructed now, if the contract is 
let at one time, and if these great shipbuilding concerns of the 
2 have an opportunity to bid upon six ships instead of 

our. 

It has been urged, Mr. Chairman, against this amendment, that 
the Tr of the United States is now empty. I say to my 
Republican friends with that we have nothing todo. We are not 
responsible for the deficit inthe Federal Treasury. When we laid 
down the reins of Government we left laws upon the statute books 
that were supplying a sufficient revenue to defray the e of 
the nation, and with that objection we have nothing to do. There 
is a further answer to it also. This nation, in my judgment, is 
on the eve of a return to the protection of McKinley and the reci- 


procity of James G. Blaine [applause], and when that is accom- 
plished there will be revenue sufficient to meet every demand 


made upon the Federal Treasury. That will happen, in my judg- 
ment, before the last hammer stroke is made upon the Tea 207 
which you are now asked to vote an appropriation. Before the 
last dollar is appropriated for those vessels this nation will again 
be standing on the purple heights of . 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion let me op hd the American 
people will awaken to the present conditions that surround them; 
that we will construct the Nicaragua Canal, and that we will put 
a fleet Prana by upon the waters of the Caribbean Sea and in the 
Gulf of Mexico that will secure to us the control of that great 
ocean highway when we once have builded it. When that canal 
is built it will becomes great highway of commerce. The nations 
of 1 will be brought to our very shores. Then complica- 
pe W arise, Then, sir, we will indeed face a crisis in our 

airs. 

Sir, the nation that has taken from France and Holland and 
Germany the control of the English Channel; that has wrested 
from the Spanish people the embattled crest of Gibraltar and held 
it fora century and a half against the oft-repeated efforts of France 
and Spain toregain it; the nation that wrested from the grudging 
grasp of the great Napoleon the Island of Malta and held it in 
spite of his prowess; the nation that is quietly but persistently 
seeking position after position of strategic note and importance in 
every land and on every sea where her people emigrate or her ships 
can go, will not beslow to risk the wage of war for the control of this 
great highway of commerce—a highway, the control of which 
would give her the dominion, commercially eRe ot not this 
Republic alone, but of the American Hemisphere. I believe it the 
duty of the American Congress to so legislate now that we will 
when the crisis comes, as come it will, have a fleet in those waters 
that will command the respect and submission of English greed 
and English avarice. [Appias] “Peace the offspring is of 
power.” With such a fleet we can maintain peace with honor; 
without it, humiliation must needs come. 

Mr. Chairman, I đid not expect to continue so long in the abuse 
of the patience of the committee, but I feel strongly upon this ques- 
tion, and that, sir, must be my excuse. I am impatient for the 
time when my country’s rights, or reparation for her wrongs, shall 
be enforced by her fleets in Tar ot and on every sea through- 
use. 


out the world. 100 ap 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chnlrman, should like to know how 


much time the tleman has occupied? 
The CHAIR . The gentleman from Indiana has occupied 
fifty-one minutes. 
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Mr. HANLY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my 


time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes to my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman from @hio [Mr. Hu- 
LICK]. 

112 HULICK. Mr. Chairman, I want to congratulate the gen- 
tleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. HanLy] on the very happy 
address that he has given us upon the Navy of this country, and upon 
the sentiment that he has incorporated in his remarks. lapprove 
everyting that he has said in regardtoour Navy and in regard to 
the duty of this Congress to provide a proper naval construction. 
But are we at this moment ready to vote for more battle ships 
than are proposed in the bill that is now under consideration? I 
want to indorse especially what the gentleman has so well said, 
and what we all in the committee understand, as to the iit i 
tion that we are under to the chairman of our committee, and I 
want to congratulate the chairman upon presenting to this House 
and tothe countrya bill which has received nearly the unanimous 
approval in the House, an approval such as I apprehend no prior 
naval appropriation bill has been fortunate enough to command. 

I want to congratulate this House upon having as its leading 
representative upon the Committee on Naval Affairs and in charge 
of that committee a gentleman who has been so arduous in the 
performance of his duties and has rendered such valuable service 
not only to the House but to the country. On that point also, 
therefore, I fully agree with the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat. I want to say at this point, Mr. Chairman, for the benefit 
of other members of the committee, that I should be glad to vote 
now, if I could, for the protection of our coast, and for the con- 
struction of 6 instead of 4 new battle ships, as proposed by this 
amendment. 

I should have been glad also if I could have voted for the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. MEYER] for the 
construction of a dry dock at Algiers. It is not provided for in 
this bill, but I want to say that his constituents must not blame 
him, that, while he has failed to secure that construction at this 
time, he deserves a better fate on account of the manner in which 
he worked for it and his persistent efforts in that behalf; and if 
there was to be a dry dock provided for anywhere at this session 
of 8 and only one, I should have voted for that one in the 
South, believing that the le there are entitled to it, and also 
because its construction at that place, in my judgment, would 
be beneficial not only to our Navy, but to the commerce not alone 
of the Mississippi River, but also of the Ohio River, in which my 
constituents have a special interest. 

I wish to congratulate my friend from California also [Mr. 
HILBorn] upon his faithful, persistent efforts before the commit- 
tee for the location of a dock at Mare Island for the benefit of his 
constituents and his State. I also offer my congratulations to the 
Representative from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT] for his per- 
sistent attempt to secure one at Boston, and to my friend from 
Pennsylvania Ge. Rosryson] for his en ic efforts to secure 
one at League Island. The ve all failed, but it is not because 
they did not want them and did not labor forthem. And it was 
not the fault of any member of the committee that they did not 
get what they so much desired. 

Mr. BARRETT. In order that we who are interested in these 
dry docks may understand exactly where we stand, will the gen- 

tell us whose fault it was that we did not get them? 

Mr. HULICK. It is because of the lack of money in the Treas- 
ury of the United States and the need of preserving the credit of 
the Government at this time that members of this committee have 
said No, we have not the means now; we must take care of the 
docks already under construction or needing repairs; we must use 
money for the increase of the Navy; we need italso for the enlist- 
ment of men and for the payment of similar services rather than 
for the construction of new dry docks.” And further I may say, 
as is suggested by a gentleman near me, that we have taken this 
position use the Secretary of the Navy (in his last report) 
2 recommended against the establishment of these dry 


Mr. BARRETT. Now, will the gentleman allow me another 
uestion? Whether the members of the Committee on Naval 
airs were not fully aware of the state of the Treasury and the 
peculiar views of the Secretary of the Nayy when they deliber- 
1 to put into this bill a provision for three new dry 


Mr. HULICK. Les, sir; and I voted for it. I believe it was on 
my motion that the number was increased from one to two and 
from two to three. And I would have kept on voting to this time 
and would have increased the number to fifty if they had been 
asked for; but I did not expect that any one of those propositions 
moor pe eae adopted; it was not the understanding that they 

0 k 

Mr. BARRETT. One more question and I am done. Does the 
8 us to understand that the Committee on Naval 
when they voted in favor of the construction of dry docks 


did so with the deliberate intention of not recommending the con- 
struction of those dry docks to the House? 

Mr. HULICK. I answer the gentleman in this way: If we 
should begin the erection of dry docks we would ne I at those 

laces where docks are most needed. We realized that a dry 

ock was needed at Algiers, that one was needed at Portsmouth, 
that one was needed at Mare Island—and the Secretary of the 
Navy had so recommended; but as we looked at the question we 
could not begin the construction of dry docks at this time because 
we wanted to increase our Navy, and considering the depleted 
condition of the Treasury we could not do both. 

Mr. BARRETT. Now, the gentleman has reached exactly the 

int I wanted to bring out. As I understand, the Committee on 
Naval Affairs believe that these dry docks should be constructed 
at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. HULICK. I believe so myself; I think the committee are 
of the same opinion, and if at the next session we can enter upon 
these works—if with the Republican party voted into power we can 
have a protective tariff to bring money into the Treasury, I shall 
be ready to vote not only for the three dry docks that have 
been named, but for others that are needed. But in the first 
pace we must give proper attention to the dry docks we already 

ave. We do not want a dry dock in such a condition as that at 
Port Royal. When the Indiana was sent there a few days since 
to be docked, the dock was in such a condition that the vessel 
could not get into it to be repaired, and there is not sufficient 
water in the channel to let the great ship out of the port—the 
moon and high tide can alone afford relief. There is where 
we need to spend money in the first instance, instead of making 
an appropriation to construct a dry dock, for instance, at Algiers, 
which is estimated to cost $1,200,000. We are not ready to make 
any such large appropriation at this time in this direction. In 
this connection I call attention to what the Secretary of the Navy 
has said in his report: 

In my opinion it would be wise to invest whatever moneys are to be ex- 


pron upon the Navy beyond its current needs and the necessities of exist- 
ng repair plants in the construction of new ships, and not in building docks, 


The Secretary further adds: 


In my opinion to undertake all this work would be extra t, and I feel 
sure it would lead to much unwise expenditure of money in future. 

I indorse what the honorable Secretary has said on this subject, 
and I think the country will approve his conclusions, 

The Secretary says further: 

There should be a dockyard and repairing station on or contiguous to the 
Gulf of Mexico for the use of vessels cruising in the Caribbean Sea and other 
southern waters, but it is for Congress to say whether the condition of the 
Treasury is such as to justify it in undertaking the construction of such a 
dock at present. 

There are other declarations of the Secretary of the Navy to the 
same ree a this question. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. HULICK. Well, I would rather not be interrupted. 

Mr. ADAMS. This is a practical question. 

Mr. HULICK. Proceed. 

Mr. ADAMS. I want to ask the gentleman whether there is a 
single accessible dock to-day in the United States in which the 
largest ships that we have can be docked for repairing, painting, 


or aaa oa 

Mr. CK. Iapprehend not. But I answer further that 
Iam in favor of paring appre riations to enlarge the existing 
docks, whether at New York, Mare Island, Portsmouth, Boston, 
or elsewhere, so that largo vessels may be docked there. The 
dock at Port Royal, S. C., should be put in condition at once. It 
should have been finished, according to contract, April 23, 1893. 
Let it be put in condition to receive our largest ships at once be- 
fore we begin to build new docks, 

Mr. ADAMS. Then let me ask why the committee has not rec- 
ommended the enlargement of docks at points where it is known 
that there is sufficient water to float these large ships? 

Mr. HULICK. That is being done now. The dock at Brook- 
lyn Navy rara is expected to be ready for use by the ist of June 
next, and when completed will be large enough to accommodate 
our largest vessels. This was to have been completed last Sep- 
tember, but the builder failed to comply with his contract, and it 
had to be sublet. That, with the Port Royal dock, will, when put 
proper in condition, furnish ample accommodation to dock all 


our argoat war vesse 
The mT has now full authority to repair and enlarge docks 
where it is needed, and he is doing this as rapidly as possible. 

Mr. ADAMS. How are we going to take care of the ships now 
afloat? That is a business question. 

Mr. HULICK. Disclaiming any intention of being discour- 
teous, I shall have to decline to submit to further interruption. 

Mr. AMS. Then the committee have no answer to the ques- 
will not supply docks to take care of the ships now 
gh at the same time they are proposing to build six 


. AD. 
tion ray th 
afloat, thou 
more? 
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Mr. HULICK. Long before our new ships are built we will 
have ample facilities for docking all of them. 
I must declineto yield further. 


Mr. ADAMS. This is a plain business proposition. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, I wish to indorse further what 
has been so well said by the gentleman from Indiana. The facts 
that he has given us in regard to the navies of England, France, 
and other foreign countries were entertaining, and they will be 
good reading for his constituents and mine and for the country at 

ge. But I am not going to institute a comparison between our 
navy and that of foreign nations at this time. It is unn 
in connection with this discussion. This is purely a business 
proposition we are discussing—whether we shall have six new 
ships as the amendment proposes, or four, as provided in the 


Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me just 
there 

Mr. HULICK. Well, I hope my colleague will excuse me. I 
desire to proceed without interruption. I would do any favor for 
him, and when we get over into Ohio in the campaign this fall 
stumping for McKinley I will divide time with him. [Laughter.] 

I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that I wish no comparison with the na- 
vies of foreign nations, because the conditions are essentially dif- 
ferent in our country and theirs. European nations have been 
hundreds of years in organizing and maintaining large and costly 
navies. The stability of their thrones depended upon them, and 
the very existence of their Governments was assured only by their 
powerful navies. 

Those navies are used in countries where their rulers are born, 
not made; where to-day they do not know who is to be the ruler of 
to-morrow, until that ruler is born into the world. But we have 
a country here where our rulers are not born to rule, but where 
by their own merit and intellectual powers, by their energy, their 
moral worth, their manhood, their statesmanship, they are called 
to rule over this Government, and the young man from the cabin 
goes to the Presidential chair to administer the affairs of the great- 
est nation on earth because the policy he indorses or the party 
which supports him represents a great principle. He represents 
a country that does not have to depend upon standing armies or 
great navies to sustain itself. It is therefore not proper or just to 
make such comparisons. Nevertheless I favor the enlargement 
of our Navy from a commercial standpoint. Commerce follows 
our flag, and that must be protected wherever it floats, as it al- 
ways has been in the t. Wedo not think it necessary, there- 
fore, for the construction of more battle ships at this time than 
those which are recommended in the bill of the committee. 

The Secretary of the ct his report recommended the con- 
struction of two additional battle ships. At the time he made his 
report we did not have the same circumstances surrounding 
us that we have to-day; but while we were considering the mat- 
ter the Secretary came before the committee, on the IIth day of 
February last, and made his recommendation with reference to 
the number of battle ships that in his judgment was deemed 
necessary or advisable at the time. He informed the committee 
that we have now the Massachusetts, the Indiana, the Oregon, 
the Jowa,and the two recently contracted for and under construc- 
tion, the Kentucky and the Kearsarge, which make six first-class 
battle ships; and in his report he recommended two additional. 
Ordinarily the committee would have indorsed absolutely the rec- 
ommendation of the Secretary of the Navy, and would have pro- 
vided for buttwoadditional. But the circumstances which existed 
at the time the report of the Secretary was filed have changed. 
Our relations to other countries have become strained, and the 
Secretary advised the committee that— 


Since that time I have come to the conclusion that we might with advan- 
tage build four additional battle ships, etc. 


Now, as to the cost of building these ships, it is conceded they 
can be built much cheaper than ever before. The Secretary says, 
in his statement before the committee: 


I thought I had the statement here, but I can state it in general terms, that 
the a in the price of battle ships between the time of the contract for 
the Indiana and for the Kentucky and Kearsarge is nearly 30 per cent; and I 
have stated in my annual report, which came out before these bids were 
made, that— 

The prices per ton for the gunboats Machias and Castine, contracted for in 
April, 1290, was $302.86; the average price of the 3 gunboats contracted for in 
January, 1494, and of the 6 others just let out the contract is $222.34 per ton, 
& saving of $80.52 per ton. or 26 per cent of the price of the ships. 

Tho price of the Ericsson, contracted for in October, 1891, was $945.83 per 
ton; the average price of the 6 to o boats contracted for in 1895 is $766.58 
— r of $179.25 per ton, or of about 20 per cent in the price of 

e 


It is 26 per cent in one case and 20 per cent in the other, so those reduc- 
tions, you see, apply as well to battle ships as to gunboats and to: o boats. 
We have now a very earnest competition for the building of all these ships. 
There does not seem, so far as the construction of ships are concerned, to 
have been oe whatever or any sign of a combination between 
bidders, but the Government is getting the advantage of forced competition 
and ge the very lowest prices. 


For these and other considerations the committee ask for 4 bat- 
tle ships and 15 torpedo boats, requiring the largest appropriation 
that has ever pefore been made by any Congress for our Navy, 
and yet the gentleman from Indiana insists on 2 more battle ships, 
while we now have, including the Kentucky and Kearsarge, 6 to 
pay for, at a cost of at least $25,000,000. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will my colleague allow a question 
there for information? What do you claim will be the additional 
cost of constructing the two battle ships? 

Mr. HULICK. You mean the two already contracted for, the 
Kearsarge and the Kentucky? These ships were authorized to cost 
not exceeding $4,000,000. But they have been contracted for, 
however, at a much less re. 

Mr, WATSON of Ohio. What is to be the total cost of these 
ships, 1 

Mr. HANLV. Five million two hundred and fifty thousand dol- 
lars will be the total cost, including armament; that is, the com- 
plete battle ship. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. That is the cost of each ship? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes; the cost of each ship. The gentleman can 
obtain all the information on these facts by an examination of the 
report; but with reference to this question all that the gentleman 
72 75 Indiana has said applies as well to the four battle ships as to 

e six. 

Now, what is our Navy at this time? In 1883 the first steel 
battle ships, the first steel cruisers, were constructed under con- 
tracts that had been duly entered into. From the close of the war 
up to 1883, about eighteen years, the sppropriation for the repairs 
of our ships and for construction amounted to about one and one- 
half million of dollars annually. Butin 1883 the legislation of 
this country was such that they proposed to do away with the 
wooden ships unless they could be repaired at an expense of not 
exceeding 20 per cent of the cost of a new ship, and when the cost 
of the repairs of a wooden ship exceeded that they said, Let the 
ship go; we will not expend any more money in its repairs, but 
we will begin the construction of a new navy.” 

Now, in 1885 we had 32 wooden vessels afloat, of a displacement 
of 66,000 tons, and at that time 7 war ships only, of a displacement 
of 6,900 tons. The total was 39 ships, with a displacement of 
72,900 tons. Now. from 1885 to 1895, in ten years, we reduced 
the number of wooden vessels from 32 to 11, by letting them go 
out of commission. The 11 wooden vessels had a displacement 
of 18,300 tons, and instead of having 7 steel ships, we had 32 iron 
and steel vessels, with a total displacement of 104,500 tons. We 
had a total of 43 vessels, with a displacement of 122,800 tons, the 
amount being almost doubled in ten years; these figures being 
exclusive of to o boats, tugs, and receiving ships. That was 
during a time of entire peace, when we had no wars or rumors of 
wars, when the people of this country were not nervous over our 
foreign relations with other countries. Was not that fast enough 
progress in the construction of our Navy? 

For these new steel vessels the 5 for the last three 
years amounted to about a million dollars annually. 

Now, as to the appropriations for the new navy. The new 
ships that have been built will soon require to go into dock, and 
the cost of redocking and keeping our new navy in repair—in a 
seagoing condition—is far greater than ever before; it is more 
expensive to keep the Navy up at this time, with the new steel 
vessels, when they begin to need docking, than it would have been 
to keep the old wooden vessels in repair. That is one of the im- 
portant considerations, that these four new vessels which we au- 
thorize and the two under construction and those that have been 
constructed will require a greater appropriation every year to 
keep them in repair than the old wooden vessels would have re- 
quired. If the gentleman is on that committee in the next Con- 
gress—and I hope he will be returned by his constituents—he will 
find that instead of the appropriation which we have provided for 
in this bill 7 55 large enough, we shall have to increase it. 

Mr. DAYTON. This bill carries $7,600,000 for the construction 
of machinery and ships already authorized. 

Mr. HULICK. Yes; it already carries over $7,000,000, and the 
next one, for repai of docks and repairs of ships and keeping up 
the Navy which we have, will not be $7,000,000 only, but over 
$10,000,000, I apprehend. Thus we see that the total displacement 
of vessels in commission or being fitted out at this time is about 
double what it was in 1885, while the modern ships under the cost 
of maintenance per ton displacement will be vastly greater. It 
therefore behooves us to look well to the question of *‘ construc- 
tion and repair” while we are making contracts for new ships. 

TORPEDO BOATS. 

This bill provides for 15 torpedo boats. The United States has 
now only 2. I submit to the members of this House as a busi- 
ness proposition, as a reasonable, common-sense view of the situ- 
ation, whether we ought not now provide for a much larger num- 
ber of these boats. Their services are greatly a ance Oy 

nsa 


officers of the Navy, and in time of war they are in 
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The following table shows the number of torpedo boats of for- 
eign navies as compared with our own: 


Countries. Author- 
In service. | ized and 
building. 
ne E ent sul cap on aduncseccsenoane 6 
WTR ees E ccna wenecuskin wena S 6 
Chile 22 Some 
eee eee 
Denmark 
Cd. - =. 
rmany 
Great Britain 


Japan 
Netherlands 
Russia 


ERSotaBake: S 


This table, Mr. Chairman, affordsusalesson. France has 218 and 
is building 54; Great Britain has 189 in service and 62 under con- 
struction; Spain has 22 and is building 22 more, and she is now 
„making mouths” at this country because we have accorded 
belligerent rights to Cuba. 

It will be seen that the fifteen other countries mentioned have 
altogether 1,206 torpedo boats in service. The United States has 
only 2 and is building only 7 more. 

ow, what does my friend say, and what do gentlemen claim, 

when we have appropriated in this bill for 15 torpedo boats? In 
the act of March 2, 1895, there were 8 torpedo boats 8 for, 
to cost not to exceed $175,000, and these 3 were in addition to the 
other 8 and 1 submarine torpedo boat. That makes 7. There 
were 6 light-draft composite gunboats of about a thousand tons 
displacement, not to cost more than $230,000, in all $1,380,000, ex- 
clusive of armor, and 2 seagoing coast-line battle ships to cost not 
to exceed $4,000,000. There are other appropriations that I could 
refer to. Then there were these new battle ships under construc- 
tion or contract at a cost not to exceed $4,000,000 each, and which 
were contracted for at about $5,250,000 for the 2. That is the 
present status of our Navy. 

Now, itis recommended that the sum of $332,000 be appropriated 
and made immediately available for the improvement of our 
navy-yards, wherever needed. We have 6 first-class battle ships 
already, the armored cruiser Brooklyn, the New York, the ram 
Katahdin—— 

Mr. HANLY. Have we 6 battle ships nowin commission? Is 
it not a fact that the only battle ship that we have in commission 
at this time is the Indiana? 

Mr. HULICK. We have at this time the Indiana, the Maine, 
the Iowa, the Oregon—— 

Mr. HANLY. Are they in commission? 

Mr. HULICK. No; the Jowa and the Oregon are not in com- 
mission. We have the Indiana, the Maine, and the Texas; but 
we have two battle ships under construction at this time. The 
Towa is to be launched on next Saturday over at the navy-yard of 
the Cramp Bros.,in Philadelphia. 

Mr. HANLY. Is it not a fact that we have but one battle ship 
in commission. namely, the Indiana? 

Mr. HULICK. At the time this report was issued the Indiana 
was awaiting commission. She was placed in commission and 
sent down to Port Royal, and will be docked there if she can be 
gotten into the dock. 

Mr. HANLY. That is the only one we have in commission? 

Mr. HULICK. No; asI said, we have the Indiana, Maine, and 
Texas. 

Mr, HANLY. We havecontracted for two more, but the keels 
are not laid. 

Mr. HULICK. Now, in addition to that we have the 2 armored 
cruisers (Brooklyn and New York), we have 1 armored ram (Katah- 
din), we have 6 armored vessels, 6 double-turreted monitors, and 
18 single-turret iron monitors. We have 16 unarmored steel ves- 
sels, one of which is that queen of the sea, the Minneapolis, with 
a a 855 of over 23 knots per hour—the fastest ship in the world 
to-day. I had the honor and great pleasure, with the gentleman 
from New York Mr. CuMMINGS] and others of our committee, 
of being on that “flying monster of the deep ” upon her trial trip 
two years ago—the pride of the ocean, the pride of our Navy, 
the representative of American genius, American skill, American 
ingenuity, American progress. Such a production was made pos- 
sible only by the encouragement given our American talent and 

enterprise by the 5 policy of the Republican party. We 
have in addition 2 torpedo boats, 7 under contract, and 15 pro- 


vided for in this bill, making in all 24 torpedo boats. For all 
these that are built and those to be constructed more liberal ap- 
propriations must be made in the future than have been in the 
past. 

Mr. LOW. I want to ask the gentleman what is the size of 
these to o boats? 

Mr. H CK. Well, my dear sir, I refer you to the report of 
the st isa of the Navy, where you can learn all these facts for 
yourself. 

Mr. LOW. Can you give me the length of them? 

Mr. HULICK. Oh, yes; but if you will examine the report of 
the Secretary you will find all those facts. My time is limited 
and I can not yield. 

Mr. LOW. I have the report. Torpedo boats vary in size. 
Can you give me the size it is intended to make these? 

Mr. HULICK. Of course they vary in size. The Secretary is 
to use his discretion in this regard, and to build them as the best 
interest of the service may require. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. It is right on the same line 
that I desire to ask a question. I do not desire to criticise nor to 
ask how many feet there are, but I wish you would specify the 
class of these unarmored boats. 

Mr. HULICK. Ihave not time to do so now. You can find 
that in the bill, and where it is not provided for, discretion is 
avan to = Secretary of the Navy to determine the character of 
the vessel. 

Mr. DAYTON. I will state to the gentleman that five of them 
are to be first class in every particular. 

Mr. LOW. But a small boat can be first class. 

Mr. HULICK. My time is limited, and I can not yield for other 
questions. 

There is another matter to be considered in this connection. 
These boats have not only to be constructed and paid for, but 
they have got to be manned, and those men have to be put upon 
the pay roll and paid, and that will require money. Now, what 
about our enlisted men? In the Fifty-third Congress we pro- 
vided for the enlistment of 1,000 men. They have already been 
enlisted, and 1,000 additional are provided for in this bill. There 
are now in our Navy, officers and men, including marines, 13,460 


only. 

England has 88,850; they have 70,000 in France; they have 
21,000—I will only give round numbers—in Germany. Theyhave 
in Italy 24,000; and if these 24,000 sailors do no better fighting than 
the Italian soldiers did the other day in their campaign over in 
Abyssinia 05 do not deserve to be ranked among the navies of the 
world. One of our American battleships, armed with an American 
crew, could drive the whole Italian fleet in confusion before it. Men 
who are drafted into the service are mere machines. We have 
now about 1,100 marines. Take them out and we have 12,360 men 
in our Navy. Several thousand more will be required on the new 
ships; and we can get them as quicky as we can get the ships, 

ut the gentleman says it is not a question of cost. I will ad- 
mit if we had war at this time it would not be a question of cost. 
It was not a question of cost when the rebellion was brought 
upon us. Then we got all the men we wanted, and we got all the 
money we wanted; and if there were a war to-day—if it were an- 
nounced at this moment, while I am addressing this House, that 
a fleet was on its way from England, or any other great fleet to 
which reference has been made - you could get all the volunteers 
you needed from every section of our country and no foreign navy 
that floats could get within gunshot of our shores. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I yield fifteen minutes more to the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. HULICK. I say that when the time comes for money we 
can get it, and when the time comes for men we can get them. 
And we will not have to sell bonds to foreign syndicates to raise 
the money, for we can get all we want in this country, and we 
can have all the men we want—not conscripts, but men from 
every station in life—educated, business, patriotic men, who are 
invincible in war as they are influential in peace. But let me say 
to you, Mr. i „and to gentlemen of this House, we are 
not going to have a war. England does not want war. With her 
apenda navy she does not want war. She would not have it. 

o-day the morning papers announce that Lord Salisbury is per- 
fecting measures to have a settlement of the Venezuelan question 
on the plan suggested by the President of the United States, and 
have it arbitrated. 

There are too many interests in common between that country 
and this—financial, social, educational, religious, commercial, and 
a thousand others—that will always, I trust, stand between our 
people and theirs. If a war were proclaimed to-day, every cross- 
Foul schoolhouse would echo with the voice of patriots called to 
arms, and, whether on land or sea, our country’s honor would be 
maintained and our flag wave in triumph on every sea. But, Mr. 
Chairman, no navy on the face of God's footstool will ever cross 
the Atlantic or any other ocean to attack this country. When the 
time comes we are ready to defend ourselves. Weare going right 
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on to build ships, to build up our Navy. It is not to be inferred 
that because this bill provides for 4 instead of 6 battle ships more 


is to suffer. Evy 


that the Na man on the Naval Committee 
is an ardent friend of the Navy. It will not suffer in their hands. 
But the number of battle ships to be built now is purely a busi- 


ness proponon 

Mr. BURN. If those nations are never going to come here, 
why do we need battle ships at all? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HULICK. We need them for the purpose of protection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Protection from what? You say nobody is 
going to come here. 

Mr. HULICK. We need them to protect our commerce on the 
seas and our citizens in their lives and property in foreign coun- 
tries. 

The gentleman who was last on the floor said that we wanted 
ships to send over to Armenia; that we stand powerless here, 

ing recommendations and declarations which we can not en- 
force, and he spoke of our want of power in European waters. 
Does not the gentleman know that the Minneapolis is now in 
Turkish waters to aid the Christian Armenians in that country of 
bloodshed and murder? She carried there that Christian woman, 
Miss Barton, of this city, who is there as the representative of the 
Red Cross Pore supported by the prayers of millions of good 
people all over the world—that little woman, weak in body but 
strong in faith, with the Bible in one hand and the cross in the 
other; and to-day she is carrying the contributions of the Chris- 
tian people of this land to give money and food andj consolation 
to the dying Christians of Armenia. We do not want war ships 
to send there. We have the Minneapolis there with shot and 
shell and our flag waving over her, and no one dares to lay his 
hand upon that noble Christian ian woman and her faithful escort. 


Mr. LY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. HULICK. Not now. I ‘ will see you later.” 
Mr. HANLY. I‘ will see you later.” [Laughter, 


1 

Mr. HULICK. Now, Mr. irman, what is the trouble? Why 
can we not build all the ships now that we want? It was pro- 
claimed a few days ago over the waters by our ambassador that 

tection emptied our Treasury. We know very well that the 

is empty, and that is the reason we can not build more 

ships and as fast as we want them. During this Administration 
we have borrowed over two hundred and sixty-two and a half 
million dollars, It is true that we have a gold monument one 
hundred millions high standing in the Treasury as the representa- 
tive of the monetary power and wealth of this country, and, if 
necessary to defend our country and our we could borrow all 
the money we might want; but shall we do it in time of profound 
peace? Mr. Chairman, can any gentleman within the sound of 
ay voice point to an instance where protection depleted our 

re ? 

The histo of our country tells us when and how the Treasury 
has been depleted. Go back to 1861. What depleted the Treasury 
when the Democratic party was in power under James Buchanan? 
Was it protection or was it free trade? When the war came on 
protection was adopted,and through the Administrations of Linc- 
oln and Grant and every other Administration down to that of Mr. 
Cleveland the credit of the nation was maintained, the public debt 
diminished, liberal pensions were po to our soldiers, and our 
5 filled with money. hether the present Speaker 
of this House shall be elected our next President, or Whether it 
shall be a candidate from New York or from Iowa, or whether we 
elect our candidate from Ohio, that sterling patriot and advocate 
of protection, Governor McKinley, we will give such protection 
to American labor and American industries as will fill our Treas- 
ury, restore our credit, and we can then build all the ships we 
may want. 

Thrice is he armed that hath his quarrel just. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I want to indorse at this time the Presi- 
dent of the United States, as I gave him my vote on the 17th of 
December last, when he sent to the Congress his message in re- 
gard to Venezuela. Here is what he said: 


satisfactory 
priation for the ex a commission to be a 
yag Bie 45 the necessary investigation and report upon the matter 
0 ‘po 

in my opinion, be the duty of the United States to resist, by every 
means in its power, as a 1 poi 
Soo ae by Great Britain of any lands or the exercise of governmental 
—.— of 


he responsibility the con- 
sequences that may follow. 

The President was right. He did not stop to inquire whether 
we had fifty ships or a thousand. He knew he was right and 
that the people of this country would indorse him. And Great 
Britain, instead of declaring war, declares she is ready to settle 
the matter by arbitration. 

This country of ours, Mr. Chairman, educated as it is to be al- 
ways on the right side of every question, and certain as it is to 
take the right side and to assert the cause that is just, need have 


no fear of the nations of Europe. When we are on the right side 
of any controversy, whether it be with England or with France 
or with Spain or with any other nation, we are ready to enforce 
oor cay and the powers of the world will never question our 
4 8 

When this Congress indorses the resolutions to recognize the 
belligerency of the Cuban patriots no country will dare to come 
in and take the part of Spain. They may threaten, they ma 
send their squadrons into American waters to protect their citi- 
zens, but not one of them will dare to come in and act with Spai 
against our country. J repeat, I want to indorse our President 
when he is right, though we could not heretofore indorse his for- 


ei pou: 

the Hawaiian matter he was wrong. He had not gotten used 
at that time to setting up the flag, and when it was a question as 
to whether that flag should stand where it had been set up on 
those islands, floating in the free air of heaven, the President said 
No,“ and it had to come down, and the country condemned him 
for that. But whenever he is right we are ready to stand by him 
and give him men and money. It takes a real live man to gov- 
ern this country,” was the saying of our ambassador in Great 
Britain the other day. If he had said that it takes a real live 
man to govern the Democratic party he would have been about 


ht. 
wichen we were discussing certain resolutions the other day in 
regard to the utterances of our representative in Great Britain, it 
was intimated that if those resolutions were adopted that gentle- 
man would become the Democratic candidate for President, but I 
say to my Democratic friends that when they go to Chicago and 
look all around them they can not find, either in the Democratic 
or in the Free 3 en or in the Populist party 
another man who can control them as well as Grover Clevelan: 
has tried to do during his term of office. Your party, gentlemen, 
would have gone to — and the country would have gone to 
pieces if you had not there a man just like him. If bas- 
sador Bayard, instead of saying that the American people need 
a strong man to control them had said that it requires a real live 
man to control the Democratic party, he would have been right. 

Whether the President was right or wrong in his Venezuelan 
message, we voted $100,000 tosustain him. In some other matters 
we can not sustain him. In his pension policy we say he is wrong. 
We condemn that policy; and the peoplecondemnit. In his home 
missionary work he was right. I honor any President of the 
United States who, with the great affairs of office upon him, 
can go to New York and there preside over a Christian assem- 
blage such as the Home Missionary Society. I commend him for 
it. He said that he had a father who was a preacher and he re- 
membered the prayers of that father, and those prayers carried 
him into the great Presidential chair. So when he was called 
upon by those good Christian people he went to New York and 

resided over that assemblage. I mention it tohis credit, though 

can not indorse his reflections upon the Western le. His 
criticisms were unjust, impolitic, and unworthy of the President 
of the United States. 

The highest standard of morality and civilization is found in 
the sturdy people who have built ppan Western country. The 
church, the schools, and colleges are their just pride. epee.) 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, let me say that the question now 
under consideration is a business proposition. This bill will be 
a as itis reported. The Senate will pass it, the President 
will approve it, the country will indorse it. And our Navy will 
continue to be improved until our ships will deck every sea and 
our flag float in every harbor of the world. [Great applause. ] 

i the hammer fell. ] 

. HANLY. I yield twenty-five minutes to the gentleman 
from California . JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, I congratulate 
the Committee on Naval Affairs on having made some provision 
for an increase of the American Navy. It was a timely and judi- 
cious act on their But they were entirely too conservative 
in their action. ey did not go far enough either to please the 
people or to meet the exigencies of the times. There is a feeling 
of unrest all over the world. There are small or large conflicts 
now going on in 8 quarter of the habitable globe—Jameson 

inst Kruger in the ; Italy against Abyssinia; England 
against the Soudanese; France against Madagascar and Siam; 
Russia wherever the bear can penetrate; the Armenian 8 
causing trouble to Turkey; and near our borders Spain and Cuba 
engaged in an internecine war. Wherever the eye ranges it sees 
the red of carnage and the desolation of war. 

Millions of soldiers are waiting the trumpet call and hundreds of 
ships the signal gun to engage in deadly combat. The peace of 
Europe and of the world rests to-day in the brain of two monarchs 
suffering from disease, either of whom may, in delirium of fever 
or twinges of pain, light the torch of a war from ocean to ocean, 
from hemisphere to hemisphere, exceeding any known to man. 

If any such war does come, we need a navy powerful enough to. 
protect our commerce, our people, and our national honor from. 
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the infuriated hordes on land and the 


fiery cruisers on sea let 
loose by czar or kaiser. In this mad race to get into a row with 
somebody we have not been much behind our kingly neighbors. 


With a most cheerful di of our condition we declared war, 
in effect, upon Great Britain about Venezuela in just three min- 
utes by theclock. [Laughter.] We then declared war, in effect, 
upon all of Europe except Spain about the Armenian massacres 
-in exactly two hours and forty minutes. And then, in order not 
to be jal and in order to show that we thought we could whip 
the whole world, we, in effect, declared war against Spain re- 
garding Cuba in exactly one hour and ten minutes. [Laughter.] 
doing that we were utterly forgetful of the fact that our Nav 
was in such a condition that if we should enter into a war wit 
any first-class country about all we could say after the first en- 
counter would be what the boy said at school to his larger antag- 
onist, Well, you can’t get up and go away and say you didn't 
have any fight, even if you did whip me.” anent] 
We have ignored the precepts of Washington. We have de- 
from the uniform course of the Republic since it was 
ormed, of noninterference in the affairs of foreign powers. We 
have stretched the Monroe doctrine until it has so atten- 
uated that its author himself could slip through the threads of 
the doctrine and never know where he was. ughter.| We 
have launched ourselves boldly into the ring of nations, claimin 
to be a first-class power, not only in the New World but in the Ol 
World as well. 

Mr. Chairman, so far as I am concerned I am not worried par- 
ticularly. I have no particular fault to find with the existing or- 
der of things or the action taken so far by the House. Iam as 
proud of my country as any man, and believe in its mighty power 
as firmly as any enthusiastic supporter of the jingo poney: Our 

osition having been taken, I stand by the vote and the record we 

io made. But are we quite ready to maintain ourselves in the 

ition we have undertaken to assume? We have a small, an 

i 8 Navy. It is good as far as it goes, but it does not go 

far enough. It is not very large; in fact, there is not much of it 

as compared with other nations or with our needs and our wealth, 
our strength and our duties. 

In 1852, when Franklin Pierce was nominated for President of 
the United States, the New York Herald, in ing of him, said 
that Mr. Pierce avas a very large man in the State of New Hamp- 
shire, but when you came to spread him all over the United States 
the ground showed up in spots. [Laughter.] And so of our 
Navy. It is a very good Navy as far as it goes, but when you 
come to spread if all over the world, the oceans and countries 
show up altogether in too many places to make that Navy a thing 
of extraordinary value to us in case we should be engaged in a 
foreign war. e want something more than what we now have, 

I have listened carefully to the speeches and have read many of 
them made at this session, hes like that made by my distin- 
guished friend from Ohio . HuLIcK] a few moments ago, about 
the honor of our flag, and about its uty, and all that sort of 
thing; about our country’s tness, our schoolhouses, and our 
churches, and we have heard from time to time that when the 
note of war was sounded we would simply stamp on the ground 
and immediately millions of soldiers and hun s of ships would 
FFV TTT 

of whi recognize as very pre 0 and v 
beautiful in thought and 3 While however, it arch 
my pulses and ronsed my patriotism, as was intended by the 

, I could only say, as Marshal Saint Arnaud said of the 
of the Six Hundred at Balaklava, It is very beautiful, but 
itis not war.” [Applause.] 

Just imagine for a moment that we were engaged in war with 
a foreign country; imagine that the time comes of which my friend 
from Ohio speaks so eloquently, and that an armed fleet is coming 
across the Atlantic to assail our unprotected seacoast, and see 
what would be the result if we follow his advice. Imagine Gen. 
Nelson A. Miles of the Army and Admiral Ramsay of the Navy 
embarking on a pilot boat, cruising out into the harbor of New 
York robed in the gaudy folds of the American flag, one of them 
reading aloud the eloquent speech of that Senator who said that 
he lost his father in one war and was willing to lose his son 
in another, the other reading the speech of that other Senator who 
wanted the shots from our cannon to enter the seraglio of the 
Sultan of Turkey to carry deliverance to that people, and both 
reciting the speech of the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Hv tick], who talked so eloquently just now of schoolhouses and 
patriotism and churches and Clara Barton, and all that sort of 
thing, in the vgin endeavor to hypnotize the advancing fleet of 
iron , and thus prevent the looting of the commercial center of 
the United States. [Laughter.] Why, even our honored Presi- 
dent, if he should wave in one hand the Declaration of Independ- 
ence and in the other the national ensign, and undertake to t 
in basso prof undo voice Drake's te to the American flag, 
while his entire Cabinet circled round him and it the Star 

- Spangled Banner to the strains of the Marine Band, could not pre- 
vent Washington being sacked a second time by the English 


if we were to declare war again upon Great Britain unless he was 
backed by ironclads. [Laughter and applause. 

Mr. Chairman, the only way to maintain ourselves, the only way 
to set at naught the powers that may combine against us, is to have 
battle ships, and ty of them, and accentuate the patriotic , 
speeches we make with the thunders of our cannon from the shi 
of our Navy, and so believing, I deem it essential that we should 
have a large Navy, and most cheerfully support the committee's 
recommendation and the amendment offered by my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. HANEY], who so eloquently addressed you this after- 
noon. 

We read of British consuls in foreign lands spreading the British 
flag on the ground and defying their enemies successfully, and 
saving the consulate and le and property therein from injury 
and death, and we read of them sometimes protecting American 
citizens from insult and from violence by spreading that flag above 
them. Why isit? It is because of the power that is behind that 
flag. It is because that all over the world it is known that you 
may kill a British consul, you may destroy a British flag and make 
quick work of it, but within a longer or a shorter time the red 
cross of St. George, floating from the masthead of a British man- 
of-war, will make that cross grow redder yet in the blood of the 
assassins of the Englishman or the insulter of the English banner. 
[Applause.] We ought to make our flag respected just as much 
as is that of the greatest of foreign nations respected. We de- 
mand that the emblem of our country shall float as proudly as 
any, and forever stand as an evidence that back of it is a power 
that will not be insulted and will not allow its citizens to be 
molested. irom 

I can remem the massacre of the crew of the Virginius in 
Cuba, and felt then, as I feel now, ashamed of my country because 
it did not protect its people as they ought to be protected in a for- 
eign land, and as they must and shall be protected in the future if 
we are true to ourselves, our history, and our nation. rapplaas.] 
But they say we have not money enongh. Good God! if we have 
not, let us borrow it. It is easy enough to borrow it to pay sal- 
aries. Let us borrow it to pay for ships. Let us borrow it, and 
not discuss this question simply and solely as though it was par- 
tisan politics. Do not say always that when we Republicans come 
into power then we will be able to build ships. Do not postpone 
the day of doing good. Borrow the money if necessary. The 
American people will sustain us, because they always sustain the 


party that protects the American flag, the American honor, and 
the American citizen. [Applanse. ] 
We all know that the 


1 a de pages of American history are 
those whereon are inscri the records of the achievements of 
the American Navy. Starting fromthe Revolutionary times, who 
has not had his blood thrilled with patriotic joy as he read of the 
conflict of the Bon Homme Richard with the Serapis; who has not 
waved his hat in triumph as he cheered and cheered again for 
John Paul Jones, the victor in that bloody battle. [Applause. 
Coming down to 1812, who is it that has not ech again an 
agam the words of Senator Stockton, of New Jersey, when he 
said: 


Who was it in the dark days of 1812, when your armies on shore were cov- 
ered with disgrace and defeat, when Winchester had been defeated, when 
Hull had surrendered, and the whole Northwest was open to the incu: 
of a savage and a foreign foe—who was it that bearded the British lion in his 
den and waked the echoes of old Albion's cliffs with the thunders of his can- 
non and the shouts of his victory? It was the American sailor. 


8 
e names of Decatur and of Perry come down to us now as the 
heroes of our country’s second struggle with the mother country. 


appien 
the re on, who does not remember the deeds of Foote and 
of Porter and of grand old Farragut [applause] when they carried 
the flag past the ironclad batteries of Vicksburg; when they car- 
ried the flag through the mouth of the Mississippi; when the 
stormed the forts at Mobile, and proved that the valor of 1776 ani 
1812 was equal if not excelled by the sailors of 1861 to 1865. [Ap- 
lause. | din our later days, who is it that was not proud of 
ighting Bob Evans when he cleared his ship for action in Val- 
paruo and said his sailors must be protected? [Applause.] 
o is it that was not proud of Admiral Benham in Rio de Ja- 
neiro when he said to the commanders of the ships in that harbor. 
that outnumbered, outmanned, and outclassed him, that he wo 
take the American trader into port and let them fire upon the flag 
if they dared, and did it. [Applause.] 

We are all proud of them. We were and are proud of our 
sailors; we were and are proud of our Navy, and proud of its 
history. We believe that the sailors of to-day would write new 
records of victory upon the history of our Navy and of our coun- 
try; that they would inscribe new glories upon historic tablets; 
that they would do all that men could do. [Applause.] But, as 
Napoleon said, God fights on the side of the heaviest battalions,” 
so our small Navy would magnificently sink beneath the shots of 
the overwhelming force of many a foreign country, refusing to 
surrender, but unable to conquer. [Applause.] The day of 
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miracles has There are no Davids, no Goliaths, at the 


passed. 
present time. They can not be duplicated. You can not slin 
pebbles against the shot of rifled cannon and have any hope o 


success in the engagement. [Laughter.] We might be as bold, 
we might be as valorous as the celebrated bull, the very proudest 
of his race, the gamest and strongest of the bovine tribe, who 
0 upon the locomotive, believing it was interfering with 
his vested rights in the field wherein he pastured. After the col- 
lision, in the language of the poem detailing Casabianca’s fate, 
they said: 


aughter.] 

50 it would be with our Navy if we undertook to engage in con- 
flict with the navies of foreign nations. We would ask. Our 
Navy, Where is it?“ for it would be gone from our gaze forever 
more. The cheese box of Ericsson is the nearest approach to a 
miracle of modern times, and it might be that the genius of 
Ericsson could be dimmed by that of the more modern inventor 
in excelling the almost miraculous production of the destroyer of 
the Merrimac by presenting some new electrical coast defender; 
but it is not safe to take any chances. We need a strong navy so 
as to be prepared for any event at any time regardless of our hope 
from the wizard of the day. Weare preeminently fitted to have 
and maintain a powerful navy by our country, our climate, and 
our situation, and all demand one at our hands, 

Ever since this session began we have been acting like a boy at 
school with a chip on his shoulder, lege around and asking 
somebody to knock it off. [Laughter. e have paraded our- 
selves among the nations of the earth, interfering in 8 — 
affairs, admitting that in so doing we were leaving the landmar 
of the nation in order to interfere in the affairs of foreign coun- 
tries—something we never sought to do before—and we must be 

repared to fight if the chip is knocked off our shoulder. I have 
abe told by the gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, that in a certain friendly game that it 
is said is played in Washington it is unwise to bluff too often, be- 
cause you will be called and lose if you do. [Laughter.] Now, 
in this bluff that we are Pps ing with the nations of the earth 
somebody may call us, and where shall we be when the bluff is 
called? pan hter.] We may say that our cause is just; we may 
say that it is om's cause; we may say, in the language of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Hutick]: 

Thrice is he armed that hath his quarrel just. 


That sounds good and grand, either on the stage or passed upon 


That bull, oh where was he? 


But let me tell my friend that in the years I have upon 
this earth I have always found that a well-sharpened sword or a 
well-oiled and loaded revolver for a man, or a strong army and a 
powerful navy for a nation, will beat a thrice-armed just quar- 
reler every day in the year. [Applause.] 

Hence we need a strong navy; because, although our cause may 
be so just that the very angels in heaven will sing psalms of joy 
that erica has so just a cause, unless we have somethin, 
besides a just cause to defend ourselves with, the devils in hel 
will laugh at our discomfiture, and tell us that we deserved it 
because we were not prepared for the trouble that we brought 
upon ourselves. [Laughter and applause,] The more ships the 
better. You can not have too many for the American people, I 

refer 16 to 6; I prefer 6 to 4. I prefer 50 torpedo boats to 15. 
The are all needed; they can all be used every one of them. 
And if we can not get armor plate enough now, let us offer a 
premium tosome man to inyent armor plate, and see if we can 
not get it. 

Tst possible—is it not a libel on American intelligence and enter- 

rise to say that we can not get armor plate enough? Why, when 
Theard the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HuLICK] make that state- 
ment—that we could not get armor pae enough to cover the six 
ships—I looked around this House, hoping to see the tall form of 
the gentleman from Iowa, who made so poe ie aspeech the other 
day in defense of protection, rise to his full height and say, You 
are mistaken; because prototo will give us any amount of armor 
plate.” [Laughter and applause.] I expect we can get it; and I 
say to you it is a mere subterfuge, if you will pardon the expres- 
sion, to cover up the real issue and prevent the necessary increase 
of the Navy. Itis because, in the language of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Tanai ou are afraid of close Congressional dis- 
tricts in these Uni tates. You are afraid of the effect upon 
the people of the country; you are afraid to d more money. 
You are going ahead with this: do-nothing” policy in the hope of 
hootiwinking the people, which I do not think you can, for the 
people believe in a do-something policy. [Applause.] 

A large increase in the Navy is a good thing in another aspect 
of the case. It will relieve the congested state of the Navy De- 
partment, so far as its officers are concerned. The personnel of 
the Navy is loudly clamoring for reform. The Engineer Corps 
of the Navy, as my friend from New York [Mr. WII SON] on my 
right knows, is clamoring for reform and for needed tion. 
We can not hope to give it in any other way than by having more 
ships, Men are now growing gray in the service as ensigns and 


lieutenants, with no hope of promotion. New ships and new tor- 
pedo boats will give work for all the officers. It will allow ambi- 
tious and deserving young officers to become captains, commanders, 
commodoers, and even admirals before the time comes for them 
to retire from the service because they have outlived their useful- 
ness. A large increase in the Navy, in building more ships and 
to o boats, will give employment to thousands of workingmen, 
and thus help the country. God knows we have too many idle men 
in the United States now. The tramp of the unemployed is heard 
on the pavements of every city of this nation, striking terror to 
the heart of the taxpayer and causing sorrow to every lover of 
humanity. 

It is the duty of the Government to aid them if it can. Ido 
not believe in socialism; I do not believe in paternalism; but I 
think when the Government can give employment to the deserv- 
ing Roe of the land the Government ought to doit. [Applause.] 
No Government is entitled to the support, the respect, or the confi- 
dence of its citizens unless it cares for those citizens in woe as well 
as in weal. In every aspect of the case, then, these additions 
should be made. Let us make our Navy an instrument of war, and 
not a plaything of Our Navy, compared with that of most 
foreign nations, is like the caravels of Columbus compared with 
the famous White Squadron, which we own and of which we are 
so justly proud. Sir Francis Drake sailed around the world in the 
wooden vessel Pelican. The stories of his victories recount one 
continued march of triumph wherever he went,and sound like 
fairy tales. The Pelican was a grand ship of its time. To-day 
the Pelican would be no match for the smallest armored boat that 
we have. And so with our Navy. It is as far as it goes, but 
it does not go far enough, compared with the navies of other nations 
of the world. We are in a condition compared with them like 
Sir Francis Drake’s Pelican compared with us. 

I want to see an American ship on every sea, carrying our glori- 
ous banner around the world, keeping in line everywhere with 
the noise of the drumbeat of Britain’s power, the symbol of free- 
dom everywhere, the hope of patriots in every land, the pride of 
every American, the protector of every American citizen every- 
where on this earth, regardless of his color or condition, [Ap- 
plause.] In olden times the words “I am a Roman citizen” pro- 
tected any man when he uttered them, whether on the banks of 
the Euphrates or on those of the storied Rhine, whether on the 

lains of Persia or in the mountains of Spain. Why, in that ancient 

ay to bea Roman was greater than a king. [Applause.] I want 
the announcement ‘‘laman American citizen” to beas the Roman 
cry was in the day of the Cesars—a title of nobility, an armor of 
defense, a sword of protection, a shield for the weak and suffer- 
ing, the undying glory of this great nation, man’s last and best 
attempt at self-government. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I now yield ten minutes to my colleague on 
thecommittee, the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. ROBINSON]. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I have heard 
with great pleasure the eloquent forensic 3 and dance given to 
us by the young gentleman from Indiana 6 r. HANLY] and the 
brilliant remarks of the gentleman from California [Mr. JOHN- 
son]. If you will review the legislative record since constitu- 
tional government began on this side of the Atlantic and discus- 
sions about appropriations for the Navy were first recorded, I 
doubt if you will find more encomiums or a stronger defense of 
what the immortal Lincoln called Uncle Sam's webfoot —the 
Navy—than have been Bags upon this floor during the present 
debate. There has rarely been—as occurs with the Army, the 
other branch of the service—a strong defender of the Navy upon 
the floor of this House. It is a very glittering subject; one filled 
with glamour and romance. Aman can easily makea speech full 
of statistical and historical canned goods 3 about the 
magnificent achievements of the United States Navy. He can go 
back to the time of Paul Jones and run the gamut of true heroics 
down to the day of the brave old Admiral Farragut, and it all re- 
flects fadeless credit upon the patriotism, the bravery, and the 
courage of the American 3 and the officers, seamen, and 
marines of the American Navy. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we come now, in discussing the amendment, 
to a cold, plain question of what appropriations we shall make for 
the increase of this branch of the service. No committee of this 
House, I think, has given more careful, more industrious, or more 
arduous labor to the work intrusted to it than has the Committee 
on Naval Affairs and its able chairman. There was a difference 
of opinion in the committee as to the number of battle ships that 
we should authorize. I am free to sey pant I was myself at first 
favorable to an yi ear for six ships. 

Mr. HANLY. Did you not so vote in the subcommittee? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. I did so vote in the sub- 
committee. 

Mr. HANLY. What changed your mind? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. I did so vote there, andI 


am perfectly willing to accept the responsibility of it. 
. BO TELLE. Mr. i n, I mner to t to the 


Chair and to the Committee of the Whole that, while I have no 
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objection of course to the disclosure of . that was done 


in the committee, yet if we were to enter upon that sort of dis- 
cussion here it would not only be very much contrary to usage, 
but it might lead to a discursive kind of debate that would not 
useful, It is customary for the members of a committee to bring 
only their conclusions into the House. Of course, in reaching 
conclusions, different gentlemen often take different views of a 
subject, but it is not necessary to discuss in open House the state- 
ments or the arguments that may have been employed in the com- 
mittee from the beginning of the consideration of a 8 until 
the conclusion was reached. I therefore suggest to the gentleman 
from Indiana and to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that this 
discussion had better be confined to the desirability of making the 
appropriation 3 by the committee. 

. HANLY. Chairman, I wish to suggest to the gentle- 
man from Maine that I shall be the judge of my conduct, and do 
not ask advice from him. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, Mr. Chairman, I thought a sugges- 
tion would be enough, but now I shall reluctantly make the point 
of order that it is not in order, in a debate in the House, to refer 
to discussions or p ings that took place in committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
proceed in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, this inter- 
locutory matt er does not come out of my time, I hope. [Laugh- 
ter.] ow, sir, I am as familiar as other gentlemen with the 
magnificent display made all around the world by that great 
naval power, England. I have been around the world, and know 
itis round E „and in every part of the world and on 
every sea, wherever there is an English keel, there follows an 
English commercial interest, and back of that to protect it is the 
whole power of the most magnificent navy in the world. I have 
seen England's fleets in the Mediterranean, at Cape Town, in 
Australia, and in British India. I have seen them in the harbor 
of Hongkong, in the Orient. Ihave seen them in the land Rud- 
yard Kipling says— 

East of Suez, where the best is like the worst, 

Where there aren’t no Ten Commandments, an’ a man can raise a thirst; 

On the road to Mandalay, 

Where the old flotilla lay; 

On the road to Mandalay, 

Where the fiyin’-fishes play, 

An’ the dawn comes up like thunder outer China ‘crost the bay! 
ughter. ] 
have noticed her mailed fleets flying, not what the gentleman 

from California calls the red cross of St. George,” because the 
English national marine does not fly any red cross, but a white 
flag, inevery quarter of the globe. That, however, isnot material. 
I have seen all this. But, Mr. Chairman, I am not afraid of 
England or of the English nayy, and the American people are not 
afraid of her or of her navy. In the great Olympian race of na- 
tions we are not going o compete with her in this enormous 
nautical militarism. e fear her not. Irecall a story in regard 
to President Jackson. He was riding one day with the French 
minister around the environs of Washington, when riding there 
was not so pleasant as it is now. Jackson, with all his other ac- 
complishments in Americanism, did not understand any French, 
but he had an interpreter, a secretary, riding at his side who did 
the French act for him, and while this secre and the French 
minister were conversing very animatedly old Jackson, with his 
cloak wrapped around him, was in a state of quietude. After a 
while, however, he turned to the secretary and asked: What is 
he jabbering about?” The secretary replied, “ Mr. President, he 
was telling me how a French fleet could come up the broad 
sweep and reaches of the Potomac, get within gunshot of the 
capital, and how easy it would be for such a foreign fleet to take the 
capital.” Old Jackson, that iron-nerved, lion-hearted old patriot, 
turned around to the secretary and said, Take hell!“ [Laughter.] 

So, Mr. Chairman, the American people will reply when they 
are threatened with the English navy, or with the French navy, or 
with all the navies of the world united. To conjure up these sup- 
posititious dangers has no fear for the true American patriot. I 
am in favor of increasing our Navy liberally, sufficiently to make it 
a constabulary on the high seas for protecting our commerce and 
defending our flag, but for any purposes of minatory, warlike ac- 
tion, or of vain military display, I am opposed to it. and my people 
are opposed to it. They are in favor, as Lam in favor, of just appro- 
priations for the purpose of giving us a modern Navy that will give 
effective surveillance to all of our maritime interests, but not for 
the purpose of vaingloriously racing with England; not for the 
purpose of competing with the Continental powers in any display 
of extravagant militarism. I represent a constituency where 
there is, perhaps, the largest number in any one district of the 
people known as The Society of Friends.” They believe, con- 
scientiously, in peace, in arbitration, and that war is simply or- 
ganized sav: 55 They believe in the words put into the mouth 
of Richelieu by Bulwer Lytton: 

Beneath the rule of men entirely great, 
The pen is mightier than the sword. 
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They dream the dream of the true statesman, and by tenets and 
creed strive to hasten the day described by Tennyson, when uni- 
versal — shall lie like a great shaft of light across the land.” 
That the world is not to-day abreast of their faith is because it is 
not abreast of the teachings of the Prince of Peace. A great navy, 
tempting us to embroilment and foreign war, is one thing; a navy 
of modern construction and sufficient in size to protect our coast 
line and commerce,is another. I believe the American people, 
respecting the advice of the fathers of the Republic so far as ap- 
plicable to the changed conditions to-day, desire the latter; and 
even though they do not, the ‘‘jingoist” who represents them is 
subject to the limitations of a reduced reserve and cofferless 
Treasury. Although nearly 90 per cent of any appropriation con- 
templated by the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
would be expended in my own State; although in my own district 
and county magnificent ships can be built, I hesitate to support the 
increase. At Chester some of our finest vessels have been built, 
both for our national and commercial navy, among them that mag- 
nificent vessel, the finest ship of its class that ever sailed the sea, “a 
thing of beauty and a joy forever,” whose builder was maligned 
and, through the action of the Democratic Secretary of the Navy, 
hampered and halted in the payment for it—the United States 
steamer DRED: Both builder and ship have been vindicated. 
It has been demonstrated by the present Secretary, Mr. Herbert, 
that of her class there is no vessel excelling her. She first ran 
from the ways of the shipbuilder into the tide water of the Dela- 
ware in one of the counties of my district. Nothing ever apper- 
taining to her was ‘structurally weak” save the vicious attacks 
made upon her and her builder—that grand old man, the father 
of the American modern navy and faithful friend of protection— 
the late John Roach. Jap lause. } 8 

I feel that in voting for four ships now, instead of six, we go to 
the extreme limit, if we take into consideration the fact, among 
other arguments, that the types of modern vessels are constantly 
and quickly changing, and that possibly before these ships are 
built and launched there will be so ical a change in these 
fighting platforms, in these magnificent battle ships—into which 
we put millions of dollars—that it may be that the money would 
be wasted, as it has been wasted, absolutely wasted, in the con- 
struction of other vessels before this. I take it that the commit- 
tee’s action was wise in coming to the conclusion in favor of four 
ships instead of six. I thought it would be prudent, at a time 
when the sentiment of the House seemed favorable to a moderate 
increase of the Navy, to vote in subcommittee for six ships rather 
than four; but I believe 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania Mr. ROBINSON] has expired. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 
utes more. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. But I believe now that the 
considerate judgment of the committee as reported in the bill is 
right. Wewrestled with the question for a long time. Wedebated 
it in committee again and again, and we came to the conclusion 
finally thatin authorizing 4 ships at this time (for, as the chairman 
of the committee will explain, we are practically undertaking to 
build 6 ships, the 2 provided for by the last Congress not havi 
been fully appropriated for) —we are building 6 ships within . 
n of time and we go far enough in the direction of increasing 
the Navy of this country—not increasing it for the purpose of war; 
not increasing it for the purpose of parading belligerently a navy 
around the world, but increasing it for the proper p Se, of po- 
lieing the seas, of garding our coasts, of looking out for the com- 
mercial interests of our corate as against the predatory commer- 
cial disposition of England and the other great powers. We will 
receive the just approval of our constituents.and of this Republic. 
which, upholding and defending the cause of self-government and 
civil liberty on this hemisphere, at the same time deprecates 
‘t jingoism ” and all that savors of it. [Applause.] 

Mr. HANLY. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cummin@s]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, during the nine years that I 
have been a member of this House I have never failed to support 
the most liberal appropriations for the increase of the Navy. In 
one Congress I went so far as to vote with the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BourELLE] to recommit a naval appropriation bill to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs with instructions to report a pro- 
vision for the construction of more ships. 

I have listened here with great pleasure to the speech of the 
8 from Indiana [Mr. Hanty]. It is a speech that glad- 

ens my heart, coming as it does from the State of Indiana. We 
have heard far different music from that State in the years that 
are t. There has been here a statesman from Indiana who 
has boldly asserted upon the floor of this House that half a dozen 
canal boats were enough for the American Navy. His hatred of 
the Navy became almost proverbial. 

I have listened with equal interest to the speech of the gentleman 


I ask for two or three min- 
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from California [Mr. JOHNSON]. 


It was melody from the Pacific 
Coast. These gentlemen have spoken of the present and the 
future; no one has spoken of the past. We must judge of the 
future by our experience in the past. The past shows that astrong 
navy is a vital necessity to every free and independent nation. 
From the day when the Greeks defeated the Persians in the Bay of 
Salamis down to the present time the navy has always been a 
vital factor in the history of nations. Hannibal cr the Alps 
and descended upon the fertile plains of Italy. Heremained there 
seventeen years—longer than Napoleon maintained his supremacy 
in Europe. He was at last defeated, not by Roman armies upon 
the Peninsula, but by the Roman galleys and triremes. Roman 
navy transported the troops of Scipio from Italy to the African 
coast, changing the seat of war, and forcing the withdrawal of 
Hannibal. His decisive defeat at Zama was the result of the 
operations of the Roman navy. 

Without a navy, sir, we never should have been successful in 
our Revolutionary war. In the darkest hour of our le then 
the sky was illumined with the flames of the Bon Homme Richard 
and the capture of the Serapis by Paul Jones. He kept the whole 
coast of En land in continuous alarm with his little war ship. 
indeed, sir, Eon the day when William the Norman landed in 
England that country was never invaded until Paul Jones landed 
his sailors and plundered British estates, 

But, sir, there was another navy that made its mark in our Revo- 
Iutionary history. It was the French navy, under d'Estaing and 
the Comte de Grasse. It was the French navy that forced the sur- 
render of Cornwallis at Yorktown. Without the presence of the 
French navy there would have been no capitulation. Without 
the French navy the few British ships under the command of Ad- 
miral Howe at New York would have sailed up the Chesapeake 
and have relieved the British general from his untoward position. 
So it is that I say this country would not have been free and inde- 

ont and the nation it is to-day without the assistance of the 
navy. 

Let us go a little further. After we had gained our independ- 
ence France had her own revolution, upon which the structure of 
an empire was founded. Napoleon became em r—the admi- 
ration and at the same time fear of the world. We seem to 
believe that Wellington defeated Napoleon. Ah, Mr. Chairman, 
that is a t mistake. Wellington gained the battle of Water- 
loo, but the man primarily responsible for the destruction of Na- 

eon was Lord Nelson. The French fleet was the right arm of 
pepe, and Nelson repeatedly destroyed it. When Napoleon 
secured an alliance with Holland an English fleet rendered 
the Dutch fleet useless. When the alliance with Denmark was 
made, and its purpose was to secure the assistance of the Danish 
fleet, it was Lord Nelson who bombarded Copenhagen and seized 
the Danish fleet. When the Emperor Paul of Russia was ready 
to make an alliance, it was Nelson in the Baltic who broke off the 
tiations by threatening the Russian fleet. 

it was Nelson who destroyed the French fleet in the Bay of 
Aboukir and shut up Napoleon in t. It was Nelson who 
maintained English supremacy in the iterranean in spite of all 
of Napoleon's efforts against him. It was Nelson who caused Eng- 
land to disregard the porion of the treaty of Amiens and 
retain her grip on the Island of Malta. It was Nelson who de- 
stroyed the $ nish fleet at St. Vincent and the combined Spanish 
and French fleets at Trafalgar. Napoleon's final destruction was 
due to Nelson and the British navy. France was isolated—cut off 
from the rest of the world by his operations. She had no inter- 
course with the outside world. She had neither exports nor im- 
ports. Her commerce was destroyed. She was compelled to feed 
upon herself. She was forced to furnish her own supplies, artil- 
lery, and munitions of war. Provisions and men fi y gave out. 
France had exhausted herself, and Wellington finished the work 
begun by Nelson. It demonstrated the value of the British navy. 
It had won for England the greatest fight of modern times, and 
fastened upon bar the eatest national debt in the whole world. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let uscome down the aisles of time to the war 
of 1812. Is there anything on the land except Macomb's one fight 
at the Saranac upon which we can plume ourselves? The battle 
of New Orleans, remember, was fought after the treaty of Ghent. 
When Hull had surrendered at Detroit, when Scott had been cap- 
tured after Lundy's Lane, when the American Army had been 
driven back across the Niagara, when Wilkinson had made his 
fiasco upon the border, and the whole nation was plunged in the 


darkness of gloom and d ir, the glorious news of the victory 
of Perry on Lake Erie and of McDonough on Lake Champlain 
aroused 


the enthusiasm of the es igs anew and excited their pa- 
triotism to the utmost pitch. And there was glorious music on 
the ocean. Decatur, Barron, Bainbridge, Hull, Stewart, Porter, 
and a score of American naval heroes were driving home the iron 
pe of . These were the victories that forced England 

the treaty of Ghent, and which made her acknowledge that 
thereafter American vessels should be free from search upon the 
high seas and American sailors free from danger of British im- 


Now let us speak of our own internal troubles over thirty years 
ago. The Confederacy was rangod on one side and what was left 
of the Union on the other. ho segregated the Confederacy? 
Wasit Sherman? Why, it had been torn in twain a year before 
the march to the sea; torn in twain by Farragut, Porter, and 
Foote. The Mississippi River had responđed to the prediction 
made by John A. Logan on the floor of this House in 1861. It 
was again made a free American river. New Orleans was in the 
hands of Farragut before McCiellan had got through fighting on 
the Peninsula. The American Navy closed the ports of the Con- 
federacy and sealed them as the ports of France had been sealed 
by Nelson fifty years before, It was the American Navy that 
forced the victorious result. Without it there might have been 
to-day two confederacies, one North and the other South. With 
it the Union shall ever be preserved. 

Mr. Chairman, I said in the beginning of my remarks that we 
must provide for the future in the light of the past. Within one 
ga we have a lesson in naval warfare which we should 

eed. The little Kingdom of Japan, with scarcely thirty-five mil- 
lions of inhabitants, has overwhelmed the oldest, the richest, and 
the most populons Empire on the face of the globe. It did it 
within six months. Where would Japan have been but for her 
navy? It was the navy of een that did the work. The Yalu 
al ite fe: Mery at the side of Trafalgar. Let us heed well 

e lesson. 

There are war clouds on our own horizon. No matter who made 
them, they are there. If we work and actin accordance with what 
we have heretofore proclaimed on the floor of this House, we will 
make liberal provision for battle ships of similar type to those that 
destroyed the hope of China. We have been threatened by an 
island nation, the same as Japan, with a navy far more powerful. 
We have to-day at least three causes of irritation with that nation. 
There is the Venezuelan question, there is the boundary question 
in Alaska, and thereis the question of our fur-seal fisheries. The 
Bering Sea Commission recommended an appropriation of over 
$400,000 to pay England for destroying our property in that sea, 
but the House voted down the proposition. 

Did you mean it when you voted it down? Did you mean to 
accept the necessary and natural consequences arising from your 
action? If so, now is the time to show it. Did you mean it when 
gon voted unanimously to sustain the recent declaration of the 

onroe doctrine? If you did. prove it by your vote. [Applause.] 
Did you mean. it when you bade defiance to Spain by your vote on 
the poponun to recognize the belligerency of the Cuban patri- 
ots? 80, enunciate it by your vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HanLy]. If you mean busi- 
ness, do business, for this is the time and this the hour to do it. 

sg the hammer fell. ] 
. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, has the time on the other 
side been exhausted? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time on the other side is exhausted. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I will say but a few words, 
There are some things which it seems to me ought to be said. 
There is really no question here in to the desirability of 
pong io with the work of building up the American Navy. 

his bill brings an assurance to the House from the committee 
that we are heartily in favor of continuing this work. I have 
been somewhat identified with our progress in naval construction 
during the last twelve or thirteen years, and have generally been 
re; ed as favorable to a liberal increase of our naval armament 
from time to time. I feel very much gratified at the pleasant 
references that have been made to my service in that regard by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HaxL v], my colleague from 
Ohio [Mr. Hulk], and others, and I desire to say to them and 
to this House that I feel great satisfaction and pride in having 
emulated all of the liberality and enthusiasm of my previous 
record in this regard by presenting to this House to-day for its 
consideration, and, as I confidently believe, for its indorsement, 
provision for the largest amount of tonn and for the largest 
expenditure for ships of war ever requested of the House of 
resentatives or of Senate of the United States. 

The appropriation bill now pending in this House carries an 
authorization for 4 battle ships and 15 torpedo boats, which con- 
stitute an aggregate of about 45,600 to 46,000 tons of dispiace- 
ment. That is by far the largest authorization that hes ever been 
made in the history of our naval progress in any one bill. I made 
a brief computation a few moments ago, by which I find that the 

amount of tonnage previously authorized was in the first 
session of the Fifty-first Congress, when I had the honor of being 
chairman of the committee, when the authorization amounted to 
33.550 tons. The largest previous authorization for the construc- 
tion of ships amounted to only 25,600 tons. This act, as I said, 
carries an authorization for about 46.000 tons of the most expen- 
sive and powerful war ships ever authorized by this Government. 

The same facts are true in A e eee provision 
for these vessels. I hold in my hand a statement in detail of the 
authorization of ships and the amounts a priated in every bill 
since 1885, This statement covers all of the appropriations except 


1896. 
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those for the Chicago, the Dolphin, the Boston, and the Atlanta, 


which should be also included in the new Navy; but this state- 
ment begins with — service upon the committee. 

Mr. HANLY. ill the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If it is only a brief one. Ihave but half the 
time which the gentleman had. 

Mr. HANLY. Is it not a fact that the Fifty-first Congress, at 
its first and second sessions, appropriated or authorized, for the 
building of the new Navy, under the head of Increase of the 
Navy” no less than $26,582,000? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ido not know why the gentleman should 
want to ask that question when I was about making the state- 
ment. I have the papers in my hand. I am not ing about 
how much was appropriated at any two or three or four sessions 
of Congress. Iam speaking of the annual appropriation bills. 
When we have made another bill next year we shall know how 
much this Con has appropriated. 

Mr. HANLY. The fact is as I have stated. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam discussing the appropriation of this 
year, and as compared with any previous appropriation or any 
previous authorization of ships it is far the largest. The largest 
authorization of vessels prior to the Fifty-first Congress was in 
1885, when the te cost of all the vessels authorized was not 
to exceed $10,128,000. The next highest was in the first session of 
the Fifty-first Congress, when we began the construction of bat- 
tle ships and authorized three of them. That bill made an authori- 
zation limit of $15,225,000. The bill of March 3, 1885, which au- 
thorized an expenditure of $10,128,000, made appropriations for 
only $3,500,000, leaving the larger part of the 5 to 
future years. The act of June 30, 1800, which provided for the first 
seagoing battle ships and which authori an expenditure of 
$15,225,000, made an 8 to carry forward that work of 
$8,120,000. I might follow down and say that the act of March 2, 
1892, provided for the authorization of vessels to cost $7,500,000 as 
the outside limit exclusive of armament,and appropriated $4,900,- 
000. The act of March 3, 1893, provided for 3 gunboats of 1,200 


tons. 
That was the parting contribution of the present distinguished 
of the Navy, who left the chairmanship of the Naval 
Committee of this House to accept his present Cabinet position. 
That bill provided for 8 gunboats of only 1,200 tons each, the 
authorization of expenditures being only $1,200,000, and the bill 
carried no appropriation for carrying on the work of the Navy on 
these and the vessels then under construction. We hada good 
deal more money in the Treasury then than we have now. The 
act of July, 1894, provided for noconstruction whatever. It was 
believed by the committee at that time, my distinguished friend 
from New York [Mr. Cumminas] then being the chairman, at the 
request of or suggestion of the President of the United States, that 
Congress should regard the depleted condition of the Treasury 
before entering upon any new obligations for expenditures of that 
kind, was sufficient justification for making no provision in that 
Congress for any new ships whatever; and the bill appropriated 
$9,955,000 for e on the work of the construction of vessels 
already authorized. 

Then we had a change. I do not know that the political situa- 
tion had anything to do with this matter, but between the second 
and third sessions of the Fifty-third Congress a oe popular 
revulsion changed the complexion of the House of Representa- 
tives; and then we had the experience that the committee, which, 
on the 26th day of July, 1894, deferring to the recommendation 
of the President that we consider the depleted condition of the 
Treasury before providing for more ships, on March 2, 1895, when 
the Treasury certainly was not in a much better condition, they 
came in with a recommendation of 2 battle ships and 6 boats 
and authorizing an expenditure thereon of $5,905,000. ey made 
an appropriation for carrying on the work upon vessels under con- 
struction, and a very small appropriation for making the plans, 
etc., of the 2 battle ships. e aggregate appropriation carried 
by the bill was $13,304,000, 

Now, right there I want to call the attention of the House to a 
fact that is important in the consideration of the question now 
before us. Asa matter of fact, while this committee authorizes 
in this bill the construction of four additional battle ships, this 
appropriation bill is really inaugurating the construction and pro- 
viding for the beginning of the construction of six battle ships. 
The act of March 2, 1895, providing for two battle ships, did not 
es any money for the construction of those vessels, It 
did provide a small sum, in one of the items constituting the ag- 
te of the epee acon bill, to carry on the work of drafting 


and designing these ships; and, although the Department was 


ready to advertise for bids for the construction of these vessels on 
the 2d day of March, 1895, they were not put under contract until 
rovision was made for their con- 
= ing provision = = bill for the 
e are appropria- 

“of the Navy has estimated 


the 2d day of January, 1896. o 
struction last year. We are 
construction of those shi 


tion all the money that Secretary of 


can profitably be spent on these two ships this year, and it will be 
the money expended on them. They will be the children of 
this Con „if I may use that expression in dtoships. We 
are providing their first sustenance, and are going forward build- 


ing them. 
fa addition to these two ships we have stretched the limit of 
liberality by providing for four more of these most expensive ships 
ever authorized by the Government. 
AnS table from which I have taken the foregoing figures is as 
ollows: 
Increase of the Navy. 


Date of act and object of appropriation. 


Under act of Mar. 3, 1885: 


Total under this act «c„4%„bĩäé⸗“ö! $1, 895, 000 
—===—Z 
Under act of Aug. 3, 1888: 
— S PEE S S AEN O EES 
Texas 


Vesuvius 


ington 

San Francisco and Philadelphia. 
Newark (increased 
On vessels previously authorized. 
Armament previously authorized 
Armor and gun steel previously authorized 


Total under this act 
Under act of t. 7, 1888: 
Cincinnati (No.7), 3.000 tons 


Raleigh (No. 8), 3,000 tons n .n--u sananen maa 
Cruisers 9, 10, and 11, 2,000 tons, $700,000 each. 
Armored cruiser New York (No.2), 8,150 tons. 
Armored cruiser No. 6, 2,500 tons 
Steel practice vessel for United States Naval Acad- 


. BO COMBS awa ccte nase ace peas daab eee 280, 000 
Toward the construction and completion of ves- 
sels heretofore and herein authorized by Con- 
Toward armor and armament of vessels hareto | PEEN 
fore and herein authorized— 2. 000. 000 
Total under this act 5, 760, 000 


Under act of Mar. 2, 1889: 
Armored cruiser, monitor, 3,000 tons. 
Dynamite cruiser No. 2 
2 gunboats, Nos. 5 and 6, 1,000 ton: 
I ram, 17 knots, 2,050 tons ------- 


ized by act of Mar.3, 1855; of the vessels author- 
ized by sections land 2 of the act of Aug.3, 1886; 
of the unfinished monitors mentioned in section 
8 of same act; of the Miantonomoh; of the ves- 
sels authorized by act of Mar. g. 1887, and of those 
authorized by act of Sept. 7, 1888 


Total under this act 


Under act of June re ag 
8 seagoing coast- battle ships, 8,500 tons, $4,- 
122: £400 tek Bl knole 

tec ser, 7. ots 
1 Pritt torpedo cruiser, 740 tons, 23 knots. 
1 torpedo boat 


= the armanent and armor for vessels au. 


section 3 of the same act; of the 

the vessels authorized by act 
of Mar. 3, 1887: of the vessels authorized by act 
of og pa and of those authorized by act of 


I brought into this House, under the instructions of my com- 
mittee, in 1890, a bill carrying only three of these ships, at a time, 
Mr. Chairman, when we had probably $100,000,000 us of reve- 
nue in this country, and when our system of providing income 
for this Government was rolling up funds in the Treasury vaults 
to an extent that the surplus in the Treasury was made the slogan 
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and war cry of our political opponents from one end of this coun- 
try to the other. en, when the committee recommended the 
construction of three of these ships, the present Secretary of the 
Navy, then the senior Democratic member on the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, took the floor and opposed the construction of 
more than two; and he did it squarely on the ground that we 
ought not to go too fast. He took the ground then that he did 
not think we ought to have many of these ships, and he said in 
that h, which I have in my desk, that he thought five or six 
would be enough. We have six under construction to-day; and 
he thought it extravagant, that we were going too far, in provid- 
ing for the construction of three of these ships in one bill and 
that we ought to take advantage of the improvements that were 
likely to be made and spread this expenditure over a long period. 

I want to advert to a statement made by my colleague, the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, which I have no doubt he madein good faith, 
and in which I have no idea he intended to create a misapprehen- 
sion; but he did. He has given this House an impression—and I 
state that upon statements that have come to me from gentlemen 
around me—that I, the chairman of the committee, am so incon- 
sistent that whereas I advocated provision for 10 battle ships in 
the Forty-ninth Congress, to-day I am only willing to give 4. The 
gentleman tells me he did not use the word *‘ battle ships.” 

Mr. HANLY. I said ‘‘ war ships.” 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, if the gentleman said“ war ships,” the 
impression made was the same. 

Mr. HANLY. I say ‘‘ war ships” yet. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman proposed unquestionably, if 
he proposed anything, to convict me in some be of an inconsist- 
ency; and he has utterly failed to do so. In the Forty-seventh 
Congress, on the 14th day of February, when the naval appropria- 
tion bill was before the House—and mark you in the year 1887, at 
the time when money was fairly leaking from the vaults of the 
Treasury, they were so full—I made a motion on this floor that we 
provide for 10—what? For 10 protected cruisers. Now, what is 
a protected cruiser? 

r. HANLY. War ships. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman seems 
to think that war ship” is a distinctive term, and that it is just 
as impressive if he accuses me of favoring the construction of a 
to o boat as if he accuses me of 3 the construction of 
a battle ship. But if the gentleman had read the motion carefully 
he would have seen just what it meant. 

Mr. HANLY. Ihave read it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then why did not the gentleman say so? 

Mr. HANLY. I have said so. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That motion proposed to provide for 10 pro- 
tected cruisers, specified the size of the vessels, allowed ample time 
for their construction, and provided that the expenditure should 
be spread over a sufficient period. The aggregate cost of those 
cruisers, exclusive of armament, was to be $15,000,000, “ which 
sum is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated; to be available during five years from 
March 4, 1887.” So this immense mountain of extravagance which 
Iwas accused of having advocated, so far as the House understood 
the charge, turns out to be a motion to ponas for,10 protected 
cruisers, to cost $15,000,000, and to be paid for in five years, involv- 
ing an nditure of about $3,000,000 a year. 

Ar. Y. Exclusive of armament. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Exclusive of armament. That, Mr. Chair- 
man, was my 3 proposition made in 1887. Now, I do 
not know that it would have any great effect upon the judgment 
of the House as to the merits of this bill if I had been convicted 
of absolute inconsistency; but I want to say to my young friend 
that I stand to-day not only in as liberal an attitude as I then 
occupied, but I go beyond it, for I have not limited myself in this 
bill to asking this House to provide for an expenditure of $3,000,000 
a year for the next five years for the construction of a few cruisers. 
Istand here now recommending a provision for the building of 
four first-class battle ships that are to cost in the aggregate, exclu- 
sive of their armament, $3,750,000 each, and that, on the basis of 
the latest bidding, will make them cost, when completed andarmed, 
between $5,000,000 and $6,000,000 apiece, if not more than that. 
Instead of the small appropriation, the small annual expenditure, 
that was proposed by me in 1887 for those cruisers, the bill now 
under consideration authorizes ships that will cost in the aggre- 
gate nearly $2,000,000 more than the aggregate cost of those 
cruisers. That motion of mine involved an ultimate expenditure 
of $15,000,000. This bill as it stands here to-day, with the author- 
ization of four battle ships, carries an authorization of an expendi- 
ture of $16,675,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Exclusive of armament. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Exclusive of armament, and the armament 
costs almost as much as the ship. Now, if we add to that the ap- 

ropriations that we make in this bill, and the real sponsorship 
that is here assumed for inaugurating the construction of the two 


ships that have been contracted for at Newport News, it increases 
the authorization of expenditure in this bill by $4,000,000 apiece 
for these vessels, which makes an aggregate authorization of ex- 
penditure amounting to about $20,000,000. 

We have not followed the ore of previous committees in 
putting in the tonnage and not ma 1 I say to 
the Committee of the Whole that this bill carries in the appropria- 
tions recommended every dollar that the Department has estimated 
can be profitably expended during the current fiscal year, and, as 
my friend well knows, in addition to that we are carrying in this 
bill a large amount of deficiencies brought over from the last ap- 

ropriation for various ses of maintaining the naval estab- 
ehm ent. One item in this bill of $350,000 is a deficiency arising 
from an inadequate appropriation for keeping in repair the ships 
that we have already in commission. e have granted it and 
made it immediately available for use this year, and we have added 
that deficiency to the full amount appropriated last year for that 
purpose, so that we ask the House to appropriate for the coming 
year $1,250,000 to keep our ships in repair, as against $900,000 car- 
ried in the last bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think I have made it tolerably plain to 
the House that this is by no means a mean or an ungenerous ap- 
propriation. It is an extraordinary and, in view of the condition 
of our finances to-day, it is an extravagant provision for the public 
safety. I want to say to the gentlemen of this Committee of the 
Whole, every one of whom bears to some constituency and to the 
country at large the same responsibility that rests upon me—al- 
though 0 for the moment, in regard to a particular measure, 
I may, and I hope I do, as I ought to, feel a special responsibility 
because the House has honored me with a special trust—I want to 
say to all of you gentlemen that it is your duty as well as mine to 
consider the elite to consider the expediency, to look like 
statesmen and public servants at the appropriations and the 
various provisions made by this ponge: 

We are lodging the people of the United States to large expend- 
itures. e building up of a new navy has cost large sums of 
money. The expenditure has not been extravagant. It has shown 
splendid fruits. I ask this House to repose in me in these few 
c oning sea just such confidence as it may see fit to do, when 
I say that with a long experience in connection with shipbuildin 
and with a comparatively long experience in service on the Nav 
Committee—notwithstanding the statements which have been 
made here with regard to the facility with which we can supply 
these vessels with armor and guns—I say to you we have had these 
same assurances in the past. While I accord the highest credit 
and praise to these great steel-producing plants for overcoming the 
difficulties under which they have labored and for getting these 
works forwarded as they have, I do not believe that providing in 
this bill for six battle ships additional would give us the last of 
those ships one month earlier than if we appropriate for four now 
and 15 that action up hereafter with a provision for other 
vessels, 

I know that this is not simply a question of setting those works 
in operation on the 1st day of January and running them at full 
capacity through the oe I know practically that for a large 
portion of this armor they have got to wait until the ship reaches 
a certain ae of her completion in order that accurate measure- 
ments ma taken from the completed hull before they can 
begin to finish up the armor for those vessels. Therefore, for 
every ship additional that we authorize we crowd additional work 
into a limited period. 

It does not answer this argument to come in here and show that 
a certain tee rd of necessary material may be relied upon on an 
average, working all the time. We must take actual experience; 
and if I had time I would show, as I shall perhaps take the liberty 
of showing more fully in my extended remarks, that delays have 
continued up to last year, and that it is only within a very short 
time that the battle ships which I had the honor to report to this 
House in 1890—six years ago—have received the last of their armor. 

That has been answered by the statement, We have gotten 
over all the difficulties, and now we can do an unlimited amount 
of work.” I do not think that isso. I think there are yetlimita- 
tions, and that if we provide, as we shall if this bill is passed as 
printed, for „ you, beginning—after this date the 
construction of six of these great battle ships, which can not be 
put under contract and started before January, we are not only 
entering upon the largest amount of ship construction in the his- 
tory of this Government, but we are taxing our facilities to a very 
great extent. ~ 

In regard to the type, I have never encouraged the argument 
that we should not build ships or guns to-day because some better 
ones may be built to-morrow. Following that argument, we 
would never build any. I have heretofore stated in this House, 


and I repeat to-day, that I believe the general type and character 
ed by the American Government 
e best, the most powerful in any 


of the battle which is desi 
to-day is not only by all odds 
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navy in the world, but I believe that the type is substantially 
fixed for some time to come. I can not guarantee that, however, 
in this of discovery. In view of the discoveries and inven- 
tions of the last few years—in view of some of the marvels of the 
last few months—he would be a bold man who would dare to say 
there will be no great change within an early period. But I am 
satisfied that we are justified in coming forward now and adding 
to our naval force upon an approved type that is believed to be 
to-day substantially on the right line for some time to come. But 
it is not true, any more than it has been in the. past, that we can 
not improve even from month to month. 

The Jowa is claimed to be an improvement upon the Indiana. 
The battle ships that are to-day under contract at Newport News 
are claimed to be superior in important respects to the Indiana 
and the Iowa. The Indiana, the Massachusetts, and the Oregon, 
concerning which I say freely that I believe they are the finest 
completed ships in the world, were experimental ships with us. 
They were the first battle ships that we had ever tried to design; 
and they reflect eternal honor upon their designers. It was a 
marvel for us to be able to step into this untrodden field and in 
the first three great fighting ships that we put afloat show that 
we could not only build ships here of a character almost as good 
as those constructed in the great shipbuilding establishments of 
Europe, where they have been engaged for generations in that 
work, but that we had actually built ships that are conceded by 
British naval architects, by experts from Japan, and by other mari- 
time powers to be the most powerful vessels in the world. 

But nevertheless, as I have said, the Jowawas an improvement, 
and to-day the Indiana is lying somewhere inside the points of 
Port Royal waiting for some extraordinary rise of the tide or 
some interposition of Providence to enable her to get into a dry 
dock, because she draws too much water for that dry dock, or 
because the harbor has not as much water as it ought to have. In 
view of that fact, the De ment, in designing the two ships now 
under construction at Newport News, has modified, wisely and 
beneficially, as I believe, the design—— 

The PATEMON The time of the gentleman from Maine has 
expired. : 

Ir. BOUTELLE. I ask a few minutes additional. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I ask that the gentleman from Maine 
be allowed so much additional time as he may desire to finish his 
remarks. 

Mr. HANLY. H hope that will be granted. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam very grateful to the committee for its 
courtesy and certainly will not abuse the privilege accorded to me. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will permit me, I would 
like him to give the committee information, that he can give, in 
regard to the facilities the Government possesses for docking the 
great war vate i 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will do so with pleasure if the House de- 
sires the information. 

But sin oe here let me say, first, that the modification of the 
models of these ships, by which less draft is secured, is, in my judg- 
ment, a very great and marked improvement. But the modifica- 
tions which have been made afford no substantial criticism of the 
work of the designers of the first three battle ships constructed, 
all of which can enter a large number of our harbors, and for all 
of which there will be adequate docking facilities during the 
present year at certain points. 

But the weights of the great battle ei are an enormous factor 
in calculation; and in the evolution of these great engines of war, 
from the incipient plans until they are finally assembled, we have 
the best result of the study, the experience, and the knowledge of 
naval construction, which has resulted in building larger ships 

than were at first contemplated. While their drafts, I will say, 
are marvelously in accord with the calculations of the design- 
ers—indeed, I may say, it is one of the most marvelous things in 
naval architecture, the accuracy with which these calculations 
are made—yet it was deemed advisable to have these vessels of 
less draft if possible, without impairing their usefulness in other 
ways, and so these two ships last contracted for have been given 
more floor space—more beam—so that they have less draft, and 
will be able to enter ports that the other vessels could not enter. 
Another reason why there have been changes, not of a typical or 
fundamental character, not in contravention of the desirability of 
haying built the former ships of the Navy, but most desirable in 
the way of modification and improvements, is that we have in this 
regard availed ourselves and naval construction has availed itself 
of the iniga uity—the marked ingenuity and skill—of the Ameri- 
can people. For instance, if we were to sit down to-day and de- 


termine to build 40 great battle ships in a single year, believing 
that there would be no improvements hereafter, we would be false 
to our trust in the American 5 skill and ingenuity and com- 
mit a very serious blunder. 

time to time. 


ese improvements will come from 


I believe by distributing the construction of the vessels through 
a considerable length of time we will obtain better results, that 
we will have the advantage of improvements and discoveries that 
develop from time to time, and that it is much better for all con- 
cerned, instead of creating workshops to an extent almost sure to 
involve to some degree the slighting of the work and the forced 


preparation of material as well as the hasty assembling of the 
parts, to extend the construction over a reasonable length of time. 

Mr. STEELE. If the gentleman will permit me, I would like 
to know the truth regarding the Texas and one other vessel, if the 

entleman from Maine is prepared to answer. If he does not deem 
it desirable to do so, I hope he will not regard the inquiry. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, the gentleman has asked a question 
with regard to the Teras. Iwill answer as best I can. The Texas 
is a second-class battle ship, and while I may have an impression 
in regard to it, yet I have not the absolute data which would 
enable me to discuss her condition in a satisfactory manner to 
myself. I will simply state to the House that some years ago 
plans were adyertised for and a premium offered for the plans, 
and one set was presented and accepted from a firm of English con- 
structors for a ‘second-class battle ship ”—I think we call such 
ships now. The plans were accepted and the ship was put under 
construction. At the same time the Bureau of Construction and 
Machinery in the TON Department prepared plans for a some- 
what similar vessel. The Secretary of the Navy placed the vessel 
that subsequently became the Texas under construction at Nor- 
folk, and the vessel that became the Maine, from designs furnished 
by the Navy Department itself, at New York, and the construc- 
tion went forward with various degrees of criticism until the 
were both put into commission within the past year. Iam justi- 
fied in saying 8 beyond the compliment which the Secretary 
of the Navy [Mr. Whitney] kindly paid to my State in giving her 
this name I am not personally interested in the ship) that as is 
believed to be a fine vessel and reflects great credit on the Bureau 
of Construction and Steam Engineering as well as the Ordnance 
Bureau. Officers who are acquainted with the ship and who have 
served on her speak very highly of her. The Texas, when put 
into commission and put into the dry dock in New York displayed 
a certain degree of weakness about some portion of the construc- 
tion which could be discussed better by a naval constructor than 
myself. There have been various explanations of it and various 
views Gaara in regard to it. . 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If my friend will allow an interruption, I 
hope he will call attention to the fact that this ship was built 
from plans furnished by an English concern. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. at is true. Perhaps I did not bring that 
out clearly enough, although I stated that the plans were pur- 
chased from England. Among the plans that were putin com- 
petition came this plan from this English concern. It was 
accepted by the Secretary as the best plan, and was paid for. I 
ought to say that our Bureau of Construction in the Navy De- 
partment condemned the plans, if I remember, stating that they 
were defective in some fundamental particulars; that the vessel 
had not flotation enough, and that she would not carry the arma- 
ment, etc., which it was believed by the Department she ought 


to carry. 

There were various criticisms about her construction. I donot 
want to go into details about them; it is too small a matter. 
There was a widespread impression that, in order to meet the 
criticisms of the Bureau, she had not sufficient flotation, that 
those in charge of her construction lightened her material too 
much in order to help her float, and when she was put in dry 
dock in New York and took her bearings on the floor of the dry 
dock her framework, or scantling as they call it in naval nomen- 
clature, was not heavy enough to hold up the side superstructure, 
and it crumbled. en she was in the water the water bearings 
held her up all right. Now she has been sent to Norfolk to be 
repaired, to be strengthened. I understand that the constructor 
who had charge of her building claims that she can be so repaired 
as to be an effective ip: 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman who constructed her was 
the gentleman who docked her? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes, as my friend says, the gentleman who 
constructed her was the same gentleman who superintended her 
docking when she met with this mishap. Now, the whole ques- 
tion of the Texas is likely to be examined into hereafter, and there- 
fore I will not say anything more than that she did not prove en- 
tirely successful. She is now in the dry dock for repairs at Norfolk, 
and the degree of success which may attend the . a 
her and make her a first-class ship has not been fully disclosed. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] asked me to make 
a statement about the dry docks. I will endeavor to do so brief 


and succinctly. Of course you will all understand that the ol 
stone dry docks of the old Navy are not at all available for any of 
our larger new ships. These modern vessels are enormously longer 


and larger than the largest of our old ships. We began some 


— 
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the construction of modern and, as we believed at that 
time, as the debates will disclose, 5 timber 
ike to 


years ago 


docks. We built one in New York. Ishould have my 
end from New York [Mr. Cummixas] follow me, and if I omit 
any of these facts, I ask him to prompt me. 

We built a new timber dry dock in New York that was at the 
time believed to be an enormous structure. I thought it was. We 
authorized one to be built at Tengan Island, and we authorized 
one to be built at Norfolk. All of them-were immensely larger 
than the old wooden docks at those places. They have been com- 

ted. They are fine docks. They accommodate all the ships in 


e Navy except nine. They were amply large for the v we 
were then constructing, but in the evolution of our Navy, when 
we came to build the great cruiser New York, and followed that up 
with these enormous battle ships, we built our ships too big for 


their houses, and the dry docks were too small. We then author- 
ized a new timber dock, a larger one, at New York. 
Was a great deal of di in the construction. Thecontractor 
failed, and one difficulty followed another. Finally the contract 
was n, a new contract was made, and I understand that 
dock will be opened during the coming summer for the reception 
of ships. It is amply large, and with sopie draft, as Iam ad- 
vised, to dock any of our cruisers or any of our battle ships. 

The dock at League Island is in the same category as the others. 
It is large enough for all of our ships except those very largest 
ones, 

Some years ago we authorized a ey dock to be built at Port 

- TOTAA Some —_ It was reas that peg Sok — 
was only open ring, was enough and deep en 
for our largest ships. Taare hada icion but that it was. It 
was designed, I think, to have 26 feet of water over the sill. The 
Indiana was sent down there to be docked because the large dock 
in New York was not completed and the other docks were too 
small. She is there to-day. They have not yet had water enough 
to get her into that dock. I think that 24 feet and a few inches is 
the greatest depth of water they have had over the sill up to this 
time, and I understand—althongh I have no official information 
that the ship is waiting for a higher course of tides. 

Mr. TERRY. Speaking of the size of these ships, I will ask the 

tleman if there are any of the ports south of Hampton Roads 
that these large battle ships can enter? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will say to the gentleman that if he will 
give me the depth of water over their bars, I will tell him ina 
minute. Iam more familiar with the draft of the ships than I 
am with the depth of the water in those harbors. 

Mr. TERRY. The draftof the shipsis 25 feet or more, is it not? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No, sir; these contracts for ships to be built 


at Newport News provides for 23 feet 6 inches. 
Mr. TERRY. ere are very few Southern ports that they 
could enter. 


Mr. BOUTELLE, My impression was thatthey could enter all. 

Mr. TERRY. Iam not sure of it, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They can enter Mobile. It is confidently 
claimed by my friend from New Orleans that the Indiana or any 
of that c of vessels can enter the mouth of the Mississippi. 
They can certainly get into Mobile Bay, and I think they can get 
into Pensacola. 

Mr. TERRY. I will state to the gentleman from Maine that I 
have been informed that the draft of these battle ships is over 25 
feet, and that with that draft they can not enter the Southern 
ports. Ihave been further informed that the time for which they 
carry coal is very short. Will the gentleman state for how many 


days the coal? 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I can not tell the gentleman offhand. I can 
do so 3 referring to the report. They have ample coal 


capacity for the purposes for which they are required - to 
BETES s our 5 — from Nova Scotia to the Gulf, and even to 
cross the ocean. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like the gentleman to ascertain and put 
it in the RECORD. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will do that with ‘i pleasure. So far 
as their entering the ports is concerned, I have understood that 
they will have no difficulty in entering the principal ports of the 
South. But these ships can not be built ciently powerful on 
a light draft. 

. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. I would like the gentleman 
to yield to me two minutes to enable me to make a statement in 
to the Port Royal dock. 
. BOUTELLE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. I regret much that the 
condition of my voice is such as to make it alm im ible for 
me to be heard. On account of the statements that have been 
made about the dock at Port Royal, I to say that it is alto- 
gether a mistake that under ordinary conditions that dock will 
not be suitable for docking the great battles It was built for 
that express purpose, and is to-day the only in the country 


that can receive the Indiana. I went there myself on a recent 
occasion when it was supposed she was to be docked, and it was 
a most grievous disappointment to all concerned that, on account 
of the 1 conditions prevailing at that time, she could not 
enter the dock. That is, it was not considered safe that she should 
be docked, considering the fact that she was the first battle ship 
to be docked in this country and the first argo ship to be putinto 
that dock. The Amphitrite had tested the dock; but she was so 
small in comparison with the dock that she had to be put in twice 
for the p of covering its full length. The peculiar condi- 
tion of things that made it unsafe to dock the Indiana was a suc- 
cession of westerly winds ending in a northwesterly gale, the same 
which had ov: en the Indiana off Hatteras on — 5 trip to Port 
Royal. These westerly winds had driven the water out of the 
rivers and caused very low tides. 

That condition, as is well known, existed also at New York and 
on the coast of New Jersey, and in this city, where it is 
said the tide fell 7 feet lower than usual. Day before yesterday 
I saw it mentioned in the Baltimore Sun that, in consequence of 
the low tides prevailing, caused by these westerly winds, ships 
had e nced great trouble in getting away from the wharves 
at Norfolk. But there will be no difficulty whatever in docking 
that ship under ordinary conditions. The depth of water in the 
dock, I was assured by the commander of the station, Captain 
Rockwell, was frequently 27 feet; and I am certain that within a 
day or two, if not to-day, news will be received that the Indiana 
has been safely docked. There need not be any apprehension, I 
assure gentlemen, that under ordinary conditions difficulty will 


be experienced in docking any battle ship at Port Royal. 
edt pt rapa I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
ew Yor 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attentio: 
of my friend from South Carolina to the fact that he made a mis- 
statement, and that was that the Port Royal dock is the only dock 
that will take in these big battle ships. There is a dock at Port 
8 on Puget Sound, ready for use that will take any of 

em. 

Mr. FOOTE. That will be done in a few months. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. But it is not completed yet. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to pro- 
long the debate any further. I will close, as I „by saying 
we have here the most generous, the most liberal, and if I were 
not its sponsor I would say the most extravagant, naval bill that 
has been presented since we began the new Navy. In 1890, when 
the first battle ships were authorized, the present Secretary ob- 
jected that we were going too fast by authorizing three. He said 
we had been spending annually on an average $6,000,000—with 
plant, about $7,000,000—for . We have reached 
that, and the average has been raised. By the annual provisions 
for new shipping, reached largely by the large appropriation of the 
Fifty-first Congress and by the appropriation of this bill, we reach 
an average of $7,783,891 in actual provisions for work in building 
up the new Navy, and I confidently ask gentlemen of the com- 
mittee and of the House to stand by the committee in the work 
that it has so faithfully and painstakingly done, and I believe you 
will do so. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

The C MAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the A teres from Indiana. 

Mr. UTELLE. I omitted to say, what I assume is under- 
stood, that I hope this amendment will be voted down, and I ex- 

ress that hope in the firm conviction that it is not only in the 

t interests of the Government, but of the future building up of 
the American Navy. 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HANLY. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were —ayes 32, noes 134, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert in line 13, page 50, after “ vided,” the following: 

That if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the President of the United 
States that one or more said vessels and their ery can be constructed at 
any of the navy-yards of the Government within the amount appropriated, 
ha may authorize and order the same to be built at such yards as he may 

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word about that 
amendment. The object of it is this: It is a well-known fact that 
in several of our navy-yards the Government has placed very ex- 
tensive plants. Taking, for instance, the navy-yard located in 
Brooklyn and speaking for that, knowing it as well as I do, I may 
say that there is there a very complete ee for the building of 
ships. Machinery has 8 and placed in the navy-yard 
by the Government which will perform the backing, stamping, and 
bending of plates as well as it can be done in any shop in this 
country. 

Now, in my judgment it is absolutely necessary for the protec- 


' 
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tion of the wanuy in this respect that these expensive plants shall 
be maintained and kept in order, for this reason: If in the event 
of war any of our ships should be damaged, it would of course be 
necessary that the Government should have at all times depots 
for their repair. I take it that in the event of war the main naval 
battles would be fought in or around the har bor of New York. Of 
course, other battles might be fought off Boston or off Philadel- 
phia, but suppose a battleto be fought off the harbor of New York, 
if in the meantime the plant in the navy-yard there had been al- 
lowed to rot and go to pieces from nonuse, it would be necessary 
to send any of our v. that got damaged in the conflict tosome 
other place for repairs. 

Now, except the navy-yard at Portsmouth, where also the plant 
should be kept in use, there is no other place to which to send a 
da vessel but the private shipyards on the Delaware. But 
if she were badly injures she might not be able to make her way 
to those yards, or, even if the damage was not serious enough to pre- 
vent her from going that distance, it might 1 the enemy’s 
squadron would blockade the entrance to the ware River and 
thus prevent her from reaching those private yards. It does not 
matter whether the Government shall order some of these vessels 
or torpedo boats to be built at these several yards, the building 
of them will have this effect: It will keep the machinery in the 
navy-yards in condition, so that it can be used when it is needed, 
and it will konp in each yard a force of men who by their skill and 
experience will be always able to do the work of repair in an 
anero On the other hand, the result of a discontinuance of 
work in yards has been that men have left the Government 
employ and gone into the employ of private concerns, so that it 
will be necessary to reestablish the force when it is required unless 
by a wise policy we keep it up all the time. 

It may be said that the ships can not be built as cheaply in the 
Government yards as they can be built by contractors. Upon that 
point I take issue; but my amendment is so worded that that ob- 
jection can not have any force. I have carefully prepared the 
amendment, and gentlemen will observe that it provides that the 
President shall order one or more of these vessels to be built in 
the various yards only when he shall be convinced that they can 
be built there within the appropriation. At the Brooklyn yard 
recently were built two ships—— 

pere the hammer fell. 

motion of Mr. ODELL, the time of Mr. FISCHER was ex- 
tended five minutes. 

Mr. FISCHER. Iam obliged to thecommittee. At the Brook- 
lyn yard were built two ships, the Maine and the Cincinnati. I 
have heard it said that the Cincinnati cost so much that it was 
impossible to convince anyone thereafter that the navy-yards 
could build ships within the appropriation. But I ask gentlemen 
whether they know the fact that the great cost in the construc- 
tion of the Cincinnati occurred through a fire in the machine shop 
in the Brooklyn yard, which destroyed the inery—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the gentleman will allow me, the increase 
was so great as to make the cost nearly double. 

Mr. FISCHER. Oh, no; it was not double. The increase of 
cost was that which resulted from the fire—— 

92020 ad MMINGS. The limit was $1,100,000, and the cost was 

Mr. FISCHER. Well, I will not dispute the gentleman’s limit. 
(Laughter. | 
1 CUMMINGS. In other words, you raise the limit. [Laugh- 
er. FISCHER. No; I can not afford to do that. This, like 
the ships that pass in the night,” of which the gentleman from 
California spoke, is dismissed. [Laughter.] But, Mr. Chairman, 
the fact is that the additional cost in that case resulted from the 
destruction of machinery in the machine shop in the nayy-yard. 
But for that the vessel would have been built within the appro- 

iation. Now, both these ships, the Cincinnati and the Maine, 
hive turned out to be excellent vessels in their class. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. May I call the gentleman’s attention to the 
on of ae Maine? Her limit was $2,500,000, and her cost was 

963,000. 

Mr. FISCHER. That may be possible; but I imagine from what 
I know that some of these things occurred through a change of 


plan. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to add (and I am reminded of this by a 
gentleman near me) that while the Maine was built at a cost ex- 
ceeding the amount appropriated, I wish gentlemen to remember 
that the reason the Maine was ordered to be built at a navy-yard 
was that no contractor would take her at the figure fixed in the 
appropriation; nobody would undertake to build her so cheaply. 
And in addition her plans were altered. So that there is nothing 
in those fi to prove that the Government could have had that 
vessel built for less. 


Now I ask in the interest of the Government service that the 
personnel may be kept up at these navy-yards; that these yards 


shall be kept in good order and not allowed to rot. I hope this 
amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to inquire of the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. BouTELLE] whether we were correct in understanding 
him to state that these vessels could be built for about a million 
dollars less than the maximum sum named in the provision for 
giving out their construction by contract? If that is the case, 
then this amendment will authorize the building of one or more 
of these battle ships in a navy-yard, notwithstanding the cost might 
be a million dollars more than it would be if the construction were 
let out by contract. 

Mr. FISCHER, I wish to say to the gentleman from Maine that 
such is not the intent of my amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then the gentleman should modify the lan- 
guage of the proposition. 

Mr. BOUT Let me say a word for the information of 
the House. The Kentucky and the Kearsarge were authorized to 
cost $4,000,000 apiece, but they are now under contract for 
$2,255,000 each. 3 

Mr. FISCHER. Ido not think that any language used in my 
amendment would authorize the construction which gentlemen 
seem di to put upon it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest that the gentleman modify the lan- 

of his amendment. 

Mr. FISCHER. I will do so. 
entleman from New Vork will plainly 

an amendment that the construction 


will be deprived of the benefit which the provision of the bill was 

designed to give it, because under the amendment these vessels 

may cost, if the navy-yards should see fit to make them cost, the 
amount of the maximum named. 

Mr. FISCHER. Theamendment simply provides for construct- 


ing at some of our navy-yards “one or more” of these vessels, 


But I modify the amendment by striking out shall“ and insert- 


ngk DINC 
. DINGLEY. How does that obviate the difficulty? 

Mr. FISCHER. The amendment will then simply provide that 
the President may order one or more of these v to be con- 
structed at a Facey 

Mr. MILNES. I call the attention of the gentleman from New 
York to the fact that while this bill fixes $3,750,000 as the maxi- 
mum cost of each of these vessels, it is a fact that similar vessels 
now under contract are costing us only a little over $2,000,000 


apiece. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Let me state this matter in brief. This bill 
fixes the extreme limit of cost at $3,750,000; but we do not expect 
that these vessels will cost anything like that. If, however, the 
amendment should be adopted, the vessels may be built at our 
navy-yards, and every dollar of that sum may be spent. The 
amendment ought not to be adopted. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. FISCHER was 


a kg n 8 
r — HILBORN. I move the amendment which I send to the 
esk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out one,“ the last word in the insert 
thereof the word “five”; so that the — wil 8 of ald — a 
pedo boats shall be built on or near the coast of the Pacific Ocean.” 

Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Chairman, in this bill we have provided 
for the building of 15 torpedo boats, but only one of these is to be 
built on the Pacific Coast. The effect of my amendment is to 
allow five of them to be built there. These torpedo boats are for 
use on the Pacific Ocean as well as on this side, and it seems to 
me that those which are to be used on the Pacific onght to be 
constructed on that coast. These are not seagoing vessels. If 
those 3 for service on the Pacific are to be built on the 
Atlantic t, how are they to be transferred to the Pacific? 
There is no way of getting them there, and if it were practicable 
to take them round Cape Horn the additional expense thus caused 
would exceed the added cost of building them on the Pacific 
Coast. It seems to me that every consideration of economy de- 
mands that those torpedo boats which are to be used on the Pacific 
should be constructed on the Pacific Coast. Iask the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. BouTELLE] to accept this amendment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The chairman of the committee” would be 
very glad to accept any amendment as a matter of courtesy to a 
coll e on the committee or as a matter of kindness to any sec- 
tion of the country if public duty would allow it. 

This matter was fully considered by the committee. The differ- 
ence of cost that would result from the building of four torpedo 
boats, instead of one. on the Pacific Coast would to com tivel 

ight. Yet 1 may be allowed to say that we were, and intend 
to be, very liberal and generous toward our friends on the Pacific 

e have reported in the bill a provision allowing one of 
these battle ships to be constructed on the Pacific Coast, even 
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though the bid for its construction there should belarger than some 
others, provided it be kept within a reasonable limit; and indeed 
all of these battle ships may be built there if the bids from that 
region should be low enough. But, taking into consideration the 
probabilty of the increased expenditure for getting material for 
the construction, we granted in the bill that one of these battle 
ships shall go there, unless the bid is beyond that which is regarded 
as fair and reasonable. 

So far as the torpedo boats are concerned, I will be perfectly 
frank with the committee and with the gentleman from Califor- 
nia, by saying that these are provided for at the earnest request 
and recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy; and the com- 
mittee has believed it advisable to leave them entirely and abso- 
lutely to his discretion. You know, the committee know, and the 
country knows—it is public property now, for it is containedin a 
printed pamphlet in this House—that the Secretary has already 
contracted with the Herreshoffs for the construction of some of 
the boats previously authorized, because the Department are sat- 
isfied from the exhibits made to them on the part of these build- 
ers that they will provide a very superior type of vessel in speed 
and other qualities, and desiring to avail ourselves of the expe- 
rience of these men, who are believed to be capable of building the 
quickest and best vessels of this type, it was deemed advisable to 
leave the matter entirely in the discretion of the Secretary. It is 
believed that they will be able to furnish the fastest boat yet fur- 
nished by any of the contractors; and the appropriation for this 
purpose was made in bulk, “five torpedo boats, to cost $875,000 in 
all,” so as to enable the Secretary of the Navy to vary his con- 
tract if he deems it desirable in 1 to two or three of them, 
expending a little more money on these if necessary to produce a 
superior vessel, and giving a higher price of course to the con- 
tractors for the same. 

The provision of the bill is that one of the vessels and one tor- 
pono boat shall be built (and it follows former bills in this regard) 

or the purpose of preventing any possible idea of sectionalism— 

that one of each of these shall be built on the Pacific Coast, one tor- 
pedo boat on the Mississippi River, and one on the Gulf of Mexico, 
and so on; but if we adopt the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from California none of these could be built on the Atlan- 
tic Coast at all, and it would absolutely defeat the desire of the 
Department to continue under a special contract the construction 
by the same people in this case and enable them to build some of 
these vessels, putting into the construction the experience that 
they have gained in this regard, and which is believed by the 
Department to be so valuable. 

Mr. HILBORN. How could we transport them to the Pacific 
Coast even if they were built at the Herreshofts? 

The CHATIRM. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from California. 


The amendment was rejected, 

Mr. LOW. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 1 send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read. as follows: 


Amend, after the word “dollars,” in line 10, page 49 of the bill, by insert- 
ing “45 first-class torpedo boats of from 100 to 125 tons displacement, to have 
amaximum speed of not less than 24 knots, and to cost not more than an aver- 
age of $175,000 each.“ 

Mr. LOW. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is just as important, 
just as urgent, and just as necessary to meet the wants of our 

avy as any provisions outlined in the original bill, and for sev- 
eral reasons 

First. Because torpedo boats are needed not only to assist in 
protecting our harbors, but to broaden the scope of effective work 
in connection with our fleets. 

Second. This amendment means to provide an opportunity for 
young naval officers to learn the practical science of commanding. 

This has been, and is to-day, a problem of great import. Our 
naval officers in the middle and lower grades are suffering for the 
want of an opportunity to command, and the country be the 
loser unless it provides for the brignt, ambitious, and young officers 
the opportunity to command, to be captain of his own war vessel, 
be she ever so small. 

Legislation does not nor can not make a commander, except in 
rank and pay. A commander, in the broadest sense of the title 
and meaning, can only bemade by actual experience in command- 
ing his own vessel, and this must be obtained while the officer is 
in the early prime of life, for at that period his ambition stimu- 
lates him to seek proficiency, power, prominence,andrank, These 
50 torpedo boats mean 50 commands for officers not above the 
grade of lieutenant. 

The officers of these boats have to be changed so frequently, that 
during a year fully 200 officers will have an opportunity to 
familiarize themselves with a captain’s duty. 

these 50 vessels can be the means of developing one Paul 
Jones or a Farragut it will be worth the cost of the entire fleet 
asked for in my amendment. 


Mr. STEELE. What would be the necessity for launching out 
into this expenditure if there were no officers capable of com- 


manding them? 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from New York 


has See 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope we will vote without further delay. 

ieee neces being taken on the amendmentof Mr. Low, it was 
rejected. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to amend by inserting ‘‘ four,” in 
line 24, on page 49; so that it will read: 

corp ceed said torpedo boats shall be built on or near the coast of the 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of line 2%, on page 49, strike out the word “one” and insert the 
word “four.” R 

Mr, DOOLITTLE. I desire to state in that connection that it 
is well known that the shipbuilding plants located on the Pacific 
Coast are very and fine ones. Puget Sound we are already 
building one of the best to: o boats, it is said, that has been 
constructed, and we are also building in the plant there a tug for 
the use of the Government. Now, these people are ambitious, 
and I think, inasmuch as 15 of these vessels are to be constructed, 
that at least 4 of them should be constructed on the Pacific 
Coast under the restrictions contained in this bill. I believe it to 
be fair to the building up of that industry and the interest that 
should be manifested in that industry on that coast. I ask the 
House to vote for this amendment, because I believe it to be in 
the interest of the country, in the interests of the Navy, and in the 
interest of economy. No means is provided at the present time 
for the transportation of these torpedo boats from the Atlantic to 
the Pacific, and in case of war there will be need for these vessels 
in that ocean. I believe that the . up of these plants ought 
to be encouraged in this way, and that the amendment is entirely 
fair, in the interest of the country, and in the interest of the service. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. DOOLITTLE, 
on a division (demanded by Mr. Jonnson of California) there 
were—ayes 50, noes 76. ` 

750 the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after the word “act,” on 50, line 15, the following: 
ee eee TOA na, maan. Cond of Pinas po} 83 
for new vessels of the Navy who is not a citizen of the tnited States.” 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What is the object of that amendment? 
Mr. TATE. The object of the amendment is that our designs 


may be kept private. 
r. BOUTELLE. Imake the point of order that that changes 
existing law. ` 


Mr. TATE. IU think I have the floor. 

Mr, BOUTELLE, Ihave no objection to the gentleman mak- 
ing his explanation. I do not want to lose my cone of order. 

r. TATE. I think the tleman has already lost it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. TATE. The ap Aa ad of the amendment is that our 
designs and drawings be kept private, shall not be known to 
any foreigner; that we shall not employ foreigners to make them, 
but shall trust our own citizens to 3 them. That is the sole 
purpose of the amendment. It explains itself. I do not care to 
make as h on the question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. r. Chairman, I h that the amendment 
will not be agreed to. We must trust to the officers of the Navy 
Department to properly guard the secrets of our designs. The 
mere exclusion of some draftsman or colorist who may be a skill- 
ful man will not necessarily keep our secrets, I know nothing 
about the fact whether any foreign 1 are 0 there or 
not. I think that an amendment like this would have excluded 
this Government from the benefit of the genius of Ericsson, who 
er the Monitor. I am compelled to insist on the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MERCER. I desire to submit an amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On 50, in line 15, after the word “act,” add “Provided, That one of the 
battle ships shall bear the name Nebraska.” 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, the State of Nebraska is mid- 
way between the great oceans and not very near the Great Lakes 
or the Gulf of Mexico, but we take an interest in the American 
Navy and believe it should be second to none. Of course I am 
well aware that year after year Congress appropriates large sums 
of money for the dredging and improvement of various harbors 
and thereby makes them accessible to ships of war as well as of 
peace, and we are certainly justified in building battle ships to 
protect the cities situated on harbors which by our own action 
we have made subject to the shot and shell of foreign gunboats, 
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Nebraska is fortunate in this respect; in fact, Omaha and the 
other cities along the Missouri River are amply fortified. 
We have the best line of sand bars in that stream that were ever 


laced anywhere by the Creator of the universe, [Laughter.] 
ese sand bars are never conqueredand they would smile at any 
fleet so foolhardy as to attack them. We have no fear of the com- 
bined navies of the world as long as these sand bars give us the 
protection we now enjoy; but, Mr. Chairman, as Isaid before, we 
in Nebraska take an interest in the Navy, and since we are pre- 


vented from harboring battle ships, you should not deprive us of 
the pleasure and pri ege of having one of them bear the name 
“ Nebraska.” Indian a, Iowa, and Kentucky have been thus re- 


membered, and Nebraska vies with them in seacoast mileage. 
[Laughter. ] It is not our fault that we have neither ocean, lake, 
nor gulf, e are ready to accept either, but as a rule Nebraskans 
never take water [laughter], although under the trials and tribu- 
lations imposed upon us by this KANEA istration we are willing 
to take most anything. [Lauzhter. 

Mr. Chairman, I sincerely trust that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, good-natured as he is, will favor this 
amendment of mine. entar and cries of Vote!” „Vote!“ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. . Chairman, I am sorry to have to say to 
my friend that the naming of these ships is notin the province of 
the committee, 

Mr. MERCER. I wanted the Committee of the Whole to name 


them. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. The committee have no authority to name 


ships. 

Mr. MERCER. Give us a trial. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 3 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwill state to the gentleman that no vessel is 
named Pennsylvania as yet. 

The C MAN. TheClerk will report the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out “ Nebraska" and insert Quay, Reed, McKinley, and Allison.“ 


Great laughter, and cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!“ 
r. HULICK. I would like to have that voted on separately. 

Mr. MERCER. I did not refer to cruisers, Mr. Chairman, I 
referred to battle ships. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. MAHON. I withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amen . 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word Nebraska insert and Pennsylvania.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. There is a peculiar pro- 

riety, if I may coin the expression, in naming a ship Pennsylvania, 
8 we build these ships in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MONEY. And you get all the money. 

The CHAIRMAN. e question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment tothe amendment 
was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. MERCER. Now help the West! 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MERCER. Division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. MERCER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 87. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “Provided,” in line 13, page 50, the fol- 
lowing: One of the torpedo boats herein provided for shall be constructed 
at of the United States navy-yards haying the necessary facilities for 
such construction.” 

Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Chairman, I will not occupy the atten- 
tion of the committee by any remarks, but will merely send up a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 25, 1896. 


SIR: ding to yours of March 21, asking whether it would be good pol- 
icy to build some torpedo boats, to be authorized by the present Congress, at 
navyy-yards, I beg to say that in my opinion it is not asa rule desirable to build 
ships at navy on account of the ter cost. I would recommend, 
ven to the artment to build at least one tor- 


principal navy-yards. The in cost 


however, that authority be 
pedo boat ai e 


t each of 


ces at which these vessels 

t at each navy-yard will 

workmen necessary for the 
H. A. HERBERT, 

Secretary. 


would probably be some 10 per cent over the 
can be built by contract, but the balling ot a 
greatly aid in retaining the force of 
repairs of vessels. 
Very respectfully, yours, 
Hon. S. G. HILBORN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwill simply say that we are providing in 
this bill $1,250,000 for carrying on the work of repairs in the 
navy-yards, which will have the effect of keeping these skilled 
workmen. The objection applies even more to the building of 
torpedo boats than the building of ordinary ships, because these 
small craft require the very highest technical skill, and we want 
to give them to contractors whom we can bind by heavy penalties 
to produce the very best results. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

e question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move that the bill be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman in 
charge of the bill that when unanimous consent was had this 
morning for general debate the understanding was that the sec- 
tion pertaining to the increase of the Navy should be considered 
as read; but there are two sections following that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. These are the rst Re Seen I will state. 
under the heads of Construction,“ Machinery,“ Armor,“ and 
„Equipment.“ 

e remaining sections were read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I now move that the bill and 
amendments be reported to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Hopxrs, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole Honse on.the state of the Union, re- 

rted that that committee had had under consideration the bill 

R. 7542, and had directed him to report the same back to the 
House with sundry amendments and with the recommendation 
that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move the previous question, but will with- 
hold it for a moment that the gentleman from Ilinois may report 
some documents that he has. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
the bill (H. R. 7664) making appropriations for the sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1897, and for other purposes; which, with the accompanying report, 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CANNON. I give notice that I propose to call the bill up 
for consideration to-morrow. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move the previous question on the passage 
of the bill and amendments. P 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the amendments recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole were agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and P 

n motion of Mr. BOUTELLE, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I thank the House, on behalf of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, for its generous action this afternoon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1179) to re section 1218 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States as amended by chapter 46 of the laws of 1884, 
relating to appointment of officers in the Army or Navy of the 
United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 5828) to amend an act entitled An act to promote 
het of employees and travelers,” etc., approved March 2, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. DRAPER, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Burton of Ohio, for five days, on account of important 
business. 
REPRINT OF A BILL. 


On request of Mr. SULZER, a reprint was ordered of the bill 
(H. R. 3346) to raise additional revenue for the support of the 
Government. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. * 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, re- 
port of cost of securing a channel in Newtown Creek, New York, 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills were severally reported from 
committees, delivered to the Clerk, and sear a to the several 
Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6659) providing for the 
withdrawal of distilled spirits from bonded warehouses by the 
distiller or owner, and for other purposes, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a (No. 948); which said bill 
and report were referred to the ittee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 494) constituting 
Stamford, Conn., a subport of entry, the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 949); which said bill 
and were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TMAN, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
to which was referred House bill No. 2555, reported in lieu thereof 
a bill 1 providing for proofs of discovery of mineral or 
placer mining claims containing petroleum and other mineral 
Oils, accompanied by a report (No. 951); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. . 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 


severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
ref to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 


By Mr. ERDMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 684) granting an increase of pension to Marion Mc- 
Kibben. (Report No. 950.) 

The bill 5 R. 3884) for the relief of John T. Brewster. (Re- 
port No. 956.) > i ? 

By Mr. MILES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
pill (H. R. 1505) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Aspold. (Re- 
port No. pols i 5 i 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 5670) to increase the pension of Richard S. Phillips. 
(Report No. 954.) ~ i 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 3945) granting a pension to Thomas J. Thorp, late pri- 
vate Company E. Third Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. (Report No. 
952. 


By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 4264) granting a pension to Mary Pelham. 
Report No. 955.) 
By Mr. BRUMM, from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill (S. 281) for the relief of F. M. Vandling. (Report No. 


957.) 
The bill (S. 1380) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, 
ignees of Addison C. Fletcher. a No. 958.) 

The bill (S. 1180) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John Roach, deceased. ( rt No. 959.) 

By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
4243) to pay for improving the streets in front of the post-office 
site in the city of Sacramento, State of California. (Report No. 
900. 


i Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 4632) for the relief of Frederick B. Betts, surviving partner 
of the firm of Betts, Nichols & Co. (Report No. 961.) 

Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 6425) for the relief of Clifton R. Anderson. (Report No. 


962. 
B Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
aa ke (S. 2176) granting a pension to Thomas Pollock. (Report 
0. . 
By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 1018) to increase the pension of Bennett S. Shaug. 
Report No. 964.) 
By Mr. MOZLEY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
ito grauting a pension to Margaret A. Luthy. (Report 
o. 965 


ADVERSE REPORT. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. PENDLETON, from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 2298) gf a the assessment and levy of taxes 
on personal property on the vari 


arious Indian reservations in Okla- 
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homa, and for other p „reported the same adversel 
accompanied by a report * o. 947); and the said bill and ome 
were laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
= Sm following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 7616) to grant a township of 
land to the hospital medical college bureau of vital statistics of the 
University of Mississippi at Vicksburg, Miss.—To the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 7617) to authorize the President 
=. appoint three commissioners of claims—to the Committee on 


ar 

Also, a bill (H. R.7618) authorizing the Court of Claims to ad- 
judicate certain claims arising under the provisions of the act of 

arch 12, 1863, entitled An act to provide for the collection of 
1 the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. : A bill (H. R. 7619) to provide t hic 
surveys and mark elevations on the arid lands—to the Committes 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. REYBURN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7020) authoriz- 
ings € election to be held by the citizens of the District of 
Columbia to determine whether the present municipal government 
shall continue or whether there shall be established im its place a 
representative form of government—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7621) to authorize the Hern- 
don and Aldie Railroad Company to construct a bridge over the 
Potomac River at or below the Great Falls—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 7622) to grant right of way 
over the public domain for pipe lines—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 7623) to extend the time of 
commencement and the completion of the bridge authorized to 
be constructed in Newark Bay—to the Committee on Interstate 


and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7624) for continuing the improvement of 
Rahway River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A joint resolution (H. Res. 149) for 
change of location of light-house pee for on Little Bay de 
Noquette—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 


By Mr. HEATWOLE: A concurrent resolution (House Con, 
Res. No. 35) to appoint a commission to act with the Comptroller 
of the Currency and report to Congress—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By . BARRETT: A resolution (House Res. No. 225) of in- 
quiry regarding the Venezuela affair—to the Committee on For- 


cign Affairs. 

y Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: A memorial relating to the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, in Nashville, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Mississippi relating to a hospital medical college and bureau 
of vital statistics of the University of Mississippi—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7554) 
to pension John Teague; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETO, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H. R. 7626) to remove the charge of 
desertion against the military record of William H. Collins—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7627) granting in- 
crease of pension to Michael Lochard—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R. 7628) to increase the pen- 
sion of William T. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 7629) for the relief of John 
P ok of Adamston, Harrison County, W. Va.—to the Com- 
mittes pn EVANS. A bill (H. R. 7630) i ini of 

i g 2 ting an increase - 
ion te Thomas T. Hickey, of Louterilis, 1 Ky 40 the recited creed 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 7631) granting a pension to 
Sewall P. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 7632) em / the charge of 
desertion and granting an honorable discharge to John D. Long 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7633) removing the charge ot desertion and 

ting an honorable discharge to William Zimmerman—to the 
a bi on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7634) for the proper official recognition of 
William F. Tieman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7685) for the relief of Bridget Lane—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7636) for the proper official recognition of 
Hans C. Heg—to the Committee on Military Affairs. s 

By Mr. RICK: A bill (H. R. 7637) for the relief of E. B. 
Carter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7638) for the relief of E. B. Carter—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 7639) for the relief of and to 
correct military record of James J. Fluke—to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H. R.7640) to correct milii record of Alexander 
Anderson, alias James S. Fortney—to the Committee on Military 
Affai 


airs. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 7641) to correct naval record of 
John W. Thom and grant him honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7642) for the relief of Capt. J. A. 
Olmstead—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: A bill (H. R. 7643) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of David Heustis, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 7644) granting a pension to 
Dorcas V. Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 7645) . a pension to 
John Barry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. R: A bill (H. R. 7646) for the relief of certain 
heirs of the officers and crew of the United States light-house 
schooner Mignonette, lost near Brazos Santiago, Tex., in the storm 
of September 21, 1887—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 7647) granting a ion to 
Albert Brown, late of Company D, One hundred and fourteenth 
5 New York Volunteers —to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7648) granting a ion to Charles Harring- 
ton (insane). late sergeant Company F. Eleventh Regiment New 
Vork Volunteers. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 7649) to correct the mili- 
tary record of David Collins, late private Company L. Third Ohio 
Cavalry - to the Committee on Mi cg geet 

By Mr. TAFT (by request): A bill (H. R. 7650) granting a pen- 
sion to Theodore Elchlepp, late Company I, Seventh Regiment 
United States Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7651) to remove 
the charge of desertion from Robert Logan—to the Committee on 
Mii TRELOAR A bill (H. R 7652) ti pension to 

T. $ R. granting a on 
Emily Hutchins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7653) granting a ion to Ambrose J. Van- 
arsdel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 7654) for the relief of Spencer 
Norfleet—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN HORN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7655) to pro- 
vide for the nt of the claims of James Condon, of Atlanta, 
Ga., for work done as a carpenter in the Interior t—to 
the Committee on Claims. ‘ 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 7656) to remove 
the charge of desertion against the name of John S. Wood—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 7657) to relieve the heirs of Leon 
Frank, deceased, and to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction, 
and to remove the bar of the statute of limitation—to the Com- 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7658) for therelief 
of Stephen R. Stafford, captain Fifteenth Infantry, United States 
Army—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 7659) for the relief of the owners 
and occupants of Camp Tyler, in Cook County, III. to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7660) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel M. Ho to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill = R.7661) to correct the military 
record of the late Capt. Isaac L. La Flesh, Company A, Indiana 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7662) to grant arrears of pension to George 
W. Boggs, late first lientenant Company G, Tenth Ohio Volun- 
teer e sae the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 7663) to increase the pension of 
Jesse Sims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Youghiogheny „No. 292, 
International Association of Machinists, of Connellsville, Pa., 
praying that a committee be appointed to thoroughly investigate 
the treatment of fellow-members in United States navy- yards and 
arsenals—to the Committee on Naval i 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama: Memorial of the Mobile Coal 
Company, of Mobile, Ala., asking for American register for the 
Norwegian bark Thomas S. Falek—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of William M. Smith, of Talladega County, Ala., 
praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of 8 
onp No. 445, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Fisher, Pa., 
for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration anå Naturalization. 

By Mr. AVERY: Papers toaccompanying House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion against the military record of Wiliam H. 
Collins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of Franklin Pierce 

ge, No. 24, Order United American Mechanics, of Hillsboro 
Bridge, N. H., in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Memorial of the Fireside Publishing Com- 
pany, of Rochester, N. Y., against the of House bill No, 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COFFIN: Petition of Ignatius J. Langley, for reference 
of his claim for stores and supplies to the Court of Claims under 
act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Resolution of John A. Post, No. 61, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Sherrard, W. Va., favoring the 
pee of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, resolution of Garfield Council, No. 3, Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of McMeehan, W. Va., unanimously indorsing the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of citizens of Quiet Dell, W. Va., 
sympathy for Armenians and American missionaries in 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: Petitions of citizens of Allentown, Pa., 

raying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Pomi mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of citizens of Belleville, N. J., in 
favor of the Far of the joint resolution proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States recognizing God in 
the preamble—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. GARDNER: Remonstrance of citizens of Burlington 
County, N. J., against the appropriation of public moneys for sec- 
tarian undertakings; also petition for the p e of joint resolu- 
tion No. 11, to amend the Constitution of the United States pro- 
hibiting further appropriations to institutions under ecclesiastical 
control—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of H. Maas, asking for favorable action on House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Putnam Council, 
No. 19, Order United American Mechanics, of Wallingford, Conn., 
in favor of the immigration bill—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

y Mr. HICKS: Petition of ex-Union prisoners of war, of Al- 
toona, Pa., for the speedy of House bill introduced b; 
— J. Harner for their relief to the Committee on Invali 

ensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of White Ribbon Women for a com- 
mission to carry out arbitration in differences between the United 
res and our mother country—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

By Mr. HYDE: Memorial of the town council of Kalama, Wash., 
urging the importance of the construction of the Nicaragua Ca- 

—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Capt. J. A. Olmstead—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Remonstrance of Richard H. Palmer, of 
Knapp, Wis., and 100 others; also of F. E. Baker, of Maiden Rock, 
Wis., and 200 others; also of John Thornton, of Alabama, Wis., 
and 50 others; also of A. E. Pound, of Chippewa Falls, Wis., and 
50 —, also of ers x Hunt, of Bonna Lake. Win. and others, 
against the passage 0 o joint resolution posing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States for ihe SOCOR ATO 
of God in the Constitution—to the Committee on the Jndiciary. 

Also, petition of James Langdon, of I. N. Nichols Post, No. 177, 
Grand aries of 47 Department of Wisconsin, and 50 
others, of River Falls, Wis., praying for the passage of a bill grant- 
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ing a service pension of $8 a month to every soldier who served 
not less than ninety days in the Army or Navy of the United States 
during the late war, and of $12 a month to widows of veterans— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of the Lincoln Club, of St. Paul, 
Minn., protesting against the passage of Senate bill No. 2162, re- 


lating to the inspection of steam vessels—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, urging Congress to give more attention to 
domestic questions of commerce and finance rather than to inter- 
national questions involving menaces of war—to the Committee 
on Coinage, habe so and Measures. 

By Mr. LEISENRING (by ag eee Petition of Washington 
Camp, No. 137, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Plymouth, 
Pa., in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LINTON: Two petitions of citizens of Arkansas, favor- 
ing the passage of joint resolution No. 11, proposing an amend- 
ment to the preamble of the Constitution of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of the Direct Legislation Club of 
Detroit, Mich.; also petition of the North Side Woman’s Club of 
Colorado, asking passage of House bill No. 184, for the appoint- 
ment of a commission of ag as to the feasibility of direct leg- 
islation—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of Omaha Mercury, protestin 
against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the po 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Remonstrance of Henry J. Schmidt and others, 
of 3 Wis., F. ig. the continuance of the statue of 
Marquette in Statuary Hall, or sny other public national room 
or grounds—to the Committee on the e 

y Mr. PICKLER: Petition of S. B. Sheldon and 26 others, of 
Watertown, S. Dak., asking for the protection of game—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Woman’s 

Christian Temperance Union of Avondale, Chester County, Pa., 
rotesting against military training in the public schools—to the 
mmittee on Education. 525 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition and remonstrance of citi- 
zens of Belknap, Johnson County, III., against A | the 
statue of Pére Marquette to remain in Statuary Hall—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. TAFT: Papers to accompany House bill No. 1897, for 
the relief of Mrs. Sarah K. McLean—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of Charleston Post, No. 271, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Charleston, III., to increase the pension 
of Jesse Sims, late private Company G, One hundred and twenty- 
third Illinois Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. i 
FRIDAY, March 27, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
7 when, on motion of Mr. NELSON, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of Judge Ira B. Mills, of 
St. Paul, Minn., chairman of the committee on uniform freight 
. classification, praying for the enactment of ae seta providing 

a national system of uniform classification of freight throughout 
the United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented sundry petitions of citizens of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1886, or 
some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway 8 to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and remon- 
strating against the extension of the tracks of that company until 
its existing lines are modernly equipped and operated; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of Abe Lincoln Council, No. 
2, of Leadville, Colo., and a memorial of Council No. 12, of Ster- 
ling, Colo., remonstrating against the placing of the statue of Pére 
Marquette in Statuary Hall; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the State’ Board of Trade of 
Maine, praying for the establishment of a department of commerce 
and manufactures; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. HILL presented a petition of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, praying for the establishment of a depart- 
ment er camaro» and manufactures; which was referred to the 

on 


He also presented a petition of the New York Board of Trade 
and rtation, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for a new custom-house at the port of New York; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. L. I present resolutions adopted by the faculty of the 
school of mines of Columbia University, favoring the passage of 
the bill to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the personnel 
of the Navy,etc. In connection therewith, I wish to read the fol- 
lowing letter from the president of the university: 

COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY, IN THE CITY or New YORK, 
President's Room, February 27, 1896. 

My DEAR SENATOR: I have the pleasure of handing you herewith copy 
of a preamble and resolutions adop' by the faculty of the School of Mines 
of Columbia University. I am sure you agree with me in the desire that 
this oldest of the universities of the State of New York should not be behind- 
hand in cooperating with the Government in advancing so laudable an object 
as is aimed at by the bill referred to. It appears to be particularly Colum- 
bia’s duty to do this, because of its location in the great of our State and of 
the United States. It you shall see fit to 3 the ntation of this 
— —— with any remarks favorable to its object, beg assure you that I 

lieve Columbia will do everything in its power to make the bill effective in 
the 0 plishment of its pu should fe become a avs 

sir, very res 70 vant, 
wet i TIe SETH LOW, President. 
Hon. DAVID B. HILL, 
Senator, Washington, D. C. 

I do not know that it is necessary that I should accompany the 
presentation of the petition by any extended remarks. e letter 
itself presents the subject admirably. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr, SMITH presented a petition of sundry citizens of Trenton, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation giving protection 
to American citizens in Turkey and extending sympathy to the 
suffering Armenians; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. 8. M. Swaim and 36 other 
members of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Chat- 
ham, N. J., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a 8 of the Woman's Christian 8 
ance Union of New Jersey, praying for the appointment of an 
international board of arbitration between the United States and 
Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented the petition of John B. Smith and 11 other 
citizens of Newark, N. J., Union soldiers and sailors who lost a 
limb in the war of the rebellion, 8 the passage of Senate 
bill No. 354, to adjust the pensions of those who have lost limbs 
or have been totally disabled in them; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Ellsworth Council, No. 120, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Silverton, N. J.; of Summit 
Council, No. 87, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Jer- 
sey City, N. J.; of Hightstown Council, No. 70, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of 1 N. J.; of Lafayette Council, 
No. 129, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Jersey City, 
N. J.; of Fidelity Council, No. 8, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Millville. N. J., and of Belleville Council, No. 163, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Belleville, N. J., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
Which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. ALLISON | pbs the memorial of Dr. Philip Slack and 
8 other citizens of Hesper, Iowa, and a memorial of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Mount Vernon, Iowa, remon- 
strating against the introduction of military training in the pub- 
lic schools of the United States; which were referred to the Gon 
mittee on Military Affairs. : 

He also presented petitions of 44 citizens of Wright County, 
Towa; of 44 citizens of College Springs, Iowa; of 81 citizens of 
Wright County, Iowa; of 17 citizens o College Springs, Iowa; of 
44 citizens of Coin, Iowa; of 51 citizens of Clearfield, Iowa, and 
of 17 citizens of College Springs, Iowa, praying for the adoption 
of the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

PAYMENTS REFUSED BY EXECUTIVE OFFICERS. 


Mr. PEFFER. Some time ago Senate bill 238 was reported 
favorably from the Committee to Examine the Several Branches 
of the Civil Service. It is a bill to prohibit officers of the Gov- 
ernment from refusing to pay = appropriated by act of Con- 

Since the bill was reported I am informed that in another 
8 of Congress the same subject is being investigated by the 
Judiciary Committee of that body; also that the subject which 
originally inspired the introduction of the bill is now pending in 
the Court of Claims and will probably be taken to the Supreme 
Court of the United States for adjudication. I have thought it 
best to ask that the bill be stricken from the, Calendar and in con- 
nection therewith to ask that the paper which I hold in my hand 
and will describe in a moment may be printed as a document for 
the use of the Senate and such other persons as may need it. 
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ent of ex-Senator Manderson before Comptroller 


It is an 
Bowler, of the Treasury De ment, in the cases known as the 
sugar-bounty cases, in which Mr. Manderson has cited and gone 
through all of the authorities bearing upon the claims of United 
States officers to set aside acts of Congress when, in their judg- 
ment, the acts are not beneficent. It would save a great deal of 
trouble when the subject comes before the Senate, as it probably 
will, and also afford a great deal of satisfaction to lawyers who 
are interested in this subject, and at the request of a number of 
members of the profession, I move that the argument of the ex- 
Senator be printed as a document, 

The motion was agreed to. 

HISTORY OF SIOUX INDIANS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I present a brief history of the Santee Sioux In- 
dians of Nebraska and the Flandreau Sioux Indians of South 
Dakota, which I ask may be printed as adocument. It will make 
a very small document, and it is important in the consideration 
of matters before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE in the chair). In 
the absence of objection, the paper will be printed as a document 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2469) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to quitclaim and release 
unto Francis Hall and Juriah Hall, and their heirs and assigns, 
all the right, title, and interest of the United States in and to the 
east 20 feet front by the full Me of 100 feet of lot 2, in square 
493, in the city of Washington, D. C., as laid down on the original 
plan or plat of said city, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5105) to abolish days of grace on promissory notes, 
drafts, etc., in the District of Columbia, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2153) to abolish days of grace on promissory notes, drafts, 
etc., in the District of Columbia, reported adversely thereon, and 
the bill was 1218 gare indefinitely. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 493) for the erection 
of a public building at Waterbury, Conn., reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2492) authorizing the purchase of a site for a building for 
the accommodation of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
reported it without amendment. 

r. WILSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S.2555) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue leases of certain islands in Alaska for the breed- 
ing of foxes, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. j 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 286) to provide for the 

urchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
and, in the State of California, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 335) for the relief of Esther A. 
N reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Public Buildi and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2394) to provide for 
the construction of a public building at Salem, Oreg., reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 154) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Indianapolis, Ind., reported it with amend- 
ments. 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY REPORT. 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Printing I report a joint 
resolution which I ask may be considered. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 116) authorizing the Public Printer 
to print the annual report of the Superintendent of the United 
States Coast and Geodetic Survey in quarto form, and to bind it 
in one volume, was read the first time by its title, and the second 
time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, ete., That h tion 73, of the act of Janu- 
ary 12, 180 eens for the public et eo binding: etc, be 8 
by striking out all of said p: ph after the word survey,“ at the end of 
the first and beginning of the second lines, and substituting in lieu thereof 
the following words: * Two thousand eight hundred copies in quarto form, 
bound in one volume, 200 for the Senate, 600 for the House, and 2,000 for distri- 
bution by the Coast and Geodetic Survey.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. _Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole, 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engros: for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

REPORT ON SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. TEL- 
LER on the 5th instant, reported it without amendment; and it was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed of the report of the special agent for tho protecion of the salmon 
fisheries of Alaska for the year 1594, 6,000 copies; 1,500 for the use of the Sen- 


ate, 3,000 copies for the use of the House of presentatives, and 1,500 copies 
for the use of the Treasury Department. 8 


OFFICIAL REPORTER OF DEBATES, 


Mr. HALE. I report from the Committee on Printing the reso- 
lution which I send to the desk. The resolution should be passed 
at once, owing to the death of the Official Reporter of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Theodore F. Shuey is hereby appointed Official Reporter for 
reporting the 8 and debates of the Senate until further order of 
the Senate, subject to all the duties and obligations of the contract made with 
D. F. Murphy, deceased, late Reporter of the Senate, and to the supervision 
and control of the Committee on Printing on behalf of the Senate, in all re- 
Specia therein provided, and to receive payment for such service according 

o law. 


Mr. HILL. Let that go over. 

Mr. QUAY. Iobject to the consideration of the resolution at 
present. Let it go over. 

Mr. HALE. Of course it ought not to be delayed long. Ishall 
call up the resolution to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution 
will go over under the rule. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2641) for the relief of 
William Leech; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 2642) to provide for the safety 
of passengers on excursion steamers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2643) to amend an act enti- 
tled An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, 
and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, oo money, 
and commissions paid on void entries of public lands,” approved 
June 16, 1880 (21 Stat., page 287); which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2644) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Anna Long; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2645) granting a pension to Mrs. 
William Vandever; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2646) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Thomas Walker; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2647) granting a pension to 
Robert J. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a te teed are a pension to Geor; 
F. Barrage; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2649) groning a pension to Clara 
A. Southard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2650) graning a pension to Robert 
E. Fousman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2651) granting a pension to William 
Herriott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2652) granting a pension to 
Lewis W. Goddard; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill 15 2653) for the 
relief of M. S. Hellman; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2654) to authorize the Wash- 
ington, Arlington and Falls Church Railway Company to enter 
the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2655) for the relief of the Free and 
Accepted Order of Masons in the town of Keysville, Charlotte 
County, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. i 

Mr. ELKINS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2656) to provide 
for the purchase of a site for the Government Printing Office, and 
the construction of buildings therefor; which was read twice b; 
its ar fs and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings a 
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AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposa 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. BROWN submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations: 

Whereas under an act entitled “An act to provide for the adjudication and 


ent of claims arising from Indian be acing para approved March 
there were filed in the Court of Claims thousand eight hundred an 


ee COPR cases; and 

. as it is shown by the report of the Attorney-General for the year 
1895, only nine hundred and forty-four (944) of said cases have been reduced 
to judgment during a period of nearly five years, and only forty-four (44) in 
the year ending Novem 1, 1895, while during the last-named period the 
Attorney-General bas made motions for new trials in about one hundred and 
fifty ( 90 of said cases in which judgments had been rendered nearly two 
years prior to the filing of said motions; 

Resolved, That a commi 

manner in which these Indian d 

delay and 1 both claimants, in th: 
thereof, and to report what amen if any, to the act of March 3, 
or what change in the tribunal before which such cases should be heard, or 
in order to carry out the intention of 


——.— F d substantial justi 
W. i act, an 0 and su ustico 
F sone band and the ts 
on o 8 


UNSURVEYED PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. CALL. Isubmita resolution and ask unanimous consent 
for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resol ved, That the Committee on 2 Pubtio I Lands be directed to inquire and 
ieee Ln csseek pantie banda ofthe Liaison Bintan Anaa DANE AO eel 
patented without a and examination, and report as 
swamp and overflowed in the meaning of the act of Congress. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask that the resolution ag A over. 

8 VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution go over under 
e rule. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Idaho to withdraw his 
objection for one moment. 

. DUBOIS. Very well; I withdraw it for a moment. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to read a letter from the Assistant Com- 
missioner of Public Lands. It is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 24, 1896. 


roved and 
to their being 


t period only. 
Ths land “near Ca 


23200 to be situated, has been selected by the State under act of September 


(9 Stat., 519). 
Very — A E E. F. BEST, Assistant Commissioner. 
Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 

I call the attention of the Committee on Public Lands and the 
chairman of that committee to the fact that unsurveyed lands in 
the State of Florida, pabio lands of the United States, are being 
patented and approved without any survey and without any ex- 
amination, dispossessing the settlers upon those lands of their 


es. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will say to the Senator from Florida that I 
have no doubt the Committee on Public Lands will make a very 
full and thorough investigation, but as I understand the atten- 
tion of no member of the committee has been called to the resolu- 
tion, I think it proper that it shall go over until to-morrow, so that 
we may have time to examine it. 

3 VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
e. 


A message 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

from the House of resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the resolution of the Senate directing the Public Printer to 
eliminate from the 10,000 copies of the Report on the Statistics of 
Agriculture in the United States Census of 1890 the monograph 
entitled rt on agriculture by irrigation in the western part 
of the United States,” ete. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of Jane Duke; 

A bill (H. R. 2265) to provide for the reimbursement of the ex- 
7 of constructing a sewer upon the permanent reservation at 

ot Springs, Ark.; 
we ans VFC 1 

e Railroad Company the right to uire depot junds at the 
* Davis, Tishomingo N ee ation, Ind. T.; 


A bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the S er of the House 


had signed the following enrolled bills; and 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1179) to repeal section 1218 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States as amended by chapter 46 of the laws of 1884, 
relating to appointment of officers in the Army or Navy of the 
United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 5828) to amend an act entitled An act to promote 
5 of employees and travelers,” etc., approved March 2, 


ey were thereupon 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
e of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, 

Mr. CULLOM. Before we proceed to a discussion of the pro- 
visions in relation to marshals and district attorneys, I desire to 
correct a mistake on page 40 of the bill in the items for the Bureau 
of Statistics, Treasury ent. In line 23 the word four“ 
was inserted, as in Committee of the Whole, before “clerks” in- 
stead of “five.” I ask that that amendment be reconsidered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where is that? 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 40. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
BERRY] has called my attention to an error as to the amendment 
that we undertook to make there. It should read “five clerks of 
class 2; eight clerks of class 1.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the vote by 
which the amendment in line 23 was agreed to will be recon- 
sidered. The vote is reconsidered. The question is on agreei 
to the amendment of the committee to strike out “five” a 
insert “four.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CULLOM. In the same line, before the word “clerks,” 
I move to strike out nine“ and insert ‘‘eight”; so as to read: 

Eight clerks of class 1. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOM. I hope the clerks will correct the footing there. 
3 VICE-PRESID . The correction in the footing will 
made. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I thought an amendment was made yester- 
day on page 96. It was intended to be made and I thought it was 
agreed to, but I see that the RECORD does not show it, and I sup- 
pose that the Journal will not show it. On page 96, line 2, inthe 
item for surveyor-general of New Mexico, the word “seven” 
before thousand“ should be changed to ‘‘ten,” and in line 3, 
nine“ before thousand“ should be changed to twelve“; so as 
to read: 

surve; al of the Terri! é 
‘ue — l itory of New Mexico, $2,000; and for clerks 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Missouri has no further 
amendments, I hope we will proceed with the consideration of the 
provisions in relation to marshals and district attorneys, upon 
2 I understand the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] has the 

oor. 

Mr. VILAS. I understand the motion now is to strike out the 
entire provision. 

Mr. LOM. It is. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to make a motion to amend section 6 by 
striking it out and substituting another, and I sup that motion 
om have precedence of the general motion to strike out the entire 
subject. 

. CULLOM. It will. 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me, I will 
send up the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. S 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Wisconsin will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis p to strike out section 6 as it 
stands in the bill and insert as a new section: 

Sr. 6. That the United States district attorney for each of the judicial 
districts of the United States, except the southern district of New Yor 


which shall continue under law, shall be paid an annual salary 
of Massachusstts, the eastern district 


of Pennsy rn district of Louisiana, the northern district of 
‘ornia, of Illinois he shall be paid an annual sal- 
ary of $6,000. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on aoe to the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin . Was. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I wish to an observation in 
reference to the amendment, and with that I will leave the subject. 
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This proposition to change the system of fees to a system of 
compensation is one which has long been agitated in Congress an 
a great deal of labor has been expended upon it. The Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] for a long time Leip ee upon this sub- 
ject with a great deal of efficient labor. Yet I think the difficulty 
which in the end more than anything else tended to obstruct the 
acceptance of the view has been the trouble of adjusting the sal- 
aries. Each district is striving to claim a high ,and basing 
that claim upon the amount of alleged business which has been 
done in the district 5 time. In my opinion the business 
of the past as indicated by the emoluments which have been re- 
ceived by the several district attorneys of the different districts 
furnishes no fair basis for the arrangement of the salary. In 
many cases the business has been worked up by assiduous, ingen- 
ious cultivation, and the evils which we are seeking to eradicate 
would be more or less perpetuated by an effort to adjust the sal- 
aries upon the basis of the computations of district attorneys’ fees 
in the past. I think we ought to the salary system in this 
country. I believe it will have a tendency, and bably a very 
effective tendency, to diminish much vexatious litigation insti- 
tuted in the name of the United States in the way particularly of 
prosecutions for minor offenses. i 

But I do not think anybody can expect that we shall adjust the 
salaries in anything like a fair measure of accordance with the 
work which is done in the different districts. Indeed, I presume 
every Senator will recognize the fact that in the same district in 
different years a vast amount of difference exists in the labor 
called upon to be exerted by the district attorney. Nowand then 
a case arises in reference to which a district attorney is called 
upon to expend more valuable professional labor in a single year 
than he might perhaps for five years before or five years after be 
required to exert. we adopt a fixed in the several dis- 
tricts we shall have, doubtless, at different times a great variety 
of compensation without reference to the actual work that is 
done, but we shall fix upon a system which is the fairest upon the 
whole, the most just upon the whole, and which will more nearly 
in the long run meet the necessities of the case. s 

Besides, I think everybody will recognize that we have strained 
the salaries to a point too high in the present provisions. We shall 
have no difficulty in securing sufficient talent and ability to con- 
duct the business of the Government at the rate of pro- 
posed in the amendment, and we shall do far better, in my judg- 
ment, if we have a uniform salary than if we attempt to vary the 
salary to meet supposed differences in different districts. We 
never shall so adjust salaries as to make an accurate, strict compen- 
sation for the work that is done, measured by a fair rule as be- 
tween different district attorneys. Thesame principle which has 

overned the adjustment of salaries for judges ought to govern 
the adjustment of salaries for district attorneys and for marshals. 
There should be uniformity. Let there be uniformity in the sal- 
aries. Let the different officers take their chances as they must in 
respect to the amount of work that will berequired to be performed 
by them. As the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] sitting by my 
side suggests to me, it will be more or less equalized by the ap- 
pointment of deputies under the next section of the bill as it is 
now prepared, which gives the Attorney-General authority to 
int assistants when peculiar necessity exists. 
do not care to elaborate the discussion of this matter or to take 
the time of the Senate. If this amendment should be adopted, [ 
should like to see it followed by a similar one in t to mar- 
shals, and I believe it would tend to the settlement of this vexed 
uestion upon a more enduring basis than the present ye of 
the bill promises. If we have a difference in the salaries for the 
different districts based upon the theory that more work is done 
in some than in others, we shall at once invite year after year a 
constant repetition of solicitation upon Congress to correct inequal- 
ities caused by changes in the circumstances. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator state what his amendment is? 

Mr. VILAS., The amendment I propose is to have the district 
attorneys in every district in the United States paid $4,000 a year 
except in the southern district of New York, which is a very 
special case. I propose that the present law with reference to his 
compensation shall continue; and I also except the district of Mas- 
sachusetts, which includes the city of Boston; the eastern district 
of Dag desis including the city of Philadelphia; the eastern 
district of Louisiana, including the city of New Orleans; the north- 
ern district of California, embracing the city of San Francisco, and 
the northern district of Illinois, with the city of Chicago. I pro- 
pose that they shall each be paid $6,000, would fix, in other 
words, arbitrarily, a certain salary for this term, and I leave it 
= for controversy hereafter. believe the salary in each of 
those cases is maple and adequate to secure as effective, useful, 
valuable service for the Government as we have ever had by the 
district attorneys hitherto employed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I sincerely hope that the amendment will not 
be adopted. I think it will result in killing the whole measure. 
Mr. HILL. Why would it kill the whole measure? 

Mr, CULLOM. use it is not fair legislation, in my judgment. 
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Mr. HILL. That might be, and not necessarily kill the whole 
measure, 

Mr. CULLOM, I think almost every other Senator will think 
the same way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted Bs Acad Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vitas]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not 5 occupy much 
of the time of the Senate in the discussion of the provisions which 
are proposed to be struck from the bill on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. I agree with all that has been 
said by Senators as to the impropriety of placing riders in the ray 
of legislation on appropriation bills. The Senator from New Yor 
[Mr. HILL], who laid great stress upon that point, can not outdo 
me in objecting as a rule to placing riders upon appropriation bills. 
I have heard the Senator from Ohio many times express his view 
upon that subject and I have never differed from him in his argu- 
ment. I think I can say truthfully for all the members of the 
Committee on 5 that they do object to legislation 
upon these bills. ey would greatly prefer to deal with the ap- 
propriation bills without respect to legislation upon them; and we 
always hope that as to every one of these bills the rule which pro- 
hibits general legislation upon them will be adhered to. 
House of Representatives has a similar rule. So according to the 
rules of the two Houses legislation of a general character can not 
be put upon appropriation bills, and that question need not be 
debated here. 

The only question which arises now, asit seems to me, is whether 
the situation and condition surrounding this question of the com- 

msation of district attorneys and marshals take this proposed 

egislation out of the general rule which prevails here, and which 

ought to prevail. In the first place, so far as the Senate is con- 
cerned, it has no choice as respects this bill. These provisions 
came to us from the House of Representatives; they are in the bill; 
and in some form they must be dealt with here. I know perfectly 
well it would be an easy thing for us to adopt the motion pro- 
posed by the Senator from Ohio and strike them out; but that 
does not deal with the question which is presented to us in these 
sections, unless the Senate is ready, and it never has been Ses 
so far as I know, to say to the House of Representatives. We 
will not agree to pass this bill unless you strip it of the legislation 
which you propose.” Lagree that according to e ee law, 
and according to the just relations that should exist between the 
two Houses, when either House proposes on an appropriation bill 
new legislation, if the other House objects to it the legislation 
should be taken from the bill. That is the rule; nobody disputes 
it that I know of; and every member of the Senate, so far as I 
know, agrees with the suggestions made by the honorable Senator 
from Ohio, the Senator from New York, and other Senators who 
say that we should not legislate upon appropriation bills. 

e Committee on Appropriations, however, in the consideration 
of this bill regarded, and were compelled to regard, this as an ex- 
ceptional case: and they so treated it. The House of Representa- 
tives, with its rule providing that no legislation should be placed 
upon appropriation bills, took this proposed legislation out of the 
scope of that rule. The Committee on Rules, having the power 
to bring in special rules as respects special questions, overridin 
the general rules of the House, brought into that body a Siow 
rule; and so unanimous was the Honse of Representatives for 
this legislation that the yeas and nays were not called, as the 
record of the House shows, upon the adoption of that rule. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to ask him 
a question? What was precisely the special rule which the Com- 
mittee on Rules 8 

Mr. ALLISON. The special rule provided that these sections 
which are now incorporated in the bill should be made in order 
upon the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bi 
and that the sections should be considered pending that bill, 
they were so considered under that special rule. Otherwise, of 
course, the provisions would have been subject to a point of order, 
and ruled out. 

Mr. HILL. Iam seekinginformation. I was not aware that 
the Committee on Rules in the other House had a right to bri 
in a special rule which superseded one of the standing rules 
the House for the consideration of bills in the House. Of course 
if the Senator says that that course was adopted, I accept his 
statement. I supposed what the Committee on Rules did was to 
expedite partic measures, stating how long the debate should 
be, and certain other details. I was not aware that it suspended 
one of the regular standing rules of the body relating to what 
should go into a vill. I may be misinformed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I have the rule before me, 

Mr. HILL. I wish the Senator would read it. 

r Mr. ALLISON. The committee proposed the following resolu- 
on: 


That it shall be in order for the Committee on the Judiciary to 
offer. and for the House to consider in ttee of the Whole, as an amend- 
ment to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill for the fiscal 
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Pult 1897, the bill (H. R. 6654) entitled A bill to abolish the fee system as to 


nited States district attorneys and marshals and substitute salaries, and’ 


for other purposes.“ 

Thus the Committee on Rules, which has the power to make 
special rules for special cases, in the exercise of that power in the 

ouse, without objection, practically, regarded these provisions 
as so exceptional in their nature and so important as to their 
consideration that they should be embodied in and ingrafted upon 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

All these provisions, I understand, received the careful scrutiny 
of the Committee on the Judiciary of the House of Representa- 
tives, not for a day, or a week, or a month, but for many weeks. 
The Attorney-General before the Committee on Appropriations 
of this body read in the presence of the committee every section 
and every provision of the bill, and stated to us that he had given 
this subject long, faithful, and careful attention during the win- 
ter months, and that every legislative provision here respecting 
the changes made necessary by the adoption of the salary clauses 
instead of the fee system received his unqualified support. 

m HILL. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me for a mo- 
ment 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Of course the Senator from Iowa desires to state 
it with entire accuracy. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; so far as I can. 

Mr. HILL. The House, after the elaborate investigation and 
deliberation referred to by the Senator, reported another provision 
to the bill to change the whole system relating to United States 
commissioners. 

Mr. ALLISON. They did. 

Mr. HILL. And after receiving the assent of the House Judi- 
ciary Committee, after receiving the assent of the House Appro- 
priations Committee, after pening the House, the Attorney-General 
came before the committee, did he not, and disapproved of the 
whole proceeding? 

Mr. ALLISON. I, of course 

Mr. HOAR. I do not like to inte: but I wish to suggest to 
the Senator from Iowa whether it is in accordance with our rules 
to discuss a particular vote or majority or the proceedings in the 
other House. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it is not, and I will make no further 
allusion to the House. That statement has been made heretofore 
by other Senators in dealing with the question, and I suppose that 
my 8 to What occurred there would at least be not ob- 
jected to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the Senator from Iowa to allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment or two so as to get some information. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Iowa has on two occasions 
in the Senate explained the difficulties that surround the matter. 
Ihave a serious difficulty about these provisions, which I desire 
to submit to the Senator from Iowa for solution. I understand, 
sir, the motive, the reason for the rule which excludes general 
legislation from an appropriation bill to be this: We are under a 
sort of moral and political necessity, in order to carry on the Gov- 
ernment, to yote for and to pass general appropriation bills, so 
that when an amendment which is objectionable to a Senator or 
a majority of Senators is put ona bill and we can not get rid of it 
we are placed in an attitude where we must either vote for that 
which we do not approve or refase the necessary appropriation 
for the Government. I should like the Senator to explain how 
any exceptional case can do away with the reason of that rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. If Istated that this is an exceptional case, which 


in ony sense changes the rule which I endeavored to state, namely, 
that if one House places new legislation upon an appropriation 
bill which the other House disagrees to, the House proposing the 
legislation must give way or themselves take the responsibility 
of a failure to pass an appropriation bill 


Mr. GEORGE. Why may we not pursue that course now? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iain stating as ney as I can why I think we 
should deal with this question now. Of course I can not state it 
all in a sentence. I was stating, however, and I was not out of 
order, I believe, in stating what the rule of the House is and what 
an exception to its rules may be. Certainly it is in order in this 
body to read in debate the rules of the other House. 

. PLATT. There is no question about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is in order to read the rules of the House in 
debate, I repeat. It is also in order to read every rule of the 
House. If you can read one rule, you can read all the rules. 
Therefore I submit to my honorable friend the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts . HOAR] that I was not out of order in stating that 
this le; on was puton the bill in the House in accordance with 
the rule which I read. 

Mr. HOAR, I did not suggest that the Senator was out of 


Mr. ALLISON. Oh! 

Mr. HOAR. I did not make any such point. The Senator will 
porron nis, I did not refer in what I did say to that. I referred 
the Senator’s statement about the unanimity of the House in a 


certain matter. Will the Senator allow me to take the book he 
has in his hand? I referred also to his statement about certain 
votes on this subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. The only 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Iowa will pardonme. WhatI 
had in mind is this: 

It is a breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same 
subject in the other House, or the particular votes or majorities on it there; 
because the opinion of each House should be left to its own independency, 
not to be influenced by the proceedings of the other; and the quoting them 
might beget reflections leading to a misunderstanding between the two 
Houses. (8 Grey, 22.) 

That is Mr. Jefferson’s statement. I merely asked the Senator 
himself to consider whether a statement about the opinion of the 
House and its unanimity was in order here. The Senator very 
Lat ear said he did not think it was, in which I agree with him, 
gk 5 . I withdraw that part of my statement as to 

e vote. 

The Attorney-General, I repeat, stated that the provisions as to 
changing from the fee system to the salary system met with his ap- 
proval. In reference tochanging thelawas respects commissioners 
of United States courts, the Attorney-General said to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations (I do not know what he said to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary) that there was doubt in his mind as to 
many of those provisions, and he did not, without condition, recom- 
mend to either committee, as I understand, that the provisions as 
to commissioners should remain in the bill. Therefore, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, as I understood, in accord with the view 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, struck out the provisions as to 
commissioners, and, in association with the Committee on the 
Judiciary, inserted a clause in the bill requiring the Attorney- 
General to make investigation and examination as to commis- 
sioners and clerks of the courts. 

So at every step of this bill and of these provisions the Commit- 
tee on gr Ah pect yielded to the judgment of the Committee 
on the Judiciary. We did so for the reason that we understood 
the Committee on the Judiciary at this session, as at many for- 
mer sessions, had under consideration bills looking to a change in 
the method of compensation to district attorneys and marshals. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me, before he 
passes away from that matter? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not aware that there is any single provision 
on this subject reported or now recommended by the Committee on 
Appropriations in regard to which there is a difference of opinion 
between those two committees. Indeed, the Judiciary Committee 
also reported as bills what they reported as amendments to the 
pending bill. 

In regard to the 1 whether this legislation should go on 
an appropriation bill, what I have said about it is merely my in- 
dividual opinion and I have no authority to represent the commit- 
tee at all. They have taken no action either way on that subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, it turns out that the Judiciary Commit- 
tee have not only considered those provisions, but that they have 
also 5 separate bills looking to the change which is pro- 
posed here. 

Ihave made this narration for the purpose of showing or at- 
tempting to show that these are not amendments put into the bill 
on the floor of the Senate in haste upon the motion of a single 
Senator. They are not amendments that have not been consid- 
ered by the two committees of this body, to say nothing of any 
other y, who have charge and jurisdiction of the subject. 
They have considered them. The provisions have the approval 
of the highest law officer of the Government; they have been 
debated in this body now for four days, and every Senator here 
has had his opportunity to criticise and to propose amendments to 
each and all of those sections. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that the circumstances I have re- 
lated which surround this important legislation are sufficient for 
us all tosay that the provisions have been carefully and wisely con- 
sidered by the highest law officer of the Government and by the 
two committees that necessarily have charge of those subjects. 
Certainly the committee of this body that has charge of the sub- 
ject has considered them, If that be true the only question that 
should be considered, itseems to me, is whether or not the amend- 
ments are important. If they areimportant, then they have been 
carefully considered by the proper committees and by this body. 
The mere technical statement that they are all on an appropria- 
tion bill, whereas they should be in a separate measure, it occurs 
to me ought not to prevail. 

I wish to say one thing further as to this matter. If I had my 
way, although I have not consulted anyone in reference to it, I 
should advise that as to these provisions, when the necessary ap- 
propriations have been concluded in regard to the pending bill, if 
there are serious differences between the two Houses upon the 
subject, those differences should be settled by the law committees 
of the two Houses and not by the Committees on 6 

I believe that those provisions are valuable; that they are of 
importance; that in their general result they will greatly reduce 
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the expenses of the Department of Justice, and that the compensa- 
tion provided here even by the Senate amendments as to marshals 
and istrict attorneys is smaller than they now receive by law. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me for just a 
moment? 2 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to call the attention of the Senator to the un- 
fairness of this proceeding, and tohear his views upon that question. 

Adopting the suggestion that was made from some source, with- 
out now speaking of the Attorney-General, the Appropriations 
Committee and the Judiciary Committee have reported to strike 
out of the bill quite a portion of it relating to United States com- 
missioners. Among other matters which the House inserted was 
a provision which prevented any district clerk from being a United 
States commissioner. That part of it goes out. It has not been 
discussed here; it can not be discussed here, as there is nothing 
before the Senate in regard to it. That is a matter which seriously 
affects the southern district of New York. I have letters signed 
by every judge of the courts—the district court and the circuit 
court—by the district attorney, by the leading members of the bar 
of New York, making suggestions upon that branch of the case. 

Now, you have not brought that provision here and perfected 
it. It is going out, according to the idea of the Senate. The con- 
ference committee meets, and that question is to be determined. 
The conferees on the part of the Senate may yield to the House. 
Then when the bill comes back here we can not amend it. We 
have to vote down the whole report of the conference committee 
and attack it in that way, imperiling an appropriation for the 
support of the Government. That is the unfairness of the whole 
proceeding, I submit to the Senator from Iowa. i 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree that the sections respecting commis- 
sioners were stricken out of the bill on the report of the commit- 
tee and have not been debated, but those sections certainly will be 
debated in this Chamber before they are agreed to by the Senate. 
For one I will not agree to the provisions with t to United 
States commissioners as they stand in the bill, nor have we or the 
Attorney-General the information which would enable us to deal 
intelligently with those commissioners and the clerks of the courts. 

Although what the Senator says is embarrassing, it certainly 
would be much more embarrassing if, instead of striking out one 
or two sections relating to commissioners, we had struck out 
every section relating to marshals and district attorneys as well, 
and thus thrown those provisions into a conference without hay- 
ing had the opportunity of hearing the expression of Senators as 
to their justice or injustice. 

Mr. President, having said this much as to the bill, I believe we 
ought to deal with the subject here and now. I believe that a 
great majority of the Senators upon this floor favor these provi- 
sions. Certainly the Judiciary Committee favor them, because 
they have reported similar provisions to this body in a separate 
bill. The Senator from New York favors them, and so stated in 
the debate yesterday. The provisions as reported to us by the 
Attorney-General will save annually large sums of money to the 
Government without impairing the efficiency of the courts of the 
United States. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Procrorinthechair). Does 
the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the 8 explain how, by what process, 
a saving will be made to the Government, and how much it will be? 

Mr. ALLISON. There have been many tables presented upon 
this subject in the House debate, and I believe two or three have 
been introduced here. I will not stop to discuss them. The esti- 
mate is that the annual saving will be about $500,000. I will refer 
the Senator to the House debate upon the subject, where elab- 
oe Tanso were produced, prepared in the office of the Attorney- 

neral. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think there must be some misunderstand- 
ing about this matter, if my friend the Senator from Iowa will 
allow me, because we all want to get at the facts. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As I understand, most of these officers are 

id by fees which are levied according to law upon litigants. 

e United States pays fees in cases in which it is interested, and 
all other litigants pay fees. Those fees now pay the salaries of 
the district attorneys and the clerks, and probably the marshals 
to a certain extent, pertapa entirely. 

The payment of these officers out of the Treasury will probably 
prevent the collection of fees. There will be no one interested in 
collecting the fees from ies litigant, and the result will be a 

increase, in my judgment, whatever it may be nominally, 
in the Saperas of the Government and the epee of the courts, 
because the expenses which are now paid by fees will be paid out 
of the 1 | of the United States, with no assurance that the 
fees will be collected, as there is no one interested to collect them. 


Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask whether the fees which the 
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marshals and district attorneys receive are not payable by the 
defendants in cases and not by the United States? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are paid, of course, by the loser in the 
suit, whoever he may be. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator a question. Is 
there not the same motive for a district attorney or a marshal to 
collect fees which are adjudged by a court against the defendant 
that there is for an officer in the customs service to collect duties 
on imports or for an internal-revenue officer to collect excise 
duties? It seems to me the Senator from Ohio might as well say 
that we never will collect revenue under our customs laws be- 
cause the officers have no interest in collecting it. Itis the duty 
of the United States district attorney to tax and collect all costs 
against a defendant. In pretty nearly all the States of this Union, 
certainly in Massachusetts, the district attorney is pad by salary, 
but he collects the taxable costs against the defendant. I never 
heard of a suggestion that fees would not be collected because the 
officer himself was not interested. But what the salary system 
does remove is the motive on the part of officials to make litiga- 
tion for the ae of putting the fees in their pockets. 

Mr. WOL T. May 1 suggest to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that what it invariably leads to is fewer indictments and 
more convictions? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ican not for a moment agree to the sugges- 
tion made by the Senator from Ohio that the courts of the United 
States will fail in the discharge of their duties, because a state- 
ment that the fees will not be collected and paid is an imputation 
upon every judge of our courts and upon every lawyer who has 
the paui ana capacity to become a district attorney of the United 
States. ese are sworn officers. The fees are required to be 
paid into the Treasury, whether drawn from private litigants or 
from actions in which the United Statesisa party. All fees which 
will be collected after 1 shall take effect will be paid 
into the Treasury of the United States. Walk across this cor- 
ridor and you will find there the highest judicial tribunal in the 
world, with private litigants without number, and a fee bill 
which, to the losing litigant, isregarded as very large. Every dol- 
lar of that fee bill and of those fees, by a statute of the United 
States, is paid into the Treasury of the United States, although 
the litigants are private parno 


Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask 
him a question? 
Mr. ALLISON. Certain] 


2 à y. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand that the Senator from Iowa relies 
with ones confidence upon the integrity of the district attor- 
neys and also of the courts, but mainly the district attorneys, who 
are the active agents in this matter, that all the fees will be col- 
lected. I understand (if I am wrong in this I desire to be cor- 
rected) that the main reason for changing from the fee system to 
the salary m is because the district attorneys can not be re- 
lied upon, and that they use the powers of their office unjustly and 
improperly for the purpose of increasing their fees. 

. ALLISON. courts of the United States, like other 
courts, have their judges, their district attorneys, their marshals 
or sheriffs, as the case may be, and their commissioners. If a 
deputy marshal finds what he believes to be a case of wrongdoing 
as respects a United States statute, he commences a proceeding. 
ee can not be commenced by a peva citizen with- 
out the sanction of the district attorney. Therefore it is that I 
have no doubt that in some cases deputy marshals have inaugu- 
rated suits, which have resulted in = fees, that the laws com- 
pel the district attorney to deal with, although he may not believe 
that the cases ought to be dealt with. But I submit that these fees 
0 8 go into the Treasury of the United States will continue to 
go there. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to make a 
single remark? The Judiciary Committee has had this matter 
before it along time. I have received a t many communica- 
tions on this subject, and the complaints in this particular are not 
of the dictrict attorneys, but of deputy marshals and commis- 
sioners. The complaint is that the fees are multiplied and cases 
put off, taking three days where the work might be done in one, 
and ten witnesses being summoned when two would answer, and 
all that class of complaints, but not relating to the district attor- 
neys. Certainly in some instances among the most earnest advo- 
cates of this change have been district attorneys, who say that it 
is impossible for them to control the matter as it now stands. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me just one word, and 
then I shall quit? 

Mr. AL N. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. In response to the suggestion made by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, I will say that if the fault is not in the 
district attorney’s office, but in the marshal’s office, there is no 
necessity for a ch: from*the fee system to the salary system in 
the district attorney's office; the change ought to be confined to 
the marshal’s office. ; 
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While I am up I believe I will say that I am authorized to state 
that no such abuse as has been alluded toin the debate here about 


depnty marshals and marshals putting up cases im ly for 
ae ay re of obtaining fees exists in the State of Mississippi. 
. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not care to go into that 
question. I will only refer the Senator from Mississippi to the 
page of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in which that 5 
. It is of the date of March 4, 1896, page 2452, in Whi 
ere is a full statement of the whole question. 

What I mean to say is, as to this whole subject, that it having 
been thus dealt with atlarge by the Department and by the proper 
committees of the two Houses, all recommending that these 

es should be made, all concurring that this is wise legisla- 
tion, it seems to me that it is an unwise thing now, after having 
ected it so nearly, that we shall in this method remove from 

e bill all these safeguards and 5 merely because, under 


our rules and the general rules of the House of Representatives, 
and under the ordi rules of parliamentary ure, this pro- 
posed legislation should not be on an appropriation bill. 


I sympathize with every suggestion which has been made here 
as to the impropriety of putting legislation upon an appropriation 
bill. If the Judiciary Committee had come into this body and 
stated that any one of these provisions was unwise, and that they 
objected to it because of its unwisdom, I should be the last Sena- 
tor here who would insist upon retaining it in the bill. So, with - 
out any feeling about it, I shall vote i the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio, believing that as we have p thus far 
with this important subject we may intelligently complete it in 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I agree, as I have already said, 
with the Senator from Iowa in his 8 of the provisions 
of the bill. They are substantially the same as the provisions 
which have been agreed to by the Judiciary Committee, which 
were reported in two private bills. I sympathize, however, with 
the Senator from Ohio . SHERMAN] and the Senator from 
New Kanes E in the objection to putting them on an 
a on 

ce from een bg er a ae 

inci argument, w. is, w. is goes down 0 
5 of tatives and comes back the proposition of the 
committee of conference can not be amended; we shall have 
the naked question 35 to us whether to swallow or reject 
the whole dose; and we shall be obliged to agree with the other 
House or take the risk of the defeat of the 5 bill. 

You have no right, it seems to me, to tie to a bill for carrying 
on the Government any general legislation. It is in effect the 
working of the old threat to withhold the supplies from the Gov- 
ernment unless the House of Commons had its way in some par- 
ticular measure. The Senator from Iowa simply says he agrees 
to all that, that it is a bad thing to put general legislation on ap- 
propriation bills, and the Senate is acting undera species of duress 
when the thing is done, etc. It is not that this particular thing is 
not right; it is not as to what the Senate wants; it is that you are 
inevitably, in all 9 going to have brought about in the 
future something which wi wrong, and that the Senate does 
not want, elsewhere, and that you havegotto take or leave. 

The fact that this is a great temptation, and not a little one, to 
violate a principle, that it is violating it to get something you want 
instead ing you do not want, does not control my judg- 
ment, as it seems to control the judgment of my honorable friend 
from Iowa. The Senator from Iowa seems to me very much like 
the Scotch lassie who met Walter Scott on one occasion. She told 
him that she had always found in her experience that the best 

tation was just to yield to it. [Laughter.] 
onorable friend’s notion in regard to the 
ak ou rule of procedure. 

. HILL. Mr. President, I want a yea-and-nay vote on this 
question, and I suggest the absence of a quorum in order that we 
og Sars Senators in. 

$ M. I have no doubt absent Senators are within 
ge ig neria Aigua ig hit parapo 

Mr. L. idea was first to give them a little notice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. absence of a quorum is sug- 


gested. 
Mr. CULLOM. ieee 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Cockrell, Jones Ark. Proctor, 
Allison, Cullom, 13 Quay, 
Baker, Daniel, McBride, erman, 
Bate, Davis, M Shou; 
7 Dubois, Mantle, 

Elkins, Mills, Stewart, 
Brice, Faulkner, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Burrows, Frye, Mi Turpie, 
Caffery, Gear, Nelson, V. 
Call, George, Pasco, W. 
icone Hill, Perkins, W. 
Shilton, Hoar, Platt, N 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-one Senators having an- 


swered to their names, a quorum is present. The question is on 
7 — N by the Senator from Ohio 
M 


. SHERMAN]. 
r. HILL. that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The 7 75 and nays were ordered. . 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishould like to have the amendment stated so 
that I may know what we are to vote upon. 

The P: IDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio is to strike out sections 5 to 20, inclusive. 

Mr. GEORGE. All that relates to the marshals and district 
attorneys? 

Mr. CULLOMu. If the Senator has the bill before him, he will 
see that those are the sections which refer to United States attor- 
neys and marshals, 

Mr. GEORGE. That is satisfactory. 

The 555 to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I notice that my 
pair, the honorable Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], is not 
prosak Not knowing how he would vote if present, I will with- 

old my vote. If I were allowed to vote, I should vote may.“ 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Szw- 
ELL]. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. Not knowing how 
he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pat with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu]. 

eis unavoidably absent, and I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama . Morean]. Can his col- 
1 inform me how that Senator would vote upon this ques- 

Mr. PUGH. My coll would vote “nay.” 

Mr. QUAY. Then I will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am pai 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to inquire whether the junior Senator 
from Maryland . Gipson] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. CARTER. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Maryland, and not knowing how he would vote, I withhold 
my vote. 


to vote upon this matter. 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 30; as follows: 
YEAS—18. 
Baker, Daniel, Man Turpie, 
Bate, Mane Vilas, 
nae Hill, Pasco, White. 
Chilton, Lindsay, Smith, 
NAYS—30. 
Aldri Cockrell, McBride, : 
Alarich, Davis, McMillan, n 
Berry, Dubois, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Burrows, Elkins, Nelson, Teller, 
Butler, Faulkner, Peffer, Vest, 
Call, te Platt. Wolcott. 
Clark, ` Jones, Ark. Pugh, ` 
NOT VOTING—4L 

Bacon, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. y mae 
Blanchard, Gorman, Morgan, . Tillman, 
Brice, Gray, MU 8 
Cameron, Harris, Palmer,’ Warren, 
Carter. Hawley, Wetmore, 
Chandler, Irby, . — Wilson. 
Sise 2 
Gear, Lodge, Sewell. 

So the amendment was A Eein 

Mr. HILL. On page 61 of the printed bill, I move to strike out, 


in line 4, commencing with the word Provided,“ down to the 
end of line 14. Upon that question, after it is stated, I desire to 
say a few words. 

PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wirk in the chair). The 
Secretary will state the amendment offered by the Senator from 
New York. 

The Secretary. After the word dollars,“ line 4, page 61, it 
is proposed to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That the next session of the legislative assembly of the Terri 
of New Mexico shall commence on the first Monday in Y, 1897, and 


commence on the Monday in May of 
thereafter: Provided further, That no other offi- 


succeed: t 
every odd-numbered year 
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r of either house of said legislative assembly shall be elected or appointed 
dr out of any moneys appropriated by the of the United States. 
the legislative assem such as may be pro- 


2 of said Territory 


nited States except a translator and an inter- 


2 for by the laws of the 
r. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the motion which I have made to 
amend presents again the question of the propriety of general leg- 
islation upon an appropriation bill, Itought not to require muc. 
argument to convince the Senate that this amendment should be 
carried. Why Congress can not make an 2 de ey for the 
support of the government of New Mexico without adding provi- 
sions changing the date of the meeting of the legislature and other- 
wise regulating the affairs of that Territory, I can not see. 

This proposed legislation is not asked for by the legislature of 
New Mexico. I have letters from nearly all its members, espe- 
cially those who belong to my own political party, protesting 
against this legislation as partisan. I have letters from the gov- 
ernor of the Territory protesting against this legislation as parti- 
san. It is not asked for by the governor of the Territory. It is 
not asked for by the legislature. It is sought to be sneaked in 
under this appropriation bill. 3 

There is already pending here a bill relating to the Territory of 
New Mexico. Ithas been considered, not by the Appropriations 
Committee—it has been considered by the appropriate committee, 
the Committee on Territories. They have reported that bill. It 
is here upon our files ready for action at the proper time. If this 
political amendment is necessary and proper, why is it not placed 
in that bill? 

Mr. President, we might as well be plain with one another. 
The object of putting in this amendment is to force Executive 
approval. That is all there is of it. It can not be defended upon 
any other ground. Under existing laws the legislature of that 
Territory, the Democratic legislature, will assemble in December 
next, and this little trick is to postpone it until May, for the laud- 
able purpose, it is believed, that by that time there may be a 
Republican President of the United States, anda ublican gov- 
ernor and all the other officers of the Territory to be appointed. 
If there have been excuses in the past for the placing of partisan 
legislation ig — appropriation bills, it could at least be said in 
justification for it t they were great party measures; that they 
were put om when great exigencies in public affairs existed; that 
it 8 not be done otherwise, and that party interests required 
it to be done. Mr. President, this is a small, mean, contemptible, 
silly provision, and an attempt to get party advantage through 
the appropriation bill. 

In the first place, I invoke the e ag speech of the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who said he is opposed to putting 
amendments of general legislation upon an appropriation bill. 
But his excuse was that the provision which we have just voted 
upon relating to marshals and district attorneys was a great re- 
form, Everything goes in the name of reform nowadays. If a 
man wants to do some questionable thing, he invokes the name of 
reform. If you want to secure the adoption of any questionable 

rovision, it is a reform provision. The Senator from Iowa said 
t if there was great opposition to the provision relating to mar- 
shals and district attorneys, then it ought not to be pressed, but 
he spoke of the great unanimity in the other House in favor of 
that reform; he spoke of the unanimity here upon the general 
question of the 8 of the change of the system. What 
unanimity is there for this amendment? Will anybody tell me 
who is eae Rds except the a ee from New Mexico? 

Mr. MIT of ars The Senator from New York 
speaks of it as an amendment. It is a part of the bill as it came 
from the Honse. 

Mr. HILL. I speak of it as an amendment in a general appro- 

riation bill. In that respect I am entirely accurate. It was put 

in the House; that is true. That much is to be said, of course, 

in defense of the Appropriations Committee; they did not put it 
in; they tolerated it, that is all. 

Mr. ELKINS, Will the Senator from New York allow me to 
ask him a question? The Senator says it was ‘‘sneaked” in. 
What does he mean? How does he know, and upon what author- 
ity, that it was sneaked in? 

1 HILL. I thought I would stir up the Senator from New 
exico. 

Mr. ELKINS. Iam glad you did. 

Mr. HILL. I have witnessed day after day his friend who sits 
by his side here looking after this little amendment. In three 
minutes by the clock after my motion was made he comes in here 
to defend this little amendment, to whisper in the ear of our 
friends on the other side that it is vital for his party in that Ter- 
ritory. What I mean by “sneaked in” is because a little partisan 
advantage of this kind is unworthy to be placed upon a t ap- 
propano bill of the Government. Will the Senator from the 

tate of New Mexico—I have got that wrong; it is substantiall 
that, though, I guess—will the Senator from West Virginia tell 
me why this was not brought up in the Committee on Territories? 
Iam a member of that committee, and he is a member of it. Why 
was it not brought up there, in the proper committee? Can not 


some other committee than the Appropriations Committee of the 
Senate be trusted to take care of important amendments like this? 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator from New York has not answered 
my question. I should like to have him answer it before he asks 


me another. It is a serious 5 that he has made about the 
provision being inserted by the House of Representatives, that it 
was sneaked into the bill. Let the Senator confine himself to the 
word ‘‘sneaked.” 

Mr. HILL. I will explain gered what I mean by it. In the 
first place, it has no business here, legitimately, properly; it ought 
not to be here. That is what I mean by it. I mean it was putin 
in violation of the rules of the House. That is what I mean. 

Mr. ELKINS. Is not the other House the judge of its own rules 
and regulations and proceedings? How can the Senator attack 
the House and what the House does? 

Mr. HILL. Apoa to the statement made this morning by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] they have no rules. It has 
been shown that they have their standing rules, all made, pub- 
lished, placed in the Manual, and new members who come in ex- 
amine them and they see how all their rights are protected. But 
they have another provision by which the Committee on Rules 
meet fifteen minutes before a bill is to be considered and set aside 
all their rules, one and all of them. So I am strictly accurate in 
saying that substantially there are no rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to-day, but whatever rules they do havein form, on 
paper, they overrule. Therefore I say that the amendment was 
sneaked in; it crept in. That is the reason for it. 

Now, Mr. President, what is the effect of this provision? The 
fiscal year of that Territory ends March 1. How is the govern- 
ment to be supported from March 1 until May, when the 04 
lature meets? It is not provided for. Who has asked for thi 
change? Where does it come from? What officials of the Terri- 
tory there have asked for it? Will the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia—I have got it right this time, or substantially right—deny 
that this is a political amendment? 

Mr. EL S. Mr. President, I do deny it. The Senator from 
New York says in one breath that this is a violation of the rules 
and in the next breath he says that they have no rules. 

Mr. HILL. And Iam substantially correct in both statements. 

Mr. ELKINS. He again lays emphasis on the word . sneaked.” 
That is an inconsistency which I wish the Senator from New 


York would ernan: 

Mr, HILL. I have not 2 it . even to the 
comprehension of the Senator from West Virginia, I shall not at- 
tempt it again. I have said they have certain standing rules, of 
which I was ing. They are rules carefully prepared, rules 

rinted in the , rules published to the world to show how 
airly the rights of minorities are protected. Those are the stand- 
ing rules. Those rules forbid the placing of general legislation 
upon appropriation bills. Then they have another arrangement 
invented, no matter by whom, by which the Committee on Rules 
rts special rules to pass a particular bill. 
ho ever heard before in the history of the House of Represent- 
atives of the necessity for bringing in a special rule to pass a t 
appropriation bill for the 5 ae of the Government, wile oe 
recognize must be passed? Mr. President, never before; and 
it is not n to be done, because every Senator and every 
Member of the other House stands ready at all times to vote for 
supplies to run the Government of the United States. Say what 
you will about either House of Congress, all the members are 
willing E provide adequate moneys for the support of the Gov- 
ernmen 

Mr. President, this provision did not pet in here by accident. 
Oh, no. It is placed here deliberately; placed for partisan advan- 
tage; paoa for a purpose. It is not placed in a Territorial 
bill. It has never been considered by the Territorial Committee 
of the Senate at all. I have attended nearly every session of that 
committee until to-day. This question has not been 8 up. 
We have discussed other 8 relating to New Mexico; 
but this question never has n ag a It comes in here, 
gets in, crawls into this appropriation bill. 

Who has said that the month of May is the proper time for the 
meeting of the Territorial legislature? Ihavearemonstrance from 
people who say that at that time many of the people there are 
engaged in the great sheep industry of that Territory. They do 
not want the legislature to meet in May. They protest against 
it. Why not meet asit has been in the habit of meeting, in Decem- 
ber? at point is there except a political point? 

Now, when the Senator from West Virginia denies that this is 
a political amendment it shows his capacity. I say he is equal to 
the emergency. Of course he has got to deny it, if he has not 
already. The other Senator from West Virginia, not from New 
Mexico, says he did not really squarely deny it. am aes 
he will have to deny it, of course, before this debate is over. 
will have to deny it, because he does not want to come here and 
father this little amendment containing a contemptible political 
advantage in an . ee bill and say we had to put it in 
there because we 


ubted whether we could get it in in any other 
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way. Oh, no, Mr. President; he has got to say that this is in the 
interest of the people of the Territory and not a partisan amend- 
ment, and he is to find any objection to it raised here. 
Did he not know that the governor of the Territory is opposed to 
it? Does he not know that a large number of the members of the 
legislature are opposed to it? If he knows as much about that 
Territory as I think he does, he knows of the opposition to this pro- 


vision. 

Mr. President, are we to be told again that it is necessary to 
pee this provision in the bill? Iinvoke all the arguments made 

at nobody would think of putting it in an appropriation bill 
unless it was not by unanimous consent but by a sort of common 
consent. The only argument advanced here in favor of the 
amendment for mars and district attorneys was that every- 
body was in favor of it. 

President, I can not see why this should be pressed at this 
time. I can not see upon what ground it can be defended. As- 
sume, for the purposes of the argument, that it is a proper amend- 
ment; assume, for the Sa aes of the argument, that the gover- 
nor of the Territory is in favor of it; assume, for the 12 of 
the argumens; that the legislature wants it, all of which is un- 
true, then what is the necessity to put it on this bill anyhow? 
Are these appropriation bills to be made mere sewers to put in 
odds and ends and scraps that everybody wants to place in a bill? 


I Rops not. 

I hold in my hand letters and papers from that Territory in 
which they are opposed to this amendment. I say it is uncalled 
for. I say it is unnecessary. Isay there is no necessity for chang- 
ing the date of the meeting of the legislature under these circum- 
stances. Before I proceed further, I want to hear the reasons for 
this provision upon the other side, if there is any other side. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I shall not become so much ex- 
cited at least as my distinguished friend from New York over the 
provision. 

Mr. HILL. Not the slightest. Iam under no excitement at all. 
I never was cooler in my life. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwasa little uneasy for fear the Senator might 
have a . 1705 over it before he got through. 

Mr. HILL. The spasm is on the other side. 

Mr. CULLOM. Not the slightest. This provision was put on 
in the House of Representatives, if I may be allowed to refer to 
that body, which I regard as out of order. The provision came to 
us just as it appears in the bill, with the exception that the words 
“ except a translator and an interpreter ” were added by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of this body. The wg Bei from the 
Territory appeared before the committee in favor of the retention 
of the provision, and desired additional amendments to it, which 
the Committee on Appropriations declined to give, except as to the 
words which I have quoted. I heard nothing and I think no mem- 
ber of the committee heard anything said about any politics that 
might be involved in it. Whether there is any, I am not prepared 
tosay. The Delegate insisted that it would be in the interest of 
the Territory if the time for the commencement of the legislature 
should be fixed as is provided in the bill. I did not hear very much 
from the Delegate, because we told him early that we could not add 
any additional amendments to it. 

desire to say in behalf of the honorable gentleman who repre- 
sents that Territory in the other body that he is a gentleman of 
character. He is a gentleman of eminent ability as a lawyer, per- 
haps as much so as any man living in the Territory. He comes 
here by the votes of the people of that Territory, and he had a per- 
fect right to be heard in the Committee on Appropriations if he 
desired to be heard before the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Illinois recall the fact 
that Governor Thornton was before us and stated 

Mr. CULLOM. I was about to do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before that time, however, we had sent for the 
Delegate to know whether he had anything which he desired tosay. 
The governor of the Territory was before us and objected to the 
time named in the provision which was incorporated in the bill in 
the other branch. He preferred that it should be on the first Mon- 
day of January, instead of the first Monday of May, but, as I 
remember it (and the Senator from Missouri will correct me if I 
am mistaken), he stated that if there was any change made in the 
time of the meeting of the legislature he preferred it should be in 
February or March. Am I right in that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; his statement was that he preferred to 
have the legislature meet in January. 


Mr. CULLOM. I know he preferred Jan He desired it 
should meet in January, but if any change should be made he did 
not want it later than February or March. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Not later than March. 
Mr. CULLOM. That is my recollection of his testimony. 
There was nothing of a partisan nature suggested by either of the 
ished gentlemen who were before us. The governor 


3 to be a gentleman of character and intelligence. He is a 
gentleman whom I never had the honor of knowing before. The 


Delegate I have known for a number of years. I am prepared to 
say that so far as I have any information, both those distinguished 
men are honorable gentlemen and both of them had a right to 
represent to Congress or to either branch of it what their views 
and wishes were with reference to legislation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me refresh the memory of the Senator 
from Illinois. Does he not remember that Governor Thornton 
stated, after he had gotten through and made his suggestions, that 
it was due to the committee, or due to himself, that he should 
state it was a y ponon matter? 

Mr. CULLOM. Possibly he may have made that remark after 
he got 555571 

Mr. COCKRELL. After he had given his reasons, after the 
whole question was discussed, then he went on to state fully that 
this was 17750 a political matter. 

Mr. CULLOM. He may have stated that, but there was not 


e 
r. COCKRELL. There was not a word said about politics 
until after the whole question was discussed. 

Mr. CULLOM. That may be true. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And then, before he left, you will remember 
he told us he felt it to be due to himself, as well as to the commit- 
tee, to state that they regarded it as a political question? 


Mr. GEORGE. e can not hear on this side the colloquy that 
is going on. 
Mr. HILL. Who made that statement? 


Mr. COCKRELL. Governor Thornton. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Missouri states what the 
governor of the Territory said before our committee after the 
general statement which he was called upon to make had been 
concluded. I have rather an indefinite recollection of what he did 
say, because I was not impressed that there was much of anything 
in the subject. However, the governor stated, and so the Senator 
from Missouri says, that it was a political scheme or measure, and 
I take it for granted that the Senator from Missouri recollects 
definitely what was said by him. Now, whether it was or not, 
the governor argued that the 1st of May was at a time in the year 
when it was troublesome for members of the legislature or others 
engaged in agricultural pursuits to attend the legislature at all 
because it was the season when the sheep needed to be attended. 
to, etc., but there was no very strong impression made upon any- 
body’s mind, I think, that there was very earnest objection to the 

rovision in the bill. While it may have been out of order to put 
it on the bill, as it certainly would have been in the Senate in the 
first instance, haying been embodied in the bill before it passed 
the House without very much or any discussion, the committee 
did not take any steps looking to getting rid of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois will 
suspend to enable the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which will be stated by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 502) to approve a compromise and 
settlement between the United States and the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the unfinished business will be tempo- 
rarily laid aside without losing its rights until the appropriation 
bill is concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a very few words more to say. I have 
felt that the honorable Senator from New York was a little severe, 
and that it was rather untimely for him to talk about this provi- 
sion being sneaked into the bill by anybody or from any quarter. 
I hope he did not mean to reflect upon the Delegate from that 
Territory or upon anybody else. It got into the bill publicly by 
being introduced, I suppose, in committee in the other body, and 
adopted by that body without closed doors or any means which 
would look toward an unfair advantage. Certainly the Delegate 
from the Territory has a right to represent his Territory gos as 
any Senator upon this floor or any Member of the other branch 
has a right to represent his State, taking his own view of what is 
best after looking into the question. 4 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from IIlinois allow me to ask 
him one question? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Was any specific fact or series of facts stated 
to the committee which showed that it was cl ping 5 to hold the 
legislature in November and that it was proper to hold it in May? 
I should like to know as to that point. 

Mr. CULLOM. There was some talk, and I have just been 
looking to see whether anything was taken down. I regret very 
much that the statements of the Delegate as well as those of the 
governor were not reported and printed for the use of the com- 
mittee. However, they were not, as I find, and I did not charge 
my memory very closely in reference to what was said either by 
the governor or the 5 phe as to specific reasons for or against 
a Sb osition. The Delegate representing the Territory 

N L. Was it heard before a subcommittee or the full 
commi 


ittee? 
Mr. CULLOM. It was before a subcommittee, as I remember, 
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Mr. HILL. Not before the full committee? 

Mr. CULLOM. The matter was subsequently before the full 
committee, of course, but the hearing was not before it. 

Mr. HILL. No. : 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not care to take up the time of the Senate 
longer. I should like to have a vote upon the amendment so as to 
dispose of it as soon as possible in some way. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I wish to state that onthe vote to 
strike ont the provisions in the bill in regard to the salaries of 
marshals and diatrict attorneys, I voted ‘‘nay.” Idid so for the 
reason that for years an effort has been made in both Houses to 
establish the sa system. I believe it is most important to the 
entire country that the fee system for marshals and district attor- 
neys should be dispensed with, and a salary system placed in lieu 
of it. 

I would not have voted for those provisions on an appropria- 
tion bill had it not been shown that the matter was thoroughly 
considered by the Judiciary Committee of the House. Thesalaries 
were arranged by that committee, and it went from that com- 
mittee to the Appropriations Committee and was 3 on the 
bill, coming from the Judiciary Committee in the House. When 
the proposition came here the 5 Committee referred 
it to the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, which was the proper 
committee to deal with the subject. The result was that both the 
Judiciary Committees in the House and in the Senate have thor- 
oughly considered these provisions of the bill; they have been 
placed there, and there is at present no other way by which leg- 
islation can be had on that subject. 

Many of the salaries are too high, and I would not have voted 
for them for that reason separately; but believing, even high as 
they are, that there will be a great saving, taking the entire country 
over, I voted against striking out the provisions. In my own State 
the salaries fixed by the bill will be $4,000 less for the two mar- 
shals and the two district attorneys than under the present fee 
system. 

But this is a great and important question. It is a question 
which affects the entire country. It is not political. It is out of 
the ordinary when it is put upon an appropriation bill, but it is 
only put there after thorough consideration by the committees of 
the two Houses that have charge of this subject. 

The matter directly before the Senate—in regard to the time of 
meeting of the legislature in New Mexico—I understand, was never 
considered by the Committee on Territories. The Committee on 
Appropriations is not supposed to be familiar with or to know so 
wal as the Committee on Territories what is required in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico. This provision comes in on an appropriation 
bill from the House without having been considered by the Com- 
mittee on Territories of this body, and so far as I know, although I 
do not know as to that, by that committee in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] says that some politi- 
cal advantage is sought. I do not know how that is, but if it be 
true it seems to me it is very small politics to ask the House to 
make a rule to put into an appropriation bill a subject-matter that 
does not belong here, in no bake connected with the appropriation 
bill, in order to gain a political advantage, if that be the purpose. 

If we can not enforce strictly and literally the rule that no gen- 
eral legislation shall go on i bg pe bills, it seems to me all 
important that matters of this kind, which have not been con- 
sidered by the proper committees, should not be put on an appro- 
priation bill. And it is 1 objectionable to attempt to 
pass political legislation in this way when it could not otherwise 
receive favorable consideration. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, it is important, apparently, that 
the Senate should understand the particular portion of the bill 
affected by the amendment proposed by the Senator from New 
York [Mr. HILL]. Since the first organization of the Territorial 
form of government in 1787, Congress has reserved unto itself the 
right not only to direct what can be done by Territorial legisla- 
tures, but likewise the right absolutely to abrogate any law passed 
py a Territorial legislature which dões not appeal to the judgment 
of Congress as for the best interest of the people domiciled in that 
section of the country. Therefore, in attempting to place certain 
restrictions upon the authority of the legislature of New Mexico 
no innovation upon time-honored precedent is undertaken by the 
provision sought to be stricken out. 

First, the provision designates the month of May instead of the 
month of December for the meeting of the Territorial legislature. 
Second, it provides that the Territorial authorities shall not be 
vested with the power to employ or pay for the use or service of 
the legislative assembly any person or persons in addition to those 
provided for by act of Congress to perform clerical service, except 
an interpreter. 

With reference to the first matter, designating the time for the 
meeting of the legislature, I understand the fact to be that the 
legislature of the Territory meets in the month of December under 
existing law, and the meeting at that time brings about a state 
of affairs which I will describe. The election returns shall be 


filed with the secretary of the Territory within fifteen days after 
the election. In the case of a contest occurring, thirty days shall 
be allowed in which to give notice of intention to contest. This 
notice manifestly, under the law, would embody the complaint, 
as in an ordinary proceeding in the courts, setting forth the cause 
of action. Eight days are allowed for an answer to be filed. 
Thus the issue in a contested case would be framed, After the 
framing of the issue sixty days’ time is allowed for the oe 
of evidence or the presentation of the testimony. This allows 
a sufficient time in all for the meeting, the sessions, and the ex- 
piration of the legislative session before a hearing on a contested 
election case can occur, 

So cases of fraud presented after the election in the Territory of 
New Mexico go unwhipped of justice. Instances are cited of 
cases after the last election wherein the secretary of the Territory 
by arbitrary and unauthorized action, in defiance of law and the 
will of the majority, placed upon the rolls of the legislature of the 
Territory a large number of men who did not have the semblance 
of credentials of any kind, character, or description. They were 
placed upon the roll as members of the Territorial legislature 
simply from and because of the fact that they had been candidates 
at the election and were defeated, while those who held credentials 
regular in form, commissioned by a maorit of the people tore 
resent them in territorial council, were absolutely deprived of the 
privilege by the fiat of the secretary of the Territory, who had 
supreme authority to make up the preliminary roll, 

ereafter, owing to this peculiar condition of things, allowing 
time to elapse within which the Territorial session would expire 
before a contest could be brought to a hearing, the people of the 
Territory were placed in the remarkable position of being repre- 
sented by gentlemen whom they did not elect at all. It is now 
roposed to place the session of the legislature in the month of 
ay, to the end that eee contesting the regularity of the seat 
of a member of the legislature may have a day in court, in the 

proper forum, before the legislature adjourns. 
r. FAULKNER. Willthe Senator from Montana permit me 

to ask him a question? 

Mr. CARTER. 5 

Mr. FAULKNER. y» then, put in May, which is a very 
busy season with the people of that country, to accomplish the 
object which the Senator suggests? Why could it not be done by 
fixing the time suggested by the governor and other officers of 
the Territory, either in February or March? 

Mr. CARTER. I will state in reply to the question suggested 
to me by the Senator from West Virginia that the question pro- 
pounded by him was propounded to the Delegate of the Territory 
of New Mexico by me, and he replied that the people in the rural 
districts were very largely engaged in sheep 3 and that 
if the legislature should convene in the month of February it 
would interfere seriously with the attendance at the legislature 
of persons who happen to be engaged in that line of enterprise, 
whereas in that far southern region the shearing concludes in 
the latter part of April, and the month of May is comparatively 
free from 5 engagements. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Montana 
that that is just exactly the reason the governor gave in his testi- 
mony before the subcommittee, as I understood, why May or 
April should not be selected, because April and the early part of 
May come in the busy season in reference to the sheep industry. 

Mr. CARTER. That brings up a question as between those two 
gentlemen which can readily be determined by reference to ordi- 
nary geographical and climatic conditions. In the far northern re- 
gion of Montana, on the Canadian line, the lambing and shearing 
season concludes in the month of June, and I am persuaded that 
as between the governor and the Delegate from New Mexico, the 
climatic and geographical argument is on the side of the Delegate. 

Now, with reference to the second proposition presented by the 
Senator, to strike out that portion of the bill which restricts the 
local officers from fixing undue burdens upon the people by em- 
ploying extra force in the legislature, I can speak from some experi- 
ence, haying been for a considerable number of years under the 
dominion of a Territorial form of government in our Common- 
wealth. The experience in the last legislature in New Mexico was 
this: Congress, contemplating the necessities of 36 members of the 
legislature, 24 in the house and 12 in the council of that Territory. 
provided ample clerical force for the transaction of the detail and 
necessary business. The Government of the nation pays the legis- 
lative expenses to the limit fixed by Congress. In addition, how- 
ever, and I venture to say without any existing necessity for the 
act, in reckless disregard of public economy, the legislature of the 
Territory of New Mexico ed for clerk hire $13,000 upon the 
people of that struggling community in addition to the Congres- 
sional appropriation. The second proportion; then, sought to be 
stricken out by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], is the 
restriction which prevents a recurrence of that abuse. 

Relative to the appearance upon this floor of the Delegate from 
New Mexico a word should be said. I am glad the distinguished 
Senator from New York called the attention of the people of New 
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Mexico, through the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, to the fact that their 
Delegate is here discharging his duty, By reference to the law 

viding for- Delegates in Congress from the Territories the 
Senator will observe that it is not a Delegate to the House whom 
the Territorial citizens elect, but a Delegate to Congress, and the 
right of a bigs ed to Congress is as strong upon this floor as 
upon the floor of the House of Representatives. 

It is unfortunate that 200,000 people domiciled in New Mexico, 
law-abiding American citizens, who have conquered 122,000 
square miles of territory, who have all the nec qualifica- 
tions for Statehood, should be voiceless in this Chamber and with- 
out a vote anywhere in those matters concerning their own des- 
tiny. Since the privilege is accorded the Delegate to appear upon 
this floor, his e must be mentioned to his credit and not 
to his detriment. 

Mr. HILL. I find no fault with the Delegate from New Mexico 
for e Pg: his duties. On the contrary, it is very commend- 
able upon his part. I donot understand that it is a part of his 
duty, however, to endeavor to place upon appropriation bills 
amendments of this character. I do not think he has any superior 
rights to Senators or Members. I am not speaking of the Delegate 

rsonally. Iam N of the propriety of a Delegate so anx- 

ous to accomplish political purposes that he deems it his duty to 
insist to his party friends upon having a political provision agreed 
to, embarrassing them. 

Tam sure that the fair-minded men upon the other side of the 
Chamber were not aware of the political character of this pro- 
vision in the first instance, when it was pro . The Senator 
who last addressed the Senate knew all about it. He remained 
silent when I was making the accusation that it was a political 

rovision, and he heard the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 

E „who is equal to every emergency in that line, get up 

and strennously deny that it is a political provision. Im a few 

moments the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] rose at his 

place and admitted the whole thing, that it is political in its char- 

ry Raa the very purpose of regulating the political affairs of 
t Territory. 

What committee of this body has corroborated the Senator's 
statement? Notone. He has denounced the action of a Demo- 
cratic secretary of the Territory. Where has the secretary been 
heard? What committee of this body considered this legislation? 
None. Sir, while complaining of me because I commented upon 
the diligence with which the Delegate has looked after the provi- 
sion while it has been re ong ens I beg to ask whether it was 
entirely in good faith for the Senator from Montana to assail the 
secretary of the Territory, who has no one to speak in his behalf, 
and has not had any opportunity here to be heard? 

If you wish to pass a 3 like this, go at it like business 
men. Introduce it and have it referred to a committee. Let the 
opposition be heard. Let testimony be taken, If there is a great 
overwhelming necessity for this little, contemptible, political pro- 
vision, let the subject be thoroughly investigated. Fellow-Senators 
upon the other side, am I asking anything but what is right? 

Mr. President, what the secretary did or did not do,I can not 
inform you. I have some letters in regard to the matter, ions 
of which it would not be proper for me to read here. ey are 
personal letters explaining this matter. I conversed with the goy- 
ernor when he was here. I learned the character of the provision. 
Is there any doubt about its character? Is there a Senator upon 
the other side, fair-minded men who do not want to be mixed up 
in this AVELO tae squabble, who does not know what it is? 

Lask whether there is a reason for insisting on this provi- 
sion? Let us see. In the first place, they want a change made 
from December to May as to the session of the legislature. The 
first question which would arise when men are asked to pass upon 
the matter is, What is the ye to it? In the first place, what is 
the political complexion of the legislature? It is a Democratic 
legislature, Who s the amendment? The ablican 
Delegate from the Territory. I think a Democrat would want to 
know immediately, What is the point to it? What is the reason 
for it? Who is asking for it, the legislature? Does the governor 
ask for it? Whence does it come? 

Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator from New York allow me? 

Mr. HILL. 5 

Mr. CARTER. I will state that the legislature to be elected 
next November is the legislature to which I expect this particular 
provision would apply, and consequently the political character, 
80 far as narrow partisanship is concerned, which the Senator re- 
fers to, can not be applied to a condition wholly unknown, for the 
clear reason that we can not predict what the political complexion 
of that legislature will be. 

Mr. L. Do any of the members hold over? 

Mr. CARTER. There are no holdovers. 

Mr. HILL. None at all? 

Mr. CARTER. There are no holdovers, either in the council 


or in the house. The entire legislature will be elected. 
Mr. HILL. Who is the secretary of the Territory now? 
Mr. Lorion Miller is the secretary. 


Mr. HILL. What is his politics? 

Mr. CARTER. Lam not informed. Isuppose the Senator from 
Missouri can give the information. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The secretary of the Territory is a Democrat. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Missouri says he is a Democrat. 

Mr. CARTER. Very well. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator from Montana to say that 
kata same secretary at another time virtually organized the legis- 

ature. 

Mr. CARTER. That is the statement made to me by an au- 
thority in which I place great reliance. 

Mr. HILL. Lask the Senator whether the same secretary will 
not in December substantially organize the legislature? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes, sir; without time 

Mr. HILL. There is where the point is. 

Mr. CARTER. Without time for any contestant to be heard 
prior to the adjournment of the legislature or the expiration of 
the session by limitation. 

Mr. HILL. It is not quite the thing, it strikes me, for Congress 
to attempt to regulate the length of time that a Territorial piis 
lature shall sit merely for the 7 of determining the ques- 
tion of contested seats, nor do that mere loose allegations, 
not investigated, not proved, where the parties accused have had 
no hearing, constitute a sufficient argument why we should change 
existing laws to accomplish this result. 

As the bim passed the House of Representatives with these pro- 

visions they limited and restricted the legislature to the appoint- 
ment of only such officers as were ressly authorized i the 
Congressional act. The legislature heretofore authorized 
translators or interpreters, and properly so. Sir, one-half or two- 
thirds of the people of that Territory speak the Spanish language, 
and it was necessary that they should have those officers. long 
as the strict acts of Co did not provide for it the legislature 
felt as though they were constrained to provide for their appoint- 
ment. While the Delegate from the Territory did not look after 
this matter in the House of Representatives, the committee very 
properly added these exceptions. 
Mr. Prosi ident, I moved tostrike out the whole provision because 
itis special legislation. The two distinctamendments go together; 
they are both legislative matters. One is clearl political, the 
other not so much so, and the amendment which ee been added 
we the Committee on Appropriations is substantially unobjection- 
able. But I make the motion to strike it all out because it is leg- 
islation which does not bel here. 

I have listened in vain in the elaborate apology made for this 
action by the Senator from Illinois for some reason why this 
should not be placed upon the bill for the admission of New Mexico. 
What reason has been stated? Why place it u this bill? 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] gives the case away. 
Hewasright; he is a fair man. He will not attempt to say that this 
is not a political amendment, intended for advantage. Iwill spend 
no more time upon this question. Whether it is a political amend- 
ment or not, if we muster courage to accept the statement of the 
Senator from West Virginia p . ELKINS] that it is not, wh 
should it be placed here? What good reason can be urged for suc 
legislation in this bill? 

r. President, it is the duty of the Committee on Territories to 
investigate Territorial questions. I have been on that committee 
for several years. I served under the distinguished Senator from 
West Virginia . FAULKNER] who sits upon this side of the 
Chamber. We have never heard of this measure. The first we 
saw of it was when it turned up in this bill, and we have to get 
such information as we can in regard to it. Let it be stricken 
from the bill by common consent. If it is not a political amend- 
ment, as the Senator from West Virginia says it is not, why not 
let it go ont by common consent and let it take its place in the 
regular bill for the admission of New Mexico and stand or fall 
with that bill? 

Mr. President, it is put in here for the purpose of coercing us to 
pass it. It is put in here for the purpose of coercing the President 
of the United States to letit go. Thatis whyitisputin. It will 
be argued that we must have money to run the Government. It 
is practically impossible to oppose an appropriation bill; and that 
is the reason it is placed here, 

I cast no reflection upon anyone who differs from me on the gen- 
eral question of the propriety of placing general legislation on 
appropriation bills. tors have voted as their judgments dic- 
tated. Iam opposed to this provision upon principle. Iam op- 
pa to this kind of legislation. As Lsaid yesterday, my attention 

as been called repeatedly to it for some years. I believe the safest 
course is to oppose it at times, and I especially oppose it at this 
time, when I think I see from the statements made to me, from the 
admissions made upon the other side, that this is political in its 
character. That is the further reason why I oppose it. 

Now, I submit this to Senators upon the other side who have con- 
ceded in the debate justhad that an amendment of this kind ought 
not to be forced upon penta! gina or bill. Here stands this mi- 
nority. I am not auth to speak for my party associates upon 
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this question, but I do not believe that they favor this amendment. 
Did not the Democrats in the Committee on Ap 555 0 

it? They did. Let it was forced on them. Still, the Senator from 
Illinois says he was not aware of its political character. Yet he 
recollects that the Democratic governor did say that it was polit- 
ical; that is all. Oh, no; that is altogether too innocent, Mr. Pres- 
ident. I prefer the bold, frank, manly statement of the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. CARTER], that it is political, and that that is 


the reason he favors it. ; 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Presiden’, I shall vote to strike ont this 
provision from the appropriation bill. It seems to me that every 


member of this body and the country at large are interested to 
oppose on all occasions such a pernicious system of legislation. It 
is calculated to take the Senate by surprise. No one expects in 
the body of a general appropriation bill to find political legislation 
or legislation affecting those general subjects which are distrib- 
uted and put in charge of the committees which especially per- 
tain to them. 

I haye had various occasions recently to observe the ill effects of 
this class of legislation. Thereisacase in my own State in which 
a feud has arisen abont a little provision interjected into a river 
and harbor act establishing a criminal code and requiring mine 
owners and furnace men not to empty the slag of their mines into 
the rivers, a measure that ought to have been referred to the Judi- 
ciary Committee of this body, where it may be presumed it would 
have been handled with some technical and legal skill, and when 
debated would have attracted the attention of the Senators or 
Representatives from the States affected. 5 

e widespread discontent with having one committee of this 
body to handle all of the appropriations grows largely out of the 
toleration of such legislation as this. The Senate is not left as a 
free body to deal with this proposed legislation. I shall not ad- 
dress myself to the political aspect of it nor to the merit of the ques- 
tion itself. It is obtruded here. It is where no Senator has a right 
to anticipate its presence. It comes without the consideration of 
the committee of this body which has been duly selected with refer- 
ence to its ability and fitness to consider such a question. 

The third clause of Rule XVI with reference to amendments 
to appropriation bills provides that— 

amendment which eral legislation shall be received to an 
Prides. appropriation “ee ni ros $ 

Suppose any Senator desires to amend this alien matter now in 
the body of the bill, he is not free as a Senator to offer that 
amendment here. Why? Not because the subject-matter ought 
not to be free to amendment; not because the subject-matter is not 
one which in our parliamentary scheme is intended to be first 
examined by a committee appointed with reference to it, and then 
to be open to any amendment or suggestion that any Senator may 
offer; but because of the fact that it has been isolated from its 
natural, its just, and systematic relation to our parliamentary pro- 
ceedings and has been incrusted in the body of an appropriation 
bill, where no one can get at it. 

Mr. President, is it not calculated to bring contempt and deri- 
sion upon our rules to establish a system of parliamentary pro- 
cedure which advertises to the whole world and notifies every 
Senator as to what are his rights and what are the rights of his 
constituents, and then openly, flagrantly, in protest of the minor- 
ity, who have only the rules for their protection, to surprise them 
by putting this manner of legislation in an appropriation bill? 

We have just perceived the embarrassment and difficulty of 
such a process. Here in the pending appropriation bill a matter 
with reference to marshals and district attorneys, which belongs 
to the Department of Justice and to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, was brought bodily into and obtruded into this measure. 
What is the result? If the Judiciary Committee desires to exer- 
cise its functions, if the Senate desires the enlightenment which 
it has appointed that body to give it, the appropriation bill must 
be broken up and there must be two committees at the same time 
considering fragmentary portions of it. 

I am very much in favor of the reform contemplated by the 
provision which has been incorporated in this bill respecting mar- 
shals and district attorneys. I believe that it is a crying evil of 
this country that the ministers of justice, who should fair- 
minded and dispassionate, should have contingent compensation 
based upon the measure of zeal which they may exercise in the 

ution of offenses. Itis calculated to scandalize, to degrade, 
pervert the whole system of justice to have such a system of 
fees upon our statute book. But desirous as I am to strike it 
down, feeling in my own State and witnessing in the practice of 
the law the evils of that system, I was yet unwilling in the little 
time that could be given to it in the midst of the consideration of 
an appropriation bill to foist the country such ill-considered 
and such an 5 e of legislation. 
It is not for me, ident, to criticise the House of Repre- 


sentatives. As a legal and coordinate body of this Government, 
it is competent constitutionally for it to send us its legislation in 
any such shape as it may please to put it, and there are occasions, 
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e spe | ones, it is true, in which it is not only fitting butis 
Se ee for a House to associate its appropriations with conditions 
which may preyent abuses. But the te has established its 
system for itself, and if the two bodies shall not work in harmony 
with each other, it is at least possible for the Senate to work in 
harmony with itself. We shall improve general legislation; we 
shall tend to the betterment of all our processes of procedure; it 
will be fairer for everyone who has the burden of representing a 
constituency here, if it be known that the Senate will adhere to 
its system and that when it considers appropriation bills it will 
not tolerate the interjection of general legislation into them, 
There are two clauses of our rules which tie our hands, which 
shackle the Senate, which deprive every Senator of his free right 
to offer an amendment upon this floor to the clause of the appro- 
priation bill under consideration: 
8 legislation shall be received to an 
a 


No dee bint ro E ESES 
eneral appropriation nor ny amendment not germane or relevan! 
to be received. 


the subject-matter contained in the 
1 ee bias ry been 1 in 3 is obnoxious to 

oth objections. is gene egislation; it is not germane or 

relevant to the subject-matter contained in the bill. 
_ What is the bill? It is a bill making appropriations for the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial e of the Government. 
That is all it p rts to be; that is all that under our rules it has 
a right to be; and I do not conceive that we could enter upon or 
enforce a more wholesome and just reform than to be true to our- 
selves and insist in our procedure upon the letter and spirit of the 
system which we have established. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I shall vote to strike out of the 
pen appropriation bill this provision in regard to the legisla- 
sare 85 EN exico meo ing in May; —— — ink the criticisms 
which are e upon the placing o islation upon appropria- 
tion bills are without just foundation in many r 2 ; 8 

The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Dax IL. holds that it is a 
system objectionable in every respect, that it is a surprise to the 
Senate, that provisions are imported into bills which can not be 
stricken out because of the Senate rules. If that be so itis an 
objection to the rules which prevent such an amendment. 

But the construction which the Senator from Virginia makes of 
the Senate rules is not a correct one. There is nothing in the 
rules which prevents the amendment of a portion of an appropri- 
ation bill which is itself general legislation. Itis the introduc- 
tion into the bill of a new provision which is general legislation. 
_ Then, when you come to define general legislation it is almost 
1 . to tell 3 it agree Is it — in ri to the 
subject, or in what respect is it gene islation? It is very 
difficult to define it. But be it 8 or Seis be the language of 
the rule definite or not, precisely the same influences which will 
pass the legislation in a eee 
tion bill or strike it out. It is substantiv ey individually just 
as much subject to examination as it would be in a separate bill. 
If the Committee on Appropriations undertakes to consider, with- 
out the action of any committee of this body, a provision and puts 
it in an 5 bill, the evil is there in the practice of the 
committee and not in the fact that it is paua legislation upon an 
appropriation bill. All the processes of the Senate are as applica- 

propriation bill, of general 1 


ble to a provision in an a 
or special legislation, as the report of an individual committee. 
So the report of an individual committee on a bill may be a sur- 
prise, and the vast number of bills upon the Calendar are placed 
there without any kind of information or knowledge of Senators 
not upon the committees from which they are reported until they 
are heard and discussed in this body. m you come to inves- 


ae these propositions they have no true relation to the subject. 

_ The pacha of intermixing many subjects upon an appropria- 
tion bill which are not pertinent or relative to the appropriation 
is certainly objectionable. It is objectionable because it brings 
into one simple subject, the appropriation of money, matters that 
are not connected with it and that all come at once to the con- 
sideration of the body. But the proposition that it is a surprise 
to the Senate, that it is not subject to examination, that there is 
something in the mere fact that it is a general appropriation bill, 
and that it is legislation which does not relate to appropriations, 
does not affect the processes by which it is r They are 
the same precisely as if the special measure had been reported by 
a committee. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator were chairman of the Committee 
on Territories, would he not be surprised to find in a general appro- 
priation bill a p: enactment with reference to the Territories 
which had never referred to his committee? 

Mr.CALL. Yes. 3 

Mr. DANIEL. That was my argument, which the Senator is 


now answering, 
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a CALL. That was not the Senator’s argument—I beg his 
on. 
ag ts DANIEL. That is the way I understood it. Perhaps the 


have understood it otherwise. 

I will point out to the Senator wherein it was not 
his argument. The Senator said that this would be a surprise to 
the Senate, not toa member of the committee. Here is the dif- 
ference. It would be a surprise to other Senators—— 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam surprised that I know so little as to what 
would surprise the Senator from Florida. 
Mr. CALL, The Senator of course knows a great deal, but 
that is not answering the argument. The Senator is here to make 
propositions and have them answered, and if they are not cor- 
rectly answered, point it out. What the Senator from Florida 
knows or does not know, what the Senator from Virginia knows 
or does not know, is not the question. The question is whether, 
when upon an appropriation bill a subject of general legislation 
is of necessity, because it was on an appropriation bill, 
mae the rules of the Senate, it was a surprise to Senators. [ 
say that as to that proposition if I had been chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and if I had ye Soa a bill fixing the time for 
the meeting of the legislature of New Mexico in May, it would 
have been as much a surprise to every Senator not upon that com- 
mittee as would be this provision upon the appropriation bill; and 
so of every other bill. Therefore the criticism that the placing of 

neral legislation upon appropriation bills is a matter of surprise 
70 other Senators is no more applicable to that species of legisla- 
tion than it is to the report of any committee of this body on any 
bill before it. 

There is an objection to this mode of legislating. That objec- 
tion is that the Executive is compelled to choose between vetoing 
an appropriation bill or permitting the passage of some objection- 
able provision. It is a substantial objection that the President 
may be compelled either to veto the whole bill, disapprove it, or 
allow some objectionable provision to pass. But Iam not con- 
cerned, for one, about that. If that were the only objection to 
putting such a provision upon an appropriation bill I should not 
object to it. The Executive power, voting two-thirds of the leg- 
islative power here, or exercising it, the power of the people, sub 
judice, as it were—the Executive power of two-thirds, less 1 
vote, by which the power of legislation can be defeated—does not 
need any additional guard and assistance or protection from the 
other third of the legislative power that is vested in these two 
Houses. So that to me would be no kind of an objection. 

It is a good rule that we should not have general legislation 
upon an appropriation bill, but you must not settle upon that rule 

the objectionable practices of evil which result from careless 
legislation. Itis objectionable because it collects in one single 
bill maoy subjects of importance which ought to have separate 
consideration and greater time given to them. But I have heard 
constantly in the seventeen years of my service here that legisla- 
tion at every session of Congress has been forced upon appropria- 
tion bills because of the exigencies of the public service and the 
delays of legislation. We have had perpetual discussion of the 
necessary evils of legislating on an appropriation bill. 

I think we had much better address ourselves to the amendment 
of the rules so that when general EEES is placed upon an 
appropriation bill it may be considered, and that any Senator ma 
require it to be considered, with deliberation, and that it shall 
have been referred to the appropriate committee of this body before 
it goes upon the bill. If the Senator from Virginia or the Senator 
from New York desires to amend the rules in the interest of delib- 
erate and careful and just legislation, let there be a rule adopted 
that will require the Committee on Appropriations, or any com- 
mittee that is charged with appropriations, before putting general 
legislation upon a billto have it referred to such committee of this 
body as properly has jurisdiction over the subject. That is the 
remedy, and not the proposition that the legislation is necessarily 
careless, indifferent, objectionable, and a surprise because it is 
put upon an appropriation bill and not oronghs in on another bill. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, this amendment about which so 
much has been said as being in the direction of general legisla- 
tion and a defeat of rights is simply a provision in the appropria- 
tion for the expenses of the Territory of New Mexico changing 
the time of the meeting of the legislature from December to May. 
There is no constitutional question, there is no question affecting 
anybody’sright, involved in this amendment. e Delegate from 
New Mexico is authority for the statement that it suits his people 
better to have the legislature hold itssessionsin May than in Decem- 
ber. Who is authorized to speak for the Territory of New Mex- 
ico better than the Delegate who represents the people and who 
was elected by the people? He surely understands, with all due 
respect to the Senator from New York, the wishes of his constit- 
uents better than the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. HILL. For how many years has that Territory suffered 
under the same difficulty of meeting in December? 


Senator ma 
Mr. C 


_Mr. ELKINS. Ido not know. That is not pertinent to this 
discussion. 

Mr. HILL. And An suddenness of this change now? 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator from New York challenges my in- 
terfering on this subject or making myself busy. I had never 
read this provision when he made his motion to strike it out. I 
sent for the 8 from New Mexico to come and explain it, 
and I asked the Delegate if it was political in its character, and he 
said no. I notice that the distinguished Senator from New York 
made reflections upon the Senator from Montana about the good 
taste of attacking the secretary of the Territory. I do not think 
the Senator is authorized to talk about good taste when he can get 
up here in his place and charge that the House of Representatives 
sneaks an amendment into the law and that the Committee on 
Appropriations concurred in sneaking it through. I do not be- 
lieve a Senator capable of making that statement is a good author- 
ity and should be trusted upon the subject of taste. 

Mr. President, there has been dragged into this discussion a po- 
litical feature. I do not see the politics init. Istated at once 
frankly just what the Delegate said to me, that it suited his people 
better, and the provision is entirely immaterial. As I said, it 
enunciates no . it violates no principle; it affects no con- 
stitutional right. The people, through their Delegate, simply ask 
that the legislature shall meet in May instead of December. 

Mr. BRICE, Before the Senator from West Virginia takes his 
seat, I would ask himif he has at any time represented the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico as a Delegate in Congress? 

Mr. ELKINS. Oh, yes; I had that honor. 

Mr. BRICE. Did the Senator when he was Delegate believe that 
his constituents wanted the time of the meeting of the legislature 
are aad If so, why did he not initiate the legislation at that 

e? 

Mr. ELKINS. The question never came up. If they had asked 
me, I surely should have moved this amendment. I do not think 
that that has anything to do with the discussion. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, Ishould not have engaged in 
this discussion but for the fact that, being a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, I feel, after the developments which have 
taken place with reference to the provisions of the bill, that Ihave 
myself perhaps been somewhat derelict in not having ascertained 
the motives and purpose and intention of the insertion of this 
clause in the appropriation bill. 

I will state that, not being on the subcommittee of the Commit- 
tee on 1 having charge of the pending bill, I did not 
hear any of the statements made by the governor of New Mexico 
in reference to this subject to the effect that the provision was in 
itself and in character political, and that that was the object and 
p of its insertion. Had I understood that any such view 
was entertained by the governor of the Territory, I should have 
investigated the subject before voting in favor of retaining the 
provision; but not having learned it or heard any suspicion of it 
until after the bill was reported, it remains only for me to state 
my views in reference to the clause as it now appears in the bill. 

ere has been but one argument made that at all would justify 
the-insertion of a clause for a change of the time of the meeting 
of the legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, and that was 
made by the distinguished Senator from Montana 8 CARTER]. 
He said that the meeting in Decomber does not allow sufficient 
opportunity, first, to take the evidence, and, secondly, to deter- 
mine the question as to contests before the adjournment of the 
legislature. 

It is true that for a long number of years that objection has 
never been heard of and has never been brought to the attention 
of Congress, and yet I will say to the Senator that perhaps there 
is some justification in the suggestion he made that between the 
election in November and the meeting of thelegislature in Decem- 
ber sufficient time is not given to take evidence upon the question 
of contested elections. But, sir, that is no argument in favor of 
this provision. Why has not the Delegate from that Territory 
suggested that the legislature should meet, as the State legislatures 
do, in January? Ihardly know a single legislature elected in No- 
vember that does not convene in general assembly the following 
January for the purpose of transacting the legislative business of 
the State. Certainly it can not be claimed that the time required 
in New Mexico is greater than the time required in all the States 
of the Union to meet and properly and fairly examine into the 

uestion of contested elections. Therefore that argument is over- 
thrown by the experience of all the States of the Union and by the 
past experience of the Territory itself. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator from West Virginia permit 
an interruption? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course. 

Mr. CARTER. I will state that in 1884 the legislature of New 
Mexico was authorized by Congress to fix a date for the meeting 
of the legislative assembly of the Territory. It fixed the last Mon- 
day in December, and it has been steadily held in the Territory 
by all authorities since then that, having exhausted the authority 
by asingle act, the Territorial legislature is now without authority 
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to change or modify the condition brought about by that desig- 
nation. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I agree with the Senator from Montana 
fully as to the law of the case. But the legislature and the peo- 
ple of New Mexico stated that that was not a satisfactory time. 
As I was proceeding to state, that was done in 1885. Since that 
time, although they exhausted the power conferred upon the leg- 
islatiye body by that act of Congress, they could have applied at 
any time to Congress to be given authority to change the time or 
to have had it changed by an act of er pape But now for the 
first time during the whole period we find a proposition made to 
change the date of the meeting as fixed by the legislative assem- 
bly, not by Con as is done in almost every Territory of the 
Union, but fixed by the people of that Territory in the legislative 
bodies assembled. They fixed the period as the last Monday in 
December, and yet, without any petition, without any application 
except from the Delegate of the Territory, we find that for the first 
time the Delegate asks that it be changed to May. 

Mr. President, there is a controversy between the Delegate 
and the governor as to whether May is a proper time. There is 
a statement from the personal knowledge of the distinguished 
Senator from Montana that neither February nor March nor April, 

rhaps, would be a proper time. Then we have the month of 
canner . There is no dispute as to that being a time when it 
would a convenient for the people of the Territory of New Mex- 
ico to assemble the members of their legislature for the purpose 
of transacting legislative business. 

But we find that January will not suit, and why? Mr. Presi- 
dent, the scheme and the purpose of this provision in the House 
bill are just as pan to my mind as anything possibly can be. 
It is the duty of the secretary of the Territory to đetermine as 
to who are the members elected in that Territory. The body 
that will assemble next in that Territory will be elected in No- 
vember. It meets in December. The present secretary of the 
Territory is a Democrat and the governor is a Democrat. Now, 
it will not do to extend the time to Jan in order to meet 
the demands of the Senator from Montana in reference to the 
time needed for contests. Itwill not do to fix upon February 
or March as the time to meet, because of the difficulties in sheep- 
shearing just at that particular season, when the people of that 
Territory are 5 in that industry; but we must fix a time 
when, taking in all the probabilities and the anticipations and 
the hopes and the e tations of our Republican friends we 
shall have inaugurated a Republican President, who will appoint 
a Republican governor, and a Republican secretary of the Terri- 
tory, and then organize the legislature in May following. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Do I understand the Senator from West Vir- 

inia to say that the probabilities are that there will be a Repub- 

Bean President inaugurated next spring? 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, sir; I have not yet lost my balance so 
far as to make such an unwise prediction. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understood the Senator to make that state- 


ment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I said that was the hope, the anticipation, 
and the expectation of our Republican friends, and especially, I 
may say, those who have very vivid imaginations and who dream 
when they are waking. 

Mr. President, that is the whole purpose of this provision. If 
gentlemen desire to meet it fairly and squarely and honestly in a 
nonpartisan spirit and want more time for arranging and obtain- 
ing evidence of contests in the election of members of the legisla- 
ture, let them offer an amendment to the bill fixing the period for 
meeting on the second Monday in January. That would test the 
sincerity of those gentlemen and disclose whether their motives 
and purpose and intention are political, or whether they desire to 
Stora accommodation and convenience to the people of that 

erritory. 

I sincerely hope that the amendment of the Senator from New 
York will be agreed to. Personally I am so bitterly opposed to 
allowing political provisions upon appropriation bills that I would 
not have any hesitation in staying here and making a contest upon 
this question just as long as we could get the members of the Sen- 
ate who are opposed to 5 provisions on appropriation bills 
to stay here and make the contest. 

ATT. Mr. President, I want to contribute only one 
word to this discussion. I do not know how far this provision 
may be political and how far it may not be, but I know that 
when I was chairman of the Committee on Territories, and before 
the present secretary of the Territory was appointed, I received 
several letters from people in New Mexico asking me to see to it 
that the time of holding the legislature was changed. I do not 
know whether any bill was introduced or not. The matter per- 
haps never took sufficient shape to bring it to an issue, but I 
remember distinctly that I had letters of that kind from different 
residents of New Mexico complaining of the time when the legis- 
lature was held. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I desire to say in this connection 
that I am a member of the Committee on Territories, of which 


the Senator from Connecticut . PLATT], who has just taken 
his seat, is a member, and of which the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. ELKINS] is also a member, as well as the Senator from 
New York [Mr. HILL]. These matters came up in the committee. 
Without specially stating what occurred there, I may say there 
were letters received upon this very question in regard to the 
date, and that such as I received, and such as I have read since, 
were favorable to the view taken by the Senator from New York 

. HILL], and given at length in his to-day's speech, and which 

ts I will not restate. 

In that committee, of which we are members, we have had a bill 
presented for our consideration asking that Statehood be given to 
the Territory of New Mexico. All the time required by that bill 
was given, and for one I heard no contest in the committee in re- 
gard to any difference of date. They seemed to agree there with- 
out dissent upon a time for submitting the constitution, and a 
date is named in the bill and is not earlier than the first Tuesday 
after the first Monday in November, 1896. That bill was reported 


favorably to this Senate and is now here, and I think it we could. 


get a vote upon it and the bill giving Statehood to this Ter- 
ritory it would relieve this question, because it is not amenable 
to the criticism justly made against the clause sought to be 
stricken from this appropriation bill. 

But, Mr. President, it is extremely doubtful if this can be done, 
and now it is thought best by certain persons, who speak for a 
certain political party in that Territory, that they shall put some 
provision in an appropriation bill that will change the time. I 
will not go over the reasons for that; they have all been given by 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hint} and the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]; and they are certainly very per- 
tinent and quite conclusive, and strike me with much force. 

I oppose the provision and will vote against it, first, upon the 
ground that it is vicious legislation, out of time and place; im- 
pronar legislation, because it is upon a general appropriation bill, 
and that it is general legislation. In the second place, I shall do so 
because it is a very material character of legislation, far-reaching 
and hurtful in results. It affects directly the rights of the whole 
people in that Territory and indirectly the whole country, as in 
the election it may give the balance of power to a party, and for 
the further reason that it has not been submitted to the proper 
committee—it being Territorial legislation, should have been 
passed upon by the Committee on Territories of this Senate. Dates 
are sometimes material, and in this instance it goes to the essence 
of the law proposed to be thus pat through. Then, again, I object 
to it because it certainly smacks of party politics, to say nothin, 
more, and can not properly belong to an appropriation bill. Wit 
the explanation which has been given as to the dates and the rea- 
sons therefor by the Senator who has just taken his seat, it must 
strike the mind of every reasonable man that sels politics are in 
it, and wherever there are party polities in eatslation upon an 
appropriation bill it is vicious. You know, Mr. President, and we 
know, that perhaps the most vicious legislation, and that which 
has been most unfortunate to our country, has been legislation 
under cover of appropriation bills; and whether you say this has 
been “sneaked in” or not, it certainly has come in at the back 
door without knocking and untimely. gislation which has been 
thus accomplished is dangerous and not creditable to the body 
that permits it. For these reasons I shall vote to strike this pro- 
vision from this appropriation bill. 

I regret, sir, that this matter was not before the committee of 
which I am a member, and where such matters have been dis- 
cussed and ought to be discussed; I mean the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, of which the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], 
who seeks to avoid responsibility for it, is also a member. Had 
it gone first to that committee, we could possibly have agreed 
upon a time or date; but it seems to be necessary to effect some 
hidden object. There must be a cat in the meal. It must be to 
effect some object not expressed in the language used thatit should 
come to the Senate from the House in an appropriation bill, as if 
to avoid the scrutiny of the Committee on Territories. I take 
that view of it, sir, and under that impression I shall certainly 
vote against retaining the provision in the bill. There should be 


no olitics in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. G. TER. Mr. President, my regard for the judicial tem- 

rament of the Senator from West Virginia, who is so fair and 
just in his actions and expressions on this floor, constrains me to 
reply to two suggestions made in the course of his observations. 
First, as areason why this legislation should not now obtain in the 
form in whichitis presented, thelapse of time fixing the last Monday 
of December for the next meeting of the legislature is urged as an 
estoppel. The statute of limitations is thereby pleaded. Every 
Senator will recall the fact that the numerous amendments to the 
Federal Constitution in and of themselves offer a sufficient answer 
to the argument of the Senator in that behalf. The convention, 
com of the most thoughtful, patriotic, and farseeing men the 
world has ever known to meet and discuss matters in convention, 
failed to provide for all necessities and contingencies, and their 
experience demonstrates the limitations of all deliberative bodies, 
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From 1884 up to the present time no occasion has risen until 
recent date to disclose the vicious and unfortunate possibilities 
existing under an infirm law now upon the statute book relating 
to New Mexico. It is a mathematical problem merely. My ore 
vious statement of time, I am advised by the Delegate from New 
Mexico, was incomplete in so far as it tes to the proecss of con- 
test. The elections are generally held from the 1st to the 10th of 
November. . 
Now mark, calculate, and conclude as to the necessity for this 
provision. First, the returns must be filed with the secretary of 
the Territory within fifteen days. After the return of the notice 
there are thirty days in which to file a contest and eight days in 
which to file an answer; then thirty days in which to give notice 
of an intention to take testimony, Sixty days are then given in 
which to reduce the testimony to form for presentation to the leg- 
islature, making an aggregate of one hundred and forty-three days 
after the election before the contest is in form for presentation to 
the legislature. This will run the proceeding into the month of 
DO under the laws of that Territory. 

the provision to contest is rendered absolutely nugatory be- 
cause of the fact that the legislature may, under existing law, 
refuse to consider until the record is complete, and its term will 
1 limitation before the resisting party can be brought to 
final e 


It does seem to me under these circumstances that the answer 
is complete in so far as it refers to the question of the Senator 
from West Virginia dra upon the month of January as a 
proper and a fitting time. same difficulties sought to be rem- 
edied by fixing the month of May would obtain if the month of 
January instead of the month of December should be named. The 
obvious fact remains that the contest record would not be complete 
until after the session of the legislature had expired by limitation. 

This, then, brings us back to the . point con- 
nected with this transaction. No one can predict the complexion 
of the Territorial legislature of New Mexico to be elected at the 
next general election. Hence the law can not affect an officer 
now holding the office. If, however, it has appeared to the judg- 
ment of the Delegate from New Mexico, who speaks for the ma- 
jority of the electors of that Territory, that the present incum- 

t of the secretary’s office at the time of the assembling of the 
last legislature so far disregarded his duties under the law and 
his oath as to deprive citizens of that Territory of lawful represen- 
tation under the supreme rule of the majority, it is the plain duty 
of Congress to deprive him of the pnis of inflicting that 
injustice in the future. If it be political to prevent a single 
a a privilege of distsanchising eny district in the Tex 

e ted privi i chi any district in the Ter- 
ritory of N ow Minne, then we should indulge in such politics. 
Let the supreme rule of the majority obtain. To allow the Ter- 
ritorial secre set at naught the voice of the majority of the 
people of aen exico w be o mie advantage to any party, and 
a t and an irre © wrong people. 

Si, FAULKNER. In reply to the Senator as to his statement 
of the peculiar law of contest in that Territory, I desire to say 
that if the contestant does not give notice that he intends to make 
the contest before the end of the thirty days provided for, then it 
would be impossible even to the notice of contest completed 
under the law, as he gives it, by the ist day of May. 

Mr. CARTER. Yes; it would be in the early part of April. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It would be ust about the ist day of Ma 
if he waited until the end of the y days, as the Senator wi 
see if he makes the calculation. y ete 

But I call the Senator’s particular attention to a bill in consid- 
ering which at the present session the Committee on Territories 
of the Senate has upon this question. Is it not remarkable 
that in reporting that bill the committee provide that the legisla- 
ture of the Territory to be admitted into the Union shall convene 
on the third Monday of December following the vote and the 
proclamation by the President admitting the State as one of the 
members of this Union? i 

Is it not remarkable, if there be so much difficulty and so much 
trouble and inconvenience to the citizens of New Mexico, that 
their intelligent and active and energetic Delegate should have 
stood by and seen this t bill, admitting that Territory as one 
of the States of the Union, introduced into the Senate, passed 
through a committee of the Senate, and reported back to the 
Senate, providing that the representatives of those le when 
admitted as a State into the Union for the first time con- 
vene on the third Monday of December? R 

Mr. CARTER. I wish to interrupt the Senator from West Vir- 

i i issi I a end that some misunder- 


sion of a State into the Union authority is given the President of 
the United States to cause to be examined the constitution adopted 
the people and presented to him for examination. If satisfied 
such constitution presents a scheme of government repub- 
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lican in form, he thereupon issues his proclamation admitting the 
State into the Union. 

It is left to the governor and the properly constituted authori- 
ties of the State, as a rule, to fix the time and place for the meet- 


ing of the ture. That was the case in Utah and with refer- 
ence to ak the States recently admitted. If such a provision as 
the Senator describes has t into the bill or any print of the 
bill for the admission of New Mexico, it would of necessity have 
to be amended in the Senate or in the other House, for the obvious 
reason that the Senate and the House of Representatives can not 
ptos just when the President would issue the proclamation. 

is proclamation might be issued long after the time fixed in the 
act for the meeting of the legislature. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Montana will find that 
he is mistaken with reference to Utah. Ido not know how it was 
as to other Territories. That bill designated when the legislature 
should convene for the first time as a State legislature, and it 
fixed the time. I understand the New Mexico bill fixes it dis- 
tinctly, by 9 1 7 that the legislature shall convene at the time 
now provided by law, which of course would be on the third Mon- 


rikes me as very remarkable that with this matter now 
assuming such important form, as affecting the inconvenience of 
the people of New Mexico, the measure to which I refer has been 
allowed to go through the Senate of the United States so as to 
reach its endar without even a suggestion of a change of the 
time when the legislature shall meet in order to accommodate the 
convenience of the people of the Territory. This is simply an 
additional reason which demonstrates the correctness of the views 
which I first expressed. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I find in the Statutes at Large. 
volume 20, page 193, that in the legislative appropriation act of 
1878 there are two long sections providing for a government in the 
Territories. I will that those two sections be i in my 
remarks to show how important and material they were: 

That from and after the adjournment of the next session of the several 
Territorial legislatures the council of each of the Territories of the United 
States shall not exceed 12 members and the house of han ap tome of each 
shall not exceed 24 members, and the members of each branch of the said 
several legislatures shall receive a compensation of cot to day each during 
the sessions provided by law, and shall receive such eage as the law pro- 
vides; and the president of the council and the speaker of the house of rep- 
resentatives shall each receive $6 per day for thesame time. And the several 
legislatures at their next sessions are directed to divide their res: ive Ter- 
ritories into as many council and representative districts as they desire, which 
districts be as nearly equal as practicable, — 1 -Apie consideration 

pulation except Indians not taxed: Provided, That number of council 
Nistricts shall not exceed 12 and the 5 districts shall not exceed 


24 in any one of said Territories, and of sections 1847, 1849, 1853, and 
1922 of Revised Statutes of the U; States in conflict with the pro- 
visions herein are repealed. 


an 
‘ormance of all official duties im- 


peed by the Territorial legislatures, not provided for in the organic act, 
e secretaries of the Territories ely shall be allowed such fees as 
may be fixed by the Territorial legisla‘ 


d in no case shall the ex - 
of $3300 
for any one year. 


distinguished from this provision, I will read a part of one 
section: 

That from and after the adjournment of the next session of the several 
Territorial legislatures the council of each of the Territories of the United 
States shall not exceed 12? members and the House of Representatives of each 
shall not exceed 24 members, and the members of each branch of the said sev- 
eral legislatures shall receive a compensation of $4 per day each during the 
sessions provided by law, and shall receive such m as the law provides. 

There was a radical revision of the law on the subject of Ter- 
ritories in the legislative and judicial act, and I do not know that 
there were any icular objections raised even to that sort of 
legislation, which is radical. 

ere is a mere attempt to change the date for reasons repre- 
sented by the Delegate from the Territory to be good and suffi- 
cient for his people. It has been the custom of Congress to legis- 
late about Territories whenever it pleased. Congress has sole 
and exclusive jurisdiction over everything in a Territory, and if 
it has wanted to a law affecting Territories in an appropria- 
tion bill, it has done so. Any time and any place have seemed 
suitable in the discretion of Congress to pass legislation affecting 
the Territories. i 
If such legislation as I have referred to, found in the Statutes at 
Large, has been placed in an op ba dae ie act, why ali this objec- 
tion simply to c ing the date? The political significance or 
the political feature of the amendment which was made by the 
House of Representatives has been drawn into the debate ig Be 
Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] and the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FavuLKNER]. I answered promptly that it had no 
poron significance, upon theauthority of the Delegate from New 


1896. 


I take it that my colleague has examined, as I have, the bill for 
the admission of New Mexico into the Union as a State, reported 
by the chairman of the Territorial Committee, There is in it no 
such provision as he states as to the meeting of the legislature. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If my colleague will permit me—— | 

Mr. ELKINS. Isimply state that to correct a misapprehension. 
I know my colleague has not the bill before him. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have it before me, and I therefore want 
to ask the Senator to read anything in the bill which corrects my 
statement. He says he has the bill before him and that it corrects 
a Fagg 4 

. ELKINS. Ihave the bill before me, but I did not observe 
the provision when I read the bill just now. 

Section 19, which is the section that is pertinent, says: 

That the constitutional convention may by ordinance provide for the elec- 
tion of officers for a full State government, including members of the 1 
lature and Representative in Congress, at the time for the election for the 
ratification or rejection of the constitution; but the State government 
remain in abeyance until the State shall be admitted into the Union as pro- 
posed by this act, etc. - 


That is, by Presidential proclamation. Suppose the proclama- 


tion 

Mr. FAULKNER. If my colleague will permit me, like all 
lawyers he reads one side, and the most remarkable fact about 
abel a one side is that he has stopped just where the express 
provision is made, which follows the very last word he read, desig- 
nating when the legislature shall meet. 

Mr. ELKINS. Iwill readthe whole section for the information 
of the Senate. I did not want to take up the time, as I supposed 
the Senate wanted to vote on the motion. 

In case the constitution of said State shall be ratified by the Ea le, but 
not otherwise, the le; thereof may assemble, organ and elect two 
Senators of the United States in the manner now prescribed by the laws of 
the United States; and the governor and secretary of stute of the pro 
State shall certify the election of the Senators and Re mtative in the 
manner required by law, and when such State is admitted into the Union, as 
re E a A Pept en dy oe 
Representatives of other States in the Congress of the United States. 

Does my coll e wish me to read further? That refers to the 
election of United States Senators under the law of the United 
States. I do not see what it has to do with the matter. I sup- 
posed there was something in my colleague's interruption. I had 
not read the bill carefully. I had only read a few lines, glancing 
over it hastily, and I was ready to be corrected, and I hope my 


colleague will stand ready to be corrected. 
Mr. FAULKNER, I think the Senator is corrected by reading 
the statute. 


Mr. ELKINS. We differ, as we do sometimes on other ques- 
tions. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I rise only for the purpose of say- 
ing that the Senate seems to have turned into an experience meet- 
ing, and we are regaled here this afternoon by Democrats and by 
Republicans on the subject of the administration of the laws of 
Territories. About the only thing that appears to be in disputeis 
as to whether the Democratic secretary in the Territory of New 
Mexico shall conduct the affairs of his office u principles 
and precedents that have been set him by his ublican prede- 
cessors. If current history is to be believed, the Republican secre- 
taries in the Territory of New Mexico have been in the habit, to 
some extent at least, from time to time, of Riscing upon the legis- 
lative rolls of that Territory Republicans who were not elected to 
offices which they claimed or where the offices were seriously in 
ispute. 
ow, the Administration changes from a Republican to a Dem- 
ocratic Administration; a Democratic secretary of the Territory is 
appointed, and he seeks naturally to c the political complex- 
ion of the legislature of the Territory. Following the precedent 
of his illustrious predecessors, according to the statement of Sen- 
ators made in this Chamber, he has placed REE the legislative 
rolls as elected to the different branches of the legislature gentle- 
men who were not elected or whose election is at least question- 
able. Under such circumstances it is very difficult to tell what 
course the Populists should pursue. Here is a confession of cor- 
ruption on both sides; or, at least, no denial of the charge that the 
secretary of that Territory has been manipulating the returns of 
elections. So far as I know there has never been any denial of the 
charge of like conduct upon the part of his predecessors. 

I infer, then, from this condition of affairs, and especially from 
some charges which have been made recently by my illustrious 
friend the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], who 
I regret is not in his seat to-day, that the claim of pure statesman- 
ship and purity in elections made by the respective great political 
parties, as they are termed here, the Republican and the Demo- 
cratic pis is not altogether sincere. 

Mr. President; it is a very sad spectacle indeed, it is humiliating 
to the ordinary American citizen, to say nothing about the or- 
di American statesman, to witness this grave confession in 
the United States Senate that frauds of sucha character are being 


practiced in one of the most important Territories in the Union. 
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The only reason why complaint is now made upon the other side 
of the Chamber is that their men, who have practiced those frauds, 
have been turned out and the Democrat who has been longing for 
many years for accession to power has finally come into power in 
that Territory and is following Republican precedent. 

I am inclined to believe that so far as I am concerned I will vote 
with my Democratic friends here, not because I approve their 
methods, but it is quite evident to me that the time is coming, 
and coming with great rapidity—it will be here, Mr. Presiden 
before we realize it—when our Democratic friends will be turn: 
out of power in this country to browse as best pont | can, probably 
for the next third of a cen I think they wi 3 t 
no more than they are entitled to, considering the relation which 
exists in that Territory between the respective parties, by being 
held in power for the next eight or nine months. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I hope the amendment of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Huu] will prevail and that this 
provision will be stricken out. I think it is political and that the 
political objects to be attained by it are, first, to deprive the Terri- 
torial secretary of the power to organize the legislature and to 
place it in the hands of a Republican secretary. That would 
appear to most persons to be a decided party advantage. It is not 
such an advantage as should be legislated into an appropriation 
bill by Congress in regard to any of the Territories of this Union. 
The law now existing in the Territory, if I am not misinformed, 
was passed by a Republican Territorial general assembly or legis- 
lature, and Republican secretaries of the Territory have enforced 
and administered the law just as the prens Democratic secretary 
has administered and enforced it, and if I am not misinformed the 
action of the present secretary of the Territory has been sustained 
by the courts. a 

The next objection to the provision is one which relates to the 
convenience of the people. refer to the time for meeting, in 
May instead of in December or, as would be better, in January or 
February. I have no doubt that it would suit an overwhelming 

jority of the people of the Territory of New Mexico to have 
their legislative assembly meet in January, and not in December. 
I think it would be greatly to their inconvenience to meet in May. 
Why do I object to their meeting in May? Aside from the one 
political reason which I have given, I will recite another. I call 
the attention of Republican Senators to this fact. I understand 
the fiscal year of the Territory ends on March 1, and there is no 
provision made for paying the Territorial officers or supportin; 
the Territorial institutions from the close of the fiscal year, Marc 
1, 1897, until May, 1897. What are you going to do with your Ter- 
ritorial government, with not a dollar to maintain the Territorial 
administration from the ist of March until the time proposed for 
the legislature to meet? Is that right? Is it just? Is it what the 
people of the Territory want? There is the dilemma. 

In the next place, meeting in May will be the most inconvenient 
season for the people of New Mexico. Why? Because that Ter- 
ritory ranks fourth in size in the Union in the number of sheep 
and in the orf growing industry, and many of the members of 
the legislature to be elected and who have been elected and will 
be elected again are engaged in that business, and they would be 
busy at that particular season of the yearin shearing and lambing, 
The cattlemen would also be engaged in rounding up their stoc. 
and the ranchmen in cultivating their crops. Here are two sub- 
stantial reasons ey this provision should not prevail which are not 
based upon political grounds. One very serious em ent in 
that Territory will be in co: uence of the expiration of the Ter- 
ritorial fiscal year on the 1st of March, while the legislature will 
not meet until May, there being no appropriation for the support 
of the Territorial government for the period between the Ist of 
March and the meeting in aeh 

I tavarivan onestatement of the political feature of this matter, 
but I will go on about the expenses of the Territory, which isa 
more important matter, Now, mark you, the legislature is to 
meet in May, according to thisprovision. Theappropriation pro- 
vides for the payment of the expenses of the legislature—this ap- 
5 itself, remember now—the printing of the journal and 
the laws thereof. If the legislature does not meet until May, it 
can not close until along in June. This is a bill for the expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending 1897. That fiscal 
yonr expires on the 30th of June, 1897. This appropriation for 

e Territorial legislature is made, and the 3 meets in 
May, and it can not close until some time in June as a matter of 
course. 

I call the attention of Senators on the other side to the fact that 
the legislature can not dispose of its business in less than six, eight, 
or ten weeks. It will take until the last of June. It would be im- 
possible for the legislature to have the journals and the laws 
poet and for the disbursing officers to close up their accounts 

y the end of June for the work done gurug the session, Itcould 
not bedone. Themoney ras bee would be covered back into 
the Treasury before the work could be completed. How are you 
going to obviate this difficulty? Here is the condition you have 
to confront. This appropriation is for the fiscal year ending on 
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the 30th of June, 1897, and it is for all the expenses of the legisla- 
ture to meet in May, 1897, and that legislature meeting in May 
can not complete its work and do what the money appropriated 


for it contemplates by the time the money will have to 
into the Treasury. 

Mr. President, those reasons, I think, are amply sufficient to 
cause our Republican friends to change the date of the meetin, 
at least until January or February, not later than the secon 
Monday in February. The first or second Monday in January 
would suit much better. It would be in consonance with nearl 
all the other legislative assemblies in the United States, which 
nearly all meet on the first Monday in January, and it would be 
only right and fair. 

But here is another political reason, and I call the attention of 
my Republican friends to it. They certainly do not want to 
attempt to take pag poutoa advantage by a provision in an 
appropriation bill. Under the Territorial laws of New Mexico, as 
they exist to-day, all the Territorial officers who have been con- 
firmed by the last legislature, and they are Democratic and were 
the successors to the Republicans, hold their offices for two years, 
until their successors have been appointed and have qualified. 
Under the same law the Republican Territorial officials continued 
in office until January, 1895, nearly two years after the Democratic 
administration came in, and until the last legislature met and 
made other provision. The officials who will be appointed and 
confirmed by the legislature that is to be held in December and 
January next will hold for two years, notwithstanding a Repub- 
lican President may possibly be elected and a Republican goy- 
ernor appointed for the 5 

Here is the politics in it. The Republicans hope to elect a 
President. They want the Republican President to appoint a 
Republican governor, and then they want the legislature to meet 
after that date and turn out the Democratic Territorial officials 
after the re esac of only a little over a year. Is this right and 
fair? Is it honorable and just thata great political party, branded 
G. O. P., should want to seek such a little political advantage? 
No, Mr. President, it is not. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator from Missouri a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LATT. Unless itis pretty certain that the Republican 
party is going to elect its candidate for President and get the gov- 
ernor of New Mexico there is no political advantage in this pro- 
vision. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; there is. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The intention is political. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The intention is political, necessarily so. 
There you see it upon its face. There are two political reasons. 
You can not deny them. They stand out in bold relief. They 
are advantages attempted to be taken by a great political party of 
its opponents by legislation in an appropriation bill. It is not 

ight; it is not just. 
here are these two substantial reasons why the time should not 
be changed to May. They arise first from the Territorial legisla- 
tive law. The fiscal year of the Territory ending on March 1, 
1897, there will then be no provision made for the expenses of the 
Territorial government until May, 1897, and until the Territorial 
legislative assembly can make provision. Is that right? Then, 
again, look at the inconvenienceof it. The legislation in the pend- 
ing bill appropriating money requires the legislature to meet in 
May, and the year for which the money is appropriated expires on 
the 30th of June. The legislature can not dispose of its business 
in a satisfactory manner before the money appropriated to defray 
the expenses of it will be covered into the Treasury, and you will 

be in this dilemma. 

Unless Senators will ngres to a modification as to the time, I 
insist that the provision shall be stricken out. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the motion will not be pressed until the 
appropriation bill is disposed of. 

r. WOLCOTT. Iam sorry 

Mr. CULLOM. I am very anxious that the bill shall be dis- 
posed of this evening, and I hope the motion will not be pressed 
until the bill is disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. DoestheSenator from Colorado with- 
draw the motion? ; 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ido not withdraw the motion, but I Tess 
my deep regret that I have interfered with the plan of the Sena- 
tor from IIlinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. I know the Senator from Colorado did not 
mean to do so. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I certainly did not. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion 
until the bill is ee ob: when I will join with him in favor of 
the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


covered 


motion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.corr], that when 
the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. [Put- 
ting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

: 9 55 LLOM. I must ask the Senate to dispose of the bill to- 
ni 


As PLATT. Can we not have a vote on the pending amend- 
men 

Mr. CULLOM. Lask that the yeas and nays may be called on 
this question, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], to strike out the clause which 
has been read. 

Mr. GORMAN. What becomes of the motion to adjourn over? 

Mr. VILAS. Was there an announcement of the decision on 
the motion to adjourn over? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair announced the fact that 


the ayes a ed to prevail. 
Mr. CULLOM. I was calling for the yeas and nays on the mo- 


tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not so understand. 
The question will be treated as still being open. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senate will reconsider the vote and 
that it will let us see whether we can not come to an agreement 
about this matter so as to dispose of the bill to-night. I do not 
myself desire a session to-morrow, but I am very anxious to get 
the od ae bill out of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Illinois has the power to get a 
vote at any time he chooses. The amendment has been discussed 
very largely on both sides of the Senate. If the Senator will move 
to lay the amendment on the table he can get a vote. 

Mr. FRYE (to Mr. CuLtom). Why do you not do that? 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator does not do that, I do not think we 
are bound to stay here on his account. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will try that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ilinois de- 
mand the yeas and nays on the motion that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it be to meet Monday? 

r. CULLOM. I think the Senator had better 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Do JI understand that the Senator from IIli- 
nois moves to reconsider the vote? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GORMAN. This is an important matter which is under 
consideration. It is the first time for the last fifteen years that a 
paray political question has been brought in on an appropriation 

ill. Isay to the Senator that there ought to be and there will be 
fair time for the discussion of the matter. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Irise toa point of order. I do not under- 
stand thatthe good and fair time is pending a request for the yeas 


and nays. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am merely giving the reason why I think we 
should adjourn over to-morrow, if the Senator from Colorado will 

rmit me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If objection is interposed —— 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the Senator from Maryland may be 
allowed to make his statement, and then I wish to make one my- 


self. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I beg pardon of the Senator from Maryland. 
I did not mean to interfere with him. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is all right. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. And I withdraw anything I can withdraw. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcort], that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next, on which the yeas 
and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CARTER (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. Under the circum- 
stances, I shall not vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Suir], 

Mr. PLATT (when Mr. Haw Lery’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. HAwLEY] is detained from the Senate by indis- 
position. I presume he is paired with some Senator, although I 
am not sure. If he were present, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
has no pair, I will state. 

Mr. PLATT. I trust, then, that the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco] will see that a pair is arranged for him in some way. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I suggest to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Piatt] that he pair his colleague [Mr. HAWLEY] with the senior 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. PLATT. That will be entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. DUBOIS. That will allow me to vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopex]. I transfer my 
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pair to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY], and vote 


“ ea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL j On this question I feel at liberty to vote. I vote !. yea.’ 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was ed). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. Judging this 
to be a political question, I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUAY. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama 

. MorGan]. Iam not advised as to how he would vote on 
this question, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington 
1 Witson]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from South 

ota [Mr. KYLE] and vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Davis]. Not knowing how he would vote, I refrained from 
voting on the call of the roll. However, being advised that a quo- 
rum has not yet voted, I will vote. I vote yea.” 


Mr. CAFFERY. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Michi [Mr. Burrows]. I transfer my pair to the Senator 
from rgia [Mr. GORDON], who is paired with the Senator from 


Towa [Mr. GEAR]. I vote yea.” 

Mr. GEAR. Thavea general pair with the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GoRDo N]. My pair having been transferred, I vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. Itis suggested to me that I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] to the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. He is not present. Imake that trans- 
fer and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roach]. owever, in order to 
make a quorum, I will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM (after haying voted in the negative). This pro- 
vision seems to have taken something of a political turn, and I 
think I ought to withdraw my vote, as I stand paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], who is absent. 

Mr.CALL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Proctor] to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and 
vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. CARTER. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Gisson] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART], and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr.CULLOM. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] 
stands paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAM- 
ERON]. We will transfer our pairs, so that both the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. WaLTHALL] and I can vote, and the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] will be paired with the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 


Mr. QUAY. To assist in producing a quorum I will take the 


liberty of voting. I vote *‘ nay.” TEN 
Mr. MCBRIDE. I have a ponera pair with the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] and vote nay.” 
e result was announced—yeas 33, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—33. 
Aldri 00 Jones, Ark. i 
ae Chilton, dsay, Yor iy 
Bate, Cockrell, MeMillan, Vilas 
Berry, Daniel, tle, Walthall, 
Blackburn, Dubois, Mitchell, Wis. White, 
oe 8 = as Wolcott. 

rown, orman, effer, 
Caffery, fll, gh, 
Hoar, Sherman, 

NAYS—12. 
Alliso: F. Mitchell, O i 
Garter: Ger Per = § —— 
Cullom, McBride, Platt, eller. 

NOT VOTING—4 
Bacon, George, Lod; 
Baker, Gibson, Martin, Sewell, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mills, Smith, 
Burrows, Gray, Morgan, Squire, 
Butler, Hale. Morrill, Stewart, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Murphy, Thurston, 
Chandler, i Nelson, illman, 
Clark, Hawley, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Biking, ma Pritchard: — 
Jones, Nev., e 
Gallinger, yle, Proctor, Uson. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of James Duke was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
The bill (H. R. 2265) to provide for the reimbursement of the 
eee of constructing a sewer upon the permanent reservation 
at Hot Springs, Ark., was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 


The bill (H. R. 7170) to grant the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fe 
Railroad Company the right to acquire depo 


t grounds at the town 

of Davis, Tishomingo County, Chickasaw Nation, Ind. T., was 

zoan twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Terri- 
ries. 

The bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other p 5 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6248 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judici 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1897, and for other 5 the pending question being on the 
amendment of Mr. HILL to strike out the proviso beginning in 
line 4, page 61. 

Mr. CULLOM. If I may be allowed to make a motion, I move 
that the pending amendment, to strike out from the word “ dol- 
lara in line 4 on page 61, to and including line 16, be laid on the 
table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois to lay the pending amendment on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the question be stated so that we may un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state it again. The Senator from New 
York moved to strike out beginning with the word “ Provided,” 
in line 4, page 61, to and including line 16, on the same page. I 
move to lay that amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator, before he makes that motion, 
permit me to say a word? Will he withdraw it for a second? 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Illinois will not move 
to lay the amendment on the table, but will let us have a perfectly 
fair vote on it in the Senate, after proper discussion, which would 
follow as a matter of course. If this course is not pursued, other 
amendments will be offered within the rule, and a fight will be 
inaugurated on an appropriation bill such as we have not had here 
for many years. I submit to the Senator in charge of the bill that 
it is not a fair way to treat this question. For the first time in 
the last ten or fifteen years purely a political matter is brought 
in npon an appropriation bill—legislation such as both parties have 
condemned. I trust that the Senate, on a fair vote, will strike out 
this provision. But at all events we are entitled to have, and we 
shall have, a fair discussion of the proposition, and it will extend 
away beyond the bounds which have been laid out at present. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Maryland will allow me to 
say a word (both of usare out of order, except by unanimous con- 
sent), I will state that I thought making a motion to lay the 
amendment on the table would be a test of the sense of the Senate 
as to whether the Senate is in favor of retaining the provision in 
the bill or not, and if itis not in favor of retaining it,so far as 
: << concerned I should not feel like pursuing the matter any 

urther. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then, if it is to be merely a test vote and the 
Senator puts it that way, so far as I am concerned I am ready to 
vote now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois to lay the pending amendment on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think we ought to have the yeas and nays on 
the question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when Mr. BLANCHARD’s name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. BLANCHARD] is absent on business. He has a 
general pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCH- 
ARD]. 

MI. CALL (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont 8 Proctor] to the Senator 
from esi! ar VOORHEES] and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CARTER (when his name was called). Having a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gisson], I will 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest to the Senator from Idaho that he 
transfer his pair, so that the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH) will stand . with my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Very well; I will transfer my pair with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Saitu] to the Senator from Con- 
necticut ig Haw ey], and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] to the 
senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. In BY] and vote nay.” 

Mr. MANTLE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia 
should vote yea.“ 


[Mr. MARTIN J. If he were present, I 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 
If he were wean I should vyote “nay.” 


Mr. PER. S (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roach]. If he were 
present, I should vote“ yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], but I have no 
doubt that in the present condition of the Senate he will excuse 
me for voting. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce that on this vote the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] is paired with the Senator 
from 5 [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. G . Iam paired with the senior Senator from Georgia 

. GORDON], but that pair has been transferred by an arrange- 
ment with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] to the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], so that the Senator from 
Wisconsin and myself can vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. PERKINS. As I have before announced, I am paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roach]. I will 
transfer my pair to the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK] and 
will vote. I vote “ yea.“ 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I transfer my pair with the 
Senator from New Jersey pe: SEWELL] to the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Gorpon] and I vote “ nay. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to announce that my colleague . HAR- 

RIS] is necessarily absent. He is paired with the Senator from 

Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. Were my colleague here, he would vote 
nay. 

Mr. PROCTOR (after voting in the affirmative). I learn that 
before I came into the Chamber my pair with the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL] was transferred to the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. eps I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MANTLE. As J have already announced, Iam paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Marti]. I now transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK] and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Wash- 

[Mr. WiLson] as before to the Senator from South Dakota 

. KYLE] and I vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (after having voted in the affirmative). Before the 
result is announced, I desire to withdraw my vote. I did not 
1 when I cast it that there was any political question 

volved. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Aldrich, Carter, McBride, Platt, 
Allison, Cull cMillan, Shoup, 
Baker, Davin” tle Teller. 
Brown, Mitchell, Oreg. 
— Hale, Perkins, 
NAYS—29. 

Allen, Cockrell, i, Vi 
Bate, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Vils 
. Dubois, Lindsay, Walthall, 
Blac! Faulkner, Mi Wis. 
Brice, Frye, Pasco, Wolcot 
Caffery, 88 Peffer, 
Chilton, Gorman, Turpie, 

NOT VOTING—32. 
Bacon, Harris, Smith, 
Blanchard, Hawley, Murphy, ui 
Butler, Hoar. S Pahar. paure, 
Cameron, A Pettigrew, 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. Prite! $ Tillman, 
Clark, Kyle, Pr 8 oo 
Gordon, - M — Wetmore, 
Hansbrough, Morgan, Sherman, 


So the Senate refused to lay Mr. HILL’'s amendment on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. As the vote seems to indicate the sentiment of 
the Senate on this question, I shall make no further insistence 
upon retaining the provision in the bill. 

The VICE-PRES 


to. 

t, on page 3, line 4, in the item for 

aS t in the stationery room,” to add, after ‘‘one thousand,” 

the words ‘two hun and after the word dollars,“ the 

words while held by the present incumbent”; so as to read: 
Assistant in stationery room, $1,200, while held by the present incumbent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. When this bill was in Committee of the Whole 
there was an amendment proposed by the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. KYLE], who is now absent, upon which a point of 
order was made and which was ruled out. I have modified the 
amendment so that I think it is not open to a point of order and I 
will offer it again. It comes in on page 88, after line 16. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 88, after line 16, it is proposed to 


That the Secre 


phic wor. — the illustrated pages of the Official Gasntte of the Patent 

fiice, to be extended for the term of one year from the ist day of July, 1596. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to make a statement in regard to this 
amendment. I made the point of order against the amendment 
as offered by the Senator from South Dakota. The amendment is 
now presented in a different shape, and until it took this shape I 
stated to my distinguished friend from Connecticut that I would 
not admit the amendment without making the point of order upon 
it unless the Senator from South Dakota himself asked it. eis 
not now present, however, and as we are about to conclude the 
consideration of the bill, I make no question as to the right of the 
Senator to offer the amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Connecticut to state in a 
few words the change which has been made in the amendment as 
GADA Toraen the Senator from South Dakota. 

. PLATT. amendment as formerly proposed would 
allow the Secretary of the Interior to extend for four years the 
contract whichis made for these drawings. I think it ought to 
be extended for a year, and the amendment is now presented in 
that form. 

Mr. CULLOM. Thepreviousamendmentextendeditfour years, 
and this is for eno yoat 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS. After the word “dollars,” in line 16, page 81, I 
move to add: 

For ten examiners, to constitute a board of examiners of surveys, at $2,000 
each, the appointment to be certified by the Civil Service Commission, $20,000, 

Tam very sorry that this matter was not brought to my atten- 
tion sooner, in order that I might have gone before the Commitiee 
on Appropriations and urged it. It is for the appointment of ex- 
aminers to examine surveyed lands in the West. These appoint- 
ments are now made for political considerations, and we have had 
a great deal of trouble in ped part of the country on account of 
it. Men who are inexperienced, who never have had an oppor- 
tunity to visit that region, and who do not understand the sur- 
veys which have been made are sent out, and it makes great con- 
fusion. It ties up the contracts; months and months elapse before 
sit can be finally settled. 

he Commissioner of the General Land Office, Mr. Lamoreux, 
most heartily and cordially supports this amendment. Being 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, and having a great 
deal of business with him, I can say that he is a most excellent 
officer. He understands the wants of the Western country re- 
markably well. He has the entire confidence of all of the Western 
Senators. Heis very anxious for this amendment to prevail, and 
asked me to endeavor to induce the Senate to accept it. 

The amendment will not impose any additional expense upon 
the Government. When we come to consider the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, which makes provision for these examiners, the 
$20, which is appropriated here can be taken out, so that there 
will be no additional cost to the Government. 

These examiners will not be appointed until after they are cer- 

tified by the Civil Service Commission. They will be practical 
men in the office as well as men who understand surveys. It will 
expedite the business, as Mr. Lamoreux says, very much, and it 
is an amendment which I believe all of the Western Senators agree 
ney in thinking will be of great advantage to our part of the 
coun . 
As I stated, it has the hearty cooperation of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, and I must apologize to the Commit- . 
tee on Appropriations for not going before them in regard to it, as 
I should have done had my attention been called to it sooner. 

Mr. TELLER. I dislike to differ from the Chairman of the 
Committee on Public Lands, but the 55 Committee 
had this question before it and fairly considered it. I have myself 
had a little ience in those matters, and I am satisfied that no 
benefit will be derived from the creation of a new division in the 
Land Office. Iam willing to indorse everything that the Senator 
from Idaho has said about the present head of the Land Office, 
but I am certain that no good can come from the adoption of the 
amendment. 

We have the special examiners of surveys, but unless they go 
into the field they know nothing whatever about the surveys. 
They can not tell, being located here, whether the surveys are 
properly made or not. We have always had a revision of the sur- 
veys in the Interior Department, and it was found some years ago 
that the surveyors were in the habit of sitting down in their offices 
and making the pae without going into the field at all. The 
returns came to the office apparently perfect and complete, and 
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there was nothing in the office to show otherwise, as there will 
be nothing for these 10 men when they are appointed by which 
they can determine whether the survey has eyer been actually 
made or not. All they can do is to correct irregularities in the 
pa which come in. 
he special inspectors who are sent out go into the field; they 
hunt for the corner posts or stakes which by law have been set, 
and if they do find them, while they do not survey, they go over 
enough of the ground to find whether the stakes have been prop- 
erly set, and in some instances of course they run a trial line. 
Mr. DUBOIS. I wish to state to the Senator from Colorado 
that special examiners, just the same, will be provided for in the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. There is now, I think, $45,000 


appropriated for this purpose. 

Piir TELLER. The special examiners will of course gointo the 
field. I can not conceive the slightest benefit to the public serv- 
ice that these 10 men can be in the office here. They can know 
nothing about the surveys any more than the present clerical force 
does which revises the plats which come in. All they can tell is 
whether the mechanical work of the plats has been properly made, 

What we have suffered from in the West is a failure of the en- 
gineers to go upon the ground and set the corner stakes of the 
owners of Jand and make an actual survey, a failure that can never 
be determined by men in the Land Office here; it must be deter- 
mined by men on the ground. 

In my judgment, there are many better ways in which the Goy- 
ernment can d this money in the Western country than to 
spend it for a division here in the General Land Office. 

Mr. DUBOIS. These 10 men will go into the field also. They 
can be sent into the field at any time. Besides that, there will be 
others whose duty is in the field all the time. The amendment 
does not pro se to interfere at all with that feature. 

Mr. TELLER. If we want sny nore inspectors in the field 
they should be applied for, but I know enough of the way busi- 
ness is done there to know that the moment these people are 
located here and this division created in the General Land Offce 
they will simply remain here and we shall get no service in the 
field whatever. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 5 is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Duzots]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to offer an amendment which I fear, if 
excepted to, is out of order, but I will ask the 33 of sub- 
mitting a statement in respect to it from the retary of the 
Treasury. I desire to offer an amendment to come in on page 24, 
line 18, after the word “messengers ” where it occurs the second 


time. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will make a brief statement I 
shall not make the po of order on the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On 24, line 18, after the word messen- 
gers” where it last occurs, it is proposed to insert: 


For watchman to care for the monument and wharf at Wakefield, Va., 
$300; the wharf to be used by the public under such rules and regulations as 
may be p therefor by the Secretary of State. 


Mr. CULLOM. I make no objection to the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask leave to have printed in support of the 
— nig a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury in refer- 
ence it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 5, 1896. 

Sin: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Con- 
gress, copy of a communication from the Secretary of State of the 4th in- 
stant, submitting an estimate of appropriation for the employment of a 

r month, to care for the monument bei 


tchman, ata salary of $50 
erected at the birth: of ashington, Wakefield Va., in pursuance of the 


S. WIKE, Acting Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, March 4, 1896, 
Sin: Ihave the honor to inclose, with a view to its transmission to Con- 
pos a copy of a letter from Col. John M. Wilson, Corps of Engineers, United 
tates Army, dated the 29th aoge that the monument to be 
at the Wg nd aud of Washin RS akefield, Va., pursuant to the joint reso- 
tution of February 26, 1881 (U. S. Stat. L., vol. 21, p. 519), will be completed in 
May next, and urging that a small appropriati 
watchman be hed 


granted. 
I cordially indorse Colonel Wilson's recommendation, and trust that the 
sum of $50 per month mag bo allowed during the present session. 

I have the honor to sir, your obedient servant. 
RICHARD OLNEY. 


The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


for the employment of a 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 
Washington, D. C., February 29, 1896. 
Mr. SECRETARY: I have the honor to report that it is probable that the 
ashington under your direc- 


monument to be erected at the birthplace of W. 


tion, in accordance with the joint resolution of February 26, 1881, will be com- 
pleted in May, 1896. 

I beg to invite attention to the necessity of the a tment of a watchman 
to care for this monument, and to suggest that gress may be requested 
to make provision for such a custodian at a small 


The stone slab placed in position about the year 18 
Washington's birthplace was carried away piece by plane py vandals 


“to mark the site of 
seeking 


mementos of the 1 — and I fear similar attempts ie upon the 
new monument, as frequent efforts are made to break off pieces from the 
Washington Monument in this city. x 

Very y, your obedient servant, 


JOHN M. WILSON, 
Colonel Engineers, United States Army. 
Hon. RICHARD OLNEY, 


Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ADJUSTMENT OF CLAIMS WITH ARKANSAS. 

Mr. BERRY. I now ask that the unfinished business be laid 
before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 502) to spore a compromise and 
settlement between the United States and the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to give notice that on Monday morning 
next, immediately after the conclusion of the morning business, 
I shall move to proceed to the consideration of the unfinished busi- 


ness, 

Mr. WHITE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 50 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 30, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. i 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 27, 1896. 
CONSUL. 
Frank W. Roberts, of Maine, to be consul of the United States 
at Cape Town, Cape Colony. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
George P. Decker, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Genesee, in the State of New York. 
POSTMASTERS, 
William A. Bucknam, to be postmaster at Truckee, inthe county 
of Nevada and State of California. 
Dora Austin, to be postmastet at Perris, in the county of River- 
side and State of California. 
Thomas H. Jackman,to be ponat at Peabody, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 
Stephen J. Lyon, to be aster at Collinsville, in the county 
of 3 aog Lowe z = nnecticut. 
. Merrill, postmaster at Orange, in the coun: 
of in and State of Massachusetts. i * 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, March 27, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupkx. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved. 
IRRIGATION. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. 5 er, on behalf of the Committee on 
Printing, I submit the following report and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, 8 under consideration 


Sena: 
current resolution to eliminate from 10,000 copies of the 
Census of 


te con- 
rt on the Statis- 


tics of ture in the United States, 1890, t — 
titled Report on culture by irrigation in the Western part ott e ene 
States,” and bind same as a separate document, with an appendix - 


ing the ings ats ste information up to date, recommend that the same 


The Public Printer estimates that the cost of this work will be about $3,000. 

JJ... ²ĩͤ ASA win TOOS Gee teats ee eae 
jon, , properly exed when brou te 

icy 5 made 3 available at comparatively 8 cost. ee 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

There was no objection, and the resolution was agreed to. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED, 
Under clause2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill was taken 


— 0 8 15500 1 „ the eye as follows: 
e $ or the relief of Holmes & Leathers—to the 
Committee on Claims. g= 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had joint resolutions and bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


uested: 

oint resolution (S. R. 114) authorizing and directing Bernard 
R. Green to exercise the duties and powers heretofore conferred 
upon the late Gen. Thomas L. Casey in relation to the construc- 
tion and 8 of the Library of Congress; 

A bill (S. 2629) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Washington, Pa.; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 111) to authorize Benjamin Harrison to 
accept certain medals presented to him while President of the 
United States; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 110) providing for the appointment of 
a commission under the direction of the Secretary of War for the 
preliminary survey, with = specifications, and approximate 
estimates of cost thereof, for the construction of a ship canal of 
approved width and depth from the lower shore of Lake Michigan 
to the Wabash River, and for the further investigation of the 
practicability of the construction of such waterway; 59 5 

A bill (S. 2546) concerning the court of appeals in the District 
of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2346) to prescribe the times and places of holding the 
district court of the United States in and for the District of Alaska; 

A bill (S. 676) to amend an act entitled“ An act making appro- 

riations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
seal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved March 2, 1895; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 107) to authorize Prof. Simon Newcomb, 
United States Navy, and Prof. Asaph Hall, United States Navy, 
to accept decorations from the Government of the Republic of 


France; 

A bill (S. 1724) authorizing the Kansas City, Watkins and Gulf 
Railway Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Black River, in Louisiana; 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment a bill of the following title; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 4254) granting to the Duluth and North Dakota 
Railroad Company right of way through certain Indian reserva- 
tions in the State of Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the Senate had ed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 1861) for the relief of James Linskey 
from the operation of the act restricting the ownership of real 
estate in the Territories and the District of Columbia to American 
citizens, pe 

The message also announced that the Senate had poea the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) 
be printed of the report of the 1 

fisheries of Alaska for the year copies, 1,500 copies for the use of the 
Senate, 3,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 
copies tor the use of the Treasury Department. 


ELISHA B. BASSETT. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
Ery re consideration of the bill (H. R.3503) to correct the mili- 


That there 
cial r er for the protection of the salmon 
BIL, 6, 


record of Elisha B. Bassett. 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and eee 
is, authorized to revoke, disapprove, and set aside so much of Gene 
Orders, No. 253, Headquarters Department of the Cumberland, Chattanooga, 
Tenn., dated October 23, A. D. 1863, by command of Maj. Gen. George 
PETTA — in command, as confirms so much of 5 Field Orders, 
No. 171, Headquarters Department of the Cumberland, Murfreesboro, Tenn, 
dated June 22 A. D. 1863, Maj. Gen. Rosecrans commanding, as dismissed 
Capt. Elisha B. Bassett. cap of Company B, Nineteenth Michigan Volun- 
teer Infantry, from the service for cowardice exhibited by deserting his 
command while engaged with the enemy at the affair of Thompson Station, 
and to grant and cause to be issued and delivered to the widow of said Elisha 
B. Bassett a certificate of honorable muster out of the service as of the 
day of June, A. D. 1863. And the widow and heirs of the said Elisha B. Bas- 
sett shall not be entitled by virtue of this act to any pay or allowance sub- 
sequent to said 23d day of June, A. D. 1863. 


The PERAD Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? : 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr.S er, I would like to asl whether that 
is not a bill that ought to be considered at a Friday night session? 
What committee ay ees it? 

Mr. THOMAS. is is a bill reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. TALBERT. Then it would not come properly before the 
Friday night session? 

Mr. THOMAS. No, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I will ask for the 
reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. FEN TON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
C 

The said Elisha B. Bassett, now deceased, was, in the year 1863, captain of 


B Nineteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 
0 


Company 
early March of that year Captain Bassett was in command of his com- 
pany uring the march of his regiment from Brentwood to Franklin, Tenn. 
the 5th of that month the enemy were encountered near Thompsons Sta- 
tion, Tenn., and during the engagement that followed Captain Bassett turned 
over the command of his 8 to the first lieutenant, Hubbard, and re- 
tired to the rear. The colonel of the regiment, H. C. Gilbert, thereupon 
reported Captain Bassett as guilty of cowardice, and recommended his dis- 
honorable dismissal from the service, which recommendation was carried 
into effect. The parece of this bill is to correct the military record of Cap- 
tain Bassett so as to clear his memory from the stain of cowardice, which, we 
think, unjustly rests upon it. 

In support of the bill there were laid before the committee the affidavits of 
Clark, surgeon, and Bennett, assistant su m, of the regiment; Adams, regi- 
mental adjutant, and afterwards assistant ad. . of brigade; An- 
derson, first lieutenant of Company H, and afterw: major and colonel of 
the regiment; Shaffer, first lieutenant combeny 4; and afterwards colonel 
and bri, er-general, and Privates Bellinger, Beverly, and Ely, of Captain 
Bassett's company. 

The facts supported by the mass of testimony submitted, and based on per- 
sonal and professional knowledge, are, in substance, that in the fall of 
months prior to the en ment at Thompsons Station, Captain Bassett was 
attacked with tuberculosis, and was so prostrated that he was ordered on 
leave to recuperate his health, and went to his home in charge of his wife, 
who had been sent for to nurse him. 

After an absence of about two months he rejoined and took command of 
his ary ome though tly emaciated, and remained in service thereafter 
against the advice of the regimental surgeon. From this time until the fol- 
lowing spring he spent considerable time in the hospital, leaving it only a 
few days before the march to Franklin and the e e near Thompsons 
Station. During this march he was obliged to ride in an ambulance, but on 
meeting the enemy he took personal command of his company and icipated 
in the 1 until a movement up hill being ordered at a double quick 
he found himself too weak to lead his men and turned over his command to 
his first lieutenant. This action coming to the notice of the colonel of the 
Spreng OR tain Bassett was reported for cowardice, with the result 
already s 3 

The colonel who e f the charge and the captain who suffered dis- 
grace are both dead. All the testimony s to prove the high moral and 
soldierly qualities of Captain Bassett, and more especially to his conduct in 
the engagement near Thompsons Station, where he remained in command of 
his company as long as he was able, and proved himself a brave man. The 
evidence upon which this report is based also shows that the colonel of the 
regiment had a strong personal dislike toward Sapa Bassett, amounting to 
a pronounced prejudice, which he took no pains to conceal, and which found 
voice and expression in the charge of cowardice preferred inst Captain 
Bassett by his superior office. This conclusion seems abundantly warranted 
by the testimony submitted, which is-based on the personal knowledge and 

rvation of the affiants, and their character and opportunities are such as 
to absolutely compel belief. 

The records show that Captain Bassett was mustered into service as ca 
tain of Company B, Nineteenth Michigan Volunteer Infantry, September 
1862, and that he was dishonorably dismissed the service of the United States 
by command of Major-General Rosecrans, on the complaint and recommen- 
dation of Col. H. C. Gilbert, June 23, 1863. 

It should be remembered that Captain Bassett was dismissed without trial, 
saus which injustice he earnestly prousted: 

t is therefore considered an act of the merest justice that the cloud of dis- 
honor which darkened Captain Bassett's life and followed him to his grave 
should now be lifted from his memory. 

The committee therefore approve the bill and heartily recommend its 


passago. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill whether it is a bill to remove the charge of 
desertion or a bill to revoke the order of a court-martial? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Itis neither. 

Mr. TALBERT. This man was regularly court-martialed, as I 
understand, 

Mr. THOMAS. He was notcourt-martialed. He had no trial; 
he was dismissed simply by an order. 

5 I have no objection to the consideration of 

e bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, does the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill take the position that a captain in active 
command of a company during an engagement is ever justified in 
turning over his command and going to the rear? 

Mr. THOMAS. No, sir; unless it is impossible for him to con- 
tinue in command, as it was in this case. 

The record shows that Captain Bassett was ill and had been so 
for months, and got out of an ambulance and took command of 
his company at the time the charge was ordered; that he stayed 
with his company during the engagement until they reached the + 
hill, in going up which he was compelled to resign his command. 

Mr. STEELE. What is the name of the officer who ordered his 
dismissal? À 

Mr. THOMAS. Colonel Gilbert first made the order, and it was 
confirmed by General Thomas and General Rosecrans. 

8 Mr. STEELE. I object to the consideration of the bill, Mr. 
peaker. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not intend to object, but I did intend 
to make some remarks on this kind of legislation. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

J. J. LINTS, 


Mr. POOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 145) for the relief of J. J. Lints. 

The bill was r $ 

Mr. POOLE. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. HEPBURN (during the reading). Mr. Speaker, I demand 
the regular order as inst that bill. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Iowa demands the regu- 


lar order, which is equivalent to an objection. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. I do that for the purpose of moving that the 


House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consid- 
eration of bills upon the Private Calendar, this being Friday, and 
the House in this session never yet having gone to that Order of 
Business. 

Mr. POOLE. I would like to say a word, if I may be allowed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has objected to the 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This bill, I take it, will come up in its regular 
order if we can go to the Private Calendar, the business of the day. 

The SP. . The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Cannon] 
gave notice that he would move to take up the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill this morning. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, that the proper 
way to raise the question of consideration would be in Committee 
of the Whole; or would it be pore to ask the House to vote down 
the motion of the gentleman from Iowa, giving notice that if that 
is done I will move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider the sundry 
civil 5 bill? ‘ k 

The SPEAKER. That would be the proper way to raise the 
question of consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I ask the House to vote down the motion 
of the gentleman from Iowa. 

The SP The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask for a division. I rise 

Mr. HEPBURN. I call the gentleman to order. 
debatable. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not debating it. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise—— 

Mr. BURN. The gentleman can not debate the question, 


I insist. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman is correct. It is not debatable. 
Mr. CANNON. Iamnotdebatingit. I rise to a parliamentary 


inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. CANNON. I want the House to understand what it is 


This is not 


voting on— 5 
Mr. HEPBURN. I call the gentleman to order. That is nota 
parliamentary inquiry. 


. CANNON. Isit not in order, after having raised the ques- 
tion of consideration on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa, 
for the Chair to state to the House what is involved in that ques- 
tion of consideration, so that the House can understand what it is 
voting on? 1 8 eet 

The SPE R. The Chair thinks that the parliamentary in- 
quiry of the gentleman from Illinois answers itself. 

However, if the House votes down the motion of the gentleman 
from Iowa, it will be in order to proceed to the public business, as 
usual, under the rule. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HEPBURN, the 
House divided; and there were—ayes 90, noes 66. 

Mr. CANNON. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. Cannon and Mr. HEPBURN were appointed tellers. 

The House proceeded to divide. Before the announcement of 
the result 

Mr. CANNON said: ask the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker, at 
once on this motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 145, nays 77, not 
voting 132; as follows: 


YEAS—145. 

Abbott, Cobb, Ala. Gardner, Kulp, 
Acheson, Connolly, Gibson, Lacey, 
Adams, k, V rifin Latimer, 
Aldrich, Ala. Cooke, III Griswold, Leisenring, 
Allen, Miss. Cooper, Fla. TOW, Leo “s 
Allen, Utah Cooper, Tex. Halterman, Lewis, 

drews, Cooper, Wis. Hanly, Linton, 
Arnold, Pa. Cor Hardy, Little, 

twood, Crowther, Hart Li 

beock, Crump. Hatch, mg, 
Bailey, Cummings, Heatwole, Loudenslager, 
Baker, Kans. Curtis, Kans. Heiner, Pa. Low. 
Baker, Md Curtis, N. V. Hepburn, Maddox, 

rham, Dayton, Hic Mahon, 

ey. De Armond, Hill McCo 
Bartlett, Ga. Denny, Hopkins, McCulloch, 
Bennett, De Witt, Howe, MeLac 7 
Bishop, Doolittle, Huff, McRae, 
Blue, Ellett, Va. Huling, Mercer, 
Boutelle, Ellis, Hurley, Meredith. 
Bowers, Evans, Je Miller, W. Va. 
Broderick, Faris, Johnson, Cal. Minor, Wis. 
Bromwel Fenton, err, Money, 
Burton, Mo. Fischer, Kiefer, Neill 
Chickering, Fooi i 7 Odell, 
y; Gam! 


Y, Settle, Sulzer, Wilber, 
Otjen, 81 th, Swanson, illis, 
Overstreet, Sherman, Taft, Wilson, Idaho 
Pearson, Skinner. Tayler, Wilson, S. C. 
Phillips, Smith, III. Terry, Wood. 
Peria n e A on nen 

oole, ncer, an Horn right, 
ince, ee Walsh, ` 
Richardson, Stewart, Wis. Tatzen, 
ic! wa a Ohio 
Scranton, Sulloway, White, 
NAYS—77. 
Aitken, Foss, Lorimer, Shuford, 
Arnold, R. I. Gillet, N. Y. Loud. ee ing, 
Avery, Graff, Marsh. Steele, 
Bartholdt, Grosvenor, McCall, Tenn. Stokes, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Grout, McClellan, Stone, C. W. 
pee Colo. 8 Nebr. 1 Ky. Talbert, 
ngham, rrison, iles, 
Black, Ga. Hart, Mozley, Tate, 
Brosius, Henderson, oonan. Thomas, 
Cannon, Hendri Northway, cker, 
Clark, lowa Henry, Conn. Parker, Turner, Ga. 
Cobb, Mo. Hilborn, Patterson, Underwood, 
Cockrell, Hitt, Pendleton, Updegraff. 
Codding, Hull, rki adswor 
Coffin, Johnson, N.Dak. Pitney, Walker, Va. 
risp, Jones, Powers, bd gg 
Dingley, Kem, nigg, Wilson, N. Y. 
Emot S 0 Tarim Sayers, 
iott, S. n. yers, 
n, Lockhart, Shaw, 
NOT VOTING—i®. 
Aldrich, III. Dockery, Linney, Russell, Conn. 
Anderson, Dolliver, ire, Russell, Ga. 
Apsley, Dovener, Mahany, Sauerhering, 
Baker, N. H. Draper, M Shannon, 
Bankhead, Eddy. McCleary, Minn. Simpkins, 
Barrett, Fairchild, McClure, mith, Mich 
Beach, tzgerald, McDearmon, Snover, 
Belknap, Fletcher, McEwan, rg. 
Bell, Tex. Fowler, McKenney, Southwick, 
rry, Gillett, Mass. McLaurin, Sparkman, 
Black, N. Y. Hadley, MeMillin, Stallings, 
Brewster, Baget, Meiklejohn, Stephenson, 

wn, Hall, eyer, Stewart, N.J. 
B Harmer, Miller, Kans. Stone, A 
Buck, Harris, illiken, Strode, Nebr. 
Bull, Hemenway, Strong. 
Burrell, Henry, Ind. Miner, N.Y. Strowd, N.C. 
Burton, Ohio ermann, onde! Tawney, 
Calderhead, Hooker, y, Towne, 
5 Howard. Morse, Tracewell, 
Clark, Mo. Howell, 056S, eloar, 
Clarke, Ala. Hubbard, Murphy, Turner, Va. 
Colson, Hulick, New er, 
Cousins, Hunter, Owens, an Voorhis, 
Cowen, Hutcheson, Payne, Walker, Mass, 
Cox, Hyde, a arner, 
Crowley, J GAON, Ind. Ray, Washington, 
Culberson, Joy, Reeves, Watson, Ind. 
Curtis, Iowa Kendall, Reyburn, Wellington, 
Dalzell, Kyle, Robertson, La. Wheeler. 
Danford, Lefever, binson, Pa. Wilson, Ohio 
Daniels, Leighty, vse, Wood. 
Dinsmore, er, ask, Woodman. 


Rusk, 
So the motion of Mr. HEPBURN was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. TRELOAR with Mr. HALL. 
. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 
. HENRY of Indiana with Mr. KENDALL. 
. BREWSTER with Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. 
. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. Rusk. 
BURTON of Ohio with Mr. OWENS. 
BAKER of New Hampshire with Mr. Moses. 
. JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr. WASHINGTON. 
. REYBURN with Mr. MCKENNEY. 
. LITTLE with Mr. DINSMORE. 
. STRONG with Mr. Srrowp of North Carolina. 
. MCCALL of Massachusetts with Mr. BELL of Texas. 
. MILLER of West Virginia with Mr. WOODARD. 
. HADLEY with Mr. MCDEARMON. 
. DOVENER with Mr. CATCHINGS. 
. HEMENWAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
. HOOKER with Mr. MINER of New York. 
. DALZELL with Mr. MCMILLIN. 
. HUBBARD with Mr. DOCKERY, 
r. LEIGHTY with Mr. BANKHEAD, 
r. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I find that I am paired, and shall 
therefore withdraw my vote. I voted in the negative on this 
question, 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. TURNER, is 
detained from the House by reason of sickness. I ask leave of 
absence for him until Monday. 

BERNARD R. GREEN. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask unanimous consent for 
the aren consideration of the joint resolution sent over from 
the Senate this morning, 98 for the appointment of a suc- 
cessor to the late General Casey. I do so in behalf of the Library 
5 and if my request can be entertained I hope it will be 
a 


= 
85 
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The SPEAKER. It can only be done by unanimous consent. 


Mr. QUIGG. I make that request. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The joint resolution (S. R. 114) authorizing and directing Ber- 
R. Green to exercise the duties and powers heretofore con- 
ferred upon the late Thomas L. Casey in relation to the construc- 
tion 5 i completion of the Library of Congress was read at 


e SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. 8 er, I shall not object; but as this 
makes a charge upon the Treasury, while I have no desire to delay 
it, I shallask the gentleman to ask either that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole to consider it, or that it be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. As Isay, 
I have no desire to delay it. but there ought to be some little expla- 
nation abont it, and poiray some amendment. 

er HEPBURN. itis going to require delay I shall have to 
object. 

Mr. QUIGG. I do not think it will cause delay. 
eens PBURN. It will if you go into Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Regular order. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihaveno desire to make any delay. I only ask 
that it be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVING- 
ston] demands the regular order. In accordance with the vote 
already announced, the House resolves itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House for the consideration of the Private Calendar, 
25 oe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] will please take 

chair. - 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, with Mr. HOPKINS in 
the chair. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


i PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following resolu- 
n 

Mr. CANNON. I call for the ar order. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is the order. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not so understand it. The rule 
what shall be done when we go into Committee of the 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is just my motion exactly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the resolution. The 
Chair will then determine the point of order raised by the gentle- 
man from IIlinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. All I do is to demand the regular order. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Imove that business on the Private Calendar from the Committees on Claims 
and War Claims be passed over without prejudice, and that bills from the 
Committees on Invalid Pensions, Pensions, and Military Affairs be taken up 
for consideration in their order upon the Calendar. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make a point of order against that 
motion. 

. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
South Dakota. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is the point of order made? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider the point of order 
pending and will hear gentlemen upon it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I refer to paragraph 4 of Rule XXIII: 

4. In Committees of the Whole House business on their calendars may be 
taken up in regular order, or in such order as the committee may determine. 
unless the bill to be considered was determined by the House at the time o 
going into committee, but bills for raising revenue, general a 
pau ann bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors 

I offer the resolution now, Mr. Chairman, in accordance with 
this preon, that the committee lay aside without prejudice 
bills from the Committee on Claims and from the Committee on 
War Claims and proceed to take up bills rted from the Com- 
mittees on Invalid Pensions, Pensions, and Military Affairs. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, this is too plain for any argument. It is 
the language of the rule, about which there can be no doubt, be- 
cause the rule says that in Committees of the Whole House busi- 
ness on the Private Calendar may be taken up in the regular 
order, or in such order as the committee may determine. 

If this resolution is carried, the Committee of the Whole can lay 
aside without prejudice bills reported from the Committees on 
Claims and War Claims, and that will enable us, as the resolu- 
tion further provides, to take up business rted from the Com- 
mittees on Invalid Pensions, Pensions, and Military Affairs. And 
I may say, Mr. i besides this being perfectly in order, in 

ance with the rule, it seems to me it would be very advis- 
able for this committee so to do. We have had experience herein 
the years past in trying to do something with the large number of 
private bilis reported from other committees, and we have never 


rovides 
hole on 


ropriation 
have pre- 


yet made much headway with them. While I have nothing to 
say against the other bills, there are a large number of gentlemen 
in this committee interested in these bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, from the Committee on Pensions, and 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. It seems to me advis- 
able that we should adopt this resolution and proceed to the con- 
sideration of pension bills and bills from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. We have a large Calendar of those bills, and a 
great voy members are desirous that they should be considered. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iwant to suggest to the gentleman that 
his proposition will consume the time allowed for the Private 
Calendar for private claims, when we have given him every Fri- 
day night for pensions, That is the practical result of the gentle- 
man’s motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for order. It is im- 
possible to hear the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to hear this statement as to 
why the point of order is not good. 

Mr. PI ER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to correct the 
8 from Georgia. We have stood here Friday night after 

riday night and have not u bill through the House on a 
Friday night, as the point of no quoruin has been made from that 
side, and for four weeks we have not been able to pass a bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. One moment. The gentleman from South 
Dakota must confine himself to the point of order. The merits of 
the case are not in issue. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is not a question of the wisdom of the 
matter. 

Mr. PICKLER. The rule determines that it is in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What rule does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. PICKLER. Paragraph 4 of Rule XXIII. It is too plain 
to need any argument: 

In Committee of the Whole House, business on their Calendar may be taken 
up in the regular order— 

That is, taking the first bill, and then consecutively— 
or in such order as the committee may determine. 

Now, I offer a resolution stating the order in which they shall 
be taken up. 

Mr. RIC DSON. The committee is not in session under 
thatitem. I want to state that the rule sets spars Friday for the 
consideration of matters on the Private Calendar, and we are not 
in session under the item the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This rule was moditied e y, as it is 
clearly in recollection of the older members of this House, for the 
pe ose of 5 procedure upon the Calendar from being 

locked Friday after Friday through the whole session, as it was 
in former Congresses, use some obnoxious bill stood at the 
head of the Calendar and could not be evaded or avoided, there 
being no way by which to pass it over; and in order that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole should be enabled to do business, and not be 
blocked because some bill at the head of the Calendar was obnox- 
ious to the views of a large number of the House, this rule was 
made to enable the Committee of the Whole to take bills up in 
such order as it might determine or in the regular order of the 
business on the Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, If I may be oned 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. desire to be heard on the 
point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Maine is correct 
that the House has 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee will state 
his point of order against the written motion of the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. `The House is in session in Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar under the special rule of the 
House which provides that every Friday, unless otherwise ordered 
by the House, shall be set apart for the consideration of bills on 
the Private Calendar. Now, this House refused otherwise to de- 
cide, when it decided to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We are on it now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And the a from Maine reads 
item 4 of Rule XXIII, which provides: 

In Committees of the Whole House business on their calendars may be taken 
up in the regular order. 

While we are in Committee of the Whole House. It is Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and it is not in the 
Committee of the Whole to which the gentleman from Maine is 
addressing himself. When we go into Committee of the Whole 
the difficulty which the gentleman suggested arose several years 
ago, when an effort was made to pass over the appropriation bills 
and take up the tariff bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It was an omnibus war claim bill, reported 
by tess 3 from Tennessee, Mr. Enloe. 


CHARDSON. It was to take up a tariff bill, but the rule 
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provided that that could only be done by unanimousconsent. In 
other words, to refuse to consider bills on the Private Calendar it 
uired unanimous consent to do so; and if objection was made 
the Committee of the Whole House should rise and ay, 5 that 
objection to the House, and then the Honse would g ugh a 
form of directing the committee to pass over that bi 8 
Mr. BOUTELLE. This rule was framed, if the gentleman will 


pardon me 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not be interrupted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwill yield in a moment. This provision 
was made to obviate that objection that when you go into Com- 
mittee on the Private Calendar you must take them up in the 
order in which they are on the Calendar. a 

Mr. BOUTELLE. One express reason of the rule being modi- 
fied was that the Private Calendar was blocked, as we ail remem- 
ber, by along omnibus bill, reported, I believe, from the Committee 
on War Claims, I think, by Mr. Enloe of Tennessee, and this was 
modified to prevent business being blocked by such bills; so the 
language was put this way: 

In Committees of the Whole House business on their calendars— 

On the committee calendars; that includes the Private Calen- 


may be taken up in their regular order, or in such order as the committee 
may determine. 

And this committee will now proceed to determine on it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Now, I will say in reply that the gentle- 
man states that this modification was inserted to meet the diffi- 
_culty presented by an omnibus war claim bill by Mr. 
Enloe. Now, that bill, Mr. Chairman, was reported in the Fifty- 
second Congress. This item to which the gentleman is address- 
ing himself is a part of the rule of the Fifty-first Congress. 

r. BOUTELLE. Why, we had the same experience in the 

Fiftieth Congress and in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But Mr. Enloe had no bill in the Forty- 
ninth or Fiftieth Congress to pay this class of claims in bulk. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Les, but it was of the same general charac- 
ter of bills as that which Mr. Enloe introduced that had been block- 


ing the way in previous Congresses. 

Nir. RICHARDSON. Now the gentleman is again mistaken, 
because the only general bill of that kind was brought in and 
passed by the Fifty-first Congress and the claims paid. There 
never were any general bills prior to the Fifty-first Congress. 
Consequently the gentleman is clearly mistaken; and I distinctly 
remember that in the Fiftieth Congress the effort was made to 
pass over some appropriation bills in order to reach a tariff bill 
which the gentleman from Texas desired to have considered. 
Older members of the House will remember that fact. This 
amendment was put in in the Fifty-first Congress simply to en- 
able the Committee of the Whole, when it wanted to consider 
some particular is tet ear bill, to decide the question of con- 
sideration for itself. But, Mr. Chairman, it has never been de- 
cided, and, in my opinion, an instance can not be found where any 
such motion was made when the Private Calendar was under con- 
sideration on the day set apart by the rules for that business. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr, Chairman, I should like 
to be heard for a moment on this point of order. It seems to me 
that the point is well taken. Wemust consider two rules of the 
House, not only the fourth subdivision of Rule XXIII, but also 
Rule XXVI, and our procedure here is governed by Rule XXVI. 
about what are the two salient provisions of that rule? First, 

at— 

Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private 
business, unless otherwise determined by the House. 

Second, that— 

The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m. take a recess until 8 
o'clock, at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal 
of political disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be 
considered, etc. 

The motion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] was 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, not 
for the purpose of considering your private pension bills, or bills 
for the removal of political disabilities, but for the purpose of 
considering bills on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is right. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The fourth subdivision of 
Rule XXIII gives us a certain discretion, namely, to pass over one 
bill, say No. 33, and take up No. 34 when we come to that bill; 
but it does not give us discretion to interfere with another rule of 
the House by passing over a whole class of bills and to decide 
that we shall be relegated and confined to the regular business of 
the Friday evening session. That would be a monstrous con- 
struction. [Cries of “Rule!” “ sesh, 

The C MAN. The Chair is ready to rule on this question. 
Section 6 of Rule XXIV provides that— 

On Friday of each week, after the unfinished business has been han, eee 

into 


in order to entertain a motion that the House resolve i 
the Committee of the Whole House to consider business on the Private Cal- 


The first paragraph of Rule XXVI provides that— 


Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private 
business unless otherwise determined by the House. 

And the second paragraph provides that— 

The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m. take a recess until 8 o'clock, 
at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal of politi- 
cal disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be con- 
sidered, etc. 

That, of course. is mandatory upon the House. Paragraph 4 of 
Rule XXIII provides that after the House has e into Commit- 
tee of the ole House the committee can then determine the 
order of business that shall be pursued, and the Chair holds that 
it is clearly within the province of the committee to determine 
whether it will take up the bills in the order in which they are 
found on the Private Calendar or whether, by motion, as pro- 
posed by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER], it will 
proceed to take up a certain class of private bills. The 1 
of paragraph 4 of Rule XXIII, as it seems to the Chair, is clear 
upon the subject. The Chair therefore holds that the written 
motion submitted by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER| is in order. 

Mr. SWANSON. The ruling of the Chair depends to a groat 
extent, of course, upon the motion made by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. If the gentleman's motion was that the 
House go into Committee of the Whole to consider business on 
the Private Calendar in the order in which it stands there, of 
course that would preclude such a ruling as the Chair has just 
made. Now, I would like to know what the form of the motion 
of the gentleman from Iowa was, as submitted by the Speaker, 
and upon which the House voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the motion 
made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] was that the 
House should resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
for re of considering business on the Private Calendar. 
That left it for the committee to determine, after the House had 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole House, the order in 
which the business on the Private Calendar should be taken up. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move an amendment 
to the resolution of the gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. SWANSON. Do the minutes show just what the motion 
was, as submitted by the gentleman from Iowa? 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair presumes they do. The gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] is recogni 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I raise a point of order under 
Rule XXV, which provides that 

All questions relating to priority of business shall be decided by a majority 
without debate. 

This question is not debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken; but the 
debate was upon the point of order which has been raised by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, and therefore the Chair allowed the 
discussion to go on. 

Mr. PICKLER. But that question has been decided. 

The CHAIRMAN, That question has been decided. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I make the point of order that there is no 
point of order now pending, the Chair having passed upon the one 
raised by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The MAN. The Chair sustains the point. The Chair 
now recognizes the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE], who 
states that he desires to offer an amendment to the resolution pend- 
ing before the committee. 

Mr. McRAE, I desire, Mr. Chairman, to amend by adding to 
the words of the resolution ! beginning at the foot of the Calendar.” 

Can I be heard upon the amendment? 

The CHAIR . The matter is not debatable. 

Mr. TALBERT. If in order, I would like to have the original 
resolution read. 

Mr. McRAE. Does the Chair hold that Iam not entitled to 
debate the resolution? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not held anything yet. 

Mr. MCRAE. I insist that I have the right, to hold the 
floor until the Chair does rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Rule XXV provides that all questions re- 
lating to priority of business shall be decided by a majority with- 
out debate. The Chair thinks the amendment of the gentleman 
te Arkansas relates to the order of business, and is not bebat- 
able, 

Mr. MCRAE. Then in that case I will not hold the floor. 
[Langhter. 

The CHAIRMAN. What amendment does the gentleman from 
Arkansas sug; 2 

Mr. MCRAE. I move to strike out of the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota the words ' in their order” and insert 
beginning at the foot of the Calendar.” 

= ON. I wish to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it would not be in order 
to entertain another amendment at this time. 
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Mr. MAHON. Then I will wait until the others are disposed of. 


Mr. SWANSON. Is therenot a substitute pending for the mo- 
scar mp gentleman from Arkansas? If not, I desire to offer a 
su `. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first recognize the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, who desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MAHON. I move to amend by inserting “that no cases of 
desertion shall be considered under that order.” 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman from South Dakota will pa 
mit me, I think perhaps I may be able to offer a suggestion that 
will satisfy all sides. I suggest that he modify the resolution by 
calling the bills on the Calendar, one at the head and another at 
the foot, thus alternating through the day. Many of us have bills 
scattered toronga the Calendar, and we can never reach them by 
proceeding as the gentleman's order proposes. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from Illinois has had much 
experience here and knows that by E in that manner 
we will finally strike one of those bills to which objection is 
made, and uire us to spend the whole day in its consideration 
without effecting eny result. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thematter isnot debatable. The question 
ison g iy Ae the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. What is the motion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment pro- 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1 2 no claims for desertions shall be considered in order under this reso 

u 


Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will it me, that is an 
amendment in the first degree, and would be only in order after 
the others have been di of. 

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair will hold that the point of order 
is well taken, and the question therefore recurs on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas, which will be read. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask what has become of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not now in order. 


The Clerk will read the amendment of the gentleman from 


Arkansas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “in their order on the Calendar“ and insert begin- 
ning at the foot of the Calendar.” 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 82, 
noes 96. 
Mr. MCRAE. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. McRax and Mr. PICKLER were appointed tellers. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 34, noes 90. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. TERRY. I move an amendment to the pending resolution, 
that we begin at the middle of the Calendar and alternate both 


ways. 

Mr. PICKLER. I make the 8 of order inst the amend- 
ment that it is too indefinite. obody knows what the middle of 
the Calendar is. 

Mr. TERRY. Why, it is a mere matter of mathematical calcu- 
lation. We have some five hundred and eighty or ninety bills on 
the Calendar. But I will make it more definite. I move that we 
begin with No. 286 on the Calendar. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I make the point of order that the 
motion is dilatory. 

Mr. TERRY. Why is it dilatory? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will overrule both points of order, 
and allow the committee to determine the amendment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is it in order to pile up these amendments 
here? 

Mr. GROW. Let us havea vote. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Please do not c 
addressing the Chair. 

Mr. GROUT. This matter is not debatable. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania says I 
have no business to address the Chair, but with the indulgence of 
the Chair I desire to ask a parliamentary question, whether these 
amendments are in order, amendment after amendment without 
limit. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the point of order 
was made by the gentleman from South Dakota that the motion 
was indefinite, and by the gentleman from Nebraska that it was 
dilatory. The Chair overrules the point of order, and will submit 
the amendment for the consideration of the committee. j 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But my inquiry was whether the motion of 
the gentleman from South Dakota is amendable without limit. 

Mr. TERRY. Why, when you vote down one amendment 
another can be offered, of course. Thatis the parliamentary law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That we begin at No. 236 on the Calendar and alternate each way. 


uestion! 
the question while I am 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TERRY. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 82. 

Mr. TERRY. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. TERRY 
and Mr, PICKLER. 

Thar committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 20, 
noes 85. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substitute 
for the penang amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 

The clerk read as follows: 


That Calendar No. 158 be first considered—a bill for the relief of the bool 
agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South. 


Mr. PICKLER. Iam glad to see you do something pious; but 
I make the point of order that that is dilatory. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Can we be heard on that amendment? 
Do pe Chair hold that debate is not in order on this amend- 
men 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate relating to the order of business 
is permissible under Rule XXV, and the Chair has so held. The 
question is on the substitute offered by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Swanson]. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SWANSON. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 75. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the ayes are 37, and the 
noes are 75. The noes have it—— 

Mr. SWANSON. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. PITNEY. Too late, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. SWAN- 
son and Mr. PICKLER. 

zee committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 6, 
noes 

Accordingly, the substitute was rejected. 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for a vote on my motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute for the 

nding amendment, to consider the claim of the Southwestern 

byterian University. There are a thousand petitions here in 
favor of that claim. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the substitute. 

oo DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 

e— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It has not been read yet, Mr. Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That we consider No. 4435 on tho Private Calendar, a bill for the relief of 


Stewart College (now the Southwestern Presbyterian University located 
Clarksville, Tenn, = 7) = 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee is dilatory. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on 
that. If that is not a meritorious motion, then I have never made 


one 
Mr. DALZELL. That is not debatable. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I appeal from the decision of the 


Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal. 

2 
r. RICHARDSON. Of course it is in the power of the Chair 
to do so. [Cries of Regular order!!! 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will please observe order. Gen- 
tlemen will please resume their seats. The question is now on the 
motion of the gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Chairman 

The question was taken on Mr. PICKLER’s motion; and the Chair- 
man announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 1. 

Mr. SWANSON. No quorum. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Count, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). One hun- 
dred and thirty-three members—a quorum—are present. The 
ayes have it, and the motion of the gentleman from South Dakota 

r. PICKLER] is adopted. [Applause.] 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman 

_Mr. COOPER of Texas. I move that the committee do now 


rise. 

Mr. PICKLER. I believe I addressed the Chair first. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair declines to entertain the gentle- 
man’s motion. 
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Mr. PICKLER. The first bill under that order is from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and it is the bill H. R. 3139, Cal- 
endar No. 36. at the bottom of 12. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8139) for the relief of M. R. William Grebe. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to revoke the order by which M. R. William Grebe was 
separated from the military service of the United States as a captain of the 
Fourth Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and to honorably discharge said Grebe, 
to date from the 12th day of December, 1864. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. j 

Mr. TALBERT. The point of order is this: As the Committee 
of the Whole have decided to take up N bills reported by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, I will attention to the fact 
that on last Friday evening, when the committee rose, they were 
discussing a bill for the relief of Charles E. Jones. As you have 
decided to consider only bills from the Invalid Pensions Commit- 
tee, I make the point of order that you must begin where you 
left off. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is not well taken. The 
gentleman from South Carolina has evidently misapprehended the 
motion of the gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. TALBERT. Possibly so. I think there is a great deal of 


misapprehension going on. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not responsible forthat. The 


Clerk will proceed. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs reported the following amendments: 

First, strike out the N separated.“ in the fifth line at said bill, and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “dismissed.” È 

Amend by adding to the bill the following proviso: 

“ Provided, That nothing herein shall entitle said M. R. William Grebe to 
any back — A allowances to which he might have been entitled but for the 
action of such court-martial.” 


Mr. McCLELLAN. The report. $ 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 


report. 
Fhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendments, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman—— * 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will please read the report. 
The report (by Mr. Tarsney) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. 5 one “A bi vB a Ran 8 M. R. William Grebe,” and 
ving co ered the same, r 2 report: 

It appears from the official records of the War De ment that M. R. Wil- 
liam Grebe was mustered into the service as first lieutenant of Company I, 
Fourth Missouri Cavalry, November 22, 1862; he was promoted to be captain 
April 5, 1864, and wasassigned to Company F of that ent; he was detached 
and assigned to duty as aid-de-camp on the staff of the or-general com- 
manding the Department of the Tennessee on July 5, 1864; he was cashiered 

mber 12, 1864. by a sentence of a general court-martial promulgated in 
General Orders, No. 223, of that date, Department of the Missouri. From the 
record of the court-martial, its evidence, and the action taken thereon by the 
reviewing authority, and the report of the Judge-Advocate-General of the 
Army to the President of the United States, upon an application for Execu- 
tive clemency in behalf of said Captain Grebe, it fully ap that one Fer- 
dinand Hanson, then a captain in Company D, Fourth ent Missouri 
Volunteer Cavalry, M. R. William Grebe, major and aid-de-camp of the gov- 
ernor of the State of Missouri and capt y F, Fourth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Cavalry. and Gottlieb C. Rose, then a captain of Compan. 
C, said Fourth Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, were jointly tried by court- 
martial in December, 1864, upon the following charges, to wit: The said Cap- 
tain Hanson, first, for sendin a challe: to another officer to Sant a duel; 
second, Neg fers Sage the prejudice of good order and military discipline. The 
said Major Grebe. first, accepting a challenge from another officer to fight a 
duel; second, dueling, to the prejudice of good order and military discipiine. 
The said Captain Rose, first, promoting a challenge to fight a duel; second, 
iat a, ang promoting a duel, to the prejudice of good order and military 
pline. 


The several specifications alleged in substance that said Captain Hanson 
sent a challenge to fight a duel to said Major Grebe; that Major Grebe ac- 
cepted the same; that a duel was fought by these es; that the said Cap- 
tain Rose promoted and aided the same by furnishing them with pistols and 
by orner a — eee e 5 ana Drewenos. $ 

o the charges and s cations respectively alleged against eac 
of said parties pleaded gail , were convicted thereof on said 12th day of 
December, 1864, and senten to be cashiered. 

In his address to the court Captain Hanson stated in substance that he was 
of foreign birth and had been educated in the manners and customs of a for- 
eign country, and that the habits and thoughts which there prevailed had 
been to some extent impressed upon his character and formed Apari thereof. 

That the custom and practice of the duello obtained generally with the 
officers of the army of Schlesswig-Holstein, his native country, in which arm: 
he had formerly served, and although not recognized by law, yet when this 

ractice of settling differences was pursued under circumstances of an ex- 

eme character, it by no means incurred the displeasure of the Government, 
and seldom deprived a soldier of rank or the privilege of defending his coun- 
try in the field. He also called attention of the court to the fact that this 
ractice prevailed to an extent in other countries, and to a considerable ex- 
ent in the United States and in the Army of the United States; and called 
attention to the case of General Sumner and General Harney, the former of 
whom sent and the latter of whom accepted a challenge to fight a duel. 
While not arguing in favor of the practice to 8 himself or combating 
the propriety of the regulations of the Army, which prohibited such practice, 
he endeavored to impress upon the court that in erring as he had he was en- 
titled to some consideration in consequence of the early training and educa- 
tion he had received as a soldier in his native country. 
In his address to the court Major Grebe stated that he was brought up in 


Europe as an officer. that he had been but a short time in this coun: 


i that 
enge; 
King of Norway and was only on fur- 
lough to fight for the Union, and expected to resume his position as first lieu- 
tenant in the service of the King of Norway; that acco to his idea and 
the usage of the old country he would have been conside: infamous if he 
hai not accepted this Rory and other officers would not have as3cciated 
with him; that he wasnot at the timea citizen of the United States and knew 
nothing of its laws. 

pagan Rose stated to the court that he had been in this country only since 


All the aes of the court earnestly recommended Major Grebe to the 
leniency of the commanding pen in consideration of the peculiar nature 
of e səveral statements of the accused. 


according to u in the old country he was obliged to accept the 
that he we still in the service of the 


y, adjutant-general 
of Missouri, and otari prasmi the Executive, in consideration of the his- 
m: 


eir dismissal. 

Major-General Dodge certifies that he was acquainted with Major Grebe 
during the Atlanta cam and knew him to be a reliable, brave, and com- 
petent officer. Hon. Jol Henderson, then a United States Senator from 
the State of Missouri. indorses the petition in the onou words, namely: 

“Mr. PRESIDENT: These men have no fault except that they want to fight 
toomuch. Itisa fault at present. Please restore them.” 

The application for reinstatement was denied, not on account of want of 
merit in the fg eer but on account of want of Executive authority. 

The record indisputably shows Major Grebe to have been a brave, intelli- 
gent, and efficient officer, whose service for more than two years was so 
conspicuous as to particularly commend him to his superior officers and to 
the governor of the State who commissioned him—so conspicuous that Gov- 
ernor Fletcher made a special application to the President to remove Major 
Grebe’s disability in order that his services might be utilized by the governor 


in raising a new regiment. 

no question as to the 1 tv of the eons of the court- 
martial, that the offenses all in the rges clearl tuted violations 
of the regulations governing the Army, or that such offenses at the time were 
prejudicial to order and aereis discipline. 

Your committee, however, are of the opinion that the previous education 
of this officer and the sentiment relating to the practice of the duello then 
prevalent in the country in which he was educated and to a considerable 
„ in our own country and Army at the time, while not justi- 
fying the officer for his offense, distinguishes such offense from the o 
offenses violative of good order and military discipline, and appeals strongly 
at this time for the removal of the stain upon his otherwise unexceptionally 
creditable military record. 

In consideration of the fact that sentiment favorable to the settlement of 
private dispute between citizens or between officers of the Army in this 
country by appeal to the duello has now happily muay disappeared, the 
action here recommended will not be considered a precedent or encourage- 
ment for the revival of such sentiment, the committee recommend the pas- 

of the bill with the following amendment: 
irst, strike out the word “separated,” in the fifth line of said bill, and 
insert, in lieu thereof, the word “dismissed.” 

Amend by adding to the bill the soing pormo. 

“ Provided, That nothing herein shall entitle said M. R. William Grebe to 
any back pay or allowances to which he might have been entitled but for the 
action of such court-martial.” 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
7 The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I rise to inquire whether debate 
is to be Abeo ately cut off, or are we allowed to be heard on these 

on bills 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This is debatable. 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas is 

Mr. BLUE. I move the adoption of the amendments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, Mr. Chairman, it is not in order to 
vote upon the amendments in gross, and I make that point of order. 
Besides, general debate has not been closed; and I object to voting 
on the amendments until general debate at least is closed on this 
bill, unless it is determined to close general debate withont any 
explanation. I would like to hear something, Mr. Chairman, in 
favor of the passage of this bill by the gentleman from Kansas 
bho ett it. I want to hear the gentleman, if he wants to 

uss it. 
peak BLUE. The first thing is for the Chair to pass on the point 
of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments are debatable. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The bill is debatable also. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments are now being considered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How is that, sir? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is correct. 
The whole question is debatable—the bill and amendments. 

Mr. B I suppose the motion is in order. I desire to say 
to the gentleman from Tennessee that when he understands this 
bill I am satisfied he will not object to it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
moment? I have asked an ie aor cea Mr. Chairman, of the 
merits of this billin general debate. I have no objection to its 
passage, but I could not understand the reading of the report in 
the confusion on the floor, and I was in hopes that the gentleman 


in general debate would tell us something of the merits of this 
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bill. We have not closed general debate now. That is the point 

I wanted to be understood. 

oo naar of New York. I should like to be heard on 
i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas has the floor. 

Mr. BLUE. This bill is for the relief of a soldier who was in 
the service of the King of Norway when our civil conflict began. 
He came by permission of his sovereign to this country to partici- 
pate in the conflict on the side of the Union. He served with dis- 
tinction, and participated in some 17 battles courageously and 
honorably. hile the conflict was going on he attended a theater 
at St. Louis with a young lady who was the daughter of some 
member of theofficial family of that State. While there an officer 
of our Army insulted him in the presence of the lady. He re- 
turned home with her, and when he met that officer again he 
thrashed him soundly. For that the officer who had given the 
first insult challenged him, arog na he was a smaller man 

hysically than Major Grebe, and that he might be able to thrash 

im with hie fists, but that he did not dareto meet him in conflict 
with arms. Major Grebe accepted the challenge, and, as this re- 
port shows, an officer who was also educated in military affairsin 
the Old World became his second, while a third one procured the 
arms. They went upon the field of honor and Captain Grebe shot 
his man, but not mortally, and hisantagonist shot ahole through 
Major Grebe's clothes. ey were both arraigned before acourt- 
martial, and the court, upon the plea of guilty with extenuating 
circumstances, entered a judgment cashiering each; but that 
court, immediately after entering this judgment of dismissal, 
unanimous. y joined in a recommendation to the President of the 
United States to remove and set aside the aca pre of the court 
by pardoning Major Grebe. On therecommendation of the Judge- 
Advocate-General it was refused. The recommendation of the 
Judge-Advocate-General is included in the report on this bill. 

The ground upon which he opposed it was that it was highly 
immoral and highly detrimental to the good of the service that 
officers should be permitted to fight duels and be relieved from the 
effects of them by pardon. Your attention is called to the fact 
shown in the report that Major Grebe said to the court in extenu- 
ation of what he had done that in his country it was regarded 
an honor to fight a duel when you were challenged, and that it 
would have been an everlasting disgrace for him in the land in 
which he was born and educated to have declined to accept this 
challenge, and not being educated in our institutions and not un- 
derstanding our laws and reguiations, he accepted the challenge 
and believed that he was doing honorable service when he fought 
that duel. He cited also the fact that in this country up to that 
time the duello had not been regarded as dishonorable, and he cited 
the fact that General Harney and General Hunter had been guilty 
of the offense, the one being challenged by the other and he having 
accepted the challenge tofightaduel. Under these circumstances, 
now, in his old age, he feels keenly the effect of this dismissal, 
which occurred many years ago, and all that he asks in this billis 
that he may have this stigma removed. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. What is his age? 

Mr. BLUE. He must be 60 or 65 years of age. His hair is 
white as wool, and the old man, in his declining years, said to me, 
with tears in his eyes, “I can not become a member of the Grand 
Army, and when ration Day comes, and the procession goes 
by, my children inquire of me why I am not there, and I have to 
tell them that I was dimissed from the service and that I am not 
entitled to be recognized as a defender of the nation.” It seems 
to me that under the circumstances of this case my friends from 
the South ially onght not to object to a bill of this character. 

Mr. RIC DSON. I see this bill contains a proviso that 
„nothing herein shall entitle the said William Grebe to any back 

y or allowances to which he might have been entitled but for 
the action of such court-martial.” I wish to ask what benefit this 
officer would receive from the passage of the bill other than that 
which the gentleman in charge of the bill has mentioned? 

Mr. BLUE. It removes from him the stigma of a dishonorable 
discharge, but it gives him no back pay or allowance. That pro- 
viso was added by the committee and I did not object to it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My question is, what further effect this 
bill would have on this soldier so far as his financial status is con- 
cerned? What right does it give him as to a future pension? 

Mr. BLUE. There seems to be some difference of opinion as to 
what would be the effect of the proviso in that respect. I think 
the effect is to preclude him from receiving any back pay. For 
instance, whatever pay may have been due him at the time of his 
dismissal is forfei ara judgment of the court-martial, but 1 
do not think he would be prohibited from prosecuting a claim for 
a pension. So far as that proviso goes, it was put in there by 
way of precaution, so that the bill should not set aside or attempt 
to set aside any part of the executed portion of the sentence of t 
court-martial. That amendment was made by the committee 
intelligently, I have no doubt, because the Senate, I understand, 
insists strenuously upon the proposition that an execution of a 


judgment when once complete shall not be disturbed. Hence that 
proviso leaves the judgment of the court-martial undisturbed so 

ar as back pay or other such compensation is concerned, but it 
removes the stigma of dismissal from this officer’s record, so that 
he may prosecute a pension claim if he so desires. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I will now use a portion 
of my time. I have not risen for the purpose of making any 
very sharp opposition to the passage of this bill. In some re- 
spects it seems to be a meritorious bill, but I can not understand 
why it is to be regarded as any more meritorious than several 
other measures that are pending upon the Private Calendar. I 
can not see why this bill should be singled ont for consideration, 
a bill applying to a man who has been convicted of an offense 
against the law and made the subject of a sentence from which 
this bill seeks to relieve him. 

Mr. BLUE. If the gentleman will permit an interruption, I 

wish to say that I do not understand that this bill is singled out. 
By the order under which we are now proceeding it is the first 
bill reached. 
_ Mr. RICHARDSON. That is the very point that I am address- 
ing myself to. This bill is singled out—a bill relieving a man 
from the effects of a sentence passed upon him for haying violated 
the law in respect to dueling, a very grave and serious offense. 
To consider that bill we lay aside other measures, we lay aside 
these claims from my section of the country, and we undertake 
this partial legislation upon this at least doubtful subject. 

I wish to say a word as to why I raised the question a while 
ago. When, in response to the appeals of gentlemen this morn- 
ing, I assisted them to go into Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of considering bills on the Private Calendar, I did think 
that we on this side would be treated as we have been treated in 
former Congresses, and that bills in which we are interested, 
highly meritorious bills, would be considered in the order in 
which they are found upon the Private Calendar. They are 
3 there by the committees of this House appointed by the 

peaker, and we have confidence in these committees. They are 
regularly reported from those committees and entered upon the 
Privaté Calendar in their order. Onr rules provide that Friday 
of every week shall be devoted, unless the House otherwise ex- 
pressly directs, to the consideration of bills on that Calendar. In 
all my experience here I have never known an instance where the 
House was pressed into Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar as it was this morning, and where then, by this—I will 
not call it legerdemain, because that might not be parliamentary, 
and I do not want to make any offensive intimation—but I will say 
where this unfair and unusual method has been adopted to evade 
the consideration of the bills in their order on the Calendar, and 
I say it is unfair to those who assisted in going into Committee of 
the ole under the idea that the Private Calendar was to be con- 
sidered and that business upon that Calendar was to be taken up 
in its order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me a word? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman’s position is equivalent to say- 
ing that no pension legislation shall pass. 

Mr. RIC DSON. Now, my friend ought not to say that. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me show the gentleman why I say it. The 
pore claim bills to which he refers are at the head of the Calen- 

, and none of our pension bills are where they can be reached, 
and for three or four Congresses, since I have been here, never on 
a Friday afternoon, when we have been considering the Private 
Calendar, has a pension bill been reached. 

Mr. RICHAR N. The gentleman from South Dakota isa 
fair fighter, and Ido not object to that kind of warfare. Thegen- 
tleman knows that on every Friday evening—meeting at about half 
past 7 o'clock or 8 o'clock, and lasting until 10 o'clock and 30 min- 
utes, every Friday evening throughout the session—this House 
moets for the consideration of private pension bills. Is not that 
true? 

Mr. PICKLER. In connection with other bills; yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In connection with bills ed from 
one other committee for the orl eon of removing political disabili- 
ties and charges of desertion. Now, the gentleman is not satisfied. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; certainly not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why not? 

Mr. PICKLER. I will tell the gentleman—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will permit me a mo- 
ment, Iam perfectly willing to give yon ancther night, if you are 
not content with one; that is, I will vote with you to have another 
night, or take any other action that may be considered necessary 
in order to secure the consideration of bills to which the gentle- 
man refers. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to say this fur- 
ther? I do not think that there was a design of this sort on this 
side of the House when the motion of the gentleman from Iowa 
was made and adopted, and when the House declined to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the appropriation bill—that is to say, 
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that in regard to this matter of the consideration of the pension 
ills, it came up later. 

Now, I want to know if the gentleman from Tennessee thinks 
this is the way to get the consideration of his private claims here- 
after? Does he think that by filibustering against the rule of 
the House which we are now acting under he will promote the 
consideration of those claims? If so, I fear he is mistaken. Fur- 
ther, I think that there is a sense of fairness on this side of the 
House and a desire to have these claims considered, and in my 
opinion, if the gentleman from Tennessee would act the part of 
wisdom and let us go on under the rule—I speak, of course, for 
myself only—that on next Friday we will no doubt take up the 
Calendar and begin at the very beginning of it and have a try at 
the consideration of these bills at least. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from South Dakota does 
me a great injustice to say or to intimate that I filibustered 
against the consideration of private pension bills. I have been 
in Congress with the gentleman for eight years, I think, and I 
never have filibustered against a private pension claim, and I 
think the gentleman will certainly me out in that if he will 
reflect for a moment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think that is true. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman knows it is true. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the demonstration of the gentleman to- 
day is at least very suspicious. 

RIO ON. Not at all; it means that we resent the 
treatment we are receiving at the hands of those we coo; ted 
with in voting to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 

And I want to answer the gentleman further. The gentleman 
says that at this time I am occupying the position of filibustering 
against the consideration of private pension bills. Now, I have 
shown, Mr. Chairman, that Spo Pagar has every Friday night 
for the consideration of his bills. Claims and war claims have 
every Friday, and I ask the gentleman if he has not already had 
every Friday night for the consideration of his bills—every Friday 
night when he himself has not consented to dispense with the even- 
ing session—for the consideration of private pension bills since the 
first Monday in December? He has, I will answer for him, and 
has had three hours or more every day—that is, every Friday 
evening—for the consideration of these bills. 

Task him in that connection if he has known this House, from 
the beginning of this session, to give one solitary moment to the 
consideration of those bills on the Private Calendar that come from 
the Committee on Claims and the Committee on War Claims, and 
which have been reported by the committees of this Congress? I 
ask him also if Friday, under the rules, is not solemnly set a 
for the consideration of just such claims, and if on asingle Friday 
we have been permitted to go into Committee of the Whole to 
consider them? 

Mr. PICKLER. I have notcharge of the bills coming from the 
Committee on Claims or War Claims. How many Fridays has 


the gentleman moved to go into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of these bills? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did last Friday. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the solitary exception. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I moved on last Friday that the House go 


into the Committee of the Whole for the consideration of these 
bills and was not treated very ceremoniously. The Speaker in- 
formed me that a motion of a higher order was pending. 

Now, I repeat, every Friday is set apart for the consideration of 
bills which we seek to have considered here to-day. We are not 
asking anything that is revolutionary or violent. We are only 
asking that the House shall adhere toitsownrule. What are the 
bills that are here? You know what they are. They are bills that 
come from these committees after due and full consideration, 
every facility having been given to them for their consideration; 
and every solitary one that we want considered is a bill which has 
been passed Md by the Court of Claims, that tribunal consisting 
of five Republicans—not a single Democrat on the court. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will. j 
85 WATSON of Ohio. Are you opposing the passage of this 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I donot know whether I am yet or 
a I am not entirely satisfied with the method of getting it 

ore us. 

I was saying, Mr. Chairman, that the Court of Claims has 
charge of these bills and refers them back to our committees. 
There are five members of that court,all Republicans. Now, 
what is done with a bill when it is referred to them? The first 
step in the consideration of the bill is to ascertain that the claim- 
ant was loyal. Thatdoesnotaifectme. Iwasnot pe during the 
war. I am not, therefore. partial to them because of political pre- 
judice or bias. Fortunately,or unfortunately, as you may look 
at it, I was on the losing side in the past. But all of these claims 
come mainly from my country. The Court of Claims must find, 


as a jurisdictional fact, that the claimant was loyal. That objec- 


tion stands in the court as a bar to further until it is re- 
moved by affirmative proof. Now, after that is done; after the 
loyalty of the claimant is ascertained, the claim is again referred 
to the same tribunal, justas to a master in chancery, to take proof 
upon the merits. Then, after that, if the court decides the claim 
is meritorious, a second finding is made and returned with the 
papers to Congress that the appropriations may be made. 
Chairman, I insist that there ought to be no objection to 
the 5 
r. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman pardon me? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman refers to war claims that are 
referred to the Court of ims simply for the finding of facts. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Under the Bowman Act. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no adjudication by the Court of 
Claims on those cases. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, There is an adjudication. 

Mr. DINGLEY. No adjudication, but simply a finding of facts. 
They are to be tried out by the House the same as any claim sub- 


nently. : 
* RICHARDSON. The gentleman will not say that it is not 
an adjudication of a fact. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is a determination of a fact, but as to 
whether or no the facts justify an appropriation has to be deter- 
mined b; 8 

Mr. R DSO N. If the gentleman from Maine will pardon 
me, Congress determined that in 1864, because they commenced 
affirmative action then, and said that whenever a claimant is 
loyal in the 5 States and his property is taken and 
used by the Army we wi pay him for it.” That affirmative 
action rests upon the statute k to-day. 

Mr. DIN GLEV. But the gentleman must be aware that every 
one of these claims to which he is referring was adjudicated by 
the Southern Claims Commission and rejected, or else these claims 
did not have merit enongh to be presented. N 
. m ee . Thegentleman was never more mistaken 
in his life. 

Mr. DINGLEY. To present the idea that these claims have 
been adjudicated in the Court of Claims, in any sensein which we 

ak of “adjudication,” is not correct. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is altogether mistaken 
when he says that all of these claims have been rejected; and I 
will tell him 7 

Mr. DINGLEY. They have been rejected or else not presented, 
one or the other. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; they were presented before the bar 
of the statute, which commenced on the Ist of January, 1880. 
Claims filed since that date are barred and can not be and are not 
considered. : : - 

Mr. DINGLEY. Every one of these claims is barred by the 
statute of limitations. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They are notbarred. They are not con- 
sidered by the Court of Claims if filed subsequently to the 1st of 
January, 1880. Now, the gentleman's statement that they have 
all been rejected is not true. The gentleman doubtless thinks so; 
but I will tell him why it is not so. A great many of these claims 
were filed and pending before the Southern Claims Commission. 
The gentleman knows that the law providing for that commis- 
sion terminated the commission by its own operation, and when 
it was terminated there were thousands of cases pending which 
had never been heard at all. 

What did Congress order done with those claims? It ordered 
them filed before the Committee on War Claims of the House, or 
transmitted to Congress. If I remember correctly, that is the 
wording of the law; and they are pending now before Congress 
and have never had the slightest adjudication on this earth. The 
Southern Claims Commission did not touch them. It did not have 
time to do it. It did consider a great many; allowed some and 
rejected many more. Now, under the Bowman Act it is provided 
that these claims may go to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. DIN GLE. For a determination or finding of fact? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have the law here and I will ask the 
Clerk to read it in order that there may be no misunderstanding. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That whenever a claim or matter is pending before any committee of the 
Senate or House of Representatives, or before either House of 
which involves the investigation and determination of facts, the committee 
or House may cause the same, with the vouchers, pa proofs, and docu- 
ments pertaining thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Claims of the 
United States, and the same shall there be proceeded in under such rules as 
the court may adopt. When the facts shall have been found, the court shall 
not enter ju mt thereon, but shall report the same to the committee or 
to the House which the case was transmitted for its consideration. 

Sec. 2. That when a claim or matter is pending in any of the Executive 
Departments which may involve controverted questions of fact or law, the 
head of such De nt may transmit the same, with the vouchers. paperi 
he o SOCII IAAT Ku TH OORL TAT RIDE, WHAE TES 
facts and of law shall haye been found, the court shall not enter 
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dgmy but shall rt its findi: d opini to the Depart- 
a 5 N its guidance ak nations: 8 

Sec. 3. The jurisdiction of said court shall not extend to or include any 
claim against the United States growing out of the destruction or da to 
property by the Army or Navy during the war for the suppression of the 
rebellion, or for the use and occupation of real estate by any part of the mili- 
tary or naval forces of the United States in the operations of said forces 
du the said war at the seat of war; nor shall the said court have jurisdic- 
tion of any claim against the United States which is now barred by virtue of 
the provisions of any law of the United States. 

SEC. 4. In any case of a claim for supplies or stores taken by or furnished 
to any part of military or naval forces of the United States for their use dur- 
ing the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, the petition shall aver 
that the person who iurnished such supplies or stores, or from whom such 
supplies or stores were taken, did not give any aid or comfort to said rebel- 
lion, but was throughout that war loyal to the Government of the United 
States, and the fact of such loyalty shall be a jurisdictional fact; and unless 
the said court shall, on a preliminary inquiry, find that the person who fur- 
nished such supplies or stores, or from whom the same were taken as afore- 
said, was loyal to the Government of the United States throughout said war, 
the court shall not have jurisdiction of such cause, and the same shall, with- 
out further pr ings, be dismissed. 

Spo. 5. That the Attorney-General, or his assistants, under his direction, 
shall appear for the defense and protection of the interests of the United 
States in all cases which may be transmitted to the Court of Claims under 
this act, with the same power to interpose counterclaims, offsets, defenses 
for fraud practiced or attempted to be practiced by claimants, and other 
apr w Ta Bee manner as he is now required to defend the United States 

Sec. 6. That in the trial of such cases no person shall be excluded as a wit- 
ness because he or she isa y to or interested in the same. 

Spo. 7. That reports of the Court of Claims to Congress under this act, if 
not finally acted upon during the session at which they are reported, shall be 
continued from session to session and from Congress to Congress until the 
same shall be finally acted upon. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask the attention 
of the gentleman from Maine. I wanted to have that statute read 
as a part of my remarks, because I wanted to comment on it for a 
moment. I wanttoask the attention of the members of this House 
toit. I assert here, Mr. Chairman, that there is not a class of 
claims against this Government that has ever been treated more 
unfairly than these findings of the Court of Claims under this 
very act, The gentleman from Maine makes the point that these 
claims here are barred or have been barred at one time or other 
by the statute. He will find a reservation in this law against all 
such claims as those he referred to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not by the statute of limitations. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, well, barred in anyway. If they 
are barred the Court of Claims can not consider them. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what I want to emphasize is this fact— 
that these claims have been referred to the court under this act 
for years in order to relieve Congress and the Departments by hav- 
ing these questions taken out of Congress and from the different 
Departments and sent to a competent court where they could be 
investigated by a judicial tribunal. I say that was the object of 
the law. 

Now, what is the practice? Remember this law provides that 
when they gothere they shall be defended by the Attorney-General 
or an Assistant’ Attorney-General of the United States. They 
appear there, the claimant, with his counsel, on one side and the 
Attorney-General on the other. Now, they have that investi- 
gation, which I have just described, which is twofold in its char- 
acter. First, to ascertain that the claimant was loyal. If he was 
not loyal—and, Mr. Chairman, it means loyal throughout the war, 
as you very well know. It is not a case where he came into the 
county seat and took the oath of allegiance while the war was 
ing on, but he must prove affirmatively that he was loyal through- 
out the war; and if he was disloyal at any time he can not prosecute 
his claim under this act. Then, when this court of five Repub- 
lican judges find affirmatively that the claimant has been loyal 
throughout the war, the only question it seems to me is, Has 
his property been taken and used by the United States Army to 
keep the United States Army alive during the war? That is the 
next question. When that finding is had, it is certified to Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a fact that these cases have been referred for 
the past four years and that there are to-day bills carrying over 
$900,000 of just such claims on which the findings have been 
favorable by this Republican Court of Claims. The claimant is 

roved to have been loyal and the property taken and used by the 

nited States Army,and yet Congress refuses to 1 one 
dollar. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that when I say. this I do 
not mean that my reflection, if it be a reflection, shall rest upon 
this House simply. I want to state as a fact that the Fifty-third 
Congress, when the party to which I belong had control in the 
House of Representatives, did not pay these claims. I want to 
state that the Fifty-second Congress, when the same party had 
control of the House, did not pay these claims; but the Fifty-first 
Congress, when your party, sir, was in power, did pay $548,000 of 
these findings. The bill passed nem.con. It was taken up by 
unanimous consent on the last day of Congress, and it passed this 
House unanimously, without a dissenting voice. 

Now, is it not strange that in this Republican House we can get 
no justice done to this class of claimants, South and North—b 
cause many of them lived in the border States, some of them in 


the North? I insist, Mr. Chairman, that I had the right to make 
the contention I made. I insisted that we ought to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering these bills. I 
did not ask any advantage. I asked that they be taken up in their 
regular order as they have been reported by the committees of 
this House. The Chair declined to hear any discussion on the res- 
olution—I will not say improperly—and there was no pope ay 
offered until this moment for gentlemen on this side of the House, 
or gentlemen who voted as we did, to say a word in favor of this 
contention, why we favored taking up and considering these claims, 
that are just claims, now piling up on the Speaker's desk until 
they amount to something over $900,000. Now Iwill yield to the 
gentleman for a question. 

OTJEN. The gentleman has 3 
guenon in stating that the last Congress pai 
claims. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is true. 

Mr. OTJEN. Although be says shey ero just. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is true. I have nothing to conceal. I 
find no reason to justify this Congrees in its course, if they are 
just. I want to say another thing, Mr. Chairman. No man, in 
my judgment, will vote se these claims when they are con- 
sidered, but they will filibuster them out of the way, and they 
will not decide the motions that put them out of the way are 
dilatory, but the motion that makes them proper to be considered 
and brings them before us is a dilatory motion, possibly. I say 
this in justice to these claimants. 

Now, further, upon the subject of the claims, Mr. Chairman, I 
assert that it is true, and I assert it upon information which I do 
not for one moment doubt, that there have been referred and 
passed upon by this Court of Claims claims aggregating in amount 
somewhere in the neighborhood of $15,000,000 to 818,000. 000. 
Think about it fora moment. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
3 whom I recognize as a legislator of long experience, of 
great ability, and of perfect and absolute honesty, undertakes to 
cast a slur upon this class of claims. I want to tell him a fact, 
which I think it likely he knows, but it will do no harm to repeat 
it here, that of the fifteen or eighteen million dollars of these 
claims that have been conside by the Court of Claims about 
92 per cent have been rejected. Ninety-two per cent of these 
claims have been disallowed by the court and finally laid to sleep, 
and the little 7 or 8 per cent that have been p upon favor- 
ably, that have gono through all the intricacies of the law and 
through all the difficult processes of that court, that have had a 
light equal to the cathode ray thrown upon them until you could 
see not only the outside of the claims but part of the way through 
and all the way through—the 7 or 8 per cent of these claims that 
have been found just and honest—are all that we are asked to pay. 

Now, sir, I undertake to say that there never was a court or a 
tribunal of any kind appointed to investigate any class of claims 
which, if it allowed anything, allowed a smaller per cent than the 
Court of Claims has allowed of the class of cases which my friend 
from Maine attempts to discredit. It is for that 7 or 8 per cent of 
these claims found to be well founded and honest that I speak. I 
see the chairman of the Committee on War Claims present, and 
I have no doubt that he will sustain me as to the facts that I have 
attempted to state here. I tell you, Mr. Chairman, that these 
claims ought to be paid now, and they ought to be paid by this 
Co . Wehavealready kept the 3 ts out of their money 
for more than thirty years. e pay them no interest. First we 
reject through the court 92 per cent of these claims, and then the 
others that are not rejected are sent to Congress, but it is impos- 
sible to get Congress to pay them. 

These, Mr. Chairman, are the facts, poorly expressed, that have 
led me to make the effort I have made to-day to have one hour or 
one day devoted to the consideration of these just claims. Alread 
a resolution has been introduced to adjourn this Congress. It 
seems that in about one more moon we shall return to our homes, 
paving done nothing but pass the appropriation bills. We could 
have done that by the 4th of March; we do it every alternate e 
We could have passed the appropriation bills by the 4th of ch 
and have gone home, and that is all that we are doing or that we 
are todo. It is announced that we are to do nothing else. We 
are told that we are here for nothing except to the appropria- 
tion bills and go home, and it is manifest that that is about all we 
shall do. But, Mr. Chairman, in justice to these claimants of 
whom I have spoken, in justice to these men who have been found 
to be loyal men, these men as to whom five Republican judges 
have told us that their property was taken and used by the United 
States Army, I do make an appeal. 

The bills to provide for paying this class of claims ought to be 
passed. Understand, Mr. Chairman, that that court does not pass 
upon claims for occupation of property in the rebel territory by 
the Army of =~ are States. t court waa 5 te 
investigate claims for damages to property. Even if the pro 
of loyal men was damaged, Gat cone has no jusleticnen over 
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such claims. These claims, therefore, are all for property actu- 
ally consumed by the Army of the United States as a means of 
maintaining itself while it was in that section of the country. 

I have said this much because I felt that so much ought to be 
said on behalf of this worthy class of claimants. I yield the re- 
mainder of my time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BART- 


LETT]. 

pa BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the committee, some of the gentlemen who have been asked 
whether they were opposed to this bill have hesitated to answer. 
I do not hesitate to answer. Iam o to this bill and I am 
opposed to every measure of this kind. Not that I am opposed to 
every bill for private relief. I propose to consider every bill on 
its own merits, but Iam opposed to any bill which proposas to 
reverse the decision of a court-martial made and carried into effect 
thirty-two years ago, and I am opposed to any bill which puts the 
seal of the approval of the House of Representatives of the United 
States upon that which is a crime under the laws of all civilized 
countries. Do you care to go on record, gentlemen, as in favor of 
murder, as in favor of that form of homicide which is embraced 
in the term ‘‘duelling”? You may vote in favor of this bill because 
we are now in Committee of the Whole and no record can be 
taken of your votes, but I venture to say that if your names could 
be pl upon the roll call you would not dare to go before the 
people of this country, or before the people of your several dis- 
tricts, as voting in favor of an indorsement of an admitted crime. 

What does this bill propose to do? It pro in substance, to 
reverse the decision of a court-martial which took effect in the 
year 1864, and to restore Major Grebe to his position on the regis- 
ter of the Army and thus to give him an honorable discharge. 
For what purpose? Not for purposes of pay and allowance, but 
for the purpose, undoubtedly, of securing for him hereafter a pen- 
sion from the Government of the United States. Now, even if 
the gentleman who introduced this bill or the gentleman who 
moved its consideration would consent to an amendment provid- 
ing that no pension should be granted to this claimant, I should 
still be opposed to the measure, For what reason? Because it 
would be a declaration by this ea Serge would be a declaration 
by the more popular branch of the Federal Legislature—that, as 
legislators, we believed in the justice and propriety of duelling; 
that we thonght it was neni You gentlemen of the majority 
were very eager the other day when a bill was brought in from 
the Judiciary Committee to stop a prize fight—in many aspects a 
somewhat noble amusement, incomparably more noble than going 
out with sword or pistol to deprive your adversary of his life— 
you were very eager, I say, to pass that bill. Yet, what was at 
stake there? Simply the question whether Fitzsimmons or Maher 
should be knocked out in a few rounds, and yet the Congress of 
the United States rushed in and hurried that bill through in order 
that the prize fight might be, not stopped, but that it might be 
fought under the protection of Texan rangers in the territory of 
Mexico. [Laughter.] Yet now you come here and say, prac- 
tically, that while a prize fight is very criminal, is very wrong, 
is very immoral, a duel, in which each seeks to kill the other, 
is not only a proper but an eminently Christian amusement. 

Now, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that we ought to go a lit- 
tle slow before we bills of this character involving a moral 
or an immoral declaration, as this would be. Dueling was all 
very well in the Middle Ages; it was all very well in the time of 
Charles II; it was all very well for the courtiers and rakes in the 
time of the four Georges; but is it the right and proper thing for 
legislators, in a constitutional Government like ours, at the end 
of the nineteenth century, to set the seal of our approbation upon 
such acts? I say, gentlemen, God forbid! 

But before I go on further to discuss the question of dueling 
let me indicate to you some of the peculiar features of this case. 
Was this man convicted unjustly? Was he not, according to the 
record, convicted on his own confession? Did he not, as a matter 
of fact, interpose a plea of guilty to the charge of dueling? Here 
we find three captains of the Fourth Missouri Volunteer Caval 
while in our service in war time deliberately taking part in a duel, 
when these officers had taken the oath on entering the Federal 
service to comply with the rules and regulations of war and knew 
every obligation that thus became incumbent upon them. They 
knew at the time of taking the oath that the Articles of War, ar- 
ticle 26, provided as follows: 

No officer or soldier shall send a challenge to another officer or soldier to 
fight a duel or accept a challenge so sent. Any officer who so offends shall 
be dismissed from the service. Any soldier who so offends shall suffer such 
punishment as a court-martial may direct. 

Now, these three captains in that Missouri regiment, having 
been detected in the infraction of the Articles of War and of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, having committed that 
which was a crime not only under the Federal law but which is 
also 8 the statutes of every one of the States, and having 
been, I say, detected in the offense, were arraigned before a gen- 
eral court-martial, and the three officers pleaded guilty to the 


offense, and were finally dismissed from the service of the United 
States. I do not believe, therefore, as a matter-of precedent, that 
we have a right to come in here, over thirty years after the war 
has ended, and reverse tne deliberate findings of a court-martial 
when those findings have been approved by the commanding gen- 


eral of the de ent and the officers who were familiar with the 
facts at the time of their occurrence. 

But what is the other objection to this bill? After dueling has 
ceased in the United States of America it is now proposed that 
this body shall solemnly declare that dueling in reality is no 
offense. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. STEELE. I think our position is this: That this man was 
fresh from another country where dueling was permitted and had 
been challenged by a man in our country, and, being a stranger 
and new to the country, he felt that it would be dishonorable in 
him and that his actions might lead to misconstruction if he re- 
fused to accept the challenge and fight the duel, and, consequently, 
in violation of the law, he accepted the challenge. Now, as he 
was a brave soldier, as these things occurred thirty years ago, as 
the gentleman himself has said, while we do not say that dueling 
5 right, yet we are willing to forgive. That is my position, at 

east. — 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The answer to the gentleman 
from Indiana is that such an excuse is hardly a plausible one. It 
may be to one unacquainted with the laws of European countries 
somewhat a ious excuse, but to anyone who is familiar with 
the criminal laws and statutes of European countries its falsity 
must be at once manifest. If these officers made such an excuse, 
it could not have been made in good faith; for, whatever may be 
said of the practice of dueling in France and other countries, it 
is certain that ever since the time of the great Frederick dueling 
among officers of the army in Prussia and in the German army 
has received the severest condemnation by law and statute. You 
all remember that Frederick the Great was against dueling, 
although the spirit of his time was in favor of it, and that when 
an officer came to him—an officer with whom he was friendly and 
intimate—and told him that he must accept a chalenge to fight a 
duel, the great king said, ‘‘ Yes, you can fight your duel.” But 
when the morning came they found upon the dueling ground a scaf- 
fold erected. And they asked, For what purpose is that erected ”? 
The answer given to them was Whoever survives the duel shall 
be hanged on the spot!” And yet we are told that in Schleswig- 
Holstein dueling was permitted in 1864. I ask any gentleman 
who makes that assertion to produce the law which governs 
Schleswig-Holstein in this matter, and which authorizes and per- 
mits anyone, or any officer in the service of that country, to take 
part in a duel or to send or accept a challenge. 

Mr. STEELE. You will have to send for somebody to read the 
law even if I had it, if it is in German. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Well, I could read it if it is in 

rman. 

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman has been referring to the law 
of Schleswig-Holstein as prohibiting dueling. It is not to be 
presumed, I cha tery that we are in the habit of keeping the stat- 
utes governing that country in our desks for convenient reference; 
but as the gentleman has made the suggestion he did. and as I 
have broken my glasses and can not read the article myself, I send 
to the desk and ask to have read a brief newspaper extract refer- 
ring to a duel fought by a naval officer on yesterday who is con- 
nected with the German . 

5 Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I can not yield for the gen- 
eman. 
7 CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York declines to 
eld. 

de BARTLETT of New York. Whatis it that the gentleman 

desires to have read? 

Mr. GARDNER. A brief account of a duel fought by a Ger- 
man nayal officer. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. That may be true, but it does 
not prove that there was any statute permitting dueling or that 
there was not a statute inhibiting it in Schleswig-Holstein in 1864, 

Mr. GARDNER. All this proves is that the habit prevails in 
the army of Germany and among German-speaking people, and I 
simply want to say that the correctness of that belief is confirmed 
by a dispatch in the New Jersey State Gazette of this morning, 
containing an account of a duel fought on y yesterday. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, this interrup- 
tion of the gentleman from New Jersey is very interesting, but 
the authority of an account in a New Jersey newspaper could 
raay be taken in the same light as an extract from the statute 

s. 
Mr. GARDNER. I should like to read this. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I must decline to yield for that. 
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Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 


to the gentleman from ? 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I yield. 

Mr. BLUE. This committee report, if I remember it correctly, 
states in the portion pertaining to the court-martial that these 
officers, who were educated men, military men educated abroad, 
and who were doubtless familiar with the law, say that it was 

issible there. I think that the burden of proof is on the gen- 

n from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] to show that there is any 
law there that prohibits it, 5 when he sets up his mere 
ipse dixit against what they say aboutit. They may be presumed 
to have knowledge and information on the subject. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I will venture 
to assert that dueling among officers of the army is illegal in 
every country in Europe and that it is punishable as a crime in 
every country. 

Mr. BLUE. Cite your authority. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. And that it is punishable in 
every any rai green | or dismissal from the service. 

M: GROW. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Oh, I think so; yes, sir. 

Mr. GROW. Does the gentleman yield for my question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. itis not an argument on the 
tariff, or on the President, I will yield. 

Mr. GROW. That is all right. There was a time when there 
was a law of Congre prohibiting dueling, and I think there is 
Still such a law. Let in my experience a good many gentlemen 
have gone out of these halls to fight duels. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I presume that the distin- 
guished 1 from Pennsylvania is still in favor of the prac- 
tice, but I think it would be rather unfortunate. I do not thi 
it has ever led to any good in this country, and I call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who believes in dueling, 
to this somewhat tragic account of the Broderick-Terry duel—— 

Mr. GROW. I hope the gentleman will allow me to correct his 
statement. I do not believe in dueling. When challenged once, 
I rejected it on that ground. 

. BARTLETT of New York. Then I hope the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will not vote in favor of this bill, which is in 
essence an approval of the system of dueling. 

Mr. GROW. Oh, dueling has gone out with slavery. But my 
point was to call the attention of the gentleman to the fact that 
although there was a law of Congress prohibiting members of Con- 
gress from dueling, yet just as honorable gentlemen as any on 
the floor to-day used to acest challenges and fight duels. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Of course, if there is a general 
feeling in the Congress of the United States in favor of this form 
of murder known as dueling, then let us declare that it is all right. 
Let every State repeal its statute against dueling. If the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania thinks that dueling is a good thing, let 
him cast his eyes down the bloody record durma kie early part of 
this century. Let him recollect that in every State it has been 
made the object of general execration. Why? Because it led to 
so many inexcusable and wanton homicides. Now, if it were a 

ral rule to settle’ all disputes by resort to dueling it would 
Eo perfectly agreeable to me, although it would necessarily take 
up a large part of that time which we ordinarily devote to public 
business. Now let us see what is the history of the practice of 
dueling in this country? I will ask the Chairman how much 
time I have? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has two minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Was I recognized in my own 

ht? 

e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman was recognized in the time 
of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. There is one statement in con- 
clusion to which I wish to call the attention of the committee, 
and it is this evasive statement contained in the reportas to Execu- 


tive authority: 
The a tion for reinstatement was denied, not on account of want of 
merit in application, but on account of want of Executive authority. 


Did the committee mean to state that the President of the 
United States, the Chief Executive, had no power to pardon Major 
Grebe for the offense committed? Does not the Constitution, in 
Article II, give the express power of pardon to the President of 
the United States? And why was not the application for Execu- 
tive clemency made to the President of the United States? 

If there had been any circumstances which would have entitled 
the applicant to favorable consideration, will it for one moment 
be asserted that the President of the United States would not have 
8 this offender? It is, I apprehend, gentlemen, because 

ere is some more sinister motive back of this than to clear the 
record of this soldier. I believe it is to entitle him to a pension, 
to which he is not entitled. Why? Because, in the first place, he 


had committed an offense, or crime, under the Articles of War; 
because, in the second place, he had been convicted by a gener 
court-martial, and the sentence and finding of that 5 
martial has never been reversed or set aside. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I am not here to argue the 
justice or injustice of the dueling code or laws or anything of 
that kind. Iam not here to anrus the justice of the war claims, 
on which the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON] had so much to say in his eloquent remarks. Notwith- 
standing the fact, sir, of the doubtful way, the roundabout way, 
and the questionable way in which the majority of this House 
succeeded in getting into Committee of the Whole for the cousid- 
eration of these private claims, and the way in which they took 
advantage of some of those who voted for it after getting into 
Committee of the Whole to bring up only pension claims, not- 
withstanding the fact of the apparent arbitrary ruling of the 
Chair and his refusal to entertain motions, I stand here and say 
that Pas one am in favor of the bill before the committee at 
present. 

In the first place, I am in favor of granting relief to this dis- 
tinguished soldier, because the evidence shows, and it is volu- 
minous, that he was a good soldier, that he was a brave soldier, and 
that he was a true soldier, nebang what he honestly thought 
was right, coming from the Old World and doing his duty, and 
the only charge es him is that, having been insulted, he 
sibly agreed to fight a duel with some officer. The evidence does 
not go on to show whether he really fought a duel or not; but it 
does show that he was challenged and accepted the challenge. 
For that he was dismissed in a dishonorable manner from the 
Army: and now, after thirty years, there is no reason why this 
simple ss should not be granted to this gallant, true Union 
soldier. e evidence shows that as an officer of the Army he 
was always at his post and secured the complimentary notice and 
praise of all his commanding officers. Consequently I shall vote 
to-day for this brave soldier, to have the order of the court-martial 
revoked, for that is all he asks. 

In the second place, Mr. Chairman, I shall vote for it because 
this claim was favorably reported by the distinguished gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. Tarsney, from the same State, and whose 
seat seems now to be vacant. Iwill vote for it, in the next place 
and I hope the gentlemen on this side, especially from the South, 
will vote for it—to show that we can do justice to a brave soldier 
against whom there is no charge of unsoldierly conduct. If this 
man had been charged with desertion, or if it was a charge of be- 
ing a bum“ or a coffee cooler,” I should raise my voice against 
his request; but as it is, he stands without a single stigma against 
his record as a soldier; and I hope every man on this floor will 
vote for this man, especially men from the South, for the special 
purpose of showing to gentlemen on the other side of the House 
that we stand ready to take up every case and do justice toward 
pae soldiers who fought for the side which they considered 
right. 

t it be a contrast to the treatment that you gave to that dis- 
tinguished Union soldier, Mr. Tarsney, when you refused him 
an opportunity to reopen his case and bring out more evidence 
and let him bring in new evidence which had been discovered 
after the case was closed. Let it be in contrast to your conduct 
in kicking him out of his seat without giving him a chance to 
bring in new evidence which had been found and which he wanted 
to introduce. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Let us show 
that we stand NAY to do justice to the brave soldiers, whether 
they fought on the one side or the other. Let us show that we 
will always recognize and always commemorate the merits of 
brave soldiers as becomes a people who commemorate deeds of 
valor in song and in story, and let us make an effort in this case, 
Mr. Chairman, to obliterate and do away with the only soldier in 
both armies, it seems, who now wants to fight the war over. I 
allude to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE], and after 
we have thrown down this last soldier, then, in the language of 
General Grant, Let us have peace.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I want to occupy the time of the 
House for about five minutes on this case. Inasmuch as my col- 
league [Mr. BARTLETT of New York] has alluded to the fact that 
as we are in Committee of the Who.e no record of our vote on 
this measure can be obtained, I want to say that I am going on 
record in favor of this bill. 

It is not a question of the propriety of 8 1 S The statutes 
of most of the States have pronounced against that. It seems to 
me that we can look back with a great deal of charity upon the 
act of a man who came all the way from Norway in the time of 
our troubles to fight for the Union. Hecameas a volunteer from 
that county, and offered his service to us in our time of peril. 
He was in the act of defending his own honor and the honor, per- 
haps, of a lady who was with him, and was compelled by a citi- 
zen of our own country, who should have known our laws, who 
had done him an injustice, and who had challenged him—com- 
pelled by every rule of honor, every characteristic of a gentleman, 
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to that challenge. He pleaded nothing in extenuation of 
his act, but went before the court-martial and stated the facts to 
the court, and the history is presented here as it actually * 
He accepted the verdict without complaint; andas the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. BLUE] said, that court- immediately 
afterwards unanimously recommended the wiping out of this stain 
that they had placed upon him and stated in that recommendation 
that they did so on account of the mitigating circumstances pre- 


sented in the case. I say, irrespective of the manner in which the 
bill is brought before this House, irrespective of the question of 
whether dueling is proper or imp „this man has shown him- 


self an honorable, brave soldier and true gentleman, and he de- 
serves at the hands of this House the voteof every honorable man 
and every gentleman. [Applause.] 7 
The amendments recommended by the committee were to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
DAN S. PLACE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
951) to amend the military record of Dan S. Place, first lieuten- 
ant, Eighteenth Indiana ‘Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to amend the military record of S. Place so as to show 
him honorably discharged from the service as first lieutenant, Eighteenth 
Indiana Volunteers. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the 
reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. TRACEY) was read, as follows: 


83 carry ou 


cam 

He was found guilty of the offense a court-martial, but as the 
letters were shown to be of purely social c ter and contained nothing of 
importance, the sentence of the court was out of all proportion to the offense, 
in Phat it sentenced him to be cashiered the service and forever prohibited 
from holding any office of trust or emolument under the United States Gov- 
ernment; that his sword be broken by a noncommissioned officer, his straps 
taken from his shoulders, and his bu 
of the troops of the command. 

The latter para of the sentence, requiring his personal degradation in the 
presence of the troops of the command, was bags “tg by Byt. Brig. Gen. 
A. S. Devier, commanding the military district ew York. 

On March 15, 1865, the case was reopened at the instance of Senator Henry 
S. Lane, of Indfana, and a length: made and aaao the Acting Judge- 
Adyocate-General of the Army, in which, among other ngs, he says: 

“Tt is not believed that he should be disfranchised, and as he is represented 
to be a man of good character and undoubtedly loyal, the interests of the 
service would justify a removal of all disability in order to enable him to re- 
enter the service if vernor of the State sees proper to commission him.“ 

Upon this report, by Sireotion of the President, the disability to reenter 
aoa 5 against Lieutenant Place nothing of the original 

ere rema: erefore, jeutenan no of the 
sentence save the dismissal from the Army, which, in view of his cotati ened 


cut from his coat in the presence 


loyalty before and after the offense „the trivial character of the 
offen itself, viewed in the light of the f. submitted to the Ju Advo- 
cate-General upon the g of the case, his brave, efficient, and faithful 


services as a soldier, his high character and standing as a citizen during the 
thirty years that have passed since the war, your committee believe ought to 
be removed. Your committee do not discredit the necessity for the main- 
tenance of military discipline, which it is conceded involves exact obedience 
to orders, but it believes the highest demands of such discipline have been 
more than met by the punishment already inflicted. 

Your ecmmittee therefore report the accompanying bill favorably and 
recommend that it do pass, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the 
gentleman from Florida . COOPER] is in charge of this bill, and 
I would like to hear a brief explanation of it. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Chairman, this bill was intro- 
duced by me because the family of Mr. Place—that is, his wife and 
daughter—live in my district in Florida. Mr. Place went there 
after the war on account of the loss of health, which I understand 
was largely due to a wound received in active service in the 
Union Army. He went into the py ere Indiana Volunteers 
asa private. He was promoted to a lieutenantcy for 1555 t cona 
ibson an 


as was e among officers at the mili prisons, a Con- 
federate prisoner who acted as his 8 prisoner was 
corresponding with some ladies at home. e prison rules had 
been so changed that all letters written i had to go 
thro the hands of a Confederate detail before they were mailed, 


and those fellow-prisoners would write upon the margin of the 
secretary's letters addressed to these ladies things that were un- 


leasant for him to have go upon his letters through the mails. I 


new Mr. Place in his lifetime. He was as erous-hearted a 
man as ever lived. The secretary asked him if he would not mail 
some letters for him to his ladycorrespondents. 

Mr. Place always claimed tnat he did not know there was = 

tion against it, and he said that if the letters were hand 

to him open, so that he could see there was nothing contraband 
about them, he would mail them to the ladies, and he did so. 
He was arraigned on the charge of mailing the letters of i 
oners. It was admitted that there was nothing contrabani 
the letters; his loyalty was never questioned; he was at that prison 
doing duty because he was suffering from wounds received in the 
field. He was invalided at the time, and, in fact, he never did 
recover his health. Later he went to Florida and died of disabil- 
ities received in the Union service. The court-martial dealt with 
him with wonderful severity; with such remarkable severity that, 
looking back, it is difficult to understand it. They sentenced him 
to be cashiered from the Army; they ordered that the sword which 
he had won by gation conduct in the field should be taken away 
from him; that the buttons should be cutfrom his uniform, and that 
he should be degraded. That sentence went up to a superior tri- 
bunal. They struck out all those things which imposed personal 
degradation. on the ground that he had been a and loyal 
The 


soldier and did not deserve such punishment. 

The sentence in that form went to the War Department. 
Department amended it again by writing on it that, owing to the 
meritorious military record of this officer and his loyalty, while 
he should stand dismissed, he should be entitled to enter the Army 
again and to receive a commission. The State of Indiana gave 
him an honorable discharge. Later he went to Florida, where he 
was as and useful a citizen as any man I ever knew. What 
his politics were I do not know. Ido know that he died ver 
largely as the result of wounds received in service in the fiel 
He had been a gallant soldier of the Union. He had been pro- 
moted for meritorious conduct. He suffered to the end of his 
days from the wounds which he had received in battle, and he 
left a wife and daughter, who not only desire that his memory 
shall be relieved from this stigma, but who, I am free to say, are 
in exceedingly narrow circumstances, and if they should be en- 
titled to any relief, by way of pension or otherwise upon applica- 
tion in due course before the Department, I desire that they shall 
have an opportunity to present their just claim. That, gentle- 
men. is the case, and I think it is one that appeals to the House. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

GEN. WILLIAM P, CARLIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
422) for the relief of Brig. Gen. William P. Carlin, retired. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Brig. Gen. William P. Carlin. retired, be, and he is 
hereby, relieved and discharged from any and all lability for the amount 
of $1.1 e ed by Capt. J. McE. Hyde, assistant quartermaster, by his 
direction, w command of the Department of Columbia. for expenses 
ae. in the search for and rescue of a ee oe citizens lost among the 

tter Root Mountains in a great snowstorm in autumn of 1893. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the read- 
ing of the report. 

e report (by Mr. PARKER) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


422) for the relief of Brig. Gen. William P. Carlin, retired, would report: 

This is a bill to relieve General Carlin from rt tina $1,105.85, expended 
by Captain Hyde, assistant quartermaster, under direction, while in 
command of the Department of the Columbia, for expenses incurred in the 
search for and rescue of a of citizens lost among the Bitter Root Moun- 
tains ina t snowstorm in the autumn of 1898. 


tinsummer. Snowssetin 
wonld certainly have per- 
ordered relief 5 had to spend 

e 


Tae panty went into a e eee. ox 
early. e party were repor snow n, an 
ished had not General Carlin 


xisting laws. 
er 8 ye a 2 om this matter to etd 3 3 
e custom e Army to respond promptly, without orders, 

wherever fire, flood, or other disaster has overtaken 

any part of the ple, and especially where adventurous 
curred unusual rs from which the troops alone were 
cuethem. He further states that the use of Government property ia such 
hat where the 


ioneers have in- 


spec sugges 
in order that a bill providing the necessary relief may be passed.“ 
The in in a the 


sral Ca General Carim has, 
General Carlin's son was one of five in the lost party. n Carlin has, 
however, spent over gl. 400 in other expenses connected with the search for the 
party, for which he not as repayment as not being purely mili A 
and we are of opinion that he should not bear the sum provided for in 
which was expended in what we deem a necessary and proper use of the 
Army in case of urgent need. Public policy demands that no officer should 
5 expenses in prompt and successful answer to the 
m 


The fa ar in i W 
9. the petition, letters, and brief of the War Department, 


relief under the circumstan: 8 
In June, 1893, he was by order of the President of the United States as- 
signed to the command of the Military De ent of the Columbia, includ- 
the States of Oregon, Washington, and Idaho, and the . of Gers 
ee at Vancouver Barracks, Wash. The troops of the U. 
States in said department were under his command and, of course, subject to 
n the ach ot f tember, 1893, a party of fi left Spokane, Wash 
month of Se r. a y ve men left 8 ne, >; 
on a hunting — in the spurs of the Bitter Root 8 b 
by the branches of Clearwater River, in Idaho. The ted is 
uninhabited and ible, except in summertime. It was y 
Lewis and Clarke, the great ee on their way to Columbia River in the 
year 1800, but was so and inhospitable that they came near perishing, 
and woes have perished but for the kindness of the Indians west of the 
mountains. 

In the year 1893 the rainy season set in unusually early, and in September 
the high mountains and ridges were covered with snow. 

Nothing was heard of the 4.45 hunters after they left Spokane on the 
18th of Se: ber by any of their acquaintances or friends till November 
25, 1893. But on the 7th of November, 1593, a tel was sent to me from 
Spokane saying that it was rumored that they had been snowed in andeould 
not get out without help. This report becoming known to the officers at 
Vancouver ‘ks excited great sympathy among them, and one of them. 
Lieut. Charles P. Ellio:t, Fourth United States Cavalry, came to meand asked 
me to order him out with a party of men of his troop to go in search of the 
lost party of citizens. I complied with his request and gave the necessary 
instructions for the movement of the detachment and for supplying them on 
their march. Subsequently I ordered out two small parties under command 
of Lieut. Clough Overton, Fourth United States Cavalry, and Lieutenant 
Voorhies, Fourth Cavalry. I also requested by telegram that the Major 
General manding the Army direct the general e Fed Depart 
ment of Dakota to send a y from Fort Missoula, Mont. jor-General 
Schofield — with request and the party was sent by General Mer- 
ritt, commanding the Department of Dakota. 

In order to penetrate so rough and unknown a region, the officers in com- 
mand of the parties ordered out to search for the men mores’ to be 2 
ishing, or possibly murdered by gee jp og necessary for them to hire 
civilians as guides and packers to build ts and to buy snowsh tobog- 
gans, forage, food for men, and to pay the prices of that on. hen I 
ordered the movements of the — 8 stated above, I repor the facts by 
telegraph to the Adjutant-General for the information of the Major-General 
Commanding the Army and the Secretary of War, and requested the approval 
of my action. No direct reply was received, but from the subsequent action 
of the Major-General Commanding I inferred that my action was approved, 
or at least not disapproved. 

The date of my retirement for age under the law was close at hand, and 
before that date I issued orders directing that all vouchers approved by offi- 
cers sent out by my orders should be paid by the disbursing officers of my 


com a 

On the 24th of November, 1893, [ was retired 
news of the lost purty had been received. The partment had been placed 
under command of General Ruger, then at San Francisco. On the 25th 
of November, the day after my retirement, I received a dispatch from 
Lieutenant Elliott sa that he had found the lost party on November 22, 
1893, except onc who was lost. It required nearly three days for this dispatch 


to reach me. 
quartermaster at 


region d 


ae operation of law. No 


In the settlement of the accounts of Captain Hyde, the 
Vancouver Barracks, the Quartermaster-General United States Army, sus- 
nded vouchers to the amount of $1,108.85 t him. Captain Hyde wrote 
e facts to me, and I 5 that he only obeyed my orders — 1 & 
ing these vouchers, and t he could have the gl Bape rtp transfe: 
me. This has since been done on the recommendation of the Quartermaster- 
General, approved by the Secretary of War. 
The letter of the Quartermaster General. indorsed by the A Judge- 
Advocate-General, the or-General Commanding the Army, and the Sec- 
retary of War, is attached hereto. Your apace attention rug etone 
invited tothe letter and indorsements. The Acting Judge-Advocate-Gene 
ks that as it does not appear that Gener. any oot gt o 
yment of the ditures, that he be held responsible. e 
on of the Major-General . the Army justifies my action in 
matter. Iwas placed in command of the troops and department by law- 
and I hold that the authority I ex 


ful orders of the iden was 
legitimate by long-continued custom in the Army, and that the expenditures 
were necessary to the success of the expedition. ese men were in great- 


est possible peril. They were exha by starvation and exposure when 
met by Lisuvenant Elot and it is doubtful if any of them would have 
escaped alive if Lieutenant Elliott had not met them. 
In addition to the sum of eng foo! which I am held responsible by the 
unrtermaster-General and War Department, I paid out of my own pokes 
= following items on account of the search for the party of snow- 

As reward to Lieut. C. P. Elliott, Fourth United States Cavalry, 
which he divided among his men r 
To Lieut. C. Overton, Fourth Cavalry, to re 

ing worn out or lost PA E, 
To W. H. Wright as guide to the Missoula part 
To party of ekimeni at Missoula for preparing to 


WILLIAM P. CARLIN, 
Brigadier-General (Retired). 


Enmrr HoUsE, Washington, D. C., November 26, 1894. 


Since writing the above the Quartermaster-General has notified me of the 


pe ne of twoaccounts by Capt. C A. McCauley, quartermaster, an 
that the amount thereof, $42.82, has been charged against me. The total thus 
charged agains 


t me is $1,151.67, which amount he has requested me to deposit 
to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States. 

WILLIAM P. CARLIN, 
Brigadier-General United States Army (Retired). 


WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., September 19, 1894. 
Sir: In the money accounts of Capt. J. Me. sy fone assistant p eee 
rendered from Vancouver Barracks, Wash., for the months of November and 
December, 1893, various expendi appear onaccount of a relief dis- 
to the Clearwater River region, Idaho, under orders of Gen. 


adds t 


pears on the vouchers, 
were acting under a formal military order, and that the expenditures were 
8 monary. for the successful accomplishment of the specific duty 
rformed. 
Captain Hyde also cites Army Regulations 737, as follows: “An officer shall 
have credit for an expenditure of money or property made in obedience to 
ras order of hiscommanding officer. If the expenditure is disallowed it shall 


xpenses 


h to the officer who ordered it.” 

It is recommended that General Carlin be held responsible. 

In the same accounts are other vouchers for expenditures, ting 
$465.67, which are involved in somewhat similar conditions, paid under the 
same authority. but not disallowed in this office, as they are mainly for for- 
age for public animals and expenses necessarily incurred for troops in the 
field. y are enumerated in Captain Hyde's reply, and an abstract of the 


vouchers is submitted. 
ee 2 Quarterm PG lool Dante Babes 
asi n le 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 9 
[First indorsement.] 


To A. J. A. G. 
[Second indorsement.] 


Wan DEPARTMENT, JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., September 22, 1894. 
Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War. 
Attention is invited to the statement of facts contained in the letter of the 
uartermaster-General dated September 19,1804. This recommendation that 
neral Carlin be held responsible is concurred in. for the reason that it does 
not appear that he (General Carlin) had any authority to authorize the ex- 


tures. 
G. NORMAN LIEBER, 
Acting Judge-Advocate-General, 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, Washington, September 28, 1894. 
It has been 8 be ine 3 Wits long and arduous services 
densely pophiated, to reeposd prompuy without hesitation and: withont 
orders to ali mear needy imanik P has overtak f th 
ple of the United 5 ea aap . the reas 


overnment property in such service, including the issue of 
rations when necessary, has always been accepted as a matter of course, but 
where the necessities of the service involyed the purchase of supplies not 
8 by the Quartermaster’s and Subsistence departments of the Army, 

e matter assumes a new t. Iam not aware whether such purchases 
have ever been made forsuch a purpose. Ifit is considered within the limits 
of administrative discretion to approve the purchases made in this case I 
recommend that it be done. If noe I respectfully su that the matter 
be brought to the attention of Congress, in order that a bill providing the 
necessary relief may be passed. 

In t to the purely official question of ioe ‘penne reef for the purchases 
nss 115 course the commanding general who ordered them is the responsible 
authority. 

J. M. SCHOFIELD, 


Major-General Commanding. 
WAR DEPARTMENT, November 3, 1894. 
The recommendation of the Quartermaster-General, as concurred in by the 
Acting pentane hh e eee that General Carlin be held responsible, is 
approved. 
DANIEL S. LAMONT, 
Secretary of War. 
returned to the rmaster-General, invi attention 
oa the Secretary of War indorsed ion ting » 
GEO. D. RUGGLES, 
Adjutant-General. 


Respectfully furnished Brig. Gen. William P. Carlin, United States Army, 
for his information. 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, November 8, 189%. 


In September, 1894, the Quartermaster-General reported tothe 8 
War that in the money accounts of Captain Hyde, assistant quartermaster, 
various expenditures appeared on account of a relief party spatched to the 
Clearwater River region, Idaho, under orders of General Carlin, the depart- 
ment commander, for the rescue of a party of citizen hunters lost among the 
Bitter Root Mountains in a great snowstorm in the autumn of 1893, and that 
in the examination of these vouchers the amount of $1,108.85 was disallowed, 
moccasins, robes. boo 

es an 


is disallowed, it shall be to the officer who ordered it. 

The Quartermaster-General recommended that General Carlin be held 
responsible. The Secretary of War, November 3, 1894, approved this recom- 
mendation, cst November 9, 1894, General Carlin was advised accordingly. 


(9821 A. G. O., 1894.) 

fils DAELE oh the Diepar ĩðx?t yt for Ure erpenitioare 
on of the men 0 ‘or the expenditure 

by officers of the Quartermasters Department — partes of troops 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3293 


sent out to relieve a party of citizens lost and snow-bound in the Bitter Root 
Mountains, Idaho, in November, 1893. He asks attention to paragraph 515, 
Regulations of 1895, which, he says, refers to such an emergency “in- 
g loss of lite.“ as the one which led to these expenditures, and to 
other pa phs prescribing the powers of department commanders, and 
states that last year a bill was introduced in the Senate for his relief, but he 
was advised to withdraw the same, which was done, although he is convinced 
that he erred in complying with this advice, and has taken steps to have a 
bill introduced in Congress directing that the vouchers be audited and allowed. 
but as the question is within the province of the Secretary of War, he prefers 
that the case should be decided by him. and therefore asks his approval. 

December 4, 1894, a bill for the relief of General Carlin was introduced in 
the United States Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
but no further action seems to have been taken. 

Referring to the previous corr mdence on the subject, and to his letter 
of December 5, 189, General Carlin was informed on mber 14, 1895, by 
the Assistant Secretary of War, that after a careful reconsideration of the 
ed to adhere to its former decision in the 


ease the Department is constrain 
premises, declining to approve the expenditure thus incurred. 

January 16, 18%, the House Committee on Military Affairs transmits to the 
Secretary of War House bill No. 422, for the relief of General Carlin, discharg- 
ing him from — ing fo the sum of $1,108.85, expended by his direction, while 
in command of the Department of the Columbia during the fall of 1893. in 
searching for citizens lost in asnowstorm, and requests that it be furnished 
with a record in this matter and an opinion whether the relief proposed is 
for the good of the service. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Idaho 
is interested in this bill, and I understood that there was an agree- 
ment between him and those advocating the bill that it should 
not be called up in his absence. He is not present at this time, 
and I therefore ask that the bill be passed over for the time being 
without prejudice. 

Mr. CONN OLLY. Mr. Chairman, the agreement was that the 
friends of the bill would not call it up in the absence of the gen- 
tleman from Idaho; but the bill has been reached now in its regu- 
lar order, and I do not see any reason why it should not be pro- 
ceeded with. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I would suggest to the gentleman that 
when we went into the Committee of the Whole House to-day it 
was generally understood, I imagine, that we were going to begin 
with the beginning of the Calendar. It was not then understood 
that we were going to take up these bills in this order, and it was 
hardly expected that that bill would be reached. ‘The gentleman 
did not expect the bill to come up now. Certainly I did not, and 
under the circumstances I would ask that it be not considered at 
this time. 

Mr. HULL. I wish to state, in addition to what has been said 
by the gentleman from Utah, that possibly I was the party that 
made the arrangement with Mr. WiLson. He had objected when 
I wanted to call the bill up at some former time by unanimous 
consent, but desired to be present, and that was all that he asked 
when the bill was taken up for consideration. The understand- 
ing was that the bill would not be taken up except when he was 
present, although the agreement went only to the fact of callin 
it up by unanimous consent. I am satisfied he left the Hall wit 
the idea that this bill would not come up for consideration to- 
day; and in his absence I think it only right that the bill shvuld 

over. 
Ehe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa make that 
request? 
r. HULL. I am not at liberty to make the request to the 
House—— 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I will ask that the bill go over, under the 
circumstances, without prejudice. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, retaining its 
place on the Calendar. 

FRANK M. MARSHALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
4510) for the appointment of Frank M. Marshall as lieutenant on 
the retired list of the Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in view of the long and faithful services of Frank 
M. Marshall as a hospital steward, Hospital Corps, United States Army, the 
President be, and heis hereby, authorized and directed toappoint said 
M. Marshall a second lieutenant of cavalry in the United States Army, and 
to place him on the retired list with pay of the grade and increase on account 
of the length of service. 


Mr. McCLELLAN. I ask the reading of the report in that case. 
The report (by Mr. FENTON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4510) for the appointment of nk M. Marshall as a lieutenant on the retired 
list of the Army, having considered the same, report the bill to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass as amended. 

The bill is amended by striking out the words “and directed,” in the clause 
relating to the authorization of the President. 

From among the eee, official and otherwise, attesting the merito- 
rious services of Frank M. Marshall through a long period of years of contin- 
uous enlistment, the following are appended: 

“War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., January 28, 1896. 
Record of the military service of Frank M. Marshall, Company C, Eighty- 
Sourth Kets York Volunteers, 42 hospital steward, United States jon a 

“ Enrolled May 18, 1861, and mustered in May 23, 1861, in Company. C, Four- 

. — N. chal York State Haren is 1 eee Be ee On done 108. 5 5 In- 
. discharged March r ar 
ment, 18085 to enlist as a hospital steward, United States Army, a priva 


Arm 
vol 


“Enlisted March 13, 1863, as a hospital erly wines States Army, and 


“*@ischa: March 13, 1868, at W. n, D. C., by expiration of service, a 
bonema steward. 

mlisted March 13, 1868, and discharged March 13, 1871, at Washington, 
D. C., by expiration of service, a hospital steward. 

* Reenlisted March 13, 1871, and discharged March 13, 1876, at Washington, 
D. C., by expiration of service, a hospital steward. 

* Reenlisted March 13, 1876, and discharged March 12,1881, at Washington, 
D. g. by expiration of service, a hospital steward. 


n March 13, 1881, and discharged Mach 12, 1880, at Washington, 
D. C., by expiration of service, a hospital stewerd. 
“ Reenlisted March 13, 1886, and discharged March 12, 1891, at Washington, 
D. C., by expiration of service, a hospital steward. 
“Reenlisted March 13, 1891, and is still in the service as a hospital steward 
United States Army. 
“J. G. GILMORE, 


“Assistant Adjutant-General.” 


“OFFICE OF THE ATTENDING SURGEON, 
“UNITED STATES ARMY, 
“ Washington, D. C., December 5, 1888. 

„Sin: I have the honor to invite your attention to the case of Hospital 
Steward F. M. Marshall, United States Army, stationed at this office, and to 
request that you take such action as will secure for him a compensation 
somewhat in pro rtion to his abilities and the responsible duties he per- 
forms. Prior to the passage of the act approved June 30, 1886, he recei in 
monthly pay, commutation, etc., the sum of about $95 month. On this, 
which was ple pnt not extray: t. he managed, with more or less diffi- 
culty, to live and take care of his family. 

Since the act referred to has taken effect he has $37.88 pay 1 — month with 
fuel and one ration in kind and the rent of one room. This altogether 
amounts to less than the pay of a messenger in the general service and is 
clearly insufficient. 

tal -five years, is a 


pharmacist and an excellent clerk. He is a mechanist, and 
keeps masra the instruments, etc., in order without extra cost to the Gov- 
e makes the chemical and microscopical examinations required 
in vif fom on the care of the sick. For these various occupations, involving 


r month, 


“The SURGEON-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY.” 


On January 28, 1 Dr. O'Reill appeared before this committee in person 
and reiterated the substance of the oregoing letter. 
The following extracts are from a letter addressed toa member of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs by Surg. Gen. George M. Sternberg, United States 
22 Marshall is a worthy man who has had long and faithful service as a 
hospital steward. He has been on duty at the Army dispensary in this city 
since October 5, 1 and has been regarded by the medical officers under 
whom he has served as a most trustworthy and competent pharmacist. I 
glad to see him retired with the rank of a second lieutenant of cay- 
alry, as provided by this bill. The only objection I see to the of this 
act is the fact that it will furnish a p ent for similar app 
other worthy men who have had long service as hospital stewards. It ap- 
pears to me that it might be better to make some general provision for the 
retirement of hospital stewards who have served faithfully for thirty years 
or more which would provide more liberally for them than is done by the 
laws at present in force. If they could be givena retired pay equal to the 
retired a pay, of a second lieutenant of cav: without conferring upon them 
the rank, it would perhaps be quite as satisfactory and on some accounts 


would be preferable. 
to Mr. Marshall under date of January 20, 1896, Col. 
F. C. Ainsworth, Chief of Record and Pensjon Office, War Department, says: 
“Your long and faithful service in a position of t responsibility is cer- 
tainly deserving of reward, and ht to e t that the officers 
of the Army who know how well you have har; the duties im 
upon you should bear testimony in your behalf. I do not know of any 
man of the Army who has a stronger claim than you have for some such - 
tion as that proposed in the pending bill, and I hope that you may 


‘ou have a 


ve it.” 
It is evident from the foregoing record and personal testimony that Frank 
Marshall has not only performed faithful and honorable service from May 


M. 

— —— until the present time, but also that his service 
cient and valuable nature, with which his rank and pay have been by no 

means commensurate. It is believed that there is no valid reason why he 

should not be retired with the rank and pay of a second lieutenant of cavalry. 


Mr. PICKLER (during the 5 the report). I ask that 
the reading of the services of this soldier be omitted. 

Mr. Mc LLAN. There is nothing to show why this bill 
should pass. The only possible reason is contained in the report 
of the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam not asking that the whole report be dis- 
pensed with, but ask that that part relating to the service of the 
soldier be not read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is part of the report. Ihave sent 
for the report and have been so far unable to get a copy of it. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Lask for the reading of the entire report. 

aoe Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report as 
above. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a very brief state- 
ment of this bill, which is now in the hands of my friend andcol- 
league from Ohio [Mr. Fenton], who will explain fully its pro- 
visions to the committee. 

This bill is a distinct departure from the general rule heretofore 
established, of conferring the rank of a commissioned officer of 


question is on agreeing to the amend- 


the Army on hospital stewards. Under the present law we have 
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112 hospital stewards. Under the law after this present fiscal 
year that number will gradually be reduced to 100. 

This man has reenlisted at the different times and for the differ- 
ent periods under the law which are set forth in the report, which 
enlistments absolutely gave him no promise of eyer becoming 
a second lieutenant. Personally, I should have preferred to see 
him receive, if necessary, a lump sum, rather than to increase 
the number of officers of the Army and gradually increase the re- 
tired list. But the committee decided to report it favorably, and I 
simply wish the committee now to understand the purport of the 
pill, which is a bill to give the rank of second lieutenant to a hos- 

ital steward, which will give him therank and pay of such second 
jeutenant while on the active list and place him on the retired list 
as a second lieutenant. He is entitled, I will say, to be retired at 


any time. 
: Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman from Iowa tell the commit- 
tee the pay of a second lieutenant? 
Mr. HULL. One hundred and twenty-five dollars a month. 
Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman mean the retired pay or the 


active ? 

Mr. HULL. The active pay. 

Mr. BAILEY. Thenthisman would be entitled to three-fourths 
of that when he goes on the retired list? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; and it would entitle him also to purchase 

lies from the Government at Government A 
. BAILEY. And he would be entitled to the additional 10 
per cent for each five years of his service? 

Mr. HULL. Wel, that is a noat on in my mind whether he 
would be entitled to it or not. he had the additional rank for 
every five years during the thirty-five years that he has spent in 
the service it would be a very considerable amount. But I think 
it would hardly cut any figure, as he is ready to be retired now, 
and the only question for the committee is to determine whether 
it will take 2 hospital steward and make him acommissioned offi, 


cer in the Army. As I have said, it is unusual and entirely a de- 


parture from our practice heretofore in that regard. x 
Mr. BAILEY. I understand the chairman of the Committee on 
- Milita: ed to that policy? 


Affairs, then, is op 
Mr. HULL. Personally, lam opposed to it. I think it is not a 
good policy for us to adopt. And yet this man has had a very 
exceptional service. There are circumstances which operate in 
this case which probably will never occur again. 

But I wish to call the attention of the committee to the fact (and 
the committee is able itself to decide this matter as well as I am) 
that this is taking a hospital steward and giving him a commis- 
sion in the Army. Now, as I have said, the committee is compe- 
tent to determine whether, after thirty-five years of service, a 
man who has held the position of a hospital steward all the time, 
who has been drawing full pay and allowances during that whole 
period, should become a commissioned officer at the expiration 
of the thirty-five years’ service? 

I will say to my friend from Texas that, personally, I would 
much prefer that we pass a law that whenever a hospital steward 
passes thirty-five years of service he should be commissioned. I 
think it would be better than making an exception, as in this case. 
But I only wanted the committee to understand the exact facts 
as they are presented here, and with that statement my opposi- 


tion to the bill will cease. 
Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 
Mr. HULL. I yield. { 
Mr. RICHARDSON, I want to ask the gentleman if he is in 
favor of recommending to this House the passage of any such law? 
Mr. HULL. That bill is not before us. will answer that 
question when the bill comes up. Now, I do not want to take the 
time of the committee. My colleague from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
has the bill in charge and will give excellent reasons for its pas- 


2 CANNON. I want to ask the gentleman a question. In 
reading this report I find the following: 

ver e 30, 1 
„jd. ĩ TTT 
which was certainly not extravagant, he managed, with more or less diffi- 
culty, to live and take care of his f: 3 5 

Since the et referred to has taken effect he has $37.88 pay per month, with 
fuel and one ration in kind and the rent of one room. 

Is that additional to the $95 per month? 

Mr. HULL. No; it is in lieu of that. The pay of hospital stew- 
ards has been reduced, I will say to my friend from Illinois 

Mr. CANNON. What is the pay in dollars? 

Mr. HULL. You have read it just there. 

Mr. CANNON. With fuel and one ration in kind and the rent 
of one room? 

Mr. HULL. The rent of the room is $12 a month. 

Mr. CANNON. That statement does not convey much infor- 
mation to the ordinary man. It says with fuel and one ration 
in kind and the rent of one room.” I do not know why the pay 
of army officers was originally fixed in this way, unless it was so 
as not to let people know what they got; but when you figure it 
down in dollars and cents, what does he get? 


Mr. HULL. 
because if a man is out on the 
nishes him his rations, one ration in kind is about all one man 
will eat during a day. It includes beans, meat, coffee, rice, and 


You can not figure it down in dollars and cents, 
ontier and the Government fur- 


such things as go to make up the army fare. So that yon can 
not figure it in dollars and cents. If you were in the East you 
could probably buy the food for a great deal less than it would 
cost if you were out in Colorado, or Arizona, or Utah, or some of 
those Western States. His fuel would be whatever would be 
necessary to keep him comfortable in any kind of weather that 
he was exposed to. k 

Mr. CANNON. That is commuted, is it not? 

Mr. HULL. Not necessarily. 

Mr. CANNON. But it can be. 

Mr. HULL. Not when a man is in active service, They only 
get 30 cents a aay as commutation of rations, as I recollect it now. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman if it is not true that 
during many, many years this very worthy man—because I have 
no doubt he is worthy—has been on duty here in Washington? 

Mr. HULL. The report does not state that. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to know. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; he has been on duty in Washington. 

wie CROWTHER. Thirty cents a day is the commutation of 
rations. 

Ge CANNON. For how many years has he been in Washing- 

n 

Mr. HULL. For one or two enlistments. He has been a valu- 
able man. I am not saying anything against him. 

Mr.CANNON. Iunderstand. He was so valuable, was he not, 
that he was on duty at the Surgeon-General’s Office? 

Mr. HULL. He was on duty in Washington. 

Mr. CANNON. IntheSurgeon-General’s Office in Washington? 

Mr. HULL. I will not undertake to answer that. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman know? 

Mr. HULL. He has been used wherever they have needed him, 
He has been detailed wherever he has been n: The question 
as to where he has been on duty has nothing to do with this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. It has something to do with it when it comes 
to the question of addressing itself to the discretion of the House 
whether a man shall have exceptional legislation, whether he has 
been on the frontier taking his chances with others not so favored 
in the service, or whether he has, through several enlistments, been 
on duty in Washington, detailed down here in the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral’s Office. I do not know that he has. I never heard of him 
until within the last ten minutes; but we are entitled to frank 
statements as to the facts here. 

Mr. HULL. I will say to my friend from Illinois that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio will give him all the information that he de- 
sires. My understanding is that he has been on duty in Washing- 
ton for several years. If that is of any importance whatever, it 
is a reason for an increase of his pay, because on the frontier he 
would have nothing like the expense which he would be under in 
Washington. So that, so far as that is concerned, the only effect 
of it would be that we ought to pass this bill in some shape to 
give him additional compensation. 

Mr. CANNON. Does my friend understand that it is consid- 
ered a hardship in the Army to be detailed for many, many years 
in Washington? 

Mr. HULL. If I only had a salary of thirty-seven or thirty- 
eight dollars a month I should consider it a great hardship to be 
detailed here in Washington. 

Mr. CANNON. After all, when the gentleman speaks of thirty- 
seven or thirty-eight dollars a month he has declined to give me 
the information as to what the allowances are. 

Mr. HULL. His allowance is one ration in kind, and fuel and 
the rent of one room. The commutation of rations, as I have 
stated, is 30 cents a day, 

Mr. CANNON. at is the fuel? 

Mr. HULL. Whatever it costs to buy fuel. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it not commuted? 

Mr. HULL. That I could not state. 

Mr. CANNON. And the rent is how much? 

Mr. HULL. Twelve dollars a month for one room. 

Mr. CANNON. So that the $37.88 per month wants to be in- 
orea about $26 a month? I did not suppose it amounted to so 
much. 

Mr. HULL. It is about $30 a month extra. 

Mr. CANNON. So that this $37.83 really means $67.88. And 
for the greater part of the time he was paid at the rate of $95 per 
month, until his pay was reduced a short time ago. 

Now, what I want to ask the gentleman is this: He has already 
stated his ition as to the policy of increasing the retired list of 
the Army. I want to suggest to the gentleman that if length of 
service should place a noncommissioned officer upon the retired 
list as a commissioned officer, it ought to be done by general law. 

Mr. HULL. That is a question before the committee, Mr. 


Chairman, 
Mr. CANNON. Well, will the gentleman give us, then, the 
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benefit of an amendment to this bill, making it include all hospital 
stewards of like service, on the one hand, or will he ascertain the 
facts as to the man's age and ascertain his expectancy by the 
Carlisle tables and give him a lump sum rather than make this 
provision? f 8 

Mr. HULL. I will answer the gentleman by stating that I will 
not make such an amendment to the bill, because I am rather of 
the opinion that I would op a measure of that kind if it were 
before the House. I wanted simply to rise here for the a of 
letting the House know what the bill was without intending to 
take a part in the debate for or against it. It is a subject that the 
committee has reported on, and only one case was before us. The 
man has had exceptional service; but to my mind it is a very se- 
rious question whether any man enlisted for a certain purpose, 
and who has received the pay that he was entitled to under that 
enlistment, should expect Congress to give additional pay, no mat- 
ter what his services may have been. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman investigated far enough to 
say that there is no hospital steward im the service who has had 
as meritorious service as this one? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes; I have investigated far enough to know 
that I believe this man stands alone for length of service and dis- 
tinguished service; but I do not know that that will be true. I 


think it is true to-day. 
; t is, he has had longer service than the 


Mr. CANNON. T 
others. 

Mr. HULL. He has had longer service, a pros deal longer, 
than any of the others. I think the Medical Department would 
have been glad to see one hospital steward provided for at a higher 
rate of compensation without making him an officer of the Army. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, now, if my friend will yield to me one 
moment; and then I think I will have stated what I desired to 
state, and I would rather not take time myself to do it. 

Mr. HULL. I yield tothe gentleman. Isuppose I have plenty 
of time. - 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me, this class of appli- 
cants, I will say to my friend, in the military service and in the 
civil service that abound in Washington has easy access to Con- 
gress. That bare fact enables somebody to put them in when the 
waters are troubled. Now, then, in giving relief to this class of 
cases, when you fail to provide for them except in only worthy 
cases, I submit to the gentleman that wisdom dictates that in giv- 
ing the relief we should not demoralize the service: and I submit 
to him that it is a demoralization of the service when, outside of 
general law, you place a man upon the retired list as a commis- 
sioned officer, the others, whether they are equally worthy or not, 
will feel that they are being discriminated against, Now, I far 
prefer making a general rule for all worthy hospital stewards to 

iving this relief, and if we give it, I would rather put it on the 
* ground of thirty years’ efficient service and give him a 
lump sum rather than to appoint him on the retired list by special 
or general act as a commissioned officer, when the man never did 
and never will perform a single day’s service in his life as a com- 
missioned officer. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ilinois stated 
that he wanted to ask me a question; but in place of that he has 
gone ahead, in his lucid way, to express his own ideas in regard 
to this matter. 

Mr. GAN NON. I want to know whether it meets my friend’s 
approval. 

N Ir. HULL. You did not even ask that. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. That was implied. There was an interroga- 
tion point at the end. 

Mr. HULL. I will say that this question of hospital stewards 
has been considered by some of us quite fully and an investiga- 
tion had to the extent of asking the Surgeon-General as to the 
necessity of giving hospital stewards rank and as to the difficulty 
of keeping that branch of the service up to the required efficiency. 
The Surgeon-General replied that they had no trouble in getting 
the best of service; that they had more applications than they had 
positions to fill, and that if was not necessary to give any addi- 
tional rank or additional pay for this branch of the service. The 
only question before the House, as I said in the beginning, is 
whether; in the case of a man serving thirty-five years, you shall 
single him ont and by act of Congress give him something that 
he did not originally look for, that he had no reason to look for, 
and for which he had no equitable claim. 

Mr. CANNON. Is the gentleman willing to give the commit- 
tee his wae upesi this question? 

(ie Fe 55 o; Jam not. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio 
. FENTON]. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. Chairman, I have but one word to say in 
regard to this bill. Now, the position of the gentleman from 
Illinois was that if we this bill, which is to retire a noncom- 
missioned officer ins of a commissioned officer, it will demoral- 
ize the service. Why not say when you have retired a second 
lieutenant as a first lieutenant that that will also be a demoral- 
ization, because it furnishes a precedent for a large class? 


Now, that this is a meritorious bill is well attested by the evi- 


dence referred to in the report, and it is not n for me to 
touch upon that subject. It is a meritorious bill, and in passing 
it you will give a slight recognition to a very large class of men 
over this country who served in the ranks of the Union Army, 
and, I might also say, of the army on the other side. They are 
entitled to recognition for special merit just as much as though 
they had worn stars. Itis the prerogative of this House to judge 
as to merit, and it has done so in the past. Why not do so now 
and recognize an enlisted man who has served thirty-five years 
and who has been recommended by the highest medical authority 
of this city and of the Army as an expert in his way. The case 
has been proven clearly before the committee, and I am sorry that 
the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
is not able to decide to-day exactly which side he is on in this 
matter. [Laughter.] 

Pass this bill and you will recognize not only a worthy man, but 
many thousands or even millions of worthy men who did not all 
have the honor to wear shoulder straps during the recent un- 
pleasantness. There are thousands, yea, millions of men in this 
country who left the college, the school, the workshop, the count- 
ing room, the farm, to enter the service of their country. They 
could not all be officers. There was not room for them all to be 
officers. But they did their duty in their several spheres. Many 
of them were wounded and stricken down upon the field before 
they had time or opportunity for promotion. I ask that this bill 
be passed. I did not intend to say a word upon it, but I have felt 
it my duty to a class of soldiers of whom Iam an humble repre- 
sentative—the men who served in the ranks. I ask for those men 
recognition at the handsof this House. It is just that they should 
have it, and I trust that this bill will receive the support of both 
sides of the House. I have nothing more to say. [Applause.] 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, of course I am 
aware that we in the minority are powerless, and that all the bills 
brought up this afternoon will be railroaded through regardless 
of what the special merit or demerit of any particular measure 
may be. Listening to the gentleman from Ohio, the exclamation 
occurred to me, . Oh, patriotism, how many crimes are committed 
in thy name!” This unworthy appeal on every occasion to the 
issues of the late civil war in order to pass some unmeritorious 


bill is something with which I have no sympathy. 
te WATSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No, sir; I am trying to talk 
now. In making that remark, Mr. Chairman, in connection with 
the measure that is now pending before the committee, I conceive 
that I do not transcend the limits of proper parliamentary dis- 
cussion, for I can safely say that few fits of so little merit are 
ever brought before this body for consideration. This bill has so 
little to be said for it that even the chairman of the committee 
which reports it feels bound to rise and apologize and state that 
he does not believe in the policy of this bili or in the policy of an 
bill such as this. What does this bill propose to do? Let me call 
the attention of the committee to the fact that the appointin 
power is vested by the Constitution in the President of the Unit 
States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate; and while 
it is true that Congress may vest in the President alone, or in any 
one of the Departments, the appointing power, still in reference 
to the appointment of officers in the Army or Navy it has always 
been held that the Presifient should appoint by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate. And yet, sir. in this bill the President 
alone is given the appointing power and the Senate is deprived of 
the conjoint executive power contained in its right tc confirm 
appointments made by the Chief Magistrate. That of itself is a 
somewhat suspicious provision of the bill. I for one do not be- 
lieve that it is constitutional in any bill to direct that the Presi- 


dent shall appoint a particular individual. 
Mr. FENTON. Does this bill direct the President? 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, it has always 
been held, and it has been the uniform construction by the Exec- 
utive Departments of this Government, that acts such as this are 
not merely directory, but that when they are passed by the Con- 
gress of the United States they become mandatory upon the Exec- 
utive; and the gentleman from Ohio knows very well that after 
this bill has once become a law it will be said that the President 
must appoint, because the Congress of the United States have 
declared that such is their wish as expressed in their legislation. 
by this bill you direct the President that he shall appoint Frank 

. Marshall—what? Not a second lieutenant of pharmacy, for 
which, he having been a hospital steward for many years, youmight 
have some show of logic or reason, but a second lieutenant of cav- 
alry. In the name of common sense, why should a hospital stew- 
ard be appointed a second lieutenant of cavalry? Is not the prop- 
osition ridiculous on its face? Are we willing to go on record as 
saying that we are in favor of appointing hospital stewards, after 
a certain number years of service, second lientenants of cavalry? 
Why not apponi them captains of artillery? Why not appoint 
them colonels of infantry? Why notappoint them captains in the 
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Navy? There would be just as much sense in appointing them to 
these offices as in appointing them second lieutenants of cavalry 
on the und that they have served a certain number of years, 


What relation is there between the functions of a hospital stew- 
ard and the duties of a second lieutenant of cavalry? Now, what 
is the object of this bill, Mr. Chairman? It is to give an individ- 


ual a gratuity, a pension, and I submit to the gentlemen in the 
omnipotent majority here that it is a wrong thing to do, that it is 
improper legislation, and that legislation of this kind will come 
home to plague them in the future. 

This man may be a very good man, but because he receives now 
$37.88 a month, is that any reason, I would ask, why we should in- 
crease it to $125 a month? Why, Mr. Chairman, there are thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of meritorious citizens in the United 
States of America to-day who do not receive even $37.88 a month, 
and have not received it during all of these thirty-five years that 
this man has been receiving his pay. Why not pension all of them? 
Why not give away more of the money of the people of the United 
States wrung from them by taxation? Are we to be guided by 
such logic as that simply because a member rises in his place on 
this floor and says this man has been meritorious and has rendered 
able and efficient services? Why, plenty of people do that. Is 
that a proper cause of legislation on our part to increase the sala- 
ries of men who do perform their duties? Shall we, under such 
circumstances, pass a bill in defiance of the words of the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs? Shall we pass this bill be- 
cause we are told that it would do no harm; because the man would 
* like to have the money; because a distinguished surgeon says he 
has done a service that was efficient? Is that any reason why we 
should give him $125 a month? 

Mr. FENTON. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No, sir; not at this time. 

I continue, Mr. Chairman, that because a distinguished gentle- 
man says he ought to have $125 a month, because he is a 
mechanist and has done good service, has taken good care of the 
instruments, that he has been a hospital steward, and has been in 
the service for thirty-five years—I repeat, is that any reason why 
we should make him a second liententant in the cavalry to wear 
the yellow stripes 5 shoulder araos and strut up and 
down with a sword? y not put him on the active list if he is 
so important to the service? It is a mere farce to put these people 
on the retired list and give that as an excuse for increasing their 
compensation. Such claims as this come up every day in the year. 

Do you want to extend the system of gratuities further than we 
have already extended it? Do you want further to extend the 
system of making presents of the money of the people? Are you 
ready to vote away their money in this manner without giving a 
chance, hardly, to hear the report read; without placing a copy of 
the bill in the hands of the minority or calling attention to the 
fact that you do intend to bring such bills before the House for 
consideration—a bill involving legislation that is condemned by 
your own leaders—and pass it against our remonstrances? 

I tell you, gentlemen, you cannot sustain that character of legis- 
lation. You may object as much as you please to the remarks 
that I am making, but the people of this country, when their at- 
tention is called to this matter, will speak to you in tones that 
you can not misunderstand, and tell you that they are not yet 

ed for this character of legislation. Stand up like men now, 
and even if this be fathered by oue of your omnipotent majority, 
for once vote it down and declare against this character of vicious 
and class legislation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, if one kind word on behalf 
of any man who ever served in the United States volunteer forces 
is a crime committed under the guise of patriotism, the gentleman 
from New York will never be convicted. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the tleman-—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, sir; I will not yield to you. I treat 
you as you have treated other people. [Laughter and applause on 
the Republican side.] My colleague, an inexperien man, in 
charge of this bill 2 FENTON], attempted to explain to the gen- 
tleman from New York its features and he brushed him out of his 
sight repeatedly. Therefore he can reply to me in his own time. 

. BARTLETT of New York. I will, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is no crime to pass this bill. My atten- 
tion was not attracted to it until the gentleman from New York 
assailed it. [Laughter.] It always makes a prima facie case 
stronger when he attacks a bill or op it. aughter.] 

This bill does not direct the President of the United States to 
put this man on the retired list. On the contrary, the legislative 
intent is manifested in the amendment reported by the committee. 
We amend the bill by refusing to direct, and simply confer on the 
President of the United States the authority. 

I do not believe that the President of the United States, either 
the present one or any other who may come in the future, will do 
injustice to the country by putting a man on the retired list under 
a mere authority conferred by law unless he finds him, upon in- 
Rous ee worthy, and that the case isa proper one to be so 

upon. 


Now, in this case the contention is simply this and no more. 
Here is a man who for more than thirty-five years, more than a 
. of the lifetime of the people of the world, has done 

uty, not the duty of the ordinary enlisted man, but has per- 
formed efficient duty for the Government. He has done duty of 
a high grade, and the commissioned officers in the line to which 
he belonged so testify. He is now old, broken down, and poor, 
no longer able to earn even the pittance he has been paid hereto- 
fore. And the whole question now that has brought out such 
attacks is the question whether the Government of the United 
States, having received these great services from this man through 
all of these years, now in his old age and poverty, is willing to give 
him this little pittance. That is all there is of it. 

_Such a case, probaly would never occur — in the legisla- 
tion of the country. ere are only a hundred of these men any- 
where on earth, young and old; and probably not one will ever 
again attain to any such age as this man has reached. He has 
been to serve through the great struggle of his country, 
e in 1861 and coming down to the present day. 

ow, isit worth while that we should reject this claim? Is it 
not, after all, for a man of the talent—the admitted talent—of the 
gentleman from New York, a rather unfortunate thing that he 
should deem it his duty to assail this poor, helpless man in this 
sort of way? I presume he would vote to give a pension to the 
widow of a major-general. I presume some of the votes that will 
be tast against this poor little bill would not be cast to repeal some 
of the $2,000 pensions that are now being paid to some of the 
widows of officers of the United States. I do not believe the gen- 
tleman from New York would. Why not do the fair thing then— 
even say it is a generous 5 do a generous thing? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. ill the gentleman allow me 
one question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; and I never will knock the gentleman 
out again while I live. I feel sorry for having done it. I was 
only pointing out to hi ow he treated my colleague. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire only a minute or two. 


Iam much indebted to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
for the compliment which he has paid mein admitting that Ihave 
some talent—— 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Misdirected talent. [Laughter. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. But I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio to the fact that I do not assail 
this individual, Frank M. Marshall. I never heard of him, thanks 
to the policy of the majority, until a few moments ago. I did not 
even know that there was such a bill before this House. I did not 
know that there was a measure for the relief of Frank M. Mar- 
shall on the Private Calendar. We net to keep pretty well posted; 
but with all the matters of legislation here it is impossible for any- 
one to be familiar with every bill upon the Private Calendar. Now, 
my remarks were made with no reference to the individual. I 
have not a word to say against him; but what I have denounced 
and what I do object to is the pernicious character of legislation 
such as this. I believe that it is wrong in the mode and manner 
of its consideration. If you want to give a gratuity to Frank M. 
Marshall, then vote it to him. Give him 8125 a month. If in the 
judgment of the majority here, with all their talk about a de- 
pleted 5 all their talk about appropriations, mey 
desire to give M. Marshall $125 a month in proper form, 
am not certain that I should not vote for such a bill; but I do object 
to bills of this character, bills which place—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to a question of order. I thought I 
would not do it, but the gentleman has occupied so much time 
that I will. Paragraph 6 of Rule XIV provides that no member 
shall speak more t once on the same question without leave of 
the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order that the gentle- 
man from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] is wrong. The gentle- 
man eos cee York [Mr. BARTLETT] is asking me a question. 

ughter. 
C the CHAIRMAN. He is speaking in the time of the gentleman 

om 0. 

Mr. PICKLER. The 1 from Ohio had no time to yield. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. have not yielded the floor. I only sat 
down to rest, knowing the habit of the gentleman from New 
York, and that I should have time to rest while he was framing 
his question. Bs ve 

Mr. PICKLER. t is simply an evasion of the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will overrule the point. The 
gentleman from New York pir BARTLETT) will proceed. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Ihad intended to conclude my 
remarks and should have finished in a moment or two had it not 
been for the point of order made by the gentleman from South 
Dakota. Now, I admit—I will concede for this side of the House— 
that we have no rights, that we ought to be absolutely silent when 
any bill comes up reported from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
Mr. PICKLER. You never support any bills for soldiers. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It may be that the gentleman 
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from South Dakota thinks that I ought to make the same conces- 
sion in reference to bills coming from the Committee on Military 
Affairs; and it would have been indeed the height of temerity on 
my part to have ventured to object to ana poni of order made by 
the gentleman from South Dakota if it had been an invalid pen- 
sion bill; but I hope, in view of the fact thatit came from another 
committee, that he will overlook my offense, that he will pardon 
me for having interfered for a few moments with his desire to 
railroad these bills through, and force them through the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the most sensible of anything you have 


said to-day. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to answer the question of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT]. [Laughter.] 

I think no one on this side desires that that side shall always 
keep still. I do think that some of us would be greatly obliged to 
the gentleman from New York if he would sometimes keep still. 
{Laughter.] That is as far as I would go along that line. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. I have not answered the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from New York yet, but it is all right. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I got the impression from the gentle- 
man’s remarks that this bill gives general authority to the Presi- 
dent, when he may see fit, to retire hospital stewards as second 
lieutenants. Is that correct? , 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, not at all. It simply gives him the 
power in this one particular case. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. It stops there? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; and this is an extraordinary case. 
Everybody must admit that. There is only this one case, and I 
do not care whether you put it in the form of a gratuity or what 
you do. It is a great Government which has taken thirty-five 
years of this man’s life in a grade of service outside of the ordinary 
service of an enlisted man. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BARTLETT] certainly knows that a hospital steward is not an ordi- 
nary enlisted man. Hehas tobe aneducatedman. In these days 
of peace he has to be a man of extraordinary education, and by 
the statement of Dr. O'Reilly, whose word nobody will dispute 
and whose judgment as a medical man nobody success: 
criticise, it appears that he is a man of unusualeducation. Now, 
here is a special case of this character. That is all there is to be 
said about it. I never heard of Frank Marshall before, either. 
Istand equal with the gentleman from New York. And Iimagine 
Frank Marshall never heard of the gentleman from Ohio—that is, 
myself. I suppose he has heard of the gentleman from New York 
(Mi. BARTLETT]. [rogni] 

Mr. CANNON. . Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. General debate has not been closed, and 
I make the point of order that it is not in order to offer an amend- 
ment at this time. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I would be glad to be recognized for a 
single sentence or two. I am on all fours with the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. I never heard of Mr. Marshall un- 
til the last hour. Ihave nothing but the most kindly feelin 
toward him, having heard. He seems to have done long an 
honorable service for the Government. No doubt he deserves 
well of his country. Having said that much, I can not be suc- 
cessfully accused, and I think nobody will try to accuse me, of 
antagonism to this bill from any standpoint except—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make the point of order that it is im- 

ible for us to hear the gentleman on account of the noise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). Except from the standpoint of a 
proper policy. Our Government does not, except touching certain 
specified officers who represent the armed force of the Govern- 
ment—the Army and the Navy—give pensions or gratuities after 
the service ceases. 

Mr. SPALDING. And the judiciary. 

Mr. CANNON. And the judiciary, as the gentleman says. It 
is our boast that we have no civil pension list. Now, then, other 
55 pursue, so far as this retired pay is concerned, per- 

I was going to say, a more liberal policy than we do; but 
that would not be true. They have a civil pension list, and we 
have it not, substantially. But we have so far as retired pay of 
army and navy officers or of enlisted men is concerned. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States pays more than any other govern- 
ment on earth. I do not think it pays too much. When a com- 
missioned officer goes upon the retired list he goes on at three- 
fourths pay. If an enli man goes upon the retired list with 
a length of service like unto that this man has had, or a much 


less length of service, he gets three-fourths pay; and if this hospital 
steward goes out of service, why he goes out with payment, as I 
have computed, of $57 a month as long as he lives. ow, then, so 


with every other hospital steward of considerable service. Iknow 
it is a hard thing to stand up and oppose the granting of consid- 
erable pay to anybody who has performed honorable service. It 
is so m 


easier to be courteous and do justice, as it is claimed, 
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than to deny it. We are sometimes swept off our feet. That is 
all I want to say about that matter. 

Now, if he goes on the retired list as second lieutenant of cav- 
alry his pay is $122a month. Thatisall. If he goes out of the 
Government service asa hospital steward his pay as long as he 
lives is $57 a month. 

Mr. HULL. It is three-fourths of $122 a month he would get. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; he would get three-fourths of $122. He 
would now get $57a month. Now, what kind of a position does 
that place us in? A man serves the Government actively for thirty- 
three years and when he retires you give him twice as much as he 
was getting while in the service! Well, that is a funny kind of 
precedent, is it not? It is * Now, then, when general de- 
bate shall have been exhausted I mean to offer this amendment 
to this bill in the best of faith, because if it is to be enacted we 
should make it general. Amend by adding at the end of the bill: 


And it ts further enacted, That hereafter any hospital steward who has 
served as such in the Army for thirty-three years may be appointed on the 
retired list as second lieutenant of cavalry. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwill make the point of order on that, 
that it is not in order. 

Mr. CANNON. How is that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will make the point of order against that 
amendment. 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman can not offer as an amendment 
@ provision which would be general on a private bill. 

. CANNON. I think so; and I think, considering the num- 
ber of hospital stewards who have had thirty-three years of hon- 
orable service in the Army, I am quite sure that my kind and 
just friend from Ohio will not make any technical point of order 
against this act of justice tothat class. I know his heart would 
not permit him to do it; and I only want to do complete justice. 

Now, whether that is politic or impolitic, it is right, and it is 
wrong to make this precedent from a standpoint of public policy. 

is man pore out of employ in that class and gets $57 after he 
goes out of the service of the Government until he dies, and the 
only question is whether he shall get double that amount, sub- 
stantially, 5 legislation. 

Mr. RIC DSO N. Mr. Chairman, after what the gentleman 
from Illinois has so well said as to why this bill should not pass, 
it is hardly necessary to say anything. I am opposed to it not 
only for the reason which the gentleman from Ilinois has so well 
stated, but I am opposed to it on principle. Now, I understand 
that the chairman of the committee himself, in his opening re- 
marks upon this bill, apologized to the committee for its appear- 
ance here. There never was anything like it, it seems to me, Mr. 
Chairman, in all legislation in this House. An effort is made to 
place a hospital steward upon the retired list as a lieutenant of 


cavalry. 

Now, I can not understand why he should have picked ont this 
position or why he should have selected the position of lieutenant 
of cavalry. He could have been made a lieutenant of infantry 
or a lieutenant of artillery. I suppose that for some special reason 
they selected the position of lieutenant of cavalry and assigned 
him to a position on the retired list as lieutenant of cavalry. I 
suppose the object is that he may join that famous band which, 
it is said, was commanded by Captain Jinks, if I remember the 
name correctly, who commanded the Horse Marines.” He wants 
to be in a position to feed his horse in a manner similar to that 
which the followers of Canten Jinks used. I can not see, Mr. 
Chairman, why this man should be put into the cavalry service 
on the retired list. ` 

Mr. CONNOLLY. A cavalry lieutenant gets more pay than a 
lieutenant of infantry. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; but if you wish to increase his pay 
you might make him a lieutenant in the artillery service on the re- 
tired list, and then I think he would receive still more. Whether 
that is so or not, I understand that as a lieutenant of cavalry he 
receives more than he would receive as a lieutenant of infantry, 
and I suppose that is the reason for putting him in the cavalry. 
Iam opposed to increasing the retired list, unless it may be in a 
few camp bass cases. But, apart from that, why should you take 
a man who, so far as I see, never did a day’s service in the Army? 

Mr. HULICK. You are mistaken. 

Mr. PARKER. He served two years. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ah, as hospital steward; but,from my 
own observation during more than four years’ service in the war, 
the duties of the hospital stewards were not very dangerous. 
They did not carry guns; they did not perform any duty where 
there was danger at the front. This man has had a pleasant 

ition ever since the war, but even if he had not, no reason has 
assigned why we should take men who have served as hospi- 

tal stewards, even after thirty-three years of service, as suggested 
in the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], 
and place them on the retired list as cavalry officers. The 
Surgeon-General of the Army, Dr. Sternberg, is brought here te 
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testify in behalf of this man, and he says this is a very dangerous 
precedent. He says: 
I should be glad to see him retired with the rank of a second lieutenant of 


this act is the tact that it vil tarnish 3 * 2 
from other worthy men who have had long service as hospital stewards. 

But again, why fix the period of service at thirty-three years? 
FF after thirty years of service as hospital 
steward? Why not do it after twenty-five years of service?—for 
that is a long time. What is proposed here is to take a man whom 
you have worked during the prime of his life, when, doubtless, he 
rendered efficient service, when, by reason of his years, his ex- 
perience, and possibly his special fitness, he was enabled to do good 
work, and then, after thirty-three years of service, to retire him, 
not by the usual method or on the usual basis of retirement, but 
with almost double the pay that he received in the days of his 
efficiency. Ordinarily the object of putting a man on the retired 
list is that an old war horse may not be displaced entirely or left 
without means of support. The country, in recognition of his 

st service, permits him to be put on the retired list, which keeps 
fim still in an honorable position, but always carries a reduction 
of his pay. His rank is not reduced, but his compensation is. 
Here the proposition is to pursue the opposite course, to retire this 
man as an Officer of cavalry and to nearly double his pay. A 
further object of the retired list is to give honorable recognition 
for past services rendered in the conflicts of war; but how long 
will that list be regarded as an honorable one if hospital stewards 
are to be placed upon it and their pay increased far beyond that 
they earned when in the prime of their life and efficiency? 

Mow. Mr. Chairman, that is the kind of a bill that we have 
here presented to this committee. I sought to have bills consid- 
ered here to-day that had merit in them 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Will the gentleman permit a suggestion? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I feel very sure that the gentleman would 
not state as a fact that which is not a fact. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Icertainly would not, and if I have made 
any such misstatement I shall be to have it corrected. 

. GROSVENOR. The records of the War Department show 
that this soldier was enrolled on the 18th of May, 1861, was mus- 
tered in on the 23d of May, 1861, in Company C, Fourteenth New 
York State Militia, which subsequently was the Eighty-fourth 
New York Infantry, and was disc on March 13, 1863, two 
years and a half later, for the purpose of enabling him to enlist 
as a hospital steward. Now, if my memory serves me, that regi- 
ment, and that soldier as a member of it, had a splendid oppor- 
tunity to see some of the bloodiest events of the war during the 

iod of his service while he was a fighting, marching soldier in 


line. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam much obliged to the gentleman for 
cal my attention to the record. Perhaps I was inaccurate 
when Is that this man had not seen service at the front. 
If that regiment did go to the front and serve there, as the gentle- 
man from Ohio seems to say it did, then I was inaccurate and I 
withdraw that part of my statement. But at the end of two years 
and a half this man sought a better position. I do not object to 
that. Weall dothat. It is a very desirable thing to get out of 
the ranks, to get rid of carrying a gun and facing the muskets of 
the enemy, and to march into the position of hospital steward. 
But let me ask the gentleman from Ohio whether he does not 
think that this man would have been doing much better and 
higher service for his country if he had continued as a soldier car- 
rying his gun at the front? 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I will yield to the gentleman later. Let 
me ask him a further question. Suppose this man had done that 
and had gone 3 the entire war rendering his services as a 

ivate soldier, which I think would have been much more meri- 
baou than the service of a hospital steward—at least, it would 
have been more dangerous—in that case would the gentleman 
from Ohio be in favor of setting the precedent of making that 
man a lieutenant of cavalry on the retired list and increasing his 
pay? I hardly think my friend from Ohio would be in favor of 


such a pr tion. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like, asa member of 
the committee reporting this bill, to have a few minutes before 
the Committee of the ole rises. ; 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I think that if the gentle- 
man from Tennessee will refresh his memory by looking back 
over a third of a century he will remember that it was very diffi- 
cult sometimes to get hospital stewards, and that men were se- 
lected and often compelled to take that class of service because 
they were competent to do it, and in that way were cut off from 
the opportunity of promotion, and yet were doing work not only 
as TAA but in a great many instances as dangerous as any 
other service in the Army. Take asan illustration of the dangers 
attending this hospital service the battle of Chickamauga, for in- 


stance. Would the tleman like to have been there on the 20th 
day of September, 1863, when the service was fired upon and many 
of the men wounded, killed, or taken prisoners? : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; I do not want any more of it. Iam 
well satisfied with my experience and do not want to go through 
the same thing again. 

Mr. PARKER. Will Sio ery give me five minutes? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I close in a minute or two and the 
gentleman can take the floor in his own right. 

In further answer to the gentleman from Ohio. He says, as I 
understand it, that the Government was glad to get hospital 
stewards at that time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know how that may be; but I can 
understand how there we have been very little difficulty in se- 
curing such service. Indeed, I can not see where the difficulty 
comes in. They did, no doubt, many of them, render excellent 
service; and this man, the beneficiary of this bill, the gentleman 
tells us, and as the report shows, was employed in this work for 
more than thirty years. Now, if he deserves more pay as a hos- 
pital steward for the efficient services he rendered, then bring in. 
a bill and give it to him. If by reason of his long services he 
earned more than the pay of a hospital steward, let him have it. 
Dr. OReilly, an eminent man, a surgeon in the United States 
Army, makes a recommendation in this case thatis worthy of con- 
sideration. As I understand it, he opposes the placing of thisman 
on the retired list at any rate of compensation. His letter sug- 
pa a different remedy to be applied in this case. Here is the 

etter; it is appended as a part of the report: 

I therefore submit to you the riety of recommendin i 
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ral 8 . 
— — the canes operative from the date of tus — of th M. 

Isubmit, Mr. Chairman, it will be, it seems to me, a little bet- 
ter to adopt this course to do this if you want to give the man an 
increase of 8 as a precedent, better if you want to 
preserve intact honor of the retired list than that you should 
fill it up with men who have never seen any cavalry service or 
any service, as you propose to do here. I think that statement 
that he never saw cavalry service is true. Of course I do not know 
the facts; but yet you propose to place this man on the retired list 
as a commissioned officer. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I hope we will now have a vote 
on this bill. 

Mr. PARKER. I will not detain the committee five minutes. 
I was on the subcommittee that considered the bill and recom- 
mended its consideration here, and I do not propose to sit silent 
and allow the statements which have been e to go uncorrected, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from South ta has been 
recognized. Does he yield the floor? 

Mr. PICKLER. How much time does the gentleman wish? 

Mr. PARKER. Only five minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. That will take us beyond the time when the 
committee must rise. I will yield to the gentleman three minutes. 

Mr. MCRAE. The general debate is not closed. The gentle- 
man can take the floor in his own right. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I am on the committee which 
presented this bill, and was also on the subcommittee that re- 
ported it. I have heard the bill called ridiculous. Even my 
friend the chairman of the committee on which I serve (who has 
not seen this man) declares that in his judgment it is the estab- 
lishment of a bad precedent. If the facts can be placed before us 
I think we may not concur with this view, but will recognize 
that it may be a special case, an exception, both as to the man and 
the circumstances. The man is a brother of Marshall, the artist, 
a man fitted to associate with officers and gentlemen anywhere, 
by his manners and evident intelligence and reading, as well as 
by his long and efficient services to his country and scientific 
knowledge and skill. I repeat, it is a special case and not a prece- 
dent. Why? Because there is no chance for promotion in this 
corps. If this man had remained in the line as a private in the 
Army he would, without doubt, have been commissioned as an 


officer long ago. 

Mr. MILES. Why did not he? 

Mr. PARKER. use he did his duty to his country in the 
hour of his country’s need, in the staff, in the field, wherein he was 
most useful, in the way that he was best educated to perform that 


duty. 

Mr. Chairman, if he had remained in the line he would long ago 
have won a commission through good service and in the course of 
the ordinary examinations. We promote officersfrom the ranks by 
eneral law, making them first corporals, then sergeants, and then 
eutenants. There is no man who served in the war, certainly 
who served with the skill of this man, who would not long ago 
have won his promotion and commission as an officer if he had 
continued in line. But his service was needed in other fields. 
It was a service of equal importance with any other rendered by 
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our soldiers. He had knowledge and experience in the duties of 
the position which he assumed, and which he has filled so long 
and so ably. Any man With the intelligence and ability of this 
man who served in and since the war could have won a commis- 
sion for himself. Unfortunately this branch of the service to 
which he was confined afforded no opportunities for 5 
No man can become a doctor unless he has gone thro the vari- 
ous courses and the medical college training required to attain 
that position. It requires many years of outside study, training, 
and practice to obtain a commission as a surgeon. The avenues 
of promotion are closed in this Hospital Corps, in which it seems 
that this man stands alone, and in Which he has served thirty-five 
ears. 

7 There are in that corps only 100 in all, and the question is raised 
here whether, under all of the circumstances, this man should be 
made an officer. The corps is so small that a general law seems 
inapplicable. ) 

Mr. Chairman, the subcommittee considered this matter with 
care. I deprecate special laws as much as anyone. But we con- 
sidered that in this case it was our duty to ask the House to deter- 
mine whether or not it should extend to a member of this branch 
of the service, in a special case of so much merit, for skill and de- 
votion, the promotion that he so justly deserves, and whether we 
should make him an officer. There is no general law to apply to 
the case. This committee may take into consideration t he 
would probably have been an officer if he had remained in the 
line, peat this House only can do justice, if this measure be just. 

Now, that is all I have to say. I have said it hurriedly in the 
few moments allotted tome. I trust that I have fairly stated the 
reasons that influenced the committee; and whether the bill be in 
the best form or not, whether it should be general or special, 
whether the House on the whole 5 it or not, I do not think 
that there is justice in abusing the Committee on Military Affairs 
for bringing in a bad bill, or one that does not deserve the full 
and fair and careful consideration of the House. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. CANNON. I desire to offer 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I submit that general 
debate has not been closed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. A 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee rise and report the 
several bills as amended with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That motion is not necessary. It has 
already been ordered on two bills. 

The motion of Mr. HEPBURN was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HorkNs, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House, reported that the committee had had under consid- 
eration sundry bills; that they had directed him to report the bill 
H. R. 951 without amendments and with a favorable recommenda- 
tion; the bill H. R. 3139 with amendments and with a favorable 
recommendation, and that they had had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 4510 and had come to no resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3139) — 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move that when the House adjourn to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Pos ARNON: I guess we had better have a division, Mr, 
jpeaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 123, noes 25. 

. Mr. CANNON. I demand tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Tellers were refused, 15 members, not a sufficient number, ris- 
sg Po support of the demand. 

. CANNON. By the bye, Mr. S. er, on mature thought 
about the matter, it seems to me that it would be quite proper for 
me to demand the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were refused, not a sufficient number rising 
in support of the demand. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker 
Pe pom HEPBURN, I raise the point of order that debate is not 

order. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, the gentleman can raise the point of 
order, and still I sup 
The SPEAKER. 

Illinois rise? 

Mr. CANNON. I think there was not a quorum in the House 
when we agreed to adjourn over. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to make that point. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think it is 5 o'clock. 
[Langhter.] 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it, and the House will now take 
a recess until 8 o'clock. At half past 10, by vote of the House, it 


or what purpose does the gentleman from 


will adjourn until Monday at 12 o'clock. The gentleman from 
. [Mr. Horkixs] will please perform the duties of the Chair 
evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) re- 
sumed its session, with Mr. Hopxtns in the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the rule 
under which the House is in session this evening. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


2, The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock pi m. take a recess until 8 
o'clock, at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal 
of political disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be 
considered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 


minutes. 
SETH PORTER CHURCH. 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Calendar of Unfinished Business the bill (H. R. 3292) 
granting an honorable discharge to Seth Porter Church, alias Sam- 
uel Church. It has passed the Committee of the Whole without 
objection. I ask unanimous consent for its consideration at this 


e. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
2 5 from Michigan for the present consideration of 
ẹ bill? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to grant an honorable discharge to Seth Porter Church, 
alias Samuel Church, from Battery I, Second United States Artillery, to date 
August 29, 1848. 

The following amendment, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole, was agreed to: 

Insert at the end of the bill the following: 

“ Provided, That the passage of this act shall not entitle such soldier to 
any pay or allowances prior to the date of such discharge.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole for the consideration of 
business on the Private Calendar under the special order. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. On 
what part of the Calendar will the committee begin as soon as the 
House goes into Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. PICKLER. Calendar No. 127, the bill (S. 249) for the relief 


of Charles E. Jones. 
Senate bill 249 is the first bill to 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
be considered. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. PICKLER; and the 
Speaker pro 5 7 5 announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division, not for the 
purpose of making the point of no quorum, but just to see how 
many of us are here to-night. 

The House divided, er there were—ayes 58, noes none, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the first bill. = 

CHARLES E, JONES. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 249) 
granting a pension to Charles E. Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
ath bake pees, S the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


. J late photog- 

N de N Cavalry Volanteers, sali pension 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this bill was discussed and the 
report read the other evening, and I think we ought to be able to 
dispose of it without reading the report. I think it is well under- 
stood by the committee. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it will hurt to 
have the report read again. 

Sre ENAN: Unanimous consent is asked that the report 
may be read. 
ee ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have it read in my 

e. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report (by Mr. KIRKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
month to Charles E. Jones, late p 


h th th ania Voli r Ca „for consideration 
pher of e ven Vi Volunteer ©. 
r in 


w. e Senate January 21.1 grant- 
ing a pension of $30 per month to the said Charles 6 
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examined and considered the facts and circumstances in evidence in this case, 
8 attach hereto the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions 
and adopt it as their report in this case, and adopt Senate bill 249 as a substi- 
tute for House bill 909, and earnestly recommend that the same do pass. 
[Senate Report No. 21. Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 210) granting 
a pension to C. E. Jones, have examined the same, and report: 
bill passed the Senate during the Fifty-third Congress. 
Claimant was not an enlisted man, and hence not pensionable under the 
ganr law. He was employed as a photographer, and in that ca ty ren- 
ered valuable service to the Union cause. Not only did he faithfully per- 
form his duties as a photographer, but the evidences clearly shows that he 
performed actual tary service, and that while thus engaged he received 
a ot wound which has resulted in almost total blindness. 5 
ere seems to be no question as to the incurrence of the disability, the 
affidavit of Capt. R. B. Ward, herewith 1 beiu e e on that 
Many other affidavits are on file which tend to confirm Captain Ward's 
statement. Had claimant been an enlisted man there can be no reasonable 
doubt of his right to pension, and having performed actual military service, 
and being wounded while thus engaged, the duty of Congress to come to his 
relief is ciear and imperative. 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


AFFIDAVIT OF CAPT. R. B. WARD, 
STATE OF MISSOURI, County of Jackson, ss: 
In the matter of Charles E. Jones, claimant. 

On this 5th day of September, A. D. 1890, personally appeared before me, a 
notary public in and for said county, duly authorized to administer oaths, 
Robert B. Ward, age 61 years, a resident of Kansas City, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Missouri, whose post-office address is Kansas City, Mo., 
well known to me to be reputable and entitled to credit, and who, being duly 
sworn, declared in relation to aforesaid case as follows: 

“I have known above claimant, Charles E. Jones, since the spring of 1882, 
when he came to and joined the Eleventh Pennsylvania Cavalry as photog 
rapher, I being captain of Company D of said regiment. Said claimant was 
not an enlis man, but I know of him being in several engagements under 
military orders. and in April. 1863, I know of my personal knowledge that the 
said Charles E. Jones was ordered to take photographic view of Longstreet's 
fortifications at the siege of Suffolk, in the State of Virginia, and while per- 
forming his duty, acting under orders of Gen. Jobn Peck, commanding officer, 
said claimant, Charles E. Jones, received gunshot wound from Longstreet's 

shooters in the small of back, across the spine, which affected his eye- 
sight and has caused blindness of both eyes to such an extent that said claim- 
ant has to be accompanied with a guide at all times to walk around, rendering 
him as good as totally blind. è 
“R. B. WARD.” 
of September, 1899. 
DGERS, Notary Public. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 5th da; 
[SEAL] ROBERT S. 


AFFIDAVIT OF W. D. HOOVER, M. D. 

STATE OF Kansas, County of Miami, ss: 

In the matter of appeal for pension through special act of Congress b 
Charles E. Jones, regimental photographer, Eleventh Regiment , een — 
vania Cav Volunteers. 

On this 29th day of October, A. D. 1894, personally opposet before me, a 
notary public inand for the said country, duly author: toadminister oaths, 
W. D. Hoover, aged 60 years, a resident of Paola e in the county of Miami 
and State of Kansas, well known to me to be reputable and entitled to credit, 
and who, being duly affirmed, declares in relation to aforesaid case as follows: 

“That I have been acquainted with the said Charles E.Jones since 1867, 
when he first came to Paola, Kans., and that his eyes were diseased then, and 
that they continued to grow worse until he became totally blind, or nearly 
so. He can just barely grope his way with the use of his cane. He received 
a gunshot wound across the small of his back while in the line of duty in the 
Army during the late war. The ball dacross the back just over thesec- 
ond Inmbar vertebra, and has left a scar over one-half an inch across and more 
than an inch in length. It is a wonder it did not cause perp ia. His eyes 
became affected before he recovered from the wound in the „and [am of 
the opinion, taking the prostrated condition of his system, especially the 
nervous system, into consideration, if the wound in the back was not a pri- 
mary cause of the disease of the eye itcertainly was a secondary cause, Said 
Jones has been a good citizen ae aE residence here. 

The above is from my personal observation of the case, and is written by 


myself.“ 
ce address is Paola, Kans., and further declares that he has no 
interest in said case, and is not concerned in its prosecution. 
g 


W. D. HOOVER, M. D. 
STATE OF KANSAS, County of Miami, ss; 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, 
and I certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant, including the words 
erased and the words added, and acquainted him with its contents before he 
executed the same. I further certify that I am in no wise interested in said 
case, nor am I concerned in the prosecution; and that said affiant is person- 
all own to me, and that he is a credible person. 

U. 8.1 WARD J. CARPENTER, 

Notary Public. 

(My term expires March 27, 1895.) 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman. 


nized—— 
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. If the gentleman will allow me just a 
moment, I desire 
The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
ield? 
Te ERDMAN. Not just yet. There is plenty of time yet. 
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. You can make your speech on the next 
bill. Isimply desire to ask 
Mr. ERDMAN. I have not yielded the floor to the gentleman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is en- 
titled to the floor. 
Pos KIRKPATRICK. Isimply desire to make a request that 
is go over. 
Mn ERDMAN I thought I recognized this as an old friend of 
the Fifty-third Congress. I happen to have been a member of the 
same committee in that Congress. The gentleman from Indiana, 


I thought I was recog- 


Mr. Martin, was its chairman. This bill was considered by the 
same committee; and I now send up to the desk, for the Clerk to 
read, the report of that committee of the Fifty-third Congress, so 
that the House may have the two reports aud be able to contrast 
the views of that Congress with those of this Congress on this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The report (by Mr. Martin of Indiana) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S.2351) to 
pension Charles E. Jones, and submit the following report: 

“This bill y the Senate January 21, 1805, and fixes the rate of pension 
at $20 per month. 


The petitioner, Charles E. Jones, was not a soldier. He was a civilian, 
who accompanied the Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry as a photog- 
rapher. It is shown by the evidence that on one occasion, while taking a 
photograph of Longstreet’s fortifications, under orders of Gen. John Peck, he 
received a gunshot wound across the small of the back from one of Long- 
street's sharpshooters. 

“The petitioner has since become almost totally blind. and it is claimed 
that this is aresult of the wound referred to, but it is not shown to the satis- 
onon of the committee that the present condition is chargeable to said 
wound. : 

“The policy of the committee has been well defined in cases of this kind, 
namely, to report bills to pension civil employees and nonenlisted men only 
for wounds or injuries received in battle. 

It does not 5 that this man was wounded in battle, but the testimony 
does show that he was acting under orders and received the wound at the 
hands of the enemy. Your committee therefore favor pensioning him for 
this gunshot wound and its direct results only, and therefore recommend 
that the bill do after being amended as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘of $3) per month, in line 8, and insert in lieu thereof 
the words ‘proportionate to the degree of bility from gunshot wound of 
the back and results.“ 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, the policy of this Congress and 
of this committee is to pension anyone who can get a member to 
present a bill and demand it, provided it is backed by a few peti- 
tions, by a Senatorial request or some other request made upon 
him. The policy of the Fifty-third Congress, as announced in 
that report by Mr. Martin, had an entirely different end in view, 
as shown by what is contained in that report. I now make the 
same motion that was made by Mr. Martin in the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, namely, strike out the words ‘‘of thirty dollars per month” 
and insert the following in line 8: Proportionate to the degree 
of disability from gunshot wound of the back and results.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. ERDMAN. This amendment I will send up in a minute. 
This will put him on an equality with other soldiers, with soldiers 
who haye fought, not as an amateur photographer, probably a 
camp follower, who had a slight wound in the back and who is 
now sought to be pensioned for blindness, which never in the 
world resulted from that wound. The policy of the Fifty-third 
Congress was to establish equality as near as possible. The policy 
of this Congress seems to be to establish favoritism. I therefore 
send up the amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 8, strike out the words “ of thirty dollars per month” and insert the 
following: Proportionate to the degree of disability from gunshot wound 
of the back and results.” 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania if this amendment should be adopted will he 
then cease filibustering and vote for the bill? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I will say to the gentleman that I have never 
yet filibustered. [Cries of Oh!“ on the Republican side.] 

The CHATR The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have not finished on that 
subject. I have announced heretofore, as I announce here to- 
night, that I ain in favor of scrutinizing and examining and pass- 
ing bills with merit; but I am not in favor of demoralizing the 
whole country with the spectacle that we have been making here 
with favoritism. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. If this amendment should be adopted, 
what rate of pension do you understand this soldier would receive? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Just the same rate as any other soldier with 
the same character of wound would receive. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Do you understand, if this bill should 
pass with the amendment you propose, that the soldier would re- 
ceive anything? 

Mr. ERDMAN. If any other soldier in his place would receive 
anythinghewould. The fact that he was a photographer,acivilian 
employes. should notraise him above the honest soldier who served 
an: sone for his country. 

Mr. PEARSON. Why, he took the breastworks with his camera! 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I am speaking of this case. Do you not 
understand that if this bill should pass with the amendment you 
props this man would not receive any pension at all? 

. ERDMAN. I think he would if he hasa ratable disability, 
and if he does not have a ratable disability from that wound he is 
not entitled to it, no more than any other civilian employee is en- 
titled to it. 

Now, I am in favor of examining and acting in a judicial way 
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upon such bills and of passing those that have merit, but I am in 
favor also of exhibiting sufficient manhood to say to our constitu- 
ents and to the country when bills are bad that they are bad, with- 
out being troubled by the opinions of the few people who may take 
offense. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, I trust that this amendment will 
be voted down. It would simply send this soldier into the Pen- 
sion Bureau for such magnanimous and generous treatment as he 
might expect there under existing circumstances, with no general 
law behind him. This bill passed both branches of Congress once 
and failed of signature only because the President had not time 
to sign it. It has passed the Senate and now awaits only the action 
of the House, and I trust the amendment will be voted down. 
[Cries of“ Vote!” “ Vote!” 

Mr.CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I have sat here every Friday 
night since the beginning of this Congress and never raised one 
word of objection to the many, to me, objectionable bills that 
have been presented here and have passed this committee. Now, 
I think it is time—for I owe it to myself, and I owe it to the thou- 
sands of soldiers all over this country who are without pensions 
and suffering from the need of them—I think it is time to call a 
halt and see what we are doing, when, with the hundreds of sol- 
diers’ bills that are pending before this Congress, we are relegut- 
ing them to the rear and bringing the photographers forward first 
and undertaking to provide pensions for them. Isay,sir, that this 
is an insult to the thousands of soldiers in this country who are 
still unprovided with pensions and are to-day suffering for the 
necessaries of life because of disabilities incurred by them in their 
service to the country. 

The beneficiary of this bill has been spoken of here as a civilian 
employee. He was no such thing. There were no such civilian 
employees as photographers; at least there were none in the army 
in which I served in the West. If Pennsylvania and the troops 
of the East were furnished with photographers to their regiments, 
it is something that we in the West never knew of. I often heard 
of the soft bread and the e collars of the aray of the Poto- 
mac, but I never heard of their having photo; p ers until this 
bill was presented to this House. Canesten i et me add that 
when some of the Army of the Potomac, a corps or two, came 
West and joined hands with the men of the West, and when we 
saw them charge up the face of Lookout Mountain under old Joe 
Hooker, we never after that laughed at the paper collars and the 
soft bread of the Army of the Potomac. |Applause.] Westruck 
hands with them as worthy comrades; but they brought no pho- 
N with them. [Laughter.] 

Yow, sir, I say that this bill is not a fair appeal to those of us 
who were inthe Army. It comes here under the guise of peonon 
ing a civilian employee in the Army, and I can not understand 
what it is that influences the Committee on Invalid Pensions of 
this House to hold back and keep in the rear the bills for the pen- 
sioning of actual, sure-enough soldiers—men who carried sword 
and musket. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I demand that the gentleman's 
words be taken down. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Allright. Take them down. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I protest. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. This may be treason to the administration 
of the Invalid Pensions Committee, but if it is it is time that 
somebody on our side became a traitor. pee 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the demand, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
man from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. r. Chairman, I say I can not understand 
what it is that actuates this Committee on Invalid Pensions to 
neglect the bills that are pending before them for sure-enough 
soldiers, men who carried sword and musket and stood in the 
forefront for years, but who can not bring themselyes now 
within the strict letter of the law so as to obtain pensions under 
the general law. 

Their bills are before the committee. They have been sleeping 
here the whole winter through, and in advance of them these other 
bills are pushed to the front, apparently with the desire on the 
part of each member to do something if he can for himself in his 
own district. That, Isubmit, is not the spirit that should control 
us here. We should grant these pensions under special laws, if 
we grant them at all, in cases where men are manifestly entitled 
to pensions but can not squarely bring themselves within the gen- 
eral law so as to enable the Pension Office to decide in their favor. 
As to that class of bills, bills giving pensions to soldiers and to their 
widows, the sentiment that inspired the enactment of special 
laws of that kind has been approved for twenty-five years by the 
people of this country. We are justified in passing them; but are 
we justified in letting such claims sleep and bringing to the front 
bills for teamsters, photographers, camp followers of every grade 
and kind, and giving them pensions while the soldiers who are 
really entitled to pensions are one by one dropping into their 
graves, dying in poorhouses or living upon the crumbs of charity? 


The demand is withdrawn, and the gentle- 


I maintain that it is time for some of us to speak out and call a 
halt in this thing. We have sleeping on the files of this House, 
and have had for months, a bill to amend the general pension law 
in such a way as to provide that thousands of these cases that now 
have to be passed upon by the House may be adjudicated in the 
Pension Office—the general bill prepare a Bos Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, providing modes of proof that will be more just 
than the rules laid down by the Pension Office. But, sir, we are 
so busy making Presidents—this Congress is filled up withsomany 
candidates for the Presidency and so many Senatorial candidates— 
that we have no time to take pp or allow to be taken up and en- 
acted into a law this general bill for the benefit of those who are 
entitled to pensions. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Will the gentleman kindly put those remarks 
into a formal statement and submit them to the Committee on 
Rules, so that this Invalid Pensions Committee may secure consid- 
eration of that general bill for which we have petitioned earnestly? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I would be very glad to see any member of 
that Committee on Rules ever attend these Friday night sessions. 
E We are left here; and of all the gentlemen who have 

een selected as the engineers of this House—the gentlemen into 
whose hands the machinery of this House and its leading com- 
mittees has been 3 one of them ever deigns to show his 
face here at a Friday night session for the benefit of the old sol- 
dier. [Applause.] 

When the various candidates for the Presidency are seeking the 
support of the old soldier they can coddle him and embrace hi 
but here in this House, when the old soldier and his widow come, 
feeble and tottering with wounds or age, there is no time to give 
them a hearing. And it is hard work in this House, with its two 
hundred or more Republican members, to get Republicans and 
Democrats enough together at a Friday night session to make 100. 

Mr. PICKLER. The trouble is that there is so much speaking 
it takes up our time, 

Mr. CONNOLLY. My dear sir, this is the first time I have 
troubled you or your committee with any remarks of mine. I 
have sat here and kept my mouth shut, and 3 ou to run 
as you chose without a protest from this side of the House, and 
whenever a protest came from the other side I found somebody 
ready to fling the taunt that it came from a Confederate. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is right. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Here is one, sir, that was not a Confeder- 
ate—one who respects his comrades, one who loves the old soldier 
and believes that he is entitled to better treatment than he is re- 
ceiving at the hands of this House in this Congress. Weare run- 
ning wildly—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I think we are not running at all. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, that is true, sir. But,in so far as we 
cau, we are shoving to the front the camp followers and providin 

ensionsforthem; but how are the really meritorious cases treated 
Look at your files and look at the files of the committee and ob- 
serve the hundreds of bills that are not touched, that sleep the 
sleep that knows no waking. Look at that bill providing for a 
general amendment of the pension laws that will open the doors 
of the Pension Office to the adjudication of thousands of cases 
against which the doors are now closed. 

Why does that bill sleep? Why is no earnest step taken to have 
it passed? I will not say that it is because the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions does not desire it; for I know from 
what I see of him that in his heart he does desire it. But there is 
a power somewhere in this House that is blocking this thing— 
holding it back; and I insist that with the numbers we have we 
break the chains that are binding us on this side of the House and 
bring up that general bill [applause] that shall open the door of 
the Pension Office, as the generous people of this great country 
intend that it shall be opened, to a fair adjudication of all the 
claims of the old soldiers and their widows that are still unadju- 
dicated, and not force them to come here as beggars bowing down 
before their respective members of Congress, pledging their votes 
and support if a specin bill can be got through Congress for their 
relief. Great God! has it come to this—that the men who bore 
theheatand burden of the cay for three or four long years—the men 
to whom everything was pledged in the days of our nation’s trial— 
shall now come crawling on their knees, suppliants to members of 
Congress, begging that a bill may be introduced to give them the 
pittance that the greet reacts of the people of this country intend 
and always intended they shall have? 

I insist that in disposing of this Private Calendar we should lay 
aside all bills proposing to pension camp followers and take up 
the bills that pension the men who carried the musket, the men 
who carried the sword, and the bills to pension their widows. who 
are suffering to-day for want of the necessaries of life. When 
all those bills have been acted on and no more of that class 
remain, then take up, if you choose, the cases of the sutlers ,the 
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enlisted and forced to take the chances that the other soldiers had 
to take, and to ap y for his pension under the general law, prov- 
ing the degree of his disability resulting from that shot wound in 
the back, on the evidence that he presented the pension would be 

ven to him under the general law—just such pension as he would 

entitled to. Now, I say there would be some fairness in that. 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Certainly. 

Mr. MILES. I believe the gentleman is trying to approach this 
question with a judicial spirit and fairness—— 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That is entirely immaterial. If the gentle- 
man desires to ask a question 

Mr. MILES (continuing). And I have very much respect for 
the gentleman as a lawyer. 
aor CONNOLLY. Never mind the respect. What is the ques- 

Mr. MILES. Very well. I wanted . ask if you 
do not believe that the amendment of my friend from P iva- 
nia, Judge ERDMAN, which has been offered to this bill, will have 
the effect you refer to of putting this soldier upon an equality 
with those who were enlisted? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. My dear sir, I was just about a mara of 
that when you asked the question. Iwas about to say if this 
man had been a private soldier instead of a mere camp follower, 
that if he had been an enlisted man and forced to stay there as 
this man was not forced to stay there; if he had been a man who 
was obliged to stay in the ranks and take his chances there, and 
had been compelled to remain with his command in the service, 
and had received the same kind of a wound—a shot in the back—as 
this man is claimed to have received, when he got home he would 
have got a pension under the general law if he had applied for a 

ion. He would make his proof as to where, how, and when 
received the wound; the Pension Office would examine him, 
evidence would be submitted in support of his claim, and after all 
«the evidence had been carefully considered by the Pension Office, 
if he had been found entitled to a pension at all he would have 
received ag that pension which the general law allows for such 
cases. e allow him a pension of so many dollars a month. We 
allow all men who served in the Army as enlisted men and who 
were wounded in the same way the same amount of a pension 
that would be received by him. 
But in this case you undertake to increase it by a special act. 
Now, he would get a certain pension if he were an enlisted man, 
a man who was forced to take his chances in the Army, who could 
not leave and go away whenever he wanted to, who could not es- 
cape the duty im upon him, but must remain and face allof 
the co mences that confronted him as a soldier. But here is 
a proposition that a camp follower, a man who could leave when 
he wanted to, a man who was not an enlisted man, who was not 
strictly a soldier in any sense of the word, who gets shot in the 
back, may come to Congress (he doesnot go to the Pension Office, 
for he can not, he is not entitled to any pension there), but he 
comes to Congress and says, ‘‘ I want a pension; Iwas wounded in 
the back; I am nearly blind now from the effects of it. Ido not 
want to take my chances in the Pension Office like a common, en- 
listed soldier, for I was not that, but I want you gentlemen in 
Congress, I want my member in Congress, to whom I will give 
my support and the support of all my friends if he in 
getting me a pension, I want him to get Congress to say absolutel 

at I shall have $30 a month 8 matter what disability — 
ot wound.“ 


to me by reason of the 
gentleman allow me a suggestion just 


Mr. LACEY. Will t 
there? 

Mr, CONNOLLY. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. We put that amendment into the act that passed 
the Senate, to which reference has been made heretofore. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I understand that. 

Now, see the attitude here of gentlemen with reference to this 
bill. They do not want the camp follower to go down into the 
crowd of common soldiers and take his chances for a pension the 
same as if he had been an enlisted man. He did not take his 
chances with them in the field, and that is exactly what Mr. 
Jones did not want to do during the war. He did not want to 
take his chances with the enlisted men, because there was danger 
there. He does not want to take his chances with them now. 
He comes to us and asks us to make a special exception. 

Let him, Mr. Chairman, if this thing is to be done, if you think 


he is a sure enough” soldier and entitled to a pension just the 


same as the men who went to the front and took all the risks and 
hardships of the soldier’s life, be served as you would serve the 


enlisted man, namely, put him on the pension roll as an enlisted 
man and at the same rate. Give him the right to obtain just such 
a pension as the private soldier would receive and as the general 
laws entitle him to receive. Is not that fair? Could these gen- 
tlemen from Kansas ask any more than that? Lord! what makes 
this man better than Diy perap soldier or enlisted man in the 
Eleventh Pennsylvania? t is all these men could get. Why 
not adopt the amendment and let him have exactly the measure 
that he would have received had he been an enlisted man? [Ap- 


Dau] 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word in refer- 


ence to the last remarks of the gentleman from Illinois. Evidently 
the man from Ilinois is not advised as to facts in this case. 
He shows that by his remarks. 


Now, he asks, what are we putting a camp follower on the pen- 
sion roll for? I deny it. Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
from the showing that we have here before the committee, find 
that this man is totally and wholly incapacitated from performing 
any manual labor. 

Now, any private soldier who was so incapacitated would be en- 
titled to receive $30 a month. This man was wounded in the 
service, and we have placed him at 830 a month. Now, what does 
all this talk of the gentleman from Illinois amount to? We have 
given the very thing he says he wants, and the very thing he says 
ought to be done. says, ‘‘ Place this man on the same plane 
with the private soldier ”; and there is where we have 3 him 


y. 

Now, the gentleman talks about camp followers, and says he has 
not taken up the time of the committee before, that he has sat here 
night after night and listened. Mr. Chairman, if one-half the 
members on this side of the House should make half-hour speeches 
condemning the pension legislation of this House, condemning the 
administration of this House, cond ing the leaders of the House, 
condemning the Committee on Rules and everybody else say if 
one-half the members on this side wanted to consume half an hour 
each we should never touch a pension case. I confess it with re- 
gret—and I never criticise a gentleman’s motives—we might just 
as well look this thing squarely in the face. I regret to say that 
the pension legislation during this session has been held back, it 
seems to me, by too much debate. That is the truth about it. It 
is because of speeches like that with which the eman from 
Illinois has arraigned the committee, which have been made crit- 
3 the Pension Committee—it is from that cause that the delay 

come. 

Now, the gentleman is very conscientious about this bill. Why, 
the last Democratic House and the last Democratic Committee 
on Invalid Pensions reported this same bill; and yet the gentle- 
man from Illinois is so extraordinarily conscientious and has 
much to say for the old soldier and the widow; and probably, as 
we have found out in the committee, as the evidence comes to us, 
probably while the gentleman has been talking, two or three of 
them have died and lost their pensions by the gentleman’s con- 
8 here in this committee. 5 

Mr. CEY (to Mr. PICKLER). You and I examined this case 

carefully in the last Congress. 
r. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. And you and I arrived at the conclusion 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 
The gentleman from Iowa is too well schooled in what is proper on 
this floor to carry on a colloquy in the first and second person 
tween himself and other gentlemen. Let us have this out now 
in a parliamentary 17 8 8 
The CHAIRMAN. e point of order is well taken. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield. for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota 
yield to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I want to know whether these 
Friday night meetings are held for the purpose of invalid pension 
business or for the purpose of turning this House into a school- 
house debating society? E 

Mr. LACEY. After having carefully examined all the testi- 
mony in that case, did you not believe that justice would be 
arrived at—— 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Nebraska rise? 

Mr. KEM. I rise to a question of order. 
word that the 3 is saying. 

The CHAIR The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. LACEY. I will address myself to the Chair, and I know if 
the Chair can hear me the tleman from Nebraska can. I ask 
whether or not, after ly examining the testimony, the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. PicKLER] does not believe entire 
justice will be done this soldier by simply authorizing this man 


ve 


We can not hear a 
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to be pensioned for this wound, and not take up the time in dis- 
cussing the question as to whether the rate ought to be increased, 
or in attempting to fix the rate in the House? The House seems 
to be united substantially upon this question, that we can not rate 
him for his injury. : wate 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this committee is just as 
competent to fix the rate that man gets by law when he is totally 
incapacitated at $30 a month as to send it over to the Pension 
Office, to be delayed there for probably another six months, and 
possibly never allowed. Now, one word in regard to what the 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] says—why can not the 
Comadites on Invalid Pensions go to some of these old soldiers’ 
and widows’ bills, and not waste our time in arraigning camp 
followers. I characterize that as a baseless slander upon the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. I do not know whether the gen- 
tleman from Hlinois knowingly makes it; but it is just as false 


as if he did know it. 

Of the pension bills we have this Congress so far there 
has only been one other case like this, That was the case of a 
teamster who was wounded, and who is dragging himself around 
the streets on one leg and a crutch. That is the only other case. 
These are the only two men whose cases have been reported and 

assed upon in this House from the committee of this character. 
Why should the gentleman get up here and heap one oe up of 
that kind, and to bring the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
into disrepute? He asserts that which is not the fact in any re- 
gard; it is not fair to us; and it comes with ill grace from the 
gentleman. Does he take the position that a man who presents a 
bill granting a pension has not a right to be heard on the case? 
Does he take the position when the bill was presented by the mem- 
ber—I do not remember who introduced it—that that man had 
not the right to have his bill considered, have it reported to this 
House, and have it passed upon by it? 

The committee passed upon it and bring it in here. It is our 
duty to bring it here. If you do not think it right, vote against 
it. Von talk about soldiers in your district and the great injus- 
tice being done. I never have yet heard, and I come pretty near 
knowing as many soldiers as most men around here, but I have 
never yet heard of any soldier comp ining of the pitiable ion 
paid to any man who was shot in the service of the United States. 
[Applanse, | The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] is the 

man, I believe, that was ever heard to complain. mis- 
states the facts in this case. Further, this man, as the report 
shows, was taking these photographs by order of General Peck, 
commanding. He was ordered to go and take them. I do not 
eee Nig! for, but he was under military orders, and he had to 
take them. 

Mr. PEARSON. Did he take any prisoners along with the 
breast works? 

Mr. PICKLER. Now,the gentleman can answer that himself. 
He was wounded while under orders of the general commanding, 
and that is sufficient for the Committee on Invalid Pensions; he 
should not be derided by gentlemen if they vote against him. 
The gentleman from IIlinois, Mr. i criticises this com- 
mittee for bringing in such a bill as this, when it has always been 
the custom, in every Congress, if a civilian was wounded in the 
service that he should receive a pension if it resulted in a dis- 
ability. Why does he arraign us? Why does he find it necessary 
to attack the position of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when 
we are doing no more than has been done by Democratic Commit- 
tees on Invalid Pensions for all the years past. It is unfair; it is 
not right. You are putting a false construction before the coun- 
try. You are trying to slander the committee of which I have 
the honor to be the chairman, and I again say it is not fair and 
not right. 

In conclusion, as I said at the start, I regret that pensions are 
delayed at this session. The gentleman criticises the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions for following the precedents that have been 
followed for years. We have been criticised for that, and they 
have not Sik a single instance where we have not followed 
the precedents of Congress after Congress in what we have done. 
I say that I regret the course the other side have taken in delaying 
us this session in this House and criticising the Pension Commit- 
tee. They are delaying pension legislation; butto have Republic- 
ans get up here and attack the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
and delay the consideration of bills by making speeches is not 
right nor in the interest of the soldiers and their widows whom 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions are laboriously and faithfully 
seeking to pension. 

Now, in conclusion, I desire to say that I allow ae gentle- 
man the right to talk when he thinks he ought to. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, this side of the House will be held responsible for the pension 
legislation of this session, and if we are to take up our time, as has 
been done on this side, criticising the committee and criticisin 
its cases at the evening sessions when there is no ground for criti- 
cism, this House will be held responsible for not passing pension 
legislation. And it ought to be so held, 


The fault is not with the Committee on Invalid Pensions that 
bills are not more rapidly, but with this House. 

The C MAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, as I had occasien last Friday 
meas to say something upon this bill, I desire to say, as I was 
endeavoring to say when we adjourned on that evening, that I 
shall vote against this bill because it is a bill that has no merit in 
it. It is undeserving, and one of the points that I was going to 
make against it was the insufficiency of the evidence. 

There is not a scintilla of evidence to show that this photogra- 


pher was ever ordered to photograph Longstreet's works. There is 
not an order which can be found showing that any eral ever 
ordered him to go upon the field to do any service. There is not 


a single bit of evidence to show that he was ever an enlisted man. 
There is not a bit of evidence to show that that little scratch in 
the back that he received while he was running away is the cause 
of the blindness he is suffering from. There is not a single bit of 
evidence so show anything about it, even to show that there is 
such a man. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, if we are not to ye this 
bill I at least hope that the man himself will not suffer by bei 
slandered on the floor of this House. The finding of fact is that 
he was not running when he was shot. He was not shot in that 
way. The statement is that the ball passed across his back while 
he was engaged in doing his work. Now, why assert that the 
man was running when he was shot? Is there any evidence of it? 

Mr. TALBERT. Not at all; but I would like to ask the gentle- 
man how you can shoot a man in the back before his face. 
(Laughter. He certainly must have been getting away. I admit 

at it is only a presumption, but it is based on circumstantial 
evidence. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did the gentleman from South Carolina 
ever retreat during the war? 

Mr. TALBERT. I sometimes got to the rear [laughter], and I 
expect the gentleman has done it, too. I did not call itretreating, 
though. I just got tired fighting and wanted to go back to rest 
a while, and when I got rested I always came on in. [Laugh- 
ter.] However, I do not care to enter into any levity with regard 
to this matter. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is no levity about it. The gentle- 
man says he sometimes went to the rear. A man has a right at 
times to leave a battlefield, and he generally has his back to the 
field when he is goi away from it. [Laughter. 

Mr. TALBERT. Just as this man was doing, I suppose. pur 
Mr. Chairman, I am willing to admit that this photograph 
a brave heart, only, like a good many other soldiers, he had a pair 
of cowardly legs that took him out of the way, and so he was shot 
in the back. [Laughter.] Furthermore, there is no evidence to 
show that his blindness was the result of that wound. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say 
a few words on this bill. 

ane CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 
yie 

Mr. TALBERT. Ialways yield to my friend from New York. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, the Eleyenth Penn- 
sylvania Cavalry was at Suffolk during the time that General 
Longstreet was gathering provisions in the Blackwater section in 
the spring of 1863. I was there atthe time and I know something 
about the situation. I knew General Peck—a man in ill health, 
who was unable to ride a horse; so that when he went out he went 
in a carriage. I knew the Eleventh Pennsylvania Cavalry, and I 
knew something of what has been termed here the works of Gen- 
eral Longstreet. Longstreet’s force was generally moving, gath- 
ering provisions and carrying them Aii There was no en 
ment there except skirmishes between Longstreet’s force eres 
tachments that were sent out to defeat his . I have not 
the slightest doubt, from the testimony in this case, that this man 
was there with the Eleventh Pennsylvania Cavalry as stated, and 
that he did go outat the request of General Peck to takea picture 
of what may be termed General Longstreet’s works, although 
they must have been very meager works, because his troops were 
moving most of the time, and while this man was taking pictures 
he undoubtedly got wounded. 

Mr. TALBERT. While he was taking a picture? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT. Then he could not have been taking ay. 
street's picture. There is a conflict of testimony right there. 
must haye been looking the other way. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. If my friend from South Carolina 
will permit me 

Mr. TALBERT. I believe I have the floor, but now the gentle- 
man from New York seems to have taken it away from me. The 
gentleman asked me to yield for a question. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. No; for a statement. 

Mr Then I misunderstood the 


— . 
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Mr. CURTIS of New York. Well, will the gentleman permit 
me to conclude my statement? 

Mr. TALBERT. Go ahead, thongh I think you are injuring 
your cause. [Laughter. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. In doing that work a man might 
well have got in a position in which he could be shot across the 
‘back. I was about to say, however, Mr. Chairman, that I think 
this House will acquit itself to the satisfaction of everybody, except 

haps those who have special views as to the rate, by accept- 

g the suggestion to put this man on the pensionable list and let 
the rate be determined at the Pension Office. If he was wounded 
as stated he will receive a pension such as would be given to a 
soldier who incurred a like disability in the service. I think that 
is quite enough. He will get 830 a month if totally disabled: if 
he requires an assistant a portion of the time he will get 850 a 
month, and if he can show total disability, requiring constant 
assistance, he will get $72 a month. I believe if he is given a 
pensionable status at the Pension Office the case can be adjudi- 
= there in less time than it will take to get this through the 

nate. 

Mr. PICKLER. It has gone through the Senate. This is a 
Senate bill. Now, Mr. Chairman, we pima a bill exactly like 
this for the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] in the Fifty-third 
Congress, but the Commissioner of Pensions refused to issue a 
certificate and the gentleman from Iowa has had to come into this 
Congress and introduce another bill. 

Mr. LACEY. It was not a case exactly like this. That is the 


point. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I think the plan I have suggested 
would be exceedingly fair to this man. It would place him upon 
the same status before the Pension Office as any soldier of the 
Eleventh Pennsylvania Cavalry. [Cries of “ Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I think that if that disposition 
is made of the bill—— 

Mr. AVERY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. AVERY. H rise in my own right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
TALBERT] has the floor. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I only want to say that if the 
gentleman from New York will offer such an amendment as he 
suggests, providing that this man be put on the pension roll, the 
rating being left to the Pension Bureau, or if there is such an 
amendment pending, that will dispose of this case and we can go 
on with other business. 

Mr. AVERY. Mr. Chairman, I do not very often trouble this 
committee, and I want to say just one word on this bill. The dis- 
ability alleged in this bill is blindness. The wound received by 
this photographer was a wound in the back, and there is no evi- 
dence before this committee, at least none that I have seen, to 
show that that wound in the back has produced any other disabil- 
ity wan this disease of the eyes. He is able to walk about the 
streets 

Mr. PICKLER. With some one to lead him. 

Mr. AVERY. But there is no paralysis; there is no disease of 
any of his limbs; yet his blindness is attributed to the wound 
that he received in the back. I say, sir, that no surgeon of the 
Pension Office, no intelligent surgeon anywhere in thiscountry or 
any other, will certify that this man’s disease of the eyes is the re- 
sult of that wound in the back. That is the fatal defect in this 
bill, which, in my judgment, should not have come before this 
committee. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

The question having been put on the amendment of Mr. Erp- 
MAN, 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 60, noes 49. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was then laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 


JONATHAN SCOTT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4526) granting a pension to Jonathan Scott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of 872 eal 
month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Jonathan Scott. of Oswego, Kans., late of Company M, Sixth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. KIRKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 


The benefi: o Sixth Regi- 
ment Iowa Cay „and served for three years, receiving an honorable dis- 


eyes contracted in the service, and his pension increased from time to time 
as the disease progressed, until he lost the sight of his eyes entirely, when 
the pension was increased to $72 per month. He was drawing this rate of 
pension up until about November or December, 1805, when he was entirely 


4526) 8 a pension to Jonathan Scott, submit the 83 report: 


dropped from the roll, for the alleged reason that his eyes were diseaced at 
the time he entered the service. Tue testimony filed in the Pension Office is 
sitk voluminous, but there can be no question but the great preponderance 


of the testimony shows that the soldier's eyes when he entered the service 
were sound and free from disease, and that theinjury thereto was occasioned 
while in the service and ia the line of duty. 

his case, was placed in the hands of a special examiner, who secured the 
testimony of two or three witnesses at the former residence of the soldier in 
Missouri, hostile to him, who testified that the soldier's eyes were weak when 
he entered the service. But in opposition to this is the sworn testimony of 
many neighbors, who heve known the soldier prior to his enlistment for 
months and who were por ger | acquainted with him from his childhood, 
who state emphatically and positively that his sight was not defective in the 
least, and that if he had been afflicted with weak pues they would haye known 
it. Notwithstanding this great preponderance of the evidence in the soldier's 
favor he was dropped from the roll and is now receiving no pension what- 
ever. 


Your committee believe that no unbiased man, on examining this mass of 

testimony, could reach any conclusion except that this claimant has been un- 

ustly deprived of his pension. The committee therefore report the bill 
K to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I should be glad if the gentle- 
man who has this bill in charge would lay before us the same evi- 
dence which he must have laid before the gentleman who made 
this report, but which, according to my recollection, was not lid 
before the committee. We ought to have some such statement in 
order that we may be able to judge of the remarkable condition 
of facts alleged here. If we act merely upon this report, we are 
asked to determine, without a scrap of evidence, without the cita- 
tion of what any witness has sworn to, that the Pension Bureau 
did wrong in dropping a man who was receiving $72 a month. If 
the gentieman who has the measure in charge, either the gentle- 
man who introduced the bill or the one who pee this report, 
will give us some of the evidence upon which the report is based, 
we shall be able to act upon it more intelligently. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. This report shows, does it not, that a former 
Pension Bureau awarded to this man a pension of $72 a month? 

Mr. ERDMAN. The pension awarded him was gradually in- 
creased up to $72 a month, the full limit. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Precisely so. Now, is not that pretty 
strong evidence that the man was entitled to something? 

Mr. ERDMAN. But is it not a fact that it was found by this 
pug that the man had this disease before he went into the 
service? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That was found by some bureau. 

Mr. ERDMAN. By the same Bureau that had granted him the 
$72 a month. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Not the same Commissioner? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Well, the same Bureau. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is another thing. 

Mr. ERDMAN. No, sir; it is the same thing. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It was not the same Coinmissioner, 

Mr. ERDMAN. Not the same Commissioner, but the same 
thing. I refuse to recognize politics in this matter. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It is not the same thing when it is the 
action of a different Commissioner. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Certainly it is. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Oh, no; when one judge of the court of 
common pleas overrules another judge without any evidence, it 
is not the same court by any means. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes; it is the same court. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to me? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I shall take pleasure in giving the gen- 
tleman some information on this subject. If he had desired when 
this case was presented to the Committee on Invalid Pensions to 
examine the testimony before the committee from the Pension 
Oñice, embraced in 50 or perhaps 100 affidavits, he would have 
had no difficulty in ascertaining the facts connected with this 
case. I suppose that the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when it 
has examined the evidence in a case and reached its conclusions, 
is not required to bring before the House all the evidence upon 
which it bases its findings. If that were required, yon might as 
well abolish the committee at once and save time. Now, the facts 
in this case are stated in the report of the committee and abund- 
antly established by the testimony on file in the Pension Office; 
and the gentleman can have access to it at any time. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania said a few minutes ago that 
he wanted an opportunity to vote for the case of a real soldier. I 
have here the case of a man who enlisted almost before the sound 
of the first gun had died away, and who continued in the service 
until 1865—who served all through the war—who never shirked 
his duty. He received three honorable discharges, which I have 
now on my desk. He is to-day groping his way around, abso- 
lutely blind. That country which he offered his life to save is to 
him black as Egyptian night, He was placed upon the pension 
rolls at $72 a mon His loss of sight was progressive, and as it 
advanced from stage to stage his pension increased until it reached 
$72 a month. When the present Commissioner of Pensions as- 
sumed control, and when numbers of pensions were overhauled, 
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it was discovered that poor Jonathan Scott was receiving 872 a 
month. One of these special i tors was placed upon his trail. 
This inspector went down to ouri, the former residence of 
Jonathan Scott, where he had enlisted, and he found there three 
individuals who were willing to testify—not in their own lan- 
guage, as required by the es of the Pension Office—that this 
man’s eyes were weak when he entered the service of his coun- 
try. Upon these three affidavits that special examiner reported 
against him and they drop this claimant from the rolls, not- 
withstanding the fact that there were at least 40 affidavits of credi- 
ble witnesses swearing to the contrary. 

Mr. BRUMM. I would like to ask my colleague from Pennsyl- 


vania RDMAN] A iane 
e gentleman from Kansas still has the 


ba E 
The CHAIRMAN. 


fioor. 

cE BRUNI I beg pardon. I thought the gentleman had 
es KIRKPATRICK. I hold in my hand a statement, Mr. 
Chairman, signed by men who have seen service, 200 of them, who 
were well acquainted with Jonathan Scott, and who know the 
existing conditions, who come before this House and beg the House 
most respectfully to restore the pension that was taken from him 
without authority of law. 

I am here, sir, to say that I have examined carefully the evi- 
dence in the Pension Office in the hands of the Commissioner of 
Pensions, and I say now, without fear of successful contradiction, 
that there is not a man on this floor who will examine the testi- 
mony in that case and who will not admit that a great wrong and 
an injustice has been done to this man. No man can reach a dif- 
ferent conclusion, 40 inspectors to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Go to the office, read the testimony, examine all the papers in con- 
nection with this case, and I venture to assert that there is no one 
here who will not agree with me that a man who gave four years 
and a half of the best period of his life to the defense of his coun- 
try, who has been wrongfully deprived of his pension after it had 
been granted, and who is groping his way in darkness—for to him 
there are no flowers and no bright light of the day I say that there 
isno man who will not agree that his pension should be restored, 
and that a wrong, a grievous wrong, has been done him. If you 
only had the time to read the testimony in this case thereis nota 
man here who would not vote to restore the pension to this sol- 
dier, who is now 72 years of age, blind, and helpless. 

Mr. Chairman,I ask that the pension berestored. [Applause.] 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, ought not 
we to ay that when the Government inustered that man into the 
service they accepted him on the ground that his sight was good, 
and should we now plead asa defense against the just claim that 
is set up for him that his eyesight was not good? [Applause.] 

Mr. BRUMM. That is the point I wanted to make to my col- 
e from Pennsylvania. 

. KIRKPATRICK. That is precisely what we say and what 
the patriotic people of this country say, and what the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions have said. That is what they propose to sa 
by a general bill if they can ever get theactionuponit. [Applause. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Ohio in his in- 
quiry well-nigh covered the point that I desired to raise with my 
colleague. I wish to ask whether the prima facies are not in favor 
of this soldier from the fact that he was accepted and mustered 
into the service? Besides, if his eyes were good enough to enable 
him to perform five years of hard service for the ple of the 
United States in the causeof the Union, isit not right that heshould 
receive the pension that the law allows him, and should the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions have been permitted to deprive him of it? Isay 
no. Besides, it is a violation of the rule established that when a 
soldier had enlisted we have no right to go back of that fact in 
order to ascertain whether he was fit to be enlisted at the time, un- 
less, of course, there was fraud in the case. The presumption is 
all in favor of the soldier. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to a brief and 
fervent flow of eloquence, but have not been enlightened with 
reference to this case, nor do I think that anybody else has been. 

You are going to put a man on the rolls at $72 a month without 
any evidence before you whatever. You are going to say that 
when a man is blind, whether he had the seed of the disease in 
him when he entered the service or not, he shall be the recipient 
of charity at your hands, provided he can find a member on this 
floor who will rise and offer a billin his behalf and have it referred 
to the Pensions Committee. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Is not the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania a member of the committee? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Iam. , 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Asa member of the committee, 
did vou take the precaution to look at the evidence before this bill 
was called to the attention of the House? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Does the gentleman want me to disclose all 
that occurred in the committee? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. No, sir, not that; but you can 


lea 


answer that question without disclosing what occurred in the 
committee. 

Mr. PEARSON. I hope the gentleman will answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. ERDMAN. If I do I will have a long story to tell. 


Mr. BARHAM. Well, do not answer it, then. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ERDMAN. Whether it is right, fair, and just to the peo- 
ple of this country to do what you are about to do here is the only 
question that concerns us now. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It appears that this man was discharged 
three times from the service, so he must have been enlisted three 
times. Now, the Government having enlisted him three times, 
and having accepted his service for four and a half years without 
complaint, do you not think it a piece of cowardice and a very 
mean act to undertake at this late hour to set up the claim that 
his eyesight was defective when he was enlisted? you not think 
it cowardly and disgraceful to go back of this fact, which the 
evidence discloses in the case, and undertake to set up a different 
state of things from what must have existed at that time in view 
of the fact that he was enlisted? 

Mr. ERDMAN. If the proof is clear, as in my judgment it 
must have been, that his eyes were diseased before he went into 
the service, unless we change the law for the benefit of every sol- 
dier you wrong all the rest, you wrong yourself, and you wrong 
the country by this action. 

Mr. NO THWAY. Well, we will try it anyhow. We will 
stand the wrong. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

The question being taken on the motion that the bill be laid 
aside with favorable recommendation, it was agreed to. 

SOPHIA J. HAMILTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
569) granting a pension to Sophia J. Hamilton, widow of Charles 
S. Hamilton, major-general of volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it endeted. etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sophia J. Hamilton, widow 
of the late Charles S. ton, major-general of volunteers, and pay hera 
pension of $50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. THomAs) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
569) granting a pension to Sophia J. Hamilton, widow of Charles S. Hamilton, 
Daor goora of volunteers, after carefully considering the same, 
ully report: 

Maj. Gen. Charles S. Hamilton served with great distinction in the war 
with Mexico and in the war of the rebellion. His military services, compiled 
from the records of the 3 Office, are as follows: 

He uated at the United States Military Academy in 1843. He joined 
the Fit th Infan in July, 1846, and served with it in Mexico in the war with 
that W aud was severely wounded in the battle of Moline del Rey 
September 8. 1847. Sick in the City of Mexico from wounds to November, 
1817; on duty with his iment in Mexico tothe close of the war. 

Besides the battle of Moline del Rey, he participated in the battle of Monte- 
rey, 1 of Vera Cruz, capture of San Antonio. and battle of Churubusco. 

Capt. William Chapman, Fifth Infantry, commanding regiment, says: 

“Lieut. C. S. Hamilton, commanding Company I, wasseverely wounded aniy 
in the action while urging his company on, but he raised himself up wit 
assistance and continued cheering and encouraging his men until they were 
2 the reach of his voice.“ 

is civil-war record is as follows: He entered the volunteer service as 
colonel Third Wisconsin Infantry May 11, 1861, and commanded the regiment 
in Maryland to August 31. 1861. He was appointed Sof raa meral of vol- 
unteers to rank from May 17, 1861, and or-general Septem ee 1862, 

He commanded a brigade in General Banks's division, Army of the Poto: 
to March 15, 1862; the Division, Third corre to May 2, 1802. and the 
wing, Army of the Mississippi, from June 15 to August, 1562; on leave to Sep- 
tember 15, 1862; commanded the Third Division, Army of the Mississippi. to 
October 26, 1862; the district of Corinth to January 10, 1863; the Sixteenth 
Army Sapa to 8 1863; and district of Corinth and Jackson, Mi-s., 
to April 15, 1863, upon which date he resigned. He subsequently served as 
captain and provost-marshal, fourth district of Wisconsin, March 11 to Octo- 
ber 15, 1805, when honorably discharged. 

General Grant, in his report of the battle of Tuka, October 22, 1882, says: 

“It was a part of General Hamilton's command that did the fighting, di- 
rected entirely by that bold and deserving officer. I commend to the 
President for acknowledgment of his services.” 

General Rosecrans, in General Order No. 152, dated October 25, 1842, to the 
Army of the Third Division of the district of the West Tennessee, in regard 
to the battle of Corinth, says: 

It would be to mea great pleasure for me to signalize in this general order 
those whose gallant deeds are recorded in the various reports, but their 
number forbi I will only say that to General Hamilton and the 
brigadier and regimental commanders under them I offer my thanks to the 
galant and able manner in which they have performed their several duties.” 

General Hamilton left the service of his country in broken health; his dis- 
abilities were progressive until he became practically heipiess. Owing tothe 
condition of his health, he lost much of his property, and at the time of his 
death left his widow in 5 circumstances. The Fiftieth Congress, by 
special act, pensioned the General at $0 per month in recognition of his emi- 
nent services. 

His widow is now 71 years old and is tly in need of the relief provided 
z the bill. The bill is reported favorably with the recommendation that it 

O pass, 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentleman 
who has this bill in charge to explain to the House why this woman 
should have $50 a month. I should like to ask first how much 
this woman would be entitled to under the law,if entitled to 
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anything? How much could she receive under the law, if she 
could receive anything? If there is any gentleman here who can 
answer that question, I should like to have it answered. 

Mr. LACEY. She would be entitled to $30 a month. 

Mr. KEM. The gentleman says she would receive $30 a month. 
Now, I want some one to explain upon what basis it is proposed 
to pre her this extra $20 a month? 

Chairman, on last Friday night there was a bill passed here, 
recommended by the committee, granting to the widow of a cap- 
tain who gave his country no actual service other than three 
months, perhaps, a pension of $20 a month. Following that was 


a bill granting a ion to the widow of a private soldier in the 
ranks who gave his country three years of hard service and was 
very severely wounded in that service. This committee gave her 


but $12 per month. Now you come here to-night and are not sat- 
isfied with this unjust discrimination—unjust because itis unjus- 
tified—and you pension a photographer who saw no service at all, 
who was simply taking pictures under contract for private gain 
and private benefit. You followthat now with a bill granting to 
the widow of an officer $20 per month more than she is entitled 
to under the law and $38 month more than the widow of a pri- 
vate soldier could get. ow, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that 
this sort of legislation does not meet with the approval of the 
common soldier of this country, and as evidence of that fact I 
want to send to the Clerk’s desk and have read some resolutions 
passed by a Grand Army of the Republic post on the Pacific Coast 
covering this very point. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas the pension claims of tens of thousands of the soldiers and sailors 
of the late civil war remain undecided while thousands of the claimants are 
yearly going to their graves— 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. I should like to inquire if this was 
read the other night? 

Mr. CROW . That is the sameone. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York, Is this read a second time? 

Mr. KEM. Not by me. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I think this was read the other 
ne If so, it ought to be put down as a part of the variation 
5 The gentleman has the right to have it read 

e. 


Mr. KEM. I desire to have that read as a part of my remarks. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


And whereas we believe that the nsionsat high rates 

is an unwarranted 

tion of rank in favor of a 
throug! 


i discrimina 
oo neither soldiers nor sailors, but only claim h inherit- 
ance 


: Therefore 
Be it resolved by Sedgwick Post,Grand Army of the Republic, 
ifornia, That we oppose and ‘condemn the granting of p 
h rates to the widows of deceased officers of the Army and Navy asan 


officers i — 
Resolved, That the adjutant of post forthwith for a copy cf these 
resolutions to each member of ess from ths State of California and to 


the adjutant-general of the Department of California, Grand Army of the 


blie. 
Adopted at a regular meeting of the post keld Foray nS > 
Mr. KEM. Now, Mr. Chairman, in order to show that this 
sentiment is not confined to the Pacific Coast or to the Western 
part of the country, I desire to send to the Clerk’s desk and have 
read some other resolutions. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS NATHANIEL LYON Post, No. 2, 
DEPARTMENT OF CONNECTICUT, 
GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
Hartford, Conn., February h. 

Whereas the members of this post in regular session assembled, having 
heard read the arguments and testimony from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
of the date of January 14, 1896, portining to the bill for pensioning the widow 
of the late General Cogswell, of M usetts, and after a thorough discus- 
sion and careful consideration of the subject, desire to 
following resolutions: 

Resolved, That Nathaniel Lyon ay ri o. 2, Department of Connecticut, 
Grand Army of the Republic. regret to find a distinguished soldier and mem- 
ber of this post, in his place in the United States Senate. advoca! senti- 
ments and performing acts calculated to discriminate against the widow of 
the common soldier in favor of the widow of the commissioned officer in the 
paee of governmental recognition of the claim upon its bounty of one and 

other. 

Resolved. That we are unable to discern from the arguments adduced on 
what pers of logic or of equity the case of men holding different grades 
of rank and receiving unequal compensation for time and services rendered 

in the cause of their country can at any time apply to relatives or friends of 
the same, never having rendered or being called to the performance of such 


ice. 
Resolved, That we most respectfully, yet earnestly, against the 
t of discrimination involved in the action of vou tothe widow of 
the common soldier holding recognition from the Government of the faithful 
performance of patriotic duty equal to any comrade of any —an honor- 
able discharge—the ee sum of $8, $10, and 312 per month, while the widow 
of another, who did no more than duty (sometimes not even that), is 
accorded five, six. t, and ten times as much. 


on record the 


That it ehe amount is tendered, as is here claimed, in 
VCC „„ 
for the same, the smaller amount must be held as the measure of the ser vice 


of the other, and the honor therefor, whereas the honored and the beloved 

head of the nation proclaimed in its moments of crucial agony: “* The 

debt which we can never pay is the debt of gratitude we owe to our brave 
ers.“ 

Resolved, That it is with feelings of deep regret the members of this post 
find themselves called upon to dissent from the position of the distingniched 
comrade of their own household, so to speak, in the matter here at issue, and 
to be obliged to record their indorsement of the sentiments and action of the 
stranger,“ the also distinguished c e, from Nebraska. 

Resol That the thanks of this t are hereby tendered to the Hon. 
WILLIAM V. ALLEN, Senator from Nebraska, for the interest and gallan 
manifested in the cause of the widow of the common soldier as equal to tha; 
of the widow of the commissioned officer, believing such conduct | 
the same spirit that actuated the fathers of the nation in the immortal dec- 
endowed by their Creator with the 


laration that . All men are created equal, 
— of happiness,“ and of course all that 


right of life, liberty, and the 
these noble words 


one to Senator ALLEN, and one to Congressman 
sional district of Connecticut, and that we call on the Grand Army 


Lincoln, or are more fairty 
and action of the majority of our 


GEORGE JONES, Adjutant. 


Mr. KEM. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that those are 
only a part of the protests that I have received from different parts 
of this country against this sort of pension legislation. Here is the 
Republican party, with 140 majority on this floor, that has posed 
before the people of this country for years and years as the friend 
of the common soldier; and I submit, and I want it to go to the 
people of this country, that the record shows that the Republican 
party is not the friend of the common soldier. Here you have 
come night after night, and yon have made strenuous and bitter 
efforts and contests upon this floor to pension the widows of offi- 
cers of the Army, to ion photographers and teamsters, and 
that sort of thing. You have been discriminating from time to 
time in their favor, but you have done comparatively nothing for 
the common soldier of this country, and I am glad of the fact that 
at last the common soldiers are waking up to that fact and are 
ie Gooner to understand it. 

want to submit, Mr. Chairman, that this woman whose case 
is being considered at the very extreme is only entitled to $30 
per month; and that is what she ought to have, and then she has 
an mnths of $26 a month over the common soldier. 

Mr. ON. Mr. Chairman, a statement has been made upon 
the floor of this House that we, as Republicans, can not allow to 
go to the country with our assent. Of all things, I believe in 

ecency in politics, whether it is with our opponents or among 
ourselves. 1 have no objection to any pleasant badinage about 
gentlemen who are aspiring to the high office of President; but 
when a serious charge is made that these men, who have been in 
the Republican party for years, and by their distinguished serv- 
ices to this country have reached that eminence in public life that 
their friends throughout this country are seriously urging them 
for the highest office within the gift of our people, for a member 
of this House to get up and seriously and earnestly try to send the 
impression out throughout this country that these eminent gentle- 
men, or either one of them, through their friends, would come into 


this House and to use the old soldiers of this country 
as footballs to advance his candi it is not correct. I refer to 
the remarks made by the gentleman from Minois . CONNOLLY]. 


I amsatisfied when he reads those remarks in cold print to-morrow 
morning that he will not be satisfied with them. No gentleman 
who is a candidate for that high office will for one moment ap- 
prove remarks of that kind. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the rules of this House declare that every 
Friday night shall be set apart for pension business. That rule 
has been religiously kept, and although the Private Calendar, 
which contains many meritorious bills for money due to the peo- 
ple from this Government—though our business has not Ea 
reached, although we haye been in session three and a half 
months—this House to-day gave way and allowed the day to be 
taken up in the interest of these men; and I say that when a cer- 
tain tleman, whom I need not name, of high standing among 
the ublicans of this House, and whom we recognize as our 
leader, is charged with undertaking to suppress legisiation in the 
interest of the old soldiers, I denounce that statement as being 
without any foundation in fact. [Applause. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. MAHON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have noticed since I have 
been here this session when gentlemen on the fioor of this House, 
of both parties, have approached that gentleman in his private 
room 

Mr. CONNOLLY. What gentleman? 

Mr. MAHON. Iwill name him after a while, if you want me to— 

continuing] and have asked him for recognition that they might 
we a bill passed through this House in favor of some old soldier, 
the rest of us who had been asking for recognition for legislation 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3307 


had to give way, because that gentleman, out of the kindness of 


his heart and loyalty to those old soldiers, ware. gave the 
preference to gentlemen who had private ion bills. [Loud 
a use on the Republican side.] This House has consumed 

-five hours on private pension bills. We have passed 40, or 
— of about an hour and a half consumed on each pension 


Now, Lam not eriticising gentlemen for talking about pension 
bills on either side. That is the absolute and unqualified right of 
each gentleman under the rules of this House; but, nevertheless, 
the fact stands out that we have consumed on an average an hour 
and a half on every ion bill. Now, if gentlemen of the House 
pepon to take up the time in talking, which they have the right 

c $ o, then pray do not let them criticise men who are not respon- 
sible. 


Mr. GROUT. Let them not lay it to the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. MAHON. Let them not lay it to the committee. So far 
as the committee is concerned, I have been before them, and made 
requests of them, and they have always treated me with the t- 
est consideration, for which I thank them. But I say I not 
want the statement to 1 to the country that the A ary = 
who has presided over this House—do you know who that is? 

Mr. OLD of Pennsylvania. Tom REED. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. All the time except the Friday night ses- 


sions. 

Mr. MAHON (continuing). Or his friends are undertaking to 
8 his interesis as a candidate for 55 Lo = 
ni tates by trying to suppress pension legislation. u 
applause.] Ido not believe there is another Republican on the 
floor of this House, except the gentleman from Illinois, and I am 
sure there is nota Democrat on the floor of this House, who will 
3 ines gentleman with conduct of that kind. [Renewed 

applause. 
ow, I have said enough on this subject. I rea want it to 
go out to the country that the man who presides in thatchair is as 
pood a friend to the soldiers of the United States as any man that 
ives in our land. [Applause.] To him everybody who knows 
anything about it will con that—Democrats, Republicans, 
and other Presidential oat series That is all I have to say. 

. Chairman, I do not want to have an 
contro with the 8 from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY], 
but I think he probably has a tendency when he stands on his 
feet to say more than he would write in moments of cool, delib- 
erate reflection. [Laughter] I know him to be a very good 
a T oaia hank She balas A AEAN the principal k 
an gether e honor of pu wn the ci 
of the rebellion. [Laughter.] e is a good Republican, too, but 
I can tell him that before he arraigns the entire ublican party 
in this House for bad faith toward the soldiers he ought to have 
more details to go on than he has had thus far. 

There is no trouble in this pension question except the defect in 
the general 3 legislation of the country, and that defect has 
come in the lapse of time. There was a time, since I have been a 
member of this House, when I was opposed to some legislation 
that I am now distinctly in favor of. While Iam on my feet I 
want to say that we shall not get rid of these troubles until we 

ass a uniform general pension law based upon honorable service. 
[Applanse There are two incurable evils incident to this whole 

usiness. One of them is the accumulation of business in the 
Pension Office; but the great evil, the one that towers above all 
the rest, is the political aspect of the pension question. 

I have thought a t many years about that; I have observed 
it, and I have stood here and stated the evil before. It is not an 
element in the Democratic party alone. Evils of this c 
will infest all political pee so long as the granting. of a pen- 
sion is a question of what the disability came from, how it was 
incurred, and how great it is. So long as those questions have to 
be settled by the report of an examining board and the case has to 
pass through this pension organization here, we can never have 
any successful relief from the political aspect of the business. It 
is a little worse in the Democratic paty than it isin the Repub- 
lican party, for the reason that the Republicans have most of the 
soldier vote, and the Democrats, from time to time, make pirat- 
ical incursions into the Republican party by a system of nite 
istering and applying the pension laws.and pension examinations, 
ane = that way they push the political aspect all the time to the 

N 

These boards of ion examiners that go in and out with the 
changes and mutations of politics are not only of no benefit to the 
soldier, but they are a curse to the country. That is perhaps 
peny evera language, but I only state the fact. We have all 

‘ound it out, and we s never get rid of the evil until we destroy 
the political power of the Pension Burean, with its ramifications 
extending into every county in the United States, by a distinct 
law giving to every soldier what the Government can afford to 
give, based upon honorable service and upon nothing else. [Ap- 
plause.] When we do that the machinery will be gotten rid of 


and all these questions will disappear from Congress and members 
can become something else than mere pension agents. 

Now, what about this Invalid Pensions Committee? They have 
brought in a measure here that, in the main and practically in all 
respects, is a most valuable step forward in this matter of pen- 
sions, and I am not willing to be a member of a House, or a mem- 
ber of a political party, or a member of a committee, and stand by 
and hear an advantage taken that I know is nota fair advan’ 
and remain silent, even though my doing so might inure to the 
benefit of some as somebody on this floor has been 
very politely called to-night—some fugleman of some candidate 


for the Presidency. I suppose we have a good many fuglemen 
here. I imagine that the gentleman who made the charge is a sort 
of a ibly not. a major-general, possibly only a cor- 


leman, possi! c 
ah ort think he will fugle some before he gets through. 

That measure has been brought into the House. Now, I claim 
to have some interest in the soldiers of the country. I look after 
their interests; and Lam not a demagogue, either. I do not appeal 
for votes to the soldiers of my district or boast of anything that 
Ido for them. If at the end of ten or twelve years spent as a 
Representative in Congress a man has not established a reputa- 
tion by his action here, it is hardly worth while for him to set up 
a claim as to what he is doing for the old soldiers. They under- 
stand this thing now tolerably well. 

I went to the Speaker and talked with him about this very mat- 
ter, and he is not only willing, but anxious (I say it without 
qualification) that this bill as reported shall come up and have 
its fair 5 shall be He may have some sug- 
gestions to make about it. He is a Representative of his Con- 
gressional district, and he is a great leader of the Republican 
party here in this House. 1 By no fair inference can 
it be said by anybody that he laid an o le of any charac- 
ter in the way of that pension legislation. It is only justice to 
him that I should say this, inasmuch as I happen personally to 
know what I am talking about on this particular question. 


Be feat. À p À 
ow, then, who is undertaking to control this House? The gen- 
tleman from Hlinois . CONNOLLY] ought not to send out to the 


country the statement that there are a few men here (whoever he 
may have intended to include in that statement) who control this 
House. It is as much as I can do to control myself; and nobody 
can control me. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It didn't look very much as if anybody was 
„controlling the House to-day. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; there was not anybody in control here 
to-day; there is not anybody in control here to-night. The audi- 
ence is quiet, that is all, but the House will break out again, and 
it will run as the majority wants it to run. 

My friend from Mino is, if you want to do something, make 
your proposition; come to the front with it and shout. Do not 
stand around and charge somebody else with not doing that which 
you are abundantly capable of doing yourself. There are no com- 
mittees.of this House that are in controlofit. The rules of the 
House give to certain committees the right of way, but the House 
can knock those committees ont, as it did to-day. The Appro- 
priations Committee to-day had the right of way. They had it 
just exactly as you have the right to walk on the street; butif 
there comes along a runaway team and runs over you, your right 
of way does not do you very much good. The Appropriations 
Committee got run over here to-day. [Laughter.] I voted to 
stand by it; I thought that the best thing to be done; and I will 
tell = why. Some gentlemen learned here to-day something 
that I learned = ago. I knew when we took up the Private 
Calendar to-day that we might just as well all have gone fishing. 
The first bill we struck was the last bill that we touched, as I 
knew would be the case. In the same time we could have passed, 
or nearly passed, that great appropriation bill if we had gone 

ight ahead with it. 

ow, my friends, that is all I want to say. It is not worth 
while to send out to the country the statement that there is a con- 
spiracy here against the old soldier. The Republican party of this 
country has done for the soldier all that has ever been done for 
him that is worth remembering. [Applause.] And the Repub- 
lican party of this country is just as faithful to the old soldier 
to-day as it ever was at any time in its history. The Republican 
party of this country, through the action of this House of Repre- 
sentatives, will do 87 to the old soldier and will compel a 
recognition of that fact by the American people. [Applause.] 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, the speech of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Maxon] serves to illustrate very well the 
truth of the tion which I made when I was last on the floor, 
and which has been so kindly criticised by my Santa Claus friend 
from Ohio. [Laughter. 

Now, the gentleman Ohio [Mr. GRosvENOR] suggested 
DaN EMO Laot ²˙ A SE PEC ALLY, mia i that I 
would not say in cooler moments, if writing them. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to make a 
suggestion in connection with what he was saying, that were it 
not for circumstances over which he has no control he would 
probably be as much of a Santa Claus as Iam. [Great laughter 
and applause. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, I was saying that the gentlemanfrom 
Ohio, Mr. Chairman, suggested that 1 probably. on my feet, said 
things that I would not have said had I been sitting down and 
writing them out. That is probably correct. I would in all likeli- 
hood have selected some different words and would have been able 
to make my suggestion in language more forcible, perhaps more 
elegant, than I did use when on my feet, called there by the bill 
under consideration. 

But the gentleman seeks to put me in the attitude of attacking 
the 3 party, as not being the friend of the soldiér. He 
certai does not do that in sincerity and earnestness. It must 
be fugling“ when he does that, to use his own term. The gen- 
eral prp of what I said was that we were neglecting the in- 
terests of the old soldiers and at the same time pretending that 
we were giving strict attention to their interests at the Friday 
night sessions. I said that we had too many candidates for Pres- 
ident and their fuglemen at this session of Congress to give very 
strict attention to the demands of the old soldiers, and in illustra- 
tion of what I said I remarked that while we have a great big 
Republican majority on this side of the House, yet we hardly 
ever get a quorum at these evening sessions. 

Now, gentlemen do not want me to say that, because it will go 
tothe public. Is it true? Is it not true? Is not every word of it 
true, and all that I have said about it? Then, if it be true, why 
should we be ashamed of speaking of it? If it be true, let it be 
known that we are engaged too often and too much in the business 
of making Presidents to give strict attention to the Friday night 
sessions in behalf of the old soldiers of the country. 

I say to the gentleman from Ohio that if I were sitting down 
writing this out I would probably extend it a little further; but 
when he and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [r Manon], 
the latter especially, come in here like Don Quixote, armed cap- 
a-pie, to defend the Speaker of the House against the assault they 
claim that Imade upon him, they are fighting a windmill. [Great 
laughter and rr And that term, Mr. Chairman, I use with 
the full knowledge of the fact. Itis noslip of the tongue. Even 
if I had been sitting down and writing it, as the gentleman sug- 
gests, I would have used the term, because that is what his proto- 
type did—fought imaginary enemies. 

ut, sir, I made no assault on the Speaker of the House. Ihave 
are been treated kindly by him, quite as much as my deserts 
entitle me to, I may state. There is not the slightest reason why 
I should make an assault upon him, none on earth. But the gen- 
tleman thinks I referred to him when I was interrupted by a 
question in the course of my remarks a few moments ago, and 
when I said with reference to the Committee on Rules that I 
would be pepe gc glad to see any member of the committee 
here at any of the Friday night sessions. Now, the Speaker being 
ex officio a member of the Committee on Rules, that remark 
— 28 be construed to include him. But I have no apology to 

e. There was no intention of referring to him in any dis- 
courteous manner whatever. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to putina 
word there? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In the twelve years that I have been a 
member of this House I have never known any Speaker of the 
House of any party to be present at these Friday night sessions. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. In the fotr or five months that I have been 
here my experience has been exactly the same as that of the gen- 
tleman of Ohio. [Laughter.] Now, I hope the koa paman will 
not compel me to put anything more before the public. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. t me complete what I was about to say. 
That it has been the uniform practice of the House always that 
these sessions are presided over by a member of the House selected 
by the Speaker for that poe 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I have no question of that. 

_Mr. GROSVENOR. And the Speaker has a very laborious 


—— - 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Beyond question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And it is not expected that he shall come 
to these evening sessions. Indeed, some of the older members 
might 5 stay away with profit not only to themselves, but 
to the House. 3 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, I notice that they very often take 
leave of absence from the House without its consent. 

Now, I do say, Mr. Chairman, that we are toa certain extent 
guilty of neglect in this—not so much in the passage of the pri- 
vate pension bills introduced, but because here is a most excellent 
bill reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions that covers 
nine-tenths almost of all of the cases that are forced to be acted 


upon 8 legislation, to Which no attention has yet been 
aid. e Committee on Invalid Pensions introduced the bill, 

d it placed on the Calendar of the House—the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union—on the 11th day of 
February. That bill has lain there all of that time. I have asked 
the chairman of the committee—I know he is anxious to get it u 
whenever he can find a clear way for that purpose—I have aske 
when it would be taken up. I know that he wants to take it u 
as soon as possible. That bill ought to be considered, and it wi 
perform more real service for the soldier than all the standing up 
on this floor we can do in these Friday night sessions—standin 
here, like the gentleman from Ohio, and protesting what goo 
friends we are of the soldier. We had better by passing that bill 
prove our faith and earnestness by our work. Let us take up 
that bill. a bill that will do some good, and put it upon its pas- 
7 That is the way to prove our friendship and good will. 

pplause. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, if the other side have got 
through determining whether anybody has been hurt or any Presi- 
dential toes have been epr on, it might perhaps be in order to 
consider what is before the House at this time. But in passing, 
let me ask you, do you consider it fair, do yon consider it just, do 
you consider it very manly to jump with both feet u the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] beeause he has had the 
manhood to assert what he believed to be right with regard toa 

rivate pension bill? You admit that what he asserted was right, 
. you passed the amendment. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I believe that the merits of the bill now under 
consideration are the proper subject for discussion, and that de- 
bate upon other matters is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. MILES. Why was it not raised an hour ago? 

Mr. CHICKERING. Because it is raised now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILES. That is a brilliant remark. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania has the floor. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt the 
House thought it relevant a while ago, whether the eminent gen- 
tleman who presides over the House was a friend of the soldier or 
not, and whether the Democratic party was a friend of the old 
soldier or not. 

r Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
on? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Les, for a question. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Haye you ever voted for a pension bill 
since you have been a member of the House? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I have voted for a number of them, and Iam 
going to vote for this bill, and I will tell you why. [Cries of 
„Vote!“ “ Vote!”] Mr. Chairman, a while ago I was about to say 
that it was relevant to this bill to determine whether or not the 
eminent gentleman who presides here was a friend of the old sol- 
dier, and I was delighted to hear the kind tribute that the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] paid, as the champion of a rival 
Presidential candidate; but when he undertook to say that the 
Democratic party was not liberal toward the old soldier he forgot 
the amount that Democratic Congresses have voted in every pen- 
sion appropriation bill passed by them for many years. He for- 
got the fact that the Fifty-third Congress pnt more liberal pension 
legislation upon the statute books than the Fifty-fourth Congress 
has or ever will. 

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. ERDMAN. Again, Mr. Chairman, it has been said that 
there is slumbering somewhere Spon the Calendar—that last sleep 
that knows no waking, I believe the gentleman from Ilinois terms 
it—a bill that will do away with Friday night pension legislation. 
Pass that bill as it is now and it will do away with the necessity 
for all Friday night pension legislation. It will do away with the 
necessity for a Pension Bureau at all. All that will be required 
will be scribes to write on the rolls the names of those who de- 
mand to be placed there. That is the purpose of it,and I wonder 
not that the Speaker stands appalled at the magnitude of the havoc 
it would wreak upon the Treasury. But that bill, when it is 
reached in its proper order, which I have no doubt will come some 
day—provided we do not get away from here by the 2d of May— 
will be criticised, probably amended, and pa with some good 
5 it, though as it is now, in my judgment, it will never pass this 

ouse, 

Now, as to the bill under consideration: The gentleman to 
whose widow it is sought to give a pensionable status had the 
rank and 8 the eminent service, and his widow is de- 
pendent. hat more should you want? It should entitle her to 
a pension such as the committee recommend. Therefore I intend 
to vote for it, and I hope gentlemen on the other side will not 
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detain the House again as long in making capital for Presidential 
seprana as they have been detaining it on this bill. [Cries of 


“Votet” ‘* 8 

Mr. OTJEN. . Chairman, I have been trying to get a word 
in edgewise for some time. I introduced this bill, asking that a 
pension be granted to Sophia J. Hamilton. The report of the 
committee, which has just been read, giving the military record 
of General Hamilton, shows that it is a record of eminent serv- 
ices rendered to his country in two of its great wars. 5 

General Hamilton was a graduate of the United States Military 
Academy at West Point in 1843. He served in various regiments 
of the Regular Army until the breaking out of the war with Mex- 
ico. He served throughout that entire war, being engaged in five 
of its great battles. He rendered gallant service at the battle of 
Molino del Rey, where he was wounded. Captain Chapman, who 
commanded the Fifth Infantry, in whose command he was, spe- 

cially commends him for his gallant conduct on the battlefield. 
His record in the civil war is equally honorable and distinguished. 

In May, 1861, when the civil war broke out, he led forth in de- 
fense of his country the Third Wisconsin Infantry. He was its 
colonel. He rose rapidly from one position to another, until in 
September, 1862, he was made major-general. General Grant spe- 
cially commends him for his gallant conduct at the battle of Iuka, 
where his division did the most of the fighting. He commends 
him as a brave, bold, and deserving officer. Again, at the battle 
of Corinth, where nearly 6,000 men were killed and wounded, 
General Rosecrans publicly thanked him for the gallant and able 
manner in which he performed his duties upon the battlefield. 

Now then, Mr. Chairman, when General Hamilton laid down 
the vocations of peace and entered into the service of his country 
in 1861 he was a well, strong, and healthy man. When he ceased 
the service of his country he was in broken health. He carried 
home with him diseases that were progressive, which gradually 
reduced him to an invalid. 

Through the services he rendered to his country, from hardships 
and privations endured in the war, through the immense neryous 
strain of an active war career such as General Hamilton had, he 
lost his health, and he went home broken in health and gradually 
was reduced to a helpless invalid. On account of his invalid con- 
dition he was not able to attend to business, and thus lost most of 
his property, so that when he died he left his widow in dependent 
circumstances. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think it is no more than just to grant to 
the widow of General Hamilton, now 71 years old, this pension in 
recognition of the honorable and distinguished services he ren- 
dered to his country; and I hope this Congress will treat the 

widow of Major-General Hamilton as generously as they have the 
widow of any other major or brigadier general. [Cries of Vote!“ 
“Vote!” 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a fayorable recom- 
mendation. 

FREDERICK VAN GUILDER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
8046) for the relief of Frederick Van Guilder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ted to remove the € e of desertion tending zrg 


ized and direc against 
erick Van Guilder upon the records o nag sags Kono pon ered car 70 
orable discharge, 


third New York Volunteers, and to issue 
SEC. 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its 


date July 6, 1863. 


The report (by Mr. PARKER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8046) for the relief of Frederick Van Guilder, have had the same under con- 
sideration, and respectfully recommend that the bill do pass without amend- 


ment. 

This is a bill to remove the charge of desertion and to issue an honorable 
discharge to date July 6, 1863. 

The soldier enlisted September, 1862, was mustered November 5, 1862, and 
served till July 6, 1863, receiving no pay, because his name was not on the 
muster rolls, which appear to have been mislaid. 

After serving through Gettysburg he surrendered to the provost-marshal 
to ascertain his status, and was discharged as not mustere? in, by the Pro- 
vost-Marshal-General; went home, and afterwa-ds reenlisted and served 
faithfully, and was honorably discharged from the last service. 

His statement in affidavit on the records of the War Department, and in 
the ingenuous 3 paper, of which a copy is annexed, is confirmed by 
these records as to the loss of muster rolls, the service, the want of pay, and 
— it wae decided by the Provost-Marshal-General that he had not been mus- 

red in, 

The committee are of opinion that he had good warrant to go home and was 
nota deserter. Desertion isa question of intent. He is entitled to an hon- 
orable discharge, as provided in the bill. 


Case of Frederick Van Guilder, Company K, One hundred and twenty-third 
New York Volunteers. 
War DEPARTMENT, RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
January 28, 1396. 

It is shown by the records on file in this office that Frederick Van Guilder 
was on September 5, 1862, and that he was mustered into service as a 
vate of Company K, One hundred and twenty-third New York Volunteers, 
serve three years, on November 5, 1862, at Albany, N. V., by a regularly 


appointed mustering officer of the United States. Heis borne as present 
with his command on all rolls of his company up to and including that for 


June 30, 1863. The next roll, that for Aum 31. 1863, reports him as absent 

without leave since July 6, 1863, and he is reported as absent on all subse- 

gaens rolls, except the muster-out roll of his company, which is dated June 8, 
865. On this roll he is reported as having deserted July 6, 1863. 

It does not appear that the soldier received any pay from the time he en- 
listed until he left the service, and it is evident from the official records and 
from testimony that has been submitted to this Department that the fact of 
his having been mustered intoservice on November 5, 1862. was not communi- 
company officers until after he left his command on July 6, 1863, 
On February 20. 1865, he enlisted toserve one year in Company A. es 
Vermont Infantry, in violation of the twenty-second (now fif 1 e of 
war, and was honorably discharged from that regiment on June 1865. 

In support of an application for removal of the argo of desertion from the 
Onehundred and twenty-third New York Volunteers, Van Guilder has stated 
under oath that he served for many months without receiving any pay, that 
8 was refused him on the ground that the rolls did notshow that he had 

en mustered into service, and that both he and his company officers were 
unaware that he had been mustered intoservice. This statement is corrob- 
orated to a certain extent by the official records and by the testimony of 
comrades which is on file inthis Department; but, unfortunately, the soldier 
did not remain with his command until his case could have been adjudicated 
by the proper authorities, but abandoned the service without proper author- 
ity and went home, thereby making it necessary that the charge of desertion 
should be entered against him upon the when his company officers 
8 that he actually was mustered into the military service on Novem- 

ro, 

In view of the facts of record in this case, which do not conflict in an 
important particular with the statements made by the applicant and his 
witnesses, the War Department is unable to afford any relief under the pro- 
visions of the act approved 2, 1889, which is the only law now in force 
governing the subject of removal of charges of desertion. 


tfully submitted. 
Ree: F. C. AINSWORTH, 


Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington City, February 3, 1896. 

Str: In returning herewith the copy of thestatement by Mr. Frederick Van 
Guilder, received by your reference on the 30th ultimo with the request to be 
furnished with certain information relative to the muster into service of 
Frederick Van Guilder, late of Seger jon K, One hundred and twenty-third 
New York Infantry, and with the affidavits on file in this Department in his 
case. I am directed by the Secretary of War to inform you as follows: 

No record has been found showing that shortly after the battle of Gettys- 
burg this soldier reported to a provost-marshal, as alleged. 

Upon a reexamination of the records of the provost-marshal at Baltimore, 
Md., it has been ascertained that under the name Fred Vangilder he was con- 
fined in the Gilmore House July 19, 1803, as an arrested deserter, with remark 
“not mustered in.“ 

The Letters Received Book,” First Division, Twelfth Army Corps, shows 
that on June 11. 1863, H. O. Wiley, Se One hundred and twenty-third - 
New York Infantry, requested that Private Van Guilder be mustered into 
ited States service, and that on the following day Nes tome Wiley's 


the Uni 
communication was forwarded for information. The records of the Twelfth 
Army Corps furnish no additional information in the case. 

There is no muster and 8 roll in the case on file in this office, the 
muster roll of his company, dated August 31, 1863, being the basis for the 
aoe a at Van Guilder was mustered into service November 5, 1862, at 

Y. N. I. 
An exhaustive investigation fails to elicit 2 further information in re- 
rd to the soldier as a member of Company K, One hundred and twenty- 
hird New York Volunteers, additional to that contained in the report on 
H. R. bill No. 3046, Fifty-first Congress, first session. It appears, however, 
that on February 20, 1 he enlisted for one year in Company A, Eighth 
vermont Pe and was honorably discharged from that regiment on 

une 28, 1865. 

If be was not in the military service as of Company K. One hundred and 
twenty-third New Vork Infantry, he could not, of course, bea deserter there- 
from, and would not therefore be entitled to the benefits accruing from mil- 
itary service rendered therein, but whatever informality there may have 
been in the record of this man’s muster into service it is evident that 2 was, 
at least constructively, mustered in, and was in the military service asa 
member of that regiment and a technical deserter therefrom. 

Following is a 3 of the testimony on file in the case: 

March 27, 1890, the soldier testified that he enlisted as a private in Company 
K. One hundred and 5 New York Infantry, on or about September 
5, 1862, at Granville, N. Y., but was not mustered into service until about 
the last days of September, 1862, at Albany“; that his muster rolls could not 
be found, and the paymaster refused to pay him on the grounds that I had 
not been mustered in.“ and said that he could not muster me unless I en- 
listed over again, which would have caused me to lose all my pay“; that 
thinking he had served long enough without pay, he left his command, with 
his captain’s consent, after the battle of Gettysburg; that he surrendered to 
the provost guard and was taken to the proyost-ma: general at Balti- 
more, but the latter officer, failing to find his muster-in papers, sent him 
home; and that not until many years after the war did he (soldier) know 
that he had been mustered into service. 

Cassius G. Waite, aged 43 years, of Granville, N. V., testified, May 23, 1890 
that he was well.acquainted with Van Guilder before his enlistment, an 
served with him in Company K, One hundred and twenty-third New York 
Infantry; that Van Guilder left the service at the battle of Gettysburg, about 
July 3, because his captain (H. O. Wiley) refused to issue him any cloth- 
ing, and for the further reason that he was not known on the muster rolls 
of said company and the Government,” and that he heard Major-General 
Williams, division commander of Twelfth Corps, tell claimant not to fight 
unless the Government paid him, and to go home.” 

8 W. Baker, late captain See K, One hundred and twenty-third 
New York Infantry, testitied September 15, 1890, that he was second lienten- 
ant of the company at the date of Van Guilder's enlistment therein; that 
Van Guilder enlisted November 5, 1862, was mustered into service November 
5, 1862, and left the regiment July 10, 1863; that the captain of the company 


(Seny O. 1 wrote several times to the adjutant- general of the State of 
pba ax oe k e mustering pap2rs of the soldier, but was unable to obtain 
em, an 


he was, therefore, unable to get his pay or to find out 
whether he was a soldier or not“; and that on July 25, 10835 he (affiant) was 
detailed on detached service after drafted men in New York, and that on 
reaching Albany he obtained from the adjutant-general’s office the mustering 
papers of Van Guilder and of two other members of the command and for- 
warded them to the regiment. 
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Maron 27, 


WAAI the sit ‘in 3046, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, 
n the on tour rs 
but N omitted therefrom. 2 A 

ery Y» 


op of the testimony should have been em- 


F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 
Hon. R. WAYNE 1 
irman Subcommittee B, Committee on Milit Affairs, 
Hoite of Representatives: 


No. 1. 


Ihave been requested to write a statement about my ease. Iinlisted about 
the last of September I about three oclock in the after noon, in the one hun- 
dred and twenty third Nnew York in the town of Granvill Washington. 
Co: N. Y. and the rigment was in camp in Saylum about twenty miles away I 
took the train the next morning andI payed my own fair down to Saylum and 
the rigment had gon and what to do I did not know and then Iand two more 
comrade payed my own fair back agane and reported to the recurting officer 
and he said that he would recurt some more and send us on with som more 
in a little while we had to wait about two weeks and then we was sent to Al 
bany and stayed there about three weeks and I must have been m in 
while I was in Albany and then I was sent on to my rigment they was 
incamp in lodan valley I was with my rigment about three munts when the 
pay master com around and the capten said to me you cant draw any pay 

have not been mustured into U. . survis yet and you cant draw any pay 

t you com and sign thee pay rowl and I will or and get it for you and 

thought it would be all right so I kepted right on doing survis and after the 
battle of chanceveil the pay master came around again and the captain came 
around again and says you ant been mustered in the U. S. survis and he had 
the lutenent take me and the other two boys oxer to Gen. williams head quar- 
ters to be mustered and we went over three different times and the muster- 
ing officer said that he could not muster us in without we would inlist over 


And Gen. Williams said boys dont you fight without uncle Sam pays you 
and it seemed paty tuff to see the other bove gt payed off and we could not 
get none and a wife and child at home. And it was known all thrugh the 
rigment that us three boys was not mustered in to United states survis. 
And we was advised by the other boys and som of the officers to home. 
then the captain com to the ordley and said dont her call Fred C. G. and 

eight nor Irey ball names any more at row! call and dont draw any 
g for them and have them turn their Guns and equitments over 
to you and shortly after that orders came for usto march to Getes Bergand 
just before we to Getesberg one of the boys was sick and I took his aquit- 
ment and fell into the ranks and [ was in the first days neht at Getes 
and then the captain come to me and the other two boys and say if you shoul 
get killed here you would not get nothing forit and Tox family would not get 
nothing eather and he sent us back to tack care of his horse and send ther 
man that was taking care of his horse to the rigmeut but I did hate to leave 
the boys but I 2 57 of the love ones at home and I thought I better go 
back and after the battle was over we started after Gen lee Across the pato- 
mic and then I went to the captain and I said cap this Is puty tuff the knees 
was out of my pants and my toes was h my shoes and I toled hm that I 
was agoig to ok my elf up to the prol of guard and see if I was a soldier or 
a sitizon and he said he could not help it. 

And I and one of the other boys started for Getesberg and was taken up by 
the prol of gard and taken to Getesberg before the prol marchal and wassent 
from there to baltmore before the en marchal genera! and he said boys 
what are you here for and we told him that we was not mustered in 
united states survis, and uncle sam would pay us we went on and told him 
how we inlisted and he swore out with anoath what kind of 
but he said that he would telegraph tow 
we had been mustered in or not and the next day he called us up before him 


he would give us a for home and he said boys you ant got say money 
how are you going to get home so he give us a pas for home I worked part of 
my way ugh and walked part and got home and that fall our lutenent 


and I see him a number 

day fred i wish you could go back with me I told him that I would like to go 
back with him but I did not like to go back and ugh what I did before 
now that fall he went back to his t 1 bany and 
fowned my mustering hapten en me and he sent on to the captain 
but I did not know any th 
back east and went 
mustering rolles and sending them on 

And he said that thecaptain put me down as a deserter but he said that he 
was olle sorry and he said Fred you was one of our best soldiers and any 
thing I can do oe ot ce 


or you ought to have your pay for the time 
that you served this thing the last nine years has wored me to have them 


that I was a dezerter for I was honest in the matter but I inlisted 
agane in the eight V. T. and staid with them until] the wore was over and got 
my discharge and now I donot getany pention nor pay for the time that I did 


o respectfuly yours FREDICK VAN GUILDER. 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, may I 1 2 fg the reading? 
Do gentlemen desire the whole record read in such a case as this? 
It is a perfectly plain case, which I can state in a moment. We 
annexed all the affidavits and papers, so that the case should be 
fully set out. Frederick Van Guilder enlisted in New York in 
September, 1862, and seems to have been mustered in Albany, just 
as the regiment was leaving, in November, 1862. The muster rolls 
got lost. He served all the time until Gettysburg, but got no pay, 
and had nothing to send home. He had a wife and children at 
home. When he applied for pay they told him that he was not 
on any muster roll, He served through Gettysburg, and waited 
until the Army chased the enemy across the Potomac, and then, 
as he could get nothing, he wanted to find out his standing, and 
surrendered to the provost-marshal, and the provost-marshal sent 
him to the general provost-marshal at Baltimore. The provost- 
marshal general kept him until he could send to Washington to 
see whether he was mustered. On doing so, it was found he was 
not mustered in, and he was told that he could go home. He went 
home, and about a year afterwards he enlisted again, in another 

iment, and served throughout the war. 

ow, this is his own story. We have looked it up, and we find 


that he was mustered, but the muster rolls never did get to the regi- 
ment until after the battle of Gettysburg, and then after they 
arrived he was marked as a deserter. The provost-marshal at 
Baltimore, opposite the name of Frederick Van Guilder, has in 
the record the mark, Not mustered in.“ He was not really a 
deserter. He had been told to go home because it appeared that 
he was not mustered. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. ERDMAN. Will the gentleman to a question? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. I would like to answer the gentle- 
man any stress he desires to ask. 

Mr. ERDMAN. That is a satisfactory explanation of the rea- 
son why he went home. But what explanation is there for thirty- 
three years’ delay? 

Mr. PARKER. This, sir, that Mr. Van Guilder did not find 
out that he was marked as a deserter until he got quite old and 
poor and applied for a pension. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ELIZABETH MARSHALL, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1109) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ted, ete., That the Secre f the Interi i - 
ug ige to piace othe Tonin Poh ache es ane aren 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Marshall, of Bridg- 
man, Mich., widow of Henry L. Marshall, a private in Company A, One hun- 
dred and eighty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and pay her a 
pension of per month. 

The report (by Mr, THomas) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1100) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall, having carefully considered 
the same, 1 report: 

Elizabeth Marshall claims as the widow of Henry L. Marshall, who enlisted 
September 2, 1861, in Snipes Ea Fifty-fifth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan- 
try, and was arged for bility December 24, 1862. On March 10, 1364, 
he enlisted in Company A, One hundred and eighty-fourth Pennsylvania 
Ming Infantry, and died October 23, 1864, at Andersonville, Ga., of scor- 


On June 21, 1865, the claimant filed iy Hai as widow of the soldier, and 
on November 16, 1865, t Ann Marshall filed application, claiming as 
and in 1800 Elisabeth's tas allowed at $18, te date from tke Salad e denk 
and in zabeth's was allowed a m the soldier's dea 
Tiia phe coated to rav, untl JE ane = 
n rgaret renew er m, an was notified that if she 
did not produce within sixty days some additional evidence as to the legality 
of her marriage her name would be drop from the rolls. At the time the 
nsioner was sick in Illinois and could do nothing. Her name was accord- 
giy dropped and the pension ranted to Margaret. 
tap that in 1852 Marshall and others were at a dance given by some 
one in the town in which he lived, and a mock marriage was proposed. 
shall and Margaret were willing to participate in the ceremony, and did so, 
but all parties were drunk, including the justice of the peace who officiated. 
In 1858 the soldier married Elizabeth in due form, had four children by her, 
always 8 her as his wife, lived with her when at home, and sent her 
his pay while in the service. During all this time the parties resided in the 
same little town of 300 or 400 inhabitants. 


Margaret died in 1889, and no pension is now being paid on account of the 
death of the soldier. Elizabeth is more than 60 yoann, of age, and in destitute 
circumstances. 

Your committee are of opinion, in view of all the facts, that Elizabeth is 
the widow of the soldier, and more especially so as the question was 
inv ted within a short time after the transactions occurred and thus 
decided, and remained res judicata for fifteen years, 

We therefore respectfully recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. ERDMAN. I should like to get a little more information 
with regard to these double widows before we are called to pass 
upon this Pherae 

Mr. THOMAS. Ishall be glad to answer any questions the gen- 
tleman desires to ask in regard to the bill. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I understand from this report that the mock- 
marriage widow drew the pension for many years. 

Mr. THOMAS. She drew the pension from 1887, I think, fora 
few years. Elizabeth was drawing the pension prior to that time. 
She was the real widow, and had fourchildren. The soldier sent 
his pay during the war to her. Then this other woman came in 
and proved this marriage at the dance, and therenpon the Bureau 
required Elizabeth to prove her marriage. She was unable to do 
it at that time, being away from home and away from where she 
could secure evidence, so the pension was awarded to the other 
woman. She has since died, and Elizabeth now asks Congress to 
give her the pension that she drew for many years. 

Mr. ERDMAN. That is, as I understand the report, the real 
widow drew the pension from 1865 to 1884. 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ERDMAN. And from 1884 to 1889 the mock-marriage 
widow drew the pension, and now this is a proposition to place 
the real widow on the pension roll. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is the case. 

Mr. ERDMAN. You oy further in your report that the ques- 
tion was investigated and remained res adjudicata for fifteen 
years. To what does that refer? 

Mr. THOMAS. I do not understand the gentleman’s question. 
Does he want a definition of that term? I understand that they 
lived together as man and wife for fifteen years prior to the sol- 
dier’s enlistment. 

Mr. ERDMAN. But you say in your report that the question 


j 


/ 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3311 


was investigated a short time after the transaction occurred and 
thus decided and remained res adjudicata for fifteen years.” 
Now, what does that refer to? 

Mr. THOMAS. It means that it was settled that Elizabeth was 
the widow. 

Mr. ERDMAN. In what judicial proceeding was that deter- 


mined? 

y ac I do not know about that. [Cries of “Vote!” 
“Vote!” 

The question being taken on laying the bill aside with a favor- 
e recommendation, the Chairman declared that the ayes seemed 

have it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 7. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused, and the bill was laid aside to be reported 
5 the House with the recommendation that it do pass. [Ap- 

ause. 
= Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. - 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HOPKINS having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HEPBURN, from the 
Committee of the Whole, reported that they had had under con- 
sideration sundry private bills, and had directed him to report 
them to the House with various recommendations. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the previous question be ordered on the bills favorably reported 
from the Committee of the Whole, to the engrossment, third read- 
ing, one passage; and that fifteen minutes’ debate be allowed on 
each side. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I object to that. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Brostus, for this evening, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
To Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island, for five days, on account of 
important business. 
o Mr. BULL, for twelve days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
To Mr. Hurr, for one week from Monday, on account of im- 
portant business. 
The hour of half past 10 having arrived, the Speaker pro tem- 
re, pursuant to the resolution previously adopted, dec the 
use adjourned until Monday next at 12 o’cl m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 

trem eye were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
‘ollows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting estimates of appropriations required by the several Depart- 
ments of the Government to complete the service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and for the postal 
snes einn the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report in reply to joint resolution 
No. 32, Fifty-fourth Congress, directing the Secretary of War to 
submit estimates for necessary irsat Cleveland Harbor, Ohio— 
to the Committee on Riversand ‘bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of plan and estimate for the 
improvement of Conneaut Harbor, Ohio—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills were severally reported from 
committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Cal- 
endars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BOWERS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 191) nting to the 
State of California 5 cent of the net proceeds of the cash sales 
of public lands in said State, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 973); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred House bill No. 4703, reported in 
lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 7665) to establish a life-saving station at 
or near the mouth of Rogue River, Oregon, accompanied by a re- 

rt (No. 974); which said bill and report were referred to the. 
8 of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. HICKS, from the Commiteee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the joint resolution of the House 
(H. Res. 112) authorizing the employment of a skilled architect 
to assist the Supervising Architect of the Treasury in Peering 
the designs, plans, specifications, and other drawings of the min 
building at Philadelphia, Pa., reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 993); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. WOOMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 1845) to amend the mili record of Charles 
Hentz, late private of Company C, Eleventh Regiment Connecti- 
cut Infantry Volunteers. (Report No. 968.) 


By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Mili Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 1498) directing the Secretary of War to grant 
an honorable discharge to William M. Dalzell. (Report No. 969. 


The bill (H. R. 2618) granting honorable discharge to Andrew V. 
Sende. (Report No. 970.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
6238) for the relief of the estate of Parkes & Ward, of Yell 
County, Ark. (Report No. 971.) 

By . STEPHENSON, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands: The bill (H. R. 6533) for the relief of A. A. Hosmer. (Re- 
port No. 972.) 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 


z e bill (H. R. 4625) for the relief of Charles Hurrle. (Report 
o. 977.) 
The bill (H. R. 8771) for the relief of Stratton H. Benscoter. 


(Report No. 978.) 
_ By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: . 

The bill (H. R. 4620) granting a pension to Samuel McKinsey. 
(Report No. 979.) ; 

The bill (H. R. 1311) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W.Sentman. (Report No. 982.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (S. 637) granting a pension to George M. Brooks, 
(Report No, 980.) 

By Mr, CROW THER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6233) granting increase of pension to John J. Boat- 


wright. (Report No. 981.) 

By Mr. HANLY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
5320) for the relief of Edwards & Co. (Report No. 983.) 

By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: The bill g R. 
1602) for the relief of A. P. Brown, late postmaster of Le Mars, 
Iowa. (Report No. 984.) 

By Mr. D Y, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
758) for the relief of the legal representatives of John C. Howe. 
(Report No. 985.) 

By Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims: 

e bill (S. 644) to refund certain import duties. (Report No. 


986. 

The bill en R.6854) to pay for improving the street in front of 
the post-office site in the city of Poughkeepsie, State of New 
York. (Report No. 987.) 

By Mr. DMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill die 6528) to increase the 5 of Clara L. Nichols, 
widow of Bvt. j. Gen. W. A. Nichols. (Report No. 989.) 

By Mr. STAL G8, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7317) to increase the pension of Leroy M. Bethea, 
(Report No. 990.) 

By Mr. HARDY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
158 1474) granting a pension to John J. Copley. (Report No. 


By Mr. COFFIN, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
pT .1810) directing the Secretary of the Interior to place Sarah 
. Comly on the pension roll, etc. (Report No. 992.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce: 

he bill (H. R. 235) to provide a life-saving station at or near 

Watsons Pier, on the coast of South Kingston, in the State of 
Rhode Island. (Report No. 975.) 

The bill (H. R. 22) providing for a life-saving station at the 
entrance to Tillamook Bay, in Oregon, and for life-saving crew, 
etc. (Report No. 976.) 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ae following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 

ows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7666) to amend an act ap- 
proved July 15, 1882, entitled An act to increase the water sup- 
Ply of the city of Washington, and for other purposes —to the 

mmittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7667) for the relief of home- 
stead settlers upon unsurveyed public lands, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 7668) to establish a term of the dis- 
trict and circuit courts of the United States at Roanoke, Va., in 
the western district of Virginia—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7669) to pay certain 
employees of the United States Government during the civil war 
wages illegally withheld from them—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 7670) to regulate the pay of non- 
ea officers in the Army—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7671) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and condemned can- 
non balls to U. S. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Washington, Ind., Department of Indiana—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 7705) for the 78 4 of thestreets 
in the city of Annapolis adjacent to the United States Naval Acad- 
emy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 150) relative to 
5 of the Annual Report of the Superintendent of the 
pee States Coast and Geodetic Survey—to the Committee on 

inting. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A joint resolution (H. Res. 151) to author- 
ize the Secretary of War to build military road through Lime 
Point, California—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 152) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to use Fort Bidwell for an Indian training school— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SULZER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 153) increasing 
the limit of cost for erection of the appraisers’ warehouse build- 
ing in the city of New York, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Resolution (House Res. No. 226) 
to pay Thomas Adams for services in the document room, House 
of resentatives—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. KYLE: Memorial of the legislature of Mississippi to 
grant a township of the United States land in the State of Missis- 
sippi for the support and maintenance of a hospital medical col- 
lege and bureau of vital statistics of the University of Mississippi— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were disc from 
Sa consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 7435) for the relief of William M. Dotson—Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 642) for the relief of James M. Oliver—Commit- 
tee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. pre bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 7672) for relief of Martin V. 
Brock—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7673) for relief of Jacob M. Rife, of Hamilton 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 7674) for the relief of the 
estate of John H. Piatt, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7675) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7676) granting a pension to Emily Hayes—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7677) for the relief of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church at Webster, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7678) for the 
relief of certain light-house employees of the Sixth light-house dis- 
trict—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 7679) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary i. Brossman—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7680) for the relief of the heirs or legal re 
8 of F. Z. Tucker, deceased—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7681) for the 
relief of William Schrecongost, of Kittanning, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7682) for the relief of George W. Shearer, of 
Olivet, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 7683) to correct 
the military record of John McCarthy, late of Company B, Eleventh 
rt ees Connecticut Infantry—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 


By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 7684) to correct the military record 
of Peter Buckley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7685) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam Murphy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7686) granting a pension to Julia A. Powell 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 7687) granting a pension to Eliza 
Stofer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7688) for the relief of John M. 
Laughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEONARD: A bill (H. R. 7689) to pension Sarah J. Bos- 
sert, widow of Henry M. Bossert, as a colonel’s widow—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8 the inerease of the pension of John H. 
Smith, late Company H, Fifty-first Pennsylvania Volunteers 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 7691) granting a pension to Joseph 
Cater—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7692) granting a pension to Clara Matilda 
Bain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7693) for the relief of Richard Sickner—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOZLEY: A bill (H.R.7694) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Frank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7695) granting a pension to Lorenz Hafler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 7696) for the 
relief of Samuel B. Horne—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 7697) for relief of the heirs of 
Mrs. Nancy Mitchell, of Lincoln County, Miss,—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 7698) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of John P. Clark—to the Com- 
mittee.on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7699) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Craddock— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7700) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of James Pasqueth, Robert Brown, J. W. 
Patton, andothers, trustees of the Presbyterian Church at Mexico, 
Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 7701) for the relief of John 
Green, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment Delaware Infantry 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOMER: A bill (H. R. 7702) granting a pension to 
Kate E. Keiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 2 to correct the muster 
roll of the Eighty-first States Colored Regiment—to the 
Committee on Military S 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 7704) granting a pension to 
Frances Coyner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R.7706) for the reim- 
bursement of the heirs of James Anderson for transportation and 
expenses in recruiting troops for service in the Union Army—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred, as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of Duquesne Council, No. 394, 
Order United American Mechanics, of Duquesne, Allegheny 
County, Pa., unanimously indorsing the Stone immigration bill 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of A. C. Fenimore and B. C. Stark, of Mononga- 
hela, Washington County, Pa.. praying that religious publica- 
tions be given every advantage of the act of Congress of July 16, 
1894—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois: Petition of Rey. James Frothing- 
ham, pastor of the Presbyterian church, and 11 officers of other 
religious organizations in Harvey, III., representing 915 members, 
favoring the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of residents of Harvey, III., asking legislation pro- 
hibiting the sale of beer and spirituous liquors to immigrants 
landing at Ellis Island, in New York Harbor—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 
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By Mr. BABCOCK: Ten petitions of citizens of Washington, 
containing a total of 191 names, urging the passage of House bill 
No. 5220, or some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its 
lines, and oppose the extension of the tracks of said company 
until its existing lines are mođernly equipped and operated—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, remonstrance of John Anthony and 48 others, of Arthur, 
Wis., against permitting the statue of Pére Marquette to remain 
in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of John J. Edson and 1,000 others, residents and 
taxpayers of the District of Columbia, in favor of House bill No. 
4956, to authorize the construction of a bridge across the East- 
ern Branch of the Potomac River in line with Massachusetts 
avenue extended, eastward—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 52, of 
Tower City, Pa., and of Washington Camp, No. 475, of St. Clair, 
Pa., Patriotic Order Sons of America, unanimously indorsing the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Remonstrance of A. C. Hunter and others, 
of Concord, III., against the appropriation of public moneys for 

sectarian undertakings; also petition for the passage of joint res- 

olution No. 11, to amend the Constitution of the United States 
prohibiting further approprie te to institutions under ecclesi- 
astical control—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Protest of Frank Walker and 35 
other citizens of Winnebago County, Wis., against raising the 
water in Lake Winnebago by paning flushbo on the Menasha 
Dam—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr, COUSINS: Resolutions of the board of managers of the 
Society of the Sons of the Revolution of the State of Iowa, favor- 
ing the publication of certain records and papers of the Conti- 
nental 5 the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of the Grit Publishing Company, of 
Williamsport, Pa., protesting against the passage of House bill 
No. 4566, to amend the laws relating to second-class mat- 
ter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, regard- 
ing Senate bill No. 179, “to remove discriminations against Amer- 
ican sailing vessels in the coasting trade”—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, regard- 
ing Senate bill No. 180, for the licensing of masters and chief 
mates of sail vessels over 700 tons—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Resolutions of the board of managers 
of the Society of the Sons of the Revolution of the State of Iowa, 
favoring the publication of certain records and papers of the 
Continental Con to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of Benjamin Eckles, of Bolivar, 
Jefferson County, W. Va., praying for reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, protest of J. D, Thompson, against the passage of House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of J. W. Barnes and others, of West Virginia, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5969, providing for an 

uitable adjustment of the grants of land to the several States 
of the Union for State no schools and other purposes—to the 

Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Joseph Budd and 23 others, of Gil- 
liam County, Oreg., ipsa against any appropriation for sec- 
tarian oses—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. EVAN S: Petition of Henry Gagel and others of Louis- 
aue Ky., respecting the Marquette statue—to the Committee on 

e 2 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of C. H. Freeman and 35 other citi- 
zens of Elk Point, S. Dak., to grant aid to the Pacific Short Line 
Company to enable it to extend its line to a connection with the 
Union Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Protest of 83 citizens of Pierce County, Wis., 
against the passage of the joint resolution proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States for the recognition 
of God in the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of B. Lonto and 24 others, Span- 
iards, residing and doing business in New York, praying that the 
friendship between the United States and Spain s stay un- 
broken—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HART: Petition of citizens of Bath, Pa., favoring the 
passage of the Stone Immigration bill—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

t y Mr. HILL: Resolution of the Hartford Board of Trade, con- 
cerning the harbor at Block Island—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 


XXVITI—208 


By Mr. KEM: Petition of 366 citizens of the counties of Sheri 
dan, Grant, Deuel, Hooker, Thomas, McPherson, Cheney, Box- 
butte, Custer, Dawson, and Arthur, Nebr., asking that the coun 
known as the Sand Hills be exempt from the provisions of the bi 
ceding all public lands in the State of Nebraska to the State for 
irrigation si to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FER, Petition of John Q. Adams, of St. Paul, Minn., 
against the passage of House bill No. 4586, relating to second- 
ces 3 matter to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the Maritime Associations of 
New York City, 3 Boston, etc., urging the enactment 
of House bill No. 2673, abolishing compulsory pilotage on coast- 
wise sailing vessels throughout the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of the Light-House Keepers’ Association of the 
United States, in favor of a bill to retire and pension employees 
of the Light-House Establishment—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrance and petition of citizens of 
5 Mich., respecting the Marquette statue to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, petition of citizens of Chesaning, Mich., asking that reli- 
as publications be given the advantage of the act of Congress of 

uly 16, 1894, relative to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Resolutions of the Commercial League of 
Fort Smith, for the improvement and protection of the river front 
at Fort Smith—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 50 citizens of Oakland, Ind. T., for the estab- 
lishment of a Federal court at Oakland, Ind. T.—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of Joe Hooker Post, No. 17, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Hutchinson, Kans., praying for the pas- 
sage of a joint resolution recognizing the Cubans as belligerents— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of The Carter’s Ink Company, of Bos- 
ton, Mass., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 
4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce, and 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-c. and free mat- 
ter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Sixteen petitions of the Liquor 
Dealers’ Associations of Newark, Camden, Paterson, Hackensack, 
Perth Amboy, Plainfield, Elizabeth, Rahway, Carlstadt, New 
Brunswick, Passaic, Orange, and the counties of Monmouth and 
Warren, all in the State of New Jersey, against the passage of 
House bill No. 6668, to amend an act regulating the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of John B. Smith and 11 others, of Newark, N. J., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 1429, entitled A bill 

adjust the pensions of those who have lost limbs or have been 
totally disabled in them“ to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Resolutions of Essex Trades Council, of 
Newark, N. J., asking passage of House bill No. 184, for the appoint- 
ment of a commission of inquiry as to the feasibility of direct 
legislation—to the Committee on Rules. r 

y Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Corn- 
ing, Iowa. in favor of the transmississippi exposition at Omaha— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of H. B. Wallace and 17 other 
Union ex-prisoners of the late war, asking for the of 
House bill No. 306, gnto a pension to sailors and soldiers who 
were confined in so-called Confederate prisons—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POOLE: Memorialof citizens of Madison County, N. Y., 
members of Madison Grange, No. 716, Patrons of Husbandry, rec- 
ommending the 3 of House bill No. 5213, which places a 
tax on the manufacture and sale of filled cheese—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of 800 citizens of Syracuse, N. Y., comprising 
Council No. 12, New York State American Protective Association, 
proe inst the continuance of the statue of Marquette in 

tatuary —to the Committeeon the Library. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of Washington 
Camp, No. 594, Patriotic Order Sons of America, unanimously in- 
dorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petitions of Order United 
American Mechanics, General Lyon Council, No. 32, of Putnam; 
Jonathan Trumbull Council, No. 29, of Willimantic, and Man- 
hanset Council, No. 47, of Mystic, all in the State of Connecticut, 
favorable to the Sperry or ge immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. S LE: Petition of the Kokomo (Ind.) Association of 
Stationary Engineers, No. 24, by its secretary, John F. Alt, praying 
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for the passage of House bill No. 3618, to organize and increase 
the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Indorsements of 21 leading citizens of 


Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., of a proposed bill to amend the act of 
February 26, 1885. known as the alien contract-labor laws—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of Henry C. Rawson, to accompany 
House bill No. 7304. for the correction of his military record—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of J. P. Eskildsen and 10 other 
citizens of Fort Atkinson, Iowa, asking that tracts and other re- 
ligious matter be given every advantage of the act of July 16, 
1894, relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Letter of A. O. Kincaid, of Woodward, 
Okla., in relation to lands in Oklahoma Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 


SENATE. 
Monpay, March 30, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on motion of Mr. Davis, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the common council of Du- 
luth, Minn., praying for the enactment of more stringent laws 
regulating immigration; which was referred to the Committee on 
In.migration. : 

He also presented a memorial of the common council of Duluth, 
Minn., remonstrating against the construction of a bridge across 
the St. Louis River between Duluth, Minn., and 8 ior, Wis., 
unless provision is made for the accommodation or all persons 
traveling in any manner whatsoever; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He aiso presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. Paul, 
Minn., praying tor the enactment of legislation granting protec’ 
tion to Americans in Turkey,and extending sympathy to the 
suffering Armenians; Which was ordered to he on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 113, United 
Garment Workers of America, o? St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating 
against the passage of House bill No. 3346, relative to the sweat- 
a Saber which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

e also presented a memorial of Worden Post, No. 12, Depart- 
ment of North Dakota, Grand Army of the Republic, remonstrat- 
ing against the transfer of the Fort Pembina Military Reservation, 
N. Dak., to the Interior Department, and praying that the order 
be reconsidered; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Los 
2 Cal., remonstrating against 5 of the Pacific 

i d funding bill; which was ref to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads. J 

Mr. ALLEN (for Mr. THURSTON) ted a petition of the 
Corning Board of Trade, of Corning, Iowa. favoring the 
transmississippi and international exposition to be held at Omaha, 
Nebr., in 1808; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. TaursTon) presented a petition of S. A. Douglas 
Circle, No. 20, Ladies of the d Army of the Republic, Depart- 
ment of Nebraska, of North Platte, Nebr., praying for the enact- 
ment of a service-pension law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. LINDSAY ted a petition of sundry citizens of Stark, 
Ky., praying for the enactment of legislation giving second-class 
mail matter, such as religious tracts, full advantage of the act of 
July 16. 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Louisville, 
Ky., remonstrating against the appropriation of money for sec- 
tarian institutions; which were referred to the Committee on Ap- 

riations. 

. TURPIE (for Mr. VOORHEES) ed petitions of sundry 
citizens of Arcadia, Fort Wayne, Jonesboro, Fairmount, and 
West Indianapolis, all in the State of Indiana; the petition of P. A. 
Hall, of West Indianapolis, Ind.; the petition of F. W. Marting. 
of Oriole, Ind., the petition of Charles Jones, jr., of Mount Vernon, 
Ind., and the petition of Omar B. McCurdy, of Wanamaker, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation giving to second-class 

matter, such as religious tracts, full advantage of the act 

of July 16, 1894: which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
‘Offices and Post-Roads. i 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) presented a petition of the National 


Association of icultural Implement and Vehicle Manufactur- 
ers of the Uni States, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion authorizing the railroads of the United States to give to ship- 
pers uniform classification; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) presented a petition of the New 
York Produce Exchange, praying that a new custom-house be con- 
stracted in the city of New York on the old site known as Bowl- 
ing Green; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) presented a petition of the Light 
Keepers’ Association of the United States, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to retire and pension empioyees of the Light- 
House Establishment; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) presented resolutions adopted at a 
meeting of the board of directors of the Boston Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the continuance 
of the agitation for the free coinage of silver, and favoring the 
ee of a gold standard; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) presented the memorial of Mrs. 
M. E. Whitmore, president of the Woman's Missionary Society of 
the Reformed Church of the United States, representing 10,000 
women, remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 4546, 
relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) presented a petition of the New 
York Mercantile Exchange,of New York City, N. Y., praying for 
the enactment of legislation regulating the sale and manufacture 
of filled cheese”; which was ref to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens Stine tor 8 ve praying for 15 e a peste wu No. 2626, 

rovidi or the protection of agricultural staples by an export 
8 which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Spa ts 
He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) presented a petition of the Na- 
tional Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the enactment 
of legislation relative to matters of vital importance to the farm- 
ers of the country; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and pti’ 

He also (for Mr, VOORHEES) presented sundry petitions of citi- 
zens of Columbus, Evansville, Bloomington, Goodman, Indian- 
apolis, Kokomo, Milroy,and Princeton, all in the State of Indiana, 
praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late and advance the salaries of the officers and privates in the 
watch force of the Executive Departments of the Government; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of Council No. 70, American 
Protective Association, of Williamsport, Pa. and a memorial of 
Council No. 24, American Protective Association, of New Castle., 
Pa., remonstrating against Federal appropriations for sectar an 
schools; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also 8 a petition of the select and common councils 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the e ee of the Delaware and Schuylkill rivers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Light Keepers’ Asso- 
ciation of the United States, praying for the enactment of legisia- 
tion to retire and pension employees of the Light-House Establish- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Gilbert C. Mouerdale, 
pastor, and the congregation of the Methodist Church of Farm- 
ington, N. J., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law tor 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Friendship Council, No. 81, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of New Market, N. J., anda 
petition of Fidelity Council, No. 8, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics. of Milleville, N. J., praying for the passage of the so- 
called Stone immigration bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration, 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented the petition of S. Wilson and sundry 
other citizens of Canfield, Colo., praying for the adoption of the 
proposed religions amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of Council No. 5, of Denver; of 
Council No. 66, of Leadville; of Council No. 69, of Erie; of Coun- 
cil No. 15, of Grand Junction. and of Council No. 11, of Colorado 
Springs, all in the St tte of Colorado, r plac- 
ing of the statue of Père Marquette in Statuary ; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 
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Mr. McMILLAN presented sundry petitions of citizens of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1885, or 
some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and 
remonstrating against the extension of the tracks of that com- 
pany until its existing lines are modernly equipped and o ted; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Waiters’ Union, No. 21, Ameri- 
can Federation of -Labor, of Detroit, Mich, praying for the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a piason of the Marine Engineers’ Beneficial 
Association, No. 27, of Bay City, Mich., praying for the passage 
of Senate bill No. 732, to improve the condition of naval engineers; 
which was referred to the ittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Detroit Lodge, No. 82, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of Detroit, Mich., praying for 
an investigation of the treatment of employees in the Brooklyn 
(N. V.) Navy-Yard and other navy-yards of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. R 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Encampment No. 10, Union 
Veteran Legion, of New Bedford, Mass., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation granting per diem pensions; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Galesburg Lodge, No. 213, 
International Association of hinists, of Galesburg, III., pray- 
ing for an investigation into the treatment of the employees in 
the Brooklyn (N. Y.) Navy-Yard and other navy-yards of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 920 citizens of Harvey, III., pray- 
ing for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was referred to the Committee on tue District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. VILAS presented the memorial of Elman Dewey and 29 
other citizens of Big Bend, Wis., remonstrating against the in- 
troduction of military training in the public schools of the coun- 

; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

e also presented a petition of the Algoma Street Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Oshkosh, Wis., praying for the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of 107 business firms and repre- 
sentatives of sundry industries of Cleveland, Ohio, and a petition 
of sundry citizens of Ohio, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
lation providing a reform in the postal affairs of the country, and 
also for the restriction of second-class mail matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a petition of the German Association of Sta- 
tionary Engineers No. 33, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 735, to reorganize and increase the effi- 
ciency of the personnel of the Navy; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval i : 

He also presented the petition of Emory A. Saddler, of Colum- 
bus, Ohio, and a pstition of sundry citizens of Ohio, praying for 
the enactment of Legislation giving second-class mail matter, such 
as religious tracts, full advantage of the act of July 16, 1394; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BRICE. On the 26th instant I presented a memorial of the 
agents of the States of Ohio and Pennsylvania in connection with 
the claims of those States, under the act of July 27, 1861, as stated 
in Senate Document No. 75, Fifty-fourth Con first session, 
for the amounts due them for expenses incurred in raising troops, 
and the memorial was at my request referred to the ittee on 
Military Affairs. Ifind that a bill is pending before the Judiciary 
Committee touching the same subject. I ask that the reference 
be changed from the Committee on Military Affairs to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the change 
of reference will be made. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of the faculty and students 
of Spelman Seminary, Atlanta, Ga., praying for the adoption of 
the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


Mr. WHITE presented a petition of 138 citizens of Santa Clara 
County, Cal.. and a petition of sundry citizens of San Francisco, 
Cal., praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amend- 
ment tothe Constitution of the United States; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Rhode d, praying for the establish- 
ment of an international board of arbitration between Great Brit- 
ain and the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of 45 citizens of Pawtucket, R. I.. 
praying for the adoption of the proposed amendment to the Con- 


stitution of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Saunderstown, R. I., praying for the enactment of 
aSunday-rest law for the Districtof Columbia; which wasreferred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Elmwood Lodge, No. 17, Order 
United American Mechanics, of Providence, R. I., and a peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of Rhode Island, praying for the passage 
of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HILL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, towhom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4053) repealing chapter 148 of the Supple- 
ment of the Revised Statutes of the United States, eed it 
without ameadment. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 900) to provide for the payment of the 
claim of William H. Mahoney, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5379) making it unlawful to shoot at 
or into any railway locomotive or car, or at any person thereon, 
or to throw any rock or other missile at or into any locomotive or 
car, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 85) relative to the medal 
of honcr authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 
1004, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2017) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon to the 
Allen M. Harmon Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at North- 
ville, Mich., reported it with an amendment. 

He also, frum the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1399) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Navy 
to donate condemned cannon and condemned cannon balls to 
certain posts of the Grand Army of the Republic, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported two amendments concerning the Potomac Flats, intended 
to be proposed to the District appropriation bill. and moved that 
they be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was 2 8 to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I am directed by the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the amendment 
submitted by the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
on the 16th instant, concerning the salary of the superintendent or 
clerk in charge of stations where any post-office is consolidated 
with any office so as to become a station or substation of the same, 
intended to be proposed to the Post-Office appropriation bill, to 
report it favorably and submit a report thereon. I move that the 
proposed amendment be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I am directed by the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2199) to regulate the delivery of 
short-paid mail matter, to submit an adverse report thereon and 
recommend its indefinite postponement; but inasmuch as the jun- 
ior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] introduced the bill. 
it had perhaps better go on the Calendar and await a motion of 
indefinite mement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2572) to incorporate the Con- 
vention of American Instructors of the Deaf in the District of 
Columbias, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am instructed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6614) making ap- 

ropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
year ending June 30, 1897, to re it with amendments, 
and to submit a written report, which I ask to have printed. 

I give notice that to-morrow, at some convenient hour, inter- 
rupting as little as I can the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY 
in the management of his bill, I shall ask for the consideration o 
the 8 bill which I have just reported. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to state to the Senator from Iowa that 
I have given notice that I shall take the floor to-morrow morning 
after the morning hour on the Du Pont case. 

Mr. ALLISON. I give the Senator absolute assurance that I 
shall not interrupt him in that case. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. The report will be printed under the 
rule, and the bill placed on the Calendar. 
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PUNISHMENT OF INDIANS. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the J udiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill Set R.878) to reduce the cases in 
which the penalty of death may be inflicted, to report it favorably 
with amendments. I desire to state that it is a bill imilar to a 
measure which, I believe, passed both Houses of Congress hereto- 
fore, but it did not reach the President in season to be signed. 
The amendment has already passed the Senate within a few days 
as a separate bill. Iask that the bill may be now put upon its 


nan VICE-PRESIDEN T. The bill will be read for informa- 
on. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. VEST. Will the chairman of the Judiciary Committee be 


kind enough to explain what those sections are? It seems to me, 

without a reference to them, that the proposed act virtually abol- 

— N capital punishment within the jurisdiction of the United 
ng - 


Mr. HOAR. It abolishes capital punishment except in the cases 
of treason, murder, and rape. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, from the reading at 
— 5 I inferred that the jury could recommend imprisonment 

‘or life, 

Mr. HOAR. No; itis the same act we passed last winter after a 

full 1 and in the cases of treason, murder, and rape that 

į unishment is retained. In all other cases imprisonment 

t hard labor for life is inflicted where the cases are now capital. 

In the cases of treason, murder, and rape the jury may annex to 

their verdict the words without capital punishment,” and in 
those cases the punishment is to be imprisonment for life. 

Mr. HALE, that apply to the three deepest crimes which 
are named, and so abolish capital punishment? 

Mr. HOAR. It does. 

asi HALE. It does, asthe Senator says, abolish capital punish- 
ment? 

Mr. HOAR. Where the offense of treason is committed and if 
there is a verdict ‘‘ without capital punishment,” capital punish- 
ment is abolished. So of murder, and so of rape. 

Mr. HALE. It is left to the jury. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, it is left to the jury, as in a great many 
States now. Then, as to the added section, the statute passed in 
1885 extended the punishment for offenses committed off Indian 
reservations in certain enumerated cases, and anong them rape, 
to offenses committed on Indian reservations. So the judge has 
no discretion where the offense of rape is committed on an 
Indian reservation but to sentence the prisoner to death; andthere 
are several cases now pending where that must happen. One of 
the judges, a judge from Idaho, Judge Beatty, formerly, I believe, 
a member of the other House, wrote to me that there are several 
cases now upon trial before him of boys who did not seem to 
understand that they had committed any very heinous offense 
and admitted the offense readily without any attempt to conceal 
it whatever, and he has to sentence those poor creatures to death. 

Mr. HALE. When was this bill reported? 

Mr. HOAR. At the last session of the last Congress, 

Mr. HALE. But the present bill? 

Mr. HOAR. Atthis moment. The reason why I ask present 
consideration is because we havea communication from the Attor- 
ney-General stating that it is very important indeed that it shall 
be passed before the 6th of April, because there are some cases that 
ou to be brought under it, or otherwise the death penalty must 
be inflicted. 


Let me repeat; this is not new legislation brought in here in haste 
and asked to be passed through at once. It was passed, on full 
consideration b th Houses in the last Congress, but failed to 
reach the President in time. 

Mr. HALE. I merely wish to say that I have no desire to de- 
lay the matter much. Iam in full accord with the committee on 
their proposition relating to capital punishment. I should like an 
opportunity to look at the bill, which I have not had, and there- 
fore I ask that it may go over for a day. It need not go to the 
Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letit be printed as proposed to be amended, 
and the Senator from Massachusetts can call it up at any time. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. I will ask leave to make this same 
be San for its consideration at this time to-morrow morning. 

. COCKRELL. The bill haying been printed in the mean- 
time and laid on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be ted. 

The VICE-PRESID. . ‘The order to print will be made. 

Mr. HOAR. And I shall ask leave to make this same request 


to-morrow morning. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 


none, 
_ Mr, HOAR subsequently said: I reported this morning a bill 


from the Judiciary Committee in regard to the death penalty, and 
several Senators desired to have it printed and it went over. I 
had asked for its present consideration. I should like to have 
the bill recommitted, so that I may report it again in the morn- 
ing hour to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair). If 
there be no objection, the bill referred to by the Senator from 
Massachusetts will be recommitted as requested. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2657) to retire and pension 
employees of the Light-House Establishment and Life-Saving 
Service; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE (for Mr. VooRHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2658) 
granting a pension to L. B. Hargrave; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2659) grantin 
a pension to William Sible; which was read twice by its title, and, 
ma the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2660) granting 
a pension to Silas Jordan; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2661) grant- 

ing a pension to Henry Charles; which was read twice by its title, 

ana, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2662) grant- 
ing a pension to H. Burr; which was read twice by its title, 
8 With the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions, 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2663) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Campbell; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2664) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lafayette Wood; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. VooRHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2665) granting 
an increase of pension to James White; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2666) to remove 
charge of desertion from the naval record of Edward Hurley; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2667) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Engelberth 
Bensinger; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2668) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Ambrose B, 
Jeffries, alias Henry O Connell; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2669) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of Andrew J. Dixon, de- 
ceased, late a private in Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment Indi- 
ana Volunteers, and to show that he died in said service in line 
and discharge of duty; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
ye accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2670) to amend section 6 of the 
act of March 3, 1891, chapter 517, establishing circuit courts of 
appeals; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2671) providing for the election 
of a Delegate from the District of Alaska to the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2672) granting a pension to John 
J. Shockey; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2673) granting a pension to Eliza 
Rosenfeldt; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panyin, popan referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

r. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2674) granting a pension 
to Levi R. Long; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2675) to punish the false publi- 
cation of awards for merit and medals to exhibitors at the World's 
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Columbian Exposition; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on International itions. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2676) for the relief of Capt. 
John T. Bruen, of the State of New York; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUAY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2677) to provide 
for the securing of plans and for the erection of the public build- 
ings of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2678) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a monument to the memory of James Monroe at Fred- 
ericksburg, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the N 

Mr. QUAY (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 117) 
increasing the limit of cost for the erection of the appraisers’ 
warehouse building in the city of New York, N. Y.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. CAFFERY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the nayal appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

d by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was re- 
erred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT ON THE UNIVERSITY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. FRYE. I ask for the adoption of the following order: 

Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 5,000 copies of the 
report of the Committee on the University of the United States on the bill 
creating such university. 

The order does not require to go to the Committee on Printing, 
owing to the fact that the printing will not cost $500. 

The order was agreed to. 


ECONOMIC GEOLOGY OF THE MERCUR MINING DISTRICT. 


Mr. BROWN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed at the Government Printing Office, at the earliest day practicable, 
5,000 copies, in separate form, with paper covers, of the paper entitled Eco- 
nomic logy of the Mercur mining district.“ being a part of the Sixteenth 
Ann Report of the United States Geological Survey, with accompanying 
illustrations; of which 2,500 copies shall be for the use of the House, 2, 
copies for the use of the Senate, and 500 copies for distribution by the Geo- 


logical Survey. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


Am from the President of the United States, by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 28th instant approved and signed the following acts and joint 
resolution: 

An act (S. 789) for the relief of Kate Winter; 

An act (S. 732) to regulate the issue and recording of the com- 
missions of officers in seyeral of the Departments; 

An act (S. 990) to amend section 9 of an act entitled An act to 
provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealers of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other 
P ses”; 

An act (S. 2251) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Calumet River; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 75) providing for the di ition of 
certain property now in the hands of the receiver of the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 


OFFICIAL REPORTERS OF DEBATES. 


Mr. HALE. Is there not some morning business coming over? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a resolution on the table 
that the Chair will lay before the Senate. The resolution will be 


read. 
The Secretary read the resolution reported on the 27th instant 
by Mr. HALE from the Committee on Printing, as follows: 


all re- 
ae therein provided, and to receive payment for such service according 
W. 


Mr. HALE. I move an amendment to the resolution. After 
the name Theodore F. Shuey,” strike out the word ‘‘is” and in- 
sert and Edward V. Murphy are,” and strike out the word Re- 
porter” and insert Reporters,” so as to read: 


Resolved, That Theodore F. Shuey and Edward V. Murphy are hereby a 
pointed Oficial Heporters,ete. a Be ig 


The amendment was agreed to. 
_ The resolution as amended was agreed to, 
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STEAMER MATTEAWAN. 


Mr. HILL. In behalf of my colleague [Mr. MURPHY], who is 
ill and confined to the house, I ask consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 4698) to provide an American register for the steamer Mat- 
teawan. e bill has passed the other House; the steamer wants 
to sail, and it will take only a few moments to pass the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OPERATORS OF MILITARY TELEGRAPH LINES. 


Mr. QUAY. Before proceeding with the current business, I 
ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to call up the bill (S. 319 
for the relief of telegraph operators during the war of the rebel- 
lion. It is a bill which has been twice reported favorably in the 
Senate, and once passed the Senate without opposition. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, in 
line 4, after the word ‘‘served,” to insert not less than ninety 
days”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to prepare a roll of all persons who served not less than ninety da; 
in the operation of military telegraph lines during the late civil war and 
issue to each, upon application, unless it appears that his service was not 
creditably performed, or to the representatives of those who are dead, suit- 
able certificates of honorable service in the 3 telegraph of the 
Army of the United States, stating the service rendered, the lengt 
service, and the dates, as near as may be, between which such service was 
performed: Provided, That this law not be construed to entitle the 
persons herein mentioned to any pay, pension, bounty, or rights not herein 
specifically provided for. 

Mr. PLATT. The object of the bill is simply 

Mr. QUAY. It is simply to give them a military status. 

Mr. PLATT. It gives them a certificate of service. 

Mr. QUAY. That is all. A similar bill passed the Senate in 
the last Congress and passed the other House, but did not reach 
the President in time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the relief of 
telegraph operators who served in the war of the rebellion.” 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BERRY. Iask unanimous consent to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the unfinished business, which is Senate bill 502. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Arkansas yield to me 
that [ may call up a little pension bill? 

Mr. BERRY. I will yield to the Senator from IIlinois, but I 
should like to have permission to state to the Senate that I have 
this day promised me for the consideration of the unfinished busi- 
ness, and I hope that after the bill the Senator from Dlinois calls 
up is considered the unfinished business will be proceeded with. 

Mr. CULLOM. This little pension bill will not take a minute. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask the Senator from Arkansas if he will 
also consent to the consideration of a little bill. It is under pecu- 
liar circumstances that I want to ask the Senator to yield to me, 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It is a bill reported by the Committee on 
Claims respecting a Senate employee who has been crippled for 
life and seriously injured here in the elevator, and the only chance 
of 2 pes it through Congress is to take action at once. It will 
lead to no debate, and I should like to ask unanimous consent for 
its 8 

Mr. BERRY, After the Senator from Illinois is through I will 
yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PLATT. Isuggest that the Senate, by unanimous consent 
take up the bill to which the Senator from Arkansas refers, an 
then he will yield to these two matters. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand it is up. 

Mr. BERRY. It is up, and I yield to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam much obliged. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Illinois for the purpose of calling up a bill. 


UZZIEL B. CHURCH. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. Lied increase the pension of Uzziel B. Church, 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension rolls the name of Uzziel B. Church, late of 8 
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D, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, dnd late of 


Company I, Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, at 
the rate of $20 per month, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
THOMAS WILLIAMS. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask leave to call up the bill (S. 517) for the 
relief of Thomas Williams, an employee of the te folding 
room, for injuries received while in the discharge of his dutiesin 
the year 1892. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in line 6, 
before the word dollars,“ to strike out “three thousand” and 
insert one thousand five hundred”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of aay eee in the not other- 

the sum 5k 


wise a to mas Williams, who was injured 


BLUU 
while th discharge of his duties as an employee of the Senate f ding 
room in the year 


The amendment was agreed to. * 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was con in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the time, and passed. 
BENJAMIN F. HOWLAND, 
Mr. SHOUP. I ask unanimous consent to Tan up the bill (S. 


1565) 1 a 2 —— to Benjamin F. How $ 

Mr. BERRY. Lhope the Senator from Idaho will let that go 
over for the time being. I dislike to refuse consent, but I have 
rag Aap oa 1710 ] [y If 

is delay nger this morning it may impossible to get 
A with it to-day. However, I will yield to the Senator from 
0. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Benjamin F. Howland, late of the whale 
ship Edward, Mexican war. 

ae HOAR. What is the title to a pension on which the bill 
rests 

Mr.SHOUP. Let the report be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. SHoup on the 
10th instant, as follows: 


The Committee on epg ar Bae whom was referred the bill (S. 1585) grant- 
RS pension to Benjamin F. Howland, have examined the same and report: 
he claimant made application for pension under the Mexican war service 
pension act of re sag , 1887, alleging that he enlisted in the United States 
service at St. Joseph, Gulf of California, in 1846, as a sailor on the ship Edward, 
commanded by Capt. John S. Barker. His g was rejected in the Pension 
Bureau on the und that the records fail to show that he was enlisted in 
the naval or military service of the United States. 
The beneficiary is one of the survivors of the crew of the ship Edward, sev- 
eral of whom have been pensioned by actof — — Wr prezen 
H. Perty. June 20, 1890, and George James, February 23, 1891; and widow 


of Charles Peirce, August % £ 
The following extract from the ce erg of the Committee on Pensions in 
the House of Representatives, Fifty-first Congress, first session, in the case 
of Charies H. Perry, above mentioned, contains the data relative to the serv- 
ice rendered the Government by the crew of the ship Zdward: 
“The claimant made application to the Pension Bureau March 24, 1887, for a 
on under the Mexican war service act of January 2; 1887, declarm, 
while serving as fourth mate on the United States whaling ship £d A 
by Capt. John S. Barker, the ship touched the shores of Mexico 
San Joseph, where they were spoken by a trading sloop to 
m at said place, which was in the possession of 
our American troops (23 men), but which was surrounded by several hun- 
dred Mexicans, ee off the water front. 
ia dropped anchor near the Ed and at the 


selves be nearly sutticient to man any ordinary fleet of ships of war which 
that country t Instan 


deed, where w en have undertaken yeoman service for their country. 
Thus in November, 1840, Captain Simmons, of the Magnolia, and Capt. John 
E. Barker, of the of New Bedf that 00 

San Jose, Lower Calito was danger, landed their crews and 


to its relief,’ etc. 


On page 421 of the same volume a table showing returns of wha vessels 


from American ports hasa note mentioning the t that 

Cay Barker, of the with his crew to the relief of the 
of San Jose in 1846. 

“Your committee believe, however, that in view of the service rendered by 


which the garrison of San Jose and the livesof more than ascore of men were 

one. . —— * = 
be so pesaga 

CCC port of New Bedford, Mass., 


he states “ examination of the nalcrew list of bark Edward, of this 
pee which cleared July 14, 1845, ona w. voyage, the name of Benjamin 

Howland a: and is thus described: Benjamin F. Howland, born in 
ra ey ass.; aged 17 years; 5 feet ö inches in height; light complex- 


$ wn x 
C two at 2 
‘erin ſumatism and disease of 


els. 
w of the precedents established by pensioning the survivors above 


referred to, and į 
mittee believe that the prayed for should be granted, and passage 
‘ore 


of the bill is theref 


Mr. HOAR. I think that—— 
B BERRY If the bill leads to discussion Ishall be compelled 

object. 

Mr. HOAR. I have the floor, and it will take but a moment. 
I suggest that it be amended. I move to amend by inserting after 
the word Edward,” in the sixth line, the words for important 
services rendered in the”; so as to read: 


22 of the whaleship Edward, for important services rendered in the Mexe 
war. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ADJUSTMENT OF CLAIMS WITH ARKANSAS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The unfinished business will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. 502) to approve a compromise and settlement between 
the United States and the State of Arkansas, 

Mr. BERRY. Lask that the bill be read in full. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Before that is done I desire to 
state that I had intended to call up the privileged question, but I 
shall give way to the Senator from Arkansas for to-day only, as 
he has been insisting for some time on getting his bill wp and it 
has been the unfinished business. But I give notice that unless 
he can conclude the bill to-day I shall have to proceed to-morrow 
with the 1 iy case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the compromise and settlement effected February 
23, 1895, between.the United States and the State of Arkansas by John G. Car- 
lisle, 1 the Treasury, and Hoke Smith, Secretary of the Interior,on 
behalf of the United States, and James P. Clarke, governor of Arkansas, on 
behalf ot that State, which was made under and by virtue of the authority 
conferred by an act of Congress approved August 4, 1x04. entitled “ An act to 
authorize a compromise and settlement with the State of Arkansas,” and the 
act of the general assembly of Arkansas approved April 8, 1889, authorizin, 
the governor to act for that State, be, and the same is hereby, approved an 
given the full force and effect of law. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, lam glad to know that the time has 
come when there is a reasonable probability that a vote can be had 
upon the pending measure. For more than fifteen years the State 
of Arkansas, through her legislature, through her governor, and by 
her delegation in both Houses of Congress, has been striving to get 
the indebtedness of the State of Arkansas to the United States and 
the indebtedness of the United States to the State ot Arkansas set- 
tled. adjusted, and compromised. My predecessor here, Mr. Gar- 
land, introduced a bill in, I think, every Congress of which he was a 
member. My colleague in the House, Mr. McRax, has devoted ten 
years of his public life here in earnest effort to bring about some 
kind of a settlement of this long-standing claim of the United 
States and the State of Arkansas, and it was solely due to his 
energy, his intelligence, his love for his State, and his perseverance 
that the act of 184, referred to in the present bill, was: 

The act of 1894, approved the 4th of August, provided that the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the Interior on. be- 
half of the United States and the governor of Arkansas on behalf 
of the State of Arkansas should settle, compromise, and adjust all 
claims that the Government m:ght have against the State and all 
claims. taat the State might make against the Government. In 
seni of that law the then governor of our State came to 

ashington and had an interview with the Secretary of the In- 
terior and the Secretary of the Treasury, but they were unable, 
from some cause or other, to consider the matter at that time. 

Subsequently, under the authority contained in the act, the 

of the Treasury named an expert in the office, who was, 
1 think, the chief of division, Mr. Doyle, and the Secretary of the 
Interior named a law clerk in his office—his name, I think, was 
Mr. Ross—to proceed to the State of Arkansas to investigate the 
State land records. to take testimony in all the claims that Arkan- 
sas might present, to examine the public-land laws here in the 
Land Office and the Treasary 8 and make n full state- 
ment of what would be a just, fair compromise and settlement 
between the United States and the State of Arkansas. i 

Those experts went to the State of Arkansas, took the testimony 
of some sixty-five witnesses, thoroughly examined all the 


1896. 
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and made a report to the Secretary of the Interior and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and that report, after being thoroughly con- 
sidered by them, was adopted, and the present 5 of Arkan- 
sas. Governor Clarke, accepted the terms laid down in that report 
and agreed to by the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and Governor Clarke came to Washington and 
the agreement was signed by those officers thus representing the 
United States Government, and the governor, representing the 
State, and it is that agreement which this bill seeks to confirm 
and ratify. 

I want the Senate to understand before I go into the character 
of these claims that if this bill passes it will forever settle all 
claims that the Government of the United States may have against 
the State of Arkansas or that the State may have against the Gen- 
eral Government. I want the Senate to understand fully that 
under this bill the State of Arkansas will relinquish to the United 
States claims for more than a million acres of swamp lands. It 
will relinquish all claims for land taken by way of indemnity un- 
der the swamp-land act; all claims for money indemnity under 
the acts of 1855 and 1857; allclaims for indemnity for school land; 
all claims for 5 per cent upon public lands to which the State was 
entitled by the act of admission as were other public-land States, 
and, in addition, I wish to say that she will be ay ag to pay into 
the Treasury of the United States the sum of $160,572. This will 
be the result if the bill becomes a law. 

In regard to the character of the claims that the United States 
holds against the State of Arkansas there has been much misrep- 
resentation and much misstatement which has gone to the coun- 
try and which has come to the Senate. Twoanonymous pamphlets 
have been issued and sent here recently. One of those pamphlets, 
which is copied from a newspaper from beginning to end, is full 
of misrepresentations in regard to this claim, 

This indebtedness of the State of Arkansas to the United States 
came about in this way: Soon after the admission of Arkansas to 
the Union, in 1836,she. unfortunately for herself, passed a law by 
which she authorized the issuance of $2,000,000 of Arkansas bonds 
to be loaned to a real-estate bank established in that State, 

Mr. PLATT. What year was that? 

Mr. BERRY. The State was admitted in 1836; the legislative 
act authorizing the issuance of these bonds, to be guaranteed b 
the State of Arkansas, was passed in 1837. The bonds were to ai 
in the establishment of what was known as the Real Estate Bank 
in the State of Arkansas, The Government of the United States 
held at that time money whichhad been received from Mr. Smith- 
son, which had been given by him for the establishment of the 
Smithsonian Institution. The Secretary of the Treasury invested 
that money in bonds of several States, including some of the bonds 
issued by the State of Arkansas to the Real Estate Bank. Five 
hundred and thirty-eight bonds, each for the sum of $1,000, were 

urchased with the Smithson money at, I think, 994 cents on the 
ret That money was invested by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in those bonds issued by the State of Arkansas to aid the Real 
Estate Bank in that State. 

In addition to that, the Secretary of the Treasury invested $90,- 
000 of what was known as the Chickasaw national fund and 
$3,000 more of what was known as the Chickasaw orphan fund 
in these Arkansas bonds, making a total of $631,000 of bonds, for 
which the State of Arkansas was liable. 

Mr. President, I wish to say here that so far as the State itself 
is concerned and so far as the great body of its ple are con- 
cerned, it has never been the S e of a single solitary cent 
arising from the issuance of these bonds. I do not mention this 
for the purpose of showing that the State is not liable to the Gov- 
ernment for the bonds or for the purpose of showing that the 
Government was in any way liable for the failure of the Real 
Estate Bank, from which the State suffered; but I state it in order 
to meet the false charge which has been made in the anonymous 

phlet to which I have referred, which has been circulated 

ere, that the money all went into the Arkansas State treasury 

and was for the benefit of the people of that State. I repeat that 

the State never received one cent of benefit from the money which 
was invested in these real-estate bonds, 

Mr. GEORGE. Who sold the bonds? 

Mr. BERRY. The State of Arkansas, or the bank sold them. 
They were issued to the bank. 

Mr. GEORGE. Who got the money? 
ir BERRY. The bank held the bonds and got the money and 

Mr. GEORGE. And never paid? 

Mr. BERRY. And never paid. ; 

I repeat, I do not state this for the purpose of showing that the 
State is not liable for these bonds, but I state it in order to show 
that she was the unfortunate victim of a bad law passed in the 
State of Arkansas in 1837. 

One other fact, Mr. President, to which I desire to call the 

attention of the Senate. It is alleged in the communica- 
tion to which I have already referred that, if this bill passes, the 


Smithsonian Institution and the Chickasaw National Fund will 
suffer. The Smithsonian Institution and the Chickasaws have 
not one cent in this fund. The Government of the United States 
long since paid all the money that they had invested in these 
bonds over to the Smithsonian Institution and to the Chickasaws, 
It is a question entirely between the Government of the United 
States and the State of Arkansas. The Smithsonian fund has 
been reimbursed; the Chickasaw fund has been provided for, and 
morare no longer parties in any way to this proposed settlement. 

. PLATT. IL should like to ask a question right there; that 
is, whether the United States has actually paid the money to the 
oi sma fund for these bonds, or whether interest is still being 
pai 

Mr. BERRY. My opinion is that she has isco paid it and 
turned over the money, and interest is not being paid. 

Mr. PLATT. And has reimbursed the fund? 

Mr. BERRY. Absolutely. So that it is simply a question be- 
tween the United States and the State of Arkansas. That is the 
foundation of the claim of the United States against the State. I 
repeat, so Senators may fully understand it, that they did purchase 
$631,000 of these bonds in the first part of the year 1838, I think, 
when they were issued. 

The first objection which has been raised to this settlement and 
compromise, and one, I understand from a short conversation I 
had with the Senator from Iowa . GEAR] on which he e, 
is that in making the settlement the Secretary of the Interior 
the Secretary of the Treasury did not compute interest on the 
bonds after they had matured. That statement is true. The reason 
why interest was not calculated was because of the following 
opinion, given by the Attorney-General of the United States: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, February 1h, 1898. 


GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to acknowledge your joint communication 
of the 12th instant, calling wd attention to certain coupon 6 per cent interest- 
bearing bonds of the State of Arkansas, all dated January 1, 1438, and a 
tion of which matured October 26, 1861, and another portion Janu i hes. 
A copy of one of said bonds is inclosed, and you inquire whether the State of 
Arkansas is liable for interest on said bonds from and after their maturity. 

In my judgment the question must be answered unhesitatingly in the 

‘ative. The rule laid down in the case cited by you, United States vs. North 
Carolina (136 U. S., 211), has been explicitly d red to be the law of Arkansas 
by the highest court of that State; and I find nothing in the terms of the 
bonds themselves or in any legislation of Arkansas having any tendency to 
show that the State has consented to pay interest on the principal of these 


bonds after such principal became payable. 
Respectfully, RICHARD OLNEY, 


The SECRETARIES OF THE TREASURY AND OF THE INTERIOR. 


It was under that decision, Mr. President, that the officials of 
the Government acted, that the State by the law was not legally 
liable for the interest which had accrued after the maturity of the 
bonds. That is one of the objections which will be raised. I 
answer that by the opinion delivered by the Attorney-General 
and by the North Carolina case referred to in that opinion. 

The amountfound by the Secretary of the Treasury and Secretary 
of the Interior to be due to the Government by the State of Arkan- 
sas, without counting interest on these bonds after maturity, was 
$1,611.803.61; and they also found that the State was entitled to 
credits for the sum of $1,451,231.61, leaving a balance due the 
Government from that State of $160,572. Another objection is 
made to some of the credits claimed and allowed to the State. In 
1850 a law was passed by which the swamp and overflowed lands 
in all the States of this Union were donated to the respective 
States in which they were located for the purpose of the reclama- 
tion of such lands. Under that law thousands and millions of 
acres of land have been granted to a number of States. My State 
was largely swampy in character in its eastern portion, and a 
large part of those lands were so designated on the maps of the 
official survey. 

I want to state here and now that, under the rulings . 
the General Land Office, a State could either select under the 
cial survey and take such lands as were designated as swamp by 
that survey, or they could take proof as to the swampy character 
of the and make claim before the General Land Office. My 
State elected to take under the official survey. and thereby lost 
thousands of acres that other States obtained by reason of the fact 
that they had taken another method of making proof. 

Subsequent to that act, in 1855 and 1857, Congress laws 
by which it was provided that wherever the Government had sold 
lands which turned out afterwards to be swamp lands, after the 
passage of the act of 1850, and sold them for money, the money 
shoni pe refunded to the respective States in which the lands were 

It furthermore provided that if the lands were located by scrip 
location or by military bounty land warrants. the State had aright 
to select other public lands without regard to their character, pro- 
vided they were public lands, in lieu of the lands that had been 
located under the scrip location or the military bounty land war- 
a laim offset inst this t of money 

a ec offset agains amoun 
due the U3 nited States Government by my State comes from swamp 
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lands to which we are entitled in lieu of lands subject to bounty 


land warrant and scrip location, and in lieu of the indemnity to 
which we were entitled by reason of the fact thatthe Government 
sold those swamp lands fter the passage of the act of 1850 for 
cash. Under the acts of 1855 and 1857 the money belonged to the 
State of Arkansas. 

I take occasion now, as I see the Senator from Iowa in his seat, to 
say that I was most profoundly astonished that the principal oppo- 
sition to this bill should come from the State of Iowa, astonished 
for the reason that the character of claims we are making as an 
offset is the same from which that State has probably received 
more benefit than any other State in the Union. 

Mr. President, those acts of 1855 and 1857, whether they were 
wise or unwise, provided that wherever the Government had sold 
land which was swamp at the time of the passage of the act of 
1850 the money received should be paid to the State. Those acts 
furthermore provided that where the land was located by military 
bounty land warrants or scrip locations the State should select 
other land in lieu. 

The State of Iowa, supposed to bea 1 8 State, high and dry, 
under these indemnity acts of 1855 and 1857 has drawn out of the 
United States Treasury in cash 8540, 173.07. She has certified 
indemnity lands to the amount of 341,632 acres,and that State 

et claims an indemnity of 761,678 acres more. I repeat, that 
Towa has already received under these acts of 1855 and 1857 more 
than $500,000 in cash; she has received indemnity land for more 
than 300,000 acres, and in addition she is claiming to-day indem- 
nity, cash and land, for more than 700,000 acres. 
ow, because we are to receive credit in this settlement for 
cash indemnity and for indemnity lands, the Senator from Iowa 
thinks that in the adjustment of this whole claim of ours that is 
unjust and unfair. it be just that Iowa should receive this 
cash indemnity and these other indemnity lands, it seems to me 
that the rule of equity would apply with equal force to the State 
of Arkansas. 

The main objection, as I understand, to the credit offered on 
behalf of the State of Arkansas is that which gives the State credit 
at $5 an acre for certain indemnity lands which she was entitled 
to select in lieu of military bounty warrant land and scrip land. 
I want to say in — to that, that the experts in the Treasury 
Department took the testimony of 65 witnesses, three-fourths of 
them members of the legislature. They were as men as we 
have in that State, and their testimony was that in the counties, 
while the average price was $1.25 an acre, yet in every county 
there was a large portion of the land which the State could take 
as indemnity which was worth from $5 to $10 an acre. This grew 
out of the fact that under this selection of lands we would be en- 
RI to select coal lands if we could find such lands open to 
selection. 

In addition to that, in the swamp lands in the Mississippi Valley 
there are thousands of acres of land which can not be homesteaded 
to-day because they are subject to overflow, upon which the tim- 
ber now standing is worth more than $10 an acre, if there were any 
way of disposing of these lands except under the homestead law. 
I say, whether it be just or unjust, those 65 men have sworn that 
the average value of many of the lands outside of these one-dollar- 
and-twenty-five-cents-an-acre lands is more than $6.50 an acre 
instead of $5, the portion which we receive as a credit. 

Those, I believe, are the two objections upon which these parties 

pose the of the bill; but, Mr. President, those are not the 
real objections. I come now to of the only objection, the 
one but for which there never would have been any opposition in 
this or the other House to the passage of this bill. at objection 
refers to a clause made in the N. Rison by and between the Sec- 
re’ of the Interior and the retary of the Treasury, which 
I shall ask the 52 8 75 to read for me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrowsin the chair). The 
Secretary will read as requested. 

Mr. PLATT. Before the agreement is read by the Secre = 
will the Senator from Arkansas please explain a little more f ay 
to the Senate why it is that the State of Arkansas should be cred- 
ited with $5 an acre for those lands? They were lands to which 
she was entitled under some grant and did not get, as I under- 
stand, and it would be supposed she was entitled to other lands at 
8 * that is, $1.25 an acre. I hope the Senator will 

ain that. 

. BERRY. In answer to the Senator from Connecticut, I will 
restate what I before stated. Under the indemnity acts of 1855 
and 1857 it was provided that wherever land had been located by 
scrip locations or by bounty land warrants by any State, the State 
should have the right to select any of the other public lands in 
lieu of those. We have been trying here for twenty years to get 
an adjustment in the Interior ent to show how much in- 
demnity lands we were entitled to, and [ will state to the Senator 
why it not yet been adjusted. I tried to explain to the Sen- 
ator a while ago that when it was ascertained that we were 


entitled to indemnity lands we could select any character of land 
that might be known as public lands in lieu of those which had 
been otherwise taken. 

Now, in order to get the matter settled, in order that this eter- 
nal controversy and contention may not go on for fifty years more, 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of the Treasury 
thought that it would be better for Arkansas to quitclaim all 
claims to indemnity money or to indemnity lands hereafter, and 
figuring upon the amount of a certain character of indemnity 
lands—not all of them, but a certain portion of them—they came 
to the conclusion that the State was entitled to receive credit for 
whatever lands she might select at the price they might be worth 
in case an adjustment could be made, and then take those. The 
testimony of these 65 witnesses, as I have said, was to the effect 
that $6.25 an acre is the average price of this land now. I ask the 
Secretary to read the clause of the agreement, which, as I say, con- 
tains all the real objections to the 1 of this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Secretary will read as re- 
quested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Nothing in this settlement and agreement is intended to or shall in any 
connettion be held to prejudice the ht of the State of Arkansas to assert 
and establish her title to any lands which were granted or confirmed to her 
by the said acts approved September 28, 1850; March 2, 1855, and March 3, 1857, 
in so far as the same is disputed by those claiming under any subsequent 
grant made or claimed to have been made, the scope and purpose of this set- 
tlement being hereby declared to be the adjustment of all disputes between 
the United States and the State of Arkansas, and to leave undisturbed inci- 
dental controversies between said State and other parties in which the 
United States is not beneficially interested. 

Mr. BERRY. I want to state to the Senate that if the governor 
of Arkansas had consented to have omitted that provision from 
the bill, neither this Senate nor this Congress would ever have 
heard a solitary objection against it. The fight comes from the 
Tron Mountain Railroad Company in Arkansas, by which they 
seek to compel us to relinquish a claim that the State has against 
that company. 

I want the especial attention of the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLart]—inasmuch as he has asked me another question—to 
what I am now going to state. The provision of that agreement 
does not deprive that railroad company of any right which it has 
under the law; it puts it in no different condition, if the compro- 
mise shall be agreed to, from that in which it stands at present; 
it takes away from it no rights which it now has; and it gives to 
the State no ter right to secure money from it than she 
would have without the passage of the pending bill. But the 
Iron Mountain Railroad Company, seeing,as they thought, an 
opportunity to levy blackmail upon the State of Arkansas and 
compel the governor to agree to 13 which they knew he 
would never agree to, have come here with their agent, who has 
been here for weeks and for months lobbying with members of 
the Senate, to try to compel the State to relinquish a claim which 
she holds against that railroad company for 273,000 acres of land. 
That is the foundation of this fight. There is where the diffi- 
culty,and the whole difficulty, exists. I say to-day, if this bill 
took away any rights of the Iron Mountain Railroad Company— 
any character of rights—if it changed in any way the conditions 
which exist, then I would not blame them for their action or ex- 
pai them to do otherwise than to make a contest against this 

iil; but they have said to us, Unless you release us from your 
claim for 273,000 acres of swamp land, then you shall not pass a 
bill which would be beneficial, it may be, to the United States or 
to the State of Arkansas.” That is the condition of affairs. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator explain how the Iron Moun- 
tain Railroad Company has a claim? 

Mr. BERRY. i The swamp-land act passed in 1850. 
The courts of the country have decided that it was a grant in 
prance and if the land was swampy in character the title to the 

d to the State at the time the grant was made. In 1853 
the United States granted to the Iron Mountain Railroad Com- 
pany alternate sections of land amounting to 273,000 acres, which 
were swampy, running through my State, and which belonged to 
the State at the time the selection was made, and the railroad 
company has selected and sold this 273,000 acres of swamp lands 
which belonged to the State. In making this settlement the gov- 
ernor put in a provision that this should not be held to prejudice 
the rights of the State either one way or the other, but should 
leave the Iron Mountain Railroad Company and the State to liti- 
gate the question in regard to the 273,000 acres of land. 

Mr. GEORGE. Not to interfere on either side? 

Mr. BERRY. To have no effect whatever. Now they come 
here and have the assurance to hold up the Senate and the Con- 
gs of the United States, and their agent has stated that Un- 

ess you release your claim for these 273,000 acres of land, your 
bill shall not pass.” 

Mr. President, much as I should be glad to have this settlement 
made, much es I should like to see the old controversy ended, yet 
if that could be brought about, and even if it should put $500,000 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3321 


more into the treasury of the State of Arkansas, I would not yield 
to the demand of this insolent railroad company, who seek by black- 
mail to interfere with legislation in the Con of the United 
States. I regret that the company has taken that view. Its road 
passes through the entire length of my State from north to south, 
and it has branches running from Little Rock to Fort Smith, from 
Little Rock to Memphis, and from Noble to Helena. Each year 
that has pone by the pronte of that State have contributed thou- 
sands and millions of dollars to this great railroad system in the 
way of freight rates, c: ing out all their products and bringing 
in nearly all the articles that are imported into the State. It has 
had every kindness from the people of Arkansas, and yetit has the 
assurance to come here and, without pretending that this legisla- 
tion interferes with any right it has, to say to the committee of 
the House, as it has said again and again, unless you agree to this 
there can be no settlement. 

I do not know who sent out these secret, anonymous pamphlets 
which have been printed and distributed to each Senator, but I 
do know that the attorney of that railroad in the closing days of 
the last Congress filed this objection in writing over his signature 
to this provision. Ido know that Mr. Dean, who is the land agent 
of that road, has been here for weeks and months lobbying with 
members of thé House and of the Senate against the bill. ere- 
fore, while I do not knowit, I have not the shadow of a doubt 
that it paid for the slanders that are contained in this ecg 
report upon the people of a State from whom they have derived 
such immense benefit. I say I regret that that course has been 
taken, but I ask the Senate to deal with the question upon its 
merits. If it believes that it is best that the bill should be de- 
feated, then let it vote it down on its merits; but I appeal to the 
Senate not to be held up by the great Missouri Pacific system, with 
all of its immense power in the Western portion of the Union. 

Mr. President, much is said in this ope Fea in an attempt to 
cast obloquy upon and to abuse the people of the State of Arkansas 
for the failure to pay the indebtedness when it felldue. The first 
of those bonds fell due in October, 1861. At that time civil war 
existed throughout the entire length and breadth of this country, 
and the State of Arkansas had attached herself to another Goy- 
ernment for the time being. She could not, under such circum- 
stances, have been to have met that obligation. In 1868, 
when the other bonds fell due, it was absolutely impossible for 
the State to pay. 

When the war closed, in 1865, our State, from the north to the 
south almost, presented a sceneof universal desolation. Through- 
out the southern and eastern portions of the State, the great cotton- 
raising section, the slaves had been freed, the stock and farming 
implements were gone, and there was scarcely a large plantation 
that did not bear a mortgage—executed prior to the war. Through- 
out the northern part of the State in which I reside, aeng the 
borders of Missouri, war in all its most horrible phases h: = 
vailed for four years. The whole section of country was a 
lutely desolate. The people had fled North and South. The only 
evidence almost throughout the entire country that civilization 
had ever existed were the grane grown fields and the lone chimneys 
that marked places which had once been happy and peaceful homes, 

That condition existed in 1865. Then came four years of recon- 
struction, and while it is true that we paid four and five dollars a 
hundred of taxation on what little pr we had, yet the 
amount received was not sufficient to pay the mses of the State 
government, to say nothing of paying those bonds. From the 
time the people again got into possession of the State until this 
day we have made an earnest effort to get a settlement of the 
matter, together with an adjustment to find out how much we 
owe, with a view to payme it. That has been the object and pur- 
ponp of the entire delegation. We have had no other object. We 

o not desire to borrow any money. 

Mr. President, we levy taxes sufficient to-day to meet all the 
expenses of the State government, and the taking off of this mat- 
ter would not enable us to borrow money. We do not desire to 
borrow it, but we do desire that this old claim and these claims 
shall be finally and forever adjusted. The balance of the State 
debt is not large, and provision will be made and is made to meet 
it promptly. e would be glad to have this thing removed. The 
State has shown much progress To-day she has a free-school sys- 
tem which is equal to any State in this Union when you consider 
her resources and the number of her population. We appropriate 
large sums of money each year for the State University, which 
now has more than 500 pupils. Wo appropriate large sums each 
year to pay for the normal school at e Bluff, which is for the 
education of colored teachers, and the State is making every effort 
within its power to do justice to every creditor. 

Now, then, this settlement has been made. Two high officials 
of the Government, the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary 
of the Treasury, say it is a just and fair compromise. If it is a 
proved, we will pay $160,000, and that is the end of it. But I wi 
ask the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] to tell the Senate, when 


he comes to , what advantage can come to the United States 
or to any individual if the compromise be rejected. The Senator 
knows very well that after these high officials have said we owe 
only 8160, 000 no legislature in any State in the Uni t 
brought to appropriate one do over and above that sum. The 
Senator knows that there is no way by which the claims can be 
settled except by compromise and adjustment. He knows that 
there is no power in the United States Government to enforce pay- 
ment. Then I ask what benefit can come to any individual by a 
rejection of the settlement, allowing this old controversy and these 
old claims to stand. If it is rejected, that is the end of it. Our 
delegation here will have no hope ever to attempt another settle- 
ment. The State will never be induced to appropriate more than 
the sum of $160,000, which the Federal officials, after mature delib- 
eration, say is a just and fair settlement. 

Then I ask what reason there can be or what benefit can come 
if this settlement is rejected and the old controversy continues. 
I will admit, if it be of any value to the Senator from Iowa, that 
if the Government is to deal with one of the States of the Union 
as a usurer would deal with his debtor and count every dollar of 
interest, while the United States peys no interest herself, you can 
make us more largely in debt than the sum of $160,000. I will 
admit that if the conditions were different perhaps the amount 
paid for those lands might be a just subject of controversy: but 
upon the great question of the United States dealing with one of 
the States of the Union I hope and trust that they will deal in a 
more liberal spirit. 

I should regret to believe that the Senator from Iowa or any 
other Senator could permit his sectional prejudices to weigh one 
ounce in the balance in the settlement of a great matter like this. 
I have said before that the Government has dealt most liberally 
with States of the Union, and that Iowa has drawn out of the 
2 more than $500,000 and is claiming a million acres of 

and. 

In addition to that, but four years ago the State of Iowa came 
here by her senior Senator [Mr. ALLISON] in regard to the claims 
of the Des Moines River settlers, and no man can examine those 
claims without being forced to the conclusion that the blame 
rested with the State of Iowa and not with the United States. 
Yet the Senate in dealing with that State was liberal enough to 
appropriate in the sundry civil act $220,000 in money to pay the 
Des Moines settlers, and I am informed that the claim is not yet 
settled, and they are asking for more. 

The Government has never dealt with individuals, and especially 
with States,as a usurer would deal with his debtor. Upon the 
contrary, two weeks ago, in the present Congress, the national 
House of Representatives passed a bill to give to the people of 
Oklahoma $8,000,000, That measure is now before the Senate 
committee, and if it passes at all it will be with an amendment 
applying the provisions of the act to the Indian reservations in 
South Dakota, in Idaho, in Montana, and various other Western 
States, and it will be more than $15,000,000 which the Govern- 
ment will give to those settlers if the bill becomes a law. 

In view of all these facts, all I ask of the Senate is to treat my 
State as fairly as it treats others. We beg no favors that are not 
extended to others, but we ask that we be treated fairly and hon- 
estly. The settlement of this matter will do that which we believe 
will best promote the interests of the people of the United States 
at large and the people of Arkansas. 

Mr. GEORGE. desire merely to ask the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, who has made what I regard as a very lucid explanation 
of the case, a question on one point of it, so that I may understand 
it accurately. If I understood him aright, the Senator said that 
the Iron Mountain Railroad Company had located about 270,000 
acres—— 

Mr. BERRY. Two hundred and seventy-three thousand acres. 

Mr. GEORGE. Two hundred andseventy-three thousandacres 
of land which had been donated to the State of Arkansas under 
the swamp and overflowed act of 1850. Under that act, as I un- 
derstand him to say, and as I understand it to be from my own 
recollection of the decision of the courts on the subject, the grant 
was made ipso facto by the passage of the act, and vested title in 
the State of Arkansas. There is no doubt about it so far. 

I understand that the settlement which has been made between 
the State of Arkansas and the United States, now asked to be rati- 
fied, leaves the claim of the State of Arkansas to the 273,000 acres 
of land and the claim of the Iron Mountain Railroad to the same 
land exactly as they exist now, giving to neither any rights what- 
ever except what they at this date. Is that a fact? 

Mr. BERRY. That is absolutely correct, and it is so stated in 
the ment. It does not affect their rights in one way or an- 
other. If the State can recover from them now she can recover 
after the passage of the bill. If she can not recover now she can 
not recover then. 

Mr. GEORGE. So any opposition that may be offered by the 


Iron Mountain Railroad to the passage of the pending bill amounts 
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simply to this: ‘‘ Unless you surrender a claim to us”. king 
to the State of Arkansas — in dispute between us, yon ata not 
pass the bill.” 

That is exactly correct, ear dw 

Mr. PLATT. Let me ask one other question to see if I under- 
stand the matter. The State has a right to select these lands now 
under some indemnity act which hes been passed. The State 
does not choose to do it. It prefers not to select the land, but to 
have the value of it credited to the State in this settlement and 
the value is fixed in the settlement. Is that the situation? 

Mr. BERRY. That is not stating the matter as I understand it. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to get at the facts. 

Mr. BERRY. The State has been trying for years to select the 
land. I wish to say furthermore that the swamp-land act did not 
make it necessary for the State to make the selection, but it re- 

uired the Secretary of the Interior to make out the lists and 

ish them to the State. The State has been trying for years 
to Bet those indemnity lands, but there has been no adjustment 
and settlement. 

The Smotany ol the Treasuryand the Secretary of the Interior, 
in order that all matters should be settled, put this clause into the 
agreement. Theysuggested thiscompromise. Theysaidit would 
be fair and just. They sad, We will give you so much credit 
for this and that.” We claimed a credit for 906,000 acres of land, six 
hundred and seventy-odd thousand acres more than they gave us. 
Instead of giving us 906,000 acres, to: which the State believes she 
was entitled, they gave us credit for 278,000 acres, about one-fourth 
of that amount. It was es ios put this item into the agree- 
ment, and the State said, In order that this may be finally set- 
tled, and that there shall be no hereafter in regard to it, we will 
give up our claim to the 906,000 acres; we will relinquish it to the 

vernment of the United States. You can keep our 5 per cent 
money. Wewill relinguish all claims for indemnity in cash to 
which we are entitled under the law,” while Iowa, as I said, has 
already drawn $500,000. ‘‘ We will relinquish all that. You can 
keep our 5 per cent money, which every land State in this Union 
received and to which Arkansas was entitled. You can keep the 
indemnity to which we are entitled for school lands. You say 
that this is fair and just. We will take you at your word. We 
will sign the agreement,” as our governor did, ‘‘and we will pay 
the $160,000 into the Treasury.” We came to their terms and 
agreed, and I repeat that we did all they asked us to do, and I will 
state that it is all that ever can be done. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. President, I think the claim of the State of 
Arkansas and the claims between the State of Arkansas and the 
United States should be treated with greatdignity. Theclaimofa 
State or a controversy between the Federal Governmentand aState 
-should always be so treated. I have been at some pains to inves- 
tigate the facts in this case. I wish to state them briefly to the 
Senate. After that, if the Senate is prepared to vote for the claim, 
all right. But it does not seem to me as a business man that this 
is a fair and just claim upon the part of the State of Arkansas 
against the Federal Government. 

The Senator from Arkansas . BERRY] has allnded to my 
own State, the State of Iowa, as having been a large beneficiary 
under the so-called swamp-land grant of 1850. Hesays that the 
State of lowa is a high, rolling, prairie State. That is true, toa 
certain extent. Yet on the eastern and western slopes of the State, 
along the Mississippi and Missouri rivers, there are vast bodies of 
8 and what really are or were swamp lands. The State was 
justly and honestly entitled to every dollar that the Federal Gov- 
ernment paid it by way of indemnity for those lands, 

In regard to the Des Moines Valley, I will state that itis a dif- 
ferent case. Men whom I know personally went onto the Des 
Moines Valley land forty yearsago. They entered those lands and 
had the deeds of the Government, signed by Abraham Lincoln. 
and by a construction of the supreme court of Iowa they were de- 
sired: of those lands. They came to Congress and we granted 
them $220,000. Weshould have granted them $700,000 to have 
been just. So much for that matter. 

The Senator has said that there isa-wheel within a wheel regard- 
ing this case—a land-grant case in his own State connected with 
the Iron Mountain Road. I donotknowanythingaboutthat. In 
fact, I learned for the first time to-day that there is a land-grant 
road in his own State. That has nothing to do with this question. 
The questions that underlie this matter are simply questions of 
fact: It isa common principle of law that men who come into 
court should come with clean hands, and I do not think, with all 
due deference to the Senator from Arkansas, that Arkansas comes 
into court in that condition. 

What are the facts? This proposed amendment was authorized 
pean act passeđ two years ago empowering the Secretary of the 

ury and the Secretary of the Interior and the governor of 
Arkansas to do certain things. The Secretary of the Treasury and 
the Secretary of the Interior, respectively, sent a clerk from his 
5 ee who went out to the State of Arkansas and took sixty 
odd affidavits. And what do those affidavits amount to? They 


simply show the value of certain lands which the Government 
would be entitled to reimburse the State of Arkansas for at the 
rate of $1:25. Those affidavits to which the Senator alludes so 
pathetically simply show that the lands are worth to-day five or 
six d an acre. I do not doubt it. It is a fact, undoubtedly, 
But it has no bearing, it strikes me, on this case. 

Arkansas was admitted a State in the Union under act of Con- 
gress approved June 23, 1836. (5 U. S. Stats., 58.) 
ge said act said State was granted by Congress as follows, 

wit: = 

1. Section 16 in every township therein, or lands in lieu thereof 
and equivalent in area thereto, eqnal to 836,460 acres. (See page 
70, Senate Report No. 226, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.) 

2. Twelve salt springs with 6 sections of land to each, or 73 
sections (with certain provisos), equal to 46,080 acres, 

3. Five per cent of the net proceeds of the sales of all lands, 
claimed by said State to be 5 per cent of $19,811,641.43, equal to 
$980,582.07. (See p: 69, 70 of said Senate Report No. 226.) 

4. Five sections of land for completing public buildings in ad- 
dition to the 10 sections gran her as a Territory by act of 
March 2, 1831 (4 U. S. Stats., 473), and by act of July 4, 1832 
(4 U. S. Stats., 563), or 15 sections of land, equal to 9,600 acres. 

5. Two townships of land for a seminary, confirming in that 
regard the act of March 2, 1827 (4 U. S. Stats., 235), or 72 sections, 
equal to 46,080 acres. 

6. Said State when a Territory haying been granted for court- 
house and jail purposes, under the act of June 15, 1832 (4 U. S. 
Stats., 531), equal to 1,000 acres. 

7. On the same day (June 23, 1838) when the act to admit Arkan- 
sas was approved there was also approved another act, entitled “An 
act to regulate the deposits of the public money” (5 U. S. Stats., 
52), under section 13 of which act Arkansas was paid her pro- 
portionate share of the $28,101,644.91 deposited with the several 
ora in the Union on January 1, 1837, to wit, the sum of $286,- 
751.40. 

The history of that allotment to Arkansas was that under the 
tariff of 1824 there had grown to be a large surplus in the Treas- 
ury of the United States, and the Congress at that time, thinking 
it was best, loaned—or perhaps it might be better to say donated, 
for I believe very little of it has ever been returned—this large 
sumof which the share of Arkansas was$286,000 in round numbers. 

8. Under the act approved September 4, 1841 (5 U. S. Stats., 
453), Ar was granted for internal improvement purposes 
500,000 acres. : 

9. Under the act approved September 4, 1841 (5 U. S. Stats., 
453), in addition to the 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the sales 
of the publiclands theretofore granted her, Arkansas was granted 
an additional 10 per cent thereof. 

10. By the act of September 28, 1850 (9 U. S. Stats., 519), Arkan- 
sas was granted all the lands in said State which on that date 
‘were swamp and overflowed, and thereby made unfit for culti- 
vation,” and the State authorities of that State have already se- 
lected lands alleged by them to be of that class, and now recorded 
in the General Land Office, an area equal to 8,656,372.39 acres. 
(See page 300, Report G. L. O., 1895.) 

One-fourth, practically, Mr. President, of the whole area of 
Arkansas. The whole area of her lands amounts to 33,948,000 


acres. 

11. Said State was entitled to receive indemnity lands in cer- 
tain cases under the act of March 3, 1855 (10 U. S. Stats., 634), an 
act entitled An act for the relief of purchasers and locaters of 

and overflowed lands.” 

12. Said State was entitled to receive additional indemnity 
lands under the act of March 3. 1857 (11 U. S. Stats., 251), an 
act entitled An act to confirm to che several States the swamp 
and overflowed lands under the act of September 28, 1850, and 
act of March 2, 1849.” 

13. Said State became entitled to credit for 5 per cent on lands 
embraced in any Indian reservations in said State under the act 
of March 3, 1857 (11 U. S. Stats., 200), an act entitled An act to 
— certain accounts between the State of Mississippi and other 

tates.” 

14. Said State became entitled to credit for 5 per cent on any 
lands-in that State located by Indian scrip under the decision of 
the Secretary of the Interior (Hon. Jacob Thompson) of March 
20, 1858, in construing the meaning and intention of the aforesaid 
act of March 3. 1857 (11 U. S. Stats., 200), an act entitled An act 
to settle certain accounts between the State of Mississippi and 
other States.“ (See pages 3 and 4 of said Senate Report No. 226.) 

15. Said State received a grant of 150.000 acres of land in the 
form of 150,000 acres of agricultural college scrip under the act 
of December 13, 1872 (17 U. S. Stats., 397), which scrip was sold 
by said State and located on the public lands in other public-land 
States, subject to private entry therein. at $1.25 per acre. 

At the dates of all these acts of Congress continuously to March 
1, 1896, the minimum price of the public lands in Arkansas not 


mineral, when a lesser price had not been established by law, was 
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fixed by Congress at $1.25 per acre, except the alternate reserved 
sections inside of the geographigal lateral limits of lands granted 
for railroad purposes, the price for which was fixed at the double 
minimum per acre. ‘ i 
It isalleged by the State of Arkansas: substantially that officers 
of the Executive Departments of the United States Government, 
when executing these several grants and acts of Congress in her 
case, have in some way or other (not very clearly defined or fully 
ified or made as yet intelligible to Congress) so administered 
e same as, in the opinion of some persons, not to have done that 
State full justice, and hence contentions have arisen in the Exec- 
utive artments of the United States which constitute the 
alleged claims or the basis of the alleged claims of said State 
against the United States, to investigate, compromise, and settle 
which were the objects sought to be secured by the enactment of 
the act of Congress approved August 14, 1894, an act entitled An 
act to authorize a compromise and settlement with the State of 
Arkansas.” 


THE CLAIM OF THE UNITED STATES AGAINST THE STATE OF ARKANSAS. 

It is everywhere admitted and nowhere denied that on January 
1, 1838, the State of Arkansas borrowed from the Smithsonian 
trust fund” the sum of $588,000 from the United States as the 
trustee of said fund, which was held in trust by the United States, 
to whom it was generously donated on condition that the princi- 
pal so donated and the interest earned by a safe and judicious in- 
vestment of said 3238 should be sacredly dedicated to the 
diffusion of knowledge among mankind,” 

To secure the full payment of said principal and the prompt 
payment of said interest when due of said loan from said * Smith- 
sonian trust fund“ so then held in trust by the United States for 
said the State of Arkansas deposited with the United 
States 538 of her $1,000 State 6 per cent coupon bonds, by her issued 
under the act of her legislature, an act entitled An act to estab- 
lish the Real Estate Bank of the State of Arkansas.“ approved 
October 26, 1836, and the act amendatory thereof, entitled An act 
to increase the rate of interest on the bonds of the State issued to 
the Real Estate Bank of the State of Arkansas,” approved Decem- 
ber 19, 1837. (State Statutes of Arkansas, 1837, page 51.) Said 
bonds bore date January 1, 1838, and said coupons were payable 
on January and July 1 of each year. 

Five hundred of said State $1,000 bonds, it is alleged, matured 
on October 26, 1861, and the remaining 38 thereof, it is alleged, 
matured on January 1, 1868, and it is also everywhere admitted 
and can not be anywhere successfully denied that none of said 
bonds, nor any portion of any of said coupons representing inter- 
est so earned by any of said bonds, were ever paid by said State, 
either on said dates or on any other dates, but, on the contrary, 
that all of same, principal and interest, remain wholly unpaid by 
said State up to this date. 

It is true that between July 1, 1836. and December 31, 1845, said 
State earn-d the sum of $70,047.78 from the 5 per cent of the net 

oceeds of the sales of the public lands made therein by the 

nited States; but between January 1, 1838, and December 31, 
1845, the amount of interest due by said State on said $538,000 at 
6 per cent per annum aggregated the sum of $298,240, or more 
than four times the amount of said earnings from the 5 cent 
of the net proceeds of the sales of the public lands in said State, 
the payment of which 5 per cent earnings was not made to said 
State, but was withheld by the United States and 8 to re- 
duce pro tanto the amount of said unpaid interest due on said 
unpaid debt, as authorized to be done under the joint resolution 
of Congress of March 3, 1845 (5 U. S. Stats., 801), which is as 
follows, to wit: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress assembled, That whenever any State shall have been or 
may be in default for the payment of interest or prin 


on investments in 
its stocks or bonds held by the United States in trust. it shall be the duty of 


the Secretary of the to retain the whole, orsomuch fas may 
be necessary, of the percen to which said State may be entitled of the 
roceeds of the sales of the public lands within its limits, and apply the same 
the payment of said interest or . — or to the reimbursement of any 
sums of money expended by the United States for that purpose. 

2. In addition thereto the State of Arkansas, on January 1, 1849, 
borrowed the further sum of $3,000 from the ‘‘ Chickasaw Indian 
orphan fund,” a fund then held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the orphans of said Indians; and to secure the full 
payment of said principal and the prompt payment of interest due 
thereon at maturity said State ited three of her State $1,000 
5 per cent registered bonds, which matured on January 1, 1887, 
but no one of said bonds and no portion of any interest earned by 
either thereof were ever paid by said State on said date or on any 
other date, but all of the same, principal and interest, remain 
wholly unpaid up to this date. 

Mr. PLATT. May lask the Senator from Iowa a question for 
information? In this account the State of Arkansas is charged 
with the bonds which were issued on account of the loan from 
the Smithsonian fund, $500,000, and to interest on the bonds, but 
apparently the interest ceases at the maturity of the bonds. 


settlement is interest char 


Mr. GEAR. I will come to that in a moment. 
Mr. PLATT. In this pro mt 4 
on the bonds from the time t ey matured until the present? 


Mr. GEAR. No; it is not. I shall come to that and state it in 
a moment. 

3. Again, said State on January 1, 1838. borrowed the further sum 
of $90,000 from the Chickasaw Indian national trust fund.“ a 
fund then held in trust by the United States for the benefit of 
said Indians. To secure the full payment of the principal and the 
prompt payment of the interest earned thereon, said State d 
ited with the United States 90 of her $1,000 State bonds, and which 
bonds. matured on October 26, 1861: but no part of the principal 
and no part of any of the interest due on any of said bonds was. 
ever paid by said State on that date or on any other date. 

Prior to ember 13, 1872, the State of Arkansas was a peti- 
tioner to the United States for a grant of 150,000 acres of public 
land under the agricultural college act of July 2, 1862 (12 U. S. 
Stats., 130), and on December 13, 1872 (17 U. S. Stats., 397), Con- 
gress peaa an act authorizing an issue to her of 150,000 acres of 
agricultural college serip, but with this proviso, to wit: 

35 
8 2 

by which the bonds of said State, pri and interest, now held by the 
United States as Indian trust funds shall be funded in new bonds authorized 
to be issued by said State for this purpose. 

About or soon after this date said debt of $90,000, with its earned 
and unpaid interest, aggregated, it is alleged, about the sum of 
$252,000, more or less. The said State accepted said act of Con- 
gress of December 13, 1872, with allits provisions and conditions, 
and liquidated its said accumulated debt of $90,000, which, with 
interest. had grown to a sum alleged to be $252,000, and did liqui- 
date the same in the way that debts are sometimes liquidated, by 
taking up said $90,000 worth of old 6 per cent bonds and certain 
accumulated unpaid interest due thereon by issuing new 6 per 
cent coupon bends in said equal sum of $252,000, and thereafter 
deposited the same with the United States, to wit, 252 of her 
$1,000 State 6 per cent coupon bonds of such new issue, bearin: 
interest from Jan 1, 1874, to secure said debt in that amoun 
of $252,000 then due by her to said Chickasaw Indian national 
trust fund,” said coupons being payable semiannually. 

The statement of i. debt puts me in mind of Dickens's char- 
acter, Micawber, who was always waiting for something to turn 
up.” Healways paid the debts that he owed with a note. So 
with Arkansas. She paid this original $90,000 debt, which 
amounted to $250,000 with accrued interest, with a new note, and 
considered the whole thing adjusted and settled. That is the 
kind of a settlement that they are here to make. 

Said new bonds are alleged to mature on January 1, 1900: but, 
like said similar issue of said similar obligations to secure the full 
payment of said original principal and prompt payment of the 
interest due thereon, no portion of said interest has ever been paid 
by said State up to this date, except by the withholding in drib- 
lets said 5 per cent earnings. and thereby reducing pro tanto said 
unpaid accumulated interest debt. 

This, then, constitutes substantially the claim of the United 
States against the State of Arkansas. 

On the one hand, the claim so made by the United States is fixed 
in character, and though it may be many years old, yet it is immu- 
table by time, because it is easily determinate, exactly determi- 
nable in amount, and concerning which, in equity, there should 
not be, and in conscience there can not be. any doubt or contention. 

The amount of the principal due the United States by the State 
of Arkansas ismu y and universally admitted, not denied; and 
the amount of interest now due by said State on said a has 
been fixed by said State itself and is easily computed, because of 
the recitals on the face of her own bonds, copy of No. 1 of which 
is as follows. ~ 

I will publish the bond and not read it. Iwill simply say that 
it is a facsimile copy of the bond, in English and French, issued 
by the State of Arkansas. Iwill merely say that these bonds were 
negotiated through the late W. W. Corcoran, and were paid for by 
the Secretary of the , and that is the way they became 
the pro of the United States; that is, they were paid for by 
taking from the Smithsonian Institution which the United 
States held in trust and put into these bonds for security: 

ONE THOUSAND DOLLARS. ARKANSAS STATE BOND. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
STATE OF ARKANSAS. 


No. 1. 

8 stg, 225. Fes. 5,600. 
REAL ESTATE BANK OF THE STATE oF ARKANSAS, 
SIX PER CENT STOCK. 

Under an act of the general assemb! And an act su entary thereto 
of the State of Arkansas entiti entitled “An act to increase the rate 
“An act to establish the Real Estate of interest on the bonds of the State 
Bank of the State of Ar ap- issued to the Real Estate Bank of 

October 26, 1880 a anaha” 
— December, 1837. 2 
Know all men by these that the State of Arkansas acknowledges to 
r, be indebted to the Real te Bank of the State of Arkansas in the gunn of 


— — 
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,000, which sum the said State of Arkansas promises to in current mone; 
82 the Uni of the pr recto y 


ted States to the order of the president, di rs, and company 

6i-aaid Pank. on the 2th day of October, 1861, with interest at the rate of 6 per 
cent per annum, payable half yearly, at the place named in the indorsement 
8 as the Ist day of January and July of each year, until the payment 

sa cipal. 

In testimony whereof the governor of the State of Arkansas has signed and 
the treasurer of the State has countersigned these prena; and caused the 
seal of the State to be fixed thereto at Little Rock lst day of January, in 


the year of our Lord 
[SEAL OF THE STATE SAM. C. ROANE, 
or ARKANSAS.] Governor. 
tersigned. 
Coma, WM. E. WOODRUFF, 
Treasurer. 


ETATS UNIS D'AMÉRIQUE. ETAT D’ARKANSAS, 
Banque de Propriétés Fonciéres de l'Etat d' Arkansas. 
Emprunt a 6 pour cent. 


No. $1,000. £ stg. 225. Fes. 5,800- 

En vertu d'un acte de l'assemblée générale de l'Etat d’Arkansas, appelé 
“Acte octroyant Letablissement de la Banque des Propriétés Fonciéres de 
Etat d’Arkansas,” approuvé le 26 Octobre, 1836, et d'un acte supplémentaire, 
appelé “Acte autorisant l'augmentation de taux d'intérêt sur les obligations 
del Etat, émis en faveur de la Banque des Propriétés Fonciéres,” approuvé 
le 19 Decembre, 1837. 

MILLE PLASTRES. 


L'Etat d'Arkansas reconnait par les presentes devoir a la Banque des Pro- 
tés Fonciéres la somme de mille piastres, laquelle somme le dit Etat 
Arkansas promet de payer en monnaie courante des Etats Unis, al’ordredu 
résident, des directeurs, et de la Société de la per eet a le vingt-six Octo- 
bre, mil huit cent soixante-et-mm, avec intérêts, à raison de six pour cent l'an, 
payable tous les six mois au domicile indiqué au dos, savoir le premier Jan- 
vier at le premier Juillet de chaque année. Lary vara 3 du dit capital. 
En témoignage de quoi le gouverneur de l'Etat d' Arkansas a signé et le 
tresorier de l gné les presentes, et ils y ont fait oppesée le 
sceau del'Etata Little Rock le premier Janvier de lan de grace, mil huit 
cent trente-huit. 


Indorsements. 
CE ; July 1, 1838. 


We hereby assign the within bond to W. W. Corcoran, or order, the prin- 
cipal end interest from this date on the same, payable at the city of New 


A. H. DAVIES, President. 
R. D. C. COLLINS, Cashier. 


series the within bond to the Secretary of the Treasury of the 

United tes, peA ie Sie being, ore ag ane 1 „ of the 
ngress 1838. „8. 7 5. 

ee i . W. W. CORCORAN. 


CLAIMS OF THE STATE OF ARKANSAS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


On the other hand, the claims of the State of Arkansas against 
the United States have heretofore substantially consisted largely 
of disputed facts and controverted questions of law, growing out 
of the official administration and construction in the Interior 
Department of the laws of Congress relating to certain of the 
aforesaid Congressional grants, etc., which construction, so ap- 
plied to Arkansas, has also been ever made Sealy applicable by 
that Department to all the other public-land States, under the 
same or similar laws and grants, to none of which has Congress 
ever made Arkansas an exception. f : 

Before any of said claims of said State against the United States 

1 


tat a con 


York. 


could possibly be fully understood by Congress they should be 
specifically and exactly stated by those having a thorough and 
full 8 of and mature experience in matters relating 


or germane thereto, and be reduced to a fixed money value, if they 
are to be ted as proper set-offs or counterclaims to the 
money debt now due the United States by the State of Arkansas. 
No one, surely, will attempt to deny that this should be done to 
enable Congress, when sitting as a tribunal in equity in a contro- 
versy between litigants so dignified as the United States and one 
of the States of the Union, to intelligently and duly investigate 
and maturely consider the same, in order that such controversy 
may be finally determined and adjudicated upon principles of 
mutual fairness, to the end that said controversy and all conten- 
tion in regard thereto should finally terminate. 

It was looking to secure an end not of some but of all these 
contentions that seemingly justified the enactment of the act of 
August 4, 1894 (28 U. S. Stats,209), entitled An act to authorize 
a compromise and settlement with the State of Arkansas”; Con- 

in said act having reserved to itself, however, the right and 
uty to revise all acts had or done thereunder, 

The question therefore to be considered is, Hassaid act of August 
4, 1894, as reported to Congress on February 23, 1895, been care- 
fully, clearly, exhaustively, and equitably executed in the equal 
and mutual interest of the United States and of that State? 

Congress must ever remember that the Government of the 
United Statesstands the guardian and trustee, under sacred obli 
tion, to guard and protect the trusts reposed in it, not only for the 
benefit of the Indians and their orphan children, the nation’s 
wards at home, but in very honor, honesty, and gratitude occupy 
no less a relation to that generous donor—James Smithson—who, 
though speaking our lan e, yet never put foot on American 
soil, and who, though ever loyal to the land over which the flag of 


England floats, yet so loved his fellow-men and was so appreciative 
of the honest purposes and high destiny of our people that he be- 
queathed to our Government, in trust, the residue of his then large 
estate, to be honestly expended by usin diffusing knowledge among 
mankind, and in honor of whose name and high intentions the 
Smithsonian Institution now stands amonument beneath the very 
shadow of these legislative halls. 

But said monument thus erected was not erected with Smith- 
son's funds, because prior to its erection said funds had been in- 
trusted to the safe and sacred keeping and secure protection of 
the State of Arkansas, and as to how sacredly and safely said trust 
funds have been kept, and as to how oer they have been pro- 
tected by that State, let the records presented to the Senate be the 
unimpeachable witnesses. 

The original attitude of the United States as a trustee only of 
said Smithson fund” (5 U. S. Stats., 64, 267, 465) has been radi- 
cally changed, a change enforced by honor and honesty. so that 
the United States have been compelled, out of their own Treasury, 
to make A es the default of the State of Arkansas. I wrotea 
letter to the Secretary of the Treasury asking him when and how 
this money was reimbursed by Congress to the Smithsonian In- 
stitution. Much to my surprise, I was advised that there was no 
entry to be found upon the books of the Treasury as to when and 
how this money was reimbursed to the Smithsonian. A letter, 
however, from the Smithsonian Institution states that by acertain 
act of Congress, which I have not time to read or refer to, the 
money was reimbursed, as it should have been, by the United 
States, the United States being the custodian of that fund, and 
out of that money the present Smithsonian Institution was cre- 
ated, and out of the annual appropriation, which amounts to 6 per 
cent on the land originally granted by James Smithson, that insti- 
tution is carried on and cared for by the Government, an institu- 
tion which is the admiration not only of Congress but of the 
people of the whole United States, a people who will ever bear in 
mind a grateful recollection of the donor of that great fund. 

In order, therefore, that Congress might be fully, correctly, and 
officially advised as to the kind, nature, and amount of the respec- 
tive claims of the United States and of the State of Arkansas, and 
the date when and manner in which the same arose, so as to be 
enabled to compromise and settle the same, Congress on August 
14, 1894, ed the act entitled An act to authorize a compro- 
mise and settlement with the State of Arkansas.” (28 U. S. 
Stats., 229.) 

On February 23, 1895, the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Secretary of the Interior submitted to the Senate a report of their 
action had thereon, which was printed as Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No. 91, Fifty-third Congress, third session. Action in the 
Senate and House then and now seems to have been limited to 
making reports thereon in the Senate and House. 

House Report No, 1959, Fifty-third Congress, third session, seem- 
ing to contain nearly all the matters theretofore officially stated 
in reference to said act of August 14, 1894, a copy thereof will be 
submitted as a part of ny remarks. 

From this report it is alleged and is made to appear that the State 
of Arkansas is indebted to the United States only in the sum of 
$1,611,803.61, appearing more in detail thus: 


ACCOUNT. 


The State of Arkansas in account with the United States on account of bonds 
issued by the State, with the interest accrued thereon, the claims of the State 
arising under the public-land laws of the United States, and the claim of the 
State for care of military prisoners, adjusted to January 1, 1896. 


(i) To State of Arkansas 6 per cent bonds (Nos. 1 to 500, inclu- 
sive). 3 each, issued January 1, 1838, and matured Oc- 
tober 26, 1861, to secure a loan from the Smithsonian fund, 
held in trust by the United States, which bonds were sub- 
— 1 acquired by the United States in their own 

(2) To interest on 366 of these bonds (Nos. 135-500), at 6 per cent 


(nine years 
d on 


(6) To interest thereon, at 6 Dns cent per um, from January 
1, 184 (twenty C 
(7) To 3. $1,000 each, State of Arkansas 5 per cent registered 
bonds, uired for the Chickasaw orphan fund by invest- 
ing the proceeds arising from the sale of two quarter sec- 
tions of land in the case of Hiram R. Pitchlyn, pursuant 
to article 8 of treaty ee WID the Chickasaw In- 
dians, which bonds now belong to the United States 
(8) To interest on these bonds, at 5 per cent per annum. from 
January 1, 1849, to date of maturity, January 1, 1887 
(thirty-eight years) 


(9) To 252 new 6 per cent coupon bonds of re each, issued by 
that State under the ustment of the Chickasaw na- 
tional fund on January 1, 1874, in which it was A ag that 
the 90, $1,000 each, 6 per cent coupon bonds of that State, 
ori y Purchased out of that fund, together with the 
accrued and unpaid interest thereon, should be funded 


after crediting the State with $7,677.80 on account of care 


of military BSc and these 252 new 6 per cent coupon 
bonds issued in payment of old bonds and interest. $252, 000. 00 
(0) To accrued and unpaid interest on these bonds from date of 
issue, January 1, 1874, to date of this settlement, January 
1, 1895, at 6 per cent per annum, being $252,000, at 6 per 
cent, for twenty-one Fears „„„„.“ 817,520.00 
Total amount of bonds and interest 1, 611, 803. 61 


It is submitted, however, that said sum of $1,611,803.61 is too 
small by $1,104,746.67, because the more exact sum should be and 
is $2,716,550.28, as recited in a table compiled in the Treasury De- 
partment accompanying a letter from the Secretary of January 30, 
1896, as follows, to wit: 

Sin: In compliance with your request of the 25th instant, asking to be fur- 
nished with a statement showing the amount that would be due the United 
Arkansas, if all ts due the State be di: and interest 
on the bonds be computed to January 1, 1896, I have the honor to transmit 
herewith such a statement, showing in aggregate $2,716,550.28. 


„Fours, 
ae E. S. HAMLIN, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. GEORGE D. MEIKLEJOHN, 


United States House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 
A statement showing the amount ee and interest accrued thereon to Jan- 
uary 1, 1896, held By the United States against the State of Arkansas, disre- 
ing all credits to which said State may be entitled on any account: 


1. State of Arkansas 6 per cent bonds (Nos. 1 to 590) of $1,000 
each, issued January 1, 1838, and matured October 26, 1561, 
to secure a loan from the Smi nian fund, held in trust 
by the United States, which bonds were su uently ac- 
quired and are now held by the United States in their own 


right SZ as hE ag as SS eS $500, 000. v0 
2. Interest on 366 of these bonds (Nos. 135-50v) at 6 per cent per 
annum, from July 1, 1842, to ae o 1. 174, 800. 00 
3. Interest on 133 of these bonds (Nos. 2 at 6 per cent per 
um, from July 1, 1852, to January 1, 1896 283, 290. 00 
4. Interest on lof these bonds (No. 134) at 6 te cent per an- 
num, from July 1, 1852, to January 1, 1096, less 819.72 2,590.28 
5. Sg Sag eng State of Arkansas 6 per cent coupon bonds (Nos. 
282-294, 350-373, 401-410) of $1,000 sach, issued January 1, 1888, 
88, 000. 00 
6. Interest thereon from January 1, 1842, to January 1, 1896, at 
6 per cent per annum .----------=.---------- 123, 120. 00 
7. Three State of Arkansas 5 per cent tered bonds of $1,000 
each, acquired for the Chickasaw orphan fund, and matured 
January 1, 1887, but now belonging to the United States 3. 000. 00 
8. Interest thereon from January 1, 1819, to January 1, 1896___._ 7, 050.00 
9. Two hundred and ap Piped new State of Arkansas 6 per cent 
coupon bonds of $1,000 each, issued under the adjustment of 
1874, 4 out of the $90,000 originally borrowed from 
the ckasaw national fund, which bonds belong to the 
United States . ostatnecnerernnserss anina 252, 000. 00 
10. Interest thereon at pat cent per annum from January 1, 
N Te A a E E T A 332,674. 00 
Total bonds and interest 2, 716, 550. 28 


Said lesser sum of $1,611,803.61 relies for exactness of computa- 
tion upon an opinion of the United States Attorney-General of 
February 14, 1895, wherein the Attorney-General relied upon the 
decision of the United States Supreme Courtin the North Carolina 
case (136 U. S. Reports, 211), as follows, to wit: 

TA. G., 2876-1895.] 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., February 14, 1395. 
The honorable the Secretaries of the Treasury and of the Interior. 

GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to acknowledge your joint communication 
of the 12th instan: eine wy attention to certain coupon Spes cent interest- 
bearing bonds of the State of Arkansas, all dated January 1, 1838, and aos 
tion of which matured October 26, 1861, and another portion January 1, 1868. 
Acopy of one of said bonds is inclosed, and yon inquire whether the State of 
Arkansas is liable for interest on said bonds from and after their maturity. 

In my. ei 15 the question must be answered unhesitatingly in the neg- 
ative. e rule laid down in the case has anf eked Unea States vs. Nort 
Carolina, 136 U. S., 211) has been aay, to be the law of Arkan- 
sas by the highest court of that State. 

res | I find nothing in the terms of the bonds themselves or in any legisla- 
tion of Arkansas having any tendency to show that the State has consented 
to pay interest on the principal of these bonds after such principal became 


payable. 
y, RICHARD OLNEY, 
Attorney-General. 
It will be noted that this opinion is based upon the case of the 
United States vs. North Carolina (136 U. S., 211). In this case 
Chief Justice Grey says: 

From the general principle that an obligation of the State to pay interest 
whether as interest or as dam: on any debt overdue, can not arise except 
by the consent and contract of the State, manifested by statute, or in a form 
authorized by statute, it appears to us to follow as a necessary consequence 
that no authority to the officers of the State to bind it by such an obligation 
can be implied from the act of 1852, requiring the certificates or bonds issued 
under it to be made payable at a day named in them, and to have coupons of 
interest attached to them, and making no mention whatever of interest after 
ths date at which the principal is payable. 

In the light of the provisions of this statute, the nt in the bonds 
sued on; that the Loker go sum shall be “redeemable in good and lawful 
money at the place and day therein 3 must be deemed equivalent 
to an agreement that they shall be paya le on that day, and if the further 
F rest is paya F 

n the proper coupons 


and until the principal be o 


hereto annexed,” could, upon the face of the bonds, and without regard to 


the law under which thoy were issued, be construed to include interest after 
the date at which the principal is payable, and for which interest there were 
no coupons to be surrendered, it can not be allowed such an effect, use 
the State of North Carolina has never authorized its officars to incur any 
such obligations in its behalf. 

There was nothing in the statute of North Carolina under which 
the bonds in question in this case were executed and delivered 
providing for the payment of interest on the bonds until they were 
paid, and, as the court holds, the State can not be made liable to 
pay interest on an overdue debt, except through its consent or on 
a contract duly authorized by legislative enactment. 

While the bonds executed and delivered by the governor of the 
State of North Carolina and her treasurer contained a provision— 

With interest thereon at the rate of 6 percent per annum, payable half 
gay at the said bank on the lst days of January and July year, from 

e date of this bond and until the principal be paid, on surrendering 
proper coupons hereto annexed— 

The court holds that there was no authority in the statutes under 
which the bonds were issued for the governor of the State and the 
treasurer to bind the State to pay interest until the principal was 


paid. 

Mr. President, the bonds of the State of Arkansas involved in 
this settlement were issued under an act of the State of Arkansas 
entitled An act to establish the Real Estate Bank of the State of 
Arkansas,” approved October 26, 1836, and the act amendatory, 
entitled An act to increase the rate of interest on the bonds of 
the State issued to the Real Estate Bank of the State of Arkansas,” 
approved December 19, 1837, by the provisions of which the faith 
and credit of the State is not only pledged to the 1 of the 
bonds and interest, but the legislature authorized in said act the 
governor and treasurer of the State to issue bonds in the sum of 
$2,000,000, a form of which bond is included in the statute, in 
which form vision is made for payment of interest on said 
bonds until the payment of the principal. 

The following is a copy of the form to be used in the execution 
and delivery of said bonds, as found in section 10 of the act of Oc- 


tober 26, 1836: 
One thousand dollars. 


Know all men by 3 that the State of Arkansas acknowledges 
to be indebted to the Estate Bank of the State of Arkansas in the sum 
of $1,000, which sum the said State of Ar promises to pay in current 
money of the United States, to the order of the president, directors, 

company of said bank, on the with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, payable half ey. at the place named in the indorsement hereto on 
the lst day of —— and —— of each year until the payment of said princi 

In testimony whereof the governor of the State of Arkansas has signedand 
the treasurer of the State has counte ed these presenta, and caused the 
seal of the State to be affixed thereto, at Little Rock,.this — day of —, in 
the year ot our Lord one thousand eight hundred and —. 

It will be seen from this that the case of the United States vs. 
North Carolina (136 U.S., 211) is not applicable to the bonds of 
the State of Arkansas included in the settlement between the 
State of Arkansas and the United States, as made by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the Secretary of the Treasury, represent- 
ing the Government, and Hon. James P. Clark, governor of the 
State of Arkansas, representing the State of Arkansas, and that 
the amount due the Government on said bonds, including inter- 
est to January 1, 1896, is $2,716,550.28, instead of 51,611, 803.61, as 
found by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the 


Interior. 

Itis im ible for anyone to now state, and it seems to be almost 
iapa e foranyone to find out as yet, just what the exact mone 
value of all the claims of the State of Arkansas against the United 
States really is, but the items with which she is credited, so as to 
offset said 81,611, 803.61, are recited in said House Report 1959 as 
follows, to wit: 


ACCOUNT. 
The State of Arkansas in account with the United States on account of bonds 
issued by the State, with the interest accrued thereon, the 3 the State 
arising under the public-land laws of the United States, and the claim of the 
State for care of military prisoners, adjusted to January 1, 1895. 
y amounts accrued to the credit of the State under section 3 of 
the act of June 23, 1836 (5 Stat. U. S., 58), from July 1, 1836, te 
January 1, 1895, withheld by the United States (for which no 
interest onma on the bonds held against the State have been 
surrendered), now applied as follows (Exhibit A): 
On bonds acquired through the Smithsonian fund 4 
On bonds acquired through the Chickasaw national fund 
On bonds acquired through the Chickasaw orphan fund 1, 
(1) By 125,000 acres of land (Exhibit 3) claimed as swamp land 
lace, filed under act of peona 28, 1850 (9 Stat. U. S., 
19), reclaimed to the Uni States by this settlement, at 
. ðͤ vp 
(2) By #0400 acres of land (Exhibit 4) selected and filed as a basis 
of land indemnity, under acts of March 2, 1855 (10 Stat. 
U. S., 634), and March 3, 1857 (supra), reclaimed to the United 
States by this settlement, at $ per acre__..........-..-..-.- 
(8) 9 of land (Exhibit 4) claimed as a basis of cash 
demnity, under the act of March 1857 (supra), re- 
claimed to the United States by this settlement, at per 


B 


452, 000.00 


148, 450.00 
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©) 8 (Exhibit 9) listed by the 
ta 


nt of the 
Bi Thomas G. Riley, as indemnity school and 
— Oiee for amendment to com- 


gulations as to Sn 


rec. 

Sr a inns S aad S A E E AE EA T pauses caee 

(8) By 1,792.85 acres of indemnity school land (Exhibit 8, Table 
B), a list of which has been filed and officially reported as 
“apparently valid.“ which are reclaimed by this settle- 
ment at $5 per are rr gr . E a 

(T) By 160 acres of land (Exhibit 8, Table 3), the residue of 
the grant under act of June 15. 1532 (4 Stat. U. S., 531),en- 

titled “Court-house and jail grant; reclaimed by this set- 
tlement at $5 per acre . . --.- FFT 

(8) By 110.97 acres of land (Exbibit 8, Table 3), granted under 
act of September 4, 184] (5 Stat. U. S., 453), for internal im- 

BP e deres of semingty lands (Exhibit 8, Table 3) dus 

31 acres se í abie 3). dus 

sid The State under section 5, act June 23, 1836; r imed by 


public buildin; 

FS EE SR i 
(11) By 51.18 acres of land (Exhibit 8. Table 3), ted under sec- 

TFF residue of five sections 


under that act for the completion of public build- 
—.— at Sperre... r ans sone eon 255.65 
a2) 9 land (Exhibit 8, Table 3), bein 


to the State under section 
836; reclaimed to the United States by this 


ectilonient at Oh ner Bere 6c nnn nn seeccncasaaunnsear ban 19, 200. 00 
(18) By 278,835.28 acres of land 8 one-fourth of 906,260 

acres, claimed as swam ‘land place and asa basisof land 

and cash indemnity, under acts of March 2 1855, and March 

8. 1 at $1.25 per satisfaction of the whole claim. + 348,544.06 
(14) Leaving 160 ot 5 coupon oars $1,000 > 

each a 

ity, January 1, 1900... - ..--------- . 100, 000. 00 
(15) icra a a ct E padre X E cnet tera wate 


As I said before, I do not know of any reason why the State of 
Arkansas should be paid $5 an acre for a claim which never has 
been allowed to any State by this Government that I am aware 
of, and more than the other States have been paid under the same 
conditions, that is, $1.25 an acre. A 1 

But these enumerated items of specific claims do not include all 
the items of all the all claims of said State heretofore alleged 
to exist against the United States. but, such as said enumerated 
items are, as used as setoffs to cancel said debt even in the sum of 
$1,611,803.61, it seems to me that the Senate is utterly without 
proper and full official information as to their merits, or whether 
they actually existed on February 23, 1395, or even now exist. 

The Senate by resolution (adopted March 2, 1896) called upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the Interior to 
furnish certain specific information, reply to which was made 
Monday, March 9, 1896, which 1 have not as yet examined, so as 
to enable me to know whether or not said reply furnishes data 

sufficient to enable the Senate to act intelligently in this matter, 
and until the Senate shall have fully acquainted itself with all the 
matters in said reply pertinent hereto I can not now clearly see 
how it can ly reach any final conclusion in these premises. 

Mr. FR YE (at2 o'clock p. m.). I ask the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY], and I desire the attention of the 
Chair too. This bill was made the unfinished business by unani- 
mous consent, and on Friday it was removed from its character of 
unfinished business by being placed in the morning hour. 

Mr. BERRY. No; if the Senator will pardon me, nothing was 
done on Friday, the last day's session. simply gave a notice, 
and this morning, instead of making a motion, I asked unanimous 
consent that we might take up the unfinished business. 

Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator from Arkansas any objection that 
the special order, which was made an order some time before the 

nding bill, shall take the place of the unfinished business and 
at the zial order then be temporarily laid aside? 

Mr. BERRY. I do not want the bill to lose its place as the un- 
finished business until itis concluded. After that I shall have 
no objection. I want it to retain its place. I am certain that we 
can get through with it to-day, but I do not want it to lose its 
place as the unfinished business. I do not think that would be 
right. I do not think the Senator from Maine would want to dis- 
place it as the unfinished business now that it is being disposed of. 

Mr. GEAR. I will say to the Senator from Maine that I shall 

obably be through in about thirty-five minutes, and I shall then 
be ready for a vote. We can reach a vote to-day upon the bill, so 
far as I am concerned. z A 

Mr. BERRY. I think we shall get through with the. bill this 
evening, but of course it will remain as the unfinished, business 
until it is disposed of. I have worked so aug toga its considera- 
tion by the Senate that I trust the Senator Maine will not 


interpose. : i 
Mr. FRYE. If all that was done by unanimous consent was an 


agreement that it should be considered as the unfinished business, 
of course I have no right to ask it. 
Mr. BERRY. It was all done by unanimous consent this morn- 


ing. 

Mr. FRYE. The special order does not take the place of the 
unfinished business, but unless this is disposed of the special order 
should be laid before the Senate as the unfinished business. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the special order? 

Mr. FRYE. The Alaska fur-seal bill. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. President, in order to aid the Senate in arriv- 
ing at the true merits of all the matters alleged to be in contro- 
versy between the United States and the State of Arkansas. and 
in order to fully understand and know upon what basis said adjust- 
ment and settlement reported in Senate Executive Document No, 
91. Fifty-third Congress, third session, equitably rest. I shonld like 
to know, and in my opinion the Senate should officially know, from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, over his signature, 
brought down to January 1, 1896, sundry matters hereinafter spe- 
cifically enumerated. as the same now officially appear from his 
own records, and not otherwise. 

This precaution is taken for the reasons following, to wit: 

1. Because in said agreement. item 5, a credit of $150.000 is given 
said State for her claim to 30,000 acres of indemnity school 
lands” not of record in the General Land Office at the date of said 
agreement, but said credit was based exclusively upon the ex parte 
affidavit of her own State agent, copy of which is as follows, to 
wit: 

DISTRICT oF COLUMBIA, Washington, D. C., ss: 
Thomas G. Riley, on his oath, being duly sworn, makes the following state- 


ment: 

I was a ted by the governor of the State of Arkansas in February, 
1886. to look after the interests of the State of Arkansas wing out of the 
swamp-land of directed to look 


tember 28,1850. and was afterw: 
after the claim of said State for indemnity school lands. 

Since the date of my appointment I have continuously resided in Washing - 
ton. D. C., and have had. through the courtesy of the s«veral Commissioners 
„ Land Office, access to the tract books of the General Land 


ce. 
To carry out the purposes of my designation as the of the State, I 
have examined said. books with a view to determine the amount of cash 
indemnity and land indemnity due the State under the act of March 3. 1557; 
also to ascertain from the field notes the residue of swamp lands in place due 
the State under the act of September 28. 185). 

In addition to these duties as agent of said State I have ascertained the 
amount of school indemnity due the State by reason of the losses in the 
granted section (16) on account of fractional 5 and other losses to 
said section growing out of natural causes, i. e., the existence of rivers, lakes, 
etc.. the meandering of which by the nblic survey lessened to that extent 
the amount of school lands allowed by law. 

I have filed but one list for indemnity school lands, that of December 10, 
18, for 2.073.85 acres, of which amount 1,792.85 acres are held to be appar- 
ently valid,” thongh not yet approved. 

In addition to this list L have prepared. since the year 189, four other lists 
of indemnity school lands from bases above described. I am positive the 
bases of these selections were valid. I took these lists to Division “K of the 
General Land Office for the purpose of filing. but was there advised that they 
could not be accepted by reason of an informality—namely, there were no 
nonmineral affidavits accompanying said lists. These lists were then re- 
turned to the governor of Arkansas for the purpose of securing the uisita 
afdarits. The lists have not yet been returned for filing. The lands selected 
in these four lists amounted to 30,000 acres, and the bases for the selections 
were valid. 

THOMAS G. RILEY. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 16th any of r 1295. 

[sEAL.] WM. H. DE LACY, Notary Public. 


Upon this item the Commissioner of the General Land Office. in 
his said report of November 17, 1894, Marae on pages 13, 14, and 
15 of House Report 1959, Fifty-third Congress, third session, says 
as follows, to wit: 

In to the amount of lieu land (sections 16) 4: of by the United 
8 only war of ascertaining chat fact aoc acy through all the 
tract books, examine thesixteenth sectionsfor any entries that may be shown, 
and also as to whether the State has selected indemnity for such entries, 
should any be found. This would be a work of wecks if not months. 

There 1s one list-of school indemnity selections by the State of Arkansas on 
— s: — Ne . except 8 — 2 which 

O A Ce as . 
the basis has already been satisfied. K ce 

2. Because a credit in a hamp sum of $348,544.06 in said agree- 
ment (item 13) is given said State for her claim to 906,260 acres of 
land alleged by her to be swamp. and cash indemnity for lands 
also alleged by her to be swamp, but not then of official record in 
the General Land Office; but said credit was based exclusively 

n another ex affidavit of her said agent, wherein it is 
recited that he believed that 506,000 of said 906,260 acres of land 
were swamp, and wherein it is also recited that although said 
agent had not then examined the field notes thereof that he be- 
lieved that 400,000 of said 906, 260 acres are of the same class, and 
wherein it is also recited that about 50,000 of said 906,260 acres 
had not even been surveyed, all of which is shown by his affidavit, 
as follows, to wit: 

DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, Washington, D. C., ss: 
Thomas G. Riley, on on duly sworn, makes the fi statement: 
That he was 4 tod by thes n 180. rapes 
files, trast books. and yilst books of the General Land Office 
the amount of swamp lands in place 


3327 


due the State under the act of September 28,1850; also the indemnity due the 


rsuance of 


Stats under the acts of March 2, 1835, and March 3. 1857; that in c 
: vo been in 


these duties he has from tims to time filed various lists, which 
part acted upon by the G. eneral Land Off 
That he has prepared lists embracing 506,000 acres of land not heretofore 
«selected, and which have not been, but are now ready to be, filed in the Gen- 
eral Land Office; that from a careful and painstaking examination of the 
field notes of survey, for each 40-acre tract embraced in said lists, he believes 
that the greater portion of each are tract included in said list is swamp 
and oyertiowed land within the meaning of the swamp-land act. 
That he believes the State entitled to all said lands or indemni 
That he has not yet finished tho examination of the field notes of the State, 
sand it is hos 1 frow a careful estimate of the amount and character of 
tho lands in State, the field: notes of which he has not yet examined, that 
there remains over and above said lists of 516,00 acres other swamp lands to 
the amount of 400,000acres, This will include about 50,000 acres of whatare 
known as “sunk lands,“ heavily timbered and not yet surveyed. 
THOS. G. RILEY. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 15th day ofiFèbrnary, 1885. 
[SEAL.] WM. H. DE LACY, Notary Public. 


8. Because credit (items 7, 8. 9, 10, 11, 12) is given said State at 
the rate of $5 per acre for the alleged residue, respectively, of 
each of her several grants as named in said items. 

One of said credits is based upon a report of the General Land 
Office, to wit: His annual report for the fiscal year 1850-51, forty- 
five years ago, while another credit is based upon a letter dated 
February 28. 1885, concerning all of which said report of said 
‘Commissioner of November 17, 1894, recites as follows, to wit: 

Grants in aid of education and for other purposes.—Statement showing the 
status of the claim of the State of Arkansas, under its State grants, remain- 
ing unsettled on November 8. 1801. 


to the grant for internal improvements, the Commissioner's 
report for the fiscal year 1850-51, page 8, shows the status of the grant at that 


therefor. 


time to have been as follows: 
eres. 
Amount d „„% woc rr 500, 000, 00 
0 T—T—TT—T—TT—T——. aries ene eee ere „889. US 
EN eco ea dep E E Cased TT eae 110.97 
In 


regard to the seminary grant, by letter to Paul M Cobb, commissioner 
of State lands, dated Febr 1885, volume 22, press copy, page 103,it was 
stated that the State was tan amount 


the State is still entitled to the aboveamount under 
To verify these statements from the records would, 
time of an expert accountant for twoor three weeks, the reco 


faulty. 
Considering the deficit in the internal t t of 110.97 acres, 
a) 1 list of school 
records show 


improvemen 
doficit in the seminary grant, 6223.31 acres, and tho i 
indemnity seleccions, 2,074.55 acres, the entire amount which the 
the State may claim under the several grants is 8408.83 acres. 
In the absence of a specific statement. what is claimed by the State, 
the above is the bast statement that gan be without. full review of ail 
the selections under each grant made since admission of the State into 
the Union in 1836. 


4. Because credit is given said State in cases wherein, as re- 
cited in said report of said Commissioner of November 17, 1894, 
“a nuinher of said tracts of land are in conflict with the claims 
of individuals, who contest the allegation that the lands are 
swamp in fact, and wherein said contest had not then been de- 
termined "; and in other cases where said State alleged claims to 
certain land that the lands to which said State can assert no 
legitimate claim, and but for said act of August 4, 1894, would be 
rejected”; and again in other cases, where said State claimed title 
to still other lands, that said lands had been approved and cer- 
tified to said State under other grants, and under the decision of 
the Interior Department said State can not properly assert a 
claim to title thereto”; and because in still other cases that “title 
subsequent to the date of the indemnity laws (March 3, 1857) 
had to individnals, and hence such lands could not, under 
the law, be patented to said State, and hence also under existing 
laws said lands in the General Land Office were classified as 
unadjustable,” and all of which more fully appears from said 
report of said Commissioner, as follows, to wit: 


Claim under the swamp-land laws.—By the swamp-land grant of September 
28. 185 (9 U. S. Stat., 514), all the swa up la ds thea exi-ting and not aiready 
of in Arkan-as were granted to the said State. The quanticy 
ted is indefinite, since no other designation of the lands was given in the 

w than Wampe and wed lands.“ 

y the confirmatory act of March 3. 1857 par S. Stat., 261), the claim toall 

s reported um that date to the General Office, under the swamp-land 
grant, was confirmed to the State as swamp lands, whether they were of 
such character or not. 

By the indemnity sections of the acts of March 2, 1855 (10 U. S. Stats., 634), 
and March 3, 187 (11 U. S. Stat., 251), the State was granted cash and land 
indemnity in lieu of swamp lands granted, but sol i to individuais up to the 
date of 1 of the said. acts. No indemnity is authorized by law for 
swamp sold by the United States after the date of the passage of the 
contirmatory act of 3. 1857. 

‘There has been selected or claimed for or by the State under the swamp- 
land grant 8.656,372.39 acres, and of this quantity 7,673,465.16 acres have been 

T se (Report of Commussioner General Land Office for 

1. 
There remains unsettled on the selection records of the division of swamp 


lands of this office claimrepresenting about 625,160 acres, as shown by a taiv- 
ulated statement, with descriptive ‘exhibits corresponding with the columns 
in the statement herewith submitted. 


Exhibit No. 1 shows the lands approved to the State and which t be 


patented at this time but for the passage of the act roved A t 4. 1894. 
entitled "An act to authorize a compromise and settlement with State of 


Arkansas. 
Exhibit No. 2 shows lands reported to the General Land Office prior to 


March 8. 1857, and which are, therefore, confirmed to the State. But for the 
act of A 4, 1894, these lands might be approved and patented. 

Exhibit No. 3 shows lands reported or selected subsequent to March g. 1857, 
and which are subject toadjustment. Tha claim of the State to a number of 
the tracts is in conflict with the claims of individual-, who contest the allega- 
tion that the lands are swamp lands in fact. The claim of the State to other 
tracts is not contested. The material question as to whether these lands. are 
swamp lands or not has not as yet been determined. 

bit No. 4shows lands disposed of to individuals, under locations made 


Exhibit 
under the general land laws, between the dates of rap ag weit 28,1850, and 
March 3, 1857. If due proof is made by the State that lands were in fact 


swamp lands at the date of the grant, the State will receive certificates 
authorizing it to locate an 5 5 acreage of agricultural lands in lieu of the 
swamp land proved to have been lost. 

The exhibit also shows the claim of the State for cash indemnity where 
the lands were entered by individuals under cash purchases. 

Exhibit No. ö shows lands to which the State can assert no legitimate c 
since the lands had already been of at the date of the nt, 
were, therefore, excepted from the provisions of the grant. But for thesus- 
pension of settlements by reason of the act of August 4, 1801, the improper 
claim of record might be rejected. 

Exhibit No. d shows lands claimed by the State as erae lands and by 
railroads, claiming under the State, as nonswamp lands. ving been ap- 
proved and certified to the State under one grant, it can not properly assert 
a claim to the same lands under another grant (See State of Aransas us. 
St. Louis, Iron Mountain and Southern Railway Company, 10 L. D., 15.) The 
claim of the State on the basis of these lands might also be rejected but for 
e August 4, 1801. 


bse- 
patented — 3 they 


can not be also patented to the State; and ha been sold after the indem- 
nity period, they can not under the law be made sub an 
iii Hence they are cl ed as “unadjustable™ r existing laws. 


S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Wherefore, for these and other reasons, I should like the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands to fully and exactly inform the Sen- 
ate, and if said committee is not in possession of the data sufficient 
and necessary to so answer the same, then and in that event I 
would like the Commissioner of the General ‘Land Office and the 
Secretary of the Interior to fully and exactly answer the inquiries 
as follows, to wit: 

i. How many acres of landas “swamp land in place” are now 
due the State of Arkansas? 

3 acres are now due her as indemnity for swamp 

How many acres are due her as indemnity under her school- 
land graut“? 

e S] acres are due her under her “‘ court-house and jail 
grant 

How many acres are due her under her “‘internal-improvement 
grant”? 

How many acres are due her under the act of June 23, 1835, for 
‘seminary purposes”? 

How m my. acres are due her under the act of March 2, 1831, for 
the ** erec.ion of public buildings“ 

How many acres are due her under the act of June 23, 1836, for 
„ completing public buildings”? 

How many acres are due her under her sali-spring grant of 
June 23, 1836? : 

2. Were the 125.000 acres of land (item 1 of said credit account) 
selected by said State prior or subsequent to March 3, 1857? 

What part thereof, if any, has been examined and found to be 
not of ‘the character of lands ee by Congress to be 
granted said State under the swamp-land act of September 28, 
1850? (9 U. S. Stats., 519.) 

How many acres of these lands are now being contested in the 
Interior Department by settlers and other persons upon the 
ground that said lands are not in fact swamp and overflowed? 

3. Is not item No. 2 of saidaecount—90,40) acres—for lands dis- 

of to settlers and others, under the general land laws of the 

nited States? And if so, is not said State entitled to select other 
lands in lieu of those disposed of, and is itnotentitied to cash indem- 
nity therefor? Has said State made due proof, according to the 
rules and regulations of the General Land Office, that said lands 
were in fact swamp and overflowed at the date of the swamp- 
land grant, or has the credit in the sum of $452,000 been allowed 
said State solely upan the claim made by her ‘therefor, without 
such due proof? Upon what theory. legal or equitable, can said 
State be allowed by the United States, a cash indemnity of 
$452.000, or at the rateof $5 per acre, for such alleged losses which 
would not and could not be asserted with equal force and justice 
against the United States by any of the other public-land States 
which were in the Union on September 28, 1850, which were enti- 
tled to all the beneiits of the swamp-land grant of that date? 
Would not such allowance of said sum of $452,000, to enable said 
State to once pe tanto, its indebtedness to the United States, 
prove a practical and actual loss to the United States in the sum 


of $452,000, and because of the presentpolicy of the United States, 
f ing said land enterable under the homestead laws? 
4. part of the 118.760 acres (item 3 of said credit account), 


if any. were entered 
thereof was entered 
What part thereof 


ior to September 28, 1850? What part 


t to September 28, 1850, and prior to 
Was h 2, 


entered between 


ew te TTT ˙ ˙ͤ—òiT' La i ie ce | 
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Marcu 30, 


1855, and March 8 eel What part thereof was entered between 


March 3, 1857, and the present time? And has the State of Ar- 
kansas submitted due proof, showing that said lands were, in fact, 
swamp on 5 28, 1850, and upon what authority has such 
credit been allowed? 

5. Upon what authority was the credit of 879,900 (item 4 of 
said credit account) allowed said State, said sum being for 63,920 
acres of land, at $1.25 per acre, claimed by said State to beswamp, 
but probably disposed of by the United States subsequent to the 
act of March 2, 1855 (10 U. S. Stats., 634), or subsequent to the act 
of March 3, 1857 (11 U. S. Stats., 200)? 

6. What induced the allowance to said State of the sum of 
$348,544.06 (item 13 of said credit account), being a credit for 
“t 278,835 acres of land, being about one-fourth of 906,260 acres of 
land, claimed as swamp land in place, and as a basis of land and 
cash indemnity under the aforesaid acts of March 2, 1855, and 
March 3, 1857, at $1.25 per acre, in satisfaction of the whole claim,” 
which appears to have been allowed without any claim thereto 
theretofore filed in the General Land Office as a therefor, 
but seems to rest solely 92 855 a statement signed Thomas G. Riley 
as late as February 15, 1895? 

The Senate should know whether said claim has yet been filed, 
and if so, when, and whether any part of the acreage embraced 
in this item can be approved, certified, and patented to said State 
under the swamp-land laws and the rules and regulations of the 
Interior Department? 

7. Under what law and upon what principle or theory is it just 
or expedient for Congress to allow said State in said settlement 
the rate of $5 per acre for any residue of lands alleged to be due 
her under her school,“ ‘‘court-house,” ‘‘jail,” internal im- 
provement,” ‘‘seminary,” “public buildings,” and salt springs” 
grants, originally made by Con without price and at dates 
when the Government price of the public lands in said State was 
$1.25 per acre? If so, upon what theory or construction of law 
could similar claims be denied to the other public-land States? 

8. Under what law and upon what principle or theory of law is 
itexpedient for Congress to allow said State in said settlement the 
rate of $5 per acre upon a mere alleged right of a float, vesting in 
said State to select indemnity under the aforesaid acts of March 
2, 1855, and March 3, 1857? If so, upon what theory or construc- 
55 2 law could similar claims be denied to the other public- land 

tes 

9. Under what law and upon what principle or theory is it just 
or expedient for Congress to allow said State in said settlement 
the rate of $1.25 per acre for all lands therein alleged to be, and 
claimed by said State to be, swamp and overflowed without 
subjecting said claim to all the ordinary and usual tests to which 
similar claims of the other public-land States, grantees thereof, 
are subjected under the es and regulations of the Interior 
Department? 

10, If the State of Arkansas is legally entitled to receive any 
residue of any grant alleged to be due her, why has she not already 
selected the same and uired legal evidence of title thereto in 
the usual way and have duly disposed of the same for $1.25 or for 
£ or for $10 per acre (the last being their alleged value, as recited 

some of the 65 affidavits referred to in Senate Executive Docu- 
ment 91, Fifty-third Congress, third session, and alluded to by the 
Senator from Arkansas this morning)? 

11, Full explanation should be made to the Senate between the 

g discrepancies on the one hand in the report of the Gen- 
eral Land Office made January 5, 1888, and recited on pages 74 and 
75, Appendix L, Senate Report 236, Fifty-fourth Congress, first ses- 
sion, wherein it was recited that the acreage of land in the State of 
Arkansas claimed by said State as swamp and overflowed land 
aggregated, according to the report made January 5, 1888, 8,655,- 
211.10 acres, of which there had been then patented 7,503, 196. 13 
acres, making a difference of acreage of 1,152,013.97 acres, which 
difference, as recited in said report, embraced as follows, to wit: 
The difference between the amount selected and the amount patented to 
the State (1,152,013.97 acres) is not the actual amount of land now in dispute. 
It embraces many duplicate selections; all the lands for which the claim of 
the State has been rejected; many tracts ee of both before and after 
the date of the swamp grant by sales, or locations of warrants and scrip, or 
under other grants the State, and numerous tracts covered by claims 
adverse to the State, yet to be determined, as well as for those for which the 
uestion of title between the State and the United States only remains to be 
decided Separate records of these different classes have never been made 


up, so that the amount of land already selected to which the State is entitled 
can not even be ted. 


The full report so referred to is as follows, to wit: 
APPENDIX L. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 25, 1888. 
Sin: In reply to your letter of the 24th instant I have the honor to advise 
you that the lands selected by the State of Arkansas under the swamp grant 
of Se ber 28, 1850, amount to 8,655,210,10 acres. Notice of these selections 
‘was given the local officers for the district in which the lands were situated 
as soon as ble after the surveyor-general approved the selection, and 
the given required that said lands be withheld from sale or entry; 
but in many cases lands were sold or entered before notice of the State's 


claim reached the local office, and in a number of other cases the lands 
selected have been found not to be swamp or overflowed within the meaning 
of the t, and the claim of the State rejected and the lands opened to set- 
tlement and entry, sothat the amount of land now withheld from disposition 
is not known and could not be ascertained without a detailed examination of 
the records of both this and the several local offices in the State, which would 


* several months. 
f the lands selected and reported to this office, 7,659,619.13 acres have been 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and 7,503,196.13 acres have been 
patented to the State under the grant. The difference between the amount 
selected and the amount patented to the State (1,152,013.97 acres) is not the 
actualamount of land now in dispute. Itembraces many duplicate selections; 
all the lands for which the claim of the State has been rejected; many tracts 
disposed of both before and after the date of the swamp nt by sales, or loca- 
tions of warrants and scrip, or under other grants to the State, and numer- 
ous tracts covered by claims adverse to the State, yet to be determined, as 
well as for those for which foe ae estion of title between the State and United 
States only remains to be decided. Separate records of these different classes 
haye never been e up, so that the amount of land already selected to 
which the State is entitled can not even be estimated. 

Under date of November 2, 1850, a circular (see Lester's Land Laws, vol. 1, 
p 543) setting forth the provisions of the nt of September 20, 1850, with 
instructions thereunder, and allowing the States to elect which of two meth- 


ods they would adopt for the purpose of designating the swamp lands, was 
ane to the governors of the States to which the grant applied. These meth- 
ar 


e: 

First. The field notes of Government survey to be taken as the basis for 
selections, and the lands shown by them to be swamp or overflowed within 
the meaning of the act, which were vacant and unappropriated September 28, 
1850, would to the State. 

Second. The selections to be made yf Beton sena and reported to the 
nig nes ipa surveyor-general for the district, with proof of the character 
of the lands. 

By an act approved January 6, 1851, the legislature of the State of Arkansas 
provided for 3 selections according to the second method, which has 
since formed the basis of selections in said State. 

Recently the State authorities sought to have the method of adjusting the 
claims of the State under the gong | Bae acts changed, but so far they have 
not met the requirements of the Department in the matter. (See 4 L. D., 
295-297, and 5 Id., 636.) 

The regulations governing the adjustment of cases where persons seck to 
file claims for or enter lands claimed as swamp which have not been ap- 

proved and certified to the States are contained in the inclosed circular of 

mber 13, 1886, After such approval and certification the State's claim 
can only be contested upon a showing that the approval was the result of 
fraud or mistake, unless the applicant alleges some right under the public 
land laws acquired por to the approval. 

Under the acts of Congress approved March 2, 1855 (10 Stat., 634), and March 
8, 1857 (11 Stat., 251), indemni bed allowed for lands entered with cash or 
located with warrants or scrip between September 28, 1850, and March 3, 1857, 
upon proof by the State that such lands were swamp or overflowed within 
the meaning of the prent of 1850. Ifthe land was entered with cash the pur- 
chase money is paid over to the State, except in cases where more than $1.25 
oe acre was received, 1 

here the land was located with warrants or scrip, certificates issue author- 
izing the location of a like amount of public land, subject to entry at $1.25 per 
acre, within the limits of the State. In case of those States in which there 
are no public lands subject to entry at the pe aforesaid this office has for 
a number of years ref: to issue such certificates, 

There is no authority of law for allowing indemnity for swamp lands sold 
or located after March 3, 1857, or for lands entered under the homestead or 
other later laws, 

The State of Arkansas has received no ay cae i age in money or land, 
soa Sopa submitted no proof with a view to obi g indemnity to swamp 


Very respectfully, 8. M. STOCKSLAGER, 


Acting Commissioner. 
Hon. THOMAS C. MORAE, 
House of Representatives, 


In such cases the rule is to allow only $1.25 per acre. 


On the other hand, in said House Report No. 1959, Fifty-third 
Congress, third session, it is recited that said State should be 
allowed by the United States certain credits for the alleged value 
of certain lands alleged by her to be swamp and for indemnity for 
certain other lands by her alleged to be swamp as follows, to wit: 


Acres. 
$156, 250 for her claim to 125, 000 
452, 000 for her claim to 90, 400 
140, for her im Aa aa EAA 118, 760 
., y eres Sere 63, 920 
48 Gee for her claim ton oe ee ste ee oe 906, 260 
ier for her claim: 00> «= o.oo. bo seo ocoana 1. 304, 340 
From which acreage deduct 1, 152, 013 
Being the aforesaid difference, thereby leaving 152, 327 


in excess of the total acreage of lands selected by said State as 
swamp lands, as the same appear of official record in the General 
Land Office on June 30, 1895, 

In other words, notwithstanding the said duplicate selections of 
swamp lands so made by said State, so recorded, andof her claim 
to alleged swamp land, so officially rejected after being recorded 
the State of Arkansas has had patented to her 7,503,196.13 acres of 
land as swamp lands, and in addition thereto by said agreement 
is to be pai the sum of $1,185,144 for 1,304,340 acres of other lands 
alleged by her to be swamp, being 152,325 acres of land, alleged b 
her to be swamp land, more than said State has ever even selected, 
and now of official record in the General Land Office. 

12. In this same line of claims of said State to lands by her al- 
leged to be swamp under the said swamp-land act of September 
28, 1850, and the indemnity swamp-land acts of March 2, 1855, and 
March 3, 1857, special attention is also called to pages 300-302 of 
the annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 


1896. 
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dated October 1, 1895, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, 
wherein it is recited that the total number of 

Acres patented by Arkansas as swamp lands was. . . 7, 673, 005.16 
Total number of acres rejected by the United States 


ae swamp landse\waa. y a eee 1, 144, 612.16 
Total number of acres of swamp-land indemnity un- 

h AA T TAONA. 209, 160. 00 

* — 

Total r EY 2 9, 027, 777. 32 
From which dsdaot total 1 selected by the 
State of Arkansas as swamp land and of record offi- 

cially in the General Land Office on June 30, 1895_ 8, 656, 373. 29 

Perens 7 wasn eee e each 371, 405. 03 


Sinig that there had been patented or rejected, or remain to be 
adjusted, 371,405.03 acres of land treated as swamp in excess of the 
total acreage of land selected by said State as swamp lands and 
of record in the General Land Offce on June 80, 1895. Results 
like these surely should be duly inquired into and clearly and 
satisfactorily explained to the Senate before it should confirm the 
agreement recited in Senate Executive Document No. 91, Fifty- 
third Congress, third session, or now pass Senate bill No. 502. 

The official tables from which the foregoing information was 
obtained, taken from pages 300-302 of said ‘Report of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, are as follows, to wit: 


I. SECTION OF SWAMP LANDS.—SWAMP LANDS IN PLAGE. 


The following tables will show work done in the adjustment of claims for 
swamp lands in place: 


Statement showing rejections of claims and cancellations of selections under the swamp-land laws during the period from July 1, 1891, to June 30, 1894, and the 
year ended June 30, 1893, respectively. 


1895. 
Recapitula- 
State. Swamp land Total. Swamp land 11 Total. on. 
in place. in p 5 nity. 
Acres. Acres. Acres. Acres. Acres. Acres. 

T . 5A nesnee a 23, 200.00 82, 760.00 13, 800.00 3 14, 420.00 47, 180. 00 
Arkansas... 536, 632. 16 536, 632. 16 607, 980. 00 607, 880. 00 1,144, 612.16 
California 1. 900. 00 1,969. 00 52, 440. 00 52, 440. 00 328 
Florida 808, 520.00 308, 520.00 85, 130. 00 85, 130. 00 388, 650. 00 
ois.. 708, 160. 00 993, 213. 40 56u. 00 24, 080. 00 1,017,293. 40 
EATA RES TR SS N ESA Fae STA 7, 200.00 7,202.00 7, 200. 00 
Jowa.. 94, 280. 00 244, 535. 56 640.00 55, 280.00 299, 815. 56 
Louisiana 8, 120. 00 8, 120. 00 207, 120. 00 207, 120. 00 210, 240.00 
Michigan 920.00 920. 00 4,320.00 4,320. 00 5, 240.00 
Minnesota 202, 580.00 202, 580. 00 260, 040. 00 260 040.00 462, 620.00 
Mississippi 1,449.00 22, 200.00 106, 629. 50 133, 789. 50 155, 989. 50 
Missouri. 230.00 40, 135. 27 149, 040. 00 152, 800. 00 192, 935. 27 
777!!! . waeaes FT — ͤ — 87,722.79 
Oregon 86, 442. 33 36, 442. 33 10, 877.94 10,377. 94 46, 820, 27 
Wisconsin 4,240.00 4, 240.00 28, 400. 00 28, 400. 00 82, G40. 00 
err woaens 72, 804. 29 o PE P AEE fe sean 72,804. 29 
et eo acs i ee beeen chumeuns bused 1, 987,578.78 | 545,207.02 2, 52, 785.80 1, 533, 677. 44 4,176, 163.24 


Lands selected by the several swamp-land States under the acts of Congress 
approved March 2, 1849 (9 Stat. L., 852), September 28, 1850 (9 Stat. L., 519; sec- 
tion 2479, Rev. Stat.), and March 12, 1860 (12 Stat. L., 3; section 2490, Rev. 
Stat.), from the dates of the said acts up to June 30, 1895. 


3 


EN 
8888888888828 
* 88888888888 


RES 


S888 2 
5 
& 


Table showing the cash indemnity paid and the land certified under the swamp- 
land 6 up to nitya 30, 1895; also the indemnity lands patented 
and the cash and land indemnity claims remaining unadjusted. 


Acres. Acres. Acres. 
505.44 | 20,009.36 | 19,795.16 46,693. 17 
RPE eS EA, PN E E (Oma NE AG 209, 160. 00 
77,045.63 | 94,740.57 | 69,521.28 f 
442,023.17 | 101,984.90 | 2,309.07 944, 170.08 
89, 080. 91 8,434.84 | 4, 880.20 
540,173.07 | 341,632.97 | 321, 605. 23 761, 638. 46 
49,371.07 | 29,214.25 | 24,368.06 36,059. 01 
15,922.04 | 24,599.43 | 18,983.93 4, %48. 83 
17,786.56 | 47,888.73 | 47,846.88 85,871.39 
191,241.08 | 81,497.43 | 79,376.69 4,779.51 
S E 21,912.52 
185,278.91 | 106,042.08 | 105,047.99 |.............. 


Swamp lands which have been certified or patented to the several States under 
the acts 4. Congress approved March 2, 1849 (9 Stat. L., 852), September 28, 1850 
(9 Stat. L., 519; section 2480, Rev. Stat.), March 12, 1360 (Stat. L., 8; section 
2490, Rev. Stat.), from the dates of said acts up to June 30, 1895. 


Second 
June 30, date of 
quarter. Aer. | 189. `| grant. 


da 


E SREBRA 
5888 888 2 RARSERS 
BESSER 8 88 888 


E 


2 
= 
a 


Under the act of March 2, 1519, which applies to Louisiana 
5 approved lists, having the force and effect of patents, are f 
e 8 


only, certifled 
furnished 


13. But a showing as peculiar as this seems to be is not all; for, 
in addition to the aforesaid claims of said State under said three 
beneficial and liberal acts of Congress, there are recited in said 

eement in Senate Executive Document 91, reservations proba- 
bly of vast proportions, a recognition certainly of the claim of said 
State to other and additional acres of lands as swamp, and which 
reservations are in words as follows, to wit: 


3 hereto agree that the land now pena approved, or con- 
firmed to the State of Arkansas under the acts of September 28, 1850, March 
2, 1855, and March 3, 1857, shall constitute the full measure due the State un- 
der the said swamp-land acts, except, however, that the lands described in 
the following lists shall be patented to the State, namely: List No. 1, contain- 
ing 12.640 acres, denominated “* AP roved, but not li „ and list No. 2, con- 
taining 4,960 acres, denominated “Confirmed, but not listed,” which lists 
were transmitted to the Secretary of the Interior on November 17, 1804, by 
letter M“ of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
It is also m who has heretofore filed a declaration of 
urchased, under the laws of the 
med swamp land hereby relin- 
ve the preference 
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right for one year from this date to purchase 
States at the minimum price for public lands, under such rules and 
EC Interior. 


0 8 - 

Nothing in this settlement andagreement is intended to orshall in any con- 
nection be held to prejudice the tof the State of Arkansas to assert and 
establish her title to any lands which were granted or confirmed to her by 
the said acts approved ember 28. 1880. March 2, 1855, and March 3, 1857, in 


such land from the United 
d. regula- 


so far as the same is disputed by those claiming under any subsequent grant 


made or claimed to have been made, the scope and p! of this settlement 
5 to be the adjustment of all i between the United 
States and the State of Arkansas, and to leave un incidental con- 
et woe) een said State and other parties in which the United States is 


ially interested. 

But it is agreed by the party of the second part that any person who has 
heretofore entered Sem such pa approved, or confirmed swamp lands 
under the homestead or other law of the United States shall have the prefer- 
ence right for one year from this date to purchase such land from the State 
at the minimum price fixed by law for such land, u exhibiting to the com- 
missioner of State lands ths patent receiver's receipt or certificate issued by 
the United States for such land. 

In testimony whereof we have hereunto subscribed our respective names 
this the day and year first above written. 2 8.0 


Secretary of the Treasury. 
HOKE S 


Secretary of the Interior. 
JAMES P GIARRE, ore 
Governor of Arkansas. 
Not only do the fo ing recitals absolutely confirm to the 
State of Arkansas an additional acreage of swamp lands, but they 
open up new, fresh, and it may be large fields of contention for 
still an additional acreage of 6 

Where or before what tribunal said State duly assert and 
finally establish her title to any land as swamp alleged by her to 
inure to her under the aforesaid acts of September 28, 1850, March 
2, 1855, and March 3, 1857, except before the Secretary of the In- 
terior? The swamp-land laws make said Secretary the sole tribu- 
nal to fully hear and finally determine all questions as to whether 
any lands in Arkansas are swamp or not; and is it intended in 
this case to change the law in that regard so far as Arkansas is a 
claimant for swamp lands? And if not, then any defeat of any 
claimant before him ‘‘claiming under a subsequent grant made, 
or claimed to have been made,” is simply to enable the Interior 
Lats pinta to add to the success of that State by passing title to 

itional acres of land as swamp after this settlement shall have 
been concluded, all words to the contrary notwithstanding, as 
recited in said agreement, to wit: 

The scope and 26 of this settlement being hereby declared to be the 
adjustment of all tes between the United States and the State of Arkan- 
gas, and to leave undisturbed incidental controversies between said State and 
other parties in which the United States is not beneficially interested. 

In addition thereto, the plain English of the words in said agree- 
ment, as follows, to wit— 


But it is agreed by the party of the second part that any person who has 
heretofore cnteved — ny tay W or confirmed swamp lands 
under the homestead or other law of United States shall have the prefer- 
ence right for one year from this date to purchase such land from the State 
at the minimum —.— fixed es gio for such land. upon exhibiting to the 
commissioner of te lands mt, Teceiver’s receipt, or certificate 
issued by the United States for land 


means simply to turn over to the tender mercy of the commis- 
sioner of State lands of Arkansas, without supervision or protec- 
tion by the United States, all United States homestead settlers and 
other ms in that State to whom have heretofore been issued 
U: States patents, United States receiver’s receipts, or United 
States certificates by the proper United States land officers, for 
lands declared by them to be public lands of the United States and 
disposable under the various public land and settlement laws of 
the United States, under and by which said patents, said receipts, 
and said certificates so referred to were issued. In view of the 
fact that section 5 of the admission act of Arkansas, approved 
June 23, 1836 (5 U. S. Stats., 59), provides that 
22 within the tue by che Duslted PORS nee with any rege: 
may find necessary For eecaring the title in said soil Ko the 
bona fide thereof— 


it is difficult to see how any such article of agreement as the fore- 
going finds a proper place therein. 
is capable and 5 all claimants to any of 
the public lands in Arkansas without the leave, permission, or 
t at this date of the State of Arkansas. 

So far as the Senate now knows, the language used in the afore- 
said reservations may hereafter prove a nettle, if not a nest egg of 
danger, out of which, sooner or later, may be hatched other and 
new broods of 88 sufficient it may be to swallow up 
not only the $160,000, principal and interest, which said State in 
said agreement 1 10 of House Report 1959), 
but may eventually bring the United States largely in debt to said 
State, so that an unbefitting sequel hereto may possibly be that 
after this magnificent donation of millions of acres of d and 
this donation of millions of dollars of money to said State the 
United States may again be compelled to go into its public Treas- 
ury for addition a sums of money to terminate and rid itself of 
this contention, now half a century old, more or less. 

In addition thereto the State of Arkansas has also made claim 
agaitret the United States for 5 per cent of the value of all lands 


in that State disposed of by military bounty land warrants and 
scrip and entered under the homestead laws, or 5 per cent of the 
fees received from said homestead entries (see House Report No. 
PUR ee Congress, first session, made by Mr. MCRAE of 


made June 3, 1 it appears that the claim of the State of 
en made, and demand therefor by her insisted upon, was not 
only for a credit of 5 per cent of the legal value of all lands located in that 
State with military bounty land warrants and paip but also for a credit of 
5 per cent of thel value of all lands entered in that State under the home- 
stead laws of the United States: and, in fact, has insisted upon a credit of 5 
11! anim of SNL dalmasi ty hes 

valued at $1.35 per acre, a sum 404.91, c ed her 
to be then due her by the United States as her 5 per cent fund. by 

On 9 of said report Mr. MCRAE recites the claim and demand of the 
State of Arkansas as to lands located with warrants and scrip and entered 
under the homestead laws, in words following: 

“The State (Arkansas) also insists that, as a matter of common fairness, 
she ought to be credited with od —— cent on lands entered under the home- 
stead laws and located with itary bounty land warrants and scrip, esti- 
mated at the minimum price for Government lan 25 per acre. 12 st 
when the State was admitted into the Union, there was no way of disposing 
of public lands ex: by cash sale or for warrants and scrip. 

The homestead law was not until 1562, and the State, with such a 
contract as it made. does not t it just that the General Government 
should be allowed to adopt a policy that will have the effect to diminish the 
fund upon which she had a right to rely for the payment of the debt in ques- 


The greater part of all lands disposed of in Arkansas within the last thirty 
years have been entered under the homestead law. Up to June 30, 1887, as 
shown by the letter of the issioner, the te of such lands taken 
as homesteads and with bounty warrants and scrip was 7. 78. 481. (f acres, 
(See map mang J.) For this land the Government received as fees the sum 
of $502, (See e = g these lands at the minimum price 
then and now fixed by law. the State, if her claim should be allowed. would 
be entitled to the sum of $487,215.65 more than has been allowed on this ac- 
count—nearly twice as much as she has been allowed on sales under the pres- 
ent rulings. Sheis certainly entitled at least top cent of the fees received 
by the Government for lands disposed of in the State. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C, May 9, 1888, 
Sin: Lam in receipt of your letter of the 28th ultimo. asking to be informed 
3 ‘kansas entered and 


public lands thus to June 50, 1587, are as follows: 
Acres. 
Area of ori homestead entries 5. 81, 344. 10 
Area of mili bounty land warrant locati 
D ðͤ e 
r Sees Se Oe nee Se 7,795, 451.08 
Very respectful T. J. ANDERSON, 
am ws Assistant Commissioner. 
Hon. T. C. MORAE, 
House of Representatives. 


APPENDIX K. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 28, 1889. 
to be 


State of Ar! and in re a are informed that the amount of 
money 80 receiv to June l „ is 5. 
The Saute above given are approximately correct. 
ery * 


T. J. AND ERSON, 
Hon. T. C. MCRAE, 5 * 
House of Representatives. 


Said claims of Arkansas so there recited and insisted upon are 
in perfect harmony with the act of the legislature of that State ap- 


proved April 8, 1889, still an existing statute, recited on 1054, 
section 4560, of the Ji of the Statutes of Arkansas, by dels 
& Hill, for 1894, which is in these words, to wit: 

Serc. 4500. The governor is authorized ested 


and requ: to take all necessary 
ste VVT 

of sales T ed for in the act of 
eee wow ads, mean yen es po ee aAA 
mili un 


future laws grants 
from or against the United States, whether in relation to public lands or 
otherwise. 


The claims so clearly enumerated in said section No. 4560 seam 
to be still live, subsisting claims of said State against the United 
States, never heretofore e: ssly waived or specifically abandoned 
by said State, or if waived at all, must be by virtue of some con- 
sideration contemplated to be received therefor under cover of 
some of the general recitals contained in said eement (Senate 
Executive Document 91, Fifty-third Congress, third session). 

Have the United States an anxiety to purchase from the State 
of Arkansas her mere alleged claim or right to select a certain 

of the public lands situate therein which is so great as to 
justi 5 y $5 or even 81.25 acre for such claim 
or right, influenced thereto merely to enable and aid that State 
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to thereby liquidate a large money debt now due by her to the 
United States 

Would the United States ever exercise such claim or right, even 
if so paid for in money; and if so, how and by what machinery 
and for what p would it ever be exercised? 

If the United States can legally and properly cancel outright 
the whole of said money debt now so due ar said State, and can 
legally and properly grant said State and liquidate by payment 
each and every item of all of her all claims against the United 
States as by her now or heretofore alleged, it were far better then 
to do so than for Congress to engage in serious legislation by rati- 
fying this so-called Settlement,“ declared in the minority report 
of the Committee on Public Lands in the third session of the Fifty- 
third Congress to be “a one-sided affair, not just to the Govern- 
ment.” That was the report of an able minority of the House of 
Representatives in the Fifty-third Congress, the chairman of 
which was Maj. JoHN F. Lacey, of my own State, who is perhaps 
as familiar with the public-land history of this Government as 
any man in the other branch of Congress. 

he State of Arkansas in the has made haste very slowly 
in liquidating her obligations due the United States, and while 
there is, and it is proper that atall times there should be, a desire 
on the part of Congress to speedily adjust upon the 1 of 
fairness and terminate any matter of controversy and contention 
between the United States and any of the several States of the 
Dnion, yet in this case it would seem that results more satisfac- 
tory to the Senate, and not less mutually equitable to the United 
States and the State of Arkansas, would be secured if additional 
time were consumed wherein to more fully examine into the 
details and the merits of all these matters. 

Attention is called to the fact that in making said adjustment 
and agreement the official report of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, addressed to the Secretary of the Interior on No- 
vember 17, 1894, in response to his own request of October 6, 1894, 
in reference to the several claims of the State of Arkansas 
against the United States then of record and remaining unad- 
justed,” seems to have been either wholly or very largely ignored. 

Said report of said Commissioner to said 1 on 

es 13, 14, and 15 of House Report No, 1959, Fifty- third Congress, 


rd session. ʻi 
In the light of that carefully prepared official report of said 
evoted exclusively to said sub- 


issioner to said Secretary, i 
ject-matter, and for that made special, it is difficult, if 
not impossible, to now see ‘sie any such agreement was reached 
as that submitted to the Senate on February 23, 1895, contained 
in Senate Executive Document 91, Fifty-third third 
session, and which Congress is asked to ratify and approve by the 
passage of Senate bill No. 502. 

The findings of fact contained in said report, made by said Com- 
missioner on November 17, 1894, seem so inconsistent with the 
recitals contained in said agreement in said Executive Document 
91, reported to the Senate February 23, 1895, and the recitals in 
the latter so inconsistent with those contained in said Annual 
Report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, made as 
late as October 1, 1895, render it difficult, if not impossible, to 
satisfactorily harmonize the same. 

If it be true that it is now difficult to finally and satisfactorily 
determine the merits of the mutual claims of the United States 
and the State of Arkansas with all the information submitted and 
all the light thrown thereon by two Secretaries, aided therein by 
their two representatives, then how much more difficult it must 
have been for Congress to heretofore satisfactorily determine these 
controversies without the aid of even said information? 

Yet, as a fact, during the closing days of the second session of 
the Fifty-second Congress, to wit, on 2-4, 1893 (RECORD, 
pages 2547, 2548, Fifty-second Congress, second session) , the Senate 
concurred in a conference report finally adjusting not only the 
whole of the aforesaid Arkansas matter as recited in said agree- 
ment contained in Senate Executive Document No. 91, but also 
and in addition thereto undertook to finally adjust all the claims 
and demands of said State against the United States for the 5 
cent fund allowances under the act of June 23, 1836,” and which 5 
per cent claims and demands do not seem to be specifically named 
in said agreement in said Senate Executive Document No. 91, but 
the money value of which claims and demands said State has 
siesd to be $487,215.65. 

The action of said conference committee was prevented from 
becoming a law in 1893 only because of a point of order having 
been raised in the House that the said matter came before the 
House improperly, by coming before it from a conference com- 
mittee to which said subject-matter had never been referred for 
conference either by the Senate or by the House,” as will fully 
ap from the proceedings had in the House under the titles 
“ Settlers’ rights and swamp-land grants” and Settlement of 

icultural public lands” (RECORD, pages 2624-2630), copy of 
which I now submit as a part of my remarks. 

For these and other reasons which seem valid, but which I will 


not now further tax the time of the Senate to discuss, I think that 

this entire subject-matter should be recommitted to the Commit- 

tee on Public Lands, and a motion to that effect I now make— 
First. For the purpose of having the aforesaid suggestions and 


inquiries being there and by it fully inquired into, and after ma- 
ture examination had thereon that the results thereof may be duly 
reported to the Senate to enable it to more satisfactorily arrive 
at the true merits of every item of all the mutual claims recited 
in Senate Executive Document 91, Fifty-third Congress, third ses- 
sion, all to exist and now in controversy between the United 
States and the State of Arkansas; and 

Second. For the purpose of securing official and exact informa- 
tion thereon in order that the Senate may conform, as near as Con- 
gress can properly do.so, with the views and wishes of the State 
of Arkansas as exp y her legi in its act approved 
April 8, 1889, recited as section 4560 of the Digest of the statutes 
of Arkansas for 1894 of Sandells & Hill,” said committee, when 
reporting back the aforesaid matters, shall also report to the Sen- 
ate at the same time what amount of money would be included in 
an allowance by Congress to the State of Arkansas for 5 per cent 
of the value of all public lands in that State disposed of prior to 
January 1, 1896, for military bounty land warrants and scrip. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I wish to say a word in regard to 
the interest due on these bonds. It will be seen by an examina- 
tion of the executive document to which I have already alluded, 
that the gross claim allowed against the State of Arkansas by the 
two Secretaries and their respective clerks amounts to sixteen 
hundred and odd thousand dollars. Eleven hundred and some 
odd thousand dollars of that is interest, computed rd to the 
maturity of the bonds. They based that calculation on the opin- 
ion of Attorney-General Olney. I do not wish to impute to At- 
torney-Gen Olney a lack of knowl of the law. Heisa 
gentleman of whose abilities 1 have the highest opinion, but At- 
torney-General Olney, like other people, may be liable to be mis- 
taken, The 8 State of Arkansas itself by its legislature ac- 
knowledges this debt to amount in round numbers to two million 
seven hundred and odd thousand dollars. Her auditor of State, by 
his to the general assembly of that great State, certifies 
that the debt due to the Government from that State is two million 
seven hundred and odd thousand dollars. All parties agree that 
the law of Arkansas itself, which created and authorized the issu- 
ance of these bonds, provided that they should bear interest until 
paid—not until their maturity. It was different with the case of 
the bonds of the State of North Carolina. Those bonds simpl 
bore the interest stated on their face, and the Supreme Court sai 
that they were only to pay interest to their maturity. Not so with 
the State of Arkansas, for the law of the State specifies that they 
shall bear interest until they are paid in full. 

Mr. President, I have no wish to antagonize the State of Arkan- 
sas. Whatever claim a great State like that may have against the 
Government of the United States which is honest and just I 
would pay her, and I would pay her just as quickly and just as 
cheerfully as I would vote an allowance to the State that I have 
the honor in part tor mt. There should be equal and even- 
handed justice between the Government and the State of Arkansas 
and between the Government and all the other land-grant States. 

It should be borne in mind, however, that this settlement runs 
over about sixty years, and there are many things in it that need 
careful examination and full explanation. That careful examina- 
tion should be had, and that explanation should be made, Mr, 
President, and that is the reason why I move that the bill be re- 
committed to the committee. 

APPENDIX A. 
o. . 


COMPROMISE AND SETTLEMENT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND THE 
STATE OF ARKANSAS. 
February 28, 1895.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NEILL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, submitted the fal- 
lowing report, 8 H. R. 8044: 

The Committee on Pu Lands. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8944 
“toa ve a compromise and settlement between the United States 
the State of Arkansas.“ have had the same under consideration, and report 
it back with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The compromise as agreed upon by the honorable Secre of the Treas- 
ury and the honorable 1 the Interior on the of the United 
States, and the Hon. James P. Clarke, governor, on the part of the State of 
Arkansas, is a hereto, together with the report of the commission 
appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the Interior 
to investigate and report upon the matters in dispute, all of whichis made a 
part of this report. 

Orry oF WASHINGTON, District of Columbia, ss: 

This indenture, made this 23d day of February, 1895, between John G. Car 
lisle, Secretary of the 8 and Hoke Smith, Secretary of the Interior, 
under power and authority conferred by an act of Co: ay roved 
Augass & 1594, entitled An act to authorize a compromise and settlement 
with the State of Arkansas.“ parties of the first t, and James P. Clarke, 
governor of the State of Arkansas, acting under power conferred by the 

neral be pap of the State of Arkansas, approved April8, 1839, yot 


That for and in consideration of the agreements and acts of the party of 
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the second part, hereinafter more fully set forth, the parties of the first part 
by these presents hereby make the following agreement, subject to the 


val by Congress: 

. To surrender to the party of the second part for cancellation 500 6 per 
cent cou bonds of $1,000 each, numbered from 1 to 500. inclusive, da 
January 1,1838. and matured October 26, 1861, issued by the State of Arkansas 
1o 3 om from the Smithsonian fund, and now held and owned by the 

2 To surrender the 8 attached thereto, represen the unpaid 
accumulated interest on said bonds, amounting to the sum of 308.61. 

3. To surrender similar bonds of the State under same date (38 in number) 
of $1,000 each, numbe 282 to 204, inclusive, 359 to 373, inclusive, and 401 to 
410, inclusive, issued to secure a similar loan from the same fund, and ma- 

January 1, 1868, and now owned by the United States. 

4. To surrender the coupons attached thereto, representing the unpaid in- 
terest thereon to date of Goad tage $59,280. 3 

5. To surrender three bonds of $1,000 each, being State of Arkansas 5 per 
cent registered bonds, acquired for the Chickasaw orphan fund, with interest 
thereon from date of default to date of maturity, January 1, 1 

6. To surrender 92 of the 252 new 6 per cent coupon bon 51.000 Sach (Nos. 
2099 to 2190, inclusive), issued by the State of Arkansas January 1. 1874, under 
the adjustment of the Chickasaw national fund, and maturing separ d 1. 1900, 
and now owned by the United States; also all coupons attached to bonds, 
representing the accrued interest tod anuary 1, (21 years), and amounting 
to 


N for cancellation all the unpaid coupons to Jan 1, 1895, 
on the remainder of the 252 new 6 per cent ($1,000 each) Arkano boas, bein. 
160 in number, and numbered from 2191 to 2350, inclusive, issued January 1, 


1874, under the adjustment of the Chickasaw national fund, amounting in 


72 within thirt s after the approval by Congress of this settlement. 
rr To cause oDe Paid, at or before their maturity (January 1, 1900), the 
remaining Arkansas bonds, being 160 in number, of $1,000 each, and all 
coupons attached theretu, as they severally come due, all coupons due on 
such bonds on January 1, 1895, being surrendered for cancellation, under the 
terms of this agreement, as above set forth. If the State elects to pay such 
bonds before their maturity, the W of all interest acerued thereon to 

satisfaction of all the coupons, and the 


3. 
s, ete., the 9 tclaims 
Lo the United States all claims or demands, adjusted or unadju: E srowing 


8, 1857; also all claims for indemnity school lands; the residue of the salt- 
spring lands; the residue of the lands under the court-house and jail nt 
act June 15, 1832); the residue of lands under act of September „for 
ternal improvements; the residue of the grant under the acts of March 
1831, and June 3, 1856, for public buildings, and all other claims or demands o 

whatever nature or character. 

The parties hereto agree that the land now patented, approved, or con- 
firmed to the State of l Mar 
2, 1855, and March 3, Del shall constitute the full measure due the State pn 


640 acres, denominated ey heb ae but not list 
960 acres, denominated * 


t 

“M” of the Commissioner of the General Land ice. 
It is also agreed that any person who has heretofore fileda declaration of 
ope ge py E resides on, cultivates, or has „ under the laws of the 
tate of Ar! selected and unconfirmed swamp land hereby relin- 
ished to the United States, his heirs or assigns, shall have — A erence 
to purchase such land from the United 
rules and regula- 


tionsas ma po erat by the Secretary of the Interior. 


lands which were ones or confirmed to her 
by the said acts approved September 28, 3 2, 1855, and March 


missioner of State lands the zens receiver's receipt, or cate issued 
by the United States for such land. 
testimony whereof we have hereunto subscribed our respective names 
this the day and year first above written. 
J. G. CARLISLE, 


Secretary of the Treasury. 
HOKE SMITH, Ái 
Secretary of the Interior. 
JAMES P. 
Governor of Arkansas. 
Report Burton T. Doyle, representing the Secre of the Treasury, and 
* George C. Ross, representing the Secretary o, KA Interior. he 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 18, 1895. 


GENTLEMEN: In pursuance of your respective designation or appointment 
of us as your seproesntatives 5 under the act of Congress entitled 
“An act 10 authorize a compromise and settlement with the State of Arkan- 
sas,” approved August 4, „We have the honor herewith to submit our 
re 

e find that the United States now own, in their own right, bonds of the 
of Arkansas in the sum of $793,000, and the interest accrued thereon 


ds 

angers under the authority of the Attorney-General of the United States. 
See opinion filed herewith, dated Feb 

Arkansas has various claims against the United States under the public-land 
laws of the United States for lands and indemnity claimed by her, and never 
allowed by the United Sta which she offers as offset or counterclaim. 
The claims and counterclaims between the two governments are succinctl 
set forth in the form of a debit and credit account accompanying this report, 
marked Account.“ in which the claims of the Government are given on the 
debit side of the account and the allowances conceded on the counterclaims 
made by the State are shown on the credit side of the account; and we desire 
to call your attention to this account, and make our report in the form of a 
narrative en Sgr ent of the items in it. 

Soon after the admission of the State of Arkansasinto the Union the legis- 
lature thereof authorized the issue of $2,000,000 in 6 per cent interest- ing 
coupon bonds of that State to run thirty years; and the United States, as the 
trustee of the Smithsonian fund, invested $538.000 of that fund in said bonds, 
getting 538 of such bonds at $1,000each. The State of Arkansas defaulted in 

e payment of the interest on these bonds Janu: 1, 1842; but as the State 
was entitled under the act of June 23, 1836 (5 Stat. U.S., ), to 5 per cent of 
the net proceeds of the sale by Congress of lands lying within its borde 
the United States withheld these 5 per cent net earnings under the join 
resolution of March 3, 1854 (5 Stat. U. S., carried into the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States as section 3181), to applied to the liquidation of 
the interest on these bonds which the State had defaulted in paying. 

On December 31, 1860, there had been so withheld by the United States 
$148,279.72, which the Secretary of the Treasury applied to the redemption 
of overdue interest cou on 134 of the 538 bonds of the State held for the 
Smithsonian fund, which coupons were surrendered as follows: Thirty-seven 
coupons each from bonds numbered 1 to 133, inclusive, each coupon repre- 
sent (4,921 coupons, amounting to $147.630), which id the interest on 
these 133 bonds to Jan 1, 1860; 21 coupons from bond No. 134 ($630), which 
paid the interest on that d to January 1, 1852, and left $19.72 over, which 
remainder was credited on the next coupon left attached to said bond No. 
134. Since that application no moneys so withheld by the United States 
have been actually applied to the payment of the interest accrued on any of 
these bonds, leaving accrued interest due on 386 of them from the date of de- 
fault in payment by the State, January 1, 1842, to the date of their maturity, 
October 26, 1861; on 38 of them from date of default, January 1, 1842, to Janu- 
ary 1, 1868; on 133 of them from the time to which that application paid it, 
January 1, 1860, to the date of maturity, October 26, 1861; and on 1 of them 
from the date to which that application paid the interest, January 1, 1852, to 
the date of maturity, October 26, 1861, less $19.72 credited on one of the re- 
tained coupons, mal ing in the aggregate, accrued and unpaid interest on 
these 538 bonds, $495,583.61; but there has been withheld and not yet applied 
1 which is entered on the credit side of the account in favor of the 

tate in this ustment. 

The United States, as the trustee of the Chickasaw fund, also invested 
5 of that fund in the bonds of the State of this same issue; and the State 

efaulted in the 8 of interest and principal; and the Secretary of the 
Interior, under the authority of the act of December 13, 1872 (17 Stat. U. S. 
397), made an adjustment with the State of Arkansas in 1874, in pursuance of 
which the State of Arkansas funded these bonds and interest accrued thereon 
and issued, under date of January 1, 1874, 252 new 6 per cent coupon bon 
maturing January 1, 1900, on which no interest has been paid, leaving unpai 
interest accrued and overdue on these 252 new bonds from January 1, 1874, to 
January 1, 1595, amounting to $317,520. 

The United States also hold three 5 per cent registered bonds of that State 
1 out of the Chickasaw orphan fund, with interest accrued thereon 

om the date of default to the date of maturity, January 1, 1849, to January 
1, 1887, 5 to 35,700, making in all, bonds and 3 aggregate 
above named, $1,611,803.61, which completes the debit side of the account. 


CREDIT SIDE OF ACCOUNT. 


5 other credits insisted on by the State are: 1. Five per cent of 
16,676,465.85 acres, being, as alleged, all the public lands then (1836) undis- 
posed of within her borders,” on the ground that the United States prom- 

on the admission of the State into the Union, to turn over to the State 
g yer cent of the proceeds of all public lands then undisposed of within her 


ers. 

We do not think this contention of the State is tenable. The third section 
of the act for the admission of the State into the Union (5 Stat., 58) provides 
for the pasmont to the State of only “5 per cent of the net pri of the 
sale of lands 1 within the State, and which shall be sold by Congre 

The 8 refore, that the State was promised 5 per cent of the pro- 
ceeds of “all public lands then undisposed of“ is erroneous, for the admis- 
sion of the State into the Union was upon her express agreement that she 
“ shall never interfere with the primary disposal of the soil within the same 
by the United States.“ and we do not think that the agreement to pay to the 
State 5 per cent of the net proceeds g from the sale of lands carried 
with it any obligation, either 2 shee) or implied, that the United States 
should not thereafter extend to the citizens of that State the privilege of 
acquiring free homes 5 the public domain within its borders under the 
beneficent provisions of the homestead act, or the privilege accorded in the 
location by warrants and ip. 

gain, to admit the justice of this contention would establish a precedent 
by which ca States, similarly organized, could rightfully claim the same 
considerations. 

2. The State claims cash indemnity "for all lands sold by the United States 
which rightfully belonged to the State under the syang d act. 

Independently of the fact that there is no law for the allowance of the 
claim so stated, we do not think the precedent made by its allowance a good 
one, even on a compromise. To carry out the intention of Congress for a 
“just and equitable settlement we have submitted for 6 the 
10 owing credits, upon the basis of certain land claims adj and unad- 


UNADJUSTED CLAIMS. 


The u justed claims are such as have been made by the State as inuring 
thereto under the swamp-land act and other acts supplemental thereto. In 
most cases of selections have been filed under the claim that the field 
notes of the public surveys show that the lands included in these lists were 
swamp and overflowed within the meaning of the act of eee 28, 1850, 
the State having elected to accept the showing made by the field notes. The 
United States, not having yet verified the claims of the State as to the show- 
tee by these field notes, is not ina position at this time to dispute their 

ust ness. 

Lists for land indemnity and cash indemnity under the acts of March 2, 
1855, and March 3, 1857, being supplemen! to the act of September 28, 1850, 
have also been filed, the j ess of which, for like reasons, we are not pre- 
pared a 


to te. 
An allowance of claims for land indemnity under said acts, as alsọ for 


1896. 
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school lands indemni ht 


i facto to select lan 


(hereinafter referred to), gives the State the 
of equal acreage from the public domain within the 
tate. In such case the State would have the right to select from the residue 


of the public lands the most valuable nonminerallands. From the list afore- 
said and other claims for the residue of lands under special acts (below men- 
tioned), the State claims that she has the right to select 132,431.27 acres of 
land to make up for losses sustained by the State. 5 

The relinguishment of the right to select these lands, 8 the title 
thereto undisputed in the United States, carries with it an obligation on the 
part of the United States to give credit to the State for their present actual 
value. This we have endeavored to do by taking the sworn statements of 
more than 65 reputable people in various parts of the State, all well informed 
as to the value of Government lands within their respective counties. Many 
of the afflants were members of the present general assembly. From these 
statements it is found that the 5 of the Government lands 
within the State is $1.25 per acre, and that the lands subject to selection are 
worth §5 per acre. Many of the affiants place the last-named lands at $10 per 
acre. The affidavits taken by us accompany this report. 

We accordingly recommend the following credits, upon these facts: 
1. The sum o 56,250, being the value of 125,000 acres of land at $1.25 per 
acre (Exhibit No. 3) listed and filed by the State as inuring thereto under 
the act of September 28, 1850, and shown by the Government field notes of 
the public surveys to be swamp and overflowed within the meaning of said 


act. 

2. The sum of $452,000, being the value of 90,400 acres of land (Exhibit No.4) 
selected and filed as a basis of land indemnity under acts of March 2, 1855 
and March 3, 1857, the claim of which is to be relinquished to the Uni 


$79,900, being the value of 63,920 acres of land (Exhibit No.7) 
ed to be swamp by the evidences of the field notes, and disposed of b 
of the indemnity acts Centar 


re, 
5. The sum of $190,000, the same nng for 30,000 acres of indemnity school 


just. Besides, the State has onl 
ibik 


) 

8. The sum of $148,450, the same being for 118,760 acres of land (Exnibit No. 
4), listed and filed upon the showing made in the field notes of the publicsur- 
veys that the !and therein described was swamp and overflowed, and there- 
fore passed to the State by the act of tember 28, 1850, and thereafter sold 
by the United States prior to March 3, 1857, thus using the same as a basis 
for cash indemnity under the act of March 3, 1857, at $1. 

18. The sum of 544.06, the same being for 278,835.248 
land and cash indemnity at $1.25 per acre. 


a careful estimate of th 
field notes of which he has not yet examined, that there remained, over and 
above said lists of 506,260 acres, other swamp lands hig ok ba listed or applied 
for to the amount of 400,000 acres, inclu about 50, acres of what are 
known as “sunk lands,“ heavily timbered, and not yet surveyed. This 
claim of 906,260acres, not having been formally asked for by filing the lists in 
the proper division, we are not prepared to t. as a whole; but, on a care- 
ful examination into the merits of the same for the purpose of an equitable 
adjustment of the whole swamp-land claims of the State, we recommend, as 
above shown, the allowance of the claim to the extent above mentioned. 


LAND CLAIMS ADJUSTED AND ADMITTED, 

6. The sum of $3,964.25. the same being for 1,792.85acres of indemnity school 
land (Exhibit No. 8) at$5 per acre, a list of which has been filed and officially 
bi ag as ap, rently valid.“ 

The sum 9 $500, the same being for 160 acres of land at $5 per acre (Ex- 
hibit 8. Table 3), being the residue of the grant under the act of June 15, 1832, 
entitled Court-house and jail grant.“ 

8. The sum of $554.85, the same being for 110.97 acres of land at 85 es acre 
(Exhibit 8, Table 3), being the residue of the lands granted by the act of Sep- 
tember 4, 1811, for internal improvements. 

9. The sum of $31,116.55, being for 6,223.31 acres of land at $5 per acre (Ex- 
hibit 8. Table 3), being the residue of the seminary lands due the State under 
section 5, act of June 5 . — 

10. The sum of $80.05, being for 16.01 acres of land at $5 per acre (Exhibit 
Table 3), the same being the residue of lands due the State under the act 
March 2, 1831, for the erection of public be nea 

11. The sum of 8 same being for 51.13 acres of land at $5 per acre 
(Exhibit 8, Table 3), being the residue of land ted under section 4, act of 
June 30, 1836, for the completion of public buildings. 

12. The sum of $19,200, the same being for 3,840 acres of Salt Spring lands at 
5 per acre (Exhibit 8, Table 3), being six sections not yet certified to the 

tate under section 2 of the act of June 23, 1836. 

According tothe rt of the Commissioner of the General Land Office for 
the year en June 30, 1894, there have been patented to the State of Arkansas 
7,67 2 acres of oren lands. 

Arkansas is one of the States which elected to tako its swamp lands upon 
the evidences contained in the field notes of the public survey. A vary ee 
1855 of the State was surveyed prior to the date of the swamp-land grant 

September 28, 1850), and without reference thereto; it results therefrom that 
the surveys do not always accurately indicate the character of the lands, as 
do the surveys made subsequent to the date of its . 

Many of the States have received large sums of cash and land indemni 
under the acts of March 2, 1855, and 8, 1857; these sums were pa 
under the terms of said acts on 8 proof 5 made by the State 
that the Government had sold lands which passed to the States under the 
swamp-land act. Illinois and Iowa have each received over $500,000 of such 
indemnity; other States received smaller sums, but Arkansas has never 
received any amount either of cash or land indemnity under these acts. 

This may be in part accounted for on the und t the sales and loca- 
tions of swamp lands in Arkansas prior to 3, 1857, were less than in 
other States which received generous amounts of cash and land indemnity. 
Again, the amount of swamp lands certified to the State, while vastly less 
than the amount asked for, is still greatly in excess of Illinois, Iowa, and 
other States receiving large indemnity. 

3 these credits against the debit side of the account leaves $160,572 
balance due from the State, which we recommend that the State meet by 

rotecting 160 of her 252 new bonds—$1,000 each, and paring $572 within thirty 

ys after the approval of this compromise; and we have prepared and here- 


with submit an ent carrying into effect the provisions of this com- 
pes when duly signed by you and the governor of Arkansas and approved 
y 


ngress. 
We have faithfully endeavored to arrive at a just and equitable settlement 
of the long-standing differences between the United States and the State of 
Arkansas. The time at our disposal was 5 but we believe 
8 explanations will serve to make clear the basis of the proposed 
settlement. 


Respectfully submitted. 
Representi . ereo oy the: Te . 
esen tin: Secretary o; re le 
z GEO. Css 
Z Representing the Secretary of the Interior. 
ppr 


‘oved: 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary of the Treasury. 
HOKE SMITH, „ he Interior, 


ACCOUNT. 


The State of Arkansas, in account with the United States on account of bonds issued by the State, with the interest accrued thereon, the claims of the State 


arising under the public-land laws of the United States, and the claim of the State for care of military prisoners, adjusted to January 1, 1895. 
Dr, Cr. 

(1) To State of Arkansas 6 per cent bonds (Nos. 1 to 500, inclu- By amounts accrued to the credit of the State under section 3 
sive ,000 each, issued Jan. 1, 1888. and matured Oct. 28, of the act of June 23, 1836 (5 Stat. U. 5 July 1, 1536, 

1861, to secure a loan from the Smithsonian fund, held in to Jan. 1, 1895, withheld by the United States (for which no 
trust by the United States, which bonds were subse- interest vuoi yore on the bonds held t the State have 
quently acquired by the United States in theirownright.| $500,000.00 been surrendered), now applied as follows (Exhibit A): 

(2) To interest on 366 of these bonds (Nos. 135-500), at 6 per cent On bonds acquired through the Smithsonian fund $12, 822. 59 
per annum, from July 1, 1842, to Oct. 26, 1861 (19 years 9 On bonds acquired through the Chickasaw national fund 40, 493. 61 
FIRS NY TNL OCCUR) Annee Cocoa nye vans pu qess aden EAR 425, 235. 00 On bonds acquired through the Chickasaw orphan fund 1. 800. 00 

(3) To interest on 133 of these bonds (1 to 133), at 6 per cent per (1) By 125,000 acres of land (Exhibit 3) claimed as swamp land 
annum, from July 1, 1860, to Oct. 26, 1361 (1 year 3 months inp , filed under act of Sept. 28, 1850 (9 Stat. U. S., 519), 
an WENO aot aan bapa aru EA S A A AAEREN 10, 529.17 reclaimed to the United States by this settlement at $1. 

(4) To interest on one of these bonds (No. 131), at 6 per cent per TTT 156, 250. 00 
ann from July 1, 1852, to Oct. 26, 1861 (9 years 3 months (2) By 90,400 acres of land (Exhibit 4) selected and filed asa 
and 25 days), less $19.72, Doar on one coupon in 1800 539. 44 basis of land indemnity, under acts of Mar. 2, 1855 (10 

(5) To State of ‘Arkansas bonds (6 per cent coupons) of $1,000 Stat. U.S., 634), and Mar. 3, 1857 (supra), reclaimed to the 
each, 33 in number (Nos. 282-204, 359-373, 401-410), issued United States by this settlement at $5 per acre 452, 000. 00 
Jan. 1, 1838. to secure a loan from the Smithsonian fund, (8) By 118,760 acres of land (Exhibit 4), claimed as a basis of 
which bonds matured Jan. 1, 1808, and now belong to the cash indemnity, under act of Mar. 3, 1857 (supra), re- 

ni pee fe ee ee BEE PE a ee 38, 000. 00 claimed to the United States by this settlement at $1.25 
(6) To interest thereon, at 6 per cent per annum, from Jan. 1, WOW BOND E ARERO AENA E Setcew sates re Reena E 148, 450.00 
2 an1 190020 VAIR) casa onc enn aaen ee wean 59,280.00 || (4) By 63,920 acres of land (Exhibit 7), claimed to be swamp, 

(7) To three ($1,000 each) State of Arkansas 5 per cent tered under the indemnity acts above named, which have been 
bonds, acquired for the Chickasaw orphan fund by in- listed and filed by the State and disposed of by the United 
vesting the eds arising from the sale of two quarter States subsequent to the e of said indemnity acts; 
sections of land in the case of Hiram R. Pitchlyn, pur. now reclaimed to the United States by this settlement 
suant toarticle 8 of treaty stipulations with the Chickasaw BG GUD DAT BEC d tener seeonnerd 79,900.00 
In „which bonds now belong to the United States 8,000.00 || (5) By 30,000 acres of land (Exhibit 9) listed by the agent of the 

(8) To interest on these bonds, at 5 per cent per annum, from State, Thomas G. Riley, as indemnity school lands, and 
Jan. 1, 1849, to date of maturity, Jan, 1, 1887 (38 sonal bares! 5, 700. 00 sent to the governor of the State for amendment to 

90 To 252 new 6 per cent coupon bonds of $1,000 each. fe by comply with certain departmental re; tions as to cer- 
that State under the adjustment of the Chickasaw na- tificates of nonmineral character and not yet adjusted 
tional fund on Jan. 1, 1874, in which it was agreed that These selections are believed to be a valid claim, and 
the 90 ($1,000 each) 6 per cent. conor bonds of that State, the lands are med to the United States by this 

y purchased out of that d, together with the settlement at $ per acre 150, 000. (0 
accrued and EA ae interest thereon, should be fund (6) By 1,792.85 acres of indemnity school land (Exhibit 8, Table 
5 ge ye — — Ee oa 8 ot care , alist of 5 5 — a Sk an 5 Tepara 
military prisoners, an ese new recent coupon *“apparen Vi “which are reclaims | by t set- 
bonds issu Payment of old bonds ena interes... 252,000. 00 tlement 8 F z EAER 8, 964. 25 
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Dr. 
(10) To accrued and um interest on these bonds from date 
of issue, Jan. 1, 1874, to date of this settlement, Jan. 1, 1895, 


at 6 per cent per teat being $262,000 at 6 per cent for 
twenty-one years 


Total amount of bonds and interest 


The State of Arkansas, in account with the United States on account of bonds issued by the State, etc.—Continued. 


On. 
(7) — aor land t 8, Tab the resid 
Py Seether ewe 
entiti e —.— — ge grant”; reclaimed by 
settlement $300.00 
seitlemnenta: 554. 85 
(9) wk 22 iL — ds (Exhibit 8. tat Sper acre due 
3 act of June 23, 1836; reclaimed 
oe ttlement at $5 31, 116. 65 
(10) a Sasi Ol acres of et Table 3) granted under 
5473), for the erection 
a pai (e building at the seat of government; reclaimed ats 
ted under 
30,1836, being the residue of five sec- 
mated under that a be 5 the completion of public 
Dga; z gas pecans at 255. 05 
land (Exhibit 8, Table 3), being 
sheer wk — tho State under section 
to the United States by 
5i 19, 200. 00 
i peed acres nd. (amy hae mrp one-fourth of 
in eng and as a 
and March 3, 1867,at 25 pe 5 tisfacti 
a per acre, in satisfaction 
claim 348, 544. 08 
cou 
8 at 
160, 000. 00 
572.00 
1,611, 803. 61 


e OF THE MINORITY. 


deman 
interest, and it 
Ben and General 
ap — wick to care by the committee. Congress only 

e 
conditional settlement, which should have no binding effect until approved 


de Secor’ reservation was Bisa in the act in order that the . 
and Co’ —4 e the transaction a suitable an 


examination. 
We have no ae this, as taa 1 was first heard in the commit- 


8 it — 2 seem to us that the settlement is not a T one to the General 
vernmen 
The Government held the bonds of Arkansas f These 
bonds were held as trust funds, and must be made e good by by thot Guitel States. 
In making this settlement the interest is compu 
the date Se maturity. A 5 large number 81 them apan, the im 
settlement givesaway thirty-four years’ interest on these obligations. Under 
this contract these bonds are to be treated as_paid 5 of the — Ph oa 
the 8 States Government has Borge land claimed 8 pran 23 pe 

made man rs at the Government price 
va pag hier van given toons settlers as homesteads tor nothing. 


acre, and a large part was 
8 assumes that the State is now entitled to select other public 15 
in lieu thereof, and that the said lands should now be worth $5 per acre. 
ae by stopping the interest on the bonds and com: pe that 7 wales of 
N ve increased fourfold the rights of the Government ha 
cut off both wa 


The report 2 that 7. 3. 568. 10 acres of swamp land have all been pat- 
ented to the State, amoun: to nearly 12,000 square o enormous 
quantity of . thus patented as swamp lands would indicate that Arkansas 
has not dealt with in the certification of such lands, but owing 
to the ee ~ 3 ie time 2 to 3 the matter it is impossible for 
ere the question m the records. The State claims that there 
acres of additional gramp land listed and unlisted. Tuts cl claim is 
fom off at 278,835 acres at $1 racre. We are not prepared to say that 
a careful examination of the 5 5 o matter ep not show that the settle- 
mentinsome would be equitable in view of circumstances not brought 
to the notice of the committee, but in the light of what has been shown to 
the committee the settlement is certainly a one-sided affair, in which the 
sag regio of the General Government have not been suitably guarded. 
tter has been pending for twenty-five years. The. settlement only 

the Government $572 in money and allows it to Ls gs ponpe of the 
— te now holds t the State. No great harm coul ‘all the BHOS 

if a settlement od kind should be left open ne Lias so that it n 


y se nag artery and a re a o act — — sett PA 
. 5 as onl —— vo, n RS facts and figures from w 
he might act. Burton T. le and Geor C. Ross, experts, seem also 


There is another feature In tbe Goes the con- 


account of ponds and streams to the sae 
This is credited of 


acres, at 2 anacre. Weare not refe: 

any ent for thus estima’ shortages in these th 
matter of acres and salt-springs item of 

SiD acres, both crađivod as 95 por Acra, Havo nob been explained, and are no 

andarstood by the committee. 


If the oor ernment buys back these lands at $5 per acre from the Sta‘ 
they will be immediately opened to homestead ecttioment and given a 
to settlers. were Spana Io nomaa sold they certainly ought not to 
bellowed x "made zore bam report on H E. H apen which this settlement is 

. MORAR e on u wW. emeni 
based, December 20, 8 uses the f 8 


of 600. 
be credited with the sums so received, years 
TT lands as were 
otherwise of, making on this account of $399,590." 

appears that the State only claimed $1.25 an acre then, instead 
of $5 an mero as wed by the Secretary of the Treasury and Secretary of 


Tei — agreement —.— is faulty in Pomc tos of i ma e 8 
e es of land ird parties w 
prc peal eee the t to assail in the courts. Purchase vs of these 


acad to mank annoyance, litigation, and loss 2 of 


t of the State to attack the titles of set- 
as will be seen from the following para- 


in this 8 and ment is intended to or shall in any 
eee held to prejudice the right of the State of Arkansas to assert 
and establish her title to any lands which were cp renee | or confirmed to her 
by the said acts approved September 28, 1850, Ma „ and March 3, 1857, 
in so far as th — — ted by those ee under any subsequent 
— Pag a acne el ip Bn of this set- 
ment being hereby declared to be 3 of d tes between 
the United States and the State of Arkansas, and to leave undisturbed inci- 
dental controversies between said State and other parties in which the United 
States is not ee teres! 
As to the opinion of the Seat i tin bes holding that interest ceases at 
maturity, no o opr wie presented the committee, and we do not know on 


what grounds 
Certainly if no interest on the bonds is to be allo the Government 
should not fis compelled to pay $5 an acre for land w. it gave to home- 
steaders or sold only at $1.25 an acre. 
Noaction on this bill should be taken without at least reasonable considera- 
tion, which is impossible at this late day in the session 
JOHN E. LACEY. 
y = MEIKLEJOHN. 
W. MOON. 


JoHN DAVIS. 
RVING P. WANGER. 
W. R. ELLIS. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE meses get GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., November 17, 1894. 
Sim: Ihave the honor toacknowledge the receipt of your uster of 6th ultimo 
requesting a statement of the several claims of the State of Arkansas now 
of record and remai unadjusted,” with view to compromise and settle- 


ment under act approved August 4, 1891. 
In response thereto I herewith t statements showing the status 
usted, in favor of said State of 


of the several claims, adjusted and unadjusted, 
8 as follows: 

r 1 15 und account.—There has accrued to the State of Arkansas 
Pi — et as to June 30, 1898, the sum of $264,553.70 on account of the 5 per 
cent of the net proceeds of the sales of public land, of which amount the 
State has been paid $59,770.84 for making canals and roads, $162,002.31 retained 
by the United States to Stopar interest on State bonds held in trust for the bene- 
fit of the Smithsonian titution, Haus 80.55 to 1.0 interest on bonds held in 


trust for benefit of Chickasaw In and $1,800 withheld for benefit of 

Chickasaw orp eee a total 

ATROCITY TRS — —— — saa dee peo „270.84 

Amount withheld by Gaited States. - 204,782. 86 
E J 264, 553. 70 


as fully set forth in exhibit marked A. 
There is due the State of 5 tng the sum of $225.74 on account of 5 pr 


1896. 
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cent of net 
ment of w. 

I would Om 
tween the U: 


eee during the 


wane sent to Department on ese instant. 
Pe hye attention to the adjustment of the account be- 
and the State of ee galy t 1881 . e 
No. 32485), for the oe r cent of the net sales of ic land 
January i, 1862, to e ne said State of 


41. 

In said N ee the entire expenses of local land offices, amounting to 
$75,744.96, pe with yments of purchase money for mng erroneously 
sold Fon fees begat Sga erroneously pad; N 2 $13,823.28 * ee 

ri over eighteen —.— were ucted from cash 
mga 3 1 method of such accounts which N revailed 


since that date TIBS), of prorat the expenses between 
sales and total S Eber — 8 fees and commissions, the State would be enti- 
Rep: to er 000 or 285800 more than found to be due by the above-mentioned 
rt No. 
tribution t September hy 1841, 5 82 found ro pea aos) the Stato of 
Arkansas under act the sumsof $4,482. 8 — he a total of 
$5,012.18, which amount was withheld by the United and applied in part 
iment of interest on 000 6 per cent State bonds hel by th 
8 of the Unite States for the Smithsonian Institu 
Railroad n only grants by Con AS the Prate of Arkansas this 
office is with PS E E A gp ane to aid in 
the construction of the 8 now 8 as 9 — Iron Mountain 
and Memphis, and the Little and Fort 


and Southern, the Little Rock 
Smith railroads. 
These grants were made by the act of Ey 9, 1853 (10 cae ae oN 


The vices ob were 8 within th 
Jands granted were th 


office, with the a val of the Department, to certify said lands tothe State 
for thie benefit of tho com es 5 g them. The companies to which the 
are 


The act of July 28 3 
declared that“ I'the lands therein granted which reverted to the 


nited States under the provisions of said act Eben and the same are wareng 
restored to the same y, control, and condition, and made subject 
the uses and as they were before and at the time such 


reported by this 
1889, as finally adjusted, but the 
tter. The two remaining grants 


Lo education ion and for other rposes.—Statement showing the 
of the State of 3 State grants, remain- 
— o on November 8, 1894. 
regard to the grant for iat for 5 55 22 
pos for the fiscal year 1850-51, 
© to have been as follows: 


Amount granted osse none aenes cnonsccscarctucnscew 
Amount approved 


Nee yoy aid o; 


‘ements, the Commissioner's Re- 
ws the status of the grant at that 


Acres. 


-- 500,000.00 
499, 889. 03 


110. 97 


letter to Paul M. Cobb, commissioner of 
„volume 22, press Copy, P page 103, tet 


regard to the seminary 5 

State lands, dated owas stil ent 
stated that the State entitled toselectan amount no 
acres in satisfaction of t. It does not appear that ay 
have been made in Nin oF mA the above statement, and it is a iene el le that, the 
State is still entitled to the above amount under the seminary. 

To verify these statements from the records would, I Lchould say, take tho 
time of an expert accountant for two or three weeks, the reco: being so 


faul 
In regard to the amount of lieu land heuer 16) disposed of by the United 
States, the only way of ascertainin, fact would be to go fw h all the 
tract books, examine the sixteent 8 for any entries that may be 
shown, and also as to whether the State has selected ty for such 
entries, should any be found. This would be a work of weeks, z not months. 
There is one list of school indemnity selections by the State of Arkansas on 
E as ta be vate vail tras trom SOOO, AAT so O aa Ihnen 
1 * an objection, except as acres, in w. 
the bas is has already been satisfied. 


8 the deficit in the internal-improvement t of 110.97 ac: 
deficit in the semina: 1 N acres, and the 9 Ust of — — 
indemnity 3 14.55 the entire amount which n records show 
the State may claim under tin ee several ts is 8,408.83. 

whatis ini’ by the Sta 


gran 
In the absence of a fic statement sho 
the above is the best statement that can be e without a full review of 
me. 55 under each grant made since the admission of the State into the 
ion 5 
Claim under the swamp-land laws.—By the swamp-land t ot ee 
28, 1850 (9 TE S. Stat., 619), all the swamp lands then existing and not alread 
sed of in Arkansas wore granted tothesaid State. The quantity anted 
is indefinite, since no other esignation of the lands was given in 
than “swamp and overflowed lands.” 
the confirmatory act of March 3, 1857 (11 U. S. Stat., 251), the claim to 
all lands reported on that date to the General Land Office. under the swamp- 
land grant, was confirmed to the State as swamp lands, whether they were 
of such character or not. 
Pe: the 9 sections of the acts of March 2, 1855 (10 U. S. Stat., 634), 
March 3, 1857 (11 U. S. Stat., 251), the State was granted cash and land 
indemnity in lieu of swamp lands granted, but sold to individuals, up to the 
date of the Fg è of the said acts. No indemnity is authorized by law for 
swamp lands sold by the eter States after the date of the passage of the 
confirmatory act of March 
There has been selected 5 3 for or v the State under the swamp- 


land grant 8,656,372.39 acres, and of this quan 673.505. 16 acres have been 
2 as swamp lands, (Report of 3 General Land Office 


There 8 unsettled on . selection records of the division of 1 ong 
tabulated statements . eaten eatin win coe 
UL statemen ive ex n t * 
umns in the statement herewith eabmitted. 102 
bit No. 1 shows the lands approved to the State and ree t be 
patented at this time but for the passage of the act approved Augus' 1 
entitled “An act to authorize a compromise and settlement with the ‘State 
Exhibit No.2 shows lands reported to the General Land Office prior to 


TVT 
o ese lands roved an 
Exhibit No. 3 shows lands vi lected 3 


reported or sc su ment to March 3, 1857, 

and which are subject as justment. The presage So State to a number 
of the tracts is in with the claims of individuals, who contest 
allegation that the lands con, swamp landsin fact. The claim of the State to 
other tracts is not contested. The material 12 as to whether these 
lands are swamp lands or not has not = re determined. 

— 5 No. 4 shows lands disposed of individuals, under locations 

under ee land laws, between the dates of 27 9 28. — 2 
March 1857. If due proof is made by the State that the lands were in fact 
swamp ds at the date of the grant, the State will receive ce: 
3 it to locate an equal acreage of agricultural lands in lieu of the 
swamp land proved to have been lost. 

The exhibit alsoshows the claim of the State for cash indemnity, where the 
lands were entered by individuals under cash purchases. 

Exhibit nee shows lands to which the State g. can assert no legitimate 
since the lands had already been of at the date of the grant 
were, therefore, excepted from the 3 of the grant. But * ꝗ the sus- 
pension of settlements by ern} the act of August 4, 1894, the improper 
claim of record might be rejected. 

Exhibit tard 6 —— lands claimed by the State as se pep iois, and by 
railroads, claimin. 8 the State, as N ving been ap- 
proved and certified to the State under one grant it can not properly assert 
a claim to the same lands under eee oe. (See State of Arkansas vs, 

St. Louis, Iron Mountain and Southern way out bias be ons L. D., 8 . 
or 


oian of the State on the basis of these lanäs might 
8 1804. 
9 The lands being pa 
nit ca thi l to the Bis si and having beon Die st 6 
e en T the law e subject of an indemnity 
co they are classified as “ unadjustable,” r existing laws. 


sy S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 
The SEORETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DISTRIOT OF COLUMBIA, Washington, D. C., 83: 


Thons G. Riley, on his oath, being duly sworn, makes the following state- 
ment: 

I was a nted by the governor of the State of Arkansas in nt of 847 
to 3 interests ct the 8 


T 
land act of September 28, 
claim of sai 

Since foe 2 my ave Rad, ae Ihave 5 N rs in Washing- 


ugh the . of 
1 ce, access to the 8 of the General Land 

ee of my designation as the tof the S I 
have examined said Books with a ¥ s per to determine ee of Se nee 
demnity and me 1 the State under the act of March 3, 1857; 
also rtain fro: En mates the residue of swamp lands in place due 
5 65 State under the ‘act pee September 28, 180, 

In addition to these duties as agent of said State I have ascertained the 

amount of school indemnity due the State by reason of the losses in the 
granted section (16) on account of fractional townships, and other losses to 


said section growing out of natural vogue eo e., the existence of rivers, a 
etc. tho meandering of of Toa 5 the Sig c survey lessened to that 
nar ‘amount of sch 


have filed but one tise ee indent school lands, that of December 10, 
1890, for 2,078.85 acres, of which amount 1,792.85 acres are held to be “ appar- 
ently y raa: 1 — h A 225 approved. in dis 1800, f ies 

5 ve prepared, since tho year ‘our other lists 
91 1 iy peee ra 7 — lands from bases above described. I am positive the 
bases of these selections were valid. I took these lists to Divition K* of 
the General Land Office for the purpose of filing, but was there advised that 
they could not eh acce yee es by reason of an informality--namely, there were 
no nonmineral ts accompanying said lists. These lists were then re- 
turned tothe 8 of Arkansas for the purpose of seouring the uisite 
affidavits. The lists have not yet been returned for apet The dn aclected 


in these four lists amounted to 30,000 acres, and the bases for the selections 
were valid. 
THOMAS G. RILEY. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 1 25 8 dax ot Ee. Moree 
[SEAL] WM. H. otary Public. 


DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, Washington, D. C., ss: 
Thomas G. Riley, on oath, being duly sworn, makes the following state- 


ment: 

That he was appointed by tho governor of Arkansas, in M. 1888, to ex- 
une the 8 tract boo nk and 5 books of the Gatieval nd Office 
for th of determining therefrom the amount of swamp lands in 


e purpose 
yaos due the State under the act of September 28, 1850; also the ind 
ue the State under the acts of March 2, 1855, and March 3. 1857; that in 
suance of these duties nog has from time to time filed various lists, 1 — 
been in part acted upon by the Commissioner of the General Land ica 
That he has prepared lists embracing 506,000 sxo of land not cares A 
selected, and which have not been, but are now ready to be, filed in the Gen- 
eral Land Office; that from a careful and painstaking examination of the 
field notes of survey, for each 40-acre tract embraced in said lists, he believes 
that the ter portion of each 40-acre tract included in said list is swamp 
and overflowed land within the meaning of the swamp-land act. 
he believes the State entitled to all said lands or indemnity therefor, 
That he has not yet finished the examination of the field notes of the State, 
and it is his opinion, froma careful eestimate of the amount and character 
of the lands in the State, the fleld notes of which he has not yet examined, 
that there remains over and above said lists of 506,000 acres, other swamp lands 
to the amount of 400,000 acres. This will include about 50,000 mii what 
are known as “sunk lands,” heavily timbered and not yet 10188 J t 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 15th aare of 3 1895. 
[SEAL] WM. H. DE LACY, Notary Public, 


APPENDIX B. 
BETTLERS' RIGHTS AND SWAMP-LAND 3 


resent a conference re 
first report the title c ort the bill. 


. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I 
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Marca 30, 


settled upon the same subdivision of agricultural public lands before survey 
thereof, and for other . — Za 
The SPEAKER. The erk will now read the statement of the conferees. 
The statement was read. as follows: 
“1. The effect of the first amendment is to protect the rights of contests 


under section 1 of this act, initiated prior to its passage, and to allow all 
ied persons who have subsisting timber-culture entries, and who have 
‘or at least eight years (the period uired by that old timber-culture act) 
in good faith endeavored to comply with the law as to b the ground, 
panung theseeds, and cultivating the trees, to prove up and get title upon 
e R eds of the fees Soano in 3 entries, without re; to 
r the trees have been made to grow or not. 
“The ictal went relating to persons who have in good faith initiated claims 
upon public lands, which may beafterwards selected and withdrawn for res- 
ervoir sites, is not changed by the conference committee. It provides that 
patent may issue containing a reservation in favor of the United States, 
reserving the right to use so much of the land as may be n for the 
construction of a reservoir thereon, and also provides for hearings to deter- 
mine whether or not such lands should be reserved for such pi This 
will afford additional protection to the rights of settlers in Pood faith upon 
lands which have been or may be sel ‘or reservoir purposes, and is not 
mo eer gaa with the purposes to be subserved by — laws upon the 
su J 
is The twenty-fourth section of the act of March 3, 1891, authorized the 
President of the United States to reserve public timber lands from sale and 
disposal, and to set them aside for forestry purposes. 
“About 10,000,000 acres have been preserved, presumably to protect the 
wth from destruction by fire and ax, and the preservation of forest con- 
Sidions, upon which water conditions and water flow are said to be depend- 
ent. Under the second amendment of the Senate, as amended by the con- 
ference report, it is provided that, if, after examination, it shall be found to 
be better ada ted to cultural than forest uses, it may be restored to the 
ublic domain upon ty days’ notice in two newspapers. 5 of 
he Interior, with the cooperation of the Secretary of War, is requi to 
rotect the reservations fire and depredations, and the Secretary of 
e Interior is authorized to make rules and regulations for the occupancy 
and utilization of said reservations. The purpose of this is to make proper 
provision for the administration and protection of the reservations crea 
and to be hereafter created. 
“3. The third amendment provides: 
“(1) For the final and complete adjustment of the swamp-land grant upon 
the basis It allows in- 


e recommended by the Department of the Tnteetor. 
demnity only for swamp d erroneously sold or located by warrant or 
scri ter relinquishment and waiver in such form as may be prescribed by 


tary of the Interior. For lands sold the purchase money to the 
amount of $1.25 per acre is allowed, and for those erronoeusly located by war- 
rant or scrip the price of the land at the date of location, not exceeding $1.25 
r acre. is in effect an extension of the act of March 2, 1855, as construed 
by the Department, except that cash indemnity of $1.25 per acre is allowed 
‘or aera ft urge by warrants or scrip instead of nonswamp land subject to 

at price. 
5 tact was pee before the 
in this is in obedience to the policy of the Government to reserve the 
ublic lands for actual settlers under the homestead law. amendment 
Foes not confirm the selections heretofore made and reported, as did the 
said act of March g, 1857. Itexcludes all evidence of the character of the lands 
except the field notes of the Government survey in those States which elected 
to make them the basis of settlement. The other States are required to 
deposit in all cases, and to mr those cases where the claim is rejected, the 
cost of the inv tion in o character of any tract claimed by the State 
ma e ary ofif 

not 


ol the homestead law. The cha 


as swam selections under the old act can be 


the cost 


be required for the 
The valid claims of nearly all the 


000 
In addition to this the Treasurer of the United 
retary of the Interior, trustee of the Indian trust fund, 
1. 1000. The State claims 


pest 2 3 25, 1893, 
r of Februar: says: 
It has come the 8 of this office that a number of these certi- 
ficates have been transferred, and locations made thereunder by parties who 
them in good faith, and I think that this class of rs should 
protected and that patent should issue to them and for their benefit.’ 

. The provision in relation to contests will change the present law so as to 
prevent — contests after final entry, but it does not interfere with the 


right of the Government to cancel or hold for cancellation any_en tor 
fraud on the pari SS the — — The purpose of oS 3 is to 
tect bona settlers from an tests. 
— “PHO. C. MCRAE. 
“JOHN O. PENDLETON, 
“J. A. PICKLER.” 


pr House proceed to consider the report? 


Mr. Jonson of Indiana. Mr. S er, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas has the floor ona question ot 
the highest privilege—a conference report. 

Mr. TRACEY. A liamentary in . Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. med ray wep state it. 
an r. poets Would it be in order to raise the question of consideration on 

repo! 

Several MEMBERS. It is too late. 3 

Mr. McRea. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that it is too late to raise a question 
of consideration after the House has entered upon the consideration. 

The SPEAKER. It is not too late until the papers are read, beca’ 
House would not know what it was until they are read. 

Mr. TRACEY. I desire to raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. HoLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to gentlemen that, for the purpose 
of facilitating the adjustment of the other bills, it would be far better to 

e a recess until 8 o'clock. 

Mr. MCRAE. 1 have no objection to a recess now, if it will be understood 
that we have entered upon the consideration of this bill, and that it will 
come up after the recess. [Cries of Oh. no!“ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Tracey] to raise the question of consideration. 

Mr, Tracey. I did. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I hope that we will settle that question 
before we take a recess. 

Mr. Hotman. I move that we take a recess. 
oe SPEAKER. The Chair willsubmit the question. The question is whether 

e House 

Mr. BucHANAN of New Jersey. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield for 
a moment for a conference report which requires no debate? 

The SPEAKER. This is a conference rt. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it is better to take a recess now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] calls u 
conference report which has just been read, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Tracey] raises the question of consideration on the report, and the 
N for the House to determine is, Will the House proceed to the con- 

deration of this conference report? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not my motion in order to take a recess? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, pending this motion. 

Mr. McRae. As there seems to be a tion on the of gentlemen to 
take a recess, I shall not insist on action upon the question of consideration 
at this time if it is agreed that all my rights are reserved. 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration is not debatable. 

Mr. MoRag. Then . Speaker, I have no objection to taking a recess, 
with the understanding that the status of the bill shall remain as it is uow. 
I do not want to keep members their dinner. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. The 893 from 
Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] presents a conference report, and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. cey] raises the question of consideration upon it. 
The gentleman from Indiana moves that the House take a recess until 8 
o . Ifthe House takes that recess the exact status that now exists as 
Z his matter will obtain then. The question of consideration will be before 

e House, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to reserve all points of order in referenco to this 


report. 
Mr. MoRAR. If the House votes to consider the report, that should settle 
any points of order. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. The gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. McRae] calls up a conference report. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. y] raises the question of consideration. and pending 
that the gentleman om Indiana (Mr. Holman] moves that the House take 


a recess until 8 o’cl 
Mr. Tracey. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. Is it in order to 
e question of consideration? 


take me off the floor when I have raised 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is off the floor as soon as he makes the mo- 
tion, because the question of consideration is not debatable. 

Mr. Tracey. But I understood the Chair to say that the guon of consid- 
eration must be put. Now, there has been no e in the situation since 
the Chair made that announcement. 

The SPEAKER. The only question is whether, pending a conference report, 
the House may adjourn or take arecess. The is inclined to think thut 
the House has a right to do that, but will examine the question. 

Mr. Houtman. I hope there be no objection to taking a recess now. It 
will leave the situation unchanged. 

The SPEAKER. Whilst the rule accords to gentlemen the right to present 
conference reports at any time, the Chair sees not in the rules that would 

revent the Chair from entertaining either a motion to adjourn or a motion 

take a recess pending the report. The question, therefore, is on the mo- 

oy a the gentleman from Indiana, that the House now take a recess until 8 
o'clock p. m. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I desire to say on behalf of my 
colleague on the Committee on beta repay Governor SAYERS, that he 
has been absent during this legislative day on committees of conference, 
and for that reason I that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The rules excuse the gentleman when he is absent on the 
business of the House. 

The motion of Mr. Holman was-agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 
5 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 


use the 


the 


EVENING SESSION, 
The recess having expired, the Speaker called the House to order at 8 p. m. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS—PROTECTION OF SETTLEMENT RIGHTS ON PUBLIO 
LANDS, 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on the bill (H. R. 
7028) to protect settlement rights where two or more persons settle upon the 
— — subdivision of agricultural public lands before survey thereof, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. Tracey. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this conference report the gentleman from New York 

Tracey] raises the question of consideration, and the question is, Will 


itty oon was taken: and the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to 
ve it. 
Mr. Tracey. I ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 11. 
Mr. TRACEY. No quorum. 
Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. That is the short. 
ttling this matter. I hope the friends of this measure will 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 131, nays 59, not voting 139; 


as follows: 
YEAS—131. 
3 — tone Reili 
rman, em vy 
‘Antony, Daniell, Kribbs, ichardson, 
Arnold, e Forest, * Kyle, Robertson, La. 
Atkinson, Doan, Lane, Rockwell, 
iley, Durborow, Lawson, Va. Rusk, 
er, Edmuni yton, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Elliott, Lester, Va. Scott, 
Barwig, noc Livingston, Scull, 
Belknap, Long. Shell, 
Bianchard, Everett, 5 5 a Shonk, 
Bowers, ithian, allory, Sim 5 
Wman, ick, Mansur, Snodgrass, 
Brown, Md. Gantz, McClellan, Snow, 
an, eary, McKeighan, Springer, 
Buchanan, Va. Gillespie, 5 Stockdale, 
Busey, orman, Meredith, Stone, Ky. 
Butler, Grady, Miller, tout, 
Caminetti, Greenleaf, Mitchell, Terry, 
Capehart, Hare, Moses, Tillman, 
ruth, Harmer, Oates, Townsend, 
te, tch, O’Ferrall, in, 
Chipman, Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Wau 
Clark, Wyo. Hayes, lowa Outhwaite. Weadoe Š 
Clarke, 5 Patterson, Tenn. White, 
Clover, Henderson,Iowa Patton, Whiting 
Cobb, rn, Paynter, Williams, III. 
Cobb, Mo. t. Pearson, Wilson, Mo. 
Coburn, Hooker, N. V. Pee Winn, 
Cooper, Hopkins, Pendleton, ise, 
Covert, Honk, Tenn. Perkins, Wolverton, 
Cox, N. Y. Johnson, Ind. Pickler, 
Cox, Tenn. ohnson, N. Dak. Pierce, 
NAYS—459. 
on, Dingley, Lind. Stahlnecker, 
Beltzhoover, 8 Martin, Stephenson, 
Bentley. Dunphy, McCreary, Stone, W. A. 
Bontelle, Geissenhainer, Morse, Storer, 
retz, Grout, Mutchler, Taylor, II. 
Lrosius, all, O'Donnell, Taylor, J. D. 
Brown, Halvorson, Ohliger Taylor, V. A. 
Bunn, Hamilton, O'Neil, Mass. Tracey, 
Bynum, Harries, tis, Turner, 
Coombs, Harter, Payne, Wadsworth, 
Crosby, Hopkins, Powers, Walker, 
Dalzel, Johnson, Ohio uackenbush, Watso 
Davis, wson, nes, Wilson, — 5 
De Arm Lester, Ga. Randall, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dickerson, wis, Ray, 
NOT VOTING—139, 
Abbo Clancy, Hooker, Miss. Rayner, 
Alexander, Cockran. Houk, Ohio $ 
en, Cogswell, uff. Rey burn, 
Andrew, Compton, Rife, 
Babbitt, Coohdge, Johnstone, S. C. Robinson, Pa. 
Bartine. Cowles, ones, Russell 
Bee: in, Kendall, ord, 
Belden, Crawford, Ketcham, Seerley, 
Bergen, Culberson, Kilgore, Shively, 
Bingham, tting, Sipe, 
Bland, Dixon. Lau Siuith, 
Blount, Dolliver, Lap Sperry, 
Boatner, Donovan, Little, Steve 
Branch, Dungan, Lockw. Steward, Hl. 
Brawley, Ellis. Lodge, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ark. English, Lou Stone, A 
Breckinridge, Ky. Enloe, Magner, Stump, 
Brickner, Fellows, McAleer, Swee 
Broderick, tch, McGann, Tarsney, 
Brookshire, Forman, McKaig, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brunner, Forney, McKinney, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, N. J. Fowler, McLaurin, Tucker, 
pole. Foneros SaD, zan Horn, 
Bun 4 yan, eyer, arner, 
„ E a re 
ushnell, SWO. ontgomery, ever, 
Byrns, Hallowell, oore, Wheeler, Ala 
Cable, Haynes, Ohio Newberry, Wheeler, Mich 
m emphill, Norton, ike, 
Caldwell Henderson, N. C. O'Neill, Mo. Willcox, 
prei, Henderson, wens, Williams, Mass 
Castle. Herbert, Page, Wiliams, N. C. 
Catchings, Hermann, Parrett, Wilson, Wash 
Causey, oar, Pattison, Ohio right. 
Cheat Holman, ice, 


So the House decided to consider the conference report. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Tarsney with Mr. Henderson of Illinois. 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. Lan with Mr. Taylor of Tennessee, 

Mr. Compton with Mr. Lodge. 

Mr. Causey with Mr. Haynes. 

Mr. Rayner with Mr. Caldwell. 

The resalt of the vote was announced as above stated. 
one 5 The House has decided to proceed with the consideration of 

re 

Mr. TRACEY. I rise toa liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 9 Tracey] will suspend 
a moment until a report can be presented from the Committee on Enrolled 


SETTLEMENT OF AGRICULTURAL PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. Tracey. I wish to reserve points of order on the bill which the House 
has just decided to consider. 

aos SPEAKER. The Chair in the confusion has difficulty in hearing the 
gentleman. 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, it is my intention to raise a point of order 


1 — portions of this conference report. I wish to state before the report 


n read that I reserve all 
The SPEAKER. The report w: 
any point of order that may be proper to be made. 


ints of order against the report. 
be read, and then the gentleman can make 
The Clerk will read the 


report. 
r. TRACEY. If in order, it will very much clear the atmosphere surround- 
ing this rather liar conference report to have the bill and the Senate 


amendments thereto. so that the House may have a clear understanding of 
the matter that is about to come before it. Lask to have that done, 

The Speaker. The Clerk will first read the bill as it passed the House, 
then the amendments of the Senate, and then the conference report. 

Mr. Tracey. I will ask for order during the reading. I think this is a mat- 
ter of very considerable importance which members of the House would much 
desire to hear and understand. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

The bill as passed by the House was read, as follows: 

“A bill (H. R. 7028) to protect settlement rights where two or more persons 

a spo the same subdivision of agricultural public lands before survey 

erect, 

` Be it enacted, etc., That where settlements have heretofore or hereafter 
been made upon cultural public lands of the United States prior to the 
survey thereof, and it has been or shall be ascertained, after the public sur- 
veys have been extended over such lands, that two or more settlers have 
improvements upon the same legal subdivision, it shall be lawful for such 
settlere to make joint cash entry of their lands at the local land office, or for 
either of said settlers to enter into contract with his co-settlers to convey to 
them their portion of said land after patent is issued to him, and after 
said contract to make homestead entry in his own name, and prove up an 
pay for said land; and proof of joint occupation ay himself and others, and 
of such contract with them made, shall be equivalent to eo of sale, occu- 
pation, and homestead entry by the applicant: Provided, That in no case 
shall the amount patented under this act exceed 100 acres, nor shall this act 
apply to lands no AR to homestead entry.” 

e amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

* After line 19 insert the raat G 

„SEC. 2. That an act entitled act to repeal timber culture laws, and 
for other p „approved March 3, 1891, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by adding thereto the following provision: And ided further, 
That any person who has made entry of any public lands of the United States 
under the timber-culture laws, and who has heretofore for a period of eight 
years in good faith attempted to sonny with the provisions of said laws, 
and who at the time of making the entry was a bona fide resident of the 


State or Territory in which sai d is located, or residing within five miles 
of the boundary line of such State or Terri and where there was no pend- 
ing contest on 3. 1891, shall be entitled to make final proc’ thereto and 

customary fee for final proofs in 


acquire title to the same b geyma, of the 
homestead entries: Provided, t any person who has made entry upon 
any public lands of the United States under the timber-culture laws, and 
who has for a period of four 7 8 in geod faith complied with the provisions 
of said law: all be entitled to make final proof thereto and acquire title 
to the same by the paymon, of $1.25 per acre for such tract, under such rules 
and regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
registers and receivers s be allowed the same fees and compensation for 
Doa proofs in timber-culture entries as are now allowed by law in homestead 
entries. 

Fuat section?24ofanactentitled An act to the timber culture laws, 
and for other pu = approved March 3. 1, be amended by adding 
thereto the following words: “And he may, when deemed expedient, vacate 
any such reservation or any portion thereof, and by like proclamation restore 
the same to the public d subject to disposition under the land laws of 
the United States.” 

That whenever any person has initiated, in good faith, by settlement or 
otherwise, a claim to any of the public lands of the United States which 
shall afterwards be selected and withdrawn as a permanent site for a reser- 
voir under any ae of Congress, said person so ini 
theless make 


son shall contain a reservation in favor of the 
claim for cost or reap oi of any i 
or assigns, reserving the right to use so much of said land as ma’ 


urposes practica- 
bly the era hearing to be 
held to determine whether it is practicable to permanently reserve the said 
lands for the purposes contented by law, which said hearing shall be 
held as other hearings ordered the Commissioner are held, and should it 
be finally determined in favor of the settler the land settled upon shall be 
held subject to entry by him in accordance with the settlement laws for 
thirty days from notice of the decision which shall be given him by the land 
officers for the proper land district. 

“* That the agents appointed by the Department of the Interior to investi- 

te claims under the swamp-land act. 5 September 28, 1850, shall 

ve the power to administer oaths an compel the attendance of wit- 
nesses both on behalf of the State and of the United States, and witnesses 
swearing falsely before them shall be deemed guilty of perjury, and shall. on 
conviction, be punished as now prescribed by law. 

„Sz. 3. That where soldiers’ additional homestead entries have been made 
or initiated upon certificate of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
of the right to make such entry, and there is no adverse claimant. and such 
certificate is found erroneous or invalid for any cause, the purchaser there- 
under, on making proot of such purchase. may perfect his title by payment 
of the Government price for the land. And nothing herein contained shall 
prevent the location of soldiers“ homestead certificates heretofore issued 
under the rules and regulations of the General Land Office under section 
2306 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and patent shall issue 
therefor in the name of the locator, and issued and transferred in good faith 
prior to March 16, 1883." 

“Amend title so as to read: 

SSTG pote settiementrights where two or more persons settled upon the 
os subdivision of agricultural public lands before survey thereof, and for 
other purposes.. 

The Breaker (before the reading was concluded). The gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] will give his attention. The title as it occurs in these 
amendments does not appear to be the same as the title of the House bill. 

Mr. TRACEY. That is one of the points which will appear later on. The 
title has been materially peed 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the conference report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


— Be a 
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the Senate to the bill (H. B. 7028) entitled “An act to 


of 
‘hts where two or more persons settle u 
public poids pepe survey thereof,’ 


to recommend and do 
to their respective Houses as follows: 
“That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate and agree to the same amended as follows: 
In line 4 of said Senate amendments, after the word “ provisi 


— the — 
ving me 
recommend 


strike 
out the words “And provided z uraan That any who has eeni 
of any public lands of the United States under the timber-culture laws, 
who heretofore for a period of eight my in good faith attempted to 
comply with the provisions of said laws, and who at the time of the 
entry was a bona fide dent of te or Territory in which said d 
is located, or residing within 5 miles of the bo ine of euch Biata oe 

5) 


Territory, and where there was no pending contest on 
entitled to make final proof thereto and acquire title to the same, PEPSI: 
ment of the customary fee for final proofs in homestead entries,” in- 


said 


the 5 
teen out lines 27 to 33 inclusive and rt: 


EC. —. That any public lands embraced within the limits of any forest 
ation made under section 24 of the act a 3, which 


reserv: 

after the examination shall be found better 
forest uses, may be restored to the sponi domain * the recommendation 
ot the tic tag of the Interior, with the ope of the President, after 
sixty days’ public notice in two newspapers of general circulation in the State 
where the reservation tua 
"SEC. —. thi of the Interior, with the assistance and co- 
operation of the Secretary of War, shall make provision for the protection 
8 fire and depredations of the forest reservations, and the Secretary of 
Interior shall make such proper rules and regulations for the occupancy 
and utilization of said reservations as will preserve the forest cover from 

destruction and insure the one of the reservations.’ 
ergs the second amendment of the Senate 
the Senate, and insert in lieu thereof the 


officers of the 3 of the Interior and 
y adjust and settle the claims of any State against 
lands which have been sold or located warrant 
or scrip that were included in any erent of swamp and overflowed lands, and 
in such settlement and 2 re proper relin- 

uishment and waiver to the land in 

Ey the Secretary of the Interior, be 0 credi 
money to the amount of $1.26 per acre for all such lands si 
have n erroneously loca by warrant or scrip therein, the amount of 
indemnity to be limited to the price at which the lands were held at the date 


of location, but not to exceed $1.25 per acre: Pr „That all c! for 
land or indemnity under any of the swamp-land laws or under this act 
shall be forever for . now surveyed, unless presented the 


to 
Secretary of the Interior within one year from the passage of this act, and 
for lands unsurveyed, unless presented within one year after the ae in 
proper local land office of a copy of the officially approved township plat of 
he survey of the township in whith said lands be situated: vided 
further, t under no circumstances shall more than $2,000,000 be paid under 
the Lt feo of this act for lands sold or located by warrant or scrip since 


be laim of each 

State under the swamp-land grant and under this act has bee 
far as the surveyed land in each State will permit of such adjustment; and 
should the claims of the various States amount to more than the said $2,000,000, 
the claims shall be settled by the payment of said sum pro rata among the 
States, according to the wane ber oF acres each State is found to be entitled to 

under said adjustment. 

SEC. —, t in those States which elected to make the fleld notes of the 
United States Government survey the basis for determining what lands 
to them under the SWAMP eee 
0 


tracts of land in question shall be considered as abandoned and for- 
ever barred without further investigation: Provided, That the 
the Interior shall have the power to determine what shall be satisfactory 
See ee ceeds AANER eked nate COET on tupac EO DT Se 
swamp grant: ided further, That any or stor appo y the 
R of the Interior to investigate Shirts under this or prior acts shall 
have the power to administer oaths and take affidavits of witnesses, both on 
behalf of the State and the United States, and any witness swearing falsel 
before such mt or inspector shall be deemed guilty of perjury, and sha 
on conviction, unished as now prescribed by law: Provided Tha 
nothing in this act shall separ the Government of the right to investigate 
the matter, in any alleged fraudulent returns of Government surveys, and 
if land is falsely returned as swamp the claim to the same shall be rej > 
Sr. — That upon the relinquishment, release, and quitclaim, in such 
form as may be approved by the Secretary of the Interior, to the United 
States br the State of Arkansas of all her and demands against the 
United States for the 5 per cent fund allowances under the act approved 


portion 
ber 4, 1841, for indemnity under the acts approved March 
1857, and under this act, and 


September 
claims of whatever kind or nature, the tary of the Treasu 
discretion, cancel or deliver to the proper officer of the said State 


of Arkansas all the bonds and cou issued by the said State now in the 
pasemon of the Treasurer of the United States and owned or held in trust 
y the United States as a full an and settlement of 


is no adverse claimant, and such 
urchaser there- 


rfect his title b; t 
herein contained shall 
— heretofore issued 


5 arising under the homestead or the late preemp- 
where notice of the intention to make final 


roof has been or 
be pub as provided by the act of March 3, 1579 (20 Stats., 472), and final 
entry made thereunder, and where no lawful adverse claim has been or shall 
be filed with the register or receiver of the pro land office prior to such 
final entry, no contest shall be thereafter allo’ by the Commissioner of the 
General Office or local land office: Provided, t nothing herein shall 


be construed to prevent the canceling or holding for cancellation any entry 
for fraud on the part of the entryman.“ 
“ Strike out the following: ‘To protect settlement rights where two or more 
cage upon the same subdivision of cultural public lands,’ and 
rt the following as the title to the bill: To protect settlers, regulate 
trol forest reservations, adjust the swamp-land grants, and for 


That the sections be numbered consecutively, 
“And the Senate agreed to the same. 
“THO. O. MoRAE, 


“JOHN O. PENDLETON, 
“J. A. PICKLER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
“J. N. DOLPH 
“R. F. PETTIGREW, 
“JAMES H. BERRY, 
“Managers on the part of the Senate.” 


= Tracey. Mr. 1, I nah — ee pome poa of orans N this 
conference report. I claim, first, 0 my opinion, the rules, 
B and custom of the House which limit the pileos . appointed by 

e House to certain lines of procedure within their jurisdiction when in 


conference. 

In the first place, the conference committee can not the text ofa 
bill to which Houses have as they are limi strictly to the 
matters in ute between the two Houses. A conference committee may 


report a su tute if the Senate 


resent a substitute, but the conferees can 
aala any new matter not in 
re for 


ispute between the two Houses into their 
a the reason that it presents a new subject not considered by either 
ouse. 


subject-matter of the bill as it passed the House nor to any of the 

Oar ovr cio 1 will be ceed 0 tn. ET Fad the jud f the 
ow, sir, 0 part rely upon the judgment o 

Chair in deciding this matter, without being able to point out to the House 
in detail the objectionable features of the bill, for the reason, which may be 
evident to all, t this House bill which has been read was a simple measure 
regarding tho forestry laws, and went to the Senate, where some amend- 
ments were added to it; then came back to the House, was submitted toa 


being made, and practically to set aside the sta 
ple who have aims. 
come before the Land 
for them. 
In my opinion. . Speaker, the laws which were enacted about 1850 to 1857 
gave tothe people then igi phen to present their claims to the Government, 
t ority, at all events, I will say, of the just claims 
time, and since that period additional claims have also 
been filed, and, as is shown by the reports from time to time, bills of this 
character, sometimes extending over a greater territory than at others, and 


at other times presented in erent forms, have been considered, but so far 
beac e been sufficient to prevent change of existing law on tho 
su 


The Commissioner of the General Land Office in 1891 in his report recom- 
mends strongly aos there being any doing away of the present limitations 

rmitting the fi of these lakna We have already in this House had a 
5 — of this matter. Letters were read from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office in which he did not approve of the bill then presented, 
and the House did not it. 

Since then I have had some occasion to investigate on my own account, by 
reason of the allusions made to my interference when I op the measure 
in the House, and I took the precaution, Mr. S er, to address a communi- 
cation to the Secretary of the Interior. He did not recommend the passage 
of the bill which had been before the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the Chair and the House 
to what is deemed to be the duty of a conference committee appointed in 
such matters. We know that in the cl hours of Congress, such as we 
find ourselves in tonight, it is very difficult for members of the House to 
pay attention and r 20 9 that is ane done on the floor of the 

ouse and in conference co ttees, and hence when conferees are appointed 
they are in duty bound to pay particular attention to the rules, practice, and 
precedents and will or wishes of the House, under every and all circum- 
stances not to permit anything to be done which br any bility could 
amount to a deception on the House, which has in to them the co! — 
8 of matters so delicate to be settled, upon which the House is bound 

o rely. 
Mr. Speaker, with reference to the point of order I have made, I refer the 
T to the Digest of the second session of the Fifty-first Congress, page 


1 will read this, Mr. S „where it says: 

Neither is it oy wi for a conference committee to change the text of 
a bill to which both meen Dave agreed, foe it is not in conference and the 
committee has no jurisdiction of subject-matter of the text.” 


1896. 
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And this Digest refers then to a 
session of the Twelfth Con House Journal of 


made by a. Clay in the first 
1 The reference to 

that I have not with me, but it bears out the general statement I have made. 
My claim is that this new matter is out of order, because a conference com- 
mittee can not report a substitute which has not been proposed in either the 


Senate or the House and to by the other body. 
In other words, it can not inject or Pek ls new matters notin dispute be- 
a a S Se Do enna Digest it to sine 
on : 
It is in order for a conference committee to report a substitute bill foran 


bill, and a substitute therefor proposed by the other House; where 
two te bilis have thus been referred to a conference committee it is in 
order to take either, or p a new bill embracing parts of either. 


“The committee has a right to report any bill that is germane to the bills 
referred to them.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in neither the bill nor the Senate amendments 
made were swamp lands treated, and I have heard enough of the p 
bill to satisfy me t the committee has exceeded its authority, and I make 
the point of order on this account against the conference report that it is 

order, sound parliamentary practice, procedure, and well-established 

precedents, and on this question I ask for the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. McRae. Mr. S. er, I shall try not to discuss the merits of this 
= on 925 pending point of order, as has been done by the gentleman w. 

made $ 


1 The only question presented bythe pen si ee 
o amendmen: e conference committee is german 
to the Renate orane eane Ai t thors isa matter in te between the 


225 eee wore Sate, as . the 
attention of the er to one paragra 
rela exclusively to swamp-land 

. the Department of 


ior. This amendment, relating to swamp-land adjustment, was prepared 
the Interior Department, — p — 8 the ap e Commis- 
er of the General Land Office. It looks tothe se tof the grants in 


estion in other methods than those suggested by the Senate amendmen! 
fut adjustment is the ultimate object Sena 
conference report. 

The Senate amendment authorizes the investigation of the claims of the 
States under the swamp-land act, and would grant to the agents appointed 
by the go soe 0 for that papon power to compel the attendance of wit- 

or what, I ask, is this inv 


nesses. tion of such claims to be had? Evi- 
dently it is toenable the Interior Department to just and finally settle 
The conference report deals with the same 


them. racter of claims, but 
ses another method of adjustment for the most ot the States. Both look 
5 the adjustment of the same claims. 

Mr. OurHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McRar. I will. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would like to ask whether this proposition was ever 
voted upon or considered by either House? : 

Mr. MCRAE. The Senate p: tion was. 

Mr, OurHwatrre. By which House? 


of that, mmi t 0 
its object the final, just. legal, and quick closing of this whole swamp- 
take testimony touching the 


here is a reason for this, This Government has paid within the last 
twelve years $24,000 to special swamp-land agents for investigations of this 
character, It is time to stop such extravagance. The conference committee 

opose that the surveys made by the Government surveyors shall be made 

e basis of settlement and require those States that Will not agree to be 
bound 5 them to deposit the estimated costs before examinations are made 
in the field by agents. 

Now, the test, Mr. Speaker, as I understand the rule and practice, is this: 
Is the amendment proposed by the conference germane to the amendment of 
the Senate to the House bill; and if so, is it in order, whether it is 
the original proposition or not? Would anyone insist that with the Senate 
amendment pending in the House asan mdependent measure that the prop- 
osition of the conference committee could not be substituted for it? 

Lask the Clerk to read from the Digest the paragraph which I have marked 


on 318. 

nhe Clerk read as follows: 

“Although tho Senate had amended a bill of the House striking out all 
after the enacting clause and inserting a different pro tion in some re- 
spects, yet having the same object in view, the question presented was not 
whether the provisions excepted to in the conference report were germane 
to the original House bill, but whether they were germane to the Senate 
amendment. In the opinion of the Chair t W Shes clearly germane, for 
though different from the wovon contained in such amendment, they re- 
lated directly to the same sa fects, and under the common parliamentary law 
and practice might be made, by way of amendment, a substantially different 
N from that originally by the House.” 

. MCRAE. In this case, as in one cited, the propo are different, 
but they relate directly to the same subject. Here the amendments both 
relate to swamp-land con The House bill treated of contests between 
settlers upon unsurveyed lands. The Senate extended it so asto cover those 
having ciaims under the timber-culture act, and those on reservoir sites, and 
toswamp land claims. 

The main of the first bill was the of contests. That is still 
the object t by the conference report. again, Mr. Speaker, this 


ermane to 


end deals with the methods of the Department ractice and admin- 

istration. Such was the gene er of the mts made by the 

Senate, as well as those p by the conference committee. It seems to 

Spey ee SAI DA SO Qomngebgenn phan pola t of order should be overruled. 

By a large vote the House has yoted to consider the re 4 

De 8 kor, I bave bat toelae to the bill to which is an amendment, 
wi 


lieve, as this was o: ally. erence t tes con- 
structed a ral bill y subjects of twenty-four sections; and that 
was held to be in order by the Speaker of th House, and is the law to-day. 
ae is more common in this House except to legislate upon appropria- 


House in the usual way, and > 
reaching itin — way; but we have reached it fairly and openly eer — 5 


ouse, 
There is not a section in it that does not meet the unqualified indorsement 
Department. It has been unanimously adopted the Senate, where 
re have two Ped ablest ex-Secretaries of the Interior we have ever had. 
mean 


to 
Tbeliove 
that it is as just and honest a measure as was ever presented to the Congress 
of the United Bares; I believe the conference report is in accordance with 


the House. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I will not refer to other decisions. It seems to me that 
the one Evaro cited ought „ upon the point in issue, and the 


point ot be ove 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
(ome. Soler) 
Speaker, I desire to be heard This is an 


V 
nf ioul PO 


ill that has been commit- 

to them as to which both Houses have „and that it is to points of 
difference between the two Houses that they are confined, and the particu- 
lar proposition on which there ent, otherwise confcrence com- 
mit could proceed outside of that entirely and te indiscriminately. 
Now, I call atten! briefly to one done in this confer- 


tively a few lines, 
struck out all after the enac clause and inse: another bill, one pro- 
vision of which was as follows, being the provision on which the confer- 
Wehe ts ie . 3 — t of the Interior to investigate 
> appoi y en e Interior in 

8 und er Soa swam p-landsact of September 28, 1850, shall be authorized 
oa. 

vision to these nts to 
t was 


Sena’ a. 
Oa Se Cans ot eatengrenunas ps £0: tee position simply, the committee 
of conference have included the extensive swamnp-land adjustment hill, Which 
auth the adjustment 
a bill of the utmost im: 


and undertaken to fasten the 
extent of $2,000,000, a bill 3 a which has been rejected in 
this House. It seems to me, Mr. peak, that there can be no question but 

ve gone entirely beyond their jurisdic- 


to the rule, and that amendments 
rts shall be germane either to the Sane 
2 of the Senate amendment which the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] claims justifies and authorizes the 
amendment which the conterence committee have reported in this case will 
now be read by the Clerk, 
Mr. McRae. Mr. Speaker, I also insist that, as the original bill related to 
contests, and as these matters of contest grow out of swamp lands, and as a 
t of the amendment of the Senate relates to contests, therefore, for that 
er reason, the amendment is germane. 
The Speaker. The Clerk will report the part of the Senate amendment 
marked by the Chair, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


iity of perjury, and shall, 
ction, be punished as now prescribed by i im? Jury, 
Cl from the Digest the paragraph 


has 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The well-settled rule with to the jurisdiction 
a conference committee is that it is not competent for 
consider and report to their 


and proceedings of 
— committee to 
respective Houses any new matter, subject, or 


proposition not in dispute between the two Houses, for the reason that such 
new matter, sub; neg 55 proposition has not been referred to said conference 
committee, and t respect it has no greater authority or jurisdiction 
by a standing or a select committee of either House. 
“ A conference is always asked and ted upon certain ified amend- 
ments, and necessarily must be icted and confined to them; the exce 
tions being that additional matter which is germane toany particular amend- 


ment or amendments isin order. The practice in this regard has, however, 
been quite loose and irregular, owing largely to the fact that Congress has 
been without joint rules since the Forty- Con: "n 


The SPEAKER. As stated in the Di the practice in this matter has been 
somewhat loose and irregular; yet the C thinks that conference commit- 
tees ought to be held to a strict construction of the rule. In the opinion of 
the Chair conference committees should keep strictly within the ed which 
is that any original amendment which they may recommend to the two 
Houses must be germane either to the original bill or to the amendments 
which are in ute. 

The Chair understands that the subject of this Senate amendment is the 
administration of oaths by agents of the Interior Department in the 
investigation of frauds under the swamp-land act. The Chair understands 
that the amendment reported the committee goes beyond any question 
of the duties of such agents, and provides for the adjustment, under the 
swamp- act, between the several States and the United States Govern- 
ment of a large number of claims that are unadjusted. 

The Chair, regret , as he stated at the outset, that he has not more time 
to consider carefully the text of the bill and the precedents on the question, 
decides that this conference report goes beyond the power and jurisdiction 
ofa conference committee, and can not be received by the House. [ap lause. } 

Mr. MCRAE. The Chair quoted the Senate P sim- 
ply the investigation of frauds under the swamp-land act. In that respect 

e Chair did not quote correctly. The Senate amendment provides for the 
investigation of claims under the swamp-land act”; that is, claims of the 
ang oy same subject to which the conference report relates. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment does use the word “claims.” The gentle- 
man is correct. 

Mr. MCRAE. In view of this correction, does the Chair hold to the same 


sg, oy EA The Chair is of the same opinion. 

Mr. MoRagr. Then, Mr. S er, while regretting to do so,I respectfully 
a from the decision of the Chair. 

. BLOUNT. I move that the appeal be laid on the table. 

The motion of Mr. Blount was agreed to; and the appeal was accordingly 
laid on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I desire to be heard briefly on 
this bill. The substance of the bill has been before Congress in 
one form or another for some six or eight years. If my informa- 
tion is correct, in 1888 there was a movement made to inaugurate 
a compromise, something on the line of the one now before us, 
and a similar measure was introduced several times afterwards, 
until finally the act of 1894 authorized the proceeding which has 
resulted in the compromise which this bill proposes to ratify. 

It appears that as far back as 1838 the legislature of Arkansas 
Seek a bill to incorporate a real-estate bank, or a bank resting 
opon capital secured by mortgages on real estate, with a capital 
of $2,000,000. The was authorized to borrow money to carry 
on its business, the State 1 the bonds. Out of that 
act and the proceedings following it came the borrowing by the 
State of Arkansas from the United States of the money repre- 
sented by the bonds provided for in this agreement. 

The State of Arkansas was admitted in 1836. Some years after- 
wards several acts of Congress were passed granting to that State, 
as had been done to other new States, certain swamp lands, dif- 
ferent acts of Congress granting the same character of land. Some 
were for one purpose and some for another. I have a statement 
here showing what the different land grants were for. One of then. 
was for building court-houses and jails, one of them for public 
beings at the capital of the State, one for educational purposes, 
and so on. 

The State of Arkansas has not paid any of the bonds. I have a 
statement showing the total number of the bonds which the State 
owes to the United States, repr, m all to $793,000. The 
bonds were issued at different times. e State has ceased to pay 
the interest upon them, beginning with the first as far back as 
1861. Now the accumulated interest unpaid amounts to $1,878,- 
952.50. The principal being $792,000, it appears that the interest 
due and unpaid—perhaps Senators will quarrel about the word 
“ due "—but the interest unpaid, at least, amounts to more than 
twice as much as the bray ee and if the principal and accumu- 
lated interest were added together they would amount to a total 
of $2,671,952.50. Then there isan amount due the State of $202,000. 
Subtracting that leaves a total amount due the United States of 
$2,469,659.17. The State comes in with a counterclaim, if I may 
use the expression, and a compromise, a settlement, is asked. The 
act of Congress of 1894 provided: 

That the Secre of the Treasury and the Secretary of the Interior, act- 
ing as agents of the United States, should deal with the governor of the State 
of Arkansas as the agent of that State, and that they should agree if possible 
upon a compromise. 

Now, we have that compromise included in the report of the 
Committee on Public Lands, and it is for the pi of ratifying 
the compromise so entered into that the pending bill has been 
prepared. It appears that the first thi upon by the 
representatives of the United States with the governor of Arkan- 
sas is— 

To surrender to the party of the second part— 

Namely, the State of Arkansas— 


Poe AOSS 00 6 pis cons com bonds of $1,000 each. 
to 500, inclusive, dated January 1, and matured Octo! 
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The second part of the agreement is that the Government shall— 

Surrender the cow attached thereto, representing the Sopan accumus 
lated interest on said bonds, amounting to the sum of 61. 

Then, there are other recitals, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, all of the same 
character, going in groups of two, paragraph 3, for example, read- 
ing— 

To surrender similar bonds. 

And paragraph 4: 

To surrender the coupons attached thereto. 
And so on with 5,6, and 7. 

Then: 


e 
nterest hereinabove set forth, the party of the second part by virtue of the 
ollowing agreement, 
Congress, namely: 
to the Treasury of the United States the sum of 


$572 within a days after the approval Congress of this settlement. 
2 cause — fas their maturity (January 1, 1900), the 


And this is all the cash that is proposed to be paid by the State 
of Arkansas to the United States in consideration of the surren- 
der and cancellation of all of the bonds and all of the accumu- 
lated interest thereon in addition. That would make $160,572. 
Thu two items are all that the State proposes to pay. 

gain: 

As a further consideration for the surrender of the aforesaid bonds, cou- 
ne Ch etry ae er Re 
of the act of September 28, 1850, known as the swamp-land act: ‘also, all land 
or cash 8 growing out of the acts of March 2, 1855, and March 3, 1857; 
also, all claims for indemnity school lands, the residue of the salt-spring 
lands, the residue of the lands under the court-house and _ grant (act June 
15, 1832), the residue of lands under act of September 4, 1841, for 
re the residue of the grant under the acts of March 2, 1831, and 

une 3, 1836, for public buildings, and all other claims or demands of whatever 
nature or character. 

It is observed here that there are some five or six different 
classes of land that are proposed to be relinquished to the United 
States. It does not appear anywhere in the report from the com- 
mittee to the Senate that any portion of those lands has been 
passed upon in the Land Office, or by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, or by any poon who is authorized to pass upon them. In 
other words, as far as I am able to gather the history of this case, 
a large portion of the lands referred to do not belong and never 
did belong to the State of Arkansas, because, as is shown in a re- 
port of the Commissioner of the Land Office which I have before 
me, a considerable portion of the lands were ted in such way 
that the land officers are not able to speci e exact quantity of 
land granted because of the absence of information to show just 
what lands were actually conveyed. 

Then, further, as to some of the lands for which the State claims 
a cash indemnity under the terms of the grant it is not entitled 
to a cash indemnity. The State was entitled to lands, to lands in 
place. Not having selected the lands, not having asked for them, 
not having received a patent for them, in other words, having 
done nothing whatever aboutit, the Statenow claims a cash indem- 
nity for them. 

Still further, I find that the State claims cash indemnity of $5 
per acre for land that could not be sold for 124 cents an acre—land 
the original price of which was $1.25 an acre—and if they were all 
swamp lands they never have been worth more than 124 cents an 
acre, and probably are not worth more than that now. 

In order that I may get before the Senate the point I wish to 
make, I will read a paragraph from a letter of the General Land 
Office transmitting some land reports to the Public Lands Com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives: 


contained in the mepors which accompanies the articles of agreement; and 
submit a la num 


(with seven — —— showing the status of the claim under the swamp-land 


Wuships, and ran, 
and ting about 626.160 acres— unsettled on the selection 
reco! of the swamp land division. 


‘ 5 To the questions that relate to the business of this office I answer as 
‘ollows: 


Qu 
State?“ 
Answer. This question can not be answered, for the reason that the swamp- 


1. “How many acres of swamp lands in place are now due the 


land grant is not a grant of quantity, but is an indefinite t. The grant 
is of + + “the whole of those comp and overflowed lands, nati 7 


. satinfactory method of determining Whe 
act,’ as no „Sa 
are swamp from arable lands has been discovered, and as there is no of 


internal im- 


1896. 
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time in which the State may assert new claims and no limit to the quantity it 
may claim and upon which it may demanda settlement by the Land Depart- 
ment, it is utterly impossible at this time to de e amount due the 
State under the swamp-land grant. 


Senators will see from the reading of the answer which I have 
just read from the Commissioner of the General Land Office that 
in one particular class of cases there is great difficulty of deter- 
mining what particular lands are due the State and what are not 
due the State. 

In connection with that matter I have two or three letters here 
from citizens of Kansas who are personally interested in those 
lands. One of the letters is from Atchison, and comes from a firm 
of lumber dealers who have friends and business associates in the 
State of Arkansas. The letter, which is directed to me, reads as 
follows: 

We herewith inclose you copy of letter from Mr. F. Pierce, vice-president 
Arkadelphia Lumber Company, Daleville, Ark., to Hon. GEORGE M. CURTI 
M. G.; also copy of letter from C. C. Henderson to Capt. R. W. Huie, gener 
manager and secretary Arkadelphia Lumber Company and general manager 
Ultima Thule, Arkadelphia and. Mississippi Railway. both of which are self- 
explanatory. We would ask that you carefully examine the situation as 
explained in the inclosures, and we are satisfied that you will at once observe 
the inj 5 that is about to be attempted on innocent purchasers of these 
Swamp 


Before I read further from this letter I will read a clause in the 

compromise, page 3, second paragraph: 

It is also agreed that any person who has heretofore filed a declaration of 

reemption, resides on, tivates, or has purchased, under the laws of the 
Btate of Arkansas, any selected and unconfirmed sven eso hereby relin- 
quished to the United States, his heirs or assigns, shall 
right for one year from this date to purchase such land from the United 
States at the minimum price for public lands, under such rules and regula- 
tions as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 


Itappears from this article that persons who have purchased any 
of these lands from the State of Arkansas under the laws of that 
State, such lands being now relinquished to the United States, 
shall have the right of purchase again from the United States. 
They may purchasetwice. They have already purchased from the 
State of Arkansas and they have paid for the lands. Now they 
shall have preference over other persons for one year to purchase 
the same lands from the United States. There is where my people 
come in. 

Mr.PLATT. WilltheSenatorallowme? DoIunderstand they 
will purchase at $1.25 per acre the lands for which we allow $5? 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam not certain as to what particular class the 
lands belong. I ill read a little further, and perhaps we will both 
gat her it. I did not think about identifying the particular class. 

hey are swamp lands, I ain confident, partly covered with timber. 
I read further from the letter: 

These parties, with several others, and ourselves among the rest, bought 
and paid their nonar to the State of Arkansas ın good faith for these lands, 
and certainly should not now be called on to help pay the debt due from the 
State of Arkansas to the Government of the United States. We paid our 
money in good faith for these lands and have since paid our taxes on them 

ai that is required by any civilized government dealing in good 

faith with its loyal citizens. e, With many others that have purchased a 

rtion of these lands, are operating mills in Ar’ , and we hope that the 

presentatives in Congress from the State of Kansas will see to it that their 
constituents are not robbed. 


You can see from the language used that those gentlemen are 
not feeling very kindly about it. 

Then here is one of the letters referred to by my correspondent. 
It is dated Daleville, Ark., February 28, 1896, and is directed to 
Captain Huie, general manager of the Ultima Thule, Arkadel- 
phia and Mississippi Railway, Arkadelphia, Ark. I begin with 
the second paragraph: 

The more I think about the State of Arkansas, or any other State, espe- 
cially under Democratic administration, which is always 5 above 
reproach, playing a double-handed game like the State of Arkansas is ing 
to play with innocent and honest purchasers of land from her, the more I am 
mortified and astounded. It is true that the State of Arkansas only quit- 
claims this land; but if I know anything about principle, equity. justice, or 
law, when I 8 a piece of property I part with all my right, title, and 
interest in said property, and would not have any manner or means or method 
of adjustment, the moral or legal right to go and resell that piece of prope: 
toanother person. The State of Arkansas sold this land to us, quitclaim 
it, and now it proposes to use it in settling a debt that it owes the United 
States Government, knowing that, if it succeeds in working this land into this 
one with the Government, it defeats us and destroys our title to said 


ve the preference 


It may be that those gentlemen are all mistaken as to their rights 
and wrongs in the case, and I feel very confident that the Senators 
from Arkansas, who are strenuously urging the passage of the bill, 
would not present to the Senate for ratification a settlement which 
in their judgment is not in all just between the two parties, 
Nevertheless, while that is true, here are some persons who regard 
their interests as being jeopardized to a greater or less extent, and 
we have had so much experience of that kind in the Western coun- 
try, that when in the distance even, when we smell the battle from 
afar, we are nervous and fearful lest we shall have to face a long 
and costly sag mint It is for that reason I think the motion 
made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] ought to prevail. 
The bill ought to be recommitted to the committee, with a view of 


having a little more time to procure the necessary information, 
in order that Senators may vote upon it intelligently. 

I have information that an elaborate report is now in Toan 
of preparation; that, in fact, the records of the Land O ve 
been ransacked and that every different act of Congress granting 
lands to the State of Arkansas for any purpose has been over- 
hauled, and all the lands that have been granted or have been 
claimed or that are in any wise connected with this transaction 
are identified, and that a full 8 89 has been made in writing 
upon the entire subject involved in this great field of contro- 
versy. I think that in a short time, probably this week, as my 
information is, the report will be ready, so that we could use 
it here within a few da If so, it would not only aid us here 
materially, but it would aid us in satisfying the people who are 
behind us. 

When a similar bill was before the Senate at the last session I 
asked to have it amended by striking out the third paragraph, on 
page 3, but the Senators from Arkansas were then of opinion, as 
they are now, that we must adopt the report in toto or not adopt 
it at all; we might amend the bill, but wecan not amend the report. 
I have been studying how the bill could be so amended as to cover 
the point really in controversy. But I do not see how it can be 
done, and for that reason I suppose we would either have to take 
the compromise just as it is and adopt it, or reject it as a whole, 
That is an additional reason why I should like the Senate to have 
a little more time on it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will 
not recommit the bill, for the reason that two years ago the Sen- 
ate authorized two of the Secretaries, representing the Govern- 
ment, acting in conjunction with the governor of the State of Ar- 
kansas, to ascertain the indebtedness on each side and to make a 
settlement. They have gone over the complicated details of an 
unsettled account between the Government and the State run- 
ning for sixty years. Of course there are litigated questions; 
there are equities on both sides of all those questions, and the 
very best that possibly could be done would be to make a just and 
equitable settlement of all these controversies. 

I believe sincerely that the settlement made by the Secretaries 
and the governor yields a large amount of money justly and fairly 
due to the State, but we have been asking the Government for 
twenty years to make some sort of a settlement of the long-stand- 
ing controversy. We are willing to accept this, which we regard 
as a hard settlement, rather than to have the matter stand open 
longer. I hope the Senate will now pass the bill and will not re- 
commit it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The enton is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Iowa . GEAR] to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Public Lan [Putting the question.] 
The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. CULLOM, I think we ought to have a yea-and-nay vote 
on the question. There are very few Senators here. 

A1 POUDEN ER. Let the yeas and nays come on the passage 
of the 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Illinois will allow the 
yeas and nays to come on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let us take them on this question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let us take a vote on the passage of 


the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are demanded. 
Is there a second? 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Iowa to recommit the bill to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The motion was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. T ask fora call of the Senate. There are very 
few Senators present. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wasjust going to suggest the lack of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 5 


Allen, Clark, Hoar, Platt, 

Allison, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, 
Cullom, Lindsay, Proctor, 

Baker, Daniel, McBride, guy, 

S Da MeMi 5 
Berry, Dubo Mantle, Sewell, 
Brot a Faulkn Mitch u, Oreg Turpis 

wn, a er, itche A e, 
Burrows, Frye, Morrill, Vest, 
Butler, Gordon, Peffer, Wal 
Call, Gray, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Cannon, Pettigrew, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-eight Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time. 


Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill 


Mr. PEFFER. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move again that the bill be recommitted to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermon 
pet res the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Public 


Mr. BAKER and Mr. MORRILL called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama iv Puas]. do not know how he 
would vote, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. I do not 
know how he would vote if he were present. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and not knowing 
how he would vote, I withhold mine. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 

t, I would vote yea.“ 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama . MorGan.] Unless I am 
advised that he would vote nay” I shall not vote. 

Mr.BERRY. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] would 
vote nay if he were present. 

Mr. QU AY. Then I will vote. I vote“ nay.” 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MircHEeLu.] Not knowing how 
he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania . CAMERON}. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT (after having voted in the affirmative). My col- 
league [Mr. HawLey] is absent unpaired. I am very sure that he 
would vote as I have voted, and if any Senator desires to transfer 
a pair to my colleague he can dosoand be enabled to vote. 

Mr. MORRILL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Harris] to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Haw ey], and I vote yea. 

Mr. D IS (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smirx], but I un- 
derstand that he would vote ‘‘nay,”if present. Therefore I will 
allow my vote to stand. : 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. Witson]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Wiscon- 
e VIL aS] and vote “nay.” 

e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows, after having 
voted in the affirmative). The present occupant of the chair 
withdraws his vote, as he observes that the Senator from Lonisiana 
[Mr. Carrery], with whom he is paired, is not present. 


The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS—l4. 
Aldrich, Cullom, McMillan, Platt, 
Allison, Davis, aang Wetmore. 
Baker, Peffer, 
Brown, Gear, Perkins, 
NAYS—29. 
Allen, Clark, Gray, Ys 
Bate, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Teller, 
i Dubois, Lindsay, arpia; 
` Man V. 
tler, Mitchell, Oreg. 
Call, Gordon, Pasco, 
Cannon, Pettigrew, 
NOT VOTING—4. 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, Morgan, Stewart, 
Brice, Harris, Murphy, Thurston, 
Burrows, Hawley, Nelson, 
Caffery, Hoar, Palmer, Vilas, 
Cameron, Irby, Pritchard, Voorhees, 
Carter, Jones, Nev. Proctor, Wal 
Chandler, Kyle, Pugh, War 
Chilton, s Sewell, White, 
Gallinger, McBride, 8 Wilson, 
George, in, Shou: Wolcott. 
Gibson, M Smit. 
Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Sq 


Mr. GEAR. Iunderstand that no quorum has voted. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the 
Secretary will call the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Clark, am. Perkins, 


Allison, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Prit 

ones, te 
Bacon, Davis, dsay, tor, 
parm Eee edlen Sewell, 

2 5 we 

Blackburn, Faulkner, an Shoup, 
Brown, Frye, Mills, ‘eller, 
Burrows, x itchell, Oreg. 
Butler, Gordon, Morrill, Walthall, 
3 Gorman, < Wetmore, 
Cannon, Gray, Peffer, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-eight Senators have re- 

spas to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

he qoe recurs on the motion of the Senator from Vermont 

Nea ORRILL] to recommit the bill to the Committee on Public 
. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The 5 proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Surry], but I am in- 
formed that if he were present he w vote “nay.” Therefore 
I will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puea]. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. Ido not know 
how he would vote, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I make the same an- 
nouncement of transfer of my pair as before, and vote “nay.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when name was called), Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was ed). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Pi lvania [Mr. CAMERON] to the 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] and vote “nay.” “ 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Ohio . BRICE]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. WAR- 
REN] is detained from the Chamber by illness. Ido not know how 
he would vote if present. 

Mr. MILLS. 


CHARD. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Louisiana eA BLANCHARD] to the tor from Nevada [Mr. 
JONES] and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 


5 vote * yea.” 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I havea general pair with the Senator from 


Ohio [Mr. Brice], but in o to make a quorum I will vote. 
I vote yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 37; as follows: 

YEAS—18. 
Aldrich, Cull McMillan, Proctor, 
Allison, Davis,” Morrill, Wetmore, 
Beker, Elkins, Sere Wolcott. 
— McBride, Pri 
NAYS—37. 
Ji 
Allen, Cockrell, ‘ones, A. sno. 
Bate, Dubois, Mantle, 
Faulkner, Mills, Turple, 
Frye, Mitchell, Oreg. Ves 
Butler, George, Pasco, Walthall, 
Caffery, Gordon, Perkins, White. 
Call, ee. 3 
NOT VOTING—H. 

Blanchard. Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. 
Cameron, Hawley, M h: Thorsten, 
Carter, oar, 2 Vilas aa 
Chil a Nev. Pug Ta ——— 
Ga — — Sewell, Wilson. 


So the Senate refused to recommit the bill. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill 
Mr. GEAR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 


— 


call the roll. 

Mr, DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SamrH], but I understand 
that he would vote yea if he were present; therefore I will vote. 
I vote “ yea. 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH]. 3 E 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], but I will trans- 
fer my pair tothe Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and vote 
4 en. 

r. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], but Itransfer my pair 
to the junior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEY] and vote 
“ un A ” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. ARENA: I transfer 
my pair to the Senator from Nevada ae JonEs] and vote “nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Ihave a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama . MORGAN], but being assured 
that he would vote for the passage of the bill if present, I will vote. 
I-vote “ yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Ihave a general 

ir with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON ], but as this 
is not a political question, I will vote. I vote yea.” 

Mr. WALT (when his name was called). I transfer my 

air with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] to the 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. Ink] and vote yea.“ 

Tus roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to announce that upon this vote the Sena- 
tor from 5 VILas!] is paired with the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. WILSON]. 

The result was announced —yeas 38, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—38. 
All Jones, Ark. N. 
* Daniel, Kyle, — 
Bate, Dubois, Lindsay, Teller, 
Berry, Faulkner, McBride, Ti 
Blackburn, Frye, Mantle, 
Butler, George, Mills, Vest. 
A Gordon, Mitchell, Oreg. Walthall, 
Call, Gorman, >, te. 
Cannon, Gray, Perkins, 
Clark, Hill, Pettigrew, 
NAYS—H. 
Allison, Davis, Peffer, W. 
Baker, Gear, Platt, Walcott. 
Brown, McMillan, Pritchard, 
Cullom, Morrill, ‘octor, 
NOT VOTING—%7. 
ich, Gibson, ‘Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Blanchard, Ə Morgan, Stewart, 
fs Hansbrough, 1 e 
Tro elson, 
rian Hawley, Paimer, Voorhees, 
Carter. i Pugh, arren, 
Chandler. Irby. Sewell, Wilson. 
Chilton, Jones, Nev. Fontan 
Elkins, . ow 
Gallinger, ee, Smith, 
So the bill was passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.4254) granting to the 
Duluth and North Dakota Railroad Company right of way 8 
certain Indian reservations in the State of Mi ota. 

The message also requested the Senate to transmit tothe House 
a certified ee copy of the bill (S. 640) to increase the pen- 
sion of Joseph W. Fisher, to replace the original engrossed copy, 
which had been lost. 

The m further announced that the House had passed the 
following joint resolutions: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 111) to authorize Benjamin Harrison 
to accept certain medals presented to him while President of the 
United States; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 114) authorizing and directing Bernard 
R. Green to exercise the duties and powers heretofore conferred 
upon the late Gen. Thomas L. Casey in relation to the construc- 
tion and completion of the Library of Congress, 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 

. R. 8292) granting an honorable discharge to Porter 
urch, alias Samuel Church; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. PROCTOR. Task unanimous consent that the bill (S. 1159) 
to provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses be made 
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‘The yens and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to | th 


e ial order for Thursday afternoon next, April 2, at 2 
o'ch It is an important matter, and should be considered in 
connection with or about the time of the consideration of the 
nayal appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont.asks 
unanimous consent that the bill named by him be made the special 
order for Thursday next at 2 o’clock. Is there objection? 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose that appropriation bills are always 
in order, notwithstanding a special order. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not wish a speeial order to 
interfere with the Du Pont case. 

Mr. PLATT. it can not. 

Mr. FRYE. I call the attention of the Senator from Vermont 
to the fact that there isa special order preceding the one which 
he has just asked to be made. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I understand that, and supposed this would 
be subject to a previous special order. $ 

Mr. FRYE. Very well, then. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwant to ask, in regard to the special order 
suggested by the Senator from Vermont, whether it is the inten- 
tion to press that bill as an addition to the general fortifications 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Not being chairman of the committee and 
not having reported the bill, I am not prepared to answer fully 
in that I have no plan and I think the committee has no 
plan to antagonize the appropriation bill or to add this bill to it 
or to interfere with itin any way. The desire is merely to bring 
a very important matter fairly before the Senate in some 

orm. 

Mr. GORMAN. II that bill proposing to appropriate 8100, 000, - 
000 is to be pressed at this time, of course it must come up in the 
ordinary way, and be considered when the Senate is pare for 
it. The Senator asks unanimous consent that the bill shall be 
considered at the time named. If it is understood that there is 
with the unanimous consent an agreement to do anything more 
than simply to consider the bill at the convenience of the Senate, 
I shall object to unanimous consent; in other words, I donot want 
to give that bill any special preference over the other legislation 
of this session. I do not object to a mere motion to make the bill 
a special order, but Ido not want to have it understood by any 
means that unanimous consent is given to consider it to the exclu- 
sion of other business. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I did not understand that my request carried 
with it any more than the ordinary consent to make the bill a 
special order for the time named. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Objection is made to the request 
of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. PLATT. Who made the objection? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] to object. 

Mr. PLATT. Idid not understand that the Senator from Mary- 
land made objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not make an objection to having the bill 
fixed as a special order for the day named by the Senator from 
Vermont, provided that by the unanimous consent it is not to be 
consid that thereafter we shall continue the consideration of 
that bill. The custom has grown up recently, and only recently 
1 think, that giving unanimous consentmakesa continuing 
order. 1 do not want it to be understood that that nnanimous 
consent will compel us to consider that bill to the exclusion of 
other business. it is understood that the bill is not given any 
special privileges, I have no objection. 

Mr. MILLS. I will settle this controversy by objecting. Let 
the bill come Bp Peelers. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask that there be laid before the Senate the 
unfinished business, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing the 
e of the Interior to open for public entry all that certain 
part of the public domain in the State of Utah known as the Un- 
compahgre Indian Reservation. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside without prejadice, stating 
as the reason for the request that the Senator from Wisconsin 
. VILas] was obliged to absent himself from the Senate Cham- 

to-day, and not supposing that this order of business would be 
reached so early in the afternoon, he nested that it might go 
over, as he desires to be heard upon it. 1 greatly regret the neces- 
sity of deferring the measure, because we are anxious to bring it 
up, but I assented to his desire that it might go over without 
losing its place. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah asks that 
the unfinished business may be passed over without prejudice. 
If there be no objection, it will be so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. To be brought up to-morrow? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it 


will come up to-morrow. 
Several SENATORS. Let us 
Mr. FRYE. The bill (H. 


o to the Calendar. 

. 8205) to amend an act entitled 
An act to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing animals in 
Alaska,” and for other p , Was assigned as a special order 
two or three weeks ago. It been displaced by other questions 
and py animans business. The joint resolution of the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Cannon] became the unfinished business when I 
did not happen to be here, or I should at the time haveobjected to 
it, but it has its paos as unfinished business. Iam not prepared 
to proceed with the special order to-day, because the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGan] desires to submit a few brief remarks in 
relation to the bill, and he is not present. Therefore I consent, 
without any hesitation, that the Calendar be taken up under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration—— 

Mr. CANNON. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, 
do I understand now that the unfinished business of to-day comes 
up to-morrow at 2 o’clock? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands, 

Mr. PLATT. Isuppose always subject to appropriation bills. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Appropriation bills are privileged anyway. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the resolution providing for a committee of five Sena- 
tors to investigate and report generally all the material facts and 
circumstances connected with the sale of United States bonds by 
the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If we are going to lay aside the regular 
order, why not go to the Calendar? 

Mr. FRYE. e request made was that we should go to the 
Calendar under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us go to the Calendar, and let everyone 
take his chances. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 

ve notice this morning that at the earliest moment to-morrow 

e desired to make some observations on the contested-election 
case. I give notice now that when his remarks shall have been 
completed I shall move to take up the Post-Office appropriation 
bill. I do this so that there may be no trouble about what will be 
done to-morrow as to the unfinished business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us proceed with the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the first 
bill on the Calendar. 


SUBJECT CATALOGUE OF LAW LIBRARY. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 69) annone the preparation of a 
subject catalogue of the books in the law library was announced 
as first in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let that be passed over without losing its 

lace. 
: Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that that joint resolution be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. On the request of a Senator near me, I with- 
draw the motion. 

Mr. PLATT. Then let the joint resolution go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
passed pver. 

LINCOLN’S BIRTHDAY. 

The bill (S. 1999) to provide for the observance of the 12th day of 
February as a national holiday was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let that go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to have that bill goto the Calendar. Ido 
not think it worth while to have it calledup everyday. Itshould 
be put under Rule IX. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over under 
Rule IX. 
GEORGE H. PLANT. 


The bill (S. 1083) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the Secretary of the Treas to pay to George H. Plant, 
of the District of Columbia, $5,216.85, that being the amount 
found to be due to him by the Court of Claims for losses and 
damages sustained by him by reason of a collision between the 


U. S. S. Gettysburg and the steamboat Lady of the Lake, on the 
Potomac River, and to be received by him in full satisfaction of 
all claims and demands in consequence of said collision. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Claims whether that is a judgment of the Court of 
Claims, or whether it is a finding under the Bowman Act? 

Mr. PASCO. In the absence of the chairman of the committee, 
I will state that I examined the case as a subcommittee, and these 
are findings of fact, as the Senator will see by referring to the 


report. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator is entirely satisfied that the claim 
ought to be paid? 

Mr. PASCO. It has been reported twice, to my knowledge, by 
a Committee on Claims, and passed the Senate during the last 

ngress. 

Mr. PLATT. All right. : 

Mr. DANIEL. I bog to inquire if there is any law under which 
the United States is liable for damages in such cases? 

Mr. PASCO. There are agreat many precedents, I will say to 
the Senator from Virginia, where cases of this kind have been 
Stee upon favorably by the Committee on Claims and by the 

nate. 

This case, as the Senator from Virginia will remember, was con- 
sidered at great length while he was a member of the committee, 
and this result was reached, as set out at length in the report, 
which is the same as that made during the last Congress. 

Mr. DANIEL. Task that the report may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. 
Pasco, from the Committee on Claims, February 12, 1896, but 
before concluding was interrupted by $ 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a very long report. I think it is 
equivalent to consuming more than five minutes under the general 
rule. Let that case be passed over without prejudice, retaining 
its place on the Calendar. 

r. PASCO. I hope the Senator from Virginia . DANIEL’ 
is satisfied from an examination of the report that this bill ongh 
to pass, and that it be acted upon now. It has been waiting its 
turn in regular order for a g while. 

Mr. DANIEL. It seems to me in this case that there is evidence 
of negligence on the part of the Lady of the Lake, with which the 
claimant was connected. The bill is for the relief of George H. 
Plant, of the District of Columbia, he being at the time the owner 
of the steamboat Lady of the Lake, which came in collision with 
thé Gettysburg, a ship of the United States, and the steamboat was 
injured. Ido not see any answer in the report—— 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator will see from an examination of the 
record that the fault was found to be with the Government vessel. 
TheSupreme Court, in the case of the Siren (7 Wallace, 152), which 
is ae on the fourth page of the report, has laid down the gen- 
eral law that— 

claim for exists nst a v of 
. 3 as if . 8 Son neue bit 
zen. In ordinarx cases, however, such a claim can not be enforced, because, 
for reasons of public policy, jurisdiction is withheld from the courts. 

Mr. DANIEL. That the ship was guilty of contributory negli- 
go and the grounds of recovery are not set forth in the report. 

do not pretend to be very familiar with this class of cases, and 
would listen to what might be said by my colleague with ve: 
great deference; but the report of Commander John H. Russell, 
the president of the naval court of inquiry shows that ‘‘the pilot 
of the Lady of the Lake, though technically in the wrong, can not, 
in the circumstances, be considered as being very censurable.” 
This is not a bill to censure him, but a bill to pay damages. Under 
those circumstances, even if the Government should be liable in 
such a case for damages, it does not Spoo to my mind on what 
ground the judgment could be justified. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over. 

Mr. PASCO. The Court of Claims found that a United States 
yessel was responsible for the damages and the United States local 
inspectors of steamers reached the same conclusion, and that has 
been the result of an examination of the case twice by the Com- 
mittee on Claims. With all those findings against the Govern- 
ment vessel in its own courts and by its own officers, it seems to 
me it is clear that the claim ought to be paid. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over. 

So If it is to be passed over, I ask that it be without 

rejudice. 

* The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask that the report, which was partly read by 
the Secretary, may, by unanimous consent, be printed in full in the 
RECORD as if read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will 
be so ordered. The Chair hears none. 


Maar 
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i The report suomitted by Mr. Pasco February 12, 1896, is as fol- 
OWS: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1083) for the 
relief of George H. Plant, of the District of Columbia, have carefully exam- 
ined the same and submit the following report thereon: y 

This claim has been before the committee on former occasions, and was 
ori 1y for a larger amount. It met with favorable consideration, so far 
as the amount contained in the present bill was concerned, and the bills be- 
fore the committee were amended in accordance with the recommendation 
of the committee. 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 707) for the 
relief of George H. Plant, of the District of Columbia, have carefully consid- 
ered the same and submit the following report thereon: 

The claimant in 1874 was the owner of a steamboat named the Lady of the 
Lake, then plying upon the waters of the Potomac River. On the 30th day of 
May of that year the boat was injured in a collision with the U. S. S. Gettys- 
burg. On the 9th day of June the Secretary of the Navy appointed a court of 
inquiry to inves all the circumstances relating to the collision, and 
report its causes, and upon whom the blame, if any, should rest. The find- 
ings of the court will be given in full further on in this report. Though some 
blame was cast upon the officers of the Lady of the Lake, the court found the 
officers of the Gettysburg responsible for the collision. Subsequently the 
Treasury Department ordered an investigation to be made by the supervis- 
ing inspectors of steam vessels. They reported on the l7th day of July, 1874, 
that the pilot in charge of the Lady of the Lake complied with all the rules 
and regniations for the government of pilots applicable to the case, and that 
he was exonerated from all blame in the pre 

But no relief followed these fin of the two De ents, and the 
claimant found that he could ny ve compensation for his 8 and 
loss by legislative action. Accordingly a bill was introduced into the Senate 
in his behalf in the Forty-sixth Congress, and a similar bill in each successive 
Congress till the pede. iy eset when on the 27th day of February, 1884, the 
claim was referred to the rt of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883. 

On June 2, 189, the court filed its findings of fact, and they were trans 
mitted to the Senate June 6, 1890, and 9 in Miscellaneous Document. 
nn first session, No. . The report of the case is here 

ven z 


[Court of Claims. Congressional 7 rt George H. Plant vs. The United 


At a Court of Claims held in the city of A hein frie on the 2d day of June, 
D. 1890, the court filed the following findings of fact, to wit: 


FINDINGS OF FACT. 


The claim or matter in the above-entitled case was transmitted to the court 

by the Senate Committee on Claims on the 27th day of 8 1881. 
. Goode & Goode, esqs., a red for Claimant and t 

ee by Bory. M. Foote, esq., assistant, and under his direction, ap- 

peared for the defe: 
The case having been brought to a hearing on the 19th of May, 1890, the 

court, upon the evidence and after considering the briefs and arguments of 

counsel on both sides, finds the facts to be as follows: 


I. 


About sundown on May 30, 1874, a collision occurred on the Potomac River, 
nearly opposite Fort Washington, between the U. S. 8. Gettysburg and the 
Lady of the Lake, under the following circumstances: 

The Lady of the Lake had been down the river, with an excursion party 
from Washington, consisting of about 600 persons, and was on her return 


trip. 
The Gettysburg, commanded by Lieutenant McRitchie, was going down. 
When first sighted the steamers were about three-fourths of a mile apart. 
At that time the Lady of the Lake was on the Virginia side of the river and 
the Gettysburg on the Maryland side. 
By the law of tho road each steamer was required to keep to the right in 
Passing: but the law also permitted them, by signal agreement, to keep to 
e left. 


The officers of the Lady of the Lake preferred to hold their course on the 
Virginia side, because by so doing they avoided, to some extent, the rapid 
current of the ebbing tide. 5 N tee the Gettysburg would prefer 
the Maryland side, because the channel there was deepest and the assisting 
current strongest. 

Therefore, when the steamers were about half a mile nn a the pilot of the 
Lady of the Lake gave two blasts of her steam whistle, which was the proper 

al to request that the steamers — 5 pass by each keeping to the left. 
e pilot of the Gettysburg immediately responded by two b of the 
whistle, which was the proper signal of assent tothe proposal. Each steamer 
then held her course for about & quarter of a mile. Then the Gettysburg, by 
order of Lieutenant McRitchie. gave oue blast of her whistle, which is the 
proper signal for each vessel to keep to the right; and immediately ported 
er helm, thus directing her course to the Virginia side of theriver. The 
Lady of the Lake immediately responded with two blasts of the whistle, thus 
indicating her wish to pass on the left, asalready agreed, and held her course. 
A collision was imminent and both steamers reversed their engines, but col- 
lision could not then be avoided. 

The bow of the Gettysburg struck the Lady of the Lake on her starboard 
bow, crushing in the upper and lower decks. No persons were injured. 

Both Lieutenant McRitchie and the claimant agree in their testimony that 
sort diced were given and heard by the officers of each steamer as above 


e 8 
The Gettysburg, by porting her helm and directing her course to the Vir- 
ginia side of the river without timely warning, caused the collision. 


è II. 


The rule established by the Board of at ip ag e rs, undsecertion 
29 of the act of February 28, 1871 (16 Stat., 450), to be observed by steam ves- 
sels in passing each other on rivers is as follows: 

“RULE 1 en steamers are approaching each other ‘head and head,“ or 
nearly so, it shall be the auty, of each steamer to pass to the right, or on the 
port side of the other: and the pilot of either steamer may be first in deter- 
mining to pursue this course, and thereupon shall give, as a one of his 
intention, one short and distinct blast of his steam whistle, which the pilot 
of the other steamer shall answer promptly by a similar blast of his s 
whistle, and thereupon such steamers shall to the right, or on the port 
side of each other. Butif the course of such steamers is so far on the star- 
board of cach other as not to be considered by the pilots as meeting ‘head and 
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head,’ or nearly so, or if the vessels are approaching each other in sucha 
manner that passing to the right E unsafe by the 
r vessel, 


pilot of eithe the pilot so first deciding shall cee reg ly give two 
short and distinct blasts of his steam whistle, which the pilot of the other 
steamer shall answer promptly by two similar blasts of his steam whistle, 
and they shall pass to the left, or on the starboard side of each other. 

I Norz.In the ht steamers will be considered meeting head and 
head so long as both the colored lights of each are in view of the other. In 
the day a similar position will also be considered head and head. 


III. 

June 9. 1874, the Secretary of the Navy constituted, by the following order, 

a naval court of inquiry: 
To Commander Jonx H. Russenn, 
United States Navy, Rockville, Md.: 

By virtue of the authority conferred by the Act for the better koroe: 
ment of the Navy of the United States,” approved July 11, 18862, I hereby 
appoint Commander John H. Russell president, Commander Montgomery 
Sicard and Lieut. Commander Frederick Rodgers members, and First Lieu 
Geo C. Reid, of the Marine Corps, judge-advocate of a court of inquiry, 
which is ordered to convene at the navy-yard, Washington, D. C., on urs- 
day, the llth day of June, 1874, for the purpose of investigating all the cir- 
cumstances relating to the collision which took place on the Potomac River, 
near Fort Washington, on or about the 30th day of May, 1874, between the 
U. S. S. Gettysburg and the steamboat Lady of the Lake. In performing this 
duty the court will study closely the Rules of the Road“ and act of Con- 
gress relating thereto, and state the cause or causes that brought about the 
collision, with its opinion as to where the blame, if any. should rest. 

Given under 8 at the Navy Department of the United States this 


9th day of June, in the year 1874. 
. GEORGE M. ROBESON, 
Secretary of the Navy. 

June 19, 1874, the court found as follows: 

That both the U. S. S. Gettysburg and the steamboat Lady of the Lake were 
subject to the act of Congress approved — 1 20, 1864 (page 158, Naval Laws), 
for preventing collisions on the water, and in addition to the above the court 
find that the Lady of the Lake was subject to certain rules laid some by the 
Board = e Inspectors in pursuance of the act of Congress of Feb- 
ruary 

There is no conflict between these two sets of rules,” but the rules of the 
Board of paper wees supplement the naval “ Rules of the Road” by certain 
whistle blasts or signals to be used between vessels, subject tothe d ms 
of the Board of Supervising Inspectors. 

As rogards the facts connected with the collision, the weight of evidence, 
in tae opinion of the court, establishes the point that the vessels, at the time 
of the exchange of their first whistle signals, must be considered as co: 
under article 13 of the “rules ” for preventing collisions on the water (Na 
Laws, page 161), and also under rule 1 of the Rules issued by the Board of 
Supervising Inspectors for the government of pilots”; that is, they were 
meeting end, or nearly so. In this position the law requires that the helms 
of both vessels be put to port, and inasmuch as this course was not pursued 
by the Lady of the Lake, the court deem that vessel to have acted in violation 
of law, and find that her pilot committed an error of judgment in putting his 
helm to starboard. 

At the same time, as the wording of the law (article 13), “end on or nearly 
end on,” implies a certain margin for judgment on the 2 of pilots, the 
court are of the opinion that the pilot of the Lady of the though tech- 
nically in the wrong, can not in the circumstances be considered as being 
very censurable. : 

As the vessels are considered as coming within the scope of article 13 of the 
law for preventing collisions on the water, the court find that the Gettysburg 
acted in violation of law in answering the Lady of the Lake's two whistles 
and in putting his helm to starboard: and that the fact of her pilot having 
done those acts renders her responsible for the collision. 

The pilots of the two vessels are, therefore, considered by the court as hav- 
ing been principally to blame for the collision. Lieutenant McRitchie was 
following! the rule of the road“ in putting his helm aport, as the weight of 
evidence shows that if both vessels had done so from the first signal the col- 
lision would in all probability have been avoided. 

But when it became evident that the Lady of the Lake did not pursue the 
same course, and that a collision was very probable, he would, in the opinion 
of the court, have been justified in shifting his helm (in accordance with 
article 19, page 162, Rules of the Road—Naval Laws), 

The evidence shows that after a collision became probable both vessels 
stop and reversed their engines, in conformity with article 16, Rules of 
the Road, page 161, Naval Laws. 

JOHN H. RUSSELL, 


Commander, U. S. N., President Naval Court of Inquiry. 


GEORGE C. REID, 
First Lieutenant, U. S. Marine Corps, Judge-Advocate. 


The Treasury De ent also authorized an investigation by the super- 
vising inspectors of steam vessels, who made the following report: 
OFFICE OF UNITED STATES 
LOCAL INSPECTORS OF STEAM VESSESL 
Baltimore, July 174, 187 
Sin: In compliance with your instructions, we proceeded to 8 
D. C., to take the testimony of witnesses in the collision between the Uni 
States steamer Gettysburg and steamer Lady of the Lake, which occurred on 
the Potomac River, off Fort Washington, on the evening of 30th of May, 1874, 
and, after having received said testimony, both on the part of the officers of 
the Lady of the , together with a number of disinterested engers of 
said steamer, we find that the pilot in charge of the Lady of the Lake com- 
lied with all the rules and regulations for the government of pilots applica- 
le to said case, and is therefore exonorated from all blame in the premises. 
ti report also their inability to get the officers of the Gettysburg to tes- 
y. 8 


JAMES D. LOWRY. 
WILLIAM G. SAVILLE, 
United States Local Inspectors of Steamers, Baltimore District, 
JOHN HENSHAW, Esq., 
Supervising Inspector of Steam Vessels, Third District, 
IV. 
May 30, 1874, the claimant was the owner of the of the Lake, — 
small interest, valued at $2,500, which he had to transfer to 


ridge, the captain of the boat. This interest had not been paid for, and claim- 
ant arranged with Captain Partridge for it and took it back. 


Vv. 


At the time of the collision the Lady of the Lake was engaged in the busi- 
ness of carrying freight and passengers between Washington and Norfolk 
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The cost of re 
while undergoing rs amounted to $3,000. ‘ 
After ing her re trips her earni i ence of the inter- 


resuming arnings, in consequ 
ruption and loss of confidence in her safety, were much diminished. This 
loss can not be accurately calculated, but may be safely 2 5 85 3 


BY T 
Filed June 2, 1890. 


A true copy. 

Test, this 5th day of June, A. D. 1890. 
LsnaL.] JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 


No action was taken upon the findings and opinion of the court during the 


no final action has ever been there taken. 

The Court of Claims came to the same conclusion as to the responsibility 
for the collision that was reached in the former investigations, and it only 
remains to be determined whether an ä be made in favor 
of the claimant, and if so, in what amoun : 

It is true that the Government does not hold itself generally nsible 
for acts of wrong or negligence on the part of its subordina’ te cers or 


nary canes however, such a can 
as be Sevag because, for reasons of public policy, jurisdiction is withheld 


There has been a growing disposition of late years to give a general renon: 


ts, servants, and o! — 1 t 
en to an cer commanding a 

argued, vernment mingles on terms of 

equality with others on the high seas and navigable inland waters the se- 


ri 
e for any injury done by their violation by officers of the United 


tates. 

In England the present practice is to file a libel in rem. — 855 which the 
court directs a letter to be written to the lords of the admi ty ae 
an appearance on behalf of the Crown. This is erally given, and the case 
pons to judgment. Itis insisted that the final decrees are little more 

awards, so far as the Government is concerned, but the suits are insti- 
tuted and conducted on the hypothesis that claims are created against the 
and it is presumed that the Government 

‘own tribunals in & case in which it has 


y ial laws and in appropriation acts, made provision for 
paying damages to those who have suffered loss from collisions when the 


have the same force as ir day ree oe but the claimant presented his case there 
with the permission of the Senate and in accordan 

States was represented by an assistant of the Attorney-G: the case 
was duly defended, and a careful review of the findings shows that they are 
8 with the facts of the case so far as the party in fault is con- 


committee think that the claimant in this particular case shoul 
bursement for the damage which ted directly from the collision, 
withont waiting for the enactment of a general law. e court finds that 
the cost of the boat was $2,216.85, and that the actual loss in earn- 
ings while she was get nk en was $3,000, These sums amount in the 
to $5,216.85, and the committee recommend the appropriation of 

sum in satisfaction of the claim. 

The bill formerly recommended is in the same form as that now before the 
committee, and in this form it was by the Senate in the Fifty-second 
Congress, and again in the Fifty- „and the committee, upon con- 
sidering the case, have reached the same conclusions as before, and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


ACCOUNT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND FLORIDA. 


The bill (S. 101) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
settle the mutual account between the United States and the 
State of Florida, heretofore examined and stated by said Secre- 
tary under the authority of the Congress, and for other purposes, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treas to settle the mutual account, hereto- 
fore stated, between the United States and the State of Florida, 
under the authority of an act of Congress, according to the mode 
of stating the same, found near the foot of the third page of the 
letter of the Secretary submitting his report, dated December 16, 
1889, published as Executive Document No. 68, House of Represent- 
atives, Fifty-first Congress, by continuing the computation of in- 
terest upon the principal on both sides to the date of settlement, and 
ascertaining the balance due the State, and to surrender to the 

vernor of the State of Florida the bonds of the State held by 

e United States which are included in such statement, and pro- 

to appropriate such sum as may be necessary to pay to the 
tate of Florida whatever balance is found due. 

The bill was the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HEIRS OF D. FULFORD. 


The bill (S. 1075) for the relief of the heirs of D. Fulford was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 5, before the 
word „bonds,“ to strike out four“ and insert „two“; and in 
line 7, after the word * dollars,” to strike out fifty dollars, and 
fifty dollars”; so as to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be. and is hereby, instructed to redeem, 
in favor of the heirs at law of D. Fulford, two bonds of the United States, 
consols of 1867, of the denomination of $500, $100, and 

by fire the th day of July, 1872, and to pa: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of section 2, to add the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That as it a from the records of the t 
that there are now 9 and unpaid ee e Bsa j 
numbered 82. and two five-hun -dollar coupon bonds numbered 12792 
and 34411, of the loan known as consols of 1867, of which the last coupon bears 
directed te proceed A saad of inamunity whenever mid coupon 

0 whenever said cou 
bonds shall Fare been redeemed. * 


So as to make the section read: 


SEC. 2. That the said heirs of D. Fulford shall also execute and file with the 
8 Prd 2 8 abani 8 1 be to pa 5 by 
e Secre e Treasury, ə penalty of $2,000, condition save 
harmless the United States from loss or liability on account of said bonds or 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


8 LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF GEORGE M’DOUGAL. 


The bill (S. 621) for the relief of the Si representatives of 
George McDougal, deceased, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like some explanation of that bill. It 
seems to provide for the payment of a claim the same as if it had 
been affirmed by a judgment of the Supreme Court. I do not 
know exactly what it means. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over, the Senator 
wis Fake Bi not being present. 

. PLATT. Very well. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, 
SUFFERERS BY EXPLOSION OF AMMUNITION CHEST. 


The bill (S. 1205) for the relief of the persons who sustained 
damage by the explosion of an ammunition chest of Battery F, 
Second United States Artillery, July 16, 1894, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It 3 $15,845.23, being the 
sum found just by a board of officers convened at Chicane July 
17, 1894, under Special Orders, No. 72, issued by command of 
Major-General Miles, of the Department of the Missouri, which 
sum is recommended by him, with the concurrence of the Major- 
General Commanding the Army, to pay the awards of the board, 
according to the following schedule, as set forth in their report, 
made on November 3, 1804, and published in Senate Executive 
Document No. 21, third session Fifty-third Con to wit: P. J. 
Ryan, $1,307; Charles R. Cave, $1,540.61; ward C. Huling, 
$742.26; Jacob R. Custer, $717.83; Herman Lehman, $829.75; Her- 
man Grossman, $770; Phillip W. Raber, $1,848.99; F. A. Devlin, 
lessee, $160; Samuel B. Foster, $1,699.50; Amelia H. Dodge, 
$1,495.84; Frederick A. Howe, $893.06; Hellen Palmer, $946.75; 
James Wright, $1,213.68; W. H. Godair, $258.04; J. W. Morrison, 
$47.77; Mrs. J. E. Ellen, $25; W. W. Morrill, $50; Silas H. Finch, 
$54.39; David Mayer, lessee, $45; Howlin Horgenroth, $125; H. N. 
Stephens, lessee, $12.55; John W. Byers, $105.83; Edward D. 
Murray, $100; Arthur W. Allen, $99.15; Emilie J. Smity, trustee, 
$19; T. A. Keene, $50; Hannah Sullivan, $40; Armory Warehouse 
Company, $18; W. F. Horn, agent, $25.91; Alice York, $305; 
total, $15,845.23. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MERIDEN, CONN. 


The bill (S. 492) for the erection of a public building at Meriden, 
„Was consi as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 

to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site and 
cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fireproof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 
proaches, for the use and accommodation of the United States 
ffice and other Government offices in the city of Meriden and 

te of Connecticut, the cost of the site and building, including 


— 


1896. 
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vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and hf 
proaches, complete, not to camer $100,000, which is appropriated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DR. JOHN B, READ. 


The bill (S. 1491) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate 
$17,000 to pay Dr. John B. Read his claim as royalty on all rifle 
projectiles with iron sabots furnished to the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


SALE OF UNITED STATES PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill (H. R. 6408) authorizing the sale of title of the United 
States to certain tracts of land in the District of Columbia to 
Margaret Shugrue, Caroline Lochboehler, and John R. Scott was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOAR, I notice that the bill proposes that the sales shall 
be made provided the acquisition of title was not fraudulent. It 
seems to me it ought to say if the Secretary of War shall so find. 
There ought to be a finding of the fact; otherwise the title will 
always be in doubt. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The matter has been considered very care- 
fully by the Secretary of War, and Colonel Elliott, who has had 
charge of it for a great many years, drew up the bill. It is drawn 
with a great deal of care. 

Mr. HOAR. He has made a mistake in it, rag Phe pear If 
the Senator will pardon me, I think I can satisfy him of that fact. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is no objection to making such an 
amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Lines 15, 16, and 17, on page 2, cover the 


int. 
ur. HOAR. I think it is a mistake, which was made in adding 
the proviso after the bill was originally drawn. This conveyance 
is to be made, provided the— 

Secretary of War shall be of the opinion that the said sales will in no wise 
be detrimental to the Washington Aqueduct: Provided further, That the 
encroachments thereon were not fraudulent. 

It is not that the Secretary shall be of that opinion also, but it 
makes the existence of that fact the condition. 

At any time, according to the bill, this paper would be open to 
question by anybody who would raise the doubt. The bill ought 
to provide that the condition should be that the Secretary of War 
is of opinion so and so, so that his finding would be conclusive for- 
ever of the fact. If we strike out the words “ Provided further” 
and insert the word “ and,” in line 17, it will remove the difficulty. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection to that change. 

Mr. HOAR. Ithink, obviously, the way that happened was that 
the bill was first drawn without the proviso, and then it was put 
in without referring the question to the opinion of the Secretary 
of War, but making it an absolute condition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 1, line 17, strike ont the words 
„F and insert and“; so as to make the proviso 
read; 

Provided, That the Secretary of War shall be of the opinion that the said 
sales will in no wise be detrimental to the Washington Aqueduct and that 
the encroachments thereon were not fraudulent. 

The amendment was to. k 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The 12 Was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MoMIL- 
LAN, Mr. BAKER, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed. 


DISTRICT INSPECTORS OF PLUMBING, 


The bill (S.1707) defining the qualifications of chief inspector 
and deputy inspectors of plumbing in the District of Columbia 
Was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill go over under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being interposed, the 
bill will go over under Rule IX. 


LICENSING OF BILLIARD AND POOL TABLES. 
The bill (H. R. 5490) to license billiard and pool tables in the 


District of Columbia, and for other purposes, was considered as — 


in Committee of the Whole. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment reported by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia will be stated. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not think there is a committee amendment, 
I think that is an amendment made in the House of Representa- 
tives, 

Mr. COCKRELL. It could not have been made in the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. BACON. It must be a mistake in the printing. Here is 
the report of the committee, which shows that fact. Ican not 
account for it in any way except that the bill has been brought 
here and printed by the Senate just as it was to the House 
of Representatives by the House committee. I hold in my hand 
the report of the House committee, in which they speak of that 
very amendment as the one which they have reported to the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the bill be passed over for the pres- 
ent. We can go back to it. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. Iam satisfied it is not a Senate com- 
mittee amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 


LANDS FOR RESERVOIR SITES, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Lask unanimous consent to call up a bill 
Neagle! passed over some time ago in my absence, It is Sen- 
ate 5 

Mr. PREFER. I do not like to object, especially in view of the 
5 absence, but I think we had better go on with the Cal- 
enaar, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to say to the Senator from Kansas 
that I should not have made the request if it were not a bill which 
has precedence on the Calendar. It is a bill that was moms over 
without prejudice, and therefore it has a right to be ahead of the 
other bills on the Calendar. I am not trying to break into the 
order of proceeding. It is ahead of these other bills, and it was 
passed over on account of my absence. 

Mr. PEFFER. To-day? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No, sir; some time ago. I have a right to 
call it up, I suppose, under the rule. I hope the Senator from 
Kansas will not object under the circumstances. i 

Mr. PEFFER. Will it lead to any discussion? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I see no reason why it should lead to any 
debate. It is a brief measure. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will withdraw my objection on condition that 
it leads to no discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
the title of which will be stated. ` 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 264) providing for the location and 
purchase of public lands for reservoir sites, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with amendments. 

The first amendment was,in section 1, line 8, after the word 
have,“ to strike out the words exclusive possession and”; and 
in the same line, after the word “reservoir,” to insert ‘ under reg- 
ulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior”; and at the 
end of the section to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That such reservoir shall not be fenced and shall be open to the 
free use of any person desiring to water animals of any kind; 


So as to make the section read: 


That any person, live-stock company, or transportation corporation engaged 
in breeding, grazing, drivin; py a rting ive stock may construct reser- 
voirs upon unoccupied public lards of the United States, not mineral or other- 
wise reserved, for the purpose of furnishing water to such live stock, and 
shall have control of such reservoir, under regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and the lands upon which the same is constru 
not exceeding 160 acres, so long as such reservoir is maintained and water 
kept therein for such purposes: Provided, That such reservoir shall not be 
FESE Na 5 open to the free use of any person desiring to water ani - 
mals of any i 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, in line 13, after the word 
therein,“ to strike out: 

Or such person, company, or corporation may enter and purchase the land 
K m which said reservoir is situated, as aforesaid. in tracts of not to exceed 


acres, but such poreon, com any, or corporation shall not be allowed to 
an 


enter or pu more acts of land in any one county under the 


provisions of this act. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 4, as follows: 


Sec. 4. That before any person, com: or corporation shall be permit: 
to purchase land under this act a 5 must have been pie ee 


ve been used for the 
quirements of this act have been complied with. Final 
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within five years after filing tha declaratory statement, and may be made in 
the same manner and place and upon like notice as is required in case of 
entries, and upon the payment of the same fee. 
The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was to strike out section 5, as follows: 


Sec. 5. That upon completion of such reservoir the person, company, or cor- 
poration locating and constructing the same shall cause an accurate survey 


of such reservoir, and the land upon which the same is located and con- 
stru „to be made and filed in the United States land office in and for the 
district in which such land is situated, and shall file therewith astatement of 
the capacity of such reservoir in gallons as constructed, and shall also set 
doren what manner and of what material such reservoir has been con- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike ont section 6, as follows: 


Sec. 6. That the entries, in their exterior boundaries, under this act shall 
conform as nearly as le to the Government subdivisions. but where 
that is impracticable in order to include ravines, gulches, draws, or other 

ped nat excavations or basins, the exterior boundary lines 
a such entry may be located without reference to the Government subdi- 
ons. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
a The next amendment was to insert the following as a new sec- 
on: 


SEC. 4. That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not a copy of the bill, and I ask that 
it now be read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 


cated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That any person, live-stock company, or rtation 
corporation engaged in b g, grazing, driving, or tra rting live stock 
may construct reservoirs upon unoccupied public lands of the United States, 
not mineral or otherwise reserved, for the purpose of furnishing water to 
such live stock, and shall have control of such reservoir, under regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and the lands upon which the 
same is constructed, not ex acres, so long as such reservoir is 
maintained and jwater kept therein for such purp Provided, That such 

© 


reservoir. not be fenced and shall be open to free use of any person 
desir ing to water of any kind. 

SEO. 2. That any person, live-stock company, or corporation desiring to 

-avail themselves of the provisionsof this act shall file a declaratory statement 


United States land office in the district where the land is situated, which 
statement shall describe the land where such reservoir is to be or has been 
constructed; shall state what business such corporation is engaged in; specify 
the capacity of the reservoir in gallons, and whether such company, person, or 
gd ha has filed upon other reservoir sites wi the same county; and 

so, how many. 

Sec. 3. That at any time after the completion of such reservoir or reser- 
voirs which, if not completed at the date of the this act, shall be 
constru and completed within two years ing such declaratory 
statement, such person, company, or corporation shall have the same accu- 
rately surveyed, as hereinafter provided, and shall file in the United States 
land office in the district in which such reservoir is located a map or plat 
showing the location of such reservoir, which map or plat shall be transmitted 
by the register and receiver of said United States land office to the Secretary 

the Interior and hgh ae by him, and thereafter such land shall be re- 
served from sale bf e Secretary of the Interior so long as such reservoir 
is kept in repair and water kept therein. 

Sk. 4. That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this act. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CROW AND FLATHEAD INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


The bill (S. 1935) providing for a commission to negotiate with 
the Crow and Flathead Indians for the cession of portions of their 
tive reservations in the State of Montana was considered 

as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with an amendment, to add the following as a new section: 

Seo. 2. That the ents made under the provisions of this act shall 
E 
ments of lands to said Indians during the time said tments are inalienable. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LANDS IN ALABAMA, MISSISSIPPI, AND ARKANSAS, 

The bill (H. R. 1244) to confirm certain cash entries of offered 
lands was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 


Mr. HILL. I suggest that the next three orders of business, the 
resolution providing for an investigation into sales of United States 
bonds in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896, the resolution as to the 


claimant to a seat in the Senate from the State of Delaware, and 
the bill (S. 2147) establishing additional regulations concerning im- 
migration to the United States, go over. Each of them will lead 
to some debate. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move, notwithstanding the Senator's objec- 
tion, that the Senate procena to the consideration of the resolution 
submitted by me on the 12th of February, providing for a commit- 
tee of five Senators to investigate and report generally all the 
material facts and circumstances connected with the sale of 
United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 
1894, 1895, and 1896. e had it before the Senate twice on two 
different days and we had an opportunity then to discuss the reso- 
lution. Ido not see why we might not as well take it up now, 
unless we can procure unanimous consentto set a particular time 
when it may be considered. I would not object to that course. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Senator from Kansas asking 
for? We can not hear him on this side. 

Mr. PEFFER. Order of Business 332 was called,and the Sena- 
tor from New York objected to its present consideration. Imove 


that the Senate p to its consideration, notwithstanding the 
ig sg 
HILL. I suggested that the next three measures on the 


Calendar should go over, as each of them would lead to debate. 
I thought it would expedite business. It is no use to take up 
those matters now. 

Mr. FRYE. Unanimous consent was given to proceed with the 
Calendar of unobjected cases under the five-minute rule. Ido 
not think the Senator from Kansas can, under that agreement, 
make the motion which he proposes to make, 

Mr. HOAR. Does that unanimous-consent agreement last for- 


ever? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand that any Senator can move to 
take up a measure from the Calendar without violating sucha 
unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. TELLER. That is done a hundred times, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It is always done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It can be taken up by unanimous consent, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But if objected to, a Senator can move to pro- 
ceed with its consideration. It has been done repeatedly during 
the short time I have been in the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Thatis done when we proceed with the Calendar 
under the ordinary rule. 

Mr. PEFFER. My motion is to proceed to the consideration of 
the resolution. 

Mr. HILL. I will raise the question whether under the exist- 
ing status the motion of the Senator from Kansas is in order. 

r. COCKRELL (to Mr. Hitt). Object to the consideration 
of the resolution. 

Mr. HILL. I object, then. 

Mr. TELLER. The motion to take up must certainly be in 
order. There can not be any question about that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. y impression about the present 
status is that unanimous consent was asked that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of unobjected cases on the Calendar. A 
number of Senators have gone away from the Chamber under the 
impression that that would be the order for the remainder of the 
day. Icame very near going myself, believing that nothing what- 
ever would be done except that cases unobjected to would be 
taken up. When a unanimous-consent agreement of that sort has 
been given in the Senate it seems to me that it would be a viola- 
tion of it for any Senator afterwards to move to procced to the 
consideration of any business objected to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is objected to. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator mean that we should spend the 
whole day on the Calendar? Ishould like to have the unanimous- 


consent a ment read. 
` Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood it to be the agreement 
that we would spend the afternoon on the Calendar. 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that isa very proper appeal 
to make to the Senate, but it does not raise the question that we 
can not move to take up the resolution. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I rose for the purpose of asking the 
Senator from Kansas not to insist on taking it up, as we had 
agreed to proceed to the consideration of unobjected cases on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. TELLER. That might be persuasive, but the motion can 
not be held to be out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that under the 
rule a motion to proceed to the consideration of the resolution is 
in order unless there has been some agreement on the part of the 
Senate that such a motion shall not be made. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I make a suggestion tothe Senator from 
Kansas? I suggest that he ask unanimous consent that we pro- 
ceed to the consideration of this resolution to-morrow. It has 
a most remarkable career. We were all apparently in favor of 
it. The junior Senator from Massachusetts . LODGE] brought 
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in a resolution to take its place, which was less drastic than this 
resolution, and it was defeated by an overwhelming majority. 
From that day to this neither the Senator from Kansas nor any- 
body else has able to get up a resolution inquiring into these 
bond sales, and finally the Senator from Kansas, with that patience 
which characterizes him, has waited until finally the business of 
the Senate has rolled around until it has reached it; and now the 
Senator from New York objects. 

Mr. HILL. It had better keep rolling, then. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. In a moment, if the Senator from New York 
will pardon me. Now it will go over again until some other after- 
noon, when it will drift along, and when we come to it somebody 
else will object or it will not come within the unanimous-consent 
agreement. I askthe Senator from New York if he is notinclined 
to agree that we shall at least fix upon some time when this meas- 
ure may be discussed and the Senate will give him an hour? I 
apprehend the Senator from Kansas is not insistent upon this 

ternoon. 


tion was raised that we sto then to enter on a fight upon the 
question of emg up a bill for consideration. This resolution 
will lead to considerable debate; in the language of the Senator 


from Maine, a brief debate. It can not be taken up very well this 
afternoon, but at any time when the Senate wants to enter upon 
this subject and we shall not be cut off by the morning hour, as I 
have been twice, I have no objection to proceeding with it. But I 
want to know the time a little in advance. I have not my papers 
here or anything else, and I certainly shall not proceed if I can 
help it this afternoon. 

. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
if he will agree upon some time to-morrow when the resolution 


may be called apr 

Mr. HILL. e Senator from Oregon . MITCHELL] has 
notified us that to-morrow we shall have proceed with the 
Du Pont case. Then another Senator notified us that an appro- 
priation bill will be ready for to-morrow. Any time you can set 
5 and proceed with it until it is disposed of will be all 


r. TELLER. I understand that there is a speech or two to 
be made to-morrow. Will the Senator accept the next day; that 
is, Wednesday? 

Mr. HILL. What hour do you want to fix it for? 

Mr. TELLER. Two o'clock. Would that suit the Senator? 

Mr. PEFFER. Fifteen minutes after 2. 

Mr. TELLER. Or fifteen minutes after 2. 

Mr. HILL. Iwish to make another suggestion to the Senator. 
I introduced a resolution some time ago and the Senate passed 
one requesting the Secretary of the Treasury to transmit to the 
Senate alist of the bidders and certain facts in connection with 
the transaction, and I had supposed that it had been answered. 
I find that it has not. I want a copy of that information. I pre- 
fer not to proceed with the debate until thatreport has been made. 
I do not know why the delay is that it has not yet been produced. 
I want that information before we proceed with the discussion. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator that he could get that 
to-morrow without any trouble if we do not take up the resolu- 
tion until the next day. He can certainly get the information to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HILL. The report has not been made. 

Mr. TELLER. A telegram sent to the Department this after- 
noon will bring it to-morrow, I have not any doubt. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. A suggestion was made by my colleague 
which possibly the Senator from New York did not understand. 
It is that we fix upon day after to-morrow. 

Mr.-PEFFER. At half past 2 day after to-morrow. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. At any time on that day, so that we can 
agree to take up the resolution. Ý 

Mr. PLATT. I believe I will object to any unanimous-consent 
arrangement. 

Mr. GORMAN. So would I. 

Mr. PLATT, Agreements are made here in a thin Senate, and 
75 have a great deal of trouble with them when the Senate is 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the request 
of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to serve notice upon the Senator 
from Connecticut that we will take the resolution up, if a majority 
of the Senate vote for it; and we shall take it up very soon, too, if 
we do not do so to-day. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. 15 the Senate is not too thin, we will take it 


up now. I understand that the motion of the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PEFFER] is before the Senate. 

. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not insist upon that 
course. It will simply be a waste of time to attempt that now. 
The Senator well knows the resolution can be taken up at any 
time; there is no trouble about that; but you do not want it taken 
up when it would be simply a waste of time and not accomplish 


anything. Thatis the point I make. There are plenty of votes 
here to take up the resolution whenever you want to bring it be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. I have no objection whatever that a motion 
should be made now or at any time to take up the resolution. 
have no objection to the resolution, but I simply desire to exercise 
a privilege which one Senator has not tomakeagreements by unan- 
imous consent that we shall proceed at a fixed time to the consid- 
eration of a certain measure and find when the time comes that 
it is very inconvenient. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to say one word before the discussion pro- 
ceeds any further, because there seems to be a misapprehension 
certainly on the part of the Senator from New York. The Cal- 
endar, under Rule VIII, is the regular order immediately after the 
routine business every morning. If nothing intervenes the Cal- 
endar is taken up after the morning business and you commence 
with the cases where you left off on the last consideration. Then 
any motion to proceed to the consideration of a resolution or bill 
on the Calendar is clearly in order, notwithstanding an objection 
may be made. But we are proceeding with the Calendar exce 
tionally to-day, under a unanimous request made that we might 
proceed to consider the unobjected cases. To-morrow morning, 
after the routine business is completed, the Calendar is in order, 
and the first business on it is the resolution of the Senator from 
Kansas. All that he has then to do is to ask that we proceed or 
move that we proceed to the consideration of the Calendar, and 
that resolution comes up; and if anyone makes an objection, a 
motion can at once be made.to proceed to the consideration of 
the resolution notwithstanding the objection. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The explanation of the Senator from Maine 
is as lucid as a well, but the misapprehension arises from the fact 
that there was a unanimous-consent ment that we should 
proceed to the consideration of the Calendar. In the minds of 
many of us here that was not intended to last any specific length 
of time. It was early in the afternoon when it was agreed to, and 
many of us have been looking along hoping that when this reso- 
lution was reached in due course it would receive consideration. 
We apprehended, and very e & that no Senator would ob- 
ject, and that we would bring it before the Senate. I suggest to 
the Senator from Kansas that if there is Calendar business to be 
transacted this afternoon, he give notice that he will move to take 
up the resolution to-morrow at some time, perhaps after the re- 
marks of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. The reso- 
lution does not happen to be casually objected to, I do not mean 
by the Senator from New York, but I mean its progress is not 
casually objected to. It has been shoved over day after day and 
day after day, and something has alwayshappened why we should 
not consider the investigation of the bond measure. In my 
opinion and in the opinion, I know, of very many Senators the 
time of the Senate could be just as well taken up in the discussion 
of the question of the sale of the bonds and of the policy of the 
Government which led to them as in discussing many of the ab- 
stract 3 which have taken the time of the Senate for 
many days in the past few weeks. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think we can obviate all this difficulty by a 
simple notice. I give notice that to-morrow, immediately after 
the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE], I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask the Senator from Missouri to 
withhold that motion for one moment. I want to ask unanimous 
consent of the Senate to call up a bill authorizing the extension of 
a right of way to build a railroad in the Indian Territory. It will 
take but a few minutes to dispose of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is it a House or a Senate bill? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is a House bill. 

Mr. BROWN. I 1 the notice of the Senator from Kansas, 
that he will moye to take up the resolution, will not interfere with 
the unfinished business Which is set for to-morrow. 

Mr. FRYE. That comes up at 2 o'clock. 

Mr COCKRELL. No notice can interfere with the regular 
order. 


INTEROCEANIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to proceed 


to the consideration of the bill (H.R.5914) to amend an act to 
authorize the Interoceanic Railway Company to construct and 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I yield temporarily until that can be dis- 


posed of. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 154) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Indianapolis, Ind. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an 
amendment, in section 2, line 4, after the word two,“ to insert 
„purchase, at a cost not exceeding $200,000, 15,200 square feet of 
ground amoming te present site, and to”; and in lines 9 and 10, 
after the word dings,” to insert with the additional ground 
purchased”; so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That if, in the judgment of the Secretary of the „it shall 
be deemed in the best interest and economy of the public service, he is hereby 
. lieu ay F or tai acato 

the t site, and to ORRA the present United States court-honse and 
ce and other 5 down and removed, and to cause to 
iidings, ased 


Bo erected on the sito of said eee gre > 
a new public building for the nse and accommodation of the Government 


offices, upon sketch drawings, and detailed estimates to be pared 
and approved as be in oni teckion 3 OF thin ick: RER OORE not exceeding 
said sum of $2,000, 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

The bill wa e be engrossed f third reading, read 

e was 0 to be en ‘or a thi i 
the third time, and passed. ; 
DESTRUCTION OF INCOME-TAX RETURNS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 24) pontng for theimmediate destruction of 
income-tax returns, and so forth. It is a measure reported by the 
Finance Committee unanimously, and it will take but a moment 
for its consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MAURICE RIVER LIGHT-HOUSE, ETO. 


Mr, SEWELL. I ask leave to call up the bill (H. R. 55) for the 
establishment of a light-house and fog-signal station at or near 
Big Oyster Bed Shoal, New Jersey. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments, in line 3, 
after the word “ that,” to strike out a light-house and fog-signal 
station and insert range lights and keeper’s quarters”; and in 
line 4, after the word near,” to strike out Big Oyster Bed Shoal, 
pen of the” and insert the entrance to”; so as to make the 


rs be established 


Be it enacted, etc., That range lights and keeper’s 
. — eat v. New Jersey: Pro- 


at or near the entrance to Maurice River. Delaware 
vided, That the same shall not cost more than $4500. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the establish- 
ment of a light-house and fog-signal station at or near the en- 
trance to Maurice River, New Jersey.” 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 3292) granting an honorable discharge to Seth 
Porter Church, alias Samuel Church, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

JOSEPH W. FISHER. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the request 
of the House of Representatives to furnish the House with a cer- 


tified ossed copy of the bill (S. 640) to increase the pension of 
Joseph W. Fisher, to replace the original en copy, which 
had m lost; and, by unanimous consent, the request was com- 


plied with. 
x EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
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sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes t in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
March 31, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 30, 1896. 
GOVERNOR OF ARIZONA. 

Benjamin J, Franklin, of Phoenix, Ariz., to be governor of 
Arizona, vice Louis C. Hughes, removed. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

John B. Dusenberry, of New Jersey, to be an assistant appraiser 
of merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York, in the place of Henry W. Hart, deceased. 

CHIEF ENGINEER, REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Asst. Engineer Willits Pedrick, of New Jersey, to be a 
chief pua in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
in the p of Stephen Keogh, deceased. 


POSTMASTERS. 

Ansel E. Chamberlin, to be postmaster at Dalton, in the coun 
of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Anson 
Chamberlain, to correct error in name. 

Mollie E. Goolsby, to be postmaster at Chatham, in the county 
of Pittsylvania and State of Virginia, in the place of James Carter, 
whose commission will expire April 8, 1896. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Capt. Allen V. Reed, to be a commodore in the Navy from the 
28th of February, 1896 (subject to the examinations required by 
law), vice Commodore Thomas O. Selfridge, promoted. 

Commander Francis A. Cook, to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 28th of February, 1896, vice Capt. Allen V. Reed, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Charles T. Hutchins, to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 28th of February, 1896, vice Commander Francis 
A. Cook, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 30, 1896. 
è CONSUL. 
Clement J. Dietrich, of Maryland, to be consul of the United 
States at Nantes, France. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Infantry arm. 
3 Sol. Hugh Albert Theaker, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
colonel. 
Ha, George Briggs Russell, Fifth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel. 
Capt. Charles Porter, Eighth Infantry, to be major. 
First Lieut. Robert Fisher Ames, Eighth Infantry, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Frederic Homer Sargent, Seventh Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 
Cavalry arm. 
First Lieut. George Horace Morgan, Third Cavalry, to be cap- 


tain. 
Second Lieut. Edwin Moore Suplee, Second Cavalry, to be first 


lieutenant. 
To be second lieutenant, cavalry arm. 
Candiđate Corp. Herman A. Sievert, Company G, Twelfth 
Infantry. 
To be second lieutenants, infantry arm. 
Candidate Corp. Frederick B. Shaw, Company A, Twenty-first 


Infantry. 
: eee Corp. Reuben S. Turman, Company G, Sixteenth 
antry. 
candidate Sergt. William B. Cochran, Company B, Fifth 
antry. 
Candidate Sergt. Harry F. Rethers, Company A, First Infantry. 
Infantry arm. 
First Lient. Robert Nelson Getty, Twenty-second Infantry, to 
be captain. 
Second Lieut. Harold Lincoln Jackson, Fifteenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Charles E. Wills, to be postmaster at Homer, in the county of 
o 
ore Smi ter a , in the county of 
Orange and State of New York. n ty 
Patrick J. Ryan, to be postmaster at Durand, in the county of 
Pepin and State of Wisconsin. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, March 80, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. Coupen. { 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday was read and ap- 
proved. s 

CORRECTION, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to 
a matter in connection with the RECORD which places me in 
rather an awkward position. At the evening session on Friday 
last, speaking of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I used lan- 
guage which I now read from the RECORD: 


They have brought in a measure here that, in the main and practically in 
all respects, is a most valuable s forward in this matter of pensions, and 
Iam not willing to be a member of a House, ora member of a 8 party, 
or a member of a committee, and stand by and hear an adyan taken that 
I know is not a fair advantage— 


And then I went on to say— 


a ere eee ee ae aie Ca a I only a cogent, bake eon 
im) 1 

he will fugle —.— before he — e 

Now, if there was nothing to justify or provoke the use of that 
language, I am placed in the position of using ressions that 
under ordi circumstances I should not use. e fact, how- 
ever, is that the gentleman from Illinois pe CONNOLLY], in his 
remarks preceding what I said, had used this language: 


But, sir, we are so b Presidents—this Congress is filled up with 
2 poe y candidates for Presidency, so many fuglemen for other candi- 
tes. 


men here. Ii 


It was in response to that remark of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois that I used the language which I have quoted; but for some 
reason or other—God only knows what it is—the gentleman’s 
remark does not appear in the printed RECORD, so that I am left 
in the position of having made a slash at something that does not 
appear to exist. As the thing stands in the RECORD, it looks as if 
Thad originated this word fugleman“ and was playing upon it 
and charging it upon the gentleman from Illinois, whereas in fact 
he first introduced the expression, though his printed remarks do 
not show that fact. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman from Ohio 
has referred to me and to something that I said at the last Friday 
night's session, I wish to state that whatever oy ae in the REC- 
ORD as having been said by me is just what the cial Reporters 
took down. Ar there is any mistake about it, it is not mine, for I 
have not changed a word or a letter. I certainly did not presume 
to charge that the gentleman from Ohio was a fugleman“ for 
any candidate for the Presidency. That, of course, could not be 
presumed for one moment from any remark of mine. Whatever 
appears in the RECORD is just what the Official rter took 
down. Ihave not been here long enough to learn trick of 
changing what I say on the floor with my pencil after I have said 
it. What I say here I am willing to stand by. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. AllIcansay is that the gentleman did use 
the words that I have attributed to him. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Then the gentleman should assail the re- 
porter, and not me. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not ‘‘assail” anybody. Iam defend- 
ing myself for having used that is senseless, in view of 
the condition of the RECORD. at is all. 

Mr, CONNOLLY, I suppose the apology will be received. 
[Laughter. 

The SPE. . The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing public business, [Laughter. 

DULUTH AND NORTH DAKOTA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill 55 R. 4254) granting to the Duluth and North 
Dakota Railroad pany right of way through certain Indian 
reservations in the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. JENKINS. I move that the amendments of the Senate be 
concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table, 


JOSEPH W, FISHER, 


Mr, ANDREWS, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Senate be Sea ate transmit to the House a certi- 


fied engrossed of the bill ( ed “An act to increase the - 
sion of 5 oseph W. er,“ to replace the original engrossed copy, whioh has 
been los 


GOOD FAITH WITH THE INDIANS. 
Mr. MONEY. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD a memorial of the legislature of the State of Mississippi, 
which I send to the desk. 
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The memorial was read in pat when 

Mr. DINGLEY said: I think it is unnecessary to have this ppe 
read. Isup there will be no objection to printing it in the 
RECORD, as it is a memorial of a State legislature. 

The SPEAKER. If there beno objection, the memorial will be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The memorial is as follows: 


Memorial of the legislature of the State of Mississippi to the Congress of the 
United States. 15 


Whereas the State of is composed largely of the lands ceded by 
the Chickasaw and Choctaw nations of Indians, by solemn treaties made by 
said Indians with the United States, by which said Indians acquired in ex- 
change therefor the lands on which they now live in the Indian Territory; and 

Whereas the Chickasaw Indians ceded all that part of our State from the 
Tombigbee on the east to the Mississippi River on the west, and the Choo- 
taws ceded all that part of our State from the Alabama line on the east tothe 
Mississippi River on the west and to the Gulf coast on the south; and 

Whereas the Five Civilized Tribes, the Chickasaws, Choctaws 8 
Creeks. and Seminoles, have ceded vast empires of lands to the Gove 
of the United States, out of which State after State has been carved, and have 
received in ex ge for vast domain, by solemn treaties and formal let- 
ters patent, what is known as the Indian Territory, west of the Mississippi 


River; an 

Whereas there is an effort now made before your honorable bodies 
Wee poet agg ae agra aga D F 
ve them, estroy autonom eir respective governments, 
fashioned, as they all are, on the Constitution and 5 our own 


the terms of 
Tribes of Indians, 
of re- 
west 
by an 


United States will forever secure and 
and successors the country so exchan with them; and if they prefer it 
the United States will cause a 8 or grant to be made to them for the 
same: Provided always, That such lands shall revert to the United States if 
the Indians become extinct or abandon same.” 

And by treaty made on the l4th day of February, the Government of 
the United States, by authorized commission, guaran their present home 
to the Cherokees (and all the other tribes), in the words following: 

“ARTICLE 1. The United States agree to possess the Cherokees (and same 
terms apply to the other tribes), and to tee it to them forever, and that 
goer y is Deroo pen of 7,000,000 acres of land,to be bounded as fol- 

ows (and here lan: bed), which includes the land now owned and 
by the Cherokees, and letters patent shall be issued by the United 
States as soon as practicable for the land hereby 8 * 
y of ber 29, 1835, the United States confirmed the grant and 
renewed 8 of a patent in the following words: 
“Ant. 3. e United tha 


treaty, the patent, exe- 
cu to the Cherokee Nation of Indians by the President of the United States, 
according to the act of 5 
This patent was issued mber 31,1839, and conveyed the lands to the 
Cherokee Nation, their heirs and successors, to hold forever.” 

By treaty of August 17, 1846, the United States further declared: 

“ ART, 1. That the lands now occupied by the Cherokee Nation shall be se- 


within the limits of the States of Mississippi, Ala- 
. Georgia, Flori and Tennessee, and to remove the Five Civilized 
Tribes to the west of the Mississippi River, that they the seventh 
article of the treaty of 1835 to grant to the Indian tribes, should they desire 
it, a delegate to the House of Representatives of the United States. 

At the close of the war between the States, the Cherokees and Chickasaws 
having raised regiments and taken sides with the Confederates, it became 
necessary to make new treaties, to define the relation of the Indian nation to 
the United States, and by the treaty of 1866, made after the close of the war, 


it was provided— 
Anf. 26. The United States tee to the ats of the Cherokee Nation 
(and same provision arenes all the Five Civilized Tribes) the 
eir 3 and protection 
d hostilities o 


peaceable possession 

and insurrections, an 

pereontan from interruption and intrusion 

3 States who may attempt to settle on their land or reside in their 
ry. 

“ART. 27, All persons not in the mili service of the United States not 
citizens of the nation are to be prohibi from coming into the Cherokee 
Nation, or remaining in the same, except as herein otherwise provided; and 
it is the duty of the United States Indian nt of the Cherokees to have 
such persons not lawfully residing or sojou therein removed from the 
nation, as they now are or hereafter may be required by the Indian inter- 
course laws of the United States. 


TREATY OF 1866. 
“ART. Z. The Choctaws and Chickasaws agree to such legislation as Congress 


and the President of the United States may deem necessary for the better 
administration of justice and the protection of the rights of personand prop: 


not in any wise interfere with or annul their present tribal organization, or 
i 1 rights, 8 privileges, or 


; and further agrees to renew the 
ities and other moneys noeruing under such treaty tion and acts of 
legislation from and after the close of the fiscal year on the 30th day 


June, in 
It will thus be seen that by ev Ang? stipulation between the United 
i by 2 1500 c 1 5 themselves 
y teed 


guaran A 
Now it is pro to do away with these governments, all republican, and 
e the Government of fie United States and the State 


yment of all annu- 
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constitutions and governments, and to forca them, against the most solemn 
treaty stipulations, to hold their lands in severalty. 

It must be remembered t these In were asked to give up their 
homes, and the homes of their wives and children, and the graves of their 
ancestors, and seek new homes in the then wilds of the West. All this they 
did for the whites. The love and reverence of the Chickasaws for the homes 
they left behind them is shown by the fact that in 8 counties of the 
Nation they took the names of the old counties they left behind. They have 
their Tishomingo, Choctaw, Pontotoc, as we have. The Indians gave up 
their homes with fear and dread; but when the brave old hero whom they 
had learned to honor and respect (for he never spoke to them with a forked 
5 said to them in their own beautiful and figurative language, 
2 land shall be yours as long as the grows and the water flows," 
they yielded, and sought a new home in the Western wilds, and have become 
a civilized and prosperous people. Shall our own Government go back on 
the word of the hero of New Orleans? While our Government is 


emanding 
that there shall be no dism 


of the territory of far-distant Vene- 
zuela, and proclaim: ts gern Ihe the far-distant Christians of Armenia 
and its horror of the kish barbarism which oppresses them, shall we p 
back on our pilghved faith to the weak Indian nations in our very midst, who 
have yielded to the white man an empire of lands, the richest and most fer- 
tile on the globe? Shall we tarnish the honor and bright fame of our Govern- 
ae by seeping punic faith with the weak and the helpless? 


em berin: 


Be it resolved the senate (the house concurring), That a copy, of this 
memorial, ed by the presijent of the senate and the speaker of the house, 
and by the secretary of state, with the great seal of the State at- 
tached, be forwarded to each of our Senators and each of our Representa- 
tives in the Congress of the United States. 


the house March 3, 1800 
FRANK A. CRITZ, 
Speaker of the House. 
Passed the senate March 14, 1896, 
J. H. JONES, 
President of the Senate, 


A true copy. 
[SEAL] J. L. POWER, Secretary of State. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 6248) making gs Petros for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1897, and for other purposes; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution (S. R. 114) authorizing and directing Bernard R. Green 
to exercise the duties and powers heretofore conferred upon the 
late Gen. Thomas L. Casey in relation to the construction and 
completion of the Library of Congress; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following bills and joint reso- 
lutions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 2629) to provide for the erection of a public buildin 
at Washington, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings aod 
Grounds, 

Joint resolution (S. R. 110) providing for the appointment of a 
commission, under the direction of the Secretary of War, for the 
preliminary survey, with pens, specifications, and approximate 
estimates of cost thereof, for the construction of a ship canal of 
approved width and depth from the lower shore of Lake Michigan 
to the Wabash River, and for the further investigation of the 
practicability of the construction of such waterway—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. ; 

A bill (S. 2546) concerning the court of appeals in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2346) to prescribe the times and paces of holding the 
district court of the United States in and for the District of 
Alaska—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 676) to amend an act entitled An act making ap- 
propriations for sun civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other ae ap- 

fovea alaror 2, 1895—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

roun 

Joint resolution (S. R. 107) to authorize Prof. Simon Newcomb, 
United States Navy, and Prof. Asaph Hall, United States Navy, 
to accept decorations from the Government of the Republic of 
France—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1724) authorizing the Kansas City, Watkins and Gulf 
Railwa: ce ot to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Black River, in Louisiana—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1872) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
exchange in behalf of the United States the tract of land at Choc- 
taw Point, Mobile County, Ala., now belonging to the United 
States and held for light-house purposes, with the Mobile, Jack- 
son and Kansas City Railroad Company for any other tract or 
parcel of land in said county equally well or better adapted for 
use for Pene hous purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 


A bill (S. 2609) to amend chapter 841, section 9, of the acts of 
1885, so far as the same prescribes the punishment of death for 
12 bes committing the offense of rape to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 116) authorizing the Public Printer to 
rint the Annual Pek pod of the Superintendent of the United 
tates Coast and etic Survey in quarto form and to bind it 

in one volume—to the Committee on Printing. 

Concurrent resolution— 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed of the report of the special agent for the protection ‘of the salmon 
fisheries of Alaska for the year 1594, 6,000 copies; 1,500 copies for the use of the 
Senate, 3.000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 
copies fcr the use of the Treasury Department— 


To the Committee on Printing. 
FREDERICK B. BETTS. 


Mr. PITNEY. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
zg for the relief of Frederi 
E CHB a) fo of bon Mics Beer Tene Partner ot 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby. 


authorized and directed to Gas. to Frederick B. Botts, surviving partner of 


the firm of Betts, Nichols & ,out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $250, being the amount of Treasury draft No. 
5453, on reawary interior warrant No. 4501, dated March 1, 1861, and drawn 
apon the assistant treasurer of the United States at New Orleans in favor 
of Lampson & Hendricks. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ishould like to have the gentleman make 
some explanation, It was almost impossible to understand the 
bill as read. r, ; ‘ 

Mr. PITNEY. Iwill explain the bill, or will have the report 
read, as the gentleman may prefer. 

Several MEMBERS. Explain it. 

Mr. PITNEY. In 1861, just before the outbreak of the war, a 
draft was issued by the assistant treasurer of the United States 
at Washington upon the subtreasury at New Orleans, payable to 
order of the firm of Sampson & Hendricks, who were merchants 
in Austin, Tex. It was passed by Sampson & Hendricks to the 
New York firm of Betts, Nichols & Co., in payment of an obliga- 
tion previously incurred. 

About the time that the draft was sent to New York the war 
commenced, and mail intercourse was suspended, so that the New 
York firm vould not send the draft to New Orleans for presenta- 
tion at the subtreasury there. They kept it until the close of the 
war and then mailed it to the Secretary of the Treasury at Wash- 
ington, stating that they desired the draft paid, but did not know 
whether it should be presented at New Orleans, and asking ad- 
vice from him as to how payment could be obtained. Owing to 
some oversight the Secretary of the Treasury pigeonholed the 
draft, and it was kept at the Department from t time until 
now, the letters in regard to it never having been answered. 
Thus payment has been prevented until the present time. The 
claim is a perfectly proper one. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Has there been any call upon the Treasury 
Department for an explanation of the circumstances. 

. PITNEY. There has been. And I have submitted to the 
Committee on Claims the original letters. I have copies here. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman kindly have them read? 
He speaks of letters having been ‘‘ pigeonholed”; and I think that 
in connection with such an accusation the defense of the Depart- 
ment ought to come in. 

Mr. PITNEY. Well, there are a number of the letters. 

Mr. geen Have them read, and I willreserve the right 
to object. 

Mr. PITNEY. Allright, sir; I ask the Clerk to read the com- 
munications which I send to the desk. The report, however, sets 
out the matter quite fully. I send a copy of it also to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the following 
re 


rt: 
Phe Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4632) for the 
relief of Frederick B. Betts, surviving partner of the firm of Betts, Nichols 


& Co., respectfully report: 

That they have carefully considered the said bill, and report it back to the 

House with the recommendation that the bill do pass. 
This is a claim for the pa nt of Treasury draft No. 5453, issued on Treas- 
Interior warrant No. 4801, dated March 1, 1861, drawn on the subtreasury 
at New Orleans in favor of Sampson & Hendricks, for . The considera- 
tion of the draft was the reut of rooms for the United States courts at Aus- 
tin, Tex., for three months ending December 20, 1830. Shortly after receiv- 
the draft, and on or about April 4, 1861, Sampson & Hendricks transferred 
it in the ordinary course of business to Messrs. Betts, Nichols & Co., of New 
York City, in 8 of a debt incurred prior to January 1. 1861. The draft 
was received from Sampson & Hendricks in Austin, Tex., by the collecting 
nt of the New York firm. It reached the latter firm in New York about 
y 10, 1861, just after the commencement of the war, when it was too late 
to send the draft from New York to New Orleans for presentation at the 
subtreasury there for payment. Messrs. Betts, Nicho Co. therefore 
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retained the draftin their possession until after the close of the war, and then 
(January 2, 1866) sent it to the Secre of the Treasury at W. n 
with a letter explaining that by reason of the war they had been unable to 
8 . to the assistant treasurer at New Orleans, letter closing with 
ese words: 
Not knowing whether there is now an assistant treasurer at New Orleans, 
weinclose it to you for payment or advice what to do with the same.” 
This letter, inclosing the draft, was duly received by the Secretary of the 
ury, but no answer was ever made to the letter, and the draft was re- 
tained in the Treasury Department from that day to this, and has never been 


d. 

On May 18, 1866, Betts, Nichols & Co. wrote again to the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the subject, but received no reply. 

On June 13, 1870, they wrote again to the Treas Department, and were 
informed by letter from the First Auditor that, as the draft was outstanding 
prior to April 13, 1861, it would be necessary for the holders to prove— 

“That the original owners of the draft, Sampson & Hendricks, and all other 
persons who have had, or who may now have, any interest in said draft, did 
not promote, encourage, or in any manner sustain the late rebellion, and were 
g ctly known during said rebellion to be opposed thereto and in favor of 

ts suppression.” 

Be Nichols & Co. were unable to furnish the required proof with refer- 
ence to Sampson & Hendricks. 

These requirements wereimposed by a joint resolution approved March 2, 
1867 (Rev. Stat., sec. 480). No such obstacle stood in the way of the payment 
of the draft when it was sent to the Treasury in January, 1803. nor did any 
other legal obstacle then exist. 

The joint resolution of 1867 is, in our opinion, unconstitutional and void, at 
least so far as a claim of this character is concerned. The Constitution pro- 
hibits the passage by Congress of any bill of attainder or ex post facto law. 
Your committee think that the joint resolution in question, in so far as it 
would operate to deprive Messrs. Betts, Nichols & Co., without a judicial 
trial, of property worth $250, for alleged offenses committed by a third 5 
previous to the of the resolution, is 3 unconstitutional. 

The Treasury draft under consideration was a good and valid obligation of 
the United States 5 at the time it was received by Betts, Nichols & 
Gon and we think it isso . Consequently, it ought to be paid without fur- 

er delay. 

F. B. Batts is the sole 5 8 of Betts, Nichols & Co., and enti- 
tled to collect the assets of the firm, including this draft. 

The claim is an old one, but that is not the fault of the claimant. At fre- 

uent intervals since the adverse action of the Treasury Department in 1870 

ongress has been petitioned to grant relief in the matter. 

‘A pill directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the claim passed the 
Senate in the Forty-cighth Con and again in the Fifty-first and Fifty- 
second Congresses, In each instance it failed of consideration in the House, 
although in the Fifty-second Congress it was favorably reported by the House 
Committee on Claims. [Copy.] 

py. 


349 BROADWAY, New York, January 2, 1866. 


Sin: We hand you the inclosed Treasury warrant, dated Washington, 
March 1, 1861, payau to and indorsed by Sampson & Henricks, of Austin, 
Tex., on assistant treasurer United States at New Orleans for $250. 

This was taken by our young man in winter of 1861 while in Austin, Tex., 
and before it reached us the war commenced, and we were unable to get it 
to present to assistant treasurer at Rew Orleans. 

ot knowing whether there is now an assistant treasurer at New Orleans, 
we inclose it to you for payment or advice what to do with the same. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servants, 
BETTS, NICHOLS & Co. 
Hon. Huan MCCULLOCH, 


Secretary of Treasury United States, Washington, D. C. 


{Copy.] 


117 BROADWAY, New York, June 13, 1870. 


Srr: On the 24 of January, 1866, we addressed a letter to the Hon. Hugh 
McCulloch, the then Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing Treasury warrant 
dated W. m, March 1, 1861, payable to and indorsed by Sampson & 
Henricks, of Austin, Tex., on assistant treasurer United States at New 
Orleans for $250. This was taken by our young man in winter of 1801 while 
in Austin, Tex., and before it reached us the war commenced, and we were 
unable to get it to present to assistant treasurer at New Orleans. 

Again we addressed the Department under date of May 18,1863, To neither 
of our letters have we ever received areply. Will you have the goodness to 
answer, and let us know if we can expect its payment? 


Yours, truly, 
BETTS, NICHOLS & CO. 
Hon. GEORGE S. BOUTWELL, 
Secretary of the Treasury United States, Washington, D. C. 


[Copy.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
June 20, 1870. 

GENTLEMEN: Your letter of the 13th instant, addressed to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, having been referred to this office, I caused a search to be made 
of the letter of January 2, 1866, therein referred to, and found from the rec- 
ords of the Secretary's Office that it had been referred, with the draft in- 
closed, to the Comptroller of the Treasury on the 4th of January, 1870, and 
open application to that office the letter and draft have been referred to this 
office for its Re raction. As this draft was outstanding and unpaid prior 
to April 13, 1861, it will be necessary for you to furnish satisfactory proof that 
the original owners of the draft, Sampson & Hendricks, and all other per- 
sons who have had or who may now have any interest in said draft did not 
8 encourage, or in any manner sustain the late rebellion, and were 
ctly known during said rebellion to be opposed thereto and in favor of 


its 5 
ery respectfully, ete., T. S. SMITH, Auditor. 


Messrs. BETTS, NICHOLS & Co., 
No. 117 Broadway, New York. 


(Copy.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 16, 1896. 
Srr: In reply to your verbal request of this date, I have the honor to state 
t an account was stated in the name of Sampson & Hendricks, per First 
Auditor's report No. 13216, for rent of rooms for the United States courts 


Direct post-office box 464. 


3353 


at Austin, Tex., for the three months ending December 20, 1860. Lapse 
1 was issued, and on this warrant a draft was issued as fol- 


warrant No. 
lows: 
No. 5453. Treasury warrant No. 4801. 
$250. TREASURY 
INTERIOR, OF THE 
UNITED STATES. 


WASHINGTON, March 1, 1361. 
= At sight, pay to Sampson & Hendricks, or orđer, two hundred and fitty 
ollars You: 


WM. B. RANDOLPH, 
Acting Treasurer of the United States, 
$250. 
F. BIGGER, Register of the Treasury. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER UNITED STATEs, 
New Orleans, La, 

(Indorsed): Sampson & Hendricks, 

On . 1866, this draft was sent to the Secre of the Treasury by 
Betts, Nichols & Co. On June 13, 1870, Betts, Nichols & Co. again wrote to 
the Secretary in regard to said draft. On June 20, 1870, the First Auditor 
wrote to Betts, Nichols & Co., stating that it would be necessary to prove the 
loyalty of the payees and of other persons who had had an interest in the 
draft, to and including the present holders. On June 21, 1870, Betts, Nichols 
& Co. wrote to the Auditor setting forth the following facts: 

“Our young man, now dead, was in Texas in 1860 and 1861 collecting for us. 
Sampson & endricks, Austin, Tex., bought 88 from us, aud our young 
man settled with them for bill of goods sold October 30, 1800. and took from 
them this Treasury draft in payment. 

This settlement was made on the 4th of April, 1861, and the draft did not 
reach us until after the 13th of April, 1861, and we then were unable to send 
it to New Orleans for collection. e do not suppose it is in our power to fur- 
nish you satisfactory proof that Sampson & Hendricks were not en 
the rebellion; we take it for granted they were. Of this we do not know. 
Now, at this writing, we do not know their residence. The Treasury draft is 
our sole property, and we are the only party from whom you want informa- 
tion. On this point we can satisfy you and the Department, and as we are 
the sole owners of the draft and as it came into our hands in the course of 
legitimate business we presume on your being satisfied about us is all that 
will be required for its payment." 

On June 22, 1870, the First Auditor wrote to Betts, Nichols & Co. that the 

uirements of his letter of the 20th must be complied with before payment 
of the draft could be made. 

The original draft, of which a copy is given herein, is now on file in my office. 


Respectfully, yours, 
R. M. COUSAR, Acti 
Hon. M. PITNEY, M. C., cting Auditor. 
House of Representatives. 


Copy. ] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FoR THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1896. 

Str: In reply to yours of the 15th instant, I inclose herewith copy of letter 
of Betts, Nichols & Co., to Hon. Hugh McCulloch, dated January 2, 1866, also 
copy 5 ie from Betts, Nichols & Co. to Hon. George S. Boutwell, dated 

une 13, 1870. 

In reply to your request for information as to what obstacle existed to the 
payment of the draft at the time it was presented, I would state that on Jan- 
uary 2, 1866, at the time that this draft was forwarded to the Secretary of tho 
Treasury Zor Coen there was no appropriation available to pay the same. 
The appropriation for payment of outstanding liabilities was made May 2, 
1866 (see sections 306, 307, and 308, Rey. Stat.). From May 3, 1866, to March 2, 
1867, the date of the act prohibiting payment of claims of this character, 
I do not know of any reason why this draft should not have been paid. It was 
held in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury, however, from January 2, 
1866, to June 13, 1870, without any action being taken in regard to the claim, 
so far as I have any knowledge. 

Respectfully, yours, R. M. COUSAR, Acting Auditor. 

Hon. MAHLON PITNEY, M. C., 

House of Representatives, 


Copy. ] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C, January 2h, 1896. 
Str: In reply to your letter of the 23d instant, making further inquiry in 
regard to the claim of Betts, Nichols & Co., I have the honor to state that the 
papers on file in this office fail to show that any reply was made by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to the letter of Betts, ichols & Co., da January 
2,1866. On inquiry in the office of the Secretary I can find no record of any 
communication to Betts, Nichols & Co. in ne ed to said letter. There is no 
record in this office or in the Department, so far as I can learn, of the receipt 
ve Phas 8 of 8 3 & 11901 of N 4 a 18, 1866. 
nfurther reply to your ingu wou ate that draft No. 5453 on Treas- 
ury warrant No. 4801, dated Maren 1, 1861, in favor of Sampson & Hendricks 
for $250, drawn on the assistant treasurer United States, New Orleans, La., 
and indorsed Sampson & Hendricks, has not been paid. 


Respectfully, yours, R 1. 0 k 
Hon. MAHLON PITNEY, M. C., E OORA A Aiton 
House of Representatives. 

Before the reading of the above was concluded, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied with what has 
been read. I ask that the remaining communications be printed 
in the RECORD, to accompany the bill. I make no objection to the 
present consideration of the bill. I believe it to be correct, from 
what I can gather. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move a formal amendment, to 
change in the last line of the bill the word Lampson” to “ Samp- 
son.“ It is a misprint in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


No. 5453. Registered March 1, 1861. 
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Marcu 30, 


eo cay and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
e, an $ 

On motion of Mr. PITNEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


BERNARD R. GREEN, 

Mr.QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk Senate joint reso- 
lution No. 114, authorizing and directing Bernard R. Green to 
exercise the duties and powers heretofore conferred upon the late 
Gen. Thomas L. Casey in relation to the construction and com- 

letion of the Library of Congress, and ask its present considera- 


on. 
The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection to its consideration. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, etc., That Bernard R. Green be, and is hereby, authorized and 
to assume and exercise all of the duties and powers heretofore con- 
the late Brig. Gen. Thomas L. Casey, in relation to the 
completion of Lib: 
for his servi 
expenses 


appro) tions for said Library building: Provided, 
incurred as prosecuting of sort work, including compensation of em- 
he Treasury and 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this resolution? 
Mr. . I Would like some explanation before consent is 
ven. 
6 r. QUIGG. Mr. S. , this resolution * appoints the 
successor to Gen y, who has been his chief assistant in 
the completion of the Library building. 

The haste in the of the resolution grows out of the fact 
that we are approaching the end of the month, and it will be very 
unfortunate fora gront many people whose compensation depends 
on the signature of the superintendent of construction unless we 
can pass the resolution before the first of the month. 

Mr. MILES. Is it not unusual to make an appointment of this 
character by joint resolution? 

Mr. QUIGG. It may be unusual, but we appointed General 
Casey. This is the Library of Congress, and the Fas pe is 
necessary, in order that there may be a superintendent in charge 
of the work. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman from New York will yield to 
me for a moment—— 

Mr. 8 With pleasure. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman from Maryland 
that a clause was attached, I believe, to the sundry civil appropri- 
ation bill, either of the last Congress or the preceding one, contin- 
uing General Casey in charge of the work, notwithstanding that 
he may have been retired. 

Mr. QUIGG. Precisely. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now General Casey is dead, and it is intended 
that this gentleman, who is familiar with the progress of the work, 
shall take his place and superintend the construction. 

Mr. QUIGG. That is correct. And the sum of money which is 
pou to be paid is the exact amount which has been paid to 

eral Casey for the same work. 

Mr. MILES. This amount, as I understand it, General Casey 
would have received had he lived? 

Mr. es Precisely. $ : 

Mr. GSTON. In the event that this appointment is not 
made, would not General Craighill necessarily and naturally take 
cha: 


tge? 

Mr. QUIGG. Oh, no 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then let me ask if General Casey has yet 
been buried? 

Mr. QUIGG. Ido not know. But the great Government of 
the United States must go on. 

Mr. MILES. Sofar as I am concerned, I have no objection to 
the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Green is already drawing 
a salary under the Government of the United States, and there 
ought to bea provision, if it is not already inserted in the bill, 
that this shall be in lieu of the compensation now received by him. 
I uko have it again read in order to see whether that point is 

ed or not. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be reported, if there 
bene ies ti i rted 

e joint resolution was again reported. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I am not sure that the point is guarded as it 
ought to be. 

Mr. QUIGG. Iam quite sure that it is, if the gentleman will 
permit me. Thesalary that this gentleman receives is one that he 
receives under the rule of the Treasury Department; that is, that 
he isappointed by the action of his superior and that appointment 
ends, and his salary ends with the new appointment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. With the statement made and that this is in 
lieu of the salary now received, I will content myself with the ex- 
planation given to accompany the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
and ordered to a third reading; and being read the third time, it 


Was passed. 

On motion of Mr. QUIGG, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the legi lative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill; that the bill be printed, the Senate 
amendments numbered, and the bill refe to the Committee 
on — 5 riations. 

The KER. The e ee from Pennsylvania asks that 
the House take up the legislative bill with the Senate amend- 
ments, and that the amendments be printed and numbered, and 
the bill referred to the Committee on Appropriations. Without 
objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

BENJAMIN HARRISON, 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of Senate joint resolution 111, to authorize 

njamin Harrison to accept certain medals presented to him 
while President of the United States. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That Benjamin Harrison be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
accept certain medals presented to him by the Governments of Brazil 
Spain during the term of his service as President of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. STEELE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CANNON. Imove that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

CUBA. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, before the House proceeds to the con- 
sideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill, I desire to give 
notice that as soon as that bill is disposed of I will present a con- 
ference report on the Cuban resolutions. : 

Mr. BR . Why not present it now? 

Mr. HITT. I had proposed to bring it up, but the gentleman 
from Illinois, my colleague, desired to consider the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, owing to its great importance; and my col- 
wanes on the Foreign Affairs Committee assenting to it, lagreed 
with him that the conference report should not be brought up 
for debate until the disposition of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. How long will that probably take? 

Mr. HITT. Iam assured that the sundry civil bill will be dis- 
posed of very shortly. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Cannon, the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7664) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, with Mr. Hor- 
KINS in the chair. 

Mr. CANNON, I ask unanimous consent that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. I will take the floor and briefly explain some 
of the provisions of this bill. 

say now that I probably shall want to take fifteen or 
twenty minutes to make a statement about the bill, and if the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] is prepared now to state how 
much time the minority desire for general debate we might make 
an ent upon that subject. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I have not consulted with the 
minority as to whether or not any member of the minority desires 
to discuss this bill, bnt inasmuch as no one has approached me on 
the subject, I take it for ted there will be no di ition to 
delay the House in considering the bill item by item. I shall only 
want ten or fifteen minutes to reply to the gentleman from Nli- 
nois, and my opinion is that that will be the only time that the 
see ef ill desire for general debate. 

Mr. CANNON. Would the gentleman care about agreeing now 
that we close general debate on or before the expiration of one 
hour, on my assurance that he may have at least thirty minutes 
of that time if he desires it? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly; I do not object to that. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; I ask, then, unanimous consent 
that general debate be closed upon this bill on or before the expi- 
ration of sixty minutes. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Right in that connection I desire to ask the 
tleman from Illinois a question. There is a paragraph in this 
with reference to the Bureau of ving and Printing. 
When we reach that paragraph in the bill I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman to pass it by, going on with his bill, that we may recur to 
this paragraph at the close of the bill. When that occurs, should 
the gentleman concede my request, I desire more than five min- 
utes’ time, for the reason that it covers a proposition which I have 
been looking into with some care and about which I think the 
House should be informed. 5 

Mr. CANNON. I am perfectly willing when we reach it to 
adjust the time satisfactorily to the gentleman. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I presume 
that the chairman of the committee has blocked out his own plan 
for the use of the thirty minutes. Now, unless he has planned to 
explain an item here on page 45, I should like to make the same 
reservation with regard to that item. 5 

Mr. CANNON. at is the item? À 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. The Alaska seal fisheries. 
I should like to make the same reservation in regard to that as the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrycHam] made with regard 
to the other item. I should like to ask a question or two. Possi- 
bly it may not take very long. 

r. C. ON. It be under the five- minute rule. My recol- 
lection is we give the current-law estimates for the fiscal year for 
the seal fisheries. That is what we recommend. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Unless the explanation should 
be satisfactory, I would like more than five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. There will be no trouble about that. I can 
yield to the gentleman such time as he may desire. Gentlemen 
understand that under the five-minute rule in a bill of this kind 
there is always a little give and take about the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that general 
debate upon the bill be limited to sixty minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? eee a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CANN ON. Mr. Chairman, if the committee will give me 
its attention for a very few minutes I think I can give general 
information about this bill that it may desire to hear, I have no 

urpose to enter into any lengthly discussion or debate about it. 

want what I do say to be practical, and as to the bill in hand. 
The name of this bill itself to some extent describes it. It is the 
sundry civil bill. In the main it covers items that the Army, the 
Post-Office, the naval, the deficiency, the fortifications, and the 
other twelve or thirteen general appropriation bills do not carry. It 
has been constructed as heretofore, substantially within the law. In 
fact, appropriations not authorized by law are subject to points 
of order; and your committee ize that as the House in its 
wisdom has made thisrule, that in a great bill of this kind, cover- 
ing the sundry civil items in the public service, there is but one 
way to safely constructit, namely, to obey the rules of the House, 
ind recommend for your consideration appropriations within the 
rules and within the law. I need not say that it is not satisfac- 
tory to me as an individual in some instances, and I dare say is 
not 5 as to some item or items to every member of 
the House; and yet in your wisdom you have made the rules, and 
we can not have safe appropriations and proper appropriations 
except as we adhere to the rule. Your committee this session, as 
in the main in former Congresses, in the preparation of the bill 
adhered to the rule. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Will the gentleman tell us if there are any items in this 
bill not provided for by existing law? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not recollect any. If there be any, Iam 
perfectly willing to call attention to them and let the point of 
order be made, and I invite the point of order. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask the chairman of the committee for this 
information, as he is necessarily familiar with this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not now recollect any, but in so greata 
bill as this, composed of so many items, there may be something 
not authorized by law. I say again, I welcome the point of order 
on anything in this bill that not law at the back of it. 

Mr. RIC DSON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman if the sun- 
dry civil bill has not heretofore carried appropriations for the 
Garfield a and similar institutions in this city, and to 
inquire whether they are omitted from this bill. 

. CANNON. The names of hospitals are omitted in the 
but the committee recommends the money for the purpose; and 
think the gentleman will find, when we reach the item, that it is 
a wise provision. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I had my attention attracted to the item, 
and knew the gentleman was familiar with it. 

Mr. CANNON. Attention will be called to it. I do not know 
that I will call attention to it in my general remarks, because my 
time is limited; but when we reach the real debate, in the con- 
sideration of the bill by items, it will receive attention, 


2 


Now, then, the regular estimates submitted by the Executive, 
upon which this bill is based, will be found in the Book of Estimates 


for the fiscal year 1897, and those estimates ag te $40,000,000 in 
round numbers, and on the basis of those estimates there is a rec- 
ommendation in the accompanying bill of $29,500,000 in round 
numbers, being almost $11,000,000 less than the estimates, and in 
round numbers $17,000,000 less than the law for the current year. 
This would seem to be a great reduction, yet we care substantially 
for the public service as well as, and in many instances better 
than, the law for the current year. It is proper that I should very 
briefly state to the committee wherein the items of this bill carry 
almost $17,000,000 less than the sundry civil law for the current 
year. They are very few. On river and harbor contracts we give 
$8,408,000, in round numbers, less than the current law calls for. 
For refund of sugar bounty $5,238,000 was provided in the cur- 
rent law, and there is no provision made this year. In fact, the 
law has been repealed. For the Library building the current law 
carried $900,000, The urgent deficiency bill that pas ewig carries 
$480,000; and that completes the buil For public buildi 

we give $1,838,000 less than the current law, which is all that 
required for river and harbor work under contract and for public 
buildings until the sundry civil bill—this same bill—will become 
a law on the 3d day of March next. 

Mr. SAYERS. . Chairman, I hope the gentleman will state 
in this connection that he appropriates only until the 8d of March 
for public buildings and to execute river and harbor contracts. 

. CANNON. Oh, yes; certainly. Now, these items amount 
to $16,386,000, and substantially explain how and why this bill that 
we now 5 1 to the House is less than the current law. 

Mr. Mc IN. Will the gentleman state in that connection 
what the reason is for this extraordinary method of appropriation? 

Mr. CANNON. In the first place, let me call attention to the 
fact that I apprehend the only difference substantially between the 

mtleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] and myself touching this 

ill lies in the recommendation of the committee in the bill which 
provides for all contract work touching rivers and harbors and 
public buildings for eight months of the fiscal year coming, instead 
of, as he claims, I presume—although he can make the claim him- 
self—that it ought to provide for the whole twelve months. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will be candid with the gentleman and with 
the committee, and will state that with the exception of those two 
classes of appropriations I have no fault to find with the remainder 
of the bill. I believe that with those exceptions it is a good bill. 
It is a clean bill. There are no jobs init. But, Mr. Chairman, I 
shall contend when I get the fioor that in this res it is a de- 

arture from the custom that has obtained in the House, at least 

uring the eight years tbat I have been a member of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, to appropriate only for eight months in- 
stead of for twelve. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention 
briefly to the practice of the House touching continuous-contract 
work. In my judgment the bill, in its recommendations for ap- 
propriations of that haracter, is right. It cares for the public 
service and cares for it logion and fully, and not only is the 
bill right upon the merits, but I call the attention of my friend 
from Texas to the fact thatit comes in the line of precedent. The 
bill appropriates all that the Departments estimate will be required 
up to March 3, 1897, to meet authorized contracts for construct- 
ing public buildings and for river and harbor work. On the 3d 
of March, 1897, the sundry civil bill to be at the next ses- 
sion of Congress will become a law and should, and undoubtedly 
will, make provision in proper and ample measure for paying for 
the work under the contracts. 

Now, I call the attention of the House to the fact that the a 
propriations for rivers and harbors and public buildings, li 
appropriations for fortifications, are available for expenditure as 
soon as made, and continue available until exhausted. Let me 
explain. Themoney appropriated by this bill for all of the public 
service for which it provides, except the contract work that I 
have spoken of, becomes available on the ist day of next July; 
but for river and harbor contract work and for public buildings 
the amounts hereby appropriated become available the moment 
the bill is signed, and remain available through all time until the 
money is expended. All other appropriations made in the bill do 
not become available until the beginning of the next fiscal year, 
and must be expended or contracted for within two years. So it 
will be seen that there is a well-marked distinction between a 

riations for fortifications, for contract work for rivers and 

2 5 and for public buildings and all other . and I 
Sf gentlemen comprehend the distinction clearly. 

ow, the policy of authorizing contract in advance of appro- 
priation for public buildings and for river and harbor improve- 
ments was aor ae by the Fiftieth Congress on the sundry 
civil act for 1890. It applied at that time only to the Congres- 
sional Library building. That, I believe, was the last Congress of 
which Mr. Carlisle was S. r, and the continnous-contract sys- 
tem was at that time to apply to the Congressional Library 
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building; that was the commencement of thesystem. The Fifty- 
first Congress, in the sundry civil act for 1891, extended the con- 


tract maem to the Washington City post-office building. The 
Fifty-third Congress, in the sundry civil act for 1895, when my 
friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] presided over the Committee on 
Appropriations, further extended the authorization of contracts 
to the ublic buildings at Buffalo, Kansas City, Omaha, and St. 
Paul, the limit of cost on none of which was less than $500,000, 
and in the sundry civil act for 1896, passed at the last session of 
Congress, the authority was again extended to a number of unfin- 
ished buildings, including one whose total cost was limited to 


Now, until this continuous-contract system was inaugurated 
members might well have been anxious about the amount of the 
appropriations carried in the bills, because it was necessary that 

e appropriation should be made and should become available 
before the contract could be made for any given work, and the 
contract could not exceed the appropriation; but under the con- 
tinuous-contract system contracts to ca gs pd buildings can be 
made from the time the first spadeful of earth is disturbed to 
make the foundation until the building is completed to the dome, 
without reference to the amount that is appropriated; and the 
same applies to contracts for completing river and harbor work. 
The contract is made practically in these great works long before 
the appropriations are made, and the contractor ees to do the 
work and take his pay as the appropriations are made. The Fifty- 
first Congress, in the fortifications act—and I ask the attention of 
my friend from Texas especially to this—the Fifty-first Congress, 
in the fortifications acts of 1890 and of February 24, 1891, author- 
ized contracts to the amount of $4,250,000 to made for steel 
breech-loading kna for fortifications. That contract is not yet 
complete. The Fifty-second Congress, in the fortifications acts of 
1893 and 1894, also authorized contracts for armament for fortifi- 
cations amounting to $1,676,000 in excess of the appropriations. 

After the first regular session of the Fifty-third Congress, in 
preparing to meet the contract obligations under the fortifications 
act, the House Committee on Appropriations, so well presided over 
by my worthy and able friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], provided 
only sufficient sums to meet the contracts until March 3 of that 
fiscal year—March3, 1895. Provision was not made for the whole 
fiscal year, but precisely such a provision was made as we propose 
to mato here in regard to this contract work. 

That action distinctly established the precedent of appropriat- 
ing at a long session of Congress for contract work only sufficient 
money to meet maturing contracts until March 3 of the following 
fiscal year, on which date the appropriation bills passed at a short 
session must necessarily go into effect. And the gentleman from 
Texas and his committee did wisely when they so provided for the 
public service, because the contracts were made, the work was 
going on, and the appropriations when made were 5 
available; they never lapsed, They rested upon an porey if- 
ferent principle and an entirely different foundation from the 
other appropriations. Let me say again, the pppronriationa for 

ublic buildings and rivers and harbors are exactly like those for 
Fortifications. In other words, they are excepted from the opera- 
tion of the covering-in act of 1874; they are without limitation as 
to the time of their 5 and without restriction as to the 
iod within which they be expended. Under these con- 
Fitions there is no necessity for measuring according to the re- 
uirements of a fiscal year the amounts to be appropriated for 
either of these three classes of continuous-contract work. Onthe 
other hand, it is both reasonable and businesslike to gauge the 
appropriations by the natural periods within which Congress is 
called upon to enact money bills 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend allow me a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If I understand the gentleman’s explanation, 
this method of proceeding does not diminish the expenditures of 
the Government at all—— 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But simply diminishes the amount that this 
Congress seems to be charged with as an expenditure. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, that is a matter of argument. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The appropriation is made up to the expira- 
tion of the Congress. . 

Mr. McMILLIN. In other words, this bridges over the matter 
until after the election. 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all. The gentleman has listened to me 
in vain if I have failed to convince him of the propriety of this 
method of appropriation, its justice to the Government, its jus- 
tice to the contractor. I repeat that in reference to this class of 
appropriations we are simply following the precedent made by 
the last Congress. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And unobjected to by the other side. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; unobjected to by the other side, the mat- 
ter being frankly stated by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Liv- 


INGSTON], who was in charge of the fortification bill, and whose 
words on that occasion I have now before me. 

Isay e Lask the attention of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that to appropriate for this class of work by fiscal years 
(the fiscal year in no way applying to those expenditures) would 
result in a lapping of appropriations; that is to say, if this bill 
should make appropriations for these purposes until June 30, 1897, 
the next sundry civil bill, which must become a law on or before 
March 3, 1897, would ca rovisions which, under the express pro- 
visions of the law, woul available on that day. So that you 
would have the last four months of the next year provided 
for by this sundry civil bill and also by the next sundry civil bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Not necessarily. It strikes me that the rule 
has been to appropriate from the 30th of June of one year to the 
30th of June of another year. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, here we have an innovation. Allow 
me to say, with all deference to the gentleman, that all we have to 
do is to continue the course that has been pursued heretofore, to 
follow the old rule, and then the country will understand exactly 
what we are appropriating for each fiscal year. But now you 
make a showing of economy, while there is no reduction at all. 
It strikes me that each fiscal year ought to be charged with its 
own expenditures. 

Mr. CANNON. Isay again to the gentleman that, instead of 
looking at the logical way of making appropriations for this con- 
tinuous work, he comes to the conclusion that there must be some 
political move. 1 say to him again that, as to fortifications, as to 
public buildings, as to river and harbor improvements carried b 
the sundry civil bill, the moment that bill is signed by the Presi- 
dent the appropriations are immediately available; so that if we 
now provide for these objects of appropriation for the whole of 
the next fiscal year, then the next sundry civil bill, which must 
become a law by the 8d of March, 1897, will provide for four 
months of that same fiscal year. Thus you have four months 
plastered over by both bills. Such a method is not logical; it is 
misleading. Instead of making a new precedent we follow the 

recedent that was so well e in the last Congress touching 
ortifications. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But the gentleman, in order to do so, departs 
from aie eat gai of one hundred years. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. On the contrary, I follow whatever 
was good that was inaugurated in the last Congress or the one 
before. I follow the logical method of recommending appropria- 
tions. I follow that method which will adequately care for the 
publie service. I do not want to care for it twice, because it will 

o no good to have two bills whose appropriations touching these 
contract works are spread over the last four months of the next 
fiscal year. 

Now, the gentleman from Tennessee refers to what he calls the 
precedents of a hundred years. But there has been a wide de- 
parture touching the care of our pons works, commencing with 
the Fiftieth Congress, followed by the Fifty-first, Fifty-second, 
Fifty-third, and to be followed in the Fifty-fourth, namely, that 
instead of making the appropriations for rivers and harbors and 
for public buildings, and doing a littleat a time on them for years, 
and thereby pa ing the highest possible price instead of accom- 
plishing much by contract—that is, under the old system—under 
the new system contracts are authorized at the beginning, the 
work is fully let, and the appropriations are made from one period 
to another, after careful inquiry, to meet the contract. It is esti- 
mated in the various Departments that this not only conduces to 
speedy construction of desirable public works, but also results in 
the saving of from 25 to 30 per cent in the cost of construction, 
This policy was begun, as I have said, in the Fifty-first Con- 


85s— 

S 5 McMILLIN. It is not the contract system of which I com- 
plain, but this method of appropriation for existing works. The 
result of such a mode of g . must be simply to 
mislead somebody as to the expenditures made by Congress. 

The contract system I do not object to, for I will admit that in 
many instances it has resulted in great saving to the Government. 

Mr. DINGLEY. My friend did not think of that in the last 
Congress, when this same system was adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. No; my friend from Tennessee discovers it 
now, apparently for the first time. Fortunately for the country, 
let me say to the gentleman that this precedent was followed in 
the last Congress. 

Now, the gentleman from Tennessee will remember that when 
we were boys and used to play ball, we used to call out Three 
times and out.” Now, once more, this appropriation for continu- 
ing contracts is not an exceptional one. There is not a man who 
abounds in appropriations anywhere in his bailiwick but wishes 
they were under a continuous-contract system, and when the 
money is appropriated as it is earned, That is all that is proposed 
to be done in this case. 


— 
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And now, while talking of the continnous-contract system, that 
was born in the Fifty-first Congress in connection with the Library 
of i Beg building, I want to say that these appropriations are ex- 
actly what I have already expressed them to be, exceptional in their 
nature, and if Ican get my way about it, if lamin the next Congress, 
Ishall seek an amendment to the rule that will create another ap- 
propriation bill in addition to the thirteen, I believe, that we have 
now, that would be an appropriation bill, under the rule, to carry 
appropriations for continuous-contract work; and I repeat that is 
necessary, because they are exceptional in their nature. Why? 
asks somebody. Because it is a system that reaches out. Not 
only has it reached out heretofore, but it is reaching out at this 
session. Last Congress two battle ships were authorized by law. 
The contracts were made in January of this year, and the sundry 
civil bill will have to carry the 1 in whole or part 
for armament for these ships until they are completed. 

The naval bill for this year authorizes the construction of work 
which will amount to some $20,000,000: Four great battle ships, 
their armament, and 15 torpedo boats, the contracts to be made in 
ninety days. I have no doubt—what amount it may be I do not 
know-+that when the river and harbor bill is reported, as was the 
case in the Fifty-first Congress, and the Fifty-second and Fifty- 
third Congresses as well, it will authorize contracts for the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors without carrying the appropria- 
tion, and as the years roll around, these contracts bein, g made and 
the work being done, a careful estimate will come from time to 
time as to how much money is to be paid on all of these contracts, 
and the sundry civil bill will have to carry them. It is perfectly 
evident to me that this kind of contract work for the public service 
touching these great improvements is right and not be de- 
parted from, but will grow instead of lessening, and if that is the 
case the appropriations for it are exceptions, as I have said. Un- 
like any other appropriations they are immediately available, and 
never lapse. It may well be then, that, being unlike any other 
appropriation, instead of carrying them in the sundry civil bill, 
another appropriation bill should be framed, to be an appropria- 
tion bill, as I have said, for contract work or continuing contracts. 
But we can meet that when the time comes. 

Now, I have nothing to conceal about the recommendations this 
committee makes. The recommendations are made deliberately; 
we believe it to be right, that they are in the line of precedent, 
that they are what was done touching fortifications in the last 
Congress, and we believe that there will be no deficiency at the 
time that this proposes to provide for. When we meet next win- 
ter, when the sundry civil bill is enacted into a law a little less 
than twelve months from this time, it will take up and approp i- 
ate for the same objects, the money being immediately available. 
Why, that is not new to any of us. It is the law. My friend from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS], on the sundry civil bill for the current year, 
wanted to be absolutely certain about it, and not only wanted to 
enact the law to care for the public service, but wanted to take 
a bond of fate against the First Comptroller of the Treasury, so 
that in addition to appropriating for public works, he wrote into 
the bill what was law, namely, that the funds should be immedi- 
ately available. It is right and proper in this connection that I 
should call attention to some of the items that we have increased 
upon this bill, for the public service. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before my friend passes from this portion of 
the bill, I desire to say, as long as he has not called attention to a 
fact which his report shows, that while as a matter of fact this 
bill is $16,000,000 less, or thereabouts, than the sundry civil appro- 
pranon bill of the previous year, as has already been stated, the 

ecrease consists principally of three items, $3,000,000 being in 
river and harbor contract work. 

Mr. CANNON, Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And $2,000,000, or thereabouts, in public build- 
ings, and $5,000,000 in the sugar-bounty appropriation. 

r. CANNON. That is right. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yet, as a matter of fact, if you had appro- 
priated on the items in dispute for the full fiscal year, instead of for 
eight months, it would have increased this appropriation only 
$3,831,000, 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is all there is in dispute, this question of 
$3,831,000. So far as this bill is less than the other, it arises from 
the fact that there is less contract river and harbor work and, of 
course, no appropriation for the sugar bounty? 

Mr. CANN ON. Oh, certainly. ‘Tam not criticising the bill for 
the current year, passed by the last Congress. So far as it pro- 
vided for the public service it was well done. If it had sins at 
all, in my Peer ene they were sins of omission and not of com- 
mission. ill be exactly frank and say that if this bill, which 
your committee reports for your consideration, has sins at all they 
are sins of omission rather than of commission. Yet after dili- 
gent inquiry we have sought to make sufficient provision for the 
public service. Let me call your attention to a few items in de- 


tail that this bill carries that the law for the current year did not 
carry. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 


tleman from Illinois to the fact that he has exceeded his time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will ask for an extension, to give the gentle- 
man such time as he wants. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. This is a pretty important matter, and I think 
if it is desired on either side of the House, there ought to be a lit- 
tle extension of time. I suppose there will be no objection, and 
I move that . Proceed without limit. 

Mr. CANNON. In a very few minutes I will close. I have no 
desire to needlessly occupy the time of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the 
gentleman’s time be extended? : 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Is my friend going to take up another part 
of the bill now? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam going now to show where there are cer- 
tain items of increase. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I see on pages 54 and 55 of the bill you 
have made a provision for surveys west of the ninety-fifth merid- 
ian for permanent monuments. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. But you make no proyision for the terri- 
tory east of that meridian? 

Mr. CANNON. That is right. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You make provision for the country west 
of the Missouri practically, but cut out Iowa and all the country 
east of that? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There are many of us who believe— 
whether these monuments should be in as great number as those 
west of the ninety-fifth meridian or not—that there should at least 
be permanent monuments in the country east of it. I should be 

lad to hear an explanation of that. I understand that the Super- 
intendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, in a report previous] 
made to Congress, has recommended that monuments be placed all 
over the country, although not as many in some parts of the coun- 
try as in others, 

Mr. CANNON, I will say to the 
ment this appropriation that hec 
the point of order. I will say to the gentleman from Arkansas 
pa TERRY] that I did not recollect t at the time he spoke. 

at is one appropriation which, in my judgment, is subject to a 
point of order. 

Mr. TERRY. And there are appropriations for light-houses, 
too, which are subject to a point of order, are there not? 

Mr. CANNON. No; I think not. The full committee, or a 
majority of it, however, thought it was proper to report that 
5 for the marking of the topographical surveys, so 
that the House might adopt it if it desired to. e restricted it to 
the territory west of the ninety-fifth meridian, for the reason that 
it was urged strongly that it was necessary in the arid regions and 
in the mountainous regions, to enable them readily to make the 
irrigation and other surveys. We so restricted it for the reason 
that we doubted the peppy: TOE this expensive marking of topo- 
graphical surveys in Massachusetts, New York, and the country 
east of the ninety-fifth meridian. I will say, however, that if the 
item stands it is subject to amendment, and I do not know but 
that it ought to cover the whole country. That certainly can be 
considered when we reach it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I have no disposition to antagonize the 
item, unless we are to be deprived of the right of amendment. I 
understand it will only cost $250 per 1,000 square miles to make 
suitable marking in the regions east of the ninety-fifth meridian. 
If we are going to have markings made, I submit that they ought 
to be made for the entire country. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope my friend, if he does extend it over the 
East, will put a limitation on it that it shall not cost over $250 
for a thousand square miles. I shall be gratified at that, because 
I think it would cost $2,500, and I am not sure that a much larger 
leith would cover the cost. We can discuss that when we 
reach it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, That is the estimate of the Superintendent. 
I say that on the basis of a conversation that the gentleman from 
West Virginia had with him on the subject; but here is what I 
want to submit—I may not be here when this matter is reached, 
and some other gentleman may call attention to it. I submit to 
the committee, if we are £oing to have a permanent marking of 
these lines, that we should have it for the whole country, although 
the Superintendent claims that it is not as necessary in the East 
asin the West. So far he agrees with the judgment of the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. CANNON. As to that class of appropriations, they are 
not best, in my judgment, and for this reason. The rule of this 
House is wise, in providing that appropriation bills shall not carry 


ntleman that in my jadg- 
attention to is subject to 
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legislation. Why? Because, Iike this very item, somebody wants to 
inaugurate a public work and gets his appropriation in. The gen- 
tleman gets it inaugurated. Let, in ninety-nine cases out of a 
hundred, when it is inaugurated it goes in and grows to be ele- 

hantine. Therefore the legislation that enters upon marking 


,000 miles across this continent of the topo ical surveys 
should be reported from the Committee on Public Lands, have its 
day in the House, and have full consideration and limitation, 
Now, that is my general objection to that class of amendments. 
The whole thing can come up, when we reach it, under the five- 
minute rule. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Illinois, in the line of the inquiry of the gentleman from Iowa 
pe HENDERSON], how disputes would be determined? Will the 

vernment go into the question of determining the lines? 

Mr. CANNON. All these things would come up for considera- 
tion if the gentleman from Iowa ere Lacey] reported a bill 
from the Committee on Public Lands, and we could have it prop- 
erly matured and guarded. 

ow, then, I was going to call attention to certain items 
wherein we find the public service required something more than 
it was getting for the current year. Take artificial limbs for sol- 
diers. The increase is $445,000; and the reason for that increase 
is that every third year they are entitled to a new limb; and the 
coming year is the third year. Now, public buildings are increas- 
ing, and for assistant custodians and janitors, for taking care of 
public buildings, we make an increase of $35,000, which on in- 
quiry I believe will probably better care for buildings in that 
respect than they are being cared for now. For the enforcement of 
the Chinese exclusion act we recommend an increase of $25,000. I 
am not criticising the amount appropriated this year. I am quite 
sure that the gentleman in charge of the bill last session recom- 
mended what he thought was eee and sufficient, and per- 
haps it is; but under the new treaty and under the disposition of 
Chinese to come in along our northern and southern borders, we 
can properly limit their coming under the law; and it was the 
88 of your committee, I believe unanimously, that this in- 
crease of $25,000 should be made to better enforce the law. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not unanimously; but the minority were will- 

that the current r should be carried in the bill. 

. CANNON. ell, whether it was unanimous or not, it 
seemed at least to the majority to be wise. For back pay and bounty 
allowance the increase is $31,000, because of the increased esti- 
mates, and there will probably be that much prepared for pay- 
ment during the coming year. For fuel, lights, and water for 

ablic buildings the increase is $25,000. For the support of Sol- 
Biers" Homes in States and Territories the increase is $100,000, to 
meet the phenomenal increase in the inmates of the Homes under 
the stress of hard times, I suppose, in part, and increasing age of 
the inmates this increased appropriation is rp Sn 

Mr. SAYERS. In this connection I hope the gentleman from 
Illinois will state that at the last session the bill passed carried all 
that was asked for for this p by the Department. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly; Iam notcriticising. I am only 
showing the growth of the service. I have no criticism to make 
in this respect of the law for the current year. For Life-Saving 
Service gentlemen know the increase, which is $49,690, due to the 
growth of that service. In the Light-House Establishment the in- 
crease is $112,000 over the current law, which is necessary to keep 
pace with the growth of that service, and, if possible, for greater 
efficiency. For the enlargement of military posts we recommend 
an increase of $75,000 for the repairs, care, and enlargement of 
posts. We recommend an increase of $55,000 for the revenue 
service. So I might go on and speak of similar increases. 

Now, I want to say that this bill—and I ask the attention of the 
committee—was constructed along the line of the following princi- 

le: to care for the public service as liberally as the service is 
Pank cared for now, with only such additions as are absolutely 
necessary to render the service efficient where it is not now effi- 
cient, from growth of service or otherwise. Let me say again, 
that in the exis condition of the Treasury the bill provides 
for appropriations for new objects only where their importance is 
so great as in the opinion of the committee to absolutely demand 
the ply tl ee are of such importance that a wise economy 
demands they should be made, uobeitustan dic the money to meet 
them must borrowed upon interest. Along the line of that 
general ee, this bill is framed, and I think it comes fairly 
within the policy that I have just stated. 

Now, a word in conclusion. I want to speak for a minute about 
the policy of appropriation and the amount that we shall probably 
appropriate this year, so far as we can estimate and forecast it 
from the bills that have passed the House and those that are yet 
to be enacted, and I want to compare the appropriations that we 
are liable and likely to make with the appropriations made in the 
last three Congresses. In the Fifty-first Congress, as shown by 
the official statement, we appropriated $988,000,000. That in- 
cludes the permanent indefinite appropriations, That Congress 


was called “the billion-dollar Congress.” It broke the record, 
and yet, in the main, the appropriations were wisely made, be- 
cause, as somebody said at the time, this coun in its great 
growth had gotten to be a billion-dollar country. The Fifty-sec- 
ond Congress, with a Democratic House, when the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr, Holman, presided over the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, made appropriations aggregating, as shown by the official 
statement, $1,027,000,000, an increase over the ap propriations made 
by the Fifty-first Congress. In the Fifty-third Co , When 
my friend from Texas [Mr. Sayers] presided over the commit- 
tee, the aggregate of the appropriations, as shown by the official 
statement, was $989,000,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wish to ask the gentleman whether there 
was any impropriety in any of those appropriations? Is it notall 
a matter of politics? 

Mr. CANNON, Iwas not speaking of them to show impro- 
priety or for politics. I was trying to logically discuss for a mo- 
ment, for the information and consideration of the House, what 
the amount of the appropriations to be made by this Co: 
might reasonably be expected to be, and right in the middle of 
my sentence the tleman from Georgia breaks in with his re- 
mark, The gentleman is talking about politics.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I desire to repeat the question. 

Mr. CANNON. I will answer the question, and if the gentle- 
man will only wait a minute—if he will not anticipate that no- 
body can open his mouth in this House except for some partisan 
advantage, and will let mecomplete my statement of the matter—I 
think that even the gentleman from Georgia will realize the fact 
that I am trying to N this matter of appropriations. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I did not intend to throw you off your 
balance at all. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANN Oh, I thank the gentleman! If the gentleman 
had thrown me off my balance, perhaps I should have n for a 
3 where the gentleman appears to be all the time. [Laugh- 


. MEREDITH. We honestly tried in the Fifty-second Con- 
to carry out the works that had been commenced in the 
Fir ty-first. Everybody concedes that. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not speak of these 
nyopet ang made by the last three Congresses for the purpose 
of criticising them. In the main they were necessary for the pub- 
lic service. Icall attention to these appropriations in order that 
I may discuss for a minute what will probably be the appropria- 
tions required of this session of Congress for the public service. 
In my judgment, after careful examination of the matter, sayin; 
nothing about authorizations in the naval bill or on the river an 
harbor bill, the appropriations for this session of Congress, includ- 
wy, ay permanent appropriations, can not fall below $506.000,000. 

. SAYERS. I understand my friend from Illinois, then, to 
be preparing the way for an appropriation of over $500,000,000 by 
Congress at this session. 

Mr. CANNON. In iny judgment, taking into consideration the 
estimates that have come down and what are to follow for the pub- 
lic service, the aggregate of our appropriations will not be less than 
$506,000,000, including the permanent indefinite appropriations 
and deficiencies, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. MayI make a suggestion to my colleague 
on the committee? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If that amount is reached by the appro- 
priation acts passed by this Congress at this session, then suppose 
that all the . were made for the full fiscal year, in- 
stead of until March next, what would the aggregate be? 

Mr. CANNON. If we made full appropriations for twelve 
months instead of for eight months for contract public buildings 
and contract river and harbor work, the increased amount in 
round numbers would be a little more or a little less than $3,000,- 
000, but if we pursued the course that you pursued and avowed 
and defended (I have your language before me) on the fortifica- 
tions act, only twelve months ago, we would not appropriate that 
$3,000,000. Does the gentleman want his recollection revived as 
to what he did say on that occasion? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Just as you please about that. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I have it here and will read it if the gen- 
tleman wants to hear it. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I have said any- 
thing hasty, or seemingly so, to the gentleman from Georgia, if 
I have manifested that spirit in language or in manner, I withdraw 
both, because I have no unpleasant feeling toward the gentleman. 
Of course I can not withdraw the statement of fact that I have 
made. [Laughter.] Perhaps we are both a little hot-headed at 
times and not considerate 3 There is nothing in a business 
bill like this to beget any feeling. I have none. That is all I 
want to say. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, I bear no malice, I am sure, against the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. CANNON, This increase comes from a growth of the 
public service. It is necessary to meet contracts which were 
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authorized in the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congresses in part. 
It comes under the estimates submitted by a Democratic Adminis- 
tration, and we cut away below the estimates when we keep within 
the $506.000,000. 

Some gentlemen may ask, Why call attention to this matter? I 
do so for this reason, and this reason only: You can not care for 
the public service of this country fairly well (without embarking 
upon new lines of service) for less than $500,000,000 and a little 


more. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I may just as well suggest to the gentle- 
man, in all candor and truthfulness, that you can not do it with- 
out an increased Sppropriation every year that this House meets 
from now for a hun ears to come. 

Mr. CANNON. I think very likely that is true. The country 

‘ows. But in pronen Pak tats great appropriation bill I call at- 

ntion to the conditions, because many individuals believe that 
this bill has sins of omission instead of commission; and I have 
called attention to the manner in which it was constructed so that 
gentlemen may see that we have been as careful as we could be to 
care for the public service, but have nowhere entered upon new 
service or continued old, except as it was absolutely necessary. 

Now, there is one other matter to which I wish to call atten- 
tion. In the Fifty-first Congress we gave the largest appropria- 
tions that ever had been given for the public service up to that 
time. That Congress was called the billion-dollar Congress.” 
And in the Fifty-second Congress that succeeded, when Mr. Hol- 
man presided over the Committee on Appropriations, we had a 
full Treasury. There was no dollar of the public money paid out 
to meet our appropriations that was not collected month by month 
to be paid ont, leaving money there after we met all the expend- 
itures. Iam not going into the whys or wherefores; I am merely 
speaking of a fact. Since March 4, 1893, we have continued to 
make appropriations the same as the prior two Congresses, but 
we have borrowed $293,000,000, and there has been no month, if I 
recollect aright, during that whole period—certainly no quarter— 
in which the outgo was not greater than the income. 

In this condition of affairs I appeal to each individual Repre- 
sentative that we be satisfied with caring for the public service— 
not meanly on the one hand or extravagantly on the other. Do 
the best we can, this borrowing has got to go on to meet our dail, 
and monthly expenditures; and in this condition no new wor 
should be entered upon, no new expenditures should be made, 
after we have provided for the absolutely necessary expenditures 
of the Government, unless there be some e iture of such 
overmastering importance as to make us feel that when we come 
to render an account to our constituents we can say: ‘‘ We made 
that expenditure, notwithstanding the money to pay for it had to 
be borrowed at interest.” 

I thank the Committee of the Whole for its attention, and beg 
pardon for having consumed far more time than I supposed I 
would or could. 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to call attention to one of the matters 
of ‘‘ omission” in connection with this bill. On page 51 I find an 
appropriation of $250,000 for surveys and resurveys of the public 
lands. I see that the appropriation for this purpose for the pres- 
ent fiscal year was $375,000 and that the estimate for the coming 
fiscal year was $442,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Unless I am mistaken in my recollection, the 
appropriation for that purpose in this bill is the same as for the 
current fiscal year. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have read the figures from the gentleman’s 


report. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I think there must be a mistake in the 
report. The appropriation for the current year is, I believe, the 
same as the amount recommended in this bill. As I understand, 
the appropriation for the current year is $250,000, and we recom- 
mend in this bill $250,000 for the same purpose. 

Mr. PICKLER. Two hundred and seventy-five thousand dol- 
lars in all you recommend. 

Mr CAN NON: I believe the gentleman is right. Two hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars is the amount for surveys and resur- 
veys of the public lands, and then there is an appropriation of 
$25,000 for survey of private land claims, etc. But if any discus- 
sion on that item be desired it can be had under the five-minute 


8, 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that such time be 
allowed the other side under the control of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Sayers] as he may desire. 

The CHAIR. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Texas consume as much time as he may choose in the 
discussion of this bill. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman. I do not intend to consume as 
much of the time of the committee (if the members will give 
e their attention) as has been occupied by the gentleman from 

nois, z 

It is due to the committee that I should state at the outset that 

the only objection I have to this bill goes to the fact that a ma- 


jority of the committee have failed and refused to appropriate a 
sufficient amount for public buildings under contract, and for 
river and harbor improvements under contract, until the fiscal 
yom ending June 30, 1897. As to the other items in the bill, I be- 
ieve they are in the main correct, 
There are no jobs in the bill; there are no items in it which 
have been pas upon it for special purposes and not for the public 


good, and I have no prep pd in saying that I shall oppose all 
efforts to increase the size of the bill, although the appropriations 
for rivers and harbors and for public buildings are confessedly 
insufficient for the coming fiscal year. I will alsosay in reference 
to the bill that I believe, so far as public buildings and river and 
harbor contracts are concerned, that there is a sufficiency appro- 
priated for those contracts and for the buildings named until 
the Ist of March next, and that the sundry civil bill to be passed 
at the next session, as stated by the gentleman from Illinois, will 
take up these works at that time and carry them on to the extent 
of the appropriations then to be made. 

But, Mr. irman, the pending bill is entitled “A bill making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes.” The 
gentleman from Illinois will admit that for these particular classes 
of appropriations there will be a deficiency for the last four 
months of the next fiscal year. 

Now, let us see how the gentleman from Illinois has proceeded 
with reference to appropriations. At the beginning of this session 
he had an eye to the size of this bill. I have served with the gen- 
tleman in committee, and have sat around the same table with hi 
for eight years or more, and the gentleman could not help it if he 
would, and I will go further and in all kindness say I do not be- 
lieve that he would, if he could, prevent a little bit of politics from 
entering into the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, we had an urgent deficiency bill to pass the 
House a few week ago. There are two items init to which I wish 
to invite attention. I will not delay the committee by reference 
to others that are equally liable to criticism. One is the appro- 
priation for the building for the Library of Con It amounts 
to $480,000. Not one penny of that sum, as testified to by General 
Casey, who was before our committee, will be expended during the 
8 fiscal year. It was in no sense of the word a deficiency. 

his accounts for the fact that there is no appropriation on this 
bill to complete the Congressional Library building, although the 
sundry civil bill, which I had the honor to report at the last ses- 
sion of the last Congress, was weighted down in the suin of $900,- 
000 for that purpose. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend permit me a moment? I know 
he does not want to misstate me. 

Mr. SAYERS, Not at all. 

Mr. CANNON. Just at this point, I recollect very well the 
appropriations that went on the A deficiency bill: $480,000, I 
believe, was the amount for the Library. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. And the gentleman from Texas will recollect 
that General Casey came before our committee—— 

Mr. SAYERS. He did, 

Mr. CANNON. And that appropriation went in there because 
it was for a class of work that was not included in the original 
authorization of Congress, and he said that he could not make a 
contract for it under the general authority of law, and that it was 
necessary to have the appropriation before he could make the 
contract. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ah, but did he not state at the time that he 
would not expend a dollar of it during the present fiscal year? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; but we made the appropriation so 
that he could make the contract. 

Mr. SAYERS. But this billis $480,000 less than it would be 
because of the fact that we put the appropriation on the urgent 
deficiency bill which this bill should have carried. It was in the 
power of the gent eman from Illinois, if he had desired to do so, 
to insert a clause in that bill authorizing the officer in charge of 
the building to make the contract. He did not do it, for the rea- 
son, I suspect, that the present sundry bill would be compelled to 
carry the a; 33 If this had been done the present Con- 
gress woul charged with the appropriation, whereas being on 
the urgent deficiency bill it could be and will be charged as a defi- 
ciency to the last Congress. But there is another item in the 
urgent deficiency bill. e publication of the Agricultural Report 
was improperly put on that bill also, and amounted to $300,000. 

If we examine the sundry civil appropriation act for this year, 
that is the act that was passed at the last session of the last Con- 
gress, we will find an rh Te yet of $300.000 for the printing 
of an agricultural report; but the gentleman from Illinois, in order 
to oblige the members with a second report to come before the 
usual time, inserts $300,000 in the urgent deficiency bill for that 
purpose. It, too, will be charged to the last Con; I could 
refer to other items, all ag ating nearly a million of dollars, 
none of which were deficiencies, though they were put on the 
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urgent deficiency bill. They were not deficiencies in any sense 
of the word, but they were put on that bill so as to relieve the 
present Congress of them. 


But, Mr. Chairman, reference has been made to the Fifty-first 
Congress. The records of that Congress show that the appropria- 
tions made at its second session and after the election exceeded 
those made at its first session and before the election by $55,611,- 
747.60. 

In the Fifty-third Congress—that is, the last—the case was alto- 

para different. The appropriations made at the last session of 

t Congress—that is, after the last election—were $8,221,440.69 
less than those made at the preceding session and before the elec- 
tion. 

The purpose of the Committee on Appropriations in the last 
Congress was to equalize, as near as could be done, the appropria- 
tions of the two sessions, and if possible to pave the way for still 
greater reductions during the present Congress. 

But, sir, let us consider briefiy the particular appropriations of 
which I complain. The gentleman says that the Fifty-second 
Congress inaugurated this method of making appropriations. Is 
this true? The estimates for river and harbor contracts for the 
first session of the Fifty-third or the last Congress—that is, to cover 
the entire fiscal year ending June 30, 1895—were $8,300,000. How 
much was appropriated upon those estimates? The sum of $8,400,- 
000, as shown by the records. That was at the first regular session 
of that Congress. What wasthe sum total of the estimates for 
river and harbor work to the second or last session of the 
Fifty-third Congress? It aggrega $11,387,115 as necess: 
to carry such work through the present fiscal year; that is, until 
June 30, 1896. How much wasappropriated upon those estimates? 
The sum of $11,547,115. So that the statement made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, that the Committee on Appropriations of the 
last Congress at either session had failed to give to the Govern- 
ment all the mony that was necessary in order to out these 
contracts during the entire last fiscal year and the entire present 
fiscal year, falls to the 3 The record wholly disproves it. 

I see my good friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], who 
is second on the Committee on Appropriations—my genial and 
chivalric friend. I remember that at the last session of the Fifty- 
third Congress there was a cool round million dollars estimated 
for Philadelphia. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BING- 
HAM] and I had a talk about that item. Said I: Do you insist 
upon allof this item, General?” Oh, yes; I must have it.“ And 
he looked as fiercely and determinedly as when he rode along the 
field of Gettysburg amid the carnage of battle, and he got the 
appropriation. But. lo, when the estimate came up this year for 
Philadelphia—$850,000—my good friend from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] ed the gentleman from Pennsylvania to him, and put- 
ting his arm lovingly around his neck said: Harry, my old boy, 
can you not get along with an appropristion mp tothe Ist of March 
next?” And Harry yielded, and instead of demanding $850,000 
he was satisfied with $480,000. A Democrat is not now at the 
head of the Committee on Appropriations, but a Republican, who 
is making a record for the coming campaign. 

Mr. LOUD. He took it because he had to. R 

Mr. SAYERS. Has my friend had a sad experience before that 
committee this session? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes; and shed tears, too. Maogan] 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us consider these particular items some- 
what further and see what will be the result. When we meet 
here on the first Monday in December next this proposition will be 

resented to the gentleman from Illinois and he can not escape it: 

ill he appropriate only for one year; that is, until the 4th of 
March, 1898, for these river and harbor contracts and for these 
public buildings? If he does, he will make a deficiency for the 
next Congress to carry. Or will he appropriate for sixteen months 
instead of twelve months? If he does not appropriate for sixteen 
months instead of for eight months, as now, he is às certain to have 
a deficiency which the next Congress will have to meet as this 
building stands and the people are represented by a Congress. 
The gentleman will not deny it. He can not avoid it. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend if he desires 

Mr. SAYERS. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). That in my judgment the recom- 
mendations in this bill will carry all continuous-contract work up 
to the ist of March, 1897. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think so. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says he thinks so. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Perchance there may be some mistake about 
it. If there is any, when Congress meets in December we will 
do then just exactly what we did on the urgent deficiency bill, 
when we put in an item of $300,000 for payment of continuous 
work that was absolutely needed at Galveston. — 

Mr. SAYERS. The necessity for an appropriation for Galves- 
ton Harbor on the urgent deficiency bill of this session did not 
proceed from a failure to appropriate at the last session of the 


Fifty-third Congress up to the full estimate for the present fiscal 
year. Turning tothe k of Estimates for the present fiscal year 
we find the estimate for Galveston Harbor to be $1,000,000, every 
dollar of which was appropriated. The reason why a deficiency 
occurred in this appropriation was that the work has proceeded 
much faster at that point than was anticipated by the Chief of 
Engineers, and not because of the failure of Congress to appropri- 
ate up to the estimate. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I ask my friend from Illinois to tell the 
House when the next sundry civil bill comes up for consideration 
whether he will recommend appropriations for twelve or for six- 
teen months. 

Mr. CANNON. I will state to the gentleman that we will do 
precisely as you did with the fortification bill a year ago—we will 
recommend enough money to pay all bills until the next bill shall 
become law. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman speaks of the fortification bill. 
Every dollar asked for the river and harbor contracts for the present 
fiscal year was given by the last Congress, and will the gentleman 
say there is one dollar deficiency asked for the present year 
because of the failure of the fortification bill to carry enough? 
Mr. CANNON. I am not speaking of deficiency. Iam speak- 
ing of methods of appropriation; and I will say, as the gentleman 
appeals to me, in my ju ent this bill for this purpose cares 
for the public service until the next bill becomes law; and in my 
judgment that is a P propor policy to pursue. 

. SAYERS. oP ES has not answered the question. 
He has not been as fr: as he ought to have been. He ought to 
have told this committee whether it is his intention to recommend 
an appropriation for twelve months or for sixteen months in the 
next sundry civil bill. If he recommends an appropriation for 
twelve months, the next Congress as soon as it meets will have 
to appropriate in an urgent deficiency bill for the remainder of 
the ear * June 30, 1898. 

Mr. C. ON. I Will say to my friend, if he desires, just at 
this point, that if the House will follow the recommendation of the 
committee and make the provisions in the judgment of the com- 
mittee, there will not be as large a deficiency appropriation as 
there will be for this session. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does notthe gentleman know that there will be 
fewer appropriations for deficiencies at this session than for any 
session of Congress for eight years past? 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend in reply that up to this 
time there is $11,000,000 in sight. 

_Mr. SAYERS. Of course, when you put spon the urgent defi- 
ciency bills items which the sundry civil bill should carry you 
will swell deficiencies; but if you will confine deficiencies to such 
as are truly within the definition you will not have as large a 
deficiency bill by very many millions as was in the second session 
of the Fifty-first Congress and in the first session of the Fifty- 
second. The deficiencies at the second session of the Fiftyx- first 
amounted to $38,699.746.96, and at the first session of the Fifty- 
second oe to 814, 441,121.22. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me, we have no desire 
to deceive each other. 

Mr. SAYERS. We can not. [Laughter.] Youcannotdeceive 
me and I can not deceive you as to what occurs around the com- 
mittee table. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask my friend to indicate any item that 
has been put on any deficiency bill that ought notto go there. 

Mr. SAYERS. have just indicated 

Mr. CANNON. Which one? 

Mr. SAYERS. Four hundred and eighty thousand dollars 
which went on the urgent deficiency bill for the completion of 
the Library building. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend and I want to be entirely candid, 
and I will be candid. I ask him again if it is not true that that 
$480,000 had to be appropriated before contracts could be made 
for the work, that General Casey said that he had no authority 
to contract, and that if the building was to be completed by 
January 1 next that it was absolutely necessary that the appro- 
priation should be made? 

Mr.SAYERS. Butitwas nota deficiency. Iam not objecting 
to the item as an improper appropriation. Itwas a proper appro- 

riation. My contention is that you have shifted it from the sun- 
ary civil bill to a deficiency bill. 

. CANNON. The sundry civil bill could not be waited for, 
because the appropriation was necessary at once. 

Mr. SAYERS. The Ponana knows very well that not one 
dollar of that money will be expended during the present fiscal year. 

. CANNON. I know it is all obligated now. 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course, 

Mr. CANNON. And the obligation could not have been made 
if the money had not been available. 

Mr. SAYERS. It will not do to say that, because we have 
again and again, in every Congress, since the Fiftieth Congress, 
authorized contracts in advance of the appropriations. 


— 
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Mr. CANNON. But my friend knows the character of appro- 
priation. My friend will bear me out that this does not come 


under the contracting power in that bill. i 
Mr. SAYERS. It could have been authorized. But instead of 


doing that, and in order to save the appropriation on the sundry 
ane ill, the appropriation was made upon the urgent deficiency 
Mr. CANNON. The gentlemen is not so candid as he ordina- 


rily is. 

Mr. SAYERS. Itrytobe. The difference between the gentle- 
man and myself is that we are going to two different points. He 
is trying to accomplish one thing and I am trying to accomplish 
another; so we can not agree. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Dlinois has invoked 
the fortification bill as a precedent to sustain him in his method 
of appropriating in the pending bill for the construction of public 
buildings and for carrying out the river and harbor contracts. 
Sir, the two bills are not parallel. They are not on all fours, one 
with the other. Every sundry civil bill is entitled A bill making 
Apropiado for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 

e fiscal year ending June 30, and for other purposes.” 

The bill upon its face is intended to cover such expenses for an 
entire fiscal year, and not for a part of the year. 

A fortification bill, however, is entirely different. It is always 
entitled “An act making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 

” 


purposes. 

As will be seen, no time is specified and no date is fixed in the 
fortification bill. It may be for a greater or less period than a 
year. No deficiencies are incurred under it, and it is solely within 
the discretion of Congress as to whether appropriations for such 
purposes are large’or small. 

I repeat the statement that the two bills are neither parallel nor 
analogous, and neither can stand as a precedent for the other. 

As to the appropriations by the last Congress, at either session, 
to continue the construction of public buildings that were then 
authorized, it has not been contended, nor will it be contended, 
that such appropriations were not entirely sufficient for the entire 

ear for- which they were made. Not so in the pending bill. 
ey are only until the ist of March next—that is, for eight 
months, and not for twelve months. 

As to the public buildings, Mr. Chairman, we find that the pend- 
ing bill only carries $1,240,364.29, while $2,575,364.29 is demanded 
by the Department as absolutely necessary; and as to river and 
24044 55 it carries $2,878,597 as against an estimate of 

044,597. 

But, sir, it is said in the report accompanying the bill that it 
carries 817,151, 789.81 less than the same bill for the current year. 
That is true, Mr. i , but it is only so to some extent from 
the unusual and unprecedented manner in which the bill has been 
made up. Besides, sir, the law for the current year contains 
many items which are not to be found in the pending bill, and 
which more than account for the difference. 

I invite attention to a statement which I have prepared and 
which I will read: 


Amounts appropriated in last sundry civil act for— 


River and harbor contracts . .. $11, 287,115 
Ghio River improvemons ̃ ᷣ⁵̃ cases sumnsaunsenseses. 150, 000 
Sugar pount refund ` 
Lib building 


Light-houses, construction. 
Sufferers Ford's Theater disaster 
Revenue-cutter vessels. — 
Public buildings, construction. . 
Government Printing Office, addition. 
International Monetary Conference 


An A E r a a a E 
Amounts in this bill for above items: 
River and harbor contracts 2, 878, 597 
Light-houses, construction 291, 700 
Revenue-cutter vessels ....--- 125,000 
Public buildings, construction. 1, 558, 074 
JJ „ ͤ ices rapes 4,853, 371 


Notwithstanding these heavy and unusual items which are to 
be found in the sundry civil bill for the last session of the Fifty- 
third 7 and which are intended for the present fiscal year, 
it will be found upon examination that the appropriations at that 
session were less those at the former session of that Congress 
by 88, 221, 440.69. 

It was not so in the Fifty-first Congress, nor will it be so in the 
present Congress. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman to yield 
me five minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. With pleasure. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, of course I am under very 
great obligations to my distinguished colleague on the committee 
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from Texas [Mr. Sayers] for his more than kind and courteous 
reference to myself and to our relations in the past, if not at Get- 
tysburg yet elsewhere, and in connection with those relations he 
spoke of my fierce martial expression. Certainly, Mr. Chairman, 
at did not intimidate the gentleman during the civil war—— 
Mr. SAYERS. Ihad a gun in my hands at that time. [Laugh- 


ter. 

Ae. BINGHAM. The gentleman had a gun in his hands, but 
he had a much stronger gun when we were laboring together in 
the last Congress on the Appropriations Committee, an intellectual 
gan, and while mine did not approach it in power it was yet suf- 

cient to convince the gentleman that as a million dollars was 
necessary to the great harbor in his State, so my great harbor, 
pee 3 States, deserved equal recognition. Iam 

to say to this committee that no fierceness” on my part or on 
the part of anybody else in the deliberations of the committee in 
the Fitty-second Ome eyer troubled the gentleman from Texas 
in reaching his intellectual and wise conclusions as to giving to 
the House and to the country a fair bill under which the Govern- 
ment might be carried on. The gentleman calls attention to the 
fact that the bill under consideration appropriates for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, but the gentleman must understand 
that that wording of the bill 5 hago to everything in the bill other 
than that which is carried under the contract system, other than 
that which is carried in contracts for public . other than 
that which is covered by contracts on river and harbor work. 
Every other appropriation in the bill terminates with the fiscal 
year. The appropriations pertaining to those lines of tke public 
service to which I have expressly referred run continuously; hence 
they are not made for the fiscal year. 

The h calls attention to the fact that our Svengali friend 
from Illinois influenced me to accept his conclusions upon the 
eight months’ 5 in the bill. I did accept them; but I 
did not accept them until I saw that full justice was being done 
to the great harbors and the other important contract work of the 
Government. I did not accept them until I saw that my own 
section of this great country had been properly cared for. I dis- 
covered that because of the generous action of the gentleman who 
was in control of this bill in the Fifty-second Congress there was 
standing to the credit of the contract service in the harbor of 
Philadelphia on the Ist day of March of the present year $375,000, 
and that this bill appropriated for the next eight months the full 
amount that the engineers said could be advantageously expended 
in that time. I found also that for the gentleman’s own section 
of the country generous provision had been made in this bill. 
What I looked at was not the question whether there was prece- 
dent for this particular form of legislativeappropriation. Isimply 
looked at the question whether the contract work of the Govern- 
ment was going to be faithfully and fully performed during the 
first eight months of the coming fiscal year under the limitations 
of this bill, and I find that such is the case. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not think there is any doubt about that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. One other point. I do not think the criti- 
cisms in this debate should be directed to the mere form in which 
you propose to enact your legislation. Those criticisms, if just, 
should apply to the necessity of the work proposed to be done, 
whether it can be well done for the sums proposed, and whether 
the system under which it is being done is economical and wise. 

The gentleman knows that one of the first bills coming before 
us in every Congress is the urgent deficiency bill. We have had 
that bill before us in this Congress. Then later there comes the 

neral deficiency bill, averaging, asa rule, from eight to ten mil- 
ion dollars at every session of Congress. That is because the 
normal appropriations under the statutes are less than the re- 
quirements for the service. Every appropriation in this great 
bill can be exceeded by the Departments. They are not limited 
to such oe as will make the appropriation suffice for 
the whole fiscal year. They will come into this House at the next 
session and they will ask for appropriations to meet the deficien- 
cies which have occurred, because the allowances in your appro- 
priation bills have not been sufficiently ample, I make the point 
that the criticisms indulged in in this House should run to the 
question whether the appropriations proposed are ample for the 
good conduct of the Government; they should not be directed to 
the mere form in which the paragraphs are inserted in the bill. 

I believe this bill to be a good one throughout—as good a bill as 
we can 1 to this Congress. The gentleman has stated that 
we shall exceed in the sum total appropriated at this session what 
we have appropriated in preceding sessions. This is a fair bill. 
The gentleman’s statement is correct. Outside of the criticism 
as to the contract service and as to the adoption of the eight 
months’ limitation instead of the old limitation of twelve months 
Ido not think there can be any just criticism against this pro- 
posed legislation. I am in hearty accord with the proposition 
that the a for the contract service should run for 
eight mon 
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Mr. SAYERS. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Dockery] as much time as he may desire. 


The C MAN. Under the order adopted general debate 
was limited to sixty minutes, which time expired some time ago; 
but unanimous consent was asked that the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Sayers] have unlimited time. 

Mr. Mo) Lask unanimous consent that the time for 
general debate be extended until those who are o to the 
method of appropriation embraced in the bill may have as much 
time as has been occupied by the gentlemen in favor of those pro- 


visions. 

Mr. CANNON. That is all right. Isuggest that the time of 
the gentleman from Texas be extended, and that he yield to any 
other gentlemen who desire to 5 

Mr. Mc That is satisfactory. 

Mr. SAYERS. That agreement, as I understand, has already 
been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman from 
Texas zas the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. SAYERS, Asmuch as he may desire. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy only a mo- 
ment. The position of the minority of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee has been so fully and clearly explained by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Sayers] that it is hardly necessary to make 
even a single observation. I desire, however, to extend my sym- 
pathy to the gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, in his efforts to secure a proper reduction of the appropri- 
ations. I believe he will bear testimony that I have earnestly 
sought, so far as I could, to limit the appropriations of the Govern- 
ment to the lowest point consistent with an honest, economical 

inistration. I think the majority of the committee will bear 
witness in the same behalf, 

I must say, however, Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from 
Illinois declines to make appropriations in the usual way for the 
fiscal year, I am compelled to refuse to follow his leadership. I 
am sure that this side of the House during the present session has 
dealt with the 3 of public expenditures with as much fair- 
ness, as much honesty, and as much economy as when we con- 
trolled the organization of the House. Upon examining the offi- 
cial record, Mr. , I find that the 3 for the 
Fifty-first (Reed) Congress amounted to $1,035,680,109.94; that 
those of the Fifty-second 1 aggregated $1,027,104,547.92, 
while Bag ropriations of the last Congress amounted to but 

The . for the first session of the Fifty-first Con- 

I desire to call the special attention of the committee 
70 the aggregate, because I concur in the view ee by the 
gentleman from Texas that the appropriations of the second ses- 
gion of this Congress will largely exceed the $506,000,000 estimated 
by the gentleman from Ilinois asthe aggregate for the present 
session—the appropriations for the first session of the Fifty-first 
were $494,456,248.65, while for the second session of the 
same Co they were 8541, 223,861.29, which caused the total 
of the appropriations for the Congress to exceed the billion-dollar 
limit. other words, Mr. Chairman, the appropriations for the 
first session of the Fifty-first Congress were fairly economical, 
and substantially in accord with the demands of the public sery- 
ice. It was at the second session of that Congress, however, 
when the unbridled Republican majority made the enormous 
appropriations that fixed the aggregate at the stupendous total of 
$1,035,680,109 for the Congress. f 
Now, Mr. irman, in this connection I desire to acquit the 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] and also the Speaker of 
is House [Mr. REED], because they endeavored to restrain the 
action of the majority in respect to expenditures—I desire to ac- 
quit them of having favored these enormously extravagant appro- 
priations. I believe that the gentleman from Illinois and the 
t Speaker have never been quite content with the record of 
t Con in so far as it related to the appropriation of public 
money. I know that the gentleman from Mlinois, in the closing 
days of that Congress, standing in yonder aisle, over and over 
again appealed to the Republican side to stay their riotous assaults 
upon the . Itis known also that the Speaker was not in 
sympathy with the profligate appropriations then made, and there- 
fore I assume that the gentleman from Illinois, then as now in 
charge of the Committee on Appropriations, seeks to improve the 
oo of that Congress and escape, if possible, a billion-dollar 


I have sustained him up to this moment in his efforts to reduce 
expenditures. As a humble Democrat, I pro 
him to the end of the session in all proper 
judicious economy. But, Mr. Chairman, if the reduction of ap- 
3333 is to be accomplished in this bill and others that are 

ollow by the absolute omission of appropriations essential for 
pF gens service, I must decline to indorse such false economy. 
x support the chairman when he seeks to reduce appropria- 
tions to necessities of an honest, frugal administration, not 


because I am in political sympathy with the other side of the 
Chamber, but, being a Democrat, I believe that taxation in what- 
ever form it may be im is a burden upon the productive 
capacity of the people. Whether it be levied by a collector of 
inte’ revenue, or through postal receipts, or by customs dues, 
it is no less a tribute exacted from the taxpayers of the country. 
Having favored economy in the last Congress, I will not depart 
from polioy now. In the hour of victory we upheld this 
e 


doctrine. eat let us cling more closely to it. 

The preat founder of the Democratic party, in hisinaugural ad- 
dress of March 4, 1801, concisely enumerated the essential princi- 
ples of government. He declared, among other things, in favor of 
“ economy in the public expense, that labor may be lightly bur- 
dened.” It follows, therefore, that the hand of the Federal tax- 
gatherer should be laid upon the resources of the people only to 
the extent of securing the necessary reyenue to support and main- 
an cot Ld dao I believe a toi SOOO It Z essential 

ppiness and prosperity of the people. But I challe 

the attention of the 8 and the country to the fact that ‘the 
3 of the Committee on Appropriations, in defiance of prec- 
edents, have refused to appropriate for the public service for the 
ensuing fiscal year an amount estimated at abont $3,000,000. The 
necessities of the service call for this diture, but itis 
poned until after the ensuing election. It may be that the aggre- 
say total of this session’s appropriations will exceed $50,000,000; 

ut I submit to the House whether it is sound policy, whether it 
is a wise inistration of public affairs, to deliberately refuse to 
appropriate that which the obligations of the Government de- 
mand Suring the coming fiscal year. It may be good politics, but 
it is faulty from a business standpoint. 

Pursue your policy, gentlemen; we are in a feeble minority, 
and powerless except to enter our protest; but until the close o; 
this Congress we shall continue to call the attention of the country 
to inadequate appropriations which may be prompted by partisan 
considerations. The total ap riations for this Congress doubt- 
less will aggregate more than a billion of dollars, but if they are 
just, economical appropriations, and required by law the people 
will not complain. 

I had occasion to say at the close of the last Congress that in 
my judgment the appropriations for that Con; , amounting in 
round numbers to $989,000,000, could not have been reduced much 
below $980,000,000 without repealing legislation which made the 
appropriations necessary. I believe that if we are to accomplish 
the desirable result of Senay ee total of 8 of the 
Government much below the billion-dollar mark, we must modify 
or zepoak some of the legislation now on the statute books, But, 
Mr, Chai , 80 long as these laws remain, so long as certain con- 
tracts exist to maintain public works, then this en e should, 
without evasion and without attempting to mislead the people, 
make ample oreo — the public service, regardless of sup- 
posed necessities in the approaching campaign. 

Mr. AYERS. I will yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 


Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. Mc LIN. Mr. i „there ought to be no conceal- 
ment, indirection, or deception in legislation. Whatever is done 
in life, it is well that it be done openly. Whatever is done here 
ought above all things to be done with perfect candor and perfect 
openness. 

Upon a few points both sides of this House agree. First, it is 
agreed that the Government of the United States, in pursuance of 
law, has entered into contracts for the completion of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, public buildings, and other 
things commenced by the Government. It is also agreed that 
according to those contracts there will be required for the next 
fiscal year a certain amount of money. 

It is agreed also that the amount necessary to comply with the 
contracts entered into by law is greater by $3,000,000 for the next 
fiscal year than is carried by this bill. 

Therefore, I conclude that there can be no legitimate excuse 
for the shifting method by which we are proposing to appropriate 
for a part of a fiscal year instead of a whole year. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] admits that he is deliberately 
i „000,000 less than the contracts of the Government 
require. admits that he is appropriating for a part of a fiscal 
year instead of a whole fiscal year. He admits that the deficiency 
thus created will reach or exceed $3,000,000. He also admits that 


he claims justifies this action eee in connection with a for- 
tification bill. It also transpired that the alleged deficiency thus 


to be necessarily more expensive t 
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created has never been a priated for since, and no demand has 

ever been made for it, thus showing that the action of the com- 

ee was wise and that the case cited as a precedent is no prece- 
ent. 

Mr. SAYERS, I will say to the gentleman that the fortifications 
bill is not for any current year. Itis just merely an appropria- 
tion without reference to current years. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Exactly so; andI will supplement the remark 
of my distinguished friend from Texas by saying that the amount 
regs riated proved itself amply sufficient for the purposes in- 
tended. ; 

Mr. SAYERS. Entirely, and no deficiency followed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No deficiency was created thereby; but 
here the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] admits that he is 
evading the contract into which the Government has entered; 
that he is refusing to appropriate money that must be appropri- 
ated next year; that he is merely p ning, not defeating, this 

ropriation. Now, I know that this is a Presidential year, and 

I know that “ stump doctrine ” has much to do with Presidential 

ears, and that this is mere “stump doctrine”; but I do insist 

hat it ought not to be sufficiently potent to justify the violation, 

evasion, or „ of solemn contracts entered into and 
work honestly done. 

Sir, what has been the custom of the Government in the past? 
The appropriation bills have been such that at the end of each 
session of Congress we could foot up the appr ations made 
and know what the expenditures had been; but here my distin- 
guished friend from IIlinois has fallen upon a new method, by 
which no man in America, by footing a: these appropriations, 
can tell what the expenditures of this Congress have been, for 
he postpones the appropriations till future years, and will confuse 
the people thereby. 

Now, I do nob proposa to make any 1 against the con- 
tract system. herever it proves itself more economical it is 
well to adopt it; but Ido insist that when a contract has been 
entered into the people should know the amount that that con- 
tract is costing every year, and there ought not to be a postpone- 
ment of appropriations or amount of ditures until after the 
election. If it is done, let the people know beforehand how much 
has been postponed. Letthem know beforehand for what purpose 
the postponement has been made. Does the gentleman from Nli- 
nois insist that this appropriation is not needed? Far from it. 
He admits that itis needed. Does he claim that it can be avoided? 
On the contrary, suits could be brought on the completion and 
payment forced; and yet he says, “ We will not make the appro- 
priation, because we are to come back here next winter”; and 
while he does not say so, we all know that, the election being over, 
the bridle can be taken off and the horse whipped down the same 
old track to the same destructive terminus, 

Now, the action of the last Congress is not to be taken justly asa 
precedent for what is proposed here. What were the continuing 
appropriations asked for in the first regular session of the last 

mgress? I do not say the first session, because the first session 
was an extraordinary one. In the first regular session for this 
work the appropriations demanded amounted to $8,300,000. The 
sum of $8,400,000 was given. 

At the second session the sum of $11,387,000 was demanded by 
the estimates, and $11,547,000 was given. Where work was shown 
expected, the appropriation 
was made; but here we peu to avoid 3 the money, 
to reduce the showing that is to be made, for campaign purposes; 
and I doubt not, as candid as my friend from Illinois is, that he, 
when he comes to make up the estimates of the appropriations 
made by this Congress, will be figuring it to the credit of the 

y that he represents and leaving out these items. My friend 

om Texas has commented on the fact that certain appropria- 
tions have already been shifted from this bill to a SRi de- 
ficiency bill. I insist that that was unjust. In addition to what 
he has stated, I will point out one or two. He has already shown 
to you wherein $400,000 that was not legitimately charged upon 
the deficiency bill, because no law authorized it, has already been 
8 for in a general deficiency bill for the completion of 

e Library building, 8 = it can not be expended in this 
year. By that method it can be charged to the last Congress in- 
stead of this. 

Again, there is an appropriation of $300,000 for the printing of 
the Agricultural Report. That Sey upon the next 
appropriation bill and does not belong as a A in upon the last 

mgress, and yet that has been saddled upon the last Congress. 
That has been charged to the Democratic Administration instead 
of this House. What is the necessity for this legislation? Why 
not boldly come up and tell the people what the last Congress cost 
the country and what this House is costing it? But these are not 
all. There was in that urgent deficiency bill an appropriation of 
$16,000 for the purpose of purchasing a building in apan, not 
authorized by law, not contemplated by law; and hence it can not 
be a deficiency. It was an original appropriation, and although 


it is made in this Congress, it is charged asa deficiency of the last 
Congress. By an increase for the navy-yard at Brooklyn, also 
not chargeable to the last Congress, $50,000 is heaped up i 


the appropriations of that Congress as a deficiency, when it is not 
a deficiency. Fifty thousand dcllars more in the same way for 
the increase of the Navy. All of these items, amounting to 8808, - 
000, have been put upon a deficiency bill, when they should have 
been 1 for on this bill or on the other regular appro- 
pranon ui of this Congress. 

ow, Mr. 


and to whose charge these expenditures properly belong. Let us 
ako our cs fbi rare for 
each fiscal year. Let us make them in such a clear and distinct 


no trouble concerning these matters. Let us not try to deceive 
the le. We could not deceive them if we would, and we 
should not if we could. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman from 
Illinois that the gentleman from Arkansas . TERRY] desires 
ten minutes; and if the gentleman from Ilinois will agree that 
when we reach the paragraph on public buildings he may have an 
apporemity to offer an amendment and speak for ten minutes, I 

ill agree that general debate be closed now. 

Mr. CANNON. I am perfectly willing that the gentleman 
Shar nare the ten minutes. I donot want to agree to any amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SAYERS, I only mean with reference to the time in which 
he may discuss the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I believe that the minority does 
not desire any further time. 

Mr. C. ON. Let the Clerk read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For post-office and court-house at Kansas City, Mo.: For continuation of 
building under present limit, $50,000. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, after line 19, insert the following: 

“For house and fice at Newark, N. J.: For completion of 
building and for purchase or condemnation of additional land, under present 
limit, $150,000; and the money remaining unexpended under previous ap 
priations for the completion of said building Shall be available either for that 
purpose or for the p or condemnation of additional land.” 

Mr. CANNON. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that on examina- 
tion I find this is authorized law, and within the limit, and if 
the estimate had come before the bill was prepared, as it has come 
since, it would have been in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the eran from New Jersey. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I want to ask a question. Has the build- 
ing been commenced? 

r. PITNEY. This matter is in Toimet. The building is 
substantially totally completed. It is for the purpose of an exten- 
sion and for additional land and to make the residue of the unex- 
pended appropriation already authorized available for the pur- 
chase of additional land. 

Mr. CANNON, And within the limit fixed by the law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the appraiser's warehouse at New York N. T.: 
of 5 present limit, $500,000. RV 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For Spaar of court-house and placing a clock on court-house in New- 
bern, N. C., $25,000. 


Mr. CANNON. I shall have to make a point of order on that 
amendment. It is not authorized by law. 
Mr. SHAW. As I understand the rule, an appropriation is 
proper to complete a work in course of erection. is court- 
ouse is only peany erected. There has been no provision made 
up to this time for the erection of a tower or for a clock. The 
ple of Newbern have 3 me time and again to see the 
npervising Architect and arrange to have a clock erected on the 
building. I have written tothe Architect, and he informs me that 
it me — about $25,000 to complete the building with the tower 
and cloc 
coer poem myself, however, to the point of order, as I under- 
stand the rule it is that where a building is in course of erection 


an amendment to complete the work is in order. That is my 
understanding of the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the law providing for the con- 
struction of that bananer Has the limit been reached and is 
this amendment for an addi 

Mr. SHAW, Yes, sir. 


tional appropriation? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The . provided for in this 
amendment is not within the law? 

2 0 8 No, sir. This is for an additional appropriation 
0 „000. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the original appropriation act was the 
building limited to a certain amount? 

. SHAW. Iam not sure about that. 

Mr. CANNON. I can answer that question from the Supervis- 
ing Architect’s report. The limit was fixed March 3, 1889, at 
$75,000. By the act of 1890, $25,000 was appropriated, and by the 
act of March 3, 1891, $50,000 was appropriated; so that the limit 
Was fixed at $75,000, and the whole amount has been appropriated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add at the end of line 22, page 2, the following: To supplement the appro- 
coe heretofore made for the improvement and extension of the United 


tates court-house and ffice building at Little Rock, Ark., in accordance 
with the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, $43,000." 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the point of 
order on that amendment that it is not authorized by law, but I 
= ote the point if the gentleman from Arkansas desires to 

eard. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, Lask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] be allowed fifteen min- 
utes in which to present the merits of his amendment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, Ihave no general assault to make 
upon this sundry civil bill. The committee having it in charge 
doubtless had some sufficient reason for reporting it in the sha 
in which it appears here, but I desire to the attention of the 
committee to & work of public necessity; a work of urgent impor- 
tance, which the Committee on Appropriations has failed to pro- 
viđe for, and in connection with this subject I wish to ask atten- 
tion to a statement transmitted to the Speaker of this House by 
the Secretary of the Treasury in reference to the court-house and 
post-office building at Little „Ark. Iread: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 19, 1895. 
Str: Referring to the United States court-house and post- office at Little 
Rock, Ark., I have the honor to submit the following statement: 
Under date of August 27, 1804, the undermentioned act of Congress was 


approved: 

RP That the Secre! of the Treasury be, and ho is hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause the following improvements to be made on the building and 
grounds of the United States court-house and post-office at Little Rock, Ark., 
and at a cost not to exceed the following, to wit: 

“First. To construct an addition to said building for the purpose of creat- 
ing more room therein, and enlarging the judge's chamber and the offices of 
the marshal and clerk of the circuit and district courts, at a cost not exceed- 


000. 

ne 3 To put an elevator in said building at a cost not exceeding $4,000. 

“Seo. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause proper plans and 
estimates to be made for each of the improvements above contemplated, so 
that no expenditure shall be made or authorized for the full completion of 
either of them beyond the amount above provided therefor, said amount to 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Also, under date of March 2, 1895, an item was included in the sundry civil 
bill for into effect the above act, in amount $58,000. 

In pursuance of the above legislation the Supervising Architect of this 
Department has had a sketch prepared of the pro; extension, and, after 
careful consideration of the matter, itis found that the sum mentioned in 
the above bill is 9 for the purpose required, and that in order to 
provide an extension to the present building that will give the neces: 
accommodation to the various Government officials, e the judge's 
chamber, provide a new court room and a new jury room, and construct the 
addition so that it will comport tecturally with the present building, 
Tuon Ld faced with stone and fireproofed, will require an additional amount 

I haye, therefore, the honor to recommend that the additional amount of 
$43,000 be appropriato for the proposed extension. 


y, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. Chairman, when I went before the Committee on Appro- 

iations in relation to this matter I was told that a great num- 
Pecet persons were desirous of having provision made for public 
buildings in their localities, and I stated then to the committee 
that if there were any that st dete the same position as this work 
did, if there was a single one that stood on all fours with this, it 
was the duty of the committee to recommend the appropriation. 
Here you have a solemn estimate sent in by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to the Speaker of the House, showing the importance 
and the necessity of this appropriation. In addition to that, I de- 
sire to call the attention of this committee to a statement submit- 
ted by the circuit judge of the eighth circuit of the United States, 
Hon. Henry C. Caldwell. It was written to me when I applied for 
the first authorization for this work. I asked then for a larger 
amount, claiming that the sum authorized was not sufficient, and 
Judge Caldwell wrote me this letter. I ask attention to this let- 
ter, and then I desire tosubmit the question to the judgment 
and the fairness of this Committee of the Whole and of the gentle- 
man from Illinois himself, who has reserved the point of order, 


two or three chairs. 


whether he will not 


rmit this necessary appropriation to be 
made. 


Judge Caldwell’s letter is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, EIGHTH Orngurr, 
Little Rock, March 28, 1892. 
My DEAR Sin: I have just seen a copy of your bill relating to the United 
States building in this city. 8 
I have said and written so much about this building in the past that I have 


grown weary of the subject. My letters are on file in Washington protesting 
against laying she foundations of the building under the tations and re- 
strictions of the act making the first appropriation. 

I said then and time has verified the carrectness of my judgment—that the 


building which it was proposed to erect would be found totally inadequate to 


accommodate the public officers and business expected to be provided for 
beg its walls. I knew this was soso far as it related to the United States 
cour 


I pleaded for two court rooms, or a judge's chambers large enough for a 
chambers court room, but all in vain. There is but one court room, and the 
judge's chambers is barely large enough to contain my bookcases, a table, and 


The result is that when thereare two judges here and it is desirable to hold 
two courts at the same e, as it frequently is, we are unable to do so, ex- 
cept when the county court-house is not in use and is loaned to us, or We can 
get in the State house. 

The want of another court room is a source of expense to the Government 
and of delay and costs to es and witnesses. 

The circuit court of appeals ought to hold its winter sessions at this place, 
and doubtless would do so if we had a court room, but under existing condi- 
tions it is out of the question. 

I know nothing about the wants of the other departments. I only know 
5 present building does not furnish adequate accommodations for the 


States courts. 
Yours, truly, HENRY C. CALDWELL, 
Circuit Judge. 
Hon. W. L. TERRY, M. C. 
Washington, D. C. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, see the position that this Government is 
left in at Little Rock on account of the want of a sufficient appro- 
priation for this building, Both the judges, the district judge and 
the circuit judge, are residents of that city, and it often becomes 
necessary to have both the circuit and the district courts in ses- 
sion at the same time. When that is necessary, you have all the 
parties that are called to Little Rock in attendance on the courts, 
jurors who sometimes have to spend weeks there and sometimes 
months, parties who have to stay there at their own expense, and 
witnesses in criminal cases and jurors summoned at the expense of 
the United States. All these are delayed and all this is constantly 
going on, and the only chance of relief from such situation, that 
this great Government has to R O , is the courtesy of Pulaski 
County for a room in which to hold one of the courts of these 
United States. 

Now, that is unseemly; and I appeal to the fairness and justice 
of this House, to its sense of what is due to this great Govern- 


ment, to permit this necessary appropriation to be made. I trust 
that my friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] will not insist on the 


point of order. In fact, [doubt whether the amendment is subject 
to the point of order, because this work has been undertaken; one 
appropriation to do the work has been made; estimates and plans 
have been prepared; and now, finding the matter in this shape, 
the Secretary sends to the Speaker of the House this estimate with 
a recommendation that the appropriation be made. I think, sir, 
that every consideration of justice, patriotism, and public spirit 
should induce this Committee of the Whole to grant the appro- 
priation asked for. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, without respect to the merits 
of this proposition, I insist on the point of order that it is not an 
og .. authorized by law. 

e CHAIRMAN. Is the appropriation beyond the limit? 

Mr. CANNON. Les, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MERCER. Ioffer the amendment which I ask the Clerk 


o read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word dollars,“ in line 22. page 2, add: 

For fice at South Omaha, Nebr.: For construction of building under 
present limit, $75,000." 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, with reference to this amend- 
ment, I wish to say that the Fifty-third Congress passed a bill 
providing for the purchase of asite and the construction of a 
pbuilding at South Omaha, Nebr., not to exceed in cost the sum of 
$100,000, including site and building. Time has elapsed, and thus 
far not a step has been taken by the Treasury Department even 
to purchase a site. Mr. Chairman, it does not take a great finan- 
cier to buy a post-office site and erect a building thereon in one of 
the cities of the United States; and there is no excuse for it not 
doing justice to one of the busiest and most prosperous cities in 
the 3 simply executing the law. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that this amendment is not only not 
subject to a point of order, but that it comes within the purview 
of the legislation of this Congress. If we pass the amendment and 
appropriate this money, we can perhaps force the Treasury De- 

ent to purchase a site and erect a building, as should have 

en done some time ago. I submit to the House that this amend- 
ment should be adopted, and I trust that members will see the pro- 
priety of such action. For over a year $25,000 has been availehis; 


t 
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fifteen thousand of which is to be applied in the purchase of a site. 
Months and months the Departinent asked for sites and several 
were offered, all within the amount prescribed by law. I can 
understand the delay in commencing a public building, but there 
is no reason whatever for postponing the purchase of a site. I 
appreciate the position occupied by the distinguished chairman 
of the Appropriations Committee, and regret that his hands are 
tied at this time. I will continue to bombard the Treasury De- 
partment, in the hope that a site may soon be purchased, and then 
will ask that a building be erected as rapidly as practicable. A 
dozen cities are in the same position as South Omaha. 

Mr.CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this veh gee that the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska asks to have made is wholly unnecessary. 
It is true that the proposed appropriation is within the limit here- 
tofore fixed, but it is also true that as to this particular building 
the gentleman is better off than are those interested in most of the 

ublic buildings throughout the country. The Secretary of the 
easury now has full authority to contract for that building from 
cellar to dome, 

We examined into this question very fully, There has already 
been appropriated $25,000—appropriated twelve months ago. Not 
one cent of that amount has been expended. No site has been 
bought. And the Supervising Architect says that he can not 

rior to next winter make even the pan for that building; that 
e has not yet acquired the site, and that he will not exceed the 
$25,000 already appropriated within the next twelve months. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the Supervising Architect give any 
reason why he has not made the plans in all this time? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, it seems to be the policy of the Treasury 
Department, under existing conditions, to go s Pe Sa The Ag- 
ricultural Department would not buy seeds. The asury De- 
partment in many instances (whether for a good or a bad rea- 
pon) is proceeding slowly. Now, we can not have administration 
by legislation. e fact is, as I have stated, that the sum of 
$25,000 was appro riated twelve months ago, and that there has 
never been a site bought at South Omaha; that the Supervising 
Architect, after careful examination, tells us not only that the site 
has not been bought, but that the plans and specifications will not 
be made within the next twelve months. d 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If we can not have administration by legis- 
lation, and I concede that statement, and if a Department refuses 
squarely to carry out the intention of our law, why can it not 
continue to do so right along forever? If Congress makes an 
appropriation for anything and the Department refuses to act, 
what remedy is there on the ng of Congress? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman knows the 
answer to that question. If any Administration pursues a policy 
which, upon the whole, does not meet with public approval, there 
is but one remedy—an appeal to the people. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. We will take es opon 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I y think the gentleman 
from Illinois is dealing fairly with the Supervising Architect in 
this matter. This Administration has pursued the same policy 
that the former Administration did in regard to the execution of 
the law as to the construction of public buildings. The trouble 
has been that up to this date we have allowed that office only 
$200,000 per annum with which to prepare plans and specifica- 
tions, advertise for bids, and do all those things of a preliminary 
character which are necessary before the actual construction of 
the building is entered upon. At this session this House has voted 
(and I believe the Senate has done the same) to increase thatitem 
of appropriation by the addition of $50,000, so that the Supervis- 
ing Architect’s Office will have after the 30th of June next 
$250,000 instead of $200,000, as at present, with which to execute 
the laws with reference to the construction of public buildings, 

Mr. CANNON, May I ask my colleague a question there? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish merely to make this suggestion, that I 
called this to the attention of the Supervising Architect while 
examining him touching these buildings, this being one of a class, 
and he said that e the increase he could not make 
the plans until the next coming winter. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is so. 

Mr. CANNON. And so far as the expenditure is concerned I 
ask if this appropriation within the coming year is needed? 

Mr. SAY. .I think not. I will be candid with the gentle- 


man. 

What Idesired, Mr. Chairman, was for the House to understand 
exactly the condition, and not be impressed with the idea that the 
delay was because of a policy of the Treasury Department not to 
proceed toward the construction of these buildings. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If the gentleman will permit me, I have in 
sa district. 

he CHAIRMAN. The time for debate has expired. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I move to strike out the last word. 

I wish to say that in 1891 a public building was provided for in 
the town of Akron, in my district, and a year ago I went to the 


office and made inquiry about it, and they told me that they were 
anxious to put it up, but they did not have the money to make 
TAPRE and ifications. 
. SAYERS. That refers to the appropriation of $200,000 
heretofore, which has been insufficient. 
«Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes. Now, this increase of $50,000 will 
enable them to go on with the work and put op the building. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. Trat is the reason that I supported a reso- 
lution which passed the House recently allowing an itemof $25,000 
78 preparation of the plans and specifications for the building 
at Chi i 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER]. 

The amendment was rejected, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For post-office at Washington, D. C.: For continuation of building under 
present limit, $275,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois in charge of this billa question. Is not that 
very much lower than the estimate made by the Department for 
the construction of this building as being absolutely necessary to 
complete it? 

Mr. CANNON. That is sufficient, I would say to the gentle- 
man from California. It is all that is required for the building 
up to the ist of March next. That is only a year from this time, 
and the fund will be sufficient to carry on the work up to that 
time. There is a desire and recommendation on the part of the 
Supervising Architect, for various reasons which I will not go 
into now, to break the limit of the cost on that building, but that 
will require legislation. We recommend, within the limit, all the 
money that is necessary for use between now and March 1, 1897. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Is that all that could be used 
profitably if hopes tape 

Mr. CANNON. There is about $100,000 still within the limit 
that is not recommended in the appropriation, because it is not 


necessary. 

Mr. J OHNSON of California. If an extra amount was given, 
would not the work be pushed ahead a little more rapidly? 

Mr. CANNON. No. There is power to contract, the gentle- 
man knows, and this building is being carried on under contract 


now. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Iasked the question because the 
work seems to be slower now than tarin January. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. All the appropriation that is available for the 
8 during the year has been made. 

r. JOHNSON of California. If the gentleman thinks so, I 

will not offer the amendment I had intended to offer at this time. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendmentI 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the sixth line on page 3: 
“For court-house and post-office buildin; 


at Cumberland, Md.: For con- 
tinuation of building under present limit, $50,000." 


Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I 
offer this amendment for the reason that during the last Congress 
there was passed an act authorizing the erection of a public build- 
ing for a United States court-house and post-office building in the 
city of Cumberland, Md., and $75,000 was set apart for that pur- 
pose. In the appropriation act of that Congress an appropriation 
of 825,000 was set apart to begin work on this building. The site 
has not yet been purchased, it is true, but if we purchase the site 
with the money already appropriated we will not have money 
enough to carry out that part of the contract, and it seems to me 
that it is therefore necessary for Congress in some way to provide 
not only for the purchase of the ground, but for the beginning of 
the erection of the building, if not its completion. 

It may seem a little previous to suggest it at this time, on the 
ground, it may be alleged, that it is not necessary just now. At 
the same time, when you take into consideration the conditions 
ers it seems appropriate that the amendment should be 
adopted. I think it is necessary that the $50,000 should be appro- 
priated now, for if the work is to go on at all we should take ste 
not only to purchase the ground, but to begin the erection of the 
building at once. 

Our people are anxiously looking for it. It is a matter of public 
necessity. It is the first time in the history of the Government 
that an appropriation of that kind has been asked by our section 
of the State. The Bepartment seems to be slow in moving, I su: 
pose because we live up yonder in the mountains, and they thin 
we are not entitled to much consideration. The people are desirous 
that there shall be a session of the United States court held at 
Cumberland, and although the authorization has been given, it 
has not yet been held, because of the fact that there was no court- 
house in which to hold the court. 

Now, we need a court-house and we need a post-office building. 
The sum of $25,000 has already been set aside. The Department 
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does not seem to be in a hurry, and one excuse is that there is not 


enough appropriated to in the building. Therefore I opon 


to Congress now that, in addition to the $25,000 appropriated by 
the last Con. vou add this $50,000, so that they may purchase 
ground and begin the erection of this building. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask the gentleman’s attention. The sum of 


$25,000 was appropriated a year ago. Not one cent of it has been 


. WELLINGTON. Not one. 
Mr. CANNON. Not even a site has been purchased. We made 
diligent inquiry touching this building, and at the end of that 
niry ascertained that there could be no site purchased or plans 
and specifications made so as to be ready to contract before next 
inter. 


winter, 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Will the gentleman permit me to inter- 
rupt him? 

. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Iwishtosay that Ihave personal knowl- 
edge of the fact that the 8 De ent, more than four 
months ago, received bids; that they have not seen fit since that 
time to give satisfaction to anyone as to what they propose to do; 
and I think that if the Treasury Department do not move, it is 
the business of Congress at least to put them insuchashape, any- 
way, that aa can not have any further excuse. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend will bear me out that they have no 
excuse now, so far as the means are concerned to begin this work. 
friend’s attention to the fact that the law gives the Sec- 
mey of the Treasury power to contract for the completion of 
this building, the same as all other continuous contracts. He 
comes and says, through his proper official, that the plans will not 
be made in any event before almost twelve months from this time. 
There is atrouty $25,000 available, and the want of appropriation 
is not what is causing the delay. So that, in harmony with this 
whole bill, the appropriation need not now be made, and will not 
hasten the thing one thousandth part of a second if it is made. 

Mr. LOUD. ill the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Ina moment. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I wish to ask another question. 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. aup the Treasury Department after 
having invited these bids and having already allowed four months 
to pass in which they have not moved a hand or foot or said a 
word or given a sign 92 —.— the people may know what they 
- intend to do—sw ey go on in this way for a year or two? 
Are we to wait forever before they act upon this matter? 

Mr. CANNON. Now I will play Yankee with my friend. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Do not do that. 

Mr. CANNON. I will answer his question by asking another. 
How would the making of this 5 ect that? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. It wo get it in this way: The Treas- 
ury ent seems to intimate that the 825,000 may not be 
enough to purchase this site. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; on the contrary—— 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Iwant tosay, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me, that the Treasury ent does not know what this 
site will cost, and we know something about it. 

Mr.CANNON. Onthecon — use Lam better advised, I 
think, than my friend—we went to the bottom of all these public 
building appropriations and authorizations, and we found that it 
was not for the want of ge clr rae so far as that is concerned. 
I have been entirely frank with the gentleman. This si ral 
tion of $50,000 which he moves will not hasten the con ting 
for or the ra of that building a moment. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. But will it not do this: Will it not put 
us in a position to buy this site beyond a peradventure and then 
begin the erection of this building? 

. CANNON, wee ‘ou are in a position now to do it. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. eare not in a position to do anything, 
except to purchase that site, and possibly not that; and if the site 
is purchased and we have not a dollar more to go forward with, 


the building can not go forward. 

Mr. ON. On the con —I have failed to make myself 
understood—the Secretary of the ury has the power to con- 
tract for this whole building at once. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Yes; but there will not be a dollar of 
the $25,000 1 5 8 

Mr. CANNON. He has the power to make the contract; and 
nonda out from the bids on the contract what the building will 
Mr. WELLINGTON. If the Secretary has the power to con- 
tract up to $75,000, why not appropriate to pay he makes 
the contract? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, my friend, occupying the fortunate posi- 
tion that Cumberland does over ninety-nine one-hundredths of 
the balance of the public service, wi power to contract, 
she can afford to be content with that, it seems to me, because 


there is no way, in making these appropriations, to expedite the 


matter. 
Mr. WELLINGTON. I can not see it in the same light. 
. ON. Oh, well, Iam sorry. I am telling my friend 
e y 
Mr. WELLINGTON. But there is a difference of opinion. 


The CHAIRMAN, Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 
P res SAYERS. I move to e out the last word. I will sey 
0 


ntleman from Maryland that it seems that the pone 
been adopted to appropriate only for eight months. That 
the policy, the gentleman from Illinois, in my judgment, is quite 
correct in his statement that an additional appropriation will not be 
necessary for this buil up to the ist of March. Now, if there 
has not been a purchase of a site for the building, if I mistake not, 
if you examine the law you will find that the purchase of the site 
can not be made until what is called ‘‘sketch plans” shall have 
been prepared, and it shall be the judgment of the Supervising 
Architect, approved by the Assistant Secretary of the 8 
that he can afford to pay so much for the site and at 
time complete the buil 7 

Mr. GTON. 
right there? 


Tr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. As I understand, the Sg eg or the 
Would pot that indicate that that stage of the proceedings heal 

ould no at indica a of the pri i 
already been reached? S 

Mr. SAYERS. 8 

Mr. WELLINGTON. t has already been done. That stage 
has been passed. The bids were sent to the Secretary of the Treas- 

four months ago. 

r. SAX ERS. But the Secretary of the Treasury has not opened 
the bids for the site. And even after they shall have been opened, 
if the propositions exceed a certain amount—if they reach an 
amount which if paid will prevent the construction of the build- 
ing within the limit prescribed in the bill—then the purchase of 
the site can not be made, 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Then it will be necessary to have an 
additional appropriation? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certain . 5 ` 

Mr. WELLINGTON. That is just what Iam trying to reach by 
this amendment, I think it may be necessary, in order to pur- 
chase a site and make provision for putting up this building, to have 
an additional appropriation. Now, then, itis true that this can not 
be done by next March if the present policy of administration is 
followed, but we do not know but by to-morrow or next week the 
Secretary of the may see fit to open these bids and settle 
the matter, and then we should not be in shape to go on with this 
building. We have waited up yonder quite a long number of 
years. e have waited anxiously, and we have gotten to a point 
where an appropriation has been made for our benefit; and after 
the law has been passed setting aside a certain sum of money we 
appeal to Congress now to give us a chance and let us purchase 

site. Let us make the plans and go to work and put up this 

court-house, which we have needed there for a number of years. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if my friend will allow me 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word. The 
trouble is that the gentleman is not bringing the medicine to cure 
the disease, It is not the fault of appropriation about that build- 
ing, should the Secretary enter upon it. As a matter of fact, he 
has not only got the appropriation, but authority to contract. I 
can tell my friend where the trouble is. 

Mr. LLINGTON, I would like to know where it is. 

Mr. CANNON. It is a question of money in the Treasury, and 
that goes to a general policy that I do not care to discuss now. 

Mr. WELLINGTON, e are anxious to know why it is. 

Mr. CANNON. It is not a question of appropriation; it is not 
a question of authority to contract; but it is a question of money 
in the e the United States that stands in the way. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Why, the claim is made that there is a 
she in the Treasury of the United States. ughter, | 

r. LIVINGSTON. There is no necessity for an appropria- 
tion. If you get the contract, the work will goon under the con- 
tract. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maryland, 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and before the result of the vote was 
announced 

Mr. WELLINGTON said: I make the point that there is not a 
quorum in the House. 

Mr. Sorin cnt I ask the Chair to count. There is a hundred 
presen 


the same 
win the gentleman permit a question 
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The CHAIRMAN (after a count). One hundred and twenty-six 
members are present. On this question the ayes are 11, noes 40; 
the noes have it, and the amendment is rejected. ) 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Ope Toate of cost of the public building at Kansas City, Mo.,is hereby in- 
creased $116,000." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order upon 
that amendment, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I concede the point of order to be well take 
but ask the gentleman to reserve it until he hears the letter o 
= Secretary of the Treasury read, and then, perhaps, he may 
relent. 

Mr. CANNON, If my friend wants to be heard on his amend- 
ment I will with great pleasure, ont of my love for him, reserve 
the point of order, but at the end I will make it all the same. 

r. DOCKERY. i , I see an unrelenting look in 
the eye of the gentleman in charge of this bill,so I will simply ask 
to have printed in the Rxconp the letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. In my ju ent it conclusively establishes the neces- 
sity for this increase of limit. 

ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The estimate is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETAR 
Washington, D. C., March 9, 1896. 

SIR: I have the honor to submit the following statement relative to the 

ding at Kansas City, Mo. 


United States -oftice and court-house buil ty. 2 
The limit of the cost of the site and building as fixed by act of of 
January 2, 1891, is $1,200,000, of which amount the cost of the site wae mae 


*. 
„ . 


leaving a balance applicable to the construction of the buil 


The cost of the contracts and contingent to date is 
a balance for the completion of the building of $ 136.21. 


Respectfull; i — 

8 J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSR or REPRESENTATIVES. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


of custom-houses, court- marine itals, q tine 
stations, and other public buildings under the control of the Treasury De- 
which amount the sum of $30,000 to be used for the ma- 


rine — Sie and quarantine 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I submit the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

9, after the word “stations,” insert “and the sum of $70,000, 
3 We as may be gor nome to be immediately available, to be 
used in making re to the Federal building at St. Albans, Vt., recently 
partially destroyed by fire.” 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I shall be compelled to reserve 
the point of order on that amendment, 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I insist that this amendment 
is not subject to the point of order. The Chair will notice that 
the appropriation under this paragraph is for the purpose of re- 
pairing and preserving ‘‘ custom-houses, court-houses, post-offices, 
marine hospitals, quarantine stations, and other public buildings 
under the control of the Treasury De ent, $250,000.” Now, 
the amendment which I propose simply appropriates a ion of 
this gross sum of $250,000 for the repair of a Federal building 
coming within the class of buildings named in the paragraph, the 
2 building at St. Albans, Vt., which was recently partially 

estroyed by fire. 

Mr. Chairman, in reference to the merits of the proposition, I 
have to say that the Government, at a e expense —I for; the 
amount, but nearly $200,000—construc a public building for 
the purposes of a court-house, custom-house, internal-revenuè col- 
lector’s office, and other Federal p at St. Albans, which 
was, to all intents and purposes, completed the day that the fire 
occurred in that town. The furniture for the building had been 
contracted for, the doors and windows put in, and within three 
weeks the building would have been open for the occupancy of the 
Government offic A fire came upon that town which: in 

rtion to the size of the town, was as di as the 


e of 1871 was to the city of Chi . 1 


of the Treasury sent an expert there, who has estimated 
feat t l take 870,000 to restore the building to the condition it 
was in before the fire. 


Mr. BINGHAM. What was the date of that fire? 

Mr. POWERS. Some time last July. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That was prior to the estimates being made, 

Mr. POWERS. Very likely. One word more, Mr. Chairman, 
The Senate has already a special bill appropriating $70,000 
for the purpose of making these repairs. That bill has come to 
the House and has been unanimously reported by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, but there is not likely to be ac- 
tion upon it for some time. The circumstances are these: Here 
is a building with the roof burned off, the inside finish eiry ban 
some portions of the walls not injured, but a goes portion of t 
80 that they must be rebuilt. The Government will not 
even incur the expense of putting a shed over the building, be- 
cause the officials say they have no money available for that pur- 
pose. Now, I do not ask for a specific appropriation of $70,000, 
which would increase this bill by so much, but I do ask to have 
$70,000 of the sum already carried in the bill for the general pur- 
8 repairs applied specially to the repairs of this building at 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if the roof of your house should be burned 
off, would you not, as ESE man, repair it at once, and thereby 
preserve the balance of the structure? Just so ought the Govern- 
ment to do in this case. Any man who looks at the circumstances 
for a single moment must see that good business husbandry de- 
mands that this building of the Government be taken in hand at 
once and speedily put into the condition that is needed for the 

ublic business. ə Government is now paying besty. rent for 

e use of offices at that place, St. Albans being the third 
k of entry in this country. This appropriation is absolu 

emanded in the interest of business at that point. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Allow me to ask the gentle- 
man whether this building which was burned down was insured? 

Mr. POWERS. It was not. The Government never insures its 
public 3 ; it declines to do so. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Why? 

Mr. POWERS. That is a question which I would like to have 
the gentleman answer. I never could understand the reason. 

Mr, BARTLETT of New York. Iam not in the Government. 

JC 

int o er. simply pro’ ou a on o 
$595,000 that the bill i carries. : 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Vermont 
has eee this matter (as he does every question that he treats) 
so clearly and so strongly that if a bill to exceed the limit in the 
construction of this public building were before the House for con- 
sideration I think I should vote with him. But as the propost 
tion now comes up on this appropriation bill it is clearly subject 
to a point of order, because it proposes to legislate. The gentle- 
man substantially gives his case away when he says the Senate has 
passed a se bill which is now pending before the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds of this House. But Iam not 
driven to that argument. I hold in my hand the report of the 
Supervising Architect, which states that the act of January 26, 
1891, limits the cost of the site and building at St. Albans, includ- 
ing fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating rat ghey elevators, 
and approaches, to $60,000, every cent of which has been appro- 
priated. There is the whole story. I ask for a verge J 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. POWERS. With all due respect to the Chairman, I ask to 
take an appeal. 

The question being taken, ‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
= the judgment of the committee?” it was decided in the aftirm- 
ative. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MARINE HOSPITALS. 
‘or h 2 „ 
F — BOIRON ee For additional for elevator, $1,500; 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, early in this session I intro- 
duced a bill which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, a bill which, if it had been acted on, might have p us 
in such a position that all the appropriations here asked for could 
have 2 8 granted. 

The C MAN. There is no question before the Committee 
of the Whole. 

aoe TI move to amend by striking out the last 
wor 


Mr. Chairman, that bill provided that so long as the gold 
standard is maintained in this country the of all the offi- 
uced to fourths the 


cials, including SCR ay mare be r 
F ppro FF 
ouse having of a p ons re 
said bills in conformity with the provisions of this act. 5 
Now, Mr. Chairman, we must either reduce salaries or we must 
enact the Senate substitute into law, and thus provide for the 
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coinageof silver. The arguments in favor of the gold standard were 


little more than the reiteration of the same scarecrow doctrines 
that were sent here from Wall street to oppose the silver-coinage 
law of 1878 and which have been reiterated every time a silver- 
coinage bill has been brought before this body. The arguments 
were shown to be fallacious then and the history of the last eight- 
een years has proven them to be utterly without foundation. 

A most distinguished member of this body—probably the ablest 
lawyer from the State which he represents on this floor, and by 
far the ablest advocate of the gold standard on this side of the 
House, a gentleman for whom we all entertain profound regard, 
a gentleman whom I saw in his seat a few moments ago—after the 
fallacy of those arguments had been exposed, after every principle 
and theory that he advocated on this question had been refuted, 
cried out: “Stop all this agitation for the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver.” 

Yes, the distinguished gentleman cried, ‘‘ You must not agitate.” 
That, Mr. Chairman, has been the exclamation of tyrants in all 
ages—‘‘ you must not agitate.” [Applause.] When gentlemen 
resort to this ultimatum they admit that their arguments are fal- 
lacies. Nero told the people that they“ must not agitate”; Ca- 
ligula told the people that they ‘‘must not agitate.” The gold- 
standard bankers of New York City, who now own substantially 
all the gold in the United States—so much was shown by the late 
bids on the bonds—were able to purchase bonds for gold to the 
amount of $102,448,199.55, while the 20,000,000 people who live 
south of the Ohio and Potomac rivers were only able to purchase 
to the amount of $222,086. 

These gentlemen of New York insist that “this gold must be 
the only money of ultimate redemption.” They have the farmers 
of the South and West by the throat, and they say, You must 
not agitate. If you do, we will make it worse for you; we control 
the money of the land; we havea power which you can not resist“; 
and the distinguished gentlemen who advocate the gold-standard 
policy cry out, Youmustnotagitate.” ‘“Youfarmersof the West, 

ou farmers of the South,” cry the bankers and monied men, we 

ve by our methods reduced the value of your products to one- 
half; we have degraded you to mere toilers; we have elevated our- 
selves to be money kings and sovereigns; and now we say, ‘ You 
must not agitate’ . if you agitate this question we will 
make matters worse for you.” 

A few days ago I was cut off in the midst of a sentence while 
showing the inconsistency of my friend, Mr. PATTERSON, in con- 
tending that an excess in silver production made bimetallism 
im ible. 

hen Mr. PATTERSON was as ardent a bimetallist as myself sil- 
yer production was nearly double that of gold and there might 
then have been a shadow of ground for such a contention. 

Now he admits that the production of gold far exceeds that of 
silver, and certainly if it was right and wise for him to contend 
for silver coinage then it is ten times as right and wise and there 
are ten times the reasons for him to contend for it now. 

The distinguished gentleman, Mr. PATTERSON, also said: 

By the laws of the United States all the gold in the world can be lawfully 
brought to the mints of the United States and there coined into money, with- 
out charge for mintage, at the rate of 23.22 grains 3 gold to the dollar; 
it follows necessarily t the commercial value of 23.22 of gold is ex- 
actly equal to the purchasing power of the dollar into which it is coined. 

Now, I ask my friend if he will not admit that silver would have 
the same dignity and the same power if its treatment were the 
same as that which he states is accorded to gold? 

In all his long speech he did not utter a syllable to refute this. 
His entire speech was little more than personal assertions and 
fearful forebodings. 

The s hes of these gentlemen are merely a repetition of the 
8 which the Wall street and Lombard street bank- 
ers and brokers sent here in 1877 and 1878 to oppose the silver- 
coinage law of 1878, and which were reiterated by the same men 
when they struck the final blows upon silver by the bullion bill of 
1890 and purchase-clause repeal of 1893. 

Every prediction made by these men has proven to be false, and 
every prediction made by the friends of silver has proven to be cor- 
rect and true. They said thesilver-coinage act of 1878 would be fol- 
lowed by panic and distress. We denied this and insisted that it 
would bring prosperity. We were right and the gold-standard 
bankers were wrong. 

And yet the burden of Mr. PATTERSON’S speech is a reiteration of 
this scarecrow fallacy which the Wall street men have sent here 
to induce representatives of the people to enact laws which will 
double the value and power of the money which need possess. In 
the summer of 1893 they and their friends in this House insisted 
that the purchase-clause repeal would pees tly restore 8 
and a rise in prices; we denied it and said distress and fallin 
prices would follow. The result proves that we were right an 
they were wrong. 

Lassertthat every material prediction made by the gold-standard 


advocates has been proved to be fallacious and devoid of truth 
and that every material prediction made by the opponents of the 
gold-standard policy has proved to be sound and true. 

I beg that Mr. PATTERSON will lain to this House why it is 
that his predictions that panic would follow a silver-coinage act 
now have any more basis than the same refuted predictions which 
were made just before the silver-coinage actof 1878, But they sa 
if the Government should coin and Ped out silver, gold ular 
cease to circulate as money and would go to a premium. 

I deny this, and in reply state that under the ruinous gold- 
standard policy pog has ceased to circulate as money and is being 
hoarded by the bankers and moneyed men to be used in coercing 
the issuance of more bonds. s 

So effectually has gold been hoarded that, as indicated by the 
late bids for bonds, for each $1 of gold per capita south of the 
Potomac and Ohio rivers there is 85,532 in New York City; and 
during the last two years the Government has paa or obligated 
itself to pay, these bankers and brokers and the Rothschilds a pre- 
mium on gold to the amount of $244,000,000. 

This is for interest alone, saying nothing about the principal we 
have obligated ourselves to pay. 

The gentlemen commit a great error when they say that the 
opponents of the gold standard insist and will accept nothing but 
free and unlimited coinage of silver at 16 to 1. This is not true. 

The bill I offered and have urged before this House is free from 
every objection which has been urged against free coinage, and 
yet the gold-standard men oppose it and oppose even its consider- 
ation. e bill is as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secre of the LB mtg? dog hereby directed to 
purchase all pure sliver bullion and al pure gold bullion which may be ten- 
dered to the Government at a price not exceeding the aye: market price 
of said gold and silver bullion in the six leading markets of the world, said 
average price to be determined by the latest reports in the possession of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
SEC. 2. That the Secre of the Treasury shall issue in parmani of such 
archases of silver and gold bullion Treasury notes of the ted States, to 
prepared ye Secretary of the Treasury in such form and of such de- 
nominations as he may deem most suitable for the use of the le; and such 
Treasury notes shall be a legal tender in payment of all obis, public and 
private, except where otherwise expressly stipulated in the contract, and 
shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and when so re- 
ceived may be reissued; and such notes, when held by any national banking 
association, may be counted as a part of its lawful reserve. 

SEC. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be coined all of 
said gold and silver 8 under the provisions of this act, or so much 
thereof as it is possible to coin by using the fullest capacity of the mints of 
the United States. But it shall be the duty d? the Secretary of the Treasu 
to, as nearly as practicable, coin the same amount of dollars in silver as 
coined in gold, and a sum sufficient to carry out the provisions of this act is 
hereby Bc poy tes 

SEC. 4. That the Treasury notes issued in accordance with the provisions of 
this act shall be redeemable on demand, in coin, at the Treasury of the United 
States, or at the office of any assistant treasurer of the United States, and 
when so redeemed may be re ed. 

SEC. 5. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury in redeem- 
ing the Treasury notes issued under the provisions of this act toredeem them 
partly in gold and pardy in legal tender silver, in that proportion in which 
the two metals were in the Treasury at the opening of business on the day on 
which the Treasury notes are presented. 

paa 6. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with this act are re- 


I also introduced a bill to repeal the unconstitutional tax of 10 
per cent upon issues of banks other than national banks, 

This would divorce our banking system from the Government 
Treasury and would restore prosperity to the rural sections, and 
would break the tyrannical power of the moneyed men of the 
Northeast, but this bill is opposed by the New York bankers and 
their friends and champions in this House. It is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all laws or parts of laws that place a tax upon the 
circulation of banks chartered by Sta or in any way restrict banks char- 
pared Py States from issuing bills for circulation, be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. 


In order to do parua justice to the producing classes, and so 
far as I could induce aC he to consider silver legislation, I in- 
troduced the following bill: 


Whereas the establishment of the gold standard in this country has reduced 
prices of products to about half their value under the double standard; and 

Whereas the farmers and producing who from their incomes pa; 
the salaries of all Government officials, have by reason of the gold standart 
suffered a loss of one-half of their incomes: 

Therefore, in order to do a measure of justice to the 40,000,000 farmers and 
producers of our country, 2 A 

Be it enacted, etc.. That so long as the gold standard is maintained in this 
country the salaries of all officials, including Congressmen, be reduced to 
three-fourths the salaries as now provided by law. 3 

Sec. 2, That the committees of this House having charge of appropriation 
bills be instructed to prepara said bills in conformity with the provision of 
the first section of this ac’ 


I contend that if these bills should be enacted into law it would 
preserve the honor and dignity of the country and restore the 
people of the entire land to prosperity and happiness. [Applause.] 

e Clerk read as follows. 


LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


For salaries of superintendents for the life-saving stations as follows: 
For one superintendent for the coasts of Maineand New Hampshire, $1,000. 
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Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 
for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee a ques- 
tion with reference to this part of the bill. 

I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill what 
salary is now allowed by law for the superintendent of the Life- 
Saving Service for the district of Maine and New Hampshire? 

Mr. CANNON. The salary fixed by legislation is $1,800, I will 
say to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. LOUD. Then I would like to ask what object the com- 
mittee hasin cutting down thesalary of these men, asin this case, 
from $1,800 to $1,600—men who perform some of the most impor- 
tant and trying duties connected with any part of the United 
States service? 

Mr. CANNON. I would state to the gentleman that the law 
for the current year, the appropriation bill providing for the Life- 
Saving Service, fixes the salary of the superintendent at this 
point at $1,600—— 

Mr. LOUD. I understand that. 

Mr. CANNON. And I think it was cut down two years ago 
from $1,800 to that sum in an appropriation bill. I suppose the 
8 desired to ask the question as to the time it was done. 

o years ago, I think, when the Democratic had the House 
and Senate, they took intoconsideration the condition of the Treas- 
ury and the great decrease in the price of living, and came to 
the conclusion that $1,600 was enough for these life-saving super- 
intendents, and made the appropriation accordingly. e fol- 
lowed that lead, believing that if for two years pastit was enough 
and the compensation was then adequate, that it is still enough, 
for there has been no very material advance in the cost of living 
and no special increase in the duties. And the truth of the mat- 
ter is that, while there has been a movement all along theline for 
more salaries in the public service, it occurred to the committee 
that we would not recommend them or recommend the appropria- 
tion for increased amounts at this time. We find it that way, and 
repeat the recommendation carried in the current appropriation 

ill. That is all. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will find me as conservative as the average member of this 
House. But I do not believe that there is a person within the 
limits of the House, who will for a moment investigate the facts 
and ascertain the duties performed by the superintendents of the 
life-saving stations, who will not come honestly to the conclusion 
with me that, instead of being paid $1,800 a year as their compen- 
sation, they should be paid at least $3,000 a year. 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, no! 

Mr. LOUD, The geneman from Texas dissents. Is the gen- 
tleman aware of the fact that these men have to give heavy bond? 
They givea bond of from thirty to fifty thousand dollars each; 
$30,000 being the minimum. 

Take my own case as an illustration—my district. The super- 
intendent of the life-saving service there has a length of 1,200 
miles of coast line to supervise, while the number of stations which 
he is compelled to visit and inspect I am not able to state; but 
the number is very great. 

I remember a number of yearsago when I first met him. Isup- 
posed, in my simplicity, that the superintendent of the life-saving 
service, a man who had such important duties to perform, who 
was intrusted with such a responsible service, ought at least to 

et a respectable salary; but when I discovered that he got only 
1,800 a year, as prescribed by law, itis not too much to say that 
I was perfectly B 

Because, Mr. Chairman, when you come to take into considera- 
tion the duties they perform, the immense responsibilities that de- 
volve on them, and contemplate that they are not receiving the 
average salary that is paid to the ordinary clerk in the Depart- 
ments at Washington, you must agree with me that the effort of 
law to fix the aay of these men at something commensurate 
with their services was a lamentable failure. 

Of course there is a little history connected with the transaction 
which brought about the reduction from $1,800 to $1,600. The 

entleman from Texas is probably as familiar with that as any- 
Seay in the House. Some superintendents were getting fourteen 
or fifteen hundred dollars a year, and gentlemen representing those 
districts desired to get them increased. The fact that the law only 
allows $1,400 or $1,500 was no barrier, for they undertook to make 
the increase in the appropriation bill. It went to the Senate, and 
this salary is the result of a compromise in conference. Because 
one or two gentlemen sought to have the salaries raised to a half- 
way respectable amount for the superintendents in their districts, 
asa consequence, by reason of a compromise, all of the salaries 
were cut down to $1,600. 

Now, while I shall make no factious fight on this matter and 
offer no amendment at this point, I shall, when we come to my 
district, offer an amendment, and appeal to the sense of justice of 
the House to support it, to increase the salary, because, permit me 
to say, the day may come when your life may depend upon the 
efficient services rendered by these superintendents of life- 


saving service. There is nota day passes but that hundreds of the 
lives of our people are dependent upon their efficiency. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Chairman, I renew the amendment. 

The explanation of the gentleman from Illinois, the Chai 
of the Committee on Appropriations, is ingenious but not satis- 
factory. The pay was not $1,800 in the district of Maine and 
New pshire, as the gentleman suggested, but $1,500, and last 
year it was raised to $1,600 in that and other districts. In order 
to do that those superintendents who were paid $1,800 were re- 
duced to $1,600. So instead of being a reduction in the districts 
named, it was a positive increase of $100 in each. Let me state 
that I represent here one of the largest life-saving districts in the 
country, with over thirty life-saving stations, including the whole 
of Long Island and the State of Rhode Island, covering in all 41 
life-saving stations, as I understand it. The superintendent was 

aid $1,800. He gives a $50,000 bond. It is the opinion of the 
8 Department that the salary is wholly inadequate. I 
have here the last report of the Secretary of the Treasury, and I 
ask that the Clerk read the extract which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The uniform rate of $1,600 per annum, appropriated b 9 
appropriations for sund civil expenses of 8 for the curren 
fiscal year, as compensation for the superintendents of life-sa distri 
is not deemed adequate to the service performed in any of the d cts, excep’ 
one. officers are e with duties of great importance and — 
sibility, and are required to furnish bonds ranging from $10,000 to $50,000" A 
salary of $1,800 per annum, which was paid to the superintendents of 8 of the 
12 districts prior to the present fiscal year, would be no more than fair com- 
pensation to any of them, except in the seventh district, where all but two 
of the stations are houses of refuge, without crews, and the duties are conse- 

uently less important than in the other districts, and it is recommended 
that with this exception the salaries be fixed at that rate. 


Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Chairman, the law is stillin existence. 
We do not change the law by placing the salary back at $1,800. 
We simply make the appropriation that the law requires. 

TheSuperintendent of the Life-Saving Service, Mr. Kimball, fay- 
orably known to us all, speaks very earnestly on this whole ques- 
tion in his last report, an extract from which he has given me in 

roof sheets. I will make ita part of my remarks. It is as fol- 
OWS: 
COMPENSATION OF SUPERINTENDENTS AND SURFMEN. 

In the estimates of appropriations required by the Life-Saving Service for 

if f three of the 


tions, in the Second. 23, and in the Fifth, 17, and other stations are authorized 
by law to be established in each. The sums of money which now have to be 
pi d in the hands of these officers for disbursement have made it u 

exact additional bonds, which now amount, ee singe to $30,000, $50, 
and $40,000. The fact that the First districtincludesa — a number of sta- 
tions than the other two is fully offset by the greater extent of territory 
which it embraces, and the additional hips and priyations that must be 
endured on account of the severity of the winters in this latitude in making 
the required visits to the stations. The wide separation of the stations from 
each other and their great distance from the superintending office also largely 
increase the difficulties of exercising poe supervision. The present com- 
pensation of the superintendents above referred to is entirely inade- 
quate to the duties they perform, and the proposed increase would put them 
a: nearly on an equal footing with the superintendents of the other dis- 

c 

This estimate was approved by the Secretary of the and submit- 
ted to Con; . The increase recommended would have involved an addi- 
tion of $000 to the annual expenditures. Congress, however, appropriated a 
uniform rate of $1,600 per annum as compensation for each of the 12 district 
superintendents embraced inthe service, reducing the salaries of 8 of them 
$200 each below the rate established by the act of May 4, 182, and in 
those of 4 $100each; anet reduction of $1,200 per annum. This action inflic 
serious injustice upon § deserving officers already underpaid and fell short of 
doing justice to 3 of the remaining 4, while it extended to the fourth an 
unsolicited and unnecessary increase. 

With the exception of the officer last referred to, who has charge of the 
Seventh district, in which there are but two stations manned by crews (the 
remaining nine e houses of refuge in charge of keepers only), all 
the superintendents have duties of a very onerous. responsible xacting 
character. They are charged with the direct control and ement of the 
service in their tive districts, which duties include the selection and 
nomination of the station keepers, the supervision of the selection of the 
crews by the keepers (which, under the law, must be made with exclusive 
reference to fitness), the enforcement of 7 discipline, the instruction 
and drilling of the crews, the ascertainment of the needs of the stations as to 
appliances, equipments, and supplies, making requisition for what is wanted, 
etc., and as paymasters of their ay aati districts they are uired to dis- 
burse large amounts of public funds on account of which the heavy bonds 
specified in the above note are exacted. 

The mere accounting and clerical work incident to the performance of these 
duties is sufficient to occupy nearly or quite all of their time, and most of 
them have to employ clerical assistance at their own expense to enable them 
to make their required visits to the stations. Butit is obvious that the cler- 
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in their official routine, are ¢ to hardships and dangers which do not 
fall to the lot of ordinary officeholders. 

During the active season, which embracés the most inclement portions of 
the year, they have to make frequent visits to the several stations in their 
respective districts, in most ces extending hundreds of miles along 
desolate and table coasts and distant from railroad facilities, 

storms an snows, sometimes 1 out and subsisting 
upon rough fare, frequently making their way in boats upon danger- 
ous. waters, and always under circumstances as widely at variance as is con- 
oeivable with the comforts and luxuries of ordinary travel. They are, 
moreover, frequently summoned by the keepers to trying scenes of shi 
wrecks where all efforts at rescue have proved inevitable 
failure seems ent, and on these occasions they assume command. In 
several such instances successful issues have resulted. But their heroic 
les are not always so rewarded, nor are the hardships and perils of 
their calling always encountered with impunity. Out of the small number 
of these officers two have perished by drowning, one has escaped that fate 
by mere chance, after pro suffering in the water, and one has 


It is submitted that it is neither right nor creditable to a great nation to 
out to men like these a paitey pitance of compensstion that hardly 
ords them a decent livelihood. of those for whom an increase of pay 

is herein recommended have the supervision of a large number of men—the 
and crews of the stations in their respective icts—in one district 


the smaller of these sums, at least, should be accorded to those under consid- 
eration. 
Mr. Kimball is d authority, and knows the situation thor- 


oughly. He thinks the district superintendents are not paid in 
proportion to other officers of the Government. They take large 
responsibilities and perform arduous labor. They are among the 
most trusted and responsible officers of the Government, 

Mr. SAYERS. DidI understand the gentleman to state that the 
superintendent of the district to which he refers has no assistant? 

r. McCORMICK. No; I did not mean that. I believe he has 
an assistant for Rhode Island. 

Mr. SAYERS. For that district there is a superintendent, and 
also an assistant superintendent. 

Mr. McCORMICK. According to the statementin this bill, yes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. These superintendents have nothing todo 
with the life-saving work, have they? They do not venture out 
= the water, do they. 

. McCORMICK. Yes; often. In case of extremity they are 
always sent for. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. They simply superintend the various sta- 
tions, do they not? 

Mr. McCORMICK. They superintend the stations, and are 
called out in case of emergency—are frequently called out. There 
are two instances, I believe, in which superintendents’ lives were 
lost. by e ure in rescue work. 

The . The time of mo aroem has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from New York have fiye minutes additional time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MCCORMICK. I do not know that I shall want five min- 
utes. Isimply wish to add, in conclusion, that it is the general 
sentiment of the Department having control of this service that 
these men are inadequately paid and have always been inadequately 
paid. It is the opinion that the salaries should not have been 
reduced last year. The complaint may not have reached the ears 
of the chairman of the Appropriations Committee, but it has 
reached my ears, and I pl myself to my constituents that I 
would endeavor in every way to have these salaries restored. 
Some of the new members may not know that this is a nonpolit- 
ical office. It is political in nosense of theterm. Under the law 
it can not be political. The occupant of the office in my district 
is not of my party, and has never been in sympathy with me 
ee But I recognize that he is a responsible man, per- 

orming valuable service, for which he is very poorly rap and I 
believe we ought not to follow a bad precedent in this matter; 
that we sag Sa not to follow what may have been done by a former 
Congress, but do right and act justly and fairly in behalf of men 
who rank among the bravest that we have in the public service. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. May I ask the gentleman from New 
York a question? 

Mr. McCORMICK, Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I understood by the question asked by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NortHway] that these officers are 
not subjected to any danger of life in the performance of their 
duties. I did not hear the gentleman’s reply. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I answered tothe contrary. I answered 
that they were called to assist the life-saving crews in cases of 
aaam, and that there was a record at the Treas Depart- 
ment of the loss of lives of superintendents in the performance 
of duty in connection with shipwrecks. 

Mr. of Utah. Justone question. 
this was not a political office. 

Mr. McCO. CK. It is not. $ 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Perhaps if it were made a political 
office the RAEE be raised. 

Mr. McCO. CK. Perhaps it would. It is a thoroughly non- 


The gentleman said 
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political office, and, as I have said, the superintendent in my dis- 


trict is not of m party: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For one superintendent for the coasts of Maine and New Hampshire; $1,600. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the word 
“six,” inline 20, and insert the word eight,” in order to test this 
question. 

Mr. CANNON. I reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Illinois on the point of order. 

Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman stated the law to me correctly, 
there is no ground for a point of order. The gentleman told me 

o salary was 81, 800. 

Mr. CANNON. In charge of a bill of this kind, calling on my 
recollection, even when reenforced by a man who rarely makes a 
mistake—I refer to the clerk of the committee—I am liable to be 
mistaken now and then. I inquired what they were in the bill 
before this decrease was made, and his general recollection and 
mine was that tat ig e was justified; but when the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. McCormick] rises in his place and 
onalinogos the correctness of that statement, I find the enablin 
act, and if the gentleman wants to know what these salaries aca 
will read it: 

But hereafter all district superintendents of life-saving stations shall be 
disbursing officers, * „ „ and the compensation of superintendents of the 


districts herein named shall be as follows: For the first district, embr. 
the coasts of Maine and New Hampshire, $1,500. 

That is the act of 1882. 

Mr. LOUD. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I want to introduce the amend- 
ment again. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Irenew the amendment raising it to e 


tat Gie oon tad een a Hale kes 
out $1, inse 800. is the now 
and that is aT age 


fixed es law; 

The The Chair understood the gentleman from 
New York only to make a pro forma amendment—— 

Mr. M CO CK. I move this amendment. . 

The CHAIRMAN 8 To strike out the last word. 
The gentleman’s amendment be in order when the committee 
shall have reached that N That paragraph to which 
the gentleman from New Lork spoke has not yet reached 
by the Clerk in the an We are now on the paragraph on 
which the gentleman from California has renewed the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California, I renew the amendment of my 
colleague from California; and before the Chair rules upon any 
point of order I would like to inquire of the chairman of the 
5 sy a on r cad thashe read just now as 

ing aw covering thi is aw that applies. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; I so understand it. ee 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Well, now, I would like to 
inquire of the gentleman why it is that he has reduced the salary 
from $1,800 to $1,600? k 

Mr.CANNON. Iwillbeverygladif by unanimousconsentI can 
tell the gentleman. My understanding is that this act of 1882 fixed 
certain salaries at $1,500 and in three or four districts at $1,800 a 
year. Now, that bred much complaint. The $1,800 men wanted 
to keep the $1,800, and the $1,500 men stated they were doing just 
as much service and that they should all receive the same or that 
these others should come down. Now, my understanding is that the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] took this matter up a couple 
years ago and looked into it and equalized these salaries. Fe 
recommended the appropriations, and it was recommended in the 
appropriation bill and not in a law. It is the law for the last 
year. Now, for Maine and New Hampshire the appropriation is 
$1,600, That is more than the law provided by $100. For coast 
of Massachusetts $1,600, That is $100 more than the law. For 
one superintendent for the coasts of Rhode Island and Long 
Island, $1,600. That is 8200 less than the law. In other words, he 
equalized them according to the recommendation of the General 
Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service. 

. McCORMICK. Oh, no; oh, no. 
Mr, JOHNSON of California, One other point I wish to 
Mr. CANNON. I withdraw that latter remark; but no doubt 


the salary is fixed at $1,200? 
Mr. CANNON. That is an assistant superintendent, 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. That is the reason? 


Mr. CANNON. He is an assistant superintendent. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then, as I understand it, these 
are salaries which are fixed by an appropriation bill and not by 


law. 
Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; they are fixed by a law. 


— 


1896. 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, af ter the explana- 
tion given by the gentleman from Illinois, I fail to see any merit 
in the point of order. Either we have a right to raise this 

to $1,900 or we have no right to raise it at all. Of course I sh 
not make mv int of order, but the salary is altogether too small. 

Mr. McCO CK. We have a right to raise it to $1,800, be- 
cause that is the existing law, while there is no law authorizing 
us to raise it to $1,600. x 

Mr.CANNON. Mr. Chairman, what is the pending proposition? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis the amendment of the gentleman from 
et 2 this salary from 81, 600, as proposed in the 

to $1,800. 

Mr. CANNON. And on that I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands that the point of 
order is pending. - 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes, and I am endeavoring to 
convince the Chair that the point of order is not good. Whos 
decide when doctors disagree? I suppose the patient. Here we 
have two gentlemen of equal learning in these matters; one of 
them, the gentleman from Illinois, tells us that the salary fixed 
by law is $1,500, while the other, the gentleman from New York, 
says it is $1,800. : ; 
siir. BIN GHAM. They are referring to different paragraphs in 

e bill, x 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Well, I frankly confess that I 
do not see anything in the point of order. If the gentleman from 
New York is correct and the law makes this A ar $1,800, why 
can not we raise the appropriation to that amount? 

Mr. McCORMICK. That is the law now. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, if the Chair desires to see the 
law, I will send it up. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not necessary. On the statement of 
the gentleman in charge of the bill that the salary fixed by law is 
$1,500, the Chair will hold that the amendmentis obnoxious to the 
point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

10805 one superintendent for the coasts of Rhode Island and Long Island, 


Mr. McCORMICK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that that 
salary be raised to $1,800 in accordance with existing law. 
e CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 


Mr. CANNON. The | pac pres is correct about it. Ihold the 
existing law in my hand, and it provides $1,500 for Maine, New 
Hampshire, and Massachusetts, I believe, but provides $1,800 for 
the Rhode Island and Long Island district. 

Mr. McCORMICK. And for Virginia, North Carolina, the 
Lake Ontario district, Lake Huron 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say 
a word on this amendment. Imake it a rule to support bills com- 

from committees of which I have the honor to be a member, 
and therefore it is with some hesitation that I rise to support the 
amendment of my colleague from New York . McCormick]. 
Iam somewhat familiar with the coasts of Island and of 
Rhode Island, and there are certain peculiar reasons why the 
sa) of the superintendent of that district should be raised to 
the old standard of $1,800 instead of being allowed to remain at 
the lesser sum of $1,600. Gentlemen of the committee will bear 
in mind that all the great transatlantic liners must pass along 
the coast of Long Island, and that nearly all the great wrecks of 
the N are on that coast; so that it is of the greatest importance 
to the commercial and maritime interests of this country that 
the men intrusted with life-saving duties along that perilous coast 
should be adequately paid, and it seems to me that this little 
increase of 8200 asked for those hardy seafaring men who risk 
their lives through every season of the year is one that should be 
granted by this committee without any division. 

Mr. C. ON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to add only a word. 
These superintendents of the life-saving service are doubtless v 
worthy and meritorious officers. The law was passed in 1882, an 
since that time it has been developed that the best interests of the 
service require the equalization of the salaries; so the $1,500 men 
have been put up to $1,600, and one or two or three of the $1,800 
men have been put down to $1,600. Now, I make no point of 
order on the $1,600 people. Icould, but I do not. But the gentle- 
man from New York seeks now to come in with an amendment to 
raise these salaries to $1,800. I am not here to say that the salaries 
are extravagant, but $1,600 in cool cash is not a bad salary for 
most men. I worked many a year for one-third of the amount 
and part of the time for one-quarter of the amount. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That was when you were young. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; when I was young, and therefore when I 
could do twice as much work as I can do now, and it is above the 
average salary for similar talent throughout the United States. 
I am not, however, opposed to this salary of $1,600. Now, the 
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superintendent of any one of these life-saving stations is, after 


all 

quite as well paid as are the surfmen, who get but $60 a month, and 
who, taking their lives in their hands, go out in their boats and 
actually do the rescuing. Those are the men who save the lives, 
And, sir, whenever I have voted for the appropriation of $60 a 
month (the sum fixed by law) for those men, who in case of ship- 
wreck actually do the work of bringing in crew or passengers 
through the billows, I have always felt that this was tolerably 
small compensation. I have said all I want to say about this 
matter. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman vote to raise the salaries of 
the surfmen? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam herein charge of an appropriation bill 
that is presumed to be in pursuance of existing law—a bill upon 
which the rules will not allow me to cut down extravagant sal- 
aries—a bill which, in simple justice to the House and to the com- 
mittee, I must insist shall conform to the law. If the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Warsa] will bring in a bill from the Com- 
mittee on erce to increase the salaries of these surfmen and 
asies ask the House to adopt that bill upon its own merits I will vote 

or it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The pay of these men was increased two years 


ago. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; they have been increased somewhat. 

Mr. MCCORMICK. I have before the House a bill increasi 
the salaries of these surfmen, and I shall be glad to vote for suc 
increase as an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I was authorized by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce at its last meeting to report to this House a 
measure fixing the salaries of these superintendents (with the ex- 
ception of one district) at $2,100 per annum, and to fix the monthly 
pay of surfmen at $65. That report will be submitted to-morrow. 

t is based largely on the recommendations of the General Super- 
intendent of the Life-Saving Service, who, in his last annual report 
(which is accessible to every member), states that upon the basis 
of the salaries of other Fag officers these district superintend- 
ents ought to receive from $2,500 to $3,000. They have a large 
number of stations to visit, and they must do this in inclement 
weather. They are zaqaired pay out of their salaries a consid- 
erable amount as clerk hire. en awreck occurs, if it is of any 
magnitude, the first thing which the local superintendent or th 
light-house keeper does is to send word to the district superin- 
tendent, who, if it is Deal pom, goes to the scene of the wreck 
and takes charge pe y of the relief force. Asa matter of 
example, if for no other reason, he is often required under such 
circumstances to show the most sublime courage, as is always 
done when the occasion demands it. Two of these district super- 
intendents have lost their lives in the performance of their duti 
and another received such injuries that he subsequently di 
therefrom. 

The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions says that it has been deemed wise to equalize these salaries. 
That is perhaps true but the revision has been entirely in the 
wrong direction. Itis such a revision as has never been recom- 
mended by the officers having jurisdiction of this branch of the 
public service. The last bill which was by this House, in- 
troduced by the distingnished gentleman from Texas, and 
upon recommendations of the Treasury Department, fixed “the 
salary of this superintendent at $1,800, and raised the salaries of 
four others, who were receiving a less amount, to this sum. 

That bill having passed the House, the Senate, without debate, 
and without any recommendation from anybody connected with 
the service so far as the records disclose, chan, the bill so as to 
appropriate only $1,600 as the amount of these salaries. So far as 
appears in the RECORD no reason whatever was given for reduc- 
ing the salaries of these superintendents. Since these salaries 
were fixed at the figures named by the gentleman from Illinois 
the number of life-saving stations has agay increased and the 
amount of money disbursed is far greater than at the time of the 

of the act of 1882. There is every reason why these offi- 
cers should receive more liberal compensation. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. McCor- 
MICK, it was adopted. 

The Clerk as follows: 


For one superintendent for the coast of New Jersey, $1,600. 


Mr. WANGER. I move to amend the paragraph just read by 
striking out six“ and inserting “eight”; so as to make the 


salary of this . ak parr $1,800. 

Mr. CANNON. If in the case of any one of these officers whose 
salary is fixed by law at $1,800 the appropriation is increased to 
that amount, a similar increase ought to be made in every case 
where the law gives the same amount of pay. Let the vote be 
taken, unless the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER] 
desires to say something. 

Mr. WANGER. Nothing except that the New Jersey district 
is one of the largest in the service. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Does the statute fix the salary in this case at 


800? 
Mr. WANGER. Yes, sir. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
zor one superintendent for the coastsof Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia, 


Mr. WANGER. I move to amend this paragraph so as to in- 


crease the a ropan to $1,800. 

Mr. C 0 Iam not going to move to reduce the appro- 
priation named in the bill nor am I going to make a point of order 
on the amendment. But the legal salary of this officer is only 
$1,500. 

Mr. WANGER. Then I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. MILES. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee 
what is the amount fixed by law as the salary of the superintend- 
ent for the coasts of Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam informed that the pay is $1,500 a year. 
1 CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 

e bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

= one superintendent of the coasts of Virginia and North Carolina, 


Mr. SHAW. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, on page 13, line 
8, by striking out the word “ six” and inserting “ eight”; so that 
it will read ‘ $1,800.” 

Mr. CANNON, The law seems to fix this at $1,800. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For one superintendent for the life-saving and lifeboat stations on the coasts 
of Lakes Ontario and Erie, $1,600. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out ‘‘six,” 
in line 17, on page 13, and make it “eight”; so as to read 81, 800.“ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For one superintendent for the life-saving and lifeboat stations on the coast 
of the Gulf of Mexico, $1,600. . 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “ one thousand,” in line 13, on 13, strike out “six” and 
insert eight"; so as to read on the coast of the Gulf of Mexico, $1,800.” 

Mr. CANNON. Well, the law fixes $1,500 for this salary, just 
as in those other cases where the law fixes the same salary, and it 
has been increased to sixteen hundred. No effort has been made 
to go beyond that. Itrust the gentleman will not offer the amend- 
ment. I will be ote to make the point of order upon it. 

Mr. CROWLEY. ill the gentleman reserve the point of order 
for a little while? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. But what I mean to say to the 
gentleman is that the others are fixed by law at $1,500, and stand 
on precisely the same footing. They have been allowed $1,600 in 
this bill, and if you increase this to $1,800 we will have to go back 
and put all on the same footing. 

Mr. CROWLEY. With all due deference to the farmer from 
Illinois, wko knows more of a bicycle than he does of the Life- 
Saying Service [laughter], I want to say to him that this par- 
ticular superintendent does more work than any man in the United 
States. He has the entire coast district from the Rio Grande 
River to Florida—the entire Gulf Coast. He is always on duty, 
always ready and willing to do whatis right, and certainly deserves 
a better salary than the meager compensation allowed to him. 

Now, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] jumps up every 
time an amendment is offered, and, with might and main, makes 
the point of order, If he had to undergo the examination that 
this particular superintendent underwent to obtain his position, 
he would not stand ‘‘deuce high.” [Laughter.] I willguarantee 
that there are not ten members on the floor of this House to-day 
who can stand the examination required for one of these positions 
of superintendent of the life-saving service. Besides that, they 
must give a bond running all the way from $10,000 to $50,000. 

Now. why should you make fish of one and flesh of the other? 
Here is a man who does more of this work than any other man in 
the Service, and the gentleman says the law makes the salary 
$1,500. Ifaman in Maryland, or Massachusetts, or New York, 
or elsewhere gets $1,800 for the same work, what is the matter 
with the man from Texas obtaining the same amount of money? 

[Laughter. 

Mr. C ON. Mr. Chairman, the law of 1882 fixed the salary 
of these superintendents, dividing them into two grades at 81, 800 
and certain others at $1,500 a year. The $1,500 salaries are in- 
creased, without law, to $t,600, and they are just now putting the 
$1,800 people back to what they are entitled to under law. 

Now, this Galveston k is getting, under this appropriation, 
$100 more than he is entitled to. Iam quite sure I am not going 
to agonize about these appropriations, either $100 more or $1 


less; but if this man is increased $200 more than he has been 
already increased, then, in simple justice, we ought to go back and 
take all of the others and do the same for them. 

I thank my friend from Texas, a superior man, ascientific man, 
a man who is competent to come to Congress by civil-service 
examination, and who at the same time coal | stand the examiua- 
tion which would authorize him to occupy a position in the Life- 
Saving Service—I thank him for his kindly remarks about me. 
53 


It does not hurt me, and may elect him. Try it over. 
Does the gentleman insist upon the point o 


The CHAIRMAN, 
order? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam compelled to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order; and 
the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For one superintendent for the life-saving and lifeboat stations on the coasts 
of Lakes Huron and Superior, $1,600. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out six,“ in 
line 20, and insert eight“; so as to make it read 51, 800.“ 

Mr. CANNON. The law fixes it at $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

7 we Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
ollows: 

For one superintendent for the life-saving and lifeboat stations on the 
coast of Lake Michigan, $1,600. 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Chairman, inline 22 I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘six” and insert the word “eight.” 

Mr. CANNON. The law fixes that salary at $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

For one superintendent for the life-saving and lifeboat stations on the 
coasts of W. gton, Oregon, and California, $1,600; in all, $20,300. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. S er, I move fo strike out the word six,“ 
in line 1, page 14, and insert the word eight.“ 

Mr. CANNON. The law fixes that salary at $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILES. Mr, Chairman, will it not be necessary to change 
the total of 5 

Mr. CANNON, Lask that the Clerk may correct the total. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the Clerk 
may rearrange the total in accordance with the amendments 
agreed to. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

; The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
OWS: 

For pay of crews of surfmen 3 at the life-saving and lifeboat sta- 
tions, including the old Chicago station, during the period of actual employ- 
ment; compensation of volunteers at life-saving and lifeboat stations, for 
actual and eserving service rendered upon any occasion of disaster or in an 
effort tosave persons from drowning, at such rate, not to exceed $10 for pos A 
volunteer, as the Secretary of the Treasury may determine; pay of volunteer 
crews for drill and exercise; fuel for stations and houses of refuge; repairs 
and outfits for same; rebuilding and improvement of same; supplies and pro- 
visions for houses of refuge and for shipwrecked persons succored at stations; 
traveling expenses of officers under orders from the Treasury Department; 
commutation of quarters for officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service detailed 
for duty in the Life-Saving Service; for carrying out the provisions of sec- 
JJ Leeueee A Sao ee SLE 
> — labor, medals, ee ne pers for statistical 8 

vertising, and miscellaneous expenses that can not be included under any 
other head of b stations on the coasts of the United States, Sl. 218.200. 

For establishing new life-saving stations and lifeboat stations on the sea and 
lake coasts of the United States, authorized by law, $40,000. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations if he is willing now to entertain a 
motion to increase the salaries of surfmen from 860 to $65—in 
other words, to put the salaries back to what they formerly were? 

Mr. CANNO What is the salary fixed by law? 

Mr. WANGER. If the gentleman will allow me, the pay of 
surfmen, under a recent provision of the Revised Statutes, is $65 
per month, provided their services do not continue longer than 
nine anda half months. Where they are longer than that, the 
surfmen are only paid $60 per month, in accordance with a previ- 
ous act of Congress. The result will be that, by raising the pay 
of all of them to $65 per month, no matter how long they serve, 
very little additional money will be required, owing to the fact 
that most of these stations are not open more than nine months. 
Only in very rare instances do they reach the full limit of nine 
and a half months. The effect of the law as it exists at this time 
is that where the stations are open the entire year, or more than 
nine and a half months, the men who stay throughout the entire 
year can only get $60 a month, while men who resign from the 
force in the summer, and go into private employment and earn 
$100, $150, or even $250, ronk fishing parties and sailing their 
own craft, come back in the fall, and during the time while they 
are in the Service get $65 per month. The result is a bad feeling 
among the men, which, in the judgment of the Treasury officials, 
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is not warranted by the small amount of money involved. My 
recollection is the General Superintendent of the Life-Savin 
Service is unable to estimate just how many men are cut o 
under the present law. 

Mr. M RMICK. Complaint has been made that the pay of 
these men has not been restored. It has been my purpose from 
the beginning to ask to have it restored to $65 per month, which 
is little enough, and I now ask the chairman of the committee 
whether he will agree that the pay of these life-saving crews shall 


be so restored? The reduction was the cause of great complaint 


along the whole coast. The men serve for about ent months in 
the year. It is not as though they were employed the entire year; 
and as the gentleman from Pennsylvania has just said, the fact 
that extra men may be brought on who get $69 per month for a 
part of the time, while the regular employees get only $60, is a 
constant aggravation. Some of these men came to me before I 
came to Washington, asking that this restoration be made at this 
session as an act of simple justice. Of course we should not re- 
store the pay of superintendents and neglect the crews. Iam sure 
you would not object to this if you knew as I do, and as those 
who live on the coast do, the danger and hardship to which these 
brave and faithful men are exposed winter after winter and year 
after year, often taking their lives in their hands. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no question before the committee. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I ask the gentleman whether he wili agree 
to this change? 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Provided, That the pey ot surfmen shall be at the rate of $65 per month, no 
matter what portion of the year they may be employed. 

Mr. CANNON. To that amendment I make the point of order, 
and upon the point of order I will read the law. I had no recol- 
lection about the law, but I inquired of a gentleman whoisrarely 
mistaken about these matters. It was enacted since the provision 
in the Revised Statutes was enacted. The matter was considered, 
and the bill was passed last year, in 1895. 

Mr. WANGER. I wish to say that when I said Revised Stat- 
utes I should have said an appropriation bill. 2 

Mr. SAYERS. No; it was not on an appropriation bill. It 
was by an independent statute. 

Mr. CANNON (reading): 

The proviso of section 1 of the act approved August 3, 1894, is hereby 
amended, so as to read as follows: 

“ Provided, That those surfmen who enlisted for a term including more 
than eight and a half months in that service and those who have enlisted to 
fill vacancies caused from the promotion, death, resignation, or dismissal of 
such surfmen shall receive $60 per month during said period of activeservice.” 

Now, this bill provides the money to pI in pursuance of the 
law, and therefore I make the point of order upon the gentle- 
man’s amendment, not that it may not have merit, but it is not 
the right place to legislate. ; 

The CHAIRM . The Chair will sustain the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask how far the Clerk has read? 

The CHAIRMAN. Up to and including line 7, on page 15. 

Mr. CANNON. Imove that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 7664, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the announcement the Chair submits 
the following requests of members: 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. STAHLE, for five days, on account of business. 
To Mr. CrowTHER, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. TATE to with- 
draw from the files of the House the proofs in support of the bill 
H. R. 3706) of the Fifty-third Congress to increase the ion of 
odney F. McDonald, no adversereport having been made thereon. 
The motion to adjourn was then ee to; and accordingly (at 
5 o'clock and 6 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rulé XXIV, the following executive commu- 
N were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
ollows: 
A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 


Meade Frierson, administrator of W. J. Anderson, deceased, 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending the 
2 2 of an inclosed amendment to section 5430 of the Revised 
tatutes of the United States, relating to counterfeiting—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
an estimate of . arg oe for repairs of the Industrial Chris- 
tian Home building, t Lake City, Utah—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
the location of a canal connecting Lake Superior and the Missis- 
sippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, to which was 
referred House joint resolution No. 106, reported in lieu thereof a 
joint resolution (H. Res. 155) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution providing for the election of Senators of the United States, 
accompanied by a report (No. 994); which said joint resolution 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred House bills Nos. 83, 295, 1208, 1240, 
3269, 3632, 3633, and 5910, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 
7708) fixing the times when, regulating the manner in which, and 

eclaring the character of the accounts between the United States 
and the several public-land States relative to the net proceeds of 
the sales and other disposition of the public lands made and to be 
made therein by the United States, which shall hereafter be stated 
and certified to the Treasury Department for payment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 996); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union. : 

Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1694) for the 
relief of certain State militia, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a ay eed (No. 1000); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5481) to restore 
the lands embraced in the Fort Lewis Military Reservation, in the 
State of Colorado, to the public domain, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1013); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1470) 
to provide for the securing of plans and for the erection of the 
public buildings of the United States, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No, 1014); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 


The bill (H. R. 537) to remove the chargo of desertion from the 
military record of Bernhard Stueber. ¢ Report No. 998.) 
The bill (H. R. 2364) for the relief of Joseph H. Johnson. (Re- 
port No. 999.) 
py Mr. SNOVER, from the Committee on Claims: 
e bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of Sophia Sparks and Julia C. 
Sparks, of Annapolis, Md. (Report No. 1001.) 
The bill (H. R. 5388) for the relief of F. E. Alberts & Co., Muske- 
gon, Mich, (Report No. 1002.) 
The bill (H. R. 570) to refund to city of Milwaukee money ex- 
nded by said city in paving Wisconsin street in front of United 
tates Government property. (Report No. 1003.) 
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By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The . R. 5061) to pension Ira Powers, of Henderson County, 


Tenn. port No. 1005.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
cae (H. R. 4941) to pension Hester A. Bostwick. (Report No. 

By Mr. MILES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
a 99070 6841) granting a pension to George L. Benner. (Report 

0. 4 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (S. 2129) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. Nolan. 
(Report No. 1008.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1505) granting an increase of pension to Rufus H. 
Paine. (Report No. 1009.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 878) granting a pension to Jared S. Chamberlain. 
(Report No. 1010. 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 4823) for the relief of Margaret O'Donnell, 
nurse, United States Volunteers. (Report No. 1011.) 

The bill (S. 1128) granting a pension to Isabella Morrow. (Re- 
port No. 1012.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
= Bo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 7707) to maintain and protect the 
integrity of the coins of the United States to the Committee on 
Co: X 2 75 and Measures. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 7709) to establish a retired list 
for the men employed in the Life-Saving Service of the United 
States to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 7710) to amend section 4896, 
Revised Statutes of the United States, to enable guardians of insane 
persons to apply for letters patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7711) to fix times and 

laces of holding terms of district and United States courts—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 7712) authoriz- 
ing the purchase by the United States and the making free of the 
toll r passing over the Yosemite National Park—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 7713) to reduce salaries so 
long as the gold standard is continued—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

y Mr. COCKRELL: A bill (H. R. 7714) to validate the judg- 
ments of the districts courts of Greer County, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 7715) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to provide for the adjudication and ent of 
claims arising from Indian depredations,” appro rch 3, 
1891—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill (H. R. 7716) to amend section 1921 of 
the Revised Statutes, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A bill (H. R. 7717) to emend an act en- 
titled “An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, 
and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, 2 money 
and commissions paid on void entries of public lands,” appro 
June 16, 1880 (21 Statutes, page 287)—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By sa opie aco ER D) 3 the prefer - 
ence right of settlers in Greer County, and other purposes 
to . on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 7719) to authorize the pur- 
chase of a sitefor the Government Printing Office and to com- 
mence the erection of said printing office—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7720) giving to any State having a claim for 

nses incurred in defense of the United States the rgs to have 
the same adjudicated by the Court of Claims to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 7721) to reor- 

e and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy and 
re Corps of the United States—to the Committee on Naval 
airs, 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 7722) authorizing the appointment 
of four additional superintendents of the Railway Mail Service— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 7769) to incorporate the John A. 
Winslow Kearsarge Survivors’ Association—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. = s 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A joint resolution (H. Res. 


154) providing for an investigation by the Secre of the Interior 
of the claims of certain homestead entrymen in the State of Wis- 
conii for 125 e ere by the en cancellation of their 
entries, and appropriating a sum of money to the expenses 
thereof—to the Committee on the Public ge ner 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A joint resolution (H. Res. 156) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
n for the election of Senators by the votes of the qualified 
electors of States—to the Committee on Election of President, the 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 157) to amend the 
preamble to the Constitution of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A joint resolution (H. Res. 158) 
establishing a reciprocity commission—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A resolution (House Res. No. 227) appoint- 
ing J.C. Boatman clerk to continue Digest of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, 

By Mr. PAYNE: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. 
No. 36) relative to printing 10,000 copies of the Statistical Abstract 
of the United States for year 1895—to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A memorialof the Illinois general assembly, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing a general sys- 
tem of dock and harbor improvement upon the Great Lakes—to 
the Committee on Rivers and ‘bors. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A memorial of the gen- 
eral court of Massachusetts, relative to granting pensions to sol- 
diers and sailors confined in Confederate prisons—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
ae consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 

ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 3692) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie M. 
Clemens—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. $ 

The bill (H. R. 7555) granting a pension to Anne M. Post—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were ee and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOTT: A bill (H. R. 7723) for the relief of W. L. 
Cabell, ex-United States marshal for the northern district of 
the State of Texas—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ATWOOD: A bill (H. R. 7724) for the relief of Charles 
prakna to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7725) to correct the military 
record of Capt. D. Mullen, Company E, Ninety-eighth Regiment 
ee ohare Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs, 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R.7726) for the relief of Charles S. 
Schellner, of Leavenworth, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7727) granting an honorable discharge, with 
back pay and bounty, to John Courtney, late private Company 

i i * Cavalry Volunteers to the Committee 


By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 7728) for the relief of 
Samuel B. Whittaker to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7729) granting an 
5 pension to Aaron Rudy—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7730) to pension George W. Champney—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. = agaa 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7731) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan R. Knight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7732) ase a pension to George W. Jack- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7783) granting a pension to William Lambert, 
of Latham, Kans.—to the Committee n Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7734) granting an increase of pension to R. W. 
Sill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7735) for the relief of the heirs 
of certain seamen lost in the foundering of light vessel No. 37 
to the Committee on ims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 7738) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Cli ford Neff Fyffe—to the Committee on Pensions. — 

oe EVANS: A bill (H. R. 7737 
Richard Porter, of Louisville, Ky.—to 
Pensions. 


granting a pension to 
e Committee on Inyalid 
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By Mr. FARIS; A bill (H. R. 7738) to increase the pension of 
John F. Moore to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7739) to correct the military record of George 
Yeager—to the Committee on Military Affairs. f 3 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R.7740 ting an 
increase of pension to Lewis Keiser, of Hubbell, Nebr.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 7741) for the relief of C. J. J. 
Martyr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7742) for the relief of William J. Ford—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 7743) ing a pension to Emil 
J. Lyons, widow of Aaron D. Lyons, late a private in the Third 
Regiment United States Dragoons, Mexican War—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7744) to correct the military record of John 
Bass, late a private in Company G, Forty-eighth Illinois Volun- 
teers, and to grant him an honorable discharge—to the Committee 


By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 7745) to pay Perry B. Bowser $500 
as back pay for recruiting and for expenses borne in the military 
service of the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7746) for the 
relief of Tobias Stiveson, jr., of Indiana County, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7747) for the relief of William F. Craile, of 
Leechburg, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AY: A bill (H. R. 7748) to pension Robinson 
C. Grable—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 7749) to increase the pension of Wil- 
liam H. Hanford, Company B, Thirteenth Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 7750) to increase 
5 pension of Charles Woods—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 7751) ting a pension to Daniel 
Garber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 7752) for the relief of the owners 
of the steamer Leesburg—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 7758) for the relief of Offner & 
Laumar—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 7754) granting an increase of 

usion to William D. Seamans, late a private Company L, Four- 
f th New York Heavy Artillery- to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 7755) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Emanuel Benton 
Schamp—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7756) granting a pension to Elizabeth Culp— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 7757) granting a pension to 
George De Wolf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H. R. 7758) for the relief of Mrs. 
Cheste Tom —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7759) for the relief of Abraham Judd—to the 
Committee on 8 8 Airs. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R. 7760) for the relief of Charles 
M. Neet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7761) for the relief Joseph T. S. Wright—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7762) for the relief of John M. Fleming, of 

i Mo. to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7763) to increase the pension of William A. 
Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7764) to increase the pension of Mary B. 
Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7765) to increase the pension of Thomas 
Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7766) grant- 
ing a pension to William T. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER Gr request): A bill (H. R. 7767) for the 
relief of the heirs of Clement A. Peck—to the Committee on 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 7768) for the relief of certain 
members of Fifth Delaware Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following N and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Ilinois: Resolutions of the Chicago Board 
of e, favoring the creation of a new executive d ent, 
to be known as the Department of Commerce and Man es 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


lvania: Petition of W. 
th f the Stone ramiigration bill he Com 
e of the e immi ion bill—to the = 
F 
: Two petitions of citizens of Washin 


By Mr. ARNOLD of P 
Camp, No. 591, Patriotic Order 
favoring 
mittee on 

By Mr. B 
D. C., containing 100 names, urging the of House No. 
5220, or some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Sol- 
diers’ Home Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines 
and opposing the extension of the tracks of said company until its 
existing lines are modernly equipped and operated—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, remonstrance of James A. Whiteley and 57 others, of 
Reedsburg, Wis., against 3 the statue of Pére Marquette 
to remain in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, peren of E. J. Kidd and 18 others, of Madison, Wis., in 
favor of House bill No. 5729, for the protection of game, birds, 
and fish—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign erce, 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of the city of Chicago, recommending the creation of an execu- 
tive de ent of the Government, to be known as the art- 
mentof Commerce and Manufactures—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. B of Colorado: Petitions of citizens of Crested 
Butte, Colo., favoring therestriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of Joseph S. Peeblesand others, 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, fayoring House bill No. 5729, for the protec- 
tion of game, birds, and fish—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers relating to the claim of Sidney 
R. Smith and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of citizens of Oswego, N. Y., 
in relation to a bridge across Detroit River—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of members of Parish Grange, No. 575,in favor 
of export bounty for the protection of agricultural staples—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hannibal, N. Y., members of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, asking legislation pro- 
hibiting the sale of beer and spirituous liquors to immigrants 
landing at Ellis Island—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hannibal, N. Y., members of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, asking legislation prohib- 
iting the sale of beer at military posts on Staten Island—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Protest of Prof. E. R. Ristine, Rev. A. K. 
Knox, and E. W. Jeffries; also protest of Prof. W. S. Ebersole, 
all of Mount Vernon, Iowa, against the introduction of military 
instruction in public schools to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of the members of the 
Coffee County (Kans.) bar, asking for a division of the State of 
Kansas into two Federal judicial districts—to the Committee on 
the J eers 

By Mr. CRUMP: Remonstrance and petition of Joseph O. 
Spencer, E. E. Anderson, and 78other citizens of Columbia, Mich., 
against the continuance of the statue of Marquette in Sta 
Hall or any A cian national room, building, or public ground—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Marine ineers’ Association 
of Bay City, Mich., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1242, 
relating to engineers in the merchant-marine service—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime 
Exchange and others, for the removal of discrimination against 
American sailing vessels in the coasting trade—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Engineering School of the Western Uni- 
versity of Pennsylvania; in favor of House bill No. 3618, relating 
to the personnel of the SG ges the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Philadelphia councils, in favor of appropria- 
tions for the improvement of the Delaware and Schuylki — 
bors—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DOCKERY (by request): Petition of Milton Mann and 
others, praying for additional pension legislation—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petitions of citizens of New York, Balti- 
more, Boston, and Philadelphia, favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 6577, for the registration of trade-marks in the Patent 
Office—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of W.G. Force and others, of Louis- 
tae, Eia respecting the Marquette statue—to the Committee on 

e Library. 

Also, petition of Richard Porter, asking for restoration of his 
nse to accompany House bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 
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By Mr. FOSS: Resolutions of the board of directors of the Chi- 
cago Board of Trade, recommending the establishment of a new 
executive department, to be known as the Department of Com- 
merce ard Manufactures—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition of E. A. Hempstead, editor of 
the Journal, Meadville, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill 
No. 4566, relating to second-class mad matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolutions adopted by the New York Mer- 
cantile Exchange, of New York City, favoring the passage of 


House bill No. 5213, imposing a tax upon and re ting the man- 
eure and sale of filled cheese—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans, 


Also, petitions of Mark J. Sergeant, of South Royalton, Vt., and 
of F. P. Cheney, of Glover, Vt., protesting against the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARDY: Petition of citizens of Lawrence County, Ind., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 2626, for the protection 
of agricultural staples by an export bounty—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Protest of J. F. Davis and others, of Butte, 
Mont., against any appropriation for sectarian purposes—to the 
Committee on . 

Also, protest 9 5 of the Helena News, against the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class matter to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. HATCH: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Perry B. Browser—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolutions of the Society of the Sons 
of the Revolution in the State of Iowa, favoring the preservation 
of the records and papers of the Continental Congress—to the 
Committee on 1 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill 
No. 7598, for the relief of Thomas Cox—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of J. W. Hudson, asking for fa- 
vorable action on House bill No, 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of the Patriot Publishing Company, against the 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relatin 
to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office eit 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of the Vart Land Publishing Com- 
pany, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Tem 
Cherry k, N. V., protesting against the 
tary posts on Staten Island—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Cherry k, N. Y., protesting against the sale of beer to immi- 
pona at Ellis Island—to the Committee on Immigration and 

aturalization. 

By Mr. HYDE: Resolutions of George H. Thomas Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Olympia, Wash., favoring a service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KULP: Petitions of citizens of Stonington, Seven Points, 
and vicinity, in the State of Pennsylvania, against sectarian ap- 
propriations, and favoring the passage of joint resolution No. 11, 
to amend the Constitution of the United States, acknowledging the 
Deity—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Limestoneville, Pa., favoring the 

e of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of icultural 
3 by an export bounty—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 5 
Also, petitions of WA mes bair Camp, No. 660, of Shamokin, Pa.; 
Camp d.; 


rance Union of 
e of beer at mili- 


o. 204, of Newlin, Camp No. 106, of Centralia, Pa.; 
Camp No. 315, of Turbotville, Pa., and Camp No. 672, of Elk Grove, 
Pa., Patriotic Order Sons of America, asking for the passage of the 
Stone bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of M. E. Moore and others, of Davis 
County, Iowa, praying for the establishment of a commission on 
arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign i 

By Mr. LINTON: Protest of citizens of Mahoney City, Pa., 

nst the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian under- 

ings; also petition for the p: e of joint resolution No. 11, 
to amend the Constitution of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, remonstrances and petitions of J. H. Daniel, W. C. Han- 
cock, and 66 others, of Augusta, Ga.; also of citizens of Flatwoods, 
W. Va., and vicinity, against the acceptance of the Marquette 


statue—to the Committee on the Library. 


By Mr: LOUD: Petition of the Koenig Medicine apanya ot 
Chicago, III., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. — 
4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter per half ounce 

to amend the postal laws relating to second-class and free matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Petition of Nathan Apple- 
ton and 10 other citizens of Boston, Mass., in favor of the adop- 
tion of the metric system of weights and measures—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. McRAE: Protest of the Nettleton Commercial School 
against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia (by request): Petition of 
Rey. John M. Crowe and 75 other citizens of Parkersburg, W. 
Va., in relation to the Marquette statue in Statuary Hall—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of George P. Morris, Howard A. 
8 and Henry H. Stickney; also of Levi C. McKinstry, 
asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Remonstrance of J. W. Boyd and 36 others, 
and of John Harder and 95 others, all of the State of Wisconsin, 
against the continuance of the statue of Marquette in Statuary 

ll—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petitions of J. W. Boyd and 33 others, and of R. G. Owens 
and 54 others, all of the State of Wisconsin, favoring the passage 
of joint resolution No. 11, proposing an amendment to the pre- 
amble of the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Fapa to accompany House bill No. 
othe the relief of Gavin Adams—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petition of 21 branches of the Liquor Dealers’ 
Protective League of New Jersey, protesting against the passage 
of House bill No. 6668, amending an act regulating the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of 
Chatham and Rockaway, N. J., in favor of a Sunday-rest law for 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of William S. Canon and 11 other citizens of New- 
ark, N. J., in favor of a bill to adjust the pensions of those who 
have lost limbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POOLE: Memorial of citizens of Eaton, N. Y., mem- 
bers of Eaton Grange, No. 811, Patrons of Husbandry, recom- 
mending the passage of House bill No. 5213, which places a tax 
re 1 and sale of filled cheese - to the Committee on 

culture. 

y Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of publishers of the Mar- 
shall County Sentinel, also of the Colored Cumberland Presby- 
terian, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. i 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Resolutions of the Board of 
Trade of Hartford, Conn., in favor of Government control of the 
new harbor at Block Island, R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Hartford, Conn., 
urging legislation which shall reform our currency system—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Petition of Austin Lines and 24 other 
citizens of Wisconsin, asking for the removal of the statue of 
5 Marquette from Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the 

rary. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolutions of the select and common 
councils of Philadelphia, Pa., concerning deepening the channels 
of the Delaware and Schuylkill rivers—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Wyoming Valley Veterinary Medical Associa- 
tion, of Pennsylvania, favoring bill fixing pay, allowances, etc., of 
the veterinary surgeons of the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military affairs. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Petition of D. A. Patterson and others, of 
Hudson, Mich., asking that pensioners be granted free use of mails 
in transmitting vouchers to United States pension agents—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of Seaside Lodge, No. 88, of Madi- 
son, Conn., Order United American Mechanics, indorsing the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natur- 


alization. 
titions of Excelsior Lodge, No. 2, of Waterbury, Conn.; 
uinnipiac Council, No.77, of North Haven, Conn., and 
e, No. 88, of Madison, Conn., Order United American 
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Mechanics, in behalf of the Lodge immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Na ization, 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of Union Veteran Legion, No. 65, 
of York, Pa., praying for the passage of House bill No, 3727, 
granting a service pension to all soldiers and sailors who served 
zines days or more in the late war- to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Indorsements of the Stonecutters’ 
Union; also of the Cigar Makers’ Union; also of building me- 
chanics, and E. S. B. Sutton, all of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., favor- 
ing the proposed bill to amend the act of February 26, 1885, known 
as the “ contract-labor laws to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Petition of members of William 
A. Butler Post, No. 172, Grand Army of the Republic, of Burch- 
ard, Nebr., praying for the passage of service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Affidavits in support of bill granting a pen- 
sion to Isaac Dale, to accompany House bill No. 6920—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, affidavits in support of House bill No. 6921, 5 & pen- 
sion to Henry Gross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: Petition of Mary B. . for a pension 
under ial act, to accompany House bill to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Com- 
mercial Club of Boston, Mass., Jerome Jones, president, against 
the free silver coinage measure —to the Committee on Banking 
and Cuirency. 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts Board of Trade, Boston, 
Mass., Edwid S. Barrett, secretary, in favor of a declaration by 
Congress that the word coin“ in the bonds and notes of the 
Unitel States shall be always construed to mean gold“ to the 
Committee on 5 | and Currency. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: Petition of citizens of Baltimore, Md., 
en sane the continuance of the statue of Marquette in 

tatuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Georgetown Council, No. 12, Order 
United American Mechanics, of Georgetown, Del., in favor of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 31, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Nashville, Tenn., remonstrating against a further 
continuance of the discussions in Congress on international ques- 
tions, and praying for a wise and careful consideration of our 
currency and nces; which was referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Kalamazoo Lodge, No. 

887, International Association of Machinists, of Kalamazoo, Mich., 
raying for an investigation of the treatment of employees in the 

Brookes (N. V.) Navy-Yard and other navy-yards of the United 

States; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of Charles Flowers and 43 
other citizens of Detroit, Mich., remonstrating against the appro- 
priation of public money for sectarian purposes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the Commercial Club of Duluth, Minn., praying that 
the bill to authorize the construction of a steel bridge over the 
St. Louis River between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota 
shall provide for the free passage over the bridge of all foot pas- 
sengers, bicycle riders, wagons, and vehicles of all kinds; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a pounion, in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Grand Army of the Republic of the State of Minnesota, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 4339, to establish a 
national military park to commemorate the campaign, siege, and 
defense of Vicksburg; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a pence. in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Grand Army of the Republic of the State of Minnesota, 
praying for the speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban 
patriots in their struggle for freedom; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of Linton Loyal Orange 
Lodge, No. 315, of Grand Rapids, Mich., remonstrating bn pam 
the appropriation of money for sectarian institutions; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of Highland 
Grange, No. 261, Patrons of Husbandry, of Oregon, praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 2626, providing for the protection 


of agricultural staples by an export bounty; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and W 

Mr. GORMAN gowa the petition of Miss Mary Hayne, of 
Washington, D. C., praying that she be granted a pension on 
account of services rendered as nopia nurse at the United States 
Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md., during the late war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ELKINS presented the memorial of John M. Crowe and 73 
other citizens of West Virginia. remonstrating against the con- 
tinuance of the statue of Père Marquette in Statuary Hall, and 
praying that it be immediately removed; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of the Free Methodist Church 
of Plattsville, Wis., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest 
law for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the peon of Mrs. F.B. Williams and 85 
other citizens of Trim Belle, Wis., praying for the enactment of 
legislation giving to second-class mail matter, such as religious 
tracts, full advantage of the act of July 16, 1894; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 289) for the relief of Ames & Detrick, of 
San Francisco, in the State of California, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1831) for the relief of William J. Bryan, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BACON. from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1734) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H. Wood, 
ig te it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the amendment submitted on the 10th 
instant, proposas to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to con- 
tract with The John P. Holland Torpedo Boat Company, of New 
York, for six submarine torpedo boats of the Hollan „in- 
tended to be proposed to the naval appropriation bill, to report a 
substitute therefor. I ask that the original amendment be indefi- 
nitely postponed, and that the amendment reported in lien of it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

The report was agreed to. : 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
Iumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6833) defining the 
standard shape and size for dry measures in use in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 71) for the relief of the Catholic Church at 
Macon City, Mo., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3281) to authorize reas- 
sessments for improvements and general taxes in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3279) to authorize the reassessment of water-main 
taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a rt thereon, 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 112) donating a condemned 
cannon and some shells to the Guilford Battle Ground Company, 
near Greensboro, N. C., reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. MORRILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2679) for the 
relief of the heirs or legal representatives of F. Z. Tucker, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on Claims, 
Mr. WOLCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
aay read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ensions: 
A bill (S. 2680) granting a pension to Edgar L. Beckwith; 
Aue bill (S. 2681) granting an increase of pension to Charles Wal- 


A bill (S. 2682) granting an increase of pension to Oscar Abbott; 
A bill (S. 2683) granting an increase of pension to Felton D. 
Edson; 
A bill (S. 2684) granting a pension to James Smith; 
A bill (S. 2685) granting a pension to Mary Picard; 
A bill (S. 2686) granting a pension to Charles E. Locke; 
(S. 2687) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
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S. 2688) granting a pension to John C. Reed; 
(S208) granting an increase of pension to Octavia F. 
an 


bill a 2690) restoring a pension to Hubbard W. Goodrich. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2691) for the 
relief of George E. Zimmerman; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2692) to amend the act 
authorizing the Washington and Marlboro Electric Railway Com- 
pany of Maryland to extend its lines into and within the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2693) granting Jurisdickon 
tothe Court of Claims and the Supreme Court of the United States 
of certain State claims; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MANTLE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
po by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORDON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

UNSURVEYED PUBLIC LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], coming over 
from a previous day, which will be stated. 

The ary. A resolution proposing to direct the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands to inquire and report such legislation, by 
bill or otherwise, as may be necessary to prevent the unsurveyed 
lands of the United States from being approved and patented 
without a survey, etc. ; 

Mr. CALL. I should be very Beg to have the resolution go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ithout objection, the resolution 
will go over without prejudice. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I call up the privileged question, 

ing the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections on 
the claim of Mr. Du Pont. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
ase inary pe pag the Committee on Privileges and 

tions February 18, 1896, as follows: 
esolved, That A. Du Pont is entitled toaseatin the Senate from the 
Ginis of Daln ware for the full terms commencing March 4, 1506. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I wish, before I commence my 
ech, to acknowledge the courtesy of the Senator from Oregon 
. MITCHELL] in allowing the case to be postponed until such 
e when I hoped my physical condition would be better than it 
was some days ago. I wish also to say that those Senators who 
desire to follow me in my remarks would do well to have a 
pamphlet copy of the constitution of Delaware before them. 

This case is one of very cot importance, not only to the 
who seeks to be seatedin this body, but also to the people of Dela- 
ware, whose Senator he claims to be,and, I might add, of 
very supreme importance to the le of the United States, as in 
it is involved the determination a question which seriously 
affects our institutions in a very material point. 

Tt will help to understand the argument which I shall make, 
because I shall make nothing but a law argument, if I shall 
in the beginning clear away somewhat the mist that has been 
thrown around this case by a reference to and reliance on two 
principles which have cut a very large figure in the majority re- 
port of the committee, and also in the very able, elaborate, and 
carefully prepared speech of the Senator from Oregon. ‘ 

Great reliance has been placed upon the common-law rule in 
relation to the incompatibility of offices. Great reliance has also 
been placed upon a su principle said and claimed to bea 
fundamental principle of our American system; thatis. a necessary 
division of the powers of government into three distinct and sepa- 
rate and i ndent departments—executive, judicial, and legis- 
lative. It will be seen before I get through, by those who shall 
honor me by their attention, that whilst the of these two 

inci are not denied by me, their importance been very 
mago magnified by those who advocate the seating of Mr. Du 

t. 


A consideration of those parts of the constitution of Delaware 
which refer most directly to the case involved will show that in its 
pevno with relation to the ing of incompatible offices no 

oro is given to the supposed common-law rule of incompatibility. 
It will be found that provisions are made den the simultaneous 
exercise of two offices under the constitution of Delaware. I say 
provisions are made in reference to that point which have no refer- 
ence to their supposed incompatibility at common law. It will 


also be found that in the same provisions there is an utter ignoring, 
a contemptuous disregard, if I may use the expression, of the sup- 

great fundamental principle said to arise out of our Amer- 
ican system. 

It may be as well to state to the Senate in the beginning of the 
argument that there is no incompatibility at common law between 
the exercise of legislative and executive powers by the same offi- 
cer. On the contrary, the union of the two in the same person is 
more a principle of the common law than the rule of exclusion 
to which Senators on the other side refer. The King of Great 
Britain is a part of the legislature of that country. In the enact- 
ment of laws the phrase by which the legislature expresses its 
wish or will to make a law in England is about in these words: 
Bo it enacted by His Most Excellent Majesty the King, by and 
with the advice of the lords temporal and spiritual and his com- 
mons,” so and so. 

That is not all, Mr. President. It is a settled part of the com- 
mon law of Great Britain not only that the King isa of the 
legislature, but that the great executive officers of t Empire. 
must be members of the legislature. The prime minister and 
all the cabinet are members of the legislature. Lord Coke lived 
in the days of James I. It was a very dark od in the con- 
stitutional history of Great Britain. Lord „Who had not 
only distinction as a lawyer, but for those days was somewhat 

isti ished for his respect for the rights and liberties of the 
people of England, was a member of Parliament. It was sought 
to get rid of this adversary to despotic government, and so the 
King was induced to appoint him a sheriff of one of the counties, 
By a rule which has existed in England for a long time, an 
appointment from the King or VEA the seat of a member 
0 liament, not because, as I show, there is any incom- 
patibility between the duties and office of a member of Parliament 
and the office to which the appointment is made. The reason for 
this eee of the office is wholly different. It is that he who 
has accepted the high commission from the people of England as 
a member of Parliament shall not be in such a condition by accept- 
ing an office from the King, that he will be the servitor of the Kin 
instead of the servant of his constituents. So the appointment o: 
Lord Coke under that rule vacated his seat in Parliament. But, 
sir, he was immediately returned, as he had a right to be, as a 
member for his old district, and when the men who counseled 
the King to stifle the voice, to destroy the influence of Lord 
Coke as a member of Parliament resisted his seating again. it was 
held that there was no incompatibility between the office of 
sheriff and that of a member of Parliament, and he was seated 
and served his term out. 

Right here it will 88 aid to understand the argument 
which I shall make if I read some short extracts from a work of 
acknowledged authority upon the subject of the incompatibility 
at common law of various offices, and it will be seen again that 
there is no incompatibility arising from this supposed American 
system of the exclusion from the other departments of an 
officer in one. 

Before I forget it, I may as well remark that the American rule, 
as it is called, nv reference whatever to the holding of offices. 
It is a question of a division of powers, the rule being, as far as it 
has been observed at all, that persons holding or exercising powers 
in one department shall not exercise powers in the other. It will 
be well to remember right here (because this goes along throngh 
this whole argument) that when that law, or that sup; law, 
is violated,it does not have the effect of the common-law rule of 
incompatibility. The common-law rule is always this in its effect: 
That where a man holds an office and accepts one incompatible 
with that, it is an election upon his part to take the second office 
and to resign the first. But no such uences have ever been 
applied or can be applied to this rule growing out of what is called 

e American system. There when a party or an officer in one 
department assumes powers in another, as was done by the House 
of Representatives in the case of Kilbourn, I believe, the rule is 
not that the officer assuming the exercise of these powers vacates 
his office but that his assumption is a nullity. He holds his office, 
but he is prohibited from exercising these other powers. That 
0 F 

read a short extract from the opinion of the supreme court of 
New York, in which they hold that at common law, without any 
constitutional inhibition, there is no incompatibility between a 
legislative and an executive office: 
Nor is the office of a member of the assembly 

The legislature— 
inthe sense of the incompatible that of uty clerk of the 
court . Now York. = 9 

And here, as a part of this extract, I ‘ht read another which 
overturns the Sener ema mae = ca ee — — a 
question un me during his very able argument, when 
ho insisted that as one of the testa of the insompatibility of offices 
there should be a capacity in every instance on the of the 
incumbent to exercise both offices. I asked him whether that 
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cal impossibility or something else. He said phys- 
bility. 
Mr. CHELL of Oregon. Isaid physicalimpossibility might 


meant a ph 
ical im 


be and often was one element constituting incompatibility. 

Mr. GEORGE. I give the Senator the benefit of his explana- 
tion, and he will see that thus explained it is not sustained by the 
anthorities: 

It may be granted that it was physically impossible for the relator to be 
present in his seat in the assembly chamber in the performance of his duty 
asa member of that body and at the same time at desk in the court doing 
his duty as deputy clerk. 

But it is clearly shown by those opinions that physical impos- 
sibility is not that incompatibility spoken of or recognized in law. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. at case is the Senator reading 


from? 

Mr. GEORGE. The People vs. Green. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. From what book? 

Mr. GEORGE. Fifty-eighth New York Reports, opinion by 
Judge Folger, I will read from another section of this book to 
show the kind of incompatibility which preyents the union of two 
offices in the same person: 

In England it has been held that a justice of the common bench can not be 
also a justice of the King's bench, use the King’s bench corrects the 
errors of the common bench. Butif the chief justice of the common bench 
is made keeper of the great seal he continues to be justice, and so a justice of 
the common bench may be chief baron of the exchequer. 

In the first instance he is prohibited from holding two offices on 
the ground that one exercises a supervision and control over the 
other. I assert now that without exception in well considered 
cases there is no incompatibility in the offices except when they 
arise from the subordination of one office to the other whereby 
one has the right to control, manage, and direct the other; and 
that, sir, I believe, is the very language of the supreme court of 
New York in the case to which I have alluded. I will read it: 

A man may not be landlord and tenant of the same premises. 

Because the landlord controls and manages the tenant. 

He may be, however, landlord of one farm and tenant of another, though 
he may not at the same hour be able to do— 

As my friend insists— 
the duty of each ition. The offices must subordinate one the other, and 
they must per se have the right to interfere one with the other before they 
are incompatible at common law. 

Great as the powers are of my distinguished friend from Oregon, 
I think it will exceed them for kii to show that there is any subor- 
dination between a member of the legislature of a State and the 
governor of that State. 

Now, sir, I goa little further on to this sw great principle 
of the American system. In the first place, I feel warranted in say- 
ing that no such principle exists except as the result of a written 
constitution establishing it. A fact must be borne in mind which 
sometimes occurred to me when I listened to the very able and 
ingenious argument of my friend from Oregon, that we are here 
construing a constitution, not making one. If this was a conven- 
tion assembled for the purpose of framing a constitution, then it 
would be gue competent, quite in order, quite the thing for 
members of the convention to remind the body that there is a 
propriety in having three distinct departments of the Government 
and confining the powers of each to a separate magistracy; but 
when we come to construe a written constitution we must find 
what that constitution does, not what it Say S to do, in order for 
it to square with our notions of what may be the proper method 
by which constitutions should be framed. 

I desire here to say that this sup rule of the American sys- 
tem has not been recognized in a single constitution that has ever 
been framed in the United States of America. Ithas been ignored, 
disregarded, from the very beginning until now. I call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from and those who agree with him 
to the very first constitution for the United States of America, 
the Articles of Confederation. In those articles there were no 
poa powers conferred. In those articles the executive and leg- 

slative powers were all in the same body, there was no distinc- 
tion, and if it be true, as my friend from n seems to think, 
that the freedom and liberty of this people, the perpetuity of our 
free institutions, were d dent upon the recognition of this 
pec. I desire to call his attention to the fact that the very 
effort made on the American Continent to establish free insti- 
tutions uey ignored this. That constitution was not entirely 
satisfactory, adimit. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was about to suggest that. 

Mr. GEORGE. It was not entiraly satisfactory, but it did not 
destroy liberty. It was the only governmental agency by which 
the freedom and independence of this le were 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the tor from Mississippi 
allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to call his attention to the 
fact that even in the first constitution our forefathers made there 


was not one word upon the subject of the freedom of speech or the 
freedom of the press. 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It became n to amend the 
Constitution in order to guard the freedom of speech and the free- 
dom of the press. 

Mr. GEORGE. I sup we have made some improvements, 
bat, sir, in the constitution of the Confederacy—I do not mean to 
refer to our late government in the Southern States—there was no 
power ted which could interfere with the freedom of speech 
or the freedom of the press. They only had express powers; there 
were no implied powers; and it was unnecessary in that great 
instrument to deny that which could not be assumed. 

Mr. President, coming shortly after that there was another great 
instrument, the exemplar of free constitutional governments in 
the States of this Union, called the Ordinance of 1787, by which the 
magnificent territory which the mother of States and statesmen 
donated to this Union was governed. In that ordinance, in the 
first place, who was the C — The governor and the qu 
are constituted the legislature. Was liberty stricken down in that 
great part of our country by that provision? I admit that was 
l I have no concealment to make; but, sir, when they 
come in that same instrument to form a permanent government 
for the Northwest Territory, what provision did they make? The 
governor, the council, and the assembly were the legislature, all 
united, the governor exercising legislative powers just as he did 
in some other cases to which I shall call the Senator’s attention. 

So in the two first great grand instruments which were formed 
in this country for the purpose of establishing free institutions, 
one for the nation at large and the other for local communities, 
there was an intermingling and intermixing of legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial powers. 

I come now to the Constitution of the United States. In the 
days during which it was being discussed before the American 
8 whether they would accept the Constitution which had 

n framed by the convention of 1787, there were men, like my 
friend from Oregon, who had an ideal, who had learned from the 
Frenchman Montesquieu that there must be, in order to have free 
institutions, a complete and perfect and absolute separation of 
the three great departments—the executive, the legislative, and 
the judicial. Those men, like my friend in his eloquent perora- 
tion to his magnificent address to the Senate, thought that if this 
great principle was violated there was an end to freedom in this 
country. So they opposed the ratification of the Constitution u 
the ground that it utterlyignored, utterly repudiated, this so-called 
principle of the American system. I think, if I remember cor- 
rectly, though it has been a ly Mary ago, in these exciting times, 
since my attention has been called to the fathers of the Republic, 
but I have a sort of indistinct memory—it may be but the mem- 
ory of a tradition—that James Madison knew something about 
how to frame a constitution for a free people. So he, in the forty- 
seventh number of the Federalist, and in su uent numbers, 
written and published to the people of the United States for the 
purpose of meeting objections to the ratification of the Constitu- 
tion which had been submitted to them, noticed this objection, 
and he modifies the statement somewhat as put ont by the 
friends of Montesquieu, and he put it in this way, and as he puts 
it I accept it as the American principle. He says that this maxim 
oe goatee gs) 5 to more man 5 that the oT 

whic e whole powers of one department 
not Do allowed to exercise the whole powers of another depart- 
men 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me right 
there to interrupt him? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Conceding that to be the correct 
interpretation of the doctrine—and for the sake of argument I 

ant it—Mr. Watson while 5 the office of governor, the 
Senator from Mississippi will admit, of course, exercised the whole 
power. 

Mr. GEORGE. Every bit of it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Every bit of it. And when he 
left the exercise of that office, or rather left the office. and went 
into the joint assembly on the 9th day of May, 1895, did he not, 
by his controlling vote, exercise the whole power of that assembly 
for the purposes of the election of a Senator? 

Mr. GRAY. That is very easy to answer. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me answer that question. He exercised 
= whole power, just as any other man who voted on the same 


e. 
Mr. GRAY. That is it. 
Mr. GEORGE. I will go along with Mr. Madison. I do this, 
Mr. President, because it is easier to bring the short notes of Mr. 
upon the various State constitutions then existing than 


to bring bodily here those constitutions and read them and com- 
ison, in answer to these 


ment on them to the Senate. Mr. 
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objectors, to these men who saw nothing in these incompatible, 
as they called them, provisions of the Constitution of the United 
States but destruction to freedom and to liberty and to independ- 
ence, called attention to the State constitutions then existing. 
Referring to the constitution of New Hampshire, he said: 

The president— 

The governor was then called president in the State of New 
Hampshi 
whois the head of the executive department, is presiding officer of the senate, 
and es an equal vote in all cases, and has a casting vote in the case of a 


So, if my friend from Oregon is right in the ny Seite that, 
because Mr. Watson voted, that vote prevented Mr. Du Pont from 
getting into the United States Senate, here is the case of a goy- 
ernor who voted twice. He not only presided, but on the main 
proposition, as it went to the body, he voted once, and if that made 
a tie, then he voted again. Certainly, if the ition of my friend 
from Oregon be correct, liberty had two deathly stabs at the same 
88 and by the same hand under the constitution of New Hamp- 
ire. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, I think myself it was a very bad 
constitution on that point. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no doubt that my friend thinks so. The 
truth about it is that my friend has been indulging in these fanci- 
ful theories, as put out by Montesquieu, about the pronor way of 
framing a constitution, and he can not get himself down to the 
duty of construing one. 

. Madison said again: 
In New York the court of errors— 

The highest court— 
composed of a senate— 

A legislative body— 
the judges— 

Who had a right to be in the court, according to my friend from 
Oregon— 
and the governor. 

That is the way those old fathers of ours did in those days, yet 
I believe we are still a free people. 

In New Jersey— 

I am quoting now again from Mr. Madison 
the governor is chancellor and ordinary or surrogate of the State, a mem- 
ber of the supreme court of appeals, and president of the senate, with a cast- 
ing vote in case of a tie. 

The men who framed that constitution knew how to unite in 
the Declaration of Independence, knew how to levy armies, to en- 
list armies, and to fight for seven long years in order to establish 
the freedom and independence of this country, and yet, according 
to the view of the Senator from Oregon, they did not have sense 
enough to preserve the freedom which they had thus nobly and 
gallantly won. X 9 

Delaware, too, had a constitution in those days—the same State 
whose fortunes we are now deciding. Says Mr. Madison: 

The speakers of the two legislative branches are vice-presidents in the 
executive department, and the president— 


Who is the governor, for they were called presidents” in those 


is a member of the supreme court of appeals. 

And, says Mr. Madison: 

Throughout all the States the members of the legislature were justices of 
the peace. 

Now, Mr. President, going back a little to the Constitution of 
the United States, [remind Kator that we are creatures of that 
Constitution. This body is organized under the Constitution of 
the United States. It has only the powers—I hope my friend from 
Oregon will not forget that—which the Constitution of the United 
States has given us, and we to-day, at the very moment I am ad- 
dressing the Chair, are in direct, open, flagrant disregard of the 
maxim upon which the Senator thinks the freedom and inde- 
pendence and the liberties of these people are conserved. We are 
a part of the legislative power, yet now we are performing the 
functions of judge—judicial powers, the highest judicial power. 
I might say, in the Union, because on its honest, fair, just, and 
intelligent exercise depends that provision in the Constitution of 
the United States which alone, of all others, is embedded in our 
institutions forever, and can not be amended pay de 4 the unani- 
mous consent of every State in the Union ual suffrage in the 
Senate. That is the question we are trying. at equal suffrage 
in the Senate is more Hagrantly viola’ by the seating in this y 
of a man as Senator from the State of Delaware who never had a 
commission from that State than when a properly constituted 
elected member may be excluded. One exclusion of a proper man 
only silences a legal and proper constitutional voice, while the 
other turns loose into this Chamber a man who has no authority 
to speak for the people whose Senator he claims to be. Heisa 
usurper. 


Mr. President, right here we are performing now an incompat- 
ible function, according to the idea of the Senator from Oregon. 
We are judging when we pronounce judgment that this is the 
right or that is the right, and when we legislate we ordain that 
this shall be or shall not be. 

The very first words in the Constitution of the United States 
after the preamble, which is not a part of it, for it is a mere intro- 
duction to it, are: 

All legislative powers herein granted shall be vested Congress 
United States. which shall r a Senate and 8 

„All legislative power.” What is legislative power? The 
power that makes laws; and yet, sir, we go to another part of the 

nstitution, and we find that this Senate and the President of 
the United States, two-thirds of the Senate concurring, can make 
treaties. A treaty is not only a compact between the United 
States and the foreign country with which it is made, but in the 
language of the Constitution it is the supreme law of the land.” 
So that is one violation of the maxim. Now, let us take another: 

The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one supreme 
court, and in such inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time 
ordain and establish. 

And yet we here to-day are exercising a judicial power. The 
House of Representatives exercises a judicial power when it prefers 
articles of impeachment; and this e a judicial power 
when it tries the impeachment—so high a judicial power, if I do 
not misstate it, that the Constitution requires that we Senators, 
after having once been sworn to discharge the duties of the office 
of Senator upon our induction into office, are required to be again 
sworn when we come to try an impeachment. 

Then as to the legislative power. I have noted one exception to 
it, but there is another, and a very important one. Though all leg- 
islative power is vested in a Congress of the United States con- 
sisting of a Senate and House of resentatives, yet no act 
concurred in by both can be a law without the approval of the 
President, unless we overrule him by a vote of two-thirds, 

That is but a little of the Constitution. Everybody can re- 
member when he looks through it all these various exceptions. 
salt zie to say something of the practice of the Government 
under it. 

In the very beginning of our Government—I forget the exact 
date—a Chief Justice of the United States was taken from his 
seat and made to perform the executive act of framing a treaty— 
Chief Justice Jay. Nobody thought that was a destruction of 
the Government. Coming down to a later time, right under our 
own observation, and I find that some two or three years ago two 
members of this body, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] and 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], went, without losing their 
seats in this body, to the city of Brussels and performed the ex- 
ecutive act of entering a conference of representatives from other 
powers in relation to the monetary system. No objection was 
made to that. 

Let us see what else was done. Only a year or two ago another 
Senator was taken from this body—the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGan]—and sent to Paris to sit in an international tribunal 
to decide a controversy between this country and Great Britain. 
That was certainly not a legislative act. Whether we call it 
executive, as carrying out the Sea ey of the country, or 
whether we call it judicial, it was equally inhibited to the Sena- 
tor from Alabama upon the principles which are put forward here 
by the Senator from Oregon. And if he shall say, Oh, it had so 
much of the legislative about it that we ought to excuse him,” 
then what will the Senator say when I tell him that Mr. Justice 
Harlan, a member of the Supreme Court of the United States, was 
sent on the same mission? One of them was there wrongfully, if 
not both, if the pona les of the Senator from Oregon be correct. 

Mr. LINDSAY. hat abont the Venezuelan Commission? 

Mr. GEORGE. I almost forgot that Mr. Justice Brewer was 
appointed on the Venezuelan Commission. Iam glad the Senator 
has called my attention to that. What kind of a power is Mr. 
Justice Brewer exercising in that Commission to-day? Underan 
3 made and sanctioned by us—I suppose that is 
clearly an executive power—he is trying to find out something 
upon which the Executive can act. And if my friend should say 
it is a judicial act because it is a commission to ascertain facts, 
then I will call his attention to the colleagues of Judge Brewer, 
none of whom are judges, but citizens taken at large. If thereis 
anything settled in the constitutional jurisprudence of this coun- 
try it is that the judicial power or any part of it can never be 
vested in any single human being unless he be appointed for life. 

Now we come down to the State of Delaware, andshe, just like the 
United States and just like every other State in the Union, tram- 
ples upon, utterly ignores, this pretended or assumed principle of 
the Senator from Oregon. Now, let us see. I read from section 
8 of Article III of the constitution of Delaware: 

No member of 8 nor any person hol or exe any office 


under the United States shall at the same time hold or exercise the office of 


judge, treasurer, attorney-general, secretary, clerk of the supreme court, 
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3 register for the probate of wills 5 letters of admin- 


tion, recorder, sheriff. State with a salary by 
law annexed to it. 

So when the constitution of Delaware comes to make its pro- 
hibitions about holding the same office it pr no attention either 
to the incompatibility rule at common law or to the supposed 
American rule upon which the Senator relies. The great point 
in the constitution of Delaware is that none of those men shall 
hold an office under the State who gets a salary. That is not in 
either of the principles relied upon by the Senator. 

I go to another clause, more expressive: 

= P person holding any of on naar this State; on tive United NNEGA ercene 
the attorney-general, officers usually appointed by the courts of justice, 
respectively, 5 at law, and offlcers in the militia, holding no disquali- 
fying office, shall, during his continuance in Congress or in office, be a senator 
or representative. 

So, under the constitution of Delaware which I have just read, 
the attorney-general, whois an executive officer; officers appointed 
by the courts of justice, who are judicial officers, officers in the 
militia, who are all executive officers—all of those may be mem- 
bers of the legislature. So they did not follow any rule either of 
the common law or the supposed American system in their inhi- 
bition to double officeholding in the constitution of Delaware. 

Then we go to another section, and one to which we are obli 
to give a good deal of consideration in this case. It is Article III, 
section 5. It states that 

No member of Congress, nor person holding any office under the United 
States, or this State, shall exercise the office of governor. 

So when it comes to that there is not the slightest reference 
either to the common-law rule upon that subject or the supposed 
rule arising out of the American system. Every officer, execu- 
tive, judicial, and legislative, is, under that provision of the con- 
stitution, taken alone, prohibited from exercising the office of 
governor in the State of Delaware. 

So, Mr. President, I feel authorized in saying that both the 
common-lawrule of incompatibility and the other maxim, or prin- 
ciple, or whatever it may be, arising out of what is called the 
American system, which prohibits the exercise of powers given 
one department by a person exercising power in another, are ut- 
terly repudiated and ignored in the State of Delaware. It must 
be noticed—I do not know whether the attention of the Senator 
from Oregon has been called to it heretofore in the debate—that 
there is an absence in the constitution of Delaware of the provi- 
sion found in many of our State constitutions that the powers of 
government are hereby divided into three distinctive departments, 
the legislative, executive, judicial, and that a person exercisin 
power in one shall not exercise it over another. There is no suc 
provision m the constitution of Delaware. On the contrary, that 
principle, or maxim, or whatever youmay call it, is utterly ignored 
and repudiated all through the constitution. 

Mr. Drosident. just to show what value courts give to this sup- 
posed principle alluded to by the distinguished Senator from Ore- 
gon, like that in the State of Delaware, where the constitution 
transgresses it, I willread a short extract from2 Cushing’s Reports, 
page 580. Before I read it is well to read a quotation in that opin- 
ion from the constitution of Massachusetts to show how very per- 
tinent thisis. Iread now a quotation from the constitution of 
Massachusetts: 

In the government of this Commonwealth the legislative ee shall 
never exercise the executive and judicial powers, or either of them; the ex- 
ecutive shall never exercise the legislative and judicial goren or either of 
them; the judicial shall never exercise the legislative and executive powers, 
or either of them. 

I will now read a phrase that will do my friend’s soul good, 

To the end— 

Says the constitution— 
it may be a government of laws and not of men, 

With that emphatic declaration in the constitution of Massachu- 
setts, a controversy arose about whether the office of justice of the 
peace, a judicial office, and the office of constable, an executive 
office, could be held by the same person, and here is what the 
court said: 

The provisions of this article are general in their terms, expressive only of 
a principle, and not intended to mark with precision the incompatibility of 

erent offices. The article must have been so understood by the framers 
of the constitution, as in other ts of that instrument certain offices are 
enumerated and their incompatibility directly declared. 

Exactly what is done in the constitution of Delaware. I think, if 
I have not been very unfortunate, that the Senate, or those Sen- 
ators who have done me the honor to listen to me, will find how 
little, how infinitesimally small these principles so much relied 
upon by the Senator from Oregon are in this case. In other 
words, sir, we are remitted, as in good sense and in good logic we 
ought to acknowledge we are remitted, to the written provi- 
sions of the constitution of Delaware itself. What that forbids 
is forbidden; what that commands must be obeyed. Now let us 
see what that is. There are three provisions in the constitution of 
Delaware which are the foundation of all the arguments that have 


or any office under 


been made. All the balance of the constitution is ancillary 
thereto. Isup the Senate understands, for it has been over 
and over explained here, which I have not done, that the contest 
here is whether Mr. Watson, having been elected a “senator and 
speakers of the senate in the State of Delaware, upon acceding to 

e exercise of the office of governor of that State, was in any way 

isqualified to act as senator. That is the question. 

e first provision of the constitution to which I wish to call 
attention is one which I have already read, but itis right to put 
it in the Recorp again at this place. Article III, section 5, says: 

No member of Congress nor person holding any office under the United 
States or this State shall exercise the office of governor. 

Taking that alone, by itself, it is areny impossible for any 
officer, either State or Federal, however high or however low, to 
exercise the office of governor of the State of Delaware. Itis an 
absolute inhibition agains all officers, State and Federal, ever 
exercising the office of goyernor of the State of Delaware. 

There is another one which I will read, leaving out what my 
5 will admit has nothing to do with the understanding of 

e case. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. From what section does the Sena- 
Lt sy to read? 

GEORGE. From section 12, page 27. 

No person * * * holding any office under this State, * * * except 
the attorney-general, officers usually appointed by the courts of justice re- 
spectively, attorneys at law, and officers in the militia holding no ualify- 
ing office, shall during his continuance in * * * office be a senator or 
representative. 

I have left out some words which the Senator will admit have 
nothing to do with the understanding of the case. That is one. 
With the exception now of these officers specially enumerated, the 
attorney-general, etc., no officer of the State of Delaware can ever 
be a member of its legislature, either senator or representative. 
That is settled. E 4 

So we start out with two sections in the constitution of Dela- 
ware absolutely interdicting any officer of the United States or 
the State of Delaware from being governor of the State or from 
veng asenatororrepresentative. If this thing stopped there, there 
would be some plausibility in Mr. Du Pont’s case; but the consti- 
tution does not stop there. I will insert here, as it is as good a 
place as any at which to put it into my remarks, section 14 of 
Article III of the constitution, which, as I am a little tired, I hope 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] will read for me. 

Mr. BATE read as follows: 

Src. 14. U ha; in the offi £ by hisd 
q of ADANIE the epeakenor THAD NATS MAII cnnciontbe 
office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. If there 
be nospeaker of the senate, or upon a er vacancy 3 in the offi 
by his death, removal, resignation, or inability, the speake 
representatives shall exercise the office until a governor elected by the pe 
shall be duly qualified. If the person elected governor shall die. or become 
disqualified before the commencement of his term of office, or shall refuse to 
take the same, the person holding the o, shall continue to exercise it until 
a governor shall be elected and duly qualified. If, upon a vacancy happeni 
in the office of governor, there be no other person who can exerc: said 
office within the provisions of the constitution, the secretary of state shall 
exercise the same until the next meeting of the general assembly, who shall 
immediately proceed to elect, by joint ballot of both houses, a person to exer- 
cise the office until a governor elected by ople shall be duly quao 
If a vacancy occur in the office of governor, or if the governor-elect dis or be- 
come ed before the commencement of his term, or refuse to take 
the office, an election for governor shall be held at the next 
unless the vacancy happen within six days next precedin; e election, ex- 
clusive of the day of the happening of the vacancy and the day of the election; 
in that case, if an election for governor would not have been held at said 
election without the happening of such vacancy, no election for governor 
shall be held at said election in consequence of such vacancy. If the trial of 
a contested election shall continue longer than until the third Tuesday of 
January next ensuing the election of a governor, the governor of the last 
year, or the er of the senate or of the house of representatives, who may 
then be in the exercise of the executive 8 shall continue therein 
until a determination of such contested election. The governor shall not be 
removed from his office for inability but with the concurrence of two-thirds 
of all the members of each branch of the legislature. 

Mr. GEORGE, Iam very much obliged to my friend the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. President, this fight centers around these three sections. 
It may be well to state right here that I do not care what construc- 
tion you put upon those sections of the constitution of Delaware; 
Mr. Du Pont, you can not sit in a seat in this Chamber without 
destroying the Constitution of the United States.“ Let it be what 
construction you please. But as men are more inclined to adopt 
and consent to a rule which cuts ont an applicant from a seat in 
this body when they are satisfied that on other grounds the appli- 
cant is not entitled, we on this side, conceding and believing that 
any argument made on that subject is dehors the record and un- 
necessary, go into the argument for the purpose of showing that 
he is not entitled on the factsof the case without reference to the 
strict rule which cuts ont the Senate from adjudicating upon his 
title. Of course section 5 of Article II and section 12 of Article II, 
as I have before stated, taken by themselves prohibit Mr. Watson 
from exercising the office of governor. I admit that. 

Now, the question is, What effect has section 14 of Article III 
upon that question? The Senator from Oregon made a speech 


r of the house 


meral election, 
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which was admirable in all things but one—admirable inits ability, 
admirable in the skill with which he manages a very difficult side, 


but allow me to say, with due re t to my friend, a speech which 
did not have in it one single solid constitutional truth taken plain 
and naked by itself. His reasonings are skillful, logical, but always 
from false premises, as I shall demonstrate before I get through, 
not only to my own satisfaction, which is very easy to do, but I 
am not entirely without hope that I can satisfy my candid and 
3 as well as ingenious friend the Senator from Oregon. 
. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am all attention. 

Mr. GEORGE. I knowthe Senator is. The distinguished Sen- 
ator from Oregon spoke about the inconsistencies and incon- 
ities and all that sort of thing in the constitution upon the idea 

t we advance, and he thought he had found a key by which all 
those inconsistencies and incongruities should be solved, That 
section of the constitution which has been read says in its first 


clause: 
hay in the office of governor by his death, removal, 
a eh eigen der go senate shall 9 —. e * 

The distinguished Senator argued and seemed to think, and I 
have no doubt does think, that if we will just interpolate after the 
word „speaker“ the further words ‘ r vacating his office” 
everything, every inco; ity, every inconsistency, in the consti- 
tution would be made onious. His contention is that the 
. ee not as speaker, exercises the office of governor, but that 

constitution merely nominates him or declares that he may be 
governor. He disca: the words ‘exercise the office of gov- 
ernor” and inserts the words shall be governor,” and my dis- 
tinguished friend thinks that when he has done that he has 
removed every inconsistency. every incongruity, in the constitu- 
tion of Delaware; and everything from that point upon his theory 
goes along smoothly and easily and consistently. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator a question 
at this point? . 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. How does the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi think he exercises the office of governor? Does he do it as 

of the senate? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido not quite understand the Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does he exercise the office of gov- 
ernor as ker of the senate ex officio? 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course I wish to answer all questions pro- 
pounded by the Senator at any time, but 1 will state to the Senator, 
without going into any argument upon the point now, that [have 
a full argument written out showing that tobe so. I donot want 
to go into it now. I have not reached that question. 

1 5 MITCHELL of Oregon. Then the answer of the Senator 

s es. * 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then allow me one other question 
right here, as I believe it will perhaps fill out the argument of the 
Senator a little better to present both sides. There have been cases 
in Delaware where the senatorial term of the speaker of the sen- 
ate who succeeded to the exercise of the office of governor and 
his term as speaker of the senate expired long before he ceased to 
exercise the office of governor. In a case of that kind, his term as 
senator having expired, his term as so of the senate having 
expired and he is still exercising the office of governor, is he doing 
it as speaker of the senate? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have an argument upon that subject which I 
know will convince the senator, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to have an answer 
to that question. 

Mr. GEORGE. The constitution of the State of Delaware in 
that very case prolongs his office as speaker, not as senator, until 
he fully discharges the commission which the constitution has 
im upon him. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is the answer? 

Mr. GEORGE. That is the answer I make, and I will make my 
ar, ent directly. Ido not want to make it now. 

. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not think that will do. 

Mr. GEORGE. I know the Senator does not. 

Mr. GRAY. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon that he wait 
until he has heard the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Oregon has not heard my 
argument. I hope the Senator, when he comes to consider this 
matter very seriously, will discover that not only is my position 
true but that the contrary position is absurd. 

I was going back to say that the Senator thought he had found 
a key which solved all these inconsistencies in the constitution of 
Delaware. If he could just make the speaker governor and vacate 
the office of speaker, then everything would goon smoothly. Now, 
let us see how that is. Let us see if the Senator is not involved in 
more contradictions and inconsistencies under that view of it than 
under any other that could possibly be presented. The constitu- 
tion of the State of Delaware declares—I call the attention of the 
Senator to this matter—that the governor shall hold his office for 


the term of four years from the third Tuesday in January. The 

-governor—I call him governor now—holds for a few 
months only, from the time the vacancy happens until the new 
governor is qualified. Is not there an inconsistency? The gov- 
ernor of the State holds for four years while the speaker-governor 
holds for a few months. That is one. 

The constitution of Delaware says that the governor shall be 
at least 30 years of age. The governor they make ont of the 
speaker may be only 24 years of How does the 
reconcile that? The constitution of aware says the governor 
shall have been an inhabitant and citizen of the United States for 
twelve years, the last six of the State. This new kind of gov- 
ernor they make of the speaker of the house of representatives 
and of the senate may be an inhabitant of the State only three 
years. Now, let us go a little further. i 

The constitution, Article VII, section 12, says: 

Pat i aye qualification shall be necessary for the holding of the office of 

That is, for holding any office in the State except certain speci- 
fied ones, and the governor is not i Yet this new governor 
which they make of the speaker of the senate must have 200 acres 
of land or other property worth 85.000. There seems to be a little 
inconsistency and 5 there. 

The constitution of Delaware says the governor shall be 
chosen by the citizens of the State,” the persons qualified to vote, 
or in case of a tie, one of the two, by joint lot, of the two 
houses, That is the way the governor gets in by the constitution. 
He is to be chosen from all the citizens of the State who 
the requisite eee He is eligible then to the office of gov- 
ernor. Vet this new governor is elected as speaker by the mem- 
bers of one house alone and from the members of that house alone. 
In the case of the senate there are just nine and only nine persons 
in the State of Delaware who can be governor, and they are 
elected by five persons; that is, a majority of the senate. Does 
the Senator see no inconsistency, no incongruity, between those 
two provisions of the constitution? 

Next, the governor is elected that is, selected—for the place or 
office of governor. That is, when the men vote for him they vote 
for him to be governor. This new governor that they want to 
make out of the speaker of the senate is elected for some other 
duties and may never be governor. and if he gets the office at all 
it is only by a contingency which may or may not happen. The 
other man goes in just on his election. Now, how are these 
various provisions of the constitution, repugnant and contradic- 
anA as they are, on the theory of Mr. Du Pont’s friends, recon- 


ciled? 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will permit me, I will point out 
another illustration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, CHILTON in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course. 

Mr. GRAY. By the constitution of Delaware a governor is 
ineligible for reelection, whereas no one can contend that a speaker 
of the senate exercising the office of governor may not be nomi- 
nated for governor while he is thus exercising the office and be 
elected. That case has actually occurred. 

Mr. GEORGE. I believe Governor Sanlsb had it consecu- 
tively. That is true. These are the inconsistencies which remain 
under the view of the Senators on the other side. 

Now, our theory reconciles everything. It happens to be a 
theory which not only reconciles this law, but it isa theory which 
must be applied to every system of laws, human and divine, which 
was ever reduced to writing. I will read a well-settled canon of 
construction from the brief of the counsel, and then I will call 
the attention of those who are paying any attention to this discus- 
sion to the point: ; 

Where there are words expressive of general intention and of a particular 
intention incompatible with it the icular must be nas an exception 
of the general, and so all parts of the act will stand as a particular proposi- 
tion. mera! words in one clause vn gg restrained by particular words in 
a subsequent clause of the same statu 

Or constitution, or Bible, or anything else. Sir, the Decalogue 
can not be construed itself without the application of this princi- 

le. Thou shalt not kill.” In other parts of the same great 

k, there is not only permission but command to kill public ene- 
mies and those who assault one’s life, and yet the ogue says, 
„Thou shalt not kill.” There is not a constitution in the United 
States which must not resort to this rule to be understood. How 
can the President of the United States and the Senate exercise the 
legislative power of making a treaty, so far as it is a law, when 
all legislative power is vested in the Congress except under this 
rule? The general words are to be qualified and restrained by the 
icular words. They are to be construed as the exception. 

ere is no way known to man by which any writing whatever 
can be construed excepé in that TaT: You can not construe a con- 
tract, you can not com true a , you can not construe a law, 
you can not construe a book upon any scientific or other subject 
without giving the author the benefit of that rule. A general 
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statement, a universal statement, in one part of it is to be consid- 
a as qualified by the particular instances contrary to it in 
others. à 

Now, we go on to that rule, and what do we find out? The two 
first sections must be construed as meaning ‘‘no person” so and 
so ‘‘shall be” so and so except as hereinafter provided,” and it 
is hereinafter provided that the speaker shall be so and so. 

That brings me to consider the meaning of this very important 
section 14. I will read only the first clause of it now. The whole 
of it has been read: 

any vacancy he office of governor by his death, re- 
n resignations. Bros b ia Kek ker of the: senate An exercise the 
office until a governor, elec by the people, shall be duly qualified. 

The advocates of Mr. Du Pont say this means the er shall 
„be“ governor or become“ governor. We on the other side say 
that it does not mean this; and we say further thatif it did mean, 
as claimed, that the speaker became governor, actual governor, 
for the time and under the conditions mentioned in the constitu- 
tion, it would not make out Mr. Du Pont's case. I shall not dis- 
cuss that part of the case now, that is, whether if he became gov- 
ernor it would help Mr. Du Pont—I will do so hereafter—because, 
it being essential to the argument on the other side, if I show that 
the section does not mean become governor” or be governor,” 
their case is lost. To state their position fairly, I quote from the 
2 of the Senator from Oregon and put that in the RECORD. 

ferring to section 14, the Senator from Oregon, on page 2818, 
Says: 

It declares in legal effect to the person who is er of the senate: “You, 
in a certain contingency—that is, in case of the death, removal, resignation, 
or inability of the governor elected by the people—have a preference right 
over every other citizen of the State to become governor and exercise t 
office, a right, however, you can avail yourself of or not at your own option. 
There is nothing compulsory connected with it.” 

Then again, proceeding with the declaration, as he quotes it, of 
the constitution of Delaware to the speaker of the senate— 


“You can waiveitif you please,” says the constitution in legal effect, “and 
continue to be senator and speaker of the senate, notwithstanding your eli- 
gibility to become governor, notwithstanding you hold the preference rigas 
over every other citizen of the State of Delaware to me governor; but 
if you avail yourself of this preference right given you by the constitution, 

o the gubernatorial oath, and enter voluntarily, as you must if you 
enter at all, upon the exercise of the office of governor, then that moment 
you cease to be senator, your right to exercise the functions of either sen- 
ator or speaker of the senate is at once gone, or at least held in abeyance and 
suspended so long as you continue to exercise the office of governor.” 

That is the position of the Senator from Now, we will 
see how that stands with the constitution. The first and most 
obvious comment to be made on this extract is that if the framers 
of the constitution of Delaware meant that the speaker should 
“become” governor, it was the easiest thing in the world to say 
so. The word “become” is an ordinary word, in common use in 
the signification insisted on by the Senator from Oregon. So is 
the word “be.” The constitution might have said he shall be 
governor.” Its use here would have saved the employment of 
many other words which appear to have and do have a different 
signification, It would also have saved the use of all the words 
in clause 2 of section 14, referring to the speaker’s exercise of the 
offi 


ce. 

The natural and easy way of expressing the idea that these tem- 
porary substitutes became governor in the contingency mentioned 
would have been to declare on the happening of any vacancy 
in the office of governor the speaker of the senate shall become 
governor [or be governor], and on a further vacancy, or if there be 
no speaker of the senate, the speaker of the house shall become 
governor [or be governor] until,” etc. Why depart from the ordi- 
nary language be governor” used twice in Article I, section 2, 


28? . 
Ps framers of the constitution of Delaware were not unac- 
uainted with the mode of expressing the idea of being 1 
t us see what they said, who they really meant should be gov- 
ernor. Article III, section 2, which is in a section providing for 
the counting of the votes cast for governor at a general election, 
provides that— 
the person having the highest number of votes shall be governor. 

There is one place where the framers of the constitution, when 
they wanted to make a man governor, used the proper $ 
“ He shall be governor.” Now, I goon: 

But if two or more shall be equal in the highest number of votes the mem 
bers of the two houses shall by joint ballot one of them— 

To be what? 
to be governor. 

When the framers of the constitution of Delaware meant to 
express the idea that on a certain event a man shall be governor 
they said so. He shall be governor. They shall pr to elect 
a man to be governor. ill the Senator from ‘on explain 
why in section 14, which we are now considering, if it had 
the meaning of the framers of the constitution that on the con- 
tingency therein named the speaker of the house shall be governor, 
they did notsayso? Instead of saying that they used a phrase which 
excluded the idea that he was to be governor, the — “shall 


exercise the office of governor,” as [shall show before I get through, 
Instead of this plain and obvious method the very extraordi 
language which, if it was intended to express that idea, is 

to which I now call attention. The language is on the happening 
of a vacancy: 


The speaker of the senate shall exercise the office until a governor elected 
by the — shall be duly qualified. If there be nospeaker of the senate, or 
ur 


upon a her vacancy happening in the office by his death, removal, resig- 
nation, or inability, the er of the house of representatives shall exercise 
the office until, etc. 3 


First, it will be noticed thatin describing the second or further 
vacancy which might happen after the speaker of the senate has 
commenced to exercise the office—and is, under the view of the 
opposite side, a real constitutional governor, having become such 
by such exercise—that further vacancy is to occur, not from the 
death, resignation, etc., of the governor, as they say the “ exer- 
ciser” of the office is, but from the death, resignation, removal, 
etc., of the speaker of the senate then ex:rcising the office, who 
they say does not exist at that time, having ceased to besuch when 
he entered on the exercise of the higgins office. 

Mr: President, if men intended to express the idea contended 
for by the Senators upon the other side, were they not most unfor- 
tunate in the language they used? First, they say the speaker of 
the senate shall exercise the office of governor, and, second, if 
there be no speaker, or if that speaker shall die or resign, then 
the speaker of the house of representatives shall exercise the 
office of governor. This is the grammatical and also the plain 
a meaning of the clause, I will call your attention to 


If be ker of the sena 
RA Sapia no, Pea — te, or upon a further vacancy happening 

Whose death? Will the Senator answer? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes, sir. The death of the man 
who was 8 of the senate and who is then governor. 

Mr. GEORGE. It does not say that. Here is what it says 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. But it certainly means that. 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course it means that if you are allowed to 
Sg gor bcp obliterate both at the same time. 


5 HELL of Oregon. I obliterate nothing and interpo- 
late nothing. ` 


Mr. GRAY. Strike out and insert. 

Mr. GEORGE. Strike out and insert, a motion toamend. The 
Senator speaks all along on a motion to amend the constitution 
of Delaware. 

ee 5 of Oregon. Whom does the Senator say it 
refers 

Mr. GEORGE. It refers to the speaker. 

Mr. GRAY. The constitution says to whom it refers. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will read it: 

If there be no ‘er of the senate, or u a 
eee hg pm ethene ela pe ar om 

The death of the speaker of the senate. 

Mr. GRAY. The pronoun refers to the noun. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the Senator mean upon the death of the 
speaker before he enters upon the exercise of the office of governor? 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, no. 

Mr. BURROWS. Afterwards, 

Mr. GEORGE. Afterwards. The other contingency is taken 
care of in seston “if there be no speaker.” 

Mr. BURROWS. I merely wanted to understand the Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then it means the death of the 
person exercising the office of governor. 

Mr. GEORGE. It means exactly what it says. It means the 
death of the er of the senate. 

Mr. BURROWS. After he has entered upon the office. 

Mr. GEORGE. After he has entered upon the exercise of the 
duties of governor. i 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is right. 

Mr. GEORGE. His“ must refer to last antecedent, the 

Aker of the senate. Thatistheruleof grammar; it must refer to 

e last antecedent. It can not refer to the old governor in the first 
clause, for he is already dead. It does not refer to him. If 
intended to refer to him as governor why did they say speaker 
instead of saying ‘‘governor.” If he e governor, as the 
Senator contends, upon the devolution upon him of the exercise 
of the office of governor, why do they continue to call him speaker? 
Why did they not call him governor if he had become such? If 
it had been the intent of the framers of the constitution that the 
speaker of the senate became governor they would have said so 
in the first clause, and if they haa desired to make a new clause 
for the speaker of the house of representatives the natural and 
proper way to frame the clause would be to say, if there be no 
speaker of the senate.” That means, of course everybody will 
agree, at the time of the death or resignation of the first governor, 
“or if the office again become vacant by the death or resignation, 
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etc., of the governor, then the speaker of the house of representa- 


tives shall ome governor.” That is the natural and proper 
way. If they intended that they committed a fraud upon the 
English language and apon the people of the State of Delaware 
by using the language which they did. This is the first trouble 
our opponents encounter. They will have more as they go along. 

It is well to notice now another position taken in the extract 
from the Senator’s speech that Ihave read. It is claimed that sec- 
tion 14, now peng considered, only makes the speaker of the sen- 
ate “eligible” to become governor, gives him a preference right to 
become governor, which right he may accept and become goy- 
ernor, or he may refuse and still be speaker of the senate. I 
admit that this is the necessary and logical result of their position 
that he becomes governor. My distinguished friend reasons cor- 
rectly, but always from false premises. When, therefore, I show 
that this position can not stand with the words of the clause and 
with other parts of the constitution, I overthrow the whole theory 
of the other side. 

The second clause devolves the right to exercise the office of 
poan on the speaker of the house of representatives only on 

wo contingencies, and 1 desire to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Oregon to that. It devolves it only on two contin- 
gencies, one of which must happen or the exercise of the office 
can never come to him. The first is expressed in the words. if 
there be no speaker,” which, without doubt or possible room for 
controversy, means if there be no speaker of the senate when the 
vacancy happens. The Senator will agree with me, I know, about 
that, for notice that the lang is if there be no speaker of 
the senate,” without adding—and I want to call the Senator's at- 
tention to that—whatis said in clause 3 of the same section, where 

rovision is made not to fill a vacancy, but to prevent one or re- 

‘use to take the office.” I want to call attention to that. Recol- 
lect the contingency upon which this thing is to go to the speaker 
of the senate or the house isif there be no speaker, not, as the 
Senator claims, if he refuses to take the office. Those who are 
following me in the constitution will commence at the last word 
on page 29 and read: 

If a person elected governor shall die or become disqualified before the 
commencement of his term, or shall refuse to take the same, the person hold- 
ing the office shall continue to exercise, etc. 

So when provision is made for a man for the exercise of the 
office of governor upon a refusal of somebody, the word ‘refusal ” 
is used. In this purae there is no refusal and there can be none. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not wish to interrupt the 
Senator unless he is willing to be interrupted. e 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam perfectly willing. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Mississippi a question right on the clause which he is dis- 
cussing now so interestingly. 8 a governor is elected by 
the A pain for the full term and before he takes the oath of office 
he dies or becomes disqualified. 

Mr. GEORGE. Or refuses. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Or refuses to take the oath. A 
governor is then in office who had been elected l prorloudy by the 
people. This clause provides that in a case of that kind the gov- 
ernor— 

Mr. GEORGE. The old governor. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The old governor shall continue 
to exercise it. 

Mr. GEORGE. But not continue to be governor. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Well, I will come tothat. It pro- 
vides that the person holding the office shall continue to exercise 
it until a governor shall be elected and duly qualified. Now, the 

uestion I want to put to the Senator from Mississippi is this: 
Doa he, after the re; term has expired, cease to be governor? 

Mr. GEORGE. He ceases to be governor in the constitutional 
sense and becomes a mere exerciser of the office, as I shall show 
to ny Senator before I get through. I have not overlooked that 
point. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. He is governor, then, of the State 
of Delaware for four years? 

Mr. GEORGE. For four years. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Until the time when the other 
man would have taken the oath of office, and after that, until 
somebody else comes in to take the office, he is not governor. 

Mr. GEORGE. He is the exerciser of the office of governor, 
and not governor. Though the Senator is making me anticipate 
some part of my argument, I will state that if they had intended 
him to continue in the office of governor they would have said in 
that case—they had the best opportunity in the world to oy it— 
“the person holding the office shall continue to hold it.“ I will 
show you before I get through that hold! always refers to the 
original legal constitutional incumbent for the full term, and ex- 
ercise always refers to a temporary substitute. I will show you 
before I get through that if it had been intended to prolong the 
office of governor they had the best opportunity in the world for 
doing it. 


The person holding the office shall continue to hold the same. 
That is exactly what they did in another case when they wanted 
to prolong the office of sheriff and of coroner. The Senator, how- 
ever, is making me go ahead of my argument. Then they said, 
when providing for the term of sheriff and coroner, that the sheriff 
and the coroner shall hold for two years, and hold until their suc- 
cessors are elected. 

The second clause devolves the right to exercise the office of 
governor on the speaker of the house of representatives only on 
two contingencies, one of which must Pappan or the exercise of 
the office can never come to him. I want the Senator to bear that 
in mind, because that is crucial. If he can break me down on that 
I will give up that part of the case. 

The sole contingency in this part being, ‘‘if there be no speaker 
of thesenate” at the time the vacancy happens, then the speaker of 
the house shall exercise the office. If the speaker of the senate 
refuse the office and still remain speaker, as the Senator from 
Oregon contends logically and correctly from his premises, there 
remains after his refusal a speaker of the senate, for he is speaker 
still, as my friend says he is, and that being so, the casus of “no 
speaker” does not exist and the exercise of the office can not go 
to the speaker of the house, nor can it go to anyone else, as I will 
show further on. 

Now, I should like to ask the Senator a question. You say he 
may refuse the office of governor and remain speaker. You have 
got no governor yet. He refuses it. Where are you going to get 
a governor? You have two contingencies; one is that there be no 
speaker. That has not happened, because he remains speaker 
according to your own theory. It does not say—I called the 
Senator’s attention to this a little while ago—in the third clause 
which I read, if he ref uses to accept the office, then it shall go to 
the speaker of the house of 5 but it says if there 
be no speaker.“ But you say he is speaker; he remains speaker. 
How can you jump over the plain language of the constitution 
of the State of Delaware? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
contend that that clause is compulsory? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly it is. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And that whether he wills it or 
not he is compelled to be governor? 

Mr. GRAY. Just as much as any other duty belonging to him. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senator hold that a con- 
stitutional convention can declare that he shall act as governor, 
either be governor or exercise the office of governor of a State, 
against his will? Is that the contention? 

Mr. GEORGE. Iwill come to that directly. The Senator keeps 
getting ahead of me. But just now I will say that if he really 
vacated the office of senator and became governor, or became act- 
ing governor, the Senator is right; but if, as the constitution says, 
it annexes to the office of speaker the additional duty of exercising 
the office of governor, he can not refuse to exercise it until he 
resigns the office of speaker. 

r. GRAY. And it is compulsory. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is sound. 

Mr. GEORGE. I call that to the Senator's attention. I think 
Ishall get 8 in his head removed before Iget through. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Suppose the term of speaker ex- 


pires 

Mr. GEORGE. I will answer all that later. It can not go to 
anyone else, nor can it go to the speaker of the house under the 
second contingency. There are two contingencies, one if there 
were no speaker at the time of the happening of the vacancy, and 
the other if a further vacancy happens upon the resignation of 
the speaker. It can not go to him under that, for there could be 
no further or additional vacancy happening unless it had once been 
filled by the speaker of the senate, and then only “on his resigna- 
tion, death,” etc. : 

It is the same, original, and only vacancy that happened when 
the governor died, resigned, etc., as stated in the t clause of 
the section. 

So, under the construction placed on this section by the oppo- 
site side, upon the mere refusal of the speaker of the senate to 
accept, as they call it, the office of governor, all this carefully 
devised and arranged section to prevent an interregnum in the 

overnment of Delaware falls to the ground, is utterly destroyed 
y the mere exercise of a plain legal right of the speaker of the 
senate, as they allege, to refuse to accept the office of arene, 

No oina provision in the constitution supplies this. If so, point 
it out. 

I will point out the only one that looks like it. Let us see if 
there is any comfort to the Senator and his friends in that. That 
is found in the fourth clause of that section: 


If upon a vacancy happening in the office of governor there be no other 
person who can exercise— 


Not who will— 


who can exercise said office within the provisions of the constitution, the 
secretary of state shall exercise the same, etc. 
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So it does not go to him because there isa person, the speaker of 
the senate, still in esse who can, if he will, exercise the office of 
korernor of the State. If there is any answer to that, I should 

e to hear it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Orga. I am not responsible for any omis- 
sions in the constitution of Delaware. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator had given his attention a little 
more to construing the constitution of Delaware as it was writ- 
ten, instead of framing one as he thinks it ought to have been 
written, he would not have fallen into that mistake. 

A construction against the plain and clear meaning of the words 
used, adopted only to meet an objection coming from a fancied 
theory as to the proper mode of making a constitution, can not 
be adopted when it involves such absurdities in the construction 
of a constitution already made—made, too, upon a clear and 
ct see disregard of that theory. 

opposition to this view we say that on the happening of the 
vacancy no office is tendered to anyone, no preferenca right to fill 
an office is given; no acceptance or retasal of an office is either 
contemplated or tolerated; no qualification, of an officer is re- 
qaa The only office named or contemplated is the speaker of 
esenate. The words used, the speaker of the senate shall exer- 
cise the office of governor,” in their plain and obvious sense com- 
mands that speaker, that officer, to perform certain official duties 
which the public requires to be performed, the officer pri- 
marily charged with them—that is, the governor—no longer being 
in existence. The speaker can not lawfully refuse to parren them 
any more than he can refuse to perform any other duty imposed 
on him by the constitution and laws of Delaware. If he refuse 
to perform these duties he is guilty of a high misdemeanor in his 
office of speaker, for which he may be impeached or removed from 
office—removed from the office of er, not of governor, be- 
cause he never held that office. Hecanresign if he does not like 
the superadded duties, but if he does he must resign the office of 
speaker. That relieves him from the exercise of the office of gov- 
ernor. But he can not resign that ‘‘ exercise” alone; it belongs to 
his office as speaker; for if he could resign that exercise, he still 
being speaker, the exercise would imm tely come back to him 
as speaker, or it would be lost forever. It could go nowhere else, 
as I have shown. 

But it is said in opposition to this view that the speaker took an 
oath to perform the duties of the office of governor, and that 
showed he was governor. The journal of the senate was read to 
show that he took such oath. I answer, the oath was paray vol- 
untary. There is no provision of law requiring him to take it. 
The oath for all officers in Delaware is exactly the same. Iwill 
read that. All officers in that State take the same oath: 

Members of the general assembly and all officers, executive and judicial, 
shall be bound by oath or affirmation tosupport the constitution of this State 
and to perform the duties of their respective offices with fidelity. 

That is the only oath required by the constitution of Delaware 
to be taken by any officer of the State, except in two instances, 
which I shall point out, and neither of them is the speaker of the 
senate. 

If he was sworn again he repeated only an oath he had already 
taken. An oath once taken is as binding and effectual as if re- 
peated every day or thrice a day. 

-There is no proyision in the constitution of Delaware for any 
additional oath to any public officer when new duties are im- 
posed not appendant to his office except in two instances. 

One instance is the oath required to be taken by senators on 
trying an impeachment (see Article V, section 1), and the other 
is that imposed on members of the legislature who are selected to 
try the case of a contest for governor (see Article III, section 2, last 
clause). In these two cases extraordinary duties are imposed on 
the senators and representatives of a judicial nature, and the 
constitution requires an additional oath. But in these cases the 
oath did not install them into new offices nor vacate their old 
ones. They were still senators and representatives, exercising an 
extraordinary duty imposed on them by the constitution as sena- 
tors and representatives, and they retain their character as such. 

This soshi to dispose of the oath voluntarily taken by Speaker 
Watson, for it is certain that no man can swear himself into an 
office to which he has not been designated, nor create an office not 
established by law for him by taking an oath not authorized by law 
to perform the duties of such nonexistent office. But the advocates 
of Mr. Du Pont seek to maintain his cause by another equally un- 
warranted assumption. The Senator from Oregon referred to the 
third clause of section 14, and I think my friend from Oregon, 
from the way that he talked about this, puta good deal of stress 
uponit. That clause is in the following words: 

If the person elected governor shall die, or become ualified before the 
commencement of his term of office, or shall refuse to e the same, the 
8 N ba en ‘ane continue to exercise it until a governor shall 

And the Senator from Oregon with, as I thought, an air of triumph, 
claimed that in this clause, in the words“ holding the office,” there 
was a distinct recognition and assertion in the constitution that the 


speaker, exercising the office of governor, was in fact governor and 
held the office of governor. Itis only a hasty and careless reading 


of section 14 that could have misled the Senator from Oregon. An 
analysis of that section shows that the third clause, relied on by 
him, does not and can not refer to the speaker exercising the office 
of governor. In the first place, this clause does not assume to 
supply a vacancy in the office of governor, but to prevent one. 
The speaker’s sole connection with the office of governor is to 
supply or fill a vacancy which has already occurred. He has no 
pS anywhere in the constitution to exercise the office except 
where a vacancy has first occurred by either the death, removal, 
resignation, or inability of the governor and by which occurrence 
he gets his sole power to exercise the office. He gets this power 
under the first clause of the section, and that clause continues 
his power to exercise the office, not merely till a governor is 
elected, but in express terms (I quote literally) “until a governor 
elected by the people shall be duly qualified.” It is the qualifica- 
tion of an elected governor, and nothing else, that terminates his 
exercise of the office. If an elected governor for any cause, 
whether by death, resignation, refusal to accept, or by any other 
means, fails to qualify, then there is no governor elected by the 
people who has n duly qualified, and until this due qualifica- 
tion takes place the speaker's right and duty to exercise the office 
are not terminated. So that this third clause can. not refer to the 
speaker exercising the office. To say it refers to him is to at- 
tribute to the framers of the constitution pure nonsense and an 
absurdity, because the commission originally got under the first 
clause of the section extended all over the period which this third 
clause was intended to supply. 

It does not refer to the speaker. Thatis clear. Now, to whom 
does it refer? The framers of the constitution of Delaware, I must 
suggest to my friend from Oregon, used the English language 
with somewhat of care as to its force and meaning. It refers to 
the only person named in the constitution as havingtheright and 
power to exercise the office, and whose right to exercise the office 
would be extended or in the least affected by the clause in ques- 
tion. That person also is the only person who in the constitution 
of, Delaware is ever spoken of as holding“ the office of governor 
or called governor or declared to be governor. That person is 
the governor elected by the citizens of the whole State, or in case 
of a tie, then chosen by the legislature on joint ballot from the 
two persons having the highest and an equal number of votes. 
His term of office is four years from the third Tuesday in January 
of an odd-numbered year. At that last date his successor has 
been elected and ought to qualify. If he doesnot qualify—for any 
caus? mentioned or for any cause—if the regularly elected gov- 
ernor be then in office, or, as the clause says, holding the office,” 
there would be an interregnum but for this clause, for the old 
governor holds for four years only. 

Every substitute holds over the term, until a new governor 
qualifies. The governor is the only one who stops with the end of 
his four years. If any substitute provided for in the constitution 
be then exercising the office, he, whoever he may be, would, by 
the express provision of the clause which gave him the authority 
to exercise the office, continue such exercise till the qualification 
of a newly elected governor, without depending in the least upon 
this clause of the constitution. 

Those provisions of the constitution to which I have just re- 
ferred contain in themselves an unanswerable demonstration that 
holding“ the office of governor in this third clause of section 14 
does not in any way refer to the speaker of the senate or the 
speaker of the house of representatives exercising the office of 
governor. But this third clause does, indeed, in using the words 
“the person holding the office shall continue to exercise it until,” 
etc., show spiders Bre that the words hold“ and ‘‘exercise” 
have in the constitution of Delaware a distinctly different signifi- 
cation, clearly marked and carefully preserved. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me, he 
admits that a case might occur, and perhaps has occurred hereto- 
fore in Delaware, where the speaker of the senate has succeeded to 
the exercise of the office of governor and is in the exercise of that 
office at a time when there has been a failure of the governor- 
elect to qualify. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ithinkso. I think he holds on. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then under what clause of the 
constitution does he hold on? 

Mr. GEORGE. I will tell the Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There is nothing in the clause, it 
seems to me, which the Senator has just read, which would jus- 
tify the interpretation that it relates only to the governor who 
had been elected by the people holding the office. 

Mr. GEORGE. Every single substitute or ad interim or pro- 
visional exerciser of the office of governor under the clause of the 
constitution from which he gets his pase: to exercise the office 
holds it not only until the election of the governor but until the 
governor-elect qualifies; and so if a new governor-elect should 
refuse to qualify the ad interim officer holds until there is a 
qualification. 
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Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. That may be true; but this clause 
in a case like that undoubtedly refers to the person then in office 
as well, it seems to me. 

Mr. GEORGE, It can not refer to a person as holding the 
office who never held it; it can not refer to the exerciser of the 
office, because he holds it without reference to that clause. That 
answers the Senator. This distinction is not accidental or casual, 
but is r throughout that instrument. This distinction is 
that hold an office” always refers to the original incumbent 
selected in the mode prescribed in the constitution for a full 
term, while universally an officer clothed by the constitution with 
power to perform the duties of another and distinct office, or 
authorized to perform duties belonging to another office, is always 
so clothed, so authorized to do so by the use of the words ‘exer- 
cise the office” or ‘‘ exercise the powers” vested in another officer. 
In other words, exercise the office” or “exercise the powers of 
an office” refers to an officer already holding an office, who, by 
these words, is made for a limited time, in a particular emergency, 
the “exerciser” of duties which do not l ily attach to him 
in the office he holds. — tan 

In this very third clause this distinction is clearly marked. It 
is not said that the person holding the office” shall continue to 
hold it until a new governor is qualified.” That would have been 
the natural and obvious way in which to express the idea of a pro- 

tion of the original term of the office. That is the way in 
which is expressed the prolongation of the terms of the only two 
officers whose terms are prolonged or extended by the constitution 
of Delaware. In Article VII, section 3, it is provided that the 
sheriff and coroner ‘‘shall hold their respective offices for two 
years * * * and until their successors are duly qualified,” thus 
making them full constitutional officers, entitled to their official 
names, not only for the term of two years, but also for the addi- 
tional time which might intervene between the expiration of the 
two years and the qualification of their successors. 

That is the only instance in Delaware where there is provision 
made to prolong the constitutional officeof theincumbent. They 
have adopted that language in one place, and why should they not 
have adopted itin another if they meant the same thing? 

Why this was not done in this third clause is to be accounted for 
only on the idea that the constitution had already, in Article III. 
section 8, said that the governor shall hold his office for four 

ears,” and that the framers of the constitution would not pro- 
te it. They meant to use that person so holding the office to 
prevent an interregnum in the contingency mentioned, but to 
accomplish this in the same way exactly that they had provided 
for preventing an interregnum in the same office in other con- 
tingencies by other officers, the speakers of the senate and house 
and secretary of state; so at the expense of changing the phrase- 
ology and using some circumlocution they substituted exercise“ 
for hold.“ ‘ 

I now show how “exercise” and hold“ are used in the con- 
stitution of Delaware. 

If the Senator from Oregon, or any other Senator who wants 
to follow this argument closely, will refer to the constitution of 
Delaware, Article III, section 3, he will find that 
the governor shall hold his office during four years— 


Not exercise it, but shall hold it. 
Article VI, section 14, provides that— 


the chancellor and tho judges shall respectively hold their offices during 
good behavior. 

Article VII, section 1: 

The sheriff and the coroner shall hold their respective offices for two years. 


These are all for original terms. 

In filling vacancies in the senate and house, where the new man 
is elected in the same way as the old, and is necessarily from the 
nature of his officea full officer, the word hold is used. ou can not 
have a provisional ad interim representative or senator. He is a 
full senator or heisafull representative. Sowhen the constitution 
comes to speak of filling vacancies in the office of senator or rep- 
resentative, the language is different from that in any other part 
of the constitution as to filling vacancies, for it is said as to the 
new man that he shall hold.“ 

Mr. GRAY. He is to be elected by the people, in the same way 
as the original man was elected. 

Mr. GEORGE. In the same way. 

Article II. section 13, provides: 


When vacancies happen in either house writs of election shall be issued 
„ + * and the persons chosen shall hold their seats— 


Not exercise their office. oh 

Mr. President, I have shown that wherever the constitution of 
Delaware refers to the occupancy or holding or exercise of the 
original term, when he is elected and comes in in the re 
constitutional way, it always says he holds his office or holds his 
seat. Now I mean to say that when they refer to an ad interim, 
a provisional man, they always say exercise.“ 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not always, if the Senator will 
oriad me. I think that if the Senator will turn to section 16, page 

Mr. GRAY. Section 16? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Section 16 of Article II, in regard 
to the State treasurer. It says: 


The State treasurer shall be appointed biennially by the house of repre- 
sentatives, with the concurrence of the senate. case vacancy in the 
office of State treasurer in the recess of the general assembly, either through 
omission of the general assembly to 8 or by the death: removal ont of 
the State, tion, or inability of the State rer, or his failure to 
give security, the governor shall the vacancy by appointment, to continue 
until the next meeting of the general assembly. 

Mr, GEORGE. It is continuing the appointment. That is all. 
That is an exception. But everything is as I have stated. I 
admit that that is an exception. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I just happened to see that section. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let us come to section 13 of Article VI, and see 
how this theory of mine runs out, and how the Senator's theory 
will come, making exercise” hold“: 

Until the general anu shall otherwise viđe, 
exercise all the powers which any law of the State vests in the chancellor, 
besides the general powers of the court of chancery. 

That is where extraordinary powers are conferred upon a regu- 
lar-named officer. Here is 5 

And the chief justice and associate judges shall each singly exercise all the 


powers which any law of this State vests in the judges singly of the supreme 
court or court of common pleas. 


By this constitution the supreme court and the court of com- 
mon pleas were abolished, so that if the Senator's construction of 
the exercise of the powers of an office be correct, it had the effect 
in this case to resurrect two dead offices, which were abolished by 
the constitution. 

The er shall exercise.” The secretary of state shall ex- 
ercise” in case of vacancy. The person holding the office of gov- 
ernor shall continue to ‘‘exercise.” If there no person who 
can exercise the office, the secretary of state shall exercise it. 
That is another vacancy. The governor of last year shall exer- 
cise. That is a clear case. I have not called the attention of the 
Senate to that point, but I tell you the constitution is full of 
refutations, and you can not put your finger down without find- 
ing a refutation of the Senator’s theory. Let us see. We will 
get to that directly. I want to call the Senator's attention to it. 

“If the trial of a contested election shall continue longer than 
until the third Tuesday of January next ensuing the election of a 
governor !“ that is the time when he has to be installed under the 
constitution—‘ the governor of the last year,” etc. Now, it names 
him, instead of as before holding the office, ‘‘ governor of the last 


the chancellor shall 


year.” He is not to continue to be governor, but he shall continue 
to exercise the office of governor or the executive authority in that 
case. This ought to be conclusive. But it is said that the effect 


of section 14, article III. is only to make the speaker eligible to 
become governor. That is the distinct position of the committee 
and of the Senator from Oregon. How eligible, except by dis- 
pensing with the conditions which are prescribed in the constitu- 
tion as qualifications for the office and adopting those prescribed 
in section 14? That is the only way you can do it. ere is no 
other mode known to man in which eligibility to become governor 
can be effected by section 14. That eligibility consistsin the fact, 
and in that fact alone, that he is speaker of the senate,” when 
the vacancy occurs. If there be any other claim I would be glad 
to have it mentioned here and now. I ask for a statement. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. ‘There is no other claim. 

Mr. GEORGE. There is no other claim. That is right. 

Then we reach the point that being speaker constitutes the eli- 
gibility to become governor. Yet the contention is that as soon 
as the speaker so made eligible to exercise the office—or, if the other 
side prefer, to become governor—accedes to the place, his eligibil- 
ity is lost—gone forever. Or put it more sharply, the fact or con- 
dition of being speaker constitutes his sole eligibility to exercise 
the office or to become governor. As soon as he becomes gov- 
ernor he loses his eligibility, and is therefore no longer eligible to 
the place. Does this logic need refutation? And yet that is the 
exact position of the other side, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me, I 
will state that the exact position of the other side is simply that 
the constitution makes him eligible to become Pardes just as a 
man who may be 30 gy of age and who has the other necessary 
qualifications is eligible to become governor. = 

Mr. GEORGE, ould it not be singular if then, as soon as he 
becomes 30 years of age, he loses the qualification? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Oh, no—— 


Mr. GRAY. Ceases to be 30 years of age? 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like very much to get into the office 
of governor of Delaware if it would put me back twenty or thirty 
years, under the construction which the Senator from Oregon puts 
on this clause. 
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THE ARGUMEST TO SUSTAIN OUR VIEW. 

Up to this point I have been mainly engaged in answering ob- 
jections of our opponents to our construction of the constitution 
of Delaware, without stating the argument fully on our side. 

Inow do this more fully,and in doing so will answer other 
objections. 

We are to construe the constitution by giving force to each word 
in it in its plain and ordinary signification, unless the context 
shows that some other specific meaning was intended. 

Recalling that the word ‘‘hold,” without exception, is used in 
its ordinary sense—the ession of an office by an actual, legal 
incumbent, selected in the mode prescribed for a full term named 
in the constitution—and that exercise“ is always used to de- 
scribe that which a provisional and ad interim substitute may do 
in supplying a vacancy, I proceed with this duty. 

Referring to section 14 of Article III, we find that on the hap- 
pening of a vacancy in the office of governor the provision is that 
“the npoaker of the senate shall exercise the office until a governor 
elected by the people shall be duly qualified.” 

The language is mandatory, not permissive—the speaker shall 
exercise” it. He has no option; he must exercise it or incur the 
condemnation of disobedience to the constitution, which he has 
sworn to obey. The constitution in this very section avers that 
there may be no speaker.” The speakership always exists, but 
there can not be a speaker unless there be a person in esse who 
has been chosen to that office in pursuance of the constitution, 
and who still, at the v moment spoken of, holds the office. 
The union or connection between the office and the officer who 
holds it is indissoluble. The fact that a person actually holds 
the office is the essential fact to constitute him speaker. When 
he enters the office he becomes speaker; when he goes out of the 
office he is no longer er. So that speaker always means 
the officer who, at the time indicated, holds the office. We may 
conceive of the office without an incumbent; it is then the * speak- 
ership.” But it is inconceivable that there should be a! speaker“ 
who does not hold the office—that is, who is not an officer filling 
the speakership. 

So that when a duty is sect Sager on the speaker it is always im- 

d on the officer who holds the speakership, and when a man- 
te is laid on the speaker it is laid on the officer, to be obeyed by 
the officer, and by noone else. Where the mandate is a continuing 
one, requiring for its observance the doing of a series of acts to 
be 3388 during a considerable period of time, when he ceases 
to r the mandate no longer applies to him, unless his 
office be continued pro hac vice to enable him to obey it, but in 
that case he is still speaker so far as the execution of the mandate 
is concerned. 

The command in the constitution is that the speaker—the offi- 
cer—shall exercise the office of governor. If we construe this to 
mean that he shall be speaker at the moment the mandate is laid 
on him, but from that moment he ceases to be speaker, then it is 
certain that it is not the speaker but an ex-speaker that exercises 
the office when the constitution says the speaker shall do it. 

In that case we reach this absurd conclusion: That the consti- 
tution selects the officer—the speaker—to exercise the office of 
governor, commands him eo nomine to exercise it, and then at the 
moment he begins the exercise the constitution says he shall no 
longer be speaker, and he shall exercise the office, not as speaker, 
as he is commanded to do, but as one who has been butis no 
longer speaker. Pi Sol ey =. 

I can not think the great ability of the distinguished Senator from 
Oregon can make this proposition acceptable to anyone who has 
not determined beforehand that he will reject no proposition, how- 
ever absurd, which may be n to seat Mr. Du Pont. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Mississippi 
allow me? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I understood the Senator from 
Mississippi to state at the outset that if there were in the consti- 
tution no other provisions bearing upon this subject than section 
12 of Article II and section 5 of Article III, there would be ground 
for holding that Mr. Du Pont is entitled to his seat. 

Mr. GEORGE. No; not that. There would be ground not for 
holding that Mr. Du Pont is entitled to his seat, because there are 
many other things on which he may be excluded, which I will 
show the Senator before I get through, but for holding that Mr. 
Watson was not a proper member of the legislature. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to ask a question which I 
will premise by a statement of a word or two. The Senator has 
been at least an hour in trying to demonstrate the falsity of the 
argument of the other side by pointing out that the word hold“ 
is used in the Delaware constitution whenever applied to an orig- 
inal incumbent. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Mississippi to a fact, and then to ask him if it does not destroy that 
argument altogether. In the first place, section 5 of Article III 
and section 12 of Article II, contain these provisions: 

Praa — * person holding any office under the United States, or this 
0 


There the word holding“ is used 


No person * * * ex 
office, shall, during his continuance in 
representative. 

There the word holding“ is used. 

Then section 5 says: 

No member of Congress nor person holding any office * * + Shall ex- 
ercise the office of governor. 

The Senator has stated that if those two clauses stood alone 
and there was no other reason why Mr. Du Pont should not be 
seated, he thinks he ought to be seated, as I understand him. It 
refers to the s er of the senate as holding an office. 

Mr. GEORGE. The speaker of the senate does hold an office. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The speaker of the senate as hold- 
ing the office of governor. 

r. GEORGE. No; it does not. 

Mr. GRAY. No. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Where? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Or else the Senator's admission is 
not well grounded. 

Mr. GEORGE. Where does it say that the speaker holds the 
office of governor? 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator must put that con- 
struction upon it or else it amounts to nothing. 

Mr. GEORGE. There is nothing in that argument. Read the 
clause where you say it is plainly inferable that the constitution 
of Delaware says that the speaker of the senate holds the office of 
governor. À 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Both of those clauses in speaking 
of both members of the legislature and governor speak of them 
as holding the office. 

Mr. GEORGE. Holding the office of what? Not of governor. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. One as holding the office of gov- 
ernor and the other as holding the office of legislator. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is what I have said all along. When, 
however, it speaks of the original incumbent it says “ hold.” 
Whenever it speaks of an ad interim, a provisional officer to take 
care of the office during the interim, it says exercise.“ 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. This applies as well toa person 
who succeeds to the exercise of the office as to a man who is 


governor. 

Mr. GEORGE, I do not see it. Ido not understand the Sen- 

aie GRAY. Th Senator from Orego 
i ‘ e or from m is begging the question, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Oh, no. . 

Mr. GRAY. That is the very question we have been discuss- 
ing, and the Senator from Oregon says the clause in the constitu- 
tion to which he refers is as applicable to a person who exercises 
the office as to one who holds the office. 

Mr. GEORGE. I defy the Senator from Oregon, or any other 
Senator who advocates his side of the question, to put his finger 
on that clause of the constitution which says an about the 
speaker of the senate holding the office of governor under any cir- 
cumstances whatever. It is not in the constitution. If you get 
it in there you in late it. If you get it in there you not only 
3 i but you obliterate language which is directly 
op toi 
y this point I willadd that become“ governor, as the phrase is 
in the constitution of Pennsylvania, is altogether an instantaneous 
operation and can not be repeated. If a man once becomes gov- 
ernor, he is, withont any further becoming,“ governor till the 
end of his term. He does not become governor anew every time 
he performs an official act. On the other hand, the act of “ exer- 
cising” the office of governor is performed every time an official 
duty is performed till the end, so that when the constitution com- 
mands the er, the officer, to exercise the office of governor, it 
commands that speaker, that officer, not ats to perform the first 
official act as speaker, but every other official act, up to and 


t officers in the militia, holding no 
Congress or in office, toa none on 


including the last. 
Clear as this reasoning makes out the case against Mr. Du Pont, 
yet the importance of this matter is such, not only to the people 


of Delaware but to the friends of constitutional government 
everywhere, I feel that I ought to adduce a further argument 
which in my judgment settles this controversy. 
THE AMENDED CONSTITUTION. ý 

The present constitution of Delaware, in numerous instances, 
refers to itself as the amended constitution,” and to changes 
made by it in the prior constitution of 1792 as ‘‘amendments to 
the constitution.” We therefore can, and even must, under a 
well-recognized rule of construction, refer to the former as a 
E aid in construing the later and amended constitution, 

this, we find a provision in the former constitution (of 1792 

which makes it absolutely certain, if certainty already attain 
can be made more certain, that the command in section 14 of the 
present constitution, which we are now construing—‘‘ the speaker 
of the senate shall exercise the office” of governor—is addressed to 
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him in his official character as speaker and not to him as a person. 
In that constitution of 1792 a provision is made to fill a vacancy 
in the office of governor happening at a time when there was no 
speaker of the senate or of the house, and no other officer in whom 
the framers of the constitution were willing to vest the exercise 
of the office. They found themselves under a necessity to give 
this exercise to a person without reference to any official position 
he then held. 

They did this in the following lan The executive au- 
thority shall devolve upon the person who was speaker of the 
council at the next preceding session of the general assembly,” 
and then on the person who was speaker of the house of assem- 
bly at the said next preceding session,” 

Mr. GRAY. From what does the Senator read? 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam reading from the old constitution. 

Mr. GRAY. What part of it? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have not the page here. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The old constitution? 

Mr. GEORGE. The preceding constitution. 

Mr. GRAY. The one that was amended. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The constitution of 1792. 

Mr. GEORGE. There can be no mistake about this meaning. 
This language to designate a person, not an officer, had by this 
use in the constitution of 1792 become naturalized—if I may use 
the expression—at all events, had been adopted as the constitu- 
tional form of expression for the idea that the devolution was on 
the person. And so if the framers of the constitution of 1831, 
having this old constitution before them and amending it, had 
meant to express the same idea they would have used the old, 
recognized constitutional language already adopted for that pur- 
pose instead of language which meant exactly the contrary. 

Another provision in the constitution of 1792 makes the con- 
struction we contend for so plain that when it is called to the 
attention of the Senator from Oregon I indulge the hope, with 
some confidence, that he will abandon Mr. Du Pont’s case and 
allow the 8 of Delaware to enjoy and live under their consti- 
tution as they made it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon There is one clause of the consti- 
tution on which I should like to hear the Senator, if it will not 
disturb him. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will call my attention to it, 
oe I will not say I will doit now, I will do so before I get 
through. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is section 1 of Article III. It 
is very short, containing only 13 words: 

The supreme executive powers of the State shall be vested in a governor. 

When the speaker of the senate succeeds to the exercise of the 
office of governor, I understand the argument on the Senator’s 
side to be that he is not governor. Where are the supreme execu- 
tive powers of the State vested then during the time he exercises 
the office of governor? 

Mr. GEORGE. The Constitution of the United States says the 
executive power of the United States shall be vested in the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and before the framers of that instru- 
ment get through with that section they authorize Congress to 
provide by law for a person to act as President in case of the 
resignation, disability, or death of the President and Vice-Presi- 
dent. In 1792 Congress, in pursuance of that provision, named 
as the officer to act as President the President pro tempore of the 
Senate, and it has never been held or suggested, but on the con- 
trary everybody admits that that man, although he would act as 
President, would not be President of the United States. He 
would act as President, and if he acts as President he must exer- 
cise the powers of President. If he exercises the powers of Presi- 
dent and still remains simply the President pro tempore of the 
Senate, as is admitted on all hands here, I do not see why it could 
not be done in the State of Delaware. 

There is another answer to that question, and if the Senator 
will wait until I get through he will see it all answered. The 
office of governor was vacant. This is a temporary provision to 

revent an interregnum by the selection of another officer, not to 
3 governor, but to exercise the powers of governor. While he 
may exercise the supreme executive power vested in the governor, 
he is not governor, because the constitution says he is not. That 
is all there is in that. pues es 

Mr. BURROWS. Will it trouble the Senator from Mississippi 
if I ask him a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly not. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand the Senator to contend that 
Watson was a senator? 

Mr. GEORGE, A senator. 

Mr. BURROWS. Holding an office? 

Se ne ease gover 

l simply exercising the office of governor’ 

Mr. GEORGE. That is what I contend. 

Mr. BURROWS. I was not in when the Senator explained the 
fifth section of Article III, which says that no person holding any 


office under the State shall exercise the office of governor. How 
can he exercise the office of governor if he is holding another office? 

Mr. GEORGE. In virtue, as I explained here at great length, of 
the ee incany made to that by the positive provisions of section 14, 

Right here, since I have been interrupted, it reminds me that I 
ought to call the attention of the Senators who have taken so 
much interest in this matter, very much to my gratification, to 
another provision in the constitution. They have paid some at- 
tention to what I was remarking here, and I call their attention 
to another provision of the constitution of Delaware, which I 
omitted in the proper place. Ithink when they get over that they 
will haye some trouble. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If it is of so much importance the 
Senator ought not to have forgotten it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I did pass it over. 

Each house shall choose its speaker and other officers. 

Section 12 of the same article provides that— 

No * * person holding any office under this State * * shall be a 
senator or representative. 

When they elected a senator speaker of the senate how do you 
reconcile it with the positive prohibition in the twelfth section? 
He is an officer. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I reconcile it by the fact that as 
soon as he becomes a governor he ceases to be senator. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam not talking about governor. I am talk- 
ing about the provision which I will read. I have not made my- 
self fully understood. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Probably not. 

Mr. GEORGE. Section 12 provides that— 


No * + * person holding any office under this State * * shall be a 
senator or representative. 


J have left out a good deal, but that is the substance of it. 

Section 5 of the same article says: 

The house shall choose its speaker and other officers. 

Now, how can the speaker of the senate, when chosen to that 
office, be a member without violating section 12, which I have 
just read? Do you say he is not an officer? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Ore; He is an officer. 

Mr. GEORGE. How, then, can the senate of Delaware elect 
one of the senators to the office of president without violating sec- 
tion 12 of the constitution, which provides that no person holding 
any office under the State shall be a senator or representative? Does 
the Senator think he vacates the office of senator when he is elected 
speaker of the senate? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. My impression is that there is a 
clause in the constitution which provides that they shall elect one 
of their own number speaker. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is not in there. 
tue of common bs law. 
8 PECHE of Oregon. Then that is a part of the law of 

he State. 

Mr. GEORGE. If that be so, if we can read section 5—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. My impression is there is a direct 
clause in the constitution. 

Mr. GEORGE. Thereis not. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Have you examined it carefully? 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, yes. It is not there. Now, then, we are 
to read section 5 as if it read this way: ‘‘ Each house shall choose 
its speaker from its own members and other officers.” That is 
what the Senator means, then? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. While the office of speaker is an 
office in one sense it is not an office under the State. He is a 
senator, and simply by virtue of the fact that he is senator and in 
virtue of parliamen law he is selected to preside over the sen- 
ate. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator deny that he is an officer un- 
der the State of Delaware? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. He is not a distinct officer under 
the State of Delaware. e is not an officer under the State of 
Delaware within the meaning of that clause of the constitution, 


in my Hots ony 
Mr. GEORGE. That may be so, if you want to put any mean- 
ing to it, but he is an officer under the State of Delaware. 

. MITCHELL of Oregon. He is a State senator; that is the 
office he holds, and by virtue of that office and only by virtue of 
that office and by the consent of his fellows, he is permitted to 
preside and exercise the duties of s er. 

Mr. GEORGE. Do you deny that the office of the speaker, 
then, is a distinct office from senator? . 
s es MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator can designate it as 

e es. 

Mr. GEORGE. Here is the way it reads: ‘‘Each house shall 
choose its speaker and other officers.” What does the phrase 


It only comesin there by vir- 


other officers” mean if it does not mean the speaker as an officer? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then there isa distinct provisio 
just as I supposed there was, authorizing them to select one 
their number as a speaker. 


of 


1896. 


Mr. GEORGE. If a distinct provision authorizes the senate of 
Delaware to elect one of its senators to a distinct office under the 
Stateof Delaware in contraventionof Article XII, section 2, which 
I have read, why may not section 14 require the same speaker to 
exercise the office of governor? I should like to have that ex- 
plained. Here is the constitution of Delaware, which says, No 
1 holding any office under the State.“ That is the word used. 

et me see if it is not ‘‘any”: 

Noperson * * * holding any office under this State * * * shall * * * 
be asenator or representative. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The trouble with the Senator from 
Mississippi is that he is now trying to construe the constitution of 
Delaware by simply taking one clause instead of taking the two 
clauses of the constitution together. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam taking it all together. Iam going to show 
by taking them all together that it lets Mr. Watson in as speaker 
of the senate as well as it lets him in as a member of the legis- 
lature, paame tag office of speaker. 

Now, if anybody denies that he was speaker, the constitution 
expressly refers to him as speaker. Icall attention to that point. 
It is not an honorary office. It is an office with certain specified, 
distinct duties as speaker. He can issue a writ of election. That 
is a pretty high function for him to perform. I will tell you an- 
other thing he can do, and it will help the Senator along a little, 
I think, in his incongruities of this constitution. I want to call 
attention to it. In the first place, I want to call attention to the 
fact that he is called an officer directly. 

The returns of every election for governor shall be sealed up and immedi- 
ately delivered by the returning officers of the several counties to the speaker 
of 5 or, in case of the vacancy of the office of the speaker of the 
sena 

Then it shall go to somebody else. I want to tell you another 
great power which the speaker has which seems to be, according 
to my friend from Oregon, a very incongruous and inconsistent 
thing. This very same speaker, when there is a tie in the popular 
vote for governor and that is referred to the legislature, as speaker 
and as senator votes for one of the two for governor, and when 
there is a tie there, he votes in for governor, 

Mr. LINDSAY. It is New Hampshire over again. 

Mr. GRAY. That is a pretty important office. 

Mr. GEORGE. A pretty important office. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The only trouble between the 
Senator from Mississippi and myself in regard to these two offices, 
if you choose to call them so—that is, governor and speaker of the 
senate—is that I insist there is an express provision of the consti- 
tution which authorizes the senate of the State of Delaware to 
choose one of their own number speaker. 

Mr. GEORGE. But it is not in there. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am stating my claim. I will 
make my claim and then 1 will hear the Senator’s, and we will see 
the difference. I insist that there is an express provision in the 
constitution authorizing that thing to be done, and, therefore, that 
provision must be taken in connection with the other provision 
which says that— 

Noperson * * * holding any office underthisState * * * shall * * 
be a senator. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator is exactly right about that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then, on the other hand, the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi claims that there is an express provision, as 
I understand him, authorizing that same speaker to exercise the 
office of governor. LIadmit that, but I contend that the moment 
he takes the oath of office as governor and enters upon the exercise 
of that office, then he ceases absolutely to be er. 

Mr. GEORGE. Why did not the speaker when elected speaker 
of the senate vacate that office under the same kind of constitu- 
tional rule? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. For the simple reason that in one 
case there is absolute incompatibility, as I think, while in the 
other case there is complete compatibility. 

Mr. GEORGE, Now, Mr, President, I supposed the Senator 
would land on that. There is no incompatibility between the leg- 
islative officer exercising, as I have shown already here in my 
argument, the executive office. There is none whatever at com- 
mon law, and none under the constitution, unless there be an ex- 
press provision to that effect. If the Senator from Oregon, or an 
other Senator who listens to me who wishes to reply to anything 
have said on this subject, will show to me how he understands that 
there is incompatibility at common law between the exercise of 
the office of å member of the legislature and an executive officer, 
I should like to have him do so. 

Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator from Mississippi mean by 
incompatibility? 

Mr. GEORGE, Iam trying to mean exactly what the Senator 
from Oregon means, an incompatibility which means he can not 
hold two offices, a legal incompatibility, such an incompatibili 
as prevents one man from holding both offices. That is what 
mean, 
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Mr. HOAR. Ido not know whether the Senator from Missis- 

sippi intended his invitation to any other Senator to accept now. 
r. GEORGE. You may go on if you desire to do it. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me the answer to the Senator's propo- 
sition is not a difficult one, Of course, nobody expects to take 
these constitutional provisions with the literal exactness of phrase 
that you apply to a plea in abatement or to a demonstration in 
logic. For instance, when the constitution of Delaware says that 
no person holding any office under the State shall exercise the 
office of governor, I suppose my honorable friend himself, unless 
he were driven into a very small corner indeed, would not claim 
that it meant the person who held the office of governor. 

I suppose something is applied between the lines in all constitu- 
tions, especially in so excellent a State as Delaware, and words 
have a little common sense in construing this instrument; other- 
wise it will not work. When they say that the senate or the house 
of representatives may choose its own 5 although 
they say in the same instrument that no person holding any office 
under the State shall be a senator or a representative, they are 
Seeks of legislative bodies, in which the uniform practice of 

1 mankind that have free governing bodies is that the presiding 
officer is taken from among the members, and a er of the 
house of representatives or president of the senate is expected as 
a matter of course to be one of the number, except in the few in- 
stances where States have provided the contrary. It would, I sup- 
pose, shock the whole sense of the country if we were to choose 
a President pro tempore of this body who was not a member of 
the Senate, though there is nothing that I now recall in the Con- 
stitution which prevents it, So you construe it. Even the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi does not claim to construe that provision as 
prohibiting a Senator from being chosen to the office of presiding 
Crean 2 acting as such, whatever particular phraseology has 


m used. 

On the other hand, when you come to take a member of a legis- 
lative body and make him governor of a State or President of the 
United States, you have got two offices in regard to which the 
universal sense of the country is declared. In all constitutions 
the universal sense of the people of that generation, as declared in 
writers whom they followed and studied, like Montesquieu and 
Sidney, both of whom have very strong statements on subject, 
is that the two things shall not go together; that the man who is 
to make laws shall not execute them. Therefore, when you in- 
quire in regard to these two offices, whether the man who held an 
executive office should not be a legislator, and the reverse applies 
to the one or the other, you have got a general propostiion where, 
as a matter of course, the presiding officer of a y is to be taken 
from the body by the universal understanding of mankind. You 
have got another where, with the exception which, if I am not 
trespassing too much on the patience of the Senator, I will state 
presently—as a matter of course the two men can not do the same 
thing at once, and therefore, when the question comes whether 
the exercising the one vacates the other, the general proposition 
of the constitution applies, and there is no reason why it should 
not. Applying the general proposition of the constitution to that 
carries out the universal desire of the American constitutions 
framed in all the States in the nation and the universal principle 
which applies to such things. 

I do not claim that the two offices are absolutely incompatible 
in the sense that the two things can not be done, as when gou 
would say that an office to be performed in Washington and an 
office to be performed in London at the same time are incompati- 
ble, but I mean incompatible according to the established policies 
of the people of that generation in framing governments. 

Now, there is one exception to that which I should like to state 
if I am not abusing my honorable friend’s courtesy, and he is very 
courteous in allowing me to make this statement. He invited it 
himself. There are certain cases which the people of the United 
States provided for which you may speak of perhaps as vacancies 
in the second, or third, or fourth degree. Of course the country 
or a State can not go on without somebody all the time capable of 
acting as the chief officer, commanding the troops, seeing that 
the laws are faithfully executed, and doing all the other numer- 
ous functions that are attached to the chief executive office. In 
general, the people haveprovided for the case of a vacancy vy death 
or inability by having one man set apart to be ready in the con- 
tingency which has happened, I think, four times in our national 
history, and which has happened in all our States, to step into the 
office of the chief executive. 

In Massachusetts the lieutenant-governor is the president of the 
council and acts as one of the council of the State. In the United 
States the Vice-President is President of the Senate and presides 
over this body. We donot take our Vice-President from the bod 


itself, as was expected. He is kept on hand and set apart from a 


other things. — bd can not go on forever in that way. There 
might come a pestilence or an invasion by an enemy or a calamity 
like the explosion of the steamer on the Potomac River that 
happened years ago, where the President and Vice-President 
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would both be killed. That might hap 
or four centuries, as it happened here in one hundred and seven 
years of this Government. It never happened, I believe, in a 
single State of the Union that the governor and lientenant-gover- 
nor both died at the same time, but still in that most extraordi- 
nary and une ted and unlikely contingency our ancestors did 


perhaps, once in three 


not leave the thing to be without some remedy, and in that case 
they said. We must, of course, take some existing officer and let 
him, whatever may be the inconveniences, add the duties of chief 
executive to that of his existing office.” 

That is what they did in the Constitution of the United States. 
They said that if the President and Vice-President both died Con- 
gress should determine what officer should act as President, and, 
as I stated once before on a very important occasion, in my judg- 
ment in that case, however inconvenient it must be by the law pro- 
viding for the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House 
succeeding, while constitutional, of which I express noopinion now, 
the President of the Senate must have acted as President of the 
United States, and we could have Sane him every morning. 
They took that risk. The Constitution did not put that officer in. 
The Constitution simply said that Congress might designate the 
officer, but the first Congress, owing to the dislike of Mr. Jefferson, 
who was then Secretary of State, did not want to make the present 
arrangement that we have, and made the provision for the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House. That, how- 
ever, was one of the vacancies which I a of just now as va- 
cancies in the second degree; and if he died the Speaker of the 
House would succeed. 

Now, in regard to this Delaware case, it is an original primary 
vacancy; a common case, which has happened some four or five 
times in the his of the United States, It has happened, I 
think, six times in the history of my State. It has happened four 
or five times, I believe, in the history of Delaware already. 

Mr. BURROWS. Nine times. 3 

Mr. HOAR. It has aes nine times, my friend says, in the 
history of Delaware. erefore, when we are construing the 
Delaware constitution we look at what they intended to provide 
for a common case, and their opinion was that in common cases 
senators should not be governors and governors should not be 
senators or representatives. It seems to me that the doctrine 
which is licable to this case, as they have stated in so many 
words, is t when they say hold the office” and when they 
say “exercise the office” they mean the same thing. That is clear 
by looking at this constitution. They say that no man who is a 
senator shall exercise the office of governor. That they have said 
in this constitution. Now, then, when you are looking to see 
whether the icular provision, that the speaker of the senate, 
as they call there, 8 succeed, is governed by that general 
rule or no, it seems to me you can find the answer by seeing that 
all the reasons which could have made then establish that general 
rule in providing for an original vacancy in the first degree ap- 
plied to that. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from 
Massachusetts for pas cere time enough for me to get a little 
rest for I was very much tired. But the Senator wandered from 
the point in the very beginning of his remarks. It is when a con- 
stitutional and express provision says that no person holding an 
office under the State of Delaware shall be a senator, and that by 
construction the president of the senate, who is an officer, is al- 
lowed to retain his office as senator, why can not the same express 
provision of the constitution, which says the speaker of the house 
of representatives shall exercise the office of speaker without losing 
his office of senator, apply to that caSe? The rule, as I pointed it 
ont in the first part of my remarks, is that general provisions in 
the constitution are always to be modified and limited by er 
ticular provisions, and when the general rule was that no officer 
under the State shall be a senator or representative then the special 
Tule that a er vided for in the constitution as senator 
should also hold the office of senator, is an exception from the other. 

Referring now tothe old constitution of Delaware of 1792, I pro- 
ceed. That constitution, as to the section now in controyersy— 
that is, section 14 is the same as this. That constitution, in case 
of vacancy in the office of governor, commands, as this does, “that 
the speaker of the senate shall exercise the office.” These words 
mean the same thing in that constitution that they do in this. 
The constitution of 1792 put a construction on these words utterly 

t to the construction put on them by the advocates of 

Mr. Pont, in a clause which provides that in case of the death, 

resignation, or inability, or absence from the State of the gov- 

ernor (there called resident , the speaker of the legislative coun- 

cil (and in case of his death, resignation, or absence from the 

State, the speaker of the house of assembly) shall, respectively, 

with the privy council, exercise 

State till the third Tuesday in Jan next.” 5 

Under the construction of Mr. Du Pont's advocates this would 

e to the State of Delaware five actual governors at one time; 

privy council, consisting of four, with, in case of the absence 


the executive authority of the. 


of the president and of the speaker of the council, two additional 
gornog in uite a number of governors for so small a 

tate as Delaware. e same construction of words as adopted 
by the Senator from Oregon applied to the constitution of Massa- 
chusetts would give that State eight governors to fill a vacancy 
in that office provided for one only. 

If executing the powers of the office of governor makes a man 

‘overnor, then, under the constitution of chusetts, as I have 
just stated, they would have eight governors. Article VI of chap- 
ter 2 of the constitution of Massachusetts says: 

ART. VI. Whenever the office of the governor and lieutenant-governor shall 
be vacant by reason of death, ce, or otherwise, then the council, or the 
major of them, shall, during such vacancy, have full power and author- 
ity to do and execute all and every such acts, 55 things as the gov- 
ernor or the lieutenant-governor might or could, by e of this constitution, 
do or execute, if they, or either of them, were personally present. 

If the power to execute the duties of the office of governor 
makes a man governor as it is insisted in this case that it does, 
then under the constitution of Massachusetts in case of a vacancy 
in the office of governor and lieutenant-governor the council does 
that thing, and, therefore, there would be eight or nine who would 
all be governors at the same time. 

Nor can the other side avoid the force of this by stating that in 
the clause quoted from the constitution of 1792 the words used 
are shall exercise the executive authority,” while in the section 
we are now considering the words are shall exercise the office of 
governor” for “exercise the executive authority,” and ‘exercise 
the office of governor,” in whom the executive authority is vested, 
are exactly of the same force and signification. And this is ex- 
pressly recognized by the present constitution of Delaware we 
are now considering, in the last clause of this same section 14, 
wherein it is declared that in a certain contingency named in it 
“ the governor of the last year, or the speaker of the senate, or of 
the house of representatives, who may then be in the exercise (not 
of the office of governor, but of its exact equivalent) of the execu- 
tive authority, shall continue therein,” etc. 

But strong and conclusive as this is, I have not as yet called at- 
tention to the full significance of this last quotation made from 
this same section 14. 1 want to read that so that the Senator from 
Oregon may see the utter want of force in his contention. 

If the trial of a contested election shall continue longer than until the 
third Tuesday of January next ensuing the election of a governor— 

That is the time when the governor's office commences— 
the governor of the last year, or the speaker of the senate or of the house of 
representatives, who may then be in the exercise of the executive authority, 
shall continue therein until a determination of such contested election. 

This occurs, as has been seen by the mere reading of it. in a 
clause framed to prevent an interregnum in the executive author- 
ity in a pepsi, need which had not before been mentioned in the 
constitution. It was designed to prolong and recognize the pro- 
longation of the authority of a person to exercise the executive 
authority in the contingency named. 

2 regular governor, if there be one, shall continue 
not indeed to hold but to exercise the executive authority. 

Second, That the speaker of the senate or of the house who 
may THEN be in the exercise of executive authority shall continue 
in it. 

Now, in this clause are two distinct and unequivocal assertions 
of facts, each and both of which destroy Mr. Du Pont’s case— 
destroy it forever without possibility of resurrection. 

One is express and the other a necessary implication, each of 
which and both of which are false assertions made with delibera- 
tion in the constitution itself if the position of Mr. Du Pont’s 
advocates be correct. 

The first, express, is that on the third Tuesday of January, the 
ordinary end of the exercise by the speaker of the senate or of the 
house of the executive authority, he is still at the end speaker ex- 
ercising that authority. The language is, The speaker of the 
senate or house, who may then (on the third Tuesday of January) 
bein the exercise of the executiveanthority.” Thisisa false asser- 
tion if he ceased to be speaker months before on his entry on, at the 
moment he began, this exercise. There can be no doubt of this 
proposition. I challenge its contradiction here and now. 

next assertion is made by necessary implication, and is that 
a exercising the executive authority is not governor; 
for if he were governor, if he became governor on his entry into 
the exercise of that office, he so remained as long as he continued 
that exercise, and hence was governor on the third Tuesday of 
January, and was named and included in the words ‘‘ governor 
of the last year” just as fully as a governor elected by the people 
is so nam Therefore, on that construction, the addition of the 
words “‘ speaker of the senate or of the house then exercising the 
executive authority” was not only unn but pure and 
unmitigated and also misleading nonsense. And I now add, with 
absolute confidence that what I say can not be overthrown, that as 
the speaker of either house, under 1 of this section command- 
ing him to exercise the office till a governor elected by the people 
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should be duly qualified—this last clause we are now consider- 
ing—as to him, the speaker, could have no other effect and no other 
purpose than to put in the constitution a clear and unequivocal 
expression as to the true construction to be placed on his exercise 
of the executive authority; that he was not governor, but was, 
up to the end of such exercise, speaker, and nothing else than 
speaker. It could not extend or prolong his exercise of the exec- 
utive authority as it did that of the governor of the last year, 
for it already extended to the period mentioned—the end of the 
contest—for there could be no qualification of the newly elected 
governor till it was ascertained who was elected; and that ascer- 
tainment was the determination of the contest. 

Constitntions are designed to furnish as the fundamental law a 
rule of action not only to the people who are governed but for 
those who govern them. They should be framed so as to be as eas- 
ily understood as human writings can be. They are not designed to 
furnish riddles or puzzles or questions to be solved only by the ex- 
ercise of extraordinary aptitude for clearing up the dark and mys- 
terious, The framers, therefore, of such instrumentsare under the 
highest and most solemn obligation to so do their work that the 
task of ascertaining what is meant in a clear and certain sense 
shall not be beyond the powers of the ordinarily intelligent. . The 
people ought to be able to understand what all their e high 
or low, axe sworn to support. 85 

A careful consideration of the constitution of Delaware impresses 
me that its framers understood their duty as I have explained it 
and gg nse ormed it. 

So, inspir y these sentiments, as I believe they were, when 
they came to frame this last clause in section 14, in reference to ad 
interim and provisional substitutes for governor, there came an op- 

ity to remove all doubt as to their meaning on this subject. 

they meant that this substitute should be governor—should hold 
the office of governor—they had then the opportunity and it was 
their plain duty to stop at the words the governor of the last 
” in designating the instrument to exercise the executive au- 
Mority till the determination of the contest. That would have 
removed all doubt and would have included speaker of the senate 
or of the house” if the intent and meaning of the former provisions 
were that these officers should become governor when the execu- 
tive authority devolved on them.. But they did not do this; but 
on this idea, and on that alone—to make clear the meaning 

of the constitution—they inserted after the words the governor 
of last the words or the speaker of the senate or of the 
house who may then be in the exercise of the executive authority.” 
By this they asserted, as I have shown beyond doubt, that the 
er so acceding to the exercise of the office of governor under 

e first clause of this section acceded to duty an prer super- 
added to his office as er, which duty and power he performed 
and exercised as er till the very end. 

If there be any answer to this I am unable to see it, and I re- 
n ask my friend the distinguished Senator from Oregon to 

te it. 

This last clause upon which I have just commented contains a 
provision—necessarily involved in its plain ae and easily per- 
ceived when attention is called to it—which I think I ought tocall 
to the attention of the Senate. It answers beyond controversy 
the objection made by the opposition—that the speaker could not 
as speaker exercise the office of governor after the termination of 
his regular official term as speaker, I admit there is plausibility 
in this objection, but mere plausibility can not overturn the posi- 
tive commands of the constitution. The constitution says not 
only that the speaker can but that he shall“ soexercisethe execu- 
tive authority until a governor elected by the people shall beduly 
qualified.” d I submit that what the constitution commands 
must be obeyed. In this very clause the power of the governor 
of the last year—after he had ceased to be governor—is continued 
beyond his term, and identically the same thing is done in clanse 
8 of thesame section. I haveshown beyond controversy that the 
speaker eo nomine in his official character in the beginning of the 
vacancy exercised the executive authority and that at the end of 
his service the constitution asserts that he is still speaker at that 
time in the exercise of that authority. 
rica MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me just 

ere 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Su in the meantime—which 
may be the case—a new senate comes in and elects another speaker, 
then there would be two speakers, would there not? 

Mr. GEORGE. Thatisall provided for. I will answer all of 


that. 
Can the friends of Mr. Du Pont, in construing this consti- 
tution containing this express and unequivocal assertion, y that 


the constitution itself is to be heard? They claim that these pro- 


All provisions to supply a temporary and unlooked-for vacancy 
of 


in the office of the chief executive of a State are n ily incon- 
gruous and inconsistent with other parts of the constitution, and 
must be held to be exceptions to Sar ps provisions when that 
officer is elected by the people, as all of them in the United States 
now are. There must be great đelay in 2 new election by 
the people, but the exercise of the powers of the office must con- 
stantly go on; there must be no interregnum; there must be some 
poran to execute the laws, or to take care that the laws are faith- 

lly executed; there must be no anarchy. So provisions incon- 
gruous and inconsistent with other parts of the constitution must 
necessarily be made, Another officer must be selected for this par- 
ticular emergency arising outside of the regular, normal admin- 
istration of the government. In doing this. the selected officer 
may be transferred to the governor's office and displaced from his 
old office, or the selected officer may be merely endowed in his 
official character with the exercise of executive duties. Either 
and both are inconsistent with the other parts of the constitution. 
Both are incongruities, but the first is the greater of the two, for 
in that case an officer elected by one branch of the legislature—it 
may be the senate, where the votes of five men (in Delaware) 
would create him, or by some small constituency much less than 
one-half the State—is deprived of the office to which he was elected 
and for which he has the constitutional qualifications, and the 
right of his constituents to his service in that office taken away, 
and he is transferred to and placed in an office for the whole State, 
to which he was not chosen, without to his want of consti- 
3 ualifications for that office. at greater incongruity 

n 

But to return more directly to the objection about two speakers. 

It is not certain by any means that the senate of Delaware 
would have two speakers on the construction of the constitution 
that we contend for. The permission in the constitution given to 
elect a speaker pro tempore when the speaker exercises the office 
of governor is limited only by the termination of such exercise. I 
will read that provision of the constitution of Delaware: 

SECTION 5, ARTICLE II. 

Each house shall choose its r and other officers; and also each house, 
ae speaker shall exercise the office of governor, may choose aspeaker pro 

Read it, ponder it, and you can get no other limitation than 
that while the speaker is exercising the office of governor the 
legislative body may have a speaker pro tempore. Such is the 
construction of the constitution of Pennsylvania of 1838, which is 
exactly like the constitution of Delaware on this point. Here isa 
5 I will read from the brief of counsel against Mr. Du 

ont: 

On July 9, 1848, the ral assembly of P. 
Governor Shunk gned, and William F. Johnston, who was chosen as 
eee of the senate at the last preceding session, took an oath faithfully to 

harge the executive duties, and entered the exercise of the co 
of governor. The assembly met on January 2, 1849. In the mean- 

time an election for governor had been held, and Mr. Johnston had 
governor-elect, but his term as governor did not begin till January 17, 1849. 
When the general assembly met, George Darsie was chosen by the senate as 
er pro tempore, and Mr. Johnstim's name sporas in the journal as 

t ot a senator whose term was to continue till 1850. 

But still more apne (german the following extracts from the senate jour- 


vania not being in session, 


nal of January 13, showing what Mr. Johnston. who was then ex ng 
the office of governor, did in anticipation of his inauguration as elective gov- 
ernor on the 17th of the month: 


To the honorable the senate of Pennsylvania: 
5 1 hereby tender my resignation as speaker of the senate of 
vania. 


remain, respectfully, your obedient servant, 
R WM. F. JOHNSTON. 
JANUARY 13, 1849. 


He had been in the exercise of the duties of the office of gov- 
ernor, under a provision in the constitution of the State of Penn- 
sylvania exactly like the constitution of Delaware, since July 9, 
1848. He resigned the office, and his resignation was accepted on 
the same day, when he addressed the following letter to the speaker 
of the senate: 

JANUARY 13, 1849. 

Sir: Permit me, ae go kindness, to present to the senate my resig- 

y- 


nation as a member of 
Lam. truly yours, WM. F. JOHNSTON. 


To the Hon. GEORGE DARSTE, Speaker of the Senate. 


‘These communications having been d of, Mr. Darsie resigned the 
site of Oa obo Genk en eh ie 3 


But if there were at the same time that the speaker is exercising 
the executive authority a new speaker—a full speaker is elected 
then we would have in Delaware. to meet an emergency for a 
short time, only what they have in Rhode Island as the i ised 
normal condition, two constitutional presidin cers, 
one with right to preside all the time, and the other wi Shc, yt bord 
preside in the absence of the other. I think I had better that 
provision of the constitution of Rhode Island to show that it is 
not so much of an incongruity after all. 


Sec. 2. The governor, and in his absence the Heutenan or, shall pre- 
maisar pann perni Sage a Ey arere ag a 3 
sion, but otherwise. see x 
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Iread that for the purpose of showing that in the State of 
Rhode Island they have two regular constitutional presiding offi- 


cers all the time. I read it also to show that it is not altogether 
such an incongruous, incompatible, and unrepublican provision 
that the governor of a State should be actually the presiding offi- 
cer of one body of the legislature. 

Mr. MIT LL of Oregon. May I make a suggestion to the 
Senator at that point, which has just occurred to me, and which 
I have not heard suggested by anybody else? 

Mr. GEORGE. at is the suggestion? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the theory of the Senator be 
correct, that this man can be senator, speaker of the senate, and 
governor all at one and the same time 

. TURPIE. Nobody claims that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The senate of the State of Dela- 
ware have certain 8 certain rights that they can exer- 
cise, and certain duties which they are compelled to perform 
under certain circumstances, as, for instance, they can send for 
and issue writs of arrest for members. Now, the question I wish 
to put to the Senator from Mississippi is this: Suppose Mr. Wat- 
son—Senator Watson, Governor Watson, Speaker Watson—while 
in his gubernatorial office, exercising the office of governor, re- 
fuses to respond to acall of the senate, can the senate of Delaware 
issue a writ and send the sel verge origi into the gubernatorial 
office, arrest the governor of the State, and bring him into the 


senate? 

Mr. GEORGE. If he remains senator, he is subject to all the 
rules and 2 1 by which other senators are governed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. He, while exercising the office of 
governor, is also commander-in-chief of the militia of the State, 
except in a certain case. Suppose there is an insurrection goin 
on and heisat the head of the militia, or he is commander-in-chief, 
can the senate then send their writ with their sergeant-at-arms 
and bring the commander-in-chief of the forces of the State, the 
governor of the State, into the senate, and compel him to perform 
senatorial duties? 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow meto ask 
the Senator from Oregon a question there? 


Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 
I should like to get an answer to 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
that question. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator will get an answer to it; but in case 
under the act of 1792 the President pro tempore of the Senate had 
been acting as President. and as such was Commander-in-Chief of 
the Army and Navy of the United States, while he was on board 
a ship commanding it, or at the head of the Army, with his cocked 
hat on his head and his sword by his side, I will ask the Senator 
from Oregon whether the Senate of the United States conld, ac- 
cording to his theory and that of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
send the sergeant-at-arms and bring him here, for I understand 
the Senator oti Massachusetts has said this afternoon that such 
a m continued to be a Senator of the United States? 

. HOAR. That is the reason why we changed that law. 

Mr. GRAY. But that was the effect of the, law; and we have 
not changed the law in Delaware. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I supposed the Senator from Del- 
aware lived entirely too far south to come back at me in Yankee 
fashion, answering my 8 by asking another. 

Mr. GEORGE. In the case put by the Senator from Dela- 


ware 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to hear an answer to 
my question from the Senator from Mississippi. 

. GEORGE. I will answer 'the Senator by saying that an 
answer to his proposition is not at all n to the settlement 
of this question, and I suppose, if anything of that sort should 
occur in the State of Delaware, the courts there would settle it. 

In Delaware there would be two speakers, one with right to 
preside over the senate, and that would exclude the speaker ex- 
ercising the office of governor from the duty of presiding. The 
duties of the two from the date of the election of the new speaker 
would be entirely pci agen and not at all conflicting. — 

I do not say that is the best way of making a constitution, for 
we are not now making one; but I do say that it is a way of form- 
ing their constitution which the people of Delaware had an un- 
doubted right to adopt, and if they have adopted it no person on 
earth can set it aside upon the ground that he thinks it is alto- 
gether an unheard-of and incongruous proceeding. 

But this idea of two officers for a temporary emergency, when 
there is otherwise only one officer, is not unheard of, nor is it so 
incongruous as our opponents suppose. The common law, said 
to be the perfection of human reason, does that thing exactly with 
reference to the office of sheriff. By the common law, when a 
writ is directed to the sheriff of a named county and he com- 
mences the execution of it (and the rule is the same if there be a 
dozen or an indefinite number of writs), and after such commence- 
ment and before he completes the execution of the writ his term 
of office expires and a successor is chosen and qualifies, this same 


old sheriff, whose term has expired, acting in his capacity as 
sheriff, continues to exercise that office as to that particular writ 
until execution of it is complete, the other sheriff in the mean- 
time fulfilling his office as to all other matters. 


What the common law does with reference to a sheriff may 


certainly be done by the people of a sovereign State in their con- 
stitution with reference to any officer provided for in it. The 
people of Delaware have declared that the speaker of either house 
of their es acid having commenced, under a constitutional 
mandate, the exercise of the office of governor to supply a vacancy, 
shall as to that particular duty continue to exercise it till the 
end—till the vacancy no longer exists—notwithstanding his office 
as to other duties may have terminated. 

The alleged incongruities and inconsistencies, whether real or 
imaginary, must give way before the commands of the constitu- 
tion. Ihave shown beyond doubt that such command has been 
given. „ 

I will state to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULL ou] that if he 
now desires to go on with any other business, and I can have leave 
to proceed with my remarks to-morrow at the conclusion of the 
routine morning business, I shall be glad to give way at this time, 
as Lam exhausted. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will accept the suggestion of the Senator 
from Mississippi, and, by his leave, will ask that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. PASCO. Without displacing the unfinished business? 

Mr. CULLOM. Without displacing the unfinished business. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6248) 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1897, and for other purposes; asked a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. MCCALL of Tennessee, and Mr. DOCK- 
ERY managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing joint resolutions: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 99) authorizing the immediate use of 
a portion of the unexpended balance of appropriations heretofore 
made for construction of canal and locks at the Cascades of the 
Columbia River in construction of protecting walls necessary to 
the opening of said canal and locks to navigation; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 103) directing the Secretary of War to 
submit estimates of cost for further improvement of Providence 
River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R.4632) for the relief of Frederick B. Betts, survivin 
partner of the firm of Betts, Nichols & Co.; in whichit reques 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CULLOM. Lask the Senate to 11 to the considera- 
tion of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the bill is proceeded with, will the Sena- 
tor from Illinois allow me just a moment? 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us get the appropriation bill before the 


Senate. 

Mr. PEFFER. Very well. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 6614) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1897, which had been reported from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions with amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM. I now yield to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
he rig! h 

Mr. PEFFER. I will take but a moment. Yesterday I gave 
notice that to-day, after the remarks of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE], I would ask the Senate to take up a certain 
resolution. Now that the address is not yet concluded, I give 
notice that at the conclusion of his remarks to-morrow, if they 
are then concluded, I shall make the motion indicated. 

Mr. GRAY. At the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator 
from Mississippi without reference to the day. 

Mr. BRO In arranging the order of business for to-mor- 
row I wish again to ask that the unfinished business, the joint 
resolution with respect to the Uncompahgre Reservation in Utah, 
shall have precedence over the resolution, and that nothing shall 
displace that order of business except appropriation bills. 

Mr. CULLOM. That has already been arranged. 

Now let us proceed with the appropriation bill. I ask that the 
first formal reading of the bill be . with, and that the com- 
mittee amendments be acted upon as they are reached in the read - 
ing of the bill. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KYLE in the chair). With- 
out objection, that course will be pursued. 
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The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Eee poses was, on page 2, line 1, after 
the word “dollars,” to t: 

Provided, That no post-office established at an 
ished or discontinu by reason of any consolidation of 
the Postmaster-Gene: under existing law, and am 
county seat heretofore consolidated shall be esta 
office at such county seat; 

So as to make the clause read: 

For com tion to postmasters, $16,250,000: Provided, That no post-office 
established at any county seat, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 8, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out three hundred and fifty“ and insert 
“five hundred”; and in line 10, before the word used,“ to strike 
out may be”; so as to make the clause read: 

For compensation to clerks in post-offices, $10,500,000, $800,000 of which shall 
be Leanne and used in payment of clerk hire in third and fourth class 
separating post- offices. 

The amendment was agreed to. f : 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 3, to strike out: 

For pay of letter carriers, $12,240,300; 

For marine free-delivery service, $3,500; 

For horse hire allowance, $344,000; 

For car fare and bicycle allowance, $170,000; 

For street letter boxes, » and pedestals, $15,400; 


county seat shall be abol- 
post-offices made by 
such post-office at a 
ed as a separate post- 


For package boxes, $10,250; 1 2 ive 

Twelve mechanics in the six largest cities, exclusively employed Ee 
boxes anc ocka, and erecting boxes, planting posts and pedestals, at per 
annum, $10,500; 


r K A freight, s 
ETC 
In all, $12,748,250, 

And insert: 

For free-delivery service, including existing experimental free-delivery 
offices, $12,818,250. 

Mr. PLATT. I notice that the amendment increases by about 
$70,000, 1 think, the amount of the several items for free-delivery 
service in the bill as it comes from the other House, which are 
pro to be stricken out. It has been suggested to me that it 
might be possible under this item as it is proposed to amend the 
ill to pay for an additional number of post-office inspectors. I 
have not so understood the bill. I should like to inquire of the 
chairman of the committee whether it would be possible for the 
Postmaster-General to appoint 40 or 45 additional inspectors and 
pay them out of this particular appropriation. I find that further 
along in the bill there is provision made for the payment of post- 
office inspectors. 

Mr. BACON. T raise the point that no quorum is present. I 
ask for a call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Cockrell, Kyle, 
Allison, Cullom, Lindsay, Sewell, 
Bacon, Daniel, ae ian Teller, 
Baker, Davis, Me 5 an, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mantle, ie, 
Berry, ©, i Vesi, 
Blackburn, rge, Mitchell of Oreg. Vi 

rice, Gordon, Walthall, 
2 ee Sone NA certs 

urrows, ray, er) 

8 Hals, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 

Cannon, Hawley, Platt, 
Chilton, Proctor, 
Clark, Hoar, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-three Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. PLATT. Out of abundant caution, I move to amend the 
amendment by inserting after the word dollars,” on page 4, line 2, 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be nded for the paymen 
of post-office . en 5 : 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the inquiry of the Senator from 
Connecticut, I will state that in my belief and judgment no por- 
tion of this sum can be so used, but out of abundant caution, as 
he says, I am entirely willing that the amendment to the amend- 
ment shall be adopted, The First Assistant Postmaster-General, 
under whom this money is expended, stated to us distinctly that 
no 78 of it would be so used. 

. CALL. I should like to know if it should be necessary for 

the public service to expend some portion of the sum for post- 
office i tors why it should not be done? 
. ISON. I will say to the Senator from Florida that 
the reason is because this 5 is for a wholly different 
purpose. In another part of the bill we have made ample pro- 
vision 5 inspectors. 

Mr. CALL. If it be true that we have made ample provision, 
that presents a different case. I happen to know of an instance 
where there was great necessity that there should be a fund from 
which an officer could be paid because of the impossibility of 
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rendering service in the delivery of the mail without a person 


perfectly familiar with some foreign language. There was such 
an office in New Orleans for some years. The necessity for it 
occurred last summer in a portion of Florida, and there was no 
manner in which the Postmaster-General could provida either 
for the appointment or for the payment of the officer; so a little 
discretion is very necessary at times, even in reference to what 
we suppose we have done properly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] to the amendment of the commit- 
tee will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘dollars,” in line 2, page 4, it 
is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That no portion of said sum shall be expended for the payment 
of post-office inspectors. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam alittle at sea as to the progress the bill 
is making. Did the amendment offered by the Senator from Con- 
necticut to the amendment carry? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Providing that no portion of this amount 
shall be applied to the payment of post-office inspectors? 

Mr. PLATT. For the payment of post-office inspectors, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I am a little late, „ The matter 
will come up again on a vote, I take it, however. Does it leave 
the Postmaster-General without authority to employ post-office 
inspectors? 

. FAULKNER. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are provided for. 

„ They are provided for in another portion of 

e 

Mr. PLATT. On the ninth page. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 4, line 10, before the word “ dollars,“ to strike out 
“twenty-seven thousand five hundred” and insert ‘‘thirty thou- 
sand”; so as to make the clause read: 

For postmarking and rating stamps, and repairs to same, and ink 
for LANMOR and . d e an pads 

The amendment was agreed to. 

2 reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 16, on 


Page 4. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire for a moment to ask the attention of the 
Senator in charge of the bill to that part of it which provides for 
the rent of canceling machines: 

For rental of canceling machine, $60,000. 


What is the character of those machines, and what objection is 
there to making provision for their purchase? 

Mr. ALLISON, I will state to the Senator from Nebraska that 
there are three or four patented instruments called canceling ma- 
chines. Those who invented the machines regard the inventions 
as very valuable, and they refuse to sell at any reasonable price. 
The machines have been in use for a number of years in the dif- 
ferent post-offices in the larger cities of the United States. They 
effect a great saving and are of value. 

During the last two years the number of machines has been in- 
creased and the rental value largely diminished, so that those hay- 
ing authority believe it is wiser to rent machines than to buy 
them. They are used for canceling letters at the rate of twenty 
to thirty thousand an hour. They make a large saving in time to 
the Government, and are regarded as of great value. 

Sr ele . Can not the work be done cheaper by some other 
met 

Mr. ALLISON. Those who are familiar with the subject prac- 
tically say that this is the cheapest and best method. The ma- 
chines did rent at the rate of $400 a year, but I think the present 
Postmaster-General has brought the rental down to $150. Ihave 
the figures here. 

: Mr. FAULKNER. For some $225 a year is paid, and for others 


150. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Department now utilizes two pat- 
ented machines. One they rent at $225 a year and the other at 
$150. The best machines rent at an annual rental of $225. They 
arp used in all of the great cities in the United States, I believe. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa 
whether the patentees of those machines are employees or officers 
of the Government? 

Mr. ALLISON. Icannotgivethe Senator information upon that 


. but I have no doubt they are not employees of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think it has been held that an one or offi- 
cer of the Government can not patent an article which is to be 


used in the line of his duties and as against the Government charge 
for its use, 
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Mr. ALLISON. I can not state pases, but I feel quite cer- 
wn iiet no one of the patentees is an employee of the Govern- 
ment. 

The reading cf the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on ne gira ney was, on page 5, line 9, before 
the word thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert 
“ forty-five ”; so as to make the clause read: 

For mail and mail- catchers, cord fasteners, label cases, and for 
labor and 1 bage a necessary for ee equipment, $345,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 13, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out “ forty and insert ‘‘ forty-five”; so as 
to make the clause read: 

For mail locks and keys, chains, tools, and machinery, and for labor and ma- 
terial necessary for repairing same, $45,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 24, before the word 
„million,“ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-seven” and insert ‘‘ twenty- 
eight”; so as to make the clause read: 

For inland transportation by railroad routes, of which a sum not exceed- 
ing $30,000 may be employed to zee freight on postal cards, stamped envel- 
opes, and stam: paper, and other supplies from the manufactories to the 
post-offices and depots of distribution, $28,500,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 3, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out *‘six” and insert seven“; so as to make 
the clause read: 

For railway post-office clerks, $7,739,000, of which sum not to exceed $15,000 

ecessary traveling expenses of chief clerks and railwa; 
oon 5 8 on duty under Seder of the Postmaster-General. z 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 5, after the words 
„International Postal Union,” to insert: 

And not exceeding $10,000 for transferring the forei 


ip piers in New York City and Jersey City an 
stations, 


So as to make the clause read: 
For transportation of foreign mails, $1,750,000: Provided, That hereafter the 


mail between the 
the post-office and 


Postmaster-General yd be authorized toe oy eon 2 Fact may be E 
essary, not exceeding 355,000, to cover on 0 cost o nsportation, 
com and of clerks to be emplo in asso. and pouch 


p piers in New York 
City and Jersey City and the post-office and railroad stations. 

The amendment was agreed to. : ‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 8, to insert: 

For additional compensation to the Oceanic Steamship Company for trans- 
porting the mails by its steamers sailing from San Francisco to New Zealand 
and New South Wales bwa of Honolulu, all mails made up in the United 
States destined for the Hawaiian Islands, the Australian Colonies, New Cale- 
donia, and the islands in the Pacific Ocean, $80,000: Provided, That said addi- 


an 
tional sum with the sum now paid shall not exceed $2 per as autho: 


by act of March 3. 1891, entitled An act to provide for ocean mail service be- 
tween the United States and foreign ports. and to promote commerce.“ 

Mr. VILAS. I wish simply to inquire upon what basis or for 
what reason this amendment is proposed? 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment was inserted by the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations 5 and statements fur- 
nished to us by the Senator a : i ama Se 88 show- 
ing that the compensation paid at present for the ne aghast 
ot hose mails i Dot suffivient to enable the line which is now 
transporting the mails to continue the transportation in seen: 
tition with a similar line known as the Canadian line from Vic- 
toria. The Canadian line is subsidized, I believe, to the extent 
of three times the amount now gad by the United States for the 
transportation of its mails from San Francisco to the points named 
in the amendment. It must go without saying that the American 
line can not compete with the Canadian line unless some addi- 
tional subsidy or allowance is made for carrying the mails. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Is it an American line, I would ask? 

Mr. ALLISON. It isan American line, with ships built in the 
United States, and vee es by citizens of the United States. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Lask the Senator what is the present com- 
pensation per mile? 

Mr. ALLISON. The present compensation for the entire service 
is $50,000 per annum. is is an addition of $80,000. I will state 
that the amount authorized by the amendment is within the com- 
pensation authorized to be paid to American ships by the act of 
1891 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Are we paying as great compensation to any 
other line; and if so, to what line? 

Mr. ALLISON. We are paying much larger compensation to 
several lines. A r 

Mr. HALE. Weare paying to other lines twice as much as this 
will be with the amendment added. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. By special act? : 

Mr. ALLISON, By the act of 1891, under contracts made with 
the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. HALE. The subsidy act. 


Mr. ALLISON. Thesubsidy act of 1891. The committee, after 
making such examination as was possible, I think were all of opin- 
ion that this additional sum should be allowed for the current 
year, and then we will see what will follow later on. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I do not suppose there is any pros- 
pect of gain to the country in antagonizing any new pro for 
an increase of the subsidy. But I wish to remark that I observe 
the total appropriation in the pending bill for the transportation 
of en mails is 81.750, 000. This will add $80,000 more, making 
$1,830,000. I think there has been gained not a single line, notan 
hour’s expedition, not a particle of advantage to transporta- 
tion of the mails by the subsidies which were provided for some 
rage ago, while the increase of charges peo the postal service 

s been about $1,300,000, as I remember the figures. 

I do not believe there has been increase of facilities of transpor- 
tation, increase of expedition, or any advantage whatever to the 
mail service by the iving of these subsidies. Of course, the reason 
for the insertion of this amendment is, as stated by the chairman, 
not to secure expedition, increased service, but only to assist in 
maintaining the profitable conduct of a line of steamships. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is to secure service and not to increase it. 

Mr. VILAS. The same service which will be secured with the 
addition of this amendment was for years rendered to the Post- 
Office Department without the expenditure of any subsidy what- 
ever. I believe that between this country and Europe the mail 
service has rather been diminished than improved by the subsidy 
which has been paid. 

It interests me to point out this fact, because a good many years 
ago it became incumbent upon me in an official position to con- 
sider whether a subsidy which had been appropriated by Congress 
should be paid or not. For particular reasons, somewhat limited 
to that case and at that time, it was impossible then to distribute 
the bounty which had been proposed in any reasonable manner, 
and the appropriation was not expended. Subsequently Congress 
adhered to that view until during the Fifty-first Congress, when 
the large subsidies were added. Now the deficiency in the postal 
revenues to meet the ditures of that service approximates, 
I believe, $10,000,000. It seems to me that with all the burdens 
there are upon the e of this country, with our excess 
of expenditures and our diminished revenues, it would be wise at 
least not to add to the burden by increased subsidies for the pur- 
pose of maintaining or assisting to maintain the profits of a line 


of } 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, the $80,000 which itis proposed 
by the committee to add in the form of a subsidy, as the Senator 
from Wisconsin . it, is for additional compensation for car- 
rying the mails of this Government to the islands of the Pacific, 
New Zealand, and Australia. This steamship company has been in 
0 tion for some eight or ten years. It has been a successful line 
of steamers. The ships were built in the United States by Ameri- 
can mechanics; they are manned by American seamen, and they 
have been successfully plying on the Pacific Ocean between San 
Francisco and the islands of the Pacific, New Zealand, and Aus- 
tralia. They were satisfied, because our Government would do 
no more, with the meager sum which they reeeived in ocean post- 
age, which amounted to about $55,000 per annum. They were 
bringing tothe United States the trade of the Australian colonies. 
The line became pamatang by our own people, as well as the 

oule of New Zealand, tosuch an extent that the colonies of New 

ealand have yearly aided them by a mail subsidy. 

This condition of affairs continued until the completion of the 
Canadian Pacific Railroad across the continent. The well-known 
enterprise of our British friends was first manifested by subsidiz- 
ing a line of steamers between Vancouver, Japan, and China, 
They gave the line a subsidy which was equivalent to the opera- 
tion of their steamers and interest upon their investment. ey 
continued that line, taking away a part of the business that was 
controlled by the Pacific Mail Steamship Company and the Occi- 
dental and Oriental Line of steamships; but by the action of the 
transcontinental railroad in making a through rate from China 
to New York and other Atlantic ports we have been enabled to 
1 a part of that business. 

ot satisfied with endeavoring to monopolize the trade of the 
Orient, they have now placed on a line of steamers between Van- 
couver and Australia and New Zealand. The Canadian line be- 
tween Vancouver and Australia consists of two steamships with 
monthly sailing. They receive a subsidy from the Canadian Gov- 
ernment of £25,000 per annum, and from the Australian colonies 
a subsidy of £10,000 annum, equivalent to $14,533 per voyage. 
In addition to this, the steamship line is to participate in the sub- 
sidy granted by the Imperial Government to the Atlantic connec- 
tion of the great transcontinental Canadian railroad. At the pres- 
ent time I can not state what that subsidy will amount to, but 
certainly not less than, and perhaps far in excess of, £10,000 per 
annum, thus bringing up the entire payment that the line will 
receive in subsidy from Vancouver to Australia to $18,750 pe 
voyage. In addition to this they have their agents to-day in 


— 


the trade follows it, and 
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Hawaiian Islands and in the Society Islands asking those Repub- 
lics and colonies to aid them witha subsidy. Wherever the flag is, 


land, with her well-known maritime 
and commercial enterprise, is to-day striving for the trade of the 
Pacific Ocean. > - 
What are we doing for this steamship company? The Oceanic 
Steamship Company, which is the only successful rival, the only 
steamship company that flies the American flag south of the 
equator on the Pacific Ocean, receives from our Government the 
magnificent sum of $4,615.40 per voyage for carrying the mails of 
our Government to those colonies, while New Zealand alone gives 
$5,769 per voyage to this American line of steamers—one-third 
more than our own Government is paying for this service. I say 
it is a shame; I say it is a reflection upon American patriotism, 
when we sit idly by and permit the British to come in and take 
this trade away from us by subsidizing their ships by mail subsi- 
dies, by commercial subsidies, and by a subsidy making them naval 
auxiliary ships. No private company can compete with such 
competition. England is reaching out with both hands with an 
avaricious grip upon the trade of New Zealand and Australia. 
Our American steamship company, with their well-known entér- 
prise, would not have asked one farthing increase in the meager 
sum that they are receiving were it notin a measure to neutralize 
the effect of our competitors on the north. Weare not asking 
you to give us as much as New Zealand gives an American steam- 
ship. The British colony want to stimulate competition, and they 
ask, Why do not the people of the United States dosomet for 
their own flag, for their own shipping, if they want the to 
follow?” I presented these facts to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and to the Committee on Commerce, and without a dissent- 
ing word they said.“ We will increase the subsidy to what you ask 
and certainly be as liberal as the people of New Zealand.” Lbelieve 
itis a religious duty that we owe to the maritime commerce of this 
10 0 to do something by paying our peep for. carrying this 
mail, if it is only one-quarter what the British are paying for sim- 
ilar service. nder the provisions of this proposed act we could 
perhaps receive this amount if the steamers of the line were faster 
in speed, They make 16 knots per hour now, and under this sub- 
sidy we are giving them about that which would amount under 
the schedule in the act of 1890 to 2 knots faster. Weare paying 
for coal in San Francisco from $2 to $3 per ton mare than our 
British neighbors are paying in Vancouver. The consular reports 
from Liverpool show us that we pay from 27 to 33 per cent more 
wages on American ships. The consular reports show that it 
costs us 40 cents per day to feed American seamen on American 
ships, while on the English ships it costs but 29 cents per day; but 
yet, with all these disadvantages, American pluck, American en- 
ergy, has said, We are going to stay with the British until the end 
if you will only deal half fairly with us.” 
twill not weary you, because I feel assured that the Senate will 
almost Meee ee the recommendation of the committee, 
Mr. WHITE. President, it appears to me that the real 
issue with reference to this matter can be expressed in a few 
words. It is necessary for the Government of the United States 
to pay for the transportation of mails. That we all concede. We 
are now making a more liberal 9 than common. It 
is true that we are not getting faster service, but it is also true 
that in providing compensation we should take into consideration 
the fact that this is an American line of steamers, and that it is 
better for us to have our business done by an agency to some ex- 
tent of our own creation. From an investigation which I have 
made into this subject—and I have tried to make it rather care- 
fully—I do not believe it possible that the service will continue at 
all unless the compensation is inc 
I think that the competitive features alluded to by my aa 
one PERKINS] show positively that unless we are more li in 
e matter of paying for the transportation of mails over this 
route we shall have to seek some foreign agencies in the premises. 
I believe that this steamship company is the only American line 
going south of the equator, and transporting American merchan- 
ise to the ports of Australia and the southern seas. I think, in 
view of the surroundings of the case, that the compensation is 
liberal; it may be called a subsidy in one sense; it is a generous 
compensation—that is, sufficiently so to permit the vessels 1 
ate. If we force the matter by leaving the amount paid as it has 
been, I do not think the service can continue. Under these cir- 
cumstances I shall vote for the amendment. : 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the | n 


amendment will be considered as to. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to have a vote of the Senate on the 
amendment. 

Mr. VEST. It increases the subsidy? 

Mr. VILAS. It increases the subsidy. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will agree to take a vote on 
the amendment after the bill gets into the Senate. 

Mr, VILAS. What is the objection to taking a vote now? 

Mr. TELLER. Let us take it now. 


Mr. CULLOM. We would be left without a quorum, I fear. 
Mr. VEST. Ido not want to vote for an increase of the subsidy. 
Mr. MILLS. Let us adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask the Senator from Wisconsin to agree to 
take a separate vote on the amendment when the bill is reported 
to the Senate. I hope there will be no objection to that course. 
We can then go on with the bill, and it will save time, 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate adjourn. è 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Texas will allow us to 
go on a few minutes longer. 

Mr. MILLS. Oh. no; it is nearly 5 o'clock. Let us adjourn, 
We can finish the bill in the morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas moves 
that the Senate adjourn. ° 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, April 
1, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, March 31, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chapl 2 
Henry N. COUDEN. 9 ee s 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
IMPROVEMENT OF HARBOR AT PORTLAND, ME. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a joint resolu- 
tion for consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint lution (H. Res. 159) to authorize the 
and —— esi tes for the n Of the teas bon et Nerf 
Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of Waris hereby directed to and 
bmit estimates for the im t of Ri 
a vane st weaning K OADEN E We feckatmace ioe AU ortland, Me, with 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? [After a asi The ir hears none. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing: and being e „it was accordingly read the third time, 
he SP R. Without objection, the title will be inserted, 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The question was taken; and the joint resolution was passed. 
On motion of Mr. HOOKER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 
FURTHER IMPROVEMENT OF: PROVIDENCE HARBOR AND NARRAGAN- 
SETT BAY, RHODE ISLAND, 


Mr. HOOKER. I desire to present another resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution ) directing the Secretary of War to submit esti- 


S. R. 1 
tes of cost $ furthe: tof 

ma aa St od “i r improvement of Providence River and Narragan- 

Resolved, etc., That the Secreta: f War is h ected ‘pare and 
submit estimates for tho improvement of 8 mt x 
sett Bay, Rhode Island, with a view of securing a ship channel 400 feet in 
width and of a depth of 25 feet ai mean low water from Sassafras Point, in 
Providence Harbor, through Providence River and Narragansett Bay by the 
most direct route practicable to the ocean by way of the “ western passage,” 
so called. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


CASCADES OF THE COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I present another resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (S. R. 99) authorizing the immediate f 
g o imm use of a portion of the 


unexpended of appropriations heretofore made for truction 
of canal and locks at the es of the Columbia verin construction of 
rotecting necessary to the opening of said canal and locks to naviga- 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to expend so much as may be necessary of the cae nded balance 


a es of the Columbia River, not to exceed the sum of 
$20,000, in 5 on — . and river sae of the canal, Ln debi the 
T lock gate masonry an e upper guard gate masonry, Suc ons 
of the walls oes in the modified project presented by the Board of En- 
ineers in i 3s es of October 18, b% 3 report was printed in the 
ual Report of the Chief of Engineers for the year 9 
and following), as may be necessiry to construct in advance of the opening 
of the canal to commerce: Provided, That the contractor or contractors for 
completing the construction of the said canal in accordance with the present 
adopted project shall consent to such use of a portion of the appropriations 
af „and shall make no claim of any kind against the United States on 
account thereof. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 


Mr. DINGLEY. One moment. This is a diversion of an ap- 

propriation made for another purpose? 
r. HOOKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it a part of the same work? 

Mr. HOOKER. It is a part of the same work. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is really to carry on the same work and 
does not make any further diversion? 

Mr. HOOKER. No additional expense is necessary. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, informed the House that the Pres- 
ident had soproved and signed bills and joint resolutions of the 
following titles: 

On March 13, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 2300) to 5 the Supreme Council of the 
5 De of Scottish Rite Masonry for the Southern 
Jurisdiction of the United States; 

An act (H. R. 1712) granting to the First Regiment North Caro- 
lina State Guard two condemned cannon; 

An act oe R. 162) regulating proof of death in certain pension 
cases; an 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 98) Mirocin uin Secretary of War to 
submit a plan and estimate for the further improvement of Con- 
neaut Harbor, in the State of Ohio. 

On March 16, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 5359) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897; and 

An act (H. R. 3964) to reorganize the customs collection dis- 
trict of Alaska. 

Nore.—The following bill was presented to the President March 
6, 1896, and not having returned by him to the House of Con- 

in which it originated within the ten days prescribed by the 
Gonstitution, it has become a law without his approval: 

An act (H. R.1691) to authorize the St. Louis and Oklahoma 
City Railroad Company to construct and operate a railway through 
the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other purposes, 

On March 20, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 7187) to provide for printing and binding for the 
Navy Department; 

An act (H. R. 3265) donating one condemned cannon and four 

yramids of condemned cannon balls to Stone River Post, No. 74, 
Brand Army of the Republic, Sedan, Kans., and for other pur- 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 105) for the relief of ex-Naval Cadets 
John P. J. Ryan, John R. Morris, and Chester Wells; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 140) directing the Secretary of War 
to make a survey and submit an estimate for a breakwater in 
Marquette Bay. 

On March 23, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 573) for the relief of Frances R. Jack, Elizabeth 
J. Jack, and Matilda W. Jack; 

An act (H. R. 6250) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River in the county of Aitkin, State of Min- 


nesota; 

An act (H. R. 2921) to repeal section 6 of an act entitled “An 
act to define the duties of 1 agents, to prescribe the manner 
of paying pensions, and for other purposes,” approved July 8, 
ithe and now being section 4784, Revised Statutes of the United 

tates; 

An act (H. R.5229) for the relief of George H. Lott; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 133) directing the Secretary of War to 
submit estimates for necessary repairs at Cleveland Harbor. 

On March 24, 1896: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 141) directing the Secretary of War to 
ane plans and estimates for the improvement of Fairport 

r. 

On March 25, 1896: : 

An act (H. R. 3886) to reimburse W. W. Rockhill for moneys 
erroneously paid United States. 

On March 28, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 5382) toauthorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott and 
Memphis Railroad Company to extend its line of railroad into the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 5979) for the right of the Rock Island, Muscatine 
and Southwestern Railway Company to build a bridge across the 
Illinois and Mississippi Canal; 

An act (H. R. 6304) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River at Knoxville, Tenn.; 

An act Ae R. 6936) for the reconstruction of the Rock Island 

; an 
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eg act (H. R.1616) to pension Michael E. Bricker, of Edgerton, 


Nork.—The following bill, having been presented to the Presi- 
dent on March 18, 1876, and not having been returned by him to 
the House of Congress in which it originated within ten days pre- 
scribed by the Constitution, has becomea law withouthis approval: 

An act (H. R. 67) authorizing the St. Louis, Oklahoma and 
Southern Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, and for 
other purposes. 

On March 31, 1896: 
An act (H. R. 4163) to grant certain condemned cannon and can- 


non balls to the Thirteenth and Sade ai Separate Companies, 
National Guard of State of New York. 
CLIFTON R. ANDERSON. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6425) for 
the relief of Clifton R. Anderson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

‘Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Clifton R. Anderson, of Danville, Ky.. the 
sum of $46.09, the amount he was required to pay to the United States Gov- 
ernment, burglars having, without any fault or negligence of his, broken into 
his office while he was a stamp deputy in the United States Revenue Service 
and pus ied away said amount which belonged to the United States Govern- 
ment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was 5 read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. g) fo the relief of telegraph operators during the 
war of the rebellion; 

A bill (S. 517) for the relief of Thomas Williams, an employee 
of the Senate folding room, for injuries received while in the Lis. 
charge of his duties in the year 1892; 

A bill (S. 1565) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Howland; 

A bill (S. 502) to approve a compromise and settlement between 
the United States and tlie State of Arkansas; 

A bill (S. 1205) for the relief of the persons who sustained dam- 
age by the explosion of an ammunition chest of Battery F, Second 

nited States Artillery, July 16, 1894; 

A bill (S. 101) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to set- 
tle the mutual account between the United States and the State 
of Florida, heretofore examined and stated by said Secretary 
under the authority of the Con , and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1075) for the relief of the heirs of D. Fulford; 

A bill (S. 621) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
George McDougal, deceased; 
os pill (S. 492) for the erection of a public building at Meriden, 

nn.; 

A pill (S. 1491) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read; 

A bill (S. 264) providing for the location and purchase of public 
lands for reservoir sites; 

A bill (S. 154) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
8 Ind.; and 

A bill (S. 1935) providing for a commission to negotiate with 
the Crow and Flathead Indians for the cession of portions of their 
respective reservations in the State of Montana. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 55) for the establishment of a light- 
house and fog-signal station at or near Big Oyster Bed Shoal, New 
Jersey; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6408) ‘‘authorizing the sale of title of 
the United States to certain tracts of land in the District of Colum- 
bia to Margaret Shugrue, Caroline Lochboehler, and John R. 
Scott”; had asked a conference with the House on the bill and 
amendments, and had appointed as the said conferees on the part 
of the Senate Mr. McMILLAN, Mr. BAKER, and Mr. FAULKNER, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5914) to amend an act to authorize the Inter- 
oceanic Railway Company to construct and operate railway, tel- 
egraph, and telephone lines through the Indian Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 4698) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Maiteawan; 
wae (H. R. 1244) to confirm certain cash entries of offered 

nas; 

a bill (H. R. 711) to increase the pension of Uzziel B. Church; 
an 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 24) providing for immediate destruc- 
tion of income-tax returns, etc. 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 


following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House, in com- 
pliance with its request, a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (S. 640) to 
crease the pension of Joseph W. Fisher. 


GEORGE A. ORR. 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 60) for the relief 
of George A. Orr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury, through the account. 
ing officers of the ‘Treasury Department, is hereby autho: and directed 
to audit and pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

riated, the hata of George A. Orr as acting assistant provost-marshal at 

ount Vernon, Mo., from May 23, 1863, tọ January 30, 1864, at the rate of $100 
per month for his services and such sum for legit te expenses during said 

riod as may be shown and found to have been actually expended by him 
in the lawful discharge of his duties and necessary for the public service. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
reading of the report. 

The apa (by Mr. OTJEN) was read in part. 

RTON of Missouri (interrupting the reading). Mr. 
Speaker, I desire to say to the gentleman that the report consists 
largely of a statement in chronological order of the orders of the 
eneral commanding that department. These services were ren- 
tered by the claimant as provost-marshal and his account has 
never been settled. The Senate has passed this bill once, and it 
was favorably reported to the House in the Fifty-second Congress, 
and also in the Fifty-third. The report, as I have said, is largely 
u statement of the military orders in relation to the matter, and 
hope the gentleman will not delay the bill by insisting on the full 
reading of them, but will permit a vote to be taken. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What is the total amount in- 
volved? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Six months’ pay,if itis found that 
he did the service. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What is the reason he was not paid before? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The report shows that he never 
has been paid. He was originally an officer in a Missouri militia 
regiment, and was detailed by these orders for United States 
service. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But why was he not paid at the time? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Because the Treasury Department 
had never made an accounting with him, upon the theory that 
there is no authority for it, but the report sets forth the orders, 
one after another, of the officers in charge of the department. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is a very strange situation that a man 
should work for six or eight months under military orders and 
should not be paid, and that it should not be discovered until 
nearly a third of a century after. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. It is; but if the gentleman will 
read the report he will be quite satisfied, I think. If my friend 
desires fuller information, let the report be read in full. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ithink ithad better be read. No statement 
has yet been made by the gentleman from Missouri which I think 
would 8 this appropriation. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Well, if the Clerk will skip the 
orders and come to the conclusion of the report it will save time. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be done. 

The Clerk read the latter part of the report. 

The report in full is as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 60) for 
the relief of George A. Orr, having had the same under consideration, re- 


spectfully recommend the 23 of the bill. 
haz committee adopt the Senate report made by the Committee on Military 


[Senate Report No.30, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 60) 
for the relief of George A. Orr, have duly considered the same, and submit 
the following report: 

A precisely similar bill was reported favorably and 8 in the Senate, 
and favorably reported in the House in the Fifty-second Congress, and like- 
wise in the Fifty-third Con > 

Senate Report No. 212, Fifty-Second Congress, has been reexamined and is 
sgain adopted, and is as follows: 

e Committee on Mili Affairs, to which was referred the bill (8.2007 
for the relief of George A. Orr, have duly considered the same and submi 
the . 

The following order was issued by the War Department: 

[General Orders, No. 135.] 
WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, September 19, 1882. 
1. zy direction of the President the States of Missouri, Arkansas, Kansas 
e 


and the bordering Indian Territory will constitute the Department of the 
aonr, and be commanded by Maj. Gen. S. R. Curtis, headquarters at 


Alton, III., is attached to the Department of the Missouri. 
II. Western Virginia is attached to the Department of the Ohio, head- 
quarters at Cincinnati. : 
By order of the Secretary of War: 
E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Assistant Adjutunt- General. 


General Curtis issued the following order: 
[Special Orders, No. 105.] 
HEADQUARTERS il gh OF THE MISSOURT, 


št. Louis, Mo., April 20, 1363. 
: [Extract.] 
* * a * $ + kd 
8. Maj. M. L. Stephenson, Tenth Ilinois Cavalry Volunteers, is 8 
duty as district provost-marshal, District of Southwest Missouri. He will 
repair without delay to Springfield, Mo.,and report in person to district com- 
mander for duty. The quartermaster will furnish transportation for his 
authorized horses and servants. : 
By command of Major-General Curtis: 


H. Z. CURTIS, 
Assistant Adjutant-General, 
The following order was issued by Major Stephenson: 
[Special Orders, No. 41.] 


HEADQUARTERS DISTRICT SOUTHWESTERN MISSOURT, 
FFICE PRovostT-MARSHAL, 
Springfield, Mo., May 28, 1863. 
Capt. George A. Orr, Company B, Seventy-sixth R ent E. M. M.. is 
hereby appointed acting assistant provost-marshal at Mount Vernon, Law- 
rence County, Mo., and will be resy accordingly. 
} M. L. STEPHENSON, 
Major and Provost-Marshal, District Southwestern Missouri. 


In pursuance of the aboveorder, Captain Orr entered upon the duties of 
acting provost- al, and continued in the discharge of such duties up to 
January 30, 1864, and then accounted for and duly turned over to his succes- 
sor, Lieut. James A. Gibson, and received hisreceipt for, all property and arti- 
age fol eine: rd issued by the War Depart: 

e follo orders were y ar De ment touching pro- 
vost-marshals, their duties, pay, ete.: 
[General Orders, No. 140.] 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, September 24, 1862. 

Order respecting special provost-marshals, and defining their duties. 
First. There shall be a Proyost-Marshal-General of the War Department, 
whose headquarters will be at Washington, and who will have the immediate 

supervision, control, and management of the corps. 

Second. There will be appointed in each State one or more special provost- 
marshals, as necessity may require, who will report to and Teosivs AERO. 
tions and orders from the the Proyost-Marshal-General of the War Depart- 


ment. 

Third. It will be the duty of the special provost-marshals to arrest all 
deserters, whether regulars, volunteers, or militia, and send them to the 
nearest military commander or military „where they can be cared for 
and sent to their 5 regiments; arrest upon the warrant of the 

udge-advocate all oyal persons subject to arrest under the orders of the 
ar Department; to inquire into and report treasonable practices, seize 
stolen or embezzled 3 of the Government, detect spies of the enemy, 
and perform such other duties as may be enjoined upon them by the War 
Be rà e and report all their proceedings promptly to the Provost-Mar- 
-General. 

Fourth. To enable ial provost-marshals to discharge their duties effi- 
ciently, they are . to call on any available mili force within 
their 5 districts, or else to employ the assistance of citizens, con- 
stables, sheriffs, or police officers, so far as may be necessary, under such 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Provost-Marshal-General of the War 
Department, with the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Fifth. Necessary expenses incurred in this service will be paid on duplicate 
bills certified by the special provost-marshals, stating the time and nature of 
the service, after examination and approval by the Provost-Marshal-General. 

Sixth. The compensation of special provost-marshals will be dollars 
pre mant and actual traveling expenses and postage will be refunded on 

certified under oath and approved by the Provost-Marshal-General. 

Seventh. All 3 in this service will be subject to be revoked at 
the pleasure of the ooma of War. 

Eighth. All orders heretofore issued by the War Department conferring 
authority upon other officers to act as provost- {except those who 
seve pened special commissions from the War Department) are hereby re- 
voke 

By order of the Secretary of War: 

L. THOMAS, Adjutant-General. 


[Circular, No. 19.] 


WAR DEPARTMENT, PROVOST-MARSHAL-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 8, 1863. 


I. Paragraph 11, 3, tions for the Government of the Bure 
55 Provost Marshat- Gene of the United States, is hereby unending EO r 
read as follows: 


“Provost-marshals are directed to appoint a deputy provost-marshal for 
every county in their district, except for the county in which the district 
headquarters are located. These deputies should be selected with care, and 
should be men suited for the performance of the duties which will devolve 
upon them. They should uaint themselves thoroughly with the county 
and the peels in it, and should be able to secure the arrest of all deserters 
now in their counties, as well as of those men who may become deserters by 
failing to answer the summons of the provost-marshal in case of draft. The 
mre a rest rovost-marshal shall not exceed $100 per month.” 

5 Paragrap. page 3, of same regulations, is so amended as to read as 
‘ollows: 

2 pon officers or agents for detecting and arresting deserters or spies 
may be employed when n ; but not more than four shall be employed 
in a district without the rat aah Ye of the provost-marshal-general. Their 
names must be reported, the amount of compensation proper to be al- 
lowed must be recommended. an ei | be paa etc. + * 

III. Returns required by Forms Nos. 7, 8, 9, and 10 will hereafter be made 
quarterly instead of mon 

A careful study of these and all other forms is recommended, as all 
returns and papers must be in strict accordance therewith. Any failure, 
even in a slight degree, to conform to them will result in a return for cor- 
rection of such papers. 

IV. Provost-marshals are reminded that parties themselves must sign all 
receipts, the Government not — 4 the signature of one Ben Seg 
another, unless a power of attorne case accompany such gna 

Where employees are not present at the headquarters of a district to sign 
the receipt rolls (Form 17), their accounts — he made on separate vouchers 
(Form 18), but noaccounts will be paid unless the name of the person be borne 
on Form No.4,monthly. 
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V. Until further orders, boards of enrollment shall not adjourn over a day, 
except Sunday, without the permission of the acting assistant provost-mar- 


of the enrollment, and that connected 
with the Invalid Corps, must receive constant attention until completed. 
Members of boards of enrollment are forbidden to absent themselves from 
their duties or their district without leave first obtained from the actin 
assistant provost-marshal-general of the State, who shall not grant leave o 
absence for moro than five days at one time without the approval of the pro- 
vost-marshal. eral. 


JAMES B. FRY, 
Provost-Marshal-General. 


The Seventy-sixth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, of which George A. 
Orr was a captain, was a State organization, and the official records show 
that Captain Orr was in service from August 15, 1862, to March 51, 1803, when 
he was relieved, and was paid by the State of Missouri for such service $487, 
and said State was reimbursed that amount by the United States; and fur- 
ther shows that Captain Orr was not paid by said State for any service from 

y 28, 1863, to January 30, 1864, and was never paid anything by the United 
States for said period for any service. He was paid by the State of Missonri 
while on duty as such captain in said regiment at the rate of $128.5) per 
month, and the State of Alasourl was reimbursed accordingly by the United 
8 


shal-general of the State. The 
the 


General Curtis, while commanding the Department of Missouri, was a 
United States officer, and so was Major Stephenson while acting as provost- 
marshal for District Southwest Missouri, and Captain Orr was, while acting 
as assistant provost-marshal at Mount Vernon, Mo., an acting United States 
officer, and was not therefore recognized by the State of Missouri as in its 

and was not therefore paid by the State, and no claim by the State 
made for reimbursement, Mr. Orr presented his claim for pay, etc., to the 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department, and after avery voluminous 
correspondence between them and the War Department, copies of all which 
are betore your committee and have been carefully considered, the Second 
Auditor made the following decision: 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Second Auditor's Office, April 4, 1891. 
“TI certify that I have examined the claim of George A. Orr (captain Sev- 
enty-sixth Missouri Enrolled Militia) on account or poy for services as pro- 
vost-marshalat Mount Vernon, Mo., from May 23, 1 to January 1, 1864 (the 
records of the War De; ent showing that he served as acting assistant 
vost-marshal at said place from Ma 1863, to January 30, 1864, and fail- 
g to show any payment therefor), and find that said claim should be disal- 
lowed as a charge against any a Lol ok re under the jurisdiction of this 
office (the Secretary of War ha’ ng eclined to approve it in any amount to 
be paid from “Contingencies of the Army"), for the reason that the office 
of assistant or ac t provost- was not, at the time of said 
services, Army tions or statute law, nor was compen- 
sation for services under that title authorized by any appropriation made 
therefor. Claimant's re mt was not in the United States service. 
“Said ag ey 8 snd pere aro = tted, with this 
certificate, Second Comptroller for ecision thereon. 
“J. N. PATTERSON, Auditor.” 


This decision was approved by the Second Comptroller on August 22, 1891. 

This decision shows the claim of Orr to be a just one and never paid, and 
that there is no existing appropriation out of which the same can be paid. 
Had Captain Orr been on du re captain of his com anyin the State organi- 
zation, Then his claim would be against the State o uri for such serv- 
ices, but having been relieved from duty on March 31, 1863, he was no longer 
in the service of. the State. When he was appointed acting assistant provost- 
marshal at Mount Vernon, Mo., by jor Stephenson he was, and so con- 
tinued to be, until relieved on January , 1804, in the service of the United 
States, under the authority and control of United States officers and amen- 
able to their orders, and is yustly entitled to be paid a reasonable compensa- 
tion for his services as acting assistant provost-marshal, and not as captain 
of Company B, Seventy-sixth Regiment ied Missouri Militia. 

No specific contract as to amonnt of pay was made, but under the general 
orders of the War Department $100 was fixed as the maximum pay of adeputy 
United States marshal in June, 1 and this bill authorizes the payment of 
that sum per month during said period, and authorizes the payment of what- 
ever legitimate expenditures he may have made which were necessary for the 

blic service. 
Pour committee therefore report this bill back to the Senate and recom- 


mend its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to make one suggestion: This claim 
seems to be for services rendered as proyost-marshal? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ofcourse, if this man was appointed by United 
States authority to do that service he would have been paid at 
the time. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes; but at the time he was ap- 
pointed he was ing in a Missouri militia organization. 

Mr. DINGLEY. t is, the Government claimed that the 
State of Missouri should pay him. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. That was the ground taken by the 
accounting officers, but the Senate committee and the House com- 
mittee have examined the case, and have found that, as a matter 
of fact, he was acting as a United States officer in rendering these 
services. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The amount involved in this case may not be 
important, but the question is whether there are not thousands 
of others in precisely a similar situation, and whether this prece- 
dent will not involve the payment of many other such claims. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I think uot. 

Mr. STEELE. The mistake was ovidently made by the com- 
manding general in detailing a militia officer instead of an officer 
in the United States service. That is a very rare occurrence. I 
never heard of such a case before. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman thinks, then, that there would 
be no danger in this as a precedent. 


Mr. 8 LE. I think not. 
Mr. LOUD. I will say to the gentleman from Maine that I 
have had three cases of this very same character pressed upon me 


for years, but I have never had nerve enough to bring them be- 
fore Congress. And they are from Missouri, too. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. That maybe. I do not know any- 
thing about the gentleman's cases and I do not want to enter into 
a contest of nerve. But this is a just claim and ought to be paid. 
As the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] says, it is a pecul- 
iar case where, instead of detailing an officer of the Regular Army 
or of the volunteer force, he detailed an officer in a militia regi- 
mont, ngak the man performed the service; there is no question 
abont it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know why this was 
not paid by the State of Missouri. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Because the services were rendered 
to the United States and not to the State of Missouri. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man whether the provost-marshal had any authority of law to 
appoint an acting assistant? 

BURTON of Missouri. This man was appointed by gen- 
eral orders of a United States officer. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Well, you would not let the 
orders be read, so that we could not know that. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. They have been read; they are in 
the report. One of them is from Major-General Curtis, com- 
manding that department. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I must ask that the matter go over. The 
report was so long that I did not insist on having it read through, 

r. BURTON of Missouri. I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw his objection. It will take just as much time on another 
occasion to di of the matter. Von have now heard the report. 
I ask the gentleman to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I prefer to look into the matter. If the claim 
should seem satisfactory I shall interpose no objection. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes; but somebody else will, 
[Laughter.] 

LIGHT-HOUSE, ETC., NORTH MANITOU ISLAND, LAKE MICHIGAN. 

Mr. MAHANY. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 5736) to authorize the Light-House Board to pro- 
ceed with the construction of the light-house and fog sink on 
North Manitou Island, Lake Michigan, was read. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I object. A 

Mr. CANNON. I call for the regular order. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Committee on Appropriations. to which 
was referred the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6248 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judici 
expenses of the Government, has directed me to report back the 
amendments with the recommendation that they be disagreed to 
and that a conference with the Senate be asked. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINGHAM] moves that the House nonconcur in the amendments 
of the Senate to this bill and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BINGHAM, 
Mr. McCatt of Tennessee, and Mr. 8 as conferees on the 
part of the House. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
On motion of Mr. CANNON, the House resolved itself into Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. Hop- 
KINS in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 


7664) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- . 


ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 


p A 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

2 the paragraphs headed Engraving and printing” were 
reached, 

Mr. BINGHAM said: I ask unanimous consent that the con- 
sideration of these paragraphs and any amendments thereto be 
passed over until we reach the close of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. That will cover the paragraphs under the head 
of “Engraving and printing,” beginning on page 16 of the bill and 
extending to the heading Coast and Geodetic Survey,” page 17. 

The C MAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the para- 
graphs relating to printing and engraving, on pages 16 and 17, be 
1 over, to be considered after the rest of the bill is finished. 

there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For field expenses: For survey of unfinished portions of the Atlantic 
coast from e to Florida, including Portsmouth Harbor and Piscataqua 
River; Hudson River to Troy; and for the necessary resurveys, 
ing the coast from Lynn to Cape Ann, the shores of Marthas Vineyard and 
Nantucket Sound, approach: Buzzards Bay, Chesapeake 
Bay and tributaries, and Savannah River Bar. eighteen thousand dollars. 
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Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 12, page 19, the word “eighteen” and insert twenty - 
five’; so as to make the appropriation $25,000. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I desire especially to call the atten- 
tion of the distinguished chairman of the Committee on-Appro- 
priations to this amendment. In the first place, I wish to read to 
the committee a letter addressed to the Secretary of the 
by General Dufiield, the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, upon the subject of field expenses, which is the subject 
of the paragraph now under consideration. This letter appears 
as Appendix Q, on page 314 of the Book of Estimates. I read 
it, as I believe I can better intone it for the committee than proba- 
bly the Clerk would do. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE or THE COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY, 
Washington, D. C., September 20, 1895. 


Sim: I have the honor to transmit herewith the estimates of appropriations 

uired for the service of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey and 

Oce of Construction of Standard Weights and Measures for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897: t 

The amount asked for “ field expenses“ is $169,900, as against $110,500 appro- 
priated for 1805-96, an increase of $58,500. An increase of app: tion under 
this head is necessary for the rapid and economical prosecution of surveys 
urgently demanded in the interest of commerce along our coasts and for the 
advancement of other important field operations of the Survey. With a less 
amount the parties of the Survey can not be employed to full Spgs 6 as 
it is possible for them to remain in the field only for a portion of the a ble 
working months, while the expense of fitting out and transportin; ies 
to the field and return is the same for a short as for a long season. ie ves- 
sels engaged in the hydrographic portions of the work should be 3 
almost continuously to keep pace with the demand for surveys and - 
tions in various important Tokatities, but this will be impracticable with the 
amount appropriated for the current year. 

Now, here is the particular part of this letter to which I wish 
to direct the attention of the committee: 

Th mal f the Chesa e Bay was made many years ago, and 
oe te the erosive. action of the tides has washed away entire points, 
eaten into the shore and deposited the ma in the channel, so that neither 
the shore lines nor depths of water shown upon the charts of this bay agree 
with the true condition of affairs at the present time. These charts are 
therefore defective and misleading, and hence the necessity of an entire 
resurvey of Chesapeake Bay. 

I have read all of this letter to which I wish specially to direct 
the attention of the committee at this time. Of course what I 
am particularly interested in is the resurvey of the Chesapeake 
Bay. That is not, however, a matter of purely local importance, 
and to this view of the subject I invite the attention of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and particularly the distinguished chairman 
of the Appropriations Committee. : 

The Chesapeake Bay, as everybody on this floor understands, is 
the great thoroughfare into which the Potomac River empties. 
The Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey says in this 
letter that the chart for that bay was made many years So i 
visited the office of the Superintendent this morning, in order to 
obtain accurate information on this point, and was informed by 
him that this chart was absolutely made half a century ago. 

The chart which guides the mariner upon this great thorough- 
fare of commerce was made a half century ago, and the last work 
done upon it—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Maryland 


has expired. 
Mr. MILES, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last line. 
I believe that is a fiction that will permit me to proceed for five 


minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Maryland be permitted to occupy five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MILES. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

I wanted to call the attention of the committee to these matters 
and shall hurry through as sp oa as ible. Iwas proceeding 
to say that I had been informed by the Superintendent of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey that the last important amendment made to 
the chart in question was made thirty years , and I ask the 

rivilege of quoting him on this floor, and in doing so I will go 
ther and say that he assured me that in case this country was 
suddenly involved in a war and the commander of a war ship 
would follow the guidance of this chart it would be impossible for 
him to bring his vessel, for defensive purposes, to the capital 
through the Chesapeake Bay and up the Potomac without runnin: 
the risk, ninety-nine in a hundred, that he would put his vesse 
ashore. That statement, it will be observed. Mr. Chairman, says 
nothing whatever of the t importance of this question to the 
commercial interests of the city of Baltimore. The legislature of 
Maryland has memorialized Congress upon the question and the 
boards of trade and Chamber of Commerce of the city of Balti- 
more have done the same. 

Now, as to the figures, I will call your attention briefly. The 
Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey asks an appro- 

iation of $169,000. One hundred and ten thousand five hun: 

llars was carried by the last appropriation bill, so that it will 


be seen that he asked an increase of $58,000 over the amount of 
last appropriation bill for the field items alone. The Secre of 
the potas 


recommended an a priation of $114,800. i 
bill carries on its face $103,800. y amendment asks for an in- 
crease in this paragraph of $7,000, so that if the amendment should 
ci , and I sincerely hope that it will receive the careful consid- 
eration of the gentleman in charge of this bill and of the full com- 
mittee, yet it would still provide for the field items“ an appo: 
priation not greater than the appropriation carried in the 

propriation bill and only equal to what was recommended by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire only to say a word to gentlemen on 
the other side of the House, who have two votes to one on this side 
of the House, to which I am attached, Iam very much in earnest 
about this matter, but with the brief statement which I have made, 
from the facts submitted to me by the Superintendent of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, you can see that the subject is one not of 
local importance but of national importance. I should not have 
offered the amendment except with the hope of getting some in- 
crease in the appropriation. If I had intended merely to make an 
impression upon the peopleof my State and particularly of the peo- 
ple of the great city of Baltimore, Ishould have asked for an increase 
of $12.000. If Lhad asked the amount recommended by the Super- 
intendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, it would have 
amounted to nearly twice the increase that my amendment pro- 
poses. But I had a conference with the distinguished chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, a leader on the other side of 
this Chamber. for whose fairness, intelligence, and general patriot- 
ism I have the greatest t, and have yielded $6,000 worth of 
my own judgment; and so I hope I may have his support and that 
of the committee to secure the adoption of the amendment. If I 
can accomplish my wish in this matter, as expressed by the amend- 
ment I have offered, I shall feel that I have contributed something 
to a matter of legislation of national importance, and in the name 
of the people of the great city of Baltimore shall be ready to thank 
this House for what it has done in the interest of the commerce 
and trade of that great city. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this bill recommends the full 
estimate as submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury for these 
surveys, not only on the Atlantic coast, but on the Pacific coast. 
The whole amount is given as recommended. 

The gentleman states correctly, however, that the Coast Survey 
Office, through its Superintendent, did submit that increase of 
$58,000 for these surveys for field work; and the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the superior officer of the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey, did cut it down, with or without reason I do not know. 
My friend from Maryland says that it was done without rhyme or 
reason. Well, I do not know, but my friend is better informed 
than Lam, because I am notin harmony with either the Secretary of 
the Treasury or the Superintendent of the Coast Survey, and, for 
that matter, I am not in harmony with the Administration. aT 
friend is, or ought to be. and I suppose is yery good authority, 
is doubtless orthodox touching the controversy or difference in 
opinion between a bureau of the Treasury Department and the 
chief of that Department. 

Mr. MILES. I would like to say, if my friend will permit me 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MILES. What I wish to say in connection with the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois is that the Superintendent of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey told me—and I had his ission 
to use his statement in the Honse. as well as others with reference 
to these matters that I had asked him about—that the Secretary 
of the Treasury was perfectly willing that he should disclose to 
me and to Congress the fact that he recommended $30,000 and had 
the figures to exhibit here on the floor. He stated that it was 
unusual for the Secretary of the Treasury to publish such a letter 
as he had addressed to the Secretary on this matter. 

Ido not know. Iam inexperienced. I have placed myself at 
the tender mercy of the distinguished chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; it is not within my jurisdiction to set- 
tle a dispute between the superintendent of a bureau in the 
Treasury Department and the Secretary of the Treasury. 

I want to be entirely frank with the gentleman from land 
and the Committee of the Whole touching the matter. ithin 
the last three years the most competent Superintendent of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey—admnitted as such by everybody who 
had knowledge touching the matter—who ever presided over the 
Bureau was frozen out. I refer to Dr. Mende . That office 
never had—and I am not gear less for others but more for 
him so competent a head as Dr. Mendenhall. The present Admin- 
istration came in and the war commenced upon him. First his 
salary was arbitrarily attempted to be decreased in appropriation 
from $6,000, the amount fixed by law, to $5,000. ext he was 
deprived of power, practically, in his Bureau by the Administra- 
tion. He was not only a competent man, but able to make a liv- 
ing elsewhere than in that Service. He had manhood, and he sai 
“I am persona non grata here, and I have ability enough to 
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along. I can not do myself or the Service justice,” and he stepped 
down and out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to have five minutes more. 

Mr. MILES. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
time be extended until his remarks are concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman’s time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Hestepped down and out, and then the present 
head of the Coast Survey—and I am not going to speak disrespect- 
fully of him; I know but little of him; he seems to be a gentle- 
man, and he is a gentleman in his demeanor—was discovered 
somewhere and was appointed to succeed Dr. Mendenhall. Well, 
he goes on, no doubt, and does the best he can. He submits his 
estimates to the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of 
the Treasury arbitrarily reduces them $58,000 for the field work. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Do you not think that the Secretary of the 

knew of the incompetency of his own employee? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know. I think he knew of the com- 
8 of Dr. Mendenhall; but, anyhow, this discovery, this new 
man, the creation of the present Administration, submitted his 
estimates and the Secre of the Treasury reducedthem. Now, 
I expect the Lord knows, I do not, whether the head of the Coast 
Survey or the head of the Treasury Department knows most about 
the necessities cf the service. I can not tell. 

Pie MILES. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion right 
ere? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly, although I want to conclude in five 

minutes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman's time is not limited. 

Mr. MILES. I think you will admit that the reduction was not 
exceptional in this instance, but that he reduced the estimates 
submitted to him by all the heads of Departments, did he not? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; not of all the heads by any manner of 
means. Asarule, theestimates submitted were forwarded with- 
out change in the various rtments of the public service; but 
Iam nanni now of this particular Department, 

Mr. GSTON. Now, I should like to ask my colleague a 
question. His time is not limited. 

Mr. CANNON. I will need two or three minutes to conclude; 
but I will yield to the gentleman, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do you mean to say that the Secretary of 
the Treasury cut this estimate because of the inefficiency of the 
present administration over there in the Coast Survey Office? 

Mr. CANNON. No— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You do not want to leave that impression? 

Mr, CANNON. No; I do not know. I do know, however, that 
by the letter that General Duffield, the Superintendent, forwarded 
to the Secretary of the Treasury he asked and back $58,000 more 
for field work than the Secretary recommends. The Secretary of 
the Treasury arbitrarily, with or without reason, I do not know 
which, has reduced the estimate $58,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask my friend this question, if that 
is unusual: Did not the Secretary of War cut the estimates from 
the different arms of that service in the same way? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, in some instances, yes, and in other in- 
stances, no. In most instances, no. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then one more question. The Secretary 
of the Treasury did not cut this estimate of $30,000 for this specific 
p „did he? That was done in the committee room? 

"Me. CAN NON. Oh, no; not at all. We literally follow the 
recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, because he is 
the superior officer, and the law puts the duty on him to bring in 
the final estimate for his Department. We literally recommend 
what the Secretary of the Treasury recommended, without a cut 
of one cent. Now,what happened? Why, the board of trade, 

the commercial bodies over there at Baltimore, go to work and 
hold meetings and resolve that the Chesapeake Bay ought to be 
resurveyed. The chief of the Coast Survey says it has been fifty 
years since it was surveyed and that the public service requires 
that it should be resurveyed, that the charts made on the old sur- 
veys are unreliable, and that the great commerce upon the Chesa- 

e requires that this survey shall be made, and the gentleman 

om Maryland [Mr. MILES] comes in and moves to increase the 

item for service along the Atlantic coast $7,000, hoping and ex- 

pecting that the most of it, if not all, will be expended for a re- 
survey of the Chesapeake. 

I am quite sure I do not know just what the necessities in this 
case are. We recommend the full estimates. I have called the 
attention of the Committee of the Whole to a brief history of 
the Coast Survey for the last three years and the history of these 
estimates. They may or may not be important. If I thought 
this was important—that the new discovery in the Coast Survey 
Office was right beyond question, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury was wrong—then I would be in favor of increasing the appro- 
priation asked for by $7,000; and also, later on, in favor of making 


an increase of $5,000 to be utilized in the San Francisco Harbor, 
because the same claim, I apprehend, will be made there that was 
made here. 

Now, having stated how this matter is, Iam perfectly content. 
If the Committee of the Whole House has any more knowledge 
than I have about it, or any more knowledge than the e 
of the Treasury has about it, then I am content with the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Maryland. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maryland. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

. CANNON. I call for a division. 

Mr. MILES. I hope the gentleman will not ask for a division. 

Mr. CANNON. It is a division. If the majority is for your 
amendment I have nothing further to say. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 54. 

So the amendment was adopted. [Applause.] 


The Clerk read as follows: 

To continue the primary triangulation from the vicinity of Montgome: 
toward Mobile, and for triangulation. phy, and uty, phy of 5 
finished portions of the Gulf inclu ing Lake Ponte and Sabine 
Lake, and for the necessary resurveys, $7,800. 


Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, a statement has gone broadcast through this 
land that the Manufacturers’ Club of the city of Sitesi esi 
which is composed of the leading industrial establishments o 
that city, is in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver; 
not only that, but a committee of that club came to Washington 
and made a compact with the free-silyer Senators, in which they 
agreed to make the compact that if they would support the free 
and unlimited coi of silver they would yield to the great 
American doctrine of protection in order to accomplish that re- 
sult. Sir, that was a self-constituted committee, and with no 
authority to act for the club. The first answer that has come to 
that alleged copa has come from the State of one of the silver 
Senators, South ota, which has utterly repudiated the posi- 
tion which her Senator took on that occasion; and now, in re- 
sponse to that message from the far West, come resolutions of the 
Manufacturers’ Club, passed last night in the city of Philadelphia. 
Assembled in its hall were 500 members of that club; and, sir, asa 
member of that association, I desire to have the Clerk read as a 
part of my remarks the resolutions which were passed almost 
unanimously—there were only 20 votes against them out of 500. 

Mr. L GSTON. I want to ask the gentleman what this has 
to do with this appropriation bill. 3 

TheCHAIRMAN. Doesthegentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. ADAMS. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not be interrupted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas false and misleading reports have been spread broadcast over the 
country as to the conference at Washington on March 19, between a number 
of P elphia manufacturers and those free-silver Senators who, though 
elected as pununa and avowing themselyes protectionists, declined 0 
vote for the 8 revenue measure known as the Dingley bill unless 
coupled with a free silver coi amendment; and 

ereas these reports have created the impression that the friends of a 
rotective tariff are willing to compromise the cause of 3 by indors- 

g the free and unlimited coinage of silver at a ratio of 16 to 1 in exchange 
for additional protection; and 

Whereas these statements are not only he ml aha the integrity and 
patriotism of our manufacturers as individuals, but especially so as members 
of the Manufacturers’ Club: Therefore 

Be it resolved, 
emphatically denounces as false the statement made by the friends of free 
silver and echoed by those of free trade, that our Philadelphia manufacturers 
are willing to barter with the silver Senators for the free coinage of silverin 
exchange for additional protection. z 

Resolved, That the question of bimetallism can be permanently settled only 
throngh an international agreement, and that the nufacturers’ Club de- 
clares its unalterable o ition to the free coinage of silver by the United 
States alone, firmly believing that such a policy would result in disaster at 
home and dishonor abroad, and would only operate to place this country 
upon the basis of silver monometallism. 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, 1 withdraw my amendment, 

Mr. HARTMAN, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the resolutions read at the in- 
stance of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Iam glad that they 
have been read. It gives me an opportunity to say upon this floor 
what ought to have been said some days ago. It is true, as has 
been stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that false and 
misleading reports have been circulated through the press of this 
country relative to what transpired at what was familiarly known 
as the Washington conference. It is true that those reports were 
false, and that they have been circulated without any regard what- 
ever to the truth. But, Mr. Chairman, it is only due to those men 
whom it is attempted to malign and stigmatize as being respon- 
sible for that false report that I make a plain statement to this 
House and to the country of what occurred. At the invitation of 
a representative of the manufacturers, a letter inviting them to 
come over and see the silver Senators here in Washington and 
confer was written and sent and the invitation accepted. These 


That the Manufacturers’ Club, speaking for its members, 
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manufacturers came, and about three and a half hours were spent 
in conference. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman say it was an official accept- 
ance? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not be interrupted with- 
out his consent. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I do not know whether it was or not. I 
know that 28 of them came; and it strikes me that, after coming 
here, they had no right, then, to deny the validity of the invita- 
tion which they did accept. I do not know whether it was ofi- 
cial; I do not care about that; but I want to say, Mr. Chairman, 
that the report which was given out was prepared by Senators 
MANTLE and CARTER of Montana, Senator Dusors of Idaho, and 
Senator CANNON of Utah, and by me, and was published in the 
Post of the following morning; and I ask any member upon this 
floor who read that if he finds any suggestion of making an agree- 
ment between us having been accomplished. It is true we were 
endeavoring to arrive at some conclusion whereby we might 
meet upon common ground; but that report Nee eae disa- 
vowed haying 5 any agreement; and then, for the pur- 
pose of breaking down and stigmatizing and vilifying and be- 
meaning in the public mind the men who have had the hardihood 
to stand up for silver, the gold-standard press of this country 
denounced that as a false statement and said that we had put it 
into circulation. : 

Mr. Chairman, no more utter falsehood, no more willful and 
deliberate and malicious lie ever was circulated to the American 

ple. [Applause.] Read it and you will find my statement to 
be Erio: Nowhere in that official report we are responsible for 
was there a suggestion of anagreement. The gold-standard press 
used that for the purpose, as I said before, of slandering and stig- 
matizing the men who were engaged in the support of silver; 
coined the lie, and then attempted to force it down our throats and 
hold us responsible for it. These are the facts, and I defy any 
man to read the report that was published in the Post the next 
morning and discover any suggestion of an agreement, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I think I can settle this whole 
matter. I accept the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, and ask that the Clerk proceed with the reading of the bill. 
b 3 i 8 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask that it be incor- 
porated in the bill. i 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman’s amendment was to strike out 
the last word. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I mean the amendment that was read. 

Mr. ADAMS. That was not my amendment; those were my re- 
marks. My amendment was to strike out the last word. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I do not wish to take the time of this committee for 
idle discussion, but assertions are constantly being made concern- 
ing this subject which are, as the gentleman from Montana [Mr. 
HARTMAN] said, absolutely and unqualifiedly false. I was one 
of the gentlemen who were present at that conference. The sil- 
yer Senators did not ask for that conference, and the statement 
that they did is the first falsehood which I wish to brand in pub- 
lic. The suggestion was made to them that there should be a con- 
ference between them and certain manufacturers of the city of 
Philadelphia, and the silver Senators, so-called, said that they 
would 1 meet those gentlemen, and they did meet them. In 
addition to the Senators there were present the gentleman from 
Idaho, Mr. WILso, the gentleman from Montana, Mr. HARTMAN, 
and myself. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania talks about compacts. No 
compact was attempted. The silver men made no proposition 
for acompact to be made between them and the manufacturers. 
No paper was laid before that assembly of gentlemen expressing 
the views either of the manufacturers or of the silver men, The 
discussion was simply for the p e of finding out whether 
there was any common ground which the manufacturers of Phila- 
re or and the silver men of the nation could stand upon; that 
and nothing more. Why are these falsehoods circulated in the 
press and by the press of the United States? Is not the cause of 
gold monometallism able to win this fight without resorting to 
such tactics? Can not the advocates of gold monometallism win 
this battle by appealing to the power of reason in the minds of 
the people of the United States? This is only one of the many 
rumors of statements that are constantly being set afloat through- 
out the country by the papers of the United States, as witness 
the statement concerning Senator PETTIGREW of South Dakota a 
few days since. It seems to me that a cause which must be 
bolstered up by such tactics must be inherently bad. It seems to 
me that the time has come when the ple of the United States 
should have this question openly and fairly discussed before them, 
as it never has been discussed and as it never will be discussed so 
long as the men who control the sentiment in favor of gold mono- 
metallism in the United States can muzzle the press. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I withdraw the formal amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For triangula ` ` rogra 
nia, Oregon, and Was C Syne te kaa 
Harbor, triangulation, topography, and hydrography, $15,000. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out “fifteen,” be- 
fore the word thousand,“ and insert ‘‘twenty.” In support of 
that amendment I desire to say that the Superintendent of the 
Coast Survey put in a separate estimate of $10,000 for the resurvey 
of San Francisco Harbor. That item was eliminated by the Sec- 
retary of the 8 Permit me to say in regard to this work 
that it was started through the able assistance of my generous 
friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], who had incorporated in the 
sundry civil bill two years ago a ponon that the resurvey of 
the harbor of San Francisco should proceed. 

There had been no survey of that harbor for forty-five years. 
Two years ago the work was undertaken, but it is not progressing 
as fast as we would wish. We really ought to have $10,000 for 
that survey work during the coming year, as the Superintendent 
has estimated, but in view of the stringency in the money market 
and the lack of funds in the Treasury we are modest and will ask 
for but $5,000, and I would not ask even for that had I not been 
informed by the Superintendent of the Coast Survey that under 
this appropriation as it stands in the bill he could not proceed with 
the work in San Francisco Harbor, which I suppose might be in- 
terpreted to mean that he would not proceed with it. Now, every- 

y knows that after a survey has been begun it ought to proceed 
. with all practicable speed, and not be spun out so as 
to cover a long period of years. This survey will cost, on the 
whole, I understand, about $90,000, and at the rate they have been 
proceeding it would certainly take ten years to complete it. The 
survey, as far as it has gone, has made some valuable discoveries 
in that harbor. All of the hydraulic mining has taken place in 
the State of California since the previous survey of that harbor, 
and many shoalings have been discovered in the harbor. I think 
that the generous chairman of the committee, the gentleman from 
Illinois, will perhaps concede without very much opposition this 
modest request for $5,000, which is absolutely necessary in order 
that this very important work shall proceed. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, in view of the action of the 
Committee of the Whole a few minutes ago increasing the amount 
of the appropriation for the Atlantic coast $7,000, in harmony 
with the recommendations of the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey and against the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, it seems to me I am not warranted in this instance in 
interposing opposition. This proposed increase of $5,000 for the 
Pacific Coast would seem to follow logically the increase of $7,000 
made on the Atlantic Coast. 

The CHAIRMAN, Unless objection be made, the amendment 
will be considered as adopted. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries Coast and Geodetic Survey: For Superintendent, $5,000. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I move to amend the paragraph 
just read by striking out ‘‘five” and inserting “‘six;” so as to ap- 
propriate as the salary of this officer $6,000. By section 4689 of the 

vised Statutes the salary of the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey is fixed at $6,000. It was fixed at that amount in 1853, 
when the currency was not inflated, when prices were not high; 
and since that time many salaries, including that of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, have been increased, and largely in- 
creased. On account of the pecut qualifications required in 
this officer the salary was fixed at a liberal amount. It has re- 
mained at that amount ever since until one year ago. In the 
meantime, since the salary was fixed, the duties of the position 
have been largely increased. The Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey has been made the superintendent of standard weights and 
measures; he has been made a member of the boundary commis- 
sion fixing the lines in the northwestern part of the country; of 
the commission fixing the boundary line in the northeastern part; 
of the commission fixing the line between the inner waters of the 
country and the outer waters—the international lines; of the com- 
mission fixing the outer line of the harbor boundary at Brunswick, 
Ga.; of the Light-House Board—all involving much labor and tak- 
ing much time. Besides this, various duties of a very important 
character, involving a good deal of labor, have been imposed upon 
him. His salary, however, has remained the same. 

I think the distinguished chairman of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee is in error in saying that the former occupant of this poa- 
tion had his salary reduced. I concur most heartily in everything 
the gentleman has said in relation to the eminent qualifications 
of the predecessor of the present incumbent, and I concur most 
thoroughly in what he said as to the injustice of whatever was 
done to “freeze out,” as he expressed it, that gentleman. ButI 
want to say that the present incumbent had nothing to do with 
that matter. At the time of his appointment he was engaged in 
scientific labor in behalf of his country; he was not at that time 
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He is a man of scientific eminence, who 
in many capacities in war and in peace for 


a newly discovered man, 
has served his coun 
nearly fifty years. There is no 
tween the former incumbent an 
this question. 

So we have presented here the simple question whether we shall 
now appropriate for this officer the salary fixed by statute forty 

ears ago, since which time extra duties haye been imposed; and 
i determining this question we are to consider the action of this 
House in going back to the statutory salaries for the superintend- 
ents of the Life-Saving Service, for the Indian commissioners, 
and for other positions of less importance and requiring a lower 
degree of talent and capacity than this position. I trust that the 
amendment may be adopted, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. 88 Jam not in harmony with this 
amendment. It is well enough to be practical and to realize the 
existing conditions. It is true that the Revised Statutes did fix 
the salary of this officer—the Superintendent of the Coast Sur- 
vey—at $6,000. It is alsotrue that the law fixed the salary of the 
chief of the Geological Survey at $6,000. Now, the Secretary of 
the Interior, at the very commencement of this Administration, 
formally recommended that only $5,000 be appropriated for the 
chief of the Geological Survey. That position was then occupied 
by Major Powell (known to many of us); and the office of Super- 
intendent of the Coast Survey was occupied by Professor Menden- 
hall, The result was that both Major Powell and Professor 
Mendenhall went out of the service. 

Now, I have not a thing to say against the present head of the 
Geological Survey or the present head of the Coast Survey. But 
there is the fact—both of these gentlemen, N under this 
Administration, have been receiving a salary of $5,000, fixed in the 
house of their friends. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CHARLES W. STONE] is seeking to increase the 
salary of this officer? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. My amendment simply proposes 


rsonal conflict or rivalry be- 
the present that should affect 


toa priate the salary fixed by the Revised Statutes. 
Mr CANN ON. The gentleman proposes to increase the appro- 
priation from $5,000 to $6,000. 


Mr. DOCKERY. And the present incumbent accepted the office 
at the present salary? 

. CANNON. So I understand. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. No, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Illinois does not think 
this a very time to increase salaries? 

Mr. L GSTON. This salary was $6,000 when this man ac- 
cepted the office? 

. CHARLES W. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, all I want to say to the House is that 
Major Powell went out of the Geological Survey and has a suc- 
cessor; Professor Mendenhall went out of the t Survey and 
has a successor. Both of these successors entered office under this 
Administration; and this Administration, when both the Senate 
and the House were in harmony, deliberately fixed the salaries by 
appropriating $5,000 for each place. 

ow, I wish to suggest to this side of the House that we are not 
called upon to undo what was done for these gentlemen in the 
house of their friends; and I especially am not called upon to do 
so, because I do not care about quarreling with my friend from 
Texas on SAYERS] or my friend from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], 
both of whom were on the Committee on Appropriations when 
these salaries were appropriated for at 85,000 Five thousand 
dollars is a good deal of money, and whether it is too much or too 
little, under all of the circumstances I do not think that this side 
of the House should, and I do not believe that that side of the House 
s inclined to, increase the appropriation. I hope it will not be 

one. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard briefly upon 
this question. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time for debate on the amendment has 


ired. 
. SAYERS, I move to strike out the last word. 

I do not know whether the gentleman from Illinois intended to 
leave the impression on the committee that the Administration 
had anything to do with the resignation of Major Powell—— 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. SAYERS. The intimation was—— 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, the impression was left on the minds of 
a good many, at least. 

. CANNON. No; I did not ne that. I have no knowledge 
of it, and did not make the charge. did make a statement, based 
i Bat rumor, touching Professor Mendenhall. 

. SAYERS. I think the Administration did perfectly right 
to remove Professor Mendenhall, and my own impression is that 
he ought to have been removed before. But the Administration 
had nothing to do with the resignation of Major Powell, and if 


the gentleman from Illinois will inquire into the facts attending 
it he will come to the same conclusion with myself. 

I withdraw the ee forma amendment. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the 
attention of the committee to two facts: In the first place, the 
present incumbent accepted the office and resigned another posi- 
tion where he was drawing a good salary on the faith of the 
legal provision of the Revised Statutes fixing the salary at $6,000 
a year. On the strength of that provision of law he accepted the 
position and resi another appointment which was of value 
tohim. For the first year he received $6,000 according to the pro- 
vision in the statutes defining the amount he was entitled to re- 
ceive. Further, the Superintendent of the Geological Survey, let 
me state to the gentleman from Illinois, has no salary fixed by the 
Revised Statutes, but simply a provision inserted in a compara- 
tively recent oppropriation bill giving him $6,000 a year; and 
since that time his duties and responsibilities have not been in- 
creased, as has been the case in the Coast Survey. The officer in 
charge of the Coast Survey has, as I have already stated, had his 
duties largely increased. So that there is an entirely different 
condition of affairs presented between the Geological Survey 
without a fixed salary and the Coast Survey with a fixed salary, 
which the incumbent has enjoyed for forty years and more. 

Now, sir, [am not here advocating any increase of salary, but 
simply saying that ‘‘this side of the House,” at least, as the gen- 
tleman from Illinois is pleased to term it, on a question of this 
kind can not afford to ignore the statutes of the United States nor 
a legal obligation imposed by them. It is enough for them to 
know that a logat obligation exists, and we can not afford, when 

uestion of this kind arises, to ignore this obligation, particu- 
when our action affects a man who served his country as 
ully and well as General Duffield has done, a man who was 
a gallant soldier in two wars. who has carried in his body for fifty 
years the lead received in fighting the battles of his country, a 
man who came out of the last war with the brevet rank of major- 
general for gallant and meritorious services—I repeat, you can not, 
or at least you should not, make an exception against an old sol- 
dier when you make none in the case of a civilian Superintendent 
of the Life-Saving Service or in the case of Indian agents who 
have been charged with being simply the private agents of a 
Cabinet officer. 

That is all I desire to say about it. 

z vere CANNON, Is this a proposition to pension General Duf- 

e 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. No, sir; but simply to give him 
the contract price which the Government a; to give him when 
he took the position that he now holds. That is all he asks. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], in referring to Dr. Mendenhall’s res- 
ignation, said that the present chief of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, General Duffield, had been discovered“ by the Presi- 
dent when he was appointed. I sup , therefore, the gentleman 
from Illinois is not informed as to the record of General Duffield. 
He has a record as a soldier in the Mexican war, as well as in the 
late war, that has made him conspicuous in this country. He has 
also been recognized for years as an engineer of t ability, and 
has a record not only in military but in civil life of Which any 
man may well be proud. I was surprised that my friend from 
Illinois should not have been familiar with the brilliant services 
of General Duffield, rendered during the last forty years. When 
he was appointed Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey the salary was 86.000 per annum, and it should be fixed at 
that amount in this bill. 

In my time I ask to have read from Appleton’s Cyclopedia a 
brief reference to General Duffield, which may be of interest to 
the gentleman from Illinois, as well as to the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

William Ward Duffield, soldier; born in Carlisle, Pa., November 19, 1823; was 
graduated at Columbia in 1842. He served in the Mexican war; was wounded 
at Cerro Gordo April 18. 1847, and also at Contreras August 20, 1847, while act- 
ing adjutant of the Second Tennessee Infantry and on Gen. Gideon J. Pillow’s 
staff. After the close of the war he becameacivilengineer. He was resident 
— er of the Hudson River Railroad in 1851; chief engineer of the Oakland 
and Ottawa Railroad, Michigan, and located that from Pontiac to Grand 
Haven; chief engineer of the Central Military Tract Railroad, Illinois, in 1854 
(now pes of the Chicago, Burlington and 1 — 5 Railroad), and built that 
line; division engineer of the Grand Trunk Railroad and built the line from 
CCC 
fo. 1861, he wae appointed colonel of the Ninth Michigan Infantry. 
General Sherman at Louisville, Ky.. and was sent by him to 
tify the pass through Muldraugh West Point, Ky., Jan 22, 1802. He 
was appointed by General Buell commander of the Twenty-t 2, 
Army of the Cumberland, April 22, 1862, and brigadier-general ran sid dent 
of the examining board under the act of Congress to test the efficiency of 
volunteer officers May 2, 1862. He overtook the Confederate forces under 
Col. John Morgan at Le lace after a sharp fight. 

igned @ forces in Kentucky on 
May 8, 1882, and was relieved of this post on September 10. He rejoined the 
Fourteenth Corps, Army of the Cumberland, under General Thomas, and 
served with it until the battle of Murfreesboro, where he was disabled by two 
severe wounds cap Unable to take the field at the time required 
by the act of Congress, he resigned, and ted chief engineer of the 


a 
lar 
fai 
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Hudson River Railroad. He wasemployed in 1869 to 
in 1871-72 was chief hg, pene the Kentucky U 
that line from Paris to He was elected to the M State senate 
in 1880, and in 1882 abe ow perth in surveying Government lands in Dakota. 
In 1585 he was rea inted chief engineer of the Kentucky Union 

He has published Eehool of Brigade and Evolutions of the Line. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I have no assault to make upon 
General Duffield. More than a generation ago, from that record, 
he seems to have been prominent in the Mexican war. He seems 
to have had a successful life in war and in .I do know, 
without quarreling with my friend from Texas [ Mr. SAYERS], that 
he succeeded as Superintendent of the Coast Survey a man who, 
in my judgment, was the most competent that ever held that po 
sition, as I haye before indicated, I do know, further, that hi 
salary, as fixed in the house of his friends, a Democratic House 
and a Democratic Senate, and appropriated for, was $5,000. Ido 
know that he has held the place from that time to this at a salary 
of $5,000, 

Now, in my judgment, the increase of this appropriation from 
$5,000 to $6,000, under the changed condition, 8 by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CHARLES W. STONE], is not 
called for, first, for the necessities of the service, and second, that 
this side of the House is not called upon to make it. I was sur- 
prised at the tleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]. His 
clarion voice is now lifted for this increase. He was as silent as 
the grave in the last Congress when this salary was appropriated 
for at $5,000. 

Now, without making any assault upon General Duffield, who 
has a splendid record, as read there, I want to velour. wounded 
as he was in the service, if he is upon the retired list I am willing 
to let him remain there. If he was wounded and is pensioned, he 
has the same provision that other worthy soldiers have. And 
while I deny nothing that can be properly given for the men who 
were renowned in war, I submit that when gentlemen bring that 
forward as a makeweight, touching this office that this man 
holds, to affect this increase of appropriation for salary, I am not 
much in harmony with it. 

Mr. CHAR W. STONE. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. The gentleman alludes to it as 
an increase of salary. Will the gentleman state to me whether I 
am correct in the statement that until last year this salary was 
uniformly $6,000? 

Mr. CANNON. Iso understand it. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, And that last year, without any 
change of the statute, a less amount was appropriated in the 
appropriation bill? 

. CANNON. Iso understand it. And now will the gentle- 
man answer me if General Duffield is not receiving that $5,000, 
and if it was not fixed in the house of his friends, when the House 
and the Senate and the President were Democratic, he being an 
appointee under that Administration? 

r. CHARLES W. STONE. I will answer the question. 

Mr. CANNON. I am asking a very simple question. It can 
be answered yes or no. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I will answer that it was done in 
that way; but there are many things done by the Democratic 
President and Democratic Congress that do not meet with my 
approval, and when they undertake to ignore the provisions of 
the statute I am not with them. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, what the gentleman’s reason for this 
may be I do not know; but so far as I am concerned I think it is 
sound economy, and sound politics as well, that we leave this 
Democratic employee as his Democratic friends fixed him, and 
that $5,000 is, in my judgment, quite enough. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. May I ask the gentleman from Ilinois a 
question before he sits down? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. y 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is General Duffield drawing a pension? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not know. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, I understood you to say so. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; I said when his record was read here 
that I understood from that record that he was wounded while in 
the Army; that if there was an application to pension him, or if 
he is on the retired list, I would treat him asa magnificent de- 
fender of the Union, just as I would treat his co es; but that 
constitutes no argument as to how much salary an official of the 
Government should get in its civil service. That is all I want to 
say, and I ask for a vote. 

he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CHARLES W. STONE]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let the amendment be read again. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
CHARLES W. STONE) there were—ayes 29, noes 54, 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 
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The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 


Gites ASEA ia DIA T EENE noe: A ae wad AEE ini 
su e op, mter £ an e 
— and Tos books, maps, E EEE and 8 8.000 * 

a PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
wor 

There has been a good deal of comment in the committee this 
morning and in the newspapers of the last few days in regard to 
the action of the Republican convention in Sonth Dakota last 
week. It has been referred to two or three times here this morn- 
ing. I only rise to correct some of these false reports. I want 
to say that the Republicans of South Dakota are Republicans, and 
. will remain Republicans. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, to apprise the committee, as the matter 
has been brought up here, and the country as to just what posi- 
tion the Republicans of South Dakota took last Wednesday on the 
financial question, that it may be known what their official action 
was, I desire to send to the Clerk’s desk the resolution which was 
adopted by the Republicans of South Dakota in convention in re- 
g to finances. 

Mr. HILL. What is their position as to protection? 

Mr. PI CKLER. We are for protection in every respect. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whe: there v 
5 peg 8 mie A ci opinion among the Republicans of the State 

reas we have perfect confidence in the wisdom and patriotism of the 
Republican party that shall assemble at St. Louis next June that it will con- 
sider and adopt a platform broad and strong enough for every Republican to 
stand upon: erefore, 

We reaflirm our devotion and loyalty to the platform adopted at Minne- 
apolis in 1892, and adopt itas our platform until the national convention shall 
give us another. f 

Applause on the Republican side.] 

ow, Mr. Chairman, as to protection and as to finances and as 
to every other Republican doctrine, if you want to know our posi- 
tion, for that we refer you to the platform adopted at Minneap- 
olis until the St. Louis Republican platform shall declare another, 
[Renewed applause on the Republican side. 
eae I wish to ask the gentleman a question if he 

yield. 

Mr. PICKLER. Les, sir. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Doesit not appear to the gentleman, in view 
of the fact that the views and position of everybody who happens to 
entertain similar views on the financial question have been falsely 
represented by the gold-standard press, that that press, while op- 

to the free coinage of silver, is unalterably in favor of the 
ae ec (Laughter.] 

Mr. PI R. Mr. Chairman, I know there have been a great 
many e in the papers that the gentleman de- 

onl 


scribes, but y desire to set the Republicans fairly before the 
“en , 

Mr. EDITH. You take it on faith, do you? 

The Clerk read as follows: 


n Superintendent, $1,500; foreman, $720; one laborer, 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the 
following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by stri out th “five,” i ` 2 
a . . ve,” in line 23, on page 33, and insert in 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the direct effect of 
this amendment is to increase the salary of the superintendent 
from $1,500 to $1,800. He received 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Chairman, I did not get my eye on 
the amendment until this moment. Lask that it be read again. 
Iam not sure that I have it now. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I think that is subject to the 
point of order. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. What is the point of order? 

Mr. CANNON. The salary now is 81.500 and there is no law 
authorizing $1,800, I believe. He gets $1,500. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Pardon me. He got $1,800 fora 
number of years. 

Mr. SAY But not for the last two years. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The last Congress, or possibly the 
Fifty-second, reduced it to $1,500. I do not think the gentleman’s 
point of order is well taken; because Ido not think the law limits 
the salary to $1,500. He was originally appointed at $1,500, and 
after serving a while his salary was increased, upon the recom- 
mendation of the Fish Commissioner, for work remarkably well 
done; and for a series of years he received $1,800 a year. Now, I 
desire to say that this man has devoted more than eighteen years 
of his life to this position. He is well qualified, and is an author; 
and the Fish Commissioner over here is using a work of this man 
on the Propagation of Black Bass in responding to the queries 


3404 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 31, 


that are made of that Department, and they do not pay him one 
cent for it. And I say that a man of that character, of that ex- 
perience, who has devoted the number of years he has to it, and 
who for a number of years received $1,800 a year, ought to receive 
that amount; and simply because some preceding Congress has 
reduced, in an appropriation bill, his salary from $1,800 to $1,500 
is not a reason why this House should continue to do him wrong. 
I earnestly hope that this House will give to this man that which 
he received for a number of years, that which his qualifications 
and which his service entitle him to. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not know, Mr. Chairman, as to whether, 
strictly speaking, this is subject to a point of order or not. I un- 
derstand it to be the fact that thereis no statute fixing the salary. 
For the current year he receives $1,500 by an appropriation, and 
did, as I understand, last year, and some years prior thereto, 
along with other like officials at the various stations. I suppose 
that that constitutes the law, if there be any, fixing his salary. 
The gentleman can not show anything where the law says he shall 
have 81, 800. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Then if the appropriation cut it 
down to $500, it never could be increased. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, it is competent to legislate. I am dis- 
cussing what constitutes the law, in the light of the rule, for these 
salaries. If it is competent to appropriate $1,800 instead of $1,500, 
it is competent to appropriate $18,000. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. There is no legislation. 

Mr. CANNON. There is no legislation for $1,800 or $18,000, 
and there is no legislation for $1,500 except the currentlaw. The 
salary that he gets at present is $1,500, appropriated for in the 
sundry civil law for the current year, and has been that for sev- 
eral years. Isuppose that, for the purposes of the rule, that would 
be considered as law. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word about this 
appropriation. During the last Congress—I do not remember 
whether it was at the first or the second regular session—there 
was an effort made to equalize the stations in this respect, and 
after careful inquiry the conclusion was reached that the salaries 
then carried in the appropriation bill were ample for the office. 
My recollection is—and I speak only from recollection—that ut 
most of these stations the superintendents are supplied with houses 
in which to live. That being the case, and with the advantage of 
continual residence at the stations, very light work indeed, and 
not very great responsibility, it does seem to me that this Congress 
ought not to undertake to return to the old system of salaries for 
these superintendents. As they now stand in the bill they are all 
equalized, but if you return to the salaries that obtained more 
than two years ago you will have them unequal at the different 
stations, and there will be a constant effort on the part of those 
who are receiving the smaller salaries to put themselves on an 
equality with those who are better paid, and at the same time 
those receiving the larger salaries will be trying to have them in- 
creased. This ought to be permanent law instead of annual law, 
and the salaries of the superintendents of these stations ought 
not to be larger at any place than the amount fixed in this bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, on the point of order 
made by my colleague [Mr. CANNON] I desire to say that I donot 
think it is well taken. The salary is provided for this position in 
each annual appropriation bill, and failure to provide the salary 
in an annual appropriation bill would virtually abolish the office. 
The appropriation made in the last appropriation bill proua a 
salary řor the present fiscal year. Theappropriation bill now un- 
der consideration isintended to provide a salary for this officer for 
the next fiscal year. Hence, under a ruling made a few days ago 
by the gentleman then in the chair, there is no existing law fix- 
ing this salary, and there being no existing law, I am compelled 
to differ with my colleague as to his point of order being well 
taken. As to the merits of the case, as to whether this salary 
should or should not be increased, Ihave nothing whatever to say. 
I simply desire to emphasize the point that where a salary is fixed 
annually in an appropriation bill a point of order will not hold 
against a proposition to increase that salary for the next fiscal 
year in an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Chairman, on the merits I only 
want to say that all along the line for these superintendents of 
fish stations estimates were submitted for increase of salaries, but 
I do not think we want to enter upon that kind of legislation. 
One thousand five hundred dollars a year for the keeper of a fish 
station, when he has a house furnished by the Government free 
of rent and all repairs made, is a good salary, and I do not believe 
that we want to disturb this happy Democratic family in the 
salaries fixed for these superintendents under the lead of the 
eminent gentleman from Texas [Mr. 3 

Mr. SAL ERS. I trust the gentleman from Illinois will continue 
to follow the example set by the Democratic Congress in all his 


appropriations. [Laughter.] 


Mr. CANNON. I wish to follow it in this instance, because I 
think it is good. 
Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman will make no mistake if he fol- 


lows the policy of the last Congress in the matter of appropria- 


tions. 

Mr. CANNON. I am content to do it in this case. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr, BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out from the paragraph all after the words “six hun- 
dred dollars,” in 24, i i 1 
on coe oe 380 15 all an aie in lieu thereof the following 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I think that is subject to a 
point of order. I donot know of any law that authorizes the em- 
pa of a skilled laborer at this fish station. The Chair is 

amiliar with the law under which laborers, messengers, clerks 
of class 1, 2, 3, and 4 may be increased, according to the wants of 
the service—that kind of increase specially authorized in the 
Revised Statutes—so that that may be either an increasing or a 
888 force, according to the requirements of the service; 
but skilled laborers do not come within the provision. So far as 
any general authorization by law is concerned, they stand upon 
the same ground as a chief of division or any other officer not 
authorized by the common statutory provision. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, as to my friend's 

int of order, if there is anything in the word ‘‘ skilled” which 
rings the amendment within the point, or which would justify 
the Chair in sustaining the point of order, then I ask leave to 
modify the amendment by striking out that word. Now, as to 
the merits of the amendment, this fishery is established at the 
little town of Neosho, a place of some 4,000 people, situated upon 
a series of hills at the base of which there rush out most magnifi- 
cent springs of living water. The Government has gone to that 
town and established a fishery. Originally not only did they 
allow this superintendent $1,800 a year, not only did they allow 
labor as they now allow it, but they allowed also what I am 
leased to a skilled laborer, by which I mean a man who can 

o rough carpenter work, who can do rough painting, who can 
make flues and boxes and trays, who can build a dam, if neces- 
sary. For a number of years that skilled laborer was there in the 
employ of the station, and when his time was not devoted to the 
discharge of such duties he was occupied in fish-culture. Even- 
tually he took acivil-service examination and was promoted to be 
a fish-culturist and was transferred to another station. Since 
that time his place has never been supplied, 

Mr. Chairman, from the day that plant was established until 
now the business there has constantly increased. To-day it is 
especially devoting itself to the propagation of rainbow trout and 
black bass, particularly black Paaa, There is not now at that 
pointsufñcient force to handle the black bass and ship them to meet 
the demand therefor. Why, Mr. Chairman, I assure this House 
that last spring when I was there, standing upon the banks of one 
of those magnificent ponds, the black bass came up and even 
whined for more laborers that they might be taken out and distrib- 
uted throughout the country. [Laughter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Then I modify my amendment and 
reoffer it with the word “skilled” stricken out. 

Mr. CANNON. If thegentleman strikes out the word “ skilled,” 
so as to provide simply for a laborer, I presume that a motion to 


increase the force of laborers is within the rule, because that gen- 


eral class of employees is authorized by the Revised Statutes. 

The gentleman has spoken to the merits of the proposition. Mr. 
Chairman, the Government of the United States in its policy touch- 
ing the Fish Commission and its work has never been niggardly. 
It is a magnificent service in the number of its officials and the 
efficiency of their work. Some people believe thatit is not a very 
important service. Frankly, I think it is. But last year we appro- 
priated $336,240 for the distribution and propagation of fish, and 
this bill contains an increased appropriation, $339,340. The matter 
was fully examined in committee and from a friendly standpoint. 
After the fullest inquiry the committee is satisfied that it has been 
not only just but liberal toward this service in the appropriations 
reported. I trust that the recommendations of the committee 
as reported will stand. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BURTON of 
Missouri, it was rejected; there being—ayes 14, noes 39. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Clackamas (Oreg.) station: Superintendent, $1,500; one laborer, $720; one 
laborer, 2800 in af Se 8 4 3 

Mr. HARTMAN. Before offering the amendment which I have 
in view I will ask the chairman of the committee a question. Is 
this matter of the continuation of the fish hatcheries already 
under construction to be taken care of in this bill or in the gen- 
eral deficiency bill? 


— 
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Mr. CANNON. At the time this bill was completed we had not 
received any estimates for that purpose; they would not belong 
on this bill; they would be considered with the deficiency esti- 
mates. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Then this matter will come in properly on 
the general deficiency bill? s 

Mr. CANNON. e matter has not been examined as yet. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think there is a clause in this bill which pro- 
vides for these hatcheries when they shall have been completed. 
Is not that so? 

Mr. CANNON. That is for the personnel. i 

Mr. HARTMAN. I will state my reason for this question. In 
my town in Montana there is now a hatchery in process of con- 
struction; it is panats completed. ; : 

Mr. CANNON. That will go n the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Very weil. that be the case I will not 
detain the Committee of the Whole at this time by offering an 
amendment. : , 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Mr. Chairman, having been absent for a few 
moments, I ask unanimous consent to recur to line 11, page 82, to 
which I wish to offer an amendment. ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any objection? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman, as I understand, was not pres- 
ent when that paragraph was read. I suspect that Iam not in 
harmony with his amendment, but I have no disposition to object 
to giving the gentleman a chance to test the sense of the commit- 
tee upon the amendment. j 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole recurred 
to the following paragraph: i 

2 intendent, $1,500; machinis ; fish- 
aeae 880, 1551 „ 92205 sits men, at 2840 bach: two 
laborers, at $540 each; in all, $6,789. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I move to amend by striking out the words 
“five hundred and forty,” in lines 19 and 11, and substituting the 
words seven hundred and twenty;” so that the clause will read: 

Three firemen, at $720 each. 


Mr. Chairman, the object of this amendment is to make the 
salaries of the firemen engaged at Woods Hole equal to the sal- 
aries of the firemen engaged at the New York station. The work 
of the firemen in these two places being identical, there is no 
reason, I believe, why their pay should not be the same. It is 
conceded by all that the pay of the firemen at the New York sta- 
tion, $720 each, is not too large. I hope, therefore, that my 
amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this appropriation for the sta- 
tion at Woods Hole was written formally in the appropriation bill 
four years ago, in accordance with the amounts which were then 
being paid to these employees, there having been full authority 
on the part of the officers in charge to make what disbursements 
they chose for this purpose from a lump sum which had been 
appropriated. Congress thought it wise to make the appropria- 
tions for all these stations specific; and the salaries having been 
fixed at these amounts when those in authority had plenary power 
in the premises, Congress adopted the roster as we now have it. 
It seems to me we can not undertake to regulate and change these 
salaries by amendment in Committee of the Whole. I trust the 
amendment will not be adopted. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. SIMPKINS was 
rejected, there being—ayes 10, noes 31. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Punishment for violations of internal-revenue laws: For detecting and 
bringing to trial and punishment persons guilty of violating the internal- 
revenue laws or conniving at the same, including payments for information 
and detection of such violations, $50,000; and the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue shall make a detailed statement to Congress once in each year as to 
how he has expended this sum, and also a detailed statement of miscella- 


neous expenditures in the Bureau of Internal Revenue for which appropria- 
tion is made in this act. 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman in charge of this bill if he will not consent to pass 
oyer this paragraph, beginning with line 15, on page 38, and ex- 
tending to line 24, with permission to return to it after the bill 
has been concluded? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam quite content that we should pass over 
that paragra h and return to it after we read the bill through. 

Mr. Y. I Want to offer an amendment, Mr. Chairman, 
to strike out that whole 8 

Mr. MCCALL of Tennessee. I withdraw the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will have to be done, the Chair will 
state, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I have withdrawn the request. 

Mr. CANNON. Whichever way the gentleman from North 
Carolina prefers, I have no objection, either to let it be considered 
now or accept the suggestion of the gentleman from Tennessee 
and let it be passed over by unanimous consent, to be recurred to 
hereafter. 

Mr. LINNEY. I prefer its consideration now. I offer the 
amendment I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


by stri out from the bill the paragraph begin: 
withine in doen abet including line 24. 5 nmg 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to strike out 
a portion of the paragraph, which I believe has precedence. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer an amendment to 
the amendment? 

Mr. TATE. No, sir; to strike out a part of the paragraph, which 
amounts to an amendment to perfect the text of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks, unless the motion of the 
gentleman from North Carolina is temporarily withdrawn, that 
under the circumstances it would be first in order. 

Mr. SWANSON. A motion to strike out takes precedence of a 
motion to perfect the text? As I understand it, Mr. Chairman, 
a motion to amend would take precedence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia to be read, and will then determine 
whether it has precedence. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ing out, in lines 18 and 19 of the ih, 8 
5 1 — — Fe — PR nhi plot je = 

Mr. TATE. The Chair will see that the purpose of my amend- 
ment is to strike out the provision providing for the payment for 
information or the purchase of information on the part of the Gov- 
ernment, and leaves the appropriation as it was made in the bill 
for the detection and prevention of frauds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia has precedence. 

Mr. TATE. If the gentleman from North Carolina wishes to 
proceed, I do not want to take the floor from him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided that the amendment 
to perfect the text takes precedence of the amendment to strike 
out entirely. The gentleman from Georgia has sent up an amend- 
ment to perfect the text, which the Chair recognizes as first in 
order. 

r of Tennessee. Let us have the amendment again 
re 8 

e amendment was again read. 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Chairman, this question has been gone over by 
the House heretofore in discussing the bill to pay district attorneys, 
marshals, and other United States officials salaries in lieu of fees, 
and it seems scarcely necessary to discuss it at length now, and I 
will not undertake to again discuss this question in the short time 
allowed. The purpose is not to strike out the entire section of the 
bill nor to prevent the appropriation from being used for the pur- 
pee of detecting, arresting, and bringing to trial people who vio- 

ate the internal-revenue laws. The purpose is to strike out that 

clause and that provision which allows the purchase of informa- 
tion by the Government and to pay for criminal information 
against the citizen who may violate the law. 

The . of fees, and the manner in which the fees in the In- 
ternal-Revenue Department have been made heretofore, by which 
expenses have been piled up against the Government; the work 
of the informer, the manner in which he makes his fees and how 
these detestable spies and informers are used to harass the people 
and how they arè paid for the same, has been gone over very 
soli , as I said, in the discussion on the fee bill a short time 

o. Under no other system of prosecution does the State courts 
or any other court provide money for the purpose of buying in- 
formation. I undertake to say that such a proposition would not 
be tolerated by the State courts for a moment. The appropriation 
of money by the States for the purpose of buying information in 
criminal cases has never been done. 

Mr. Chairman, I again appeal to this House to break up the 
business of the professional spy and informer by adopting this 
amendment. e should not appropriate the people’s money to 
pay. a i of people who are generally the greatest criminals to 

oun 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I feel constrained to differ with 
the gentleman from Georgia who offers this amendment, as well as 
with the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY], who pro- 

to strike out the entire provision. Ibelieve there is no more 
important provision in this bill than the one now proposed to be 
stricken out, and I shall ures upon the House not to paralyze the 
arm of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue by striking out or 
altering this pro section of the bill. 

This is a very broad country of ours, and the internal-revenue 
service ramifies the whole of it, and unless the Commissioner has 
authority, and money to pay for the exercise of that authority in 
the detection of fraud and in acquiring information concerning 
fraud, you had as well not undertake to prevent fraud in the in- 
ternal- revenue service at all. It seems to me to be a most wise 
provision, not only wise in terms, but wise by the experience of 
the Internal-Revenue Service, for it is probably a quarter of a cen- 
3 there was the absence of such a provision in the law 
as 
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Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to strike out the last word. I wish to 
say a few words only, Mr. Chairman. This particular service is 
not the only one in which the Government makes use of informers. 
The alien contract labor law, under which the informer is entitled 
to receive pay for information which leads to the arrest, indict- 
ment, and conviction of a person violating that law, and other 
laws pertaining to other branches of the service, under which in- 
formers are also employed and paid, are as susceptible of criticism 
as the clause under consideration. 

Now, I agree with the gentleman who has just taken his seat 
— Evans] that if this appropriation be stricken out the arm of 

e Commissioner of Internal Revenue will be paralyzed, and that 
illicit distilleries will spring up in certain parts of the country, and 
especiallyin the good old State of Virginia, and in North Carolina 
and in Georgia. Certain gentlemen, whether Republicans, Demo- 
crats, or Populists, must d for their election to Congress, to 
some extent at least, npon the votes of those who are engaged in 
this illicit and unlawful business. I am told, Mr. Chairman—I do 
not assert it as a fact—that when conventions are held in certain 
districts by the three parties there is one plank in the platform 
which is absolutely identical in all. We hear much about the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, but in those 
parts the burning question is, Freedom to the moonshiners and 
permission to violate the internal-revenue laws of this country 
with impunity.” Now, this is no geration. Gentlemen may 
smile when I make the assertion, but it is believed by many to be 
true. I have before me the official statement of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue as to the manner in which the e 
of 850,000 made at the last session of the last Congress for the cur- 
rent fiscal year has been expended during the last eight months. 

First I will take the State of North Carolina. If gentlemen will 
turn to their Co ional Directory they will find out who rep- 
resent the Fifth and Eighth districts of that State. During eight 
months of the present fiscal year in the Fifth district of North Car- 
olina 160 illicit distilleries were seized and destroyed, The per- 


sons o ting them were violating the law and making a hell of 
one of the fairest portions of this country, converting into whisky 
the corn which should have been used for furnishing bread to their 
families and food to their stock. 

My friend from North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY] may rise in his 
place and talk most eloquently of the old Flag and the Union, and 
yet in his very district men are thus violating the laws of his 
country. The number of fermenters seized and destroyed in his 
district were 558, and the number of gallons of beer seized and 
destroyed were 32,550, All this during the past eight months. 

But what of the Eighth district of North Carolina? I can not 
recollect which gentleman represents that district, but I believe 
he sits on the majority side of this House. We find that in that 
district during the past eight months 100 illicit distilleries, 755 fer- 
menters, and 78,650 gallons of beer were seized and destroyed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, this is an important item, and 
gentlemen will assail it most vigorously. I ask unanimous con- 
sent for ten minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman’s time be extended for ten minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. During the same time 11,047 gallons of spirits 
were also seized and destroyed. The report does not show whether 
it was brandy or whisky. So much for North Carolina. And it 


is enough. e will now turn to 8 represented in part by 
my g friend [Mr. TATE], who has dy spoken and who has 
offered the ding amendment. Here we find in the Ninth dis- 


trict that 299 illicit distilleries were seized and destroyed during 
the past eight months. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. In one district? 

Mr. SAYERS. In one district; and also 3,645 gallons of spirits, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What kind of spirits? 

Mr. SAYERS. My friend lives in that State and he knows bet- 
ter than I. There were also seized and destroyed 292,535 gallons 
of beer. As to Mr Hae good old State, the mother of Presi- 
dents, the home of ison and of Jefferson, so ably represented 
on this floor by gentlemen of high character and ability, we find 
that in the Fifth Congressional! district alone 83 illicit distilleries, 
8,394 gallons of spirits, 600 fermenters, and 75,100 gallons of beer 
were seized and destroyed. I ask leave, Mr. Chairman, to print 
the entire statement in the RECORD as a part of my remarks. 
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In large cities, viz., San Francisco, Chicago, St. Louis, Milwaukee, New York, and Brooklyn, it has been impracticable to separate the items 
ave 


often do work in two or more Congressional districts in the same day, thereby rendering it im ible to 


actual data, as ve stated. 


the amount expended from this fund, it does not exhibit the correct results, for the reason that many cases dis- 
er not been 3 or are before the courts or pending a settlement by offers in compromise in this office, the 
increase the sums reported. 

ntion is further called to the fact that the limited time allowed for gathering this data and putting it in its present shape was not sufficient to make 


* 

repo iolations of law and seizures of property and assessments resulting therefrom, while but little, and in some instances, 

none of the fraud fund“ was expended. The results reported in such cases are due to the individual work of the agents or the deputies under their 
direction, and the “fraud fund“ is not entitled to the credit for such work. 

Five hundred and thirty-two arrests have been made within the time named which it is proper to report as a part of the work resulting from the use of 


this report shows appro: 
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the most accurate re 
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this fraud fund.“ 


But I do not wish gentlemen who live in the North to think that refer to them thus courteously - who were thus engaged in the will- 
the violation of the internal-revenue laws is confined to the States | ful, premeditated. deliberate, and continual violation of the law, 
that I have mentioned. Let us go to the Stateof New York. We | when arrested paid to the Government $12,000 and costs at dne 
were told by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that in the | time in order to escape further prosecution. 
upon one of the most prominent Mr. EVANS. I will remind the gentleman that this appropria- 
streets in the city of New York an illicit distillery was being oper- | tion yields to the Government better returns than any other ap- 
ated and that the illegal act was discovered and the gentlemen—I ! propriation in any appropriation bill, in my judgment, 


basement of a house standin 
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Mr. SAYERS. I think so. I agree with the gentleman. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I suggest to my colleague, Mr. Chair- 
man, that in recovering this revenue for the Government, private 


houses, private bureaus, private closets are entered and broken 
open and searched without warrant, under no legal process what- 
ever? I want to ask my colleague if he indorses that part of this 
system? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that such things 
are done, and until a case is made and established I will not 
express an opinion. But I know this, that if the houses of inno- 
cent men are broken into and their property destroyed, they have 
their recourse under the Constitution and laws of the country. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, will my colleague bear with me, 
because I do not want to make any speech on this subject? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Their recourse, Mr. Chairman, is through 
the courts of the country; and it would cost them more to fee a 
lawyer in most cases than the d es accruing. It is not the 
amount of property that they lose so much as the insult andinjury 
that they sustain, being free citizens of a country over whom the 
flag of the country floats, when their houses and premises are 
searched without warrant. Now, I want to ask my friend if he 
would be willing, and if the chairman of this committee will, if 
this clause is kept in, add an amendment to the clause, ‘Provided, 
however, That all search and all investigation of private houses and 
private closets shall be done under legal process of law“? 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Are you willing to do that? È 

Mr. SAYERS. I will answer. If such should be done, Mr. 
Chairman, it will only advertise to the fellows that the officers are 
coming [laughter], and there are nine chances out of ten that the 
officers will neyer reach the house when the illicit distillery is 
being operated. The newspapers of the country give us, week 
by week, accounts in which some one has been shot down at night 
at his fireside with his family, and when the authorities endeavor 
to find out who it was that did the assassination, it is found that 
some man suspected of moonshining has suddenly left the country. 
This appropriation ought to be made, not only for the purpose of 
maintaining the majesty of the law, but for the purpose of reliev- 
ing these sections of the deplorable consequences which always 
result from the illicit distillation of liquors. The House can do 
as it pleases. This law does not affect my constituency. IIlicit 
whisky is not distilled there. The duty of this committee is plain; 
it should sustain this appropriation. 

Mr. KIEFER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will. 

Mr. KIEFER. What does the gentleman understand by the 
statement, so many thousand gallons of beer have been destroyed? 

Mr. SAYERS. Idonot know anything other than what is con- 
tained in the statement from which I have read. I am not ac- 
quainted with the revenue laws. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That is the mash that has not been suffi- 
ciently fermented. 

Mr. KIEFER. Then it is not the beer,as we understand it, 
under the term of lager beer,” but is a mash? 

Mr. SAYERS. I suppose not; it is the mash. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will not detain the committee longer. I 
have said all that I care to say on the subject, and if the committee 
should strike out the clause and leave the Internal-Revenue Office 
to the mercy of those who are engaged in the violation of the 
law it must bear the responsibility. The load will not be on my 
shoulders. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

The gentleman from Texas has been rather severe on the State 
of North Carolina, and especially on two districts, the Fifth and 
the Eighth. I want to call the gentleman's attention to the fact 
that, if the conditions are similar, his State is vastly more dere- 
lict than mine. I see from the report of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue of this year, on page 385, that while North 
Carolina reports and paid tax on 708,971 gallons per year, the dis- 
tinguished gentleman’s State only reports 4,623 gallons per year. 
Texas is as large as four or five North Carolinas; she is the 

test corn State of the age, and drinks more brandy than 10,000 

aines, and yet only reports 4,623 gallons per year. Now, Mr. 
Chairman—— 

Mr. SAYERS. We feed our corn; we feed it to our horses and 


our 0 5 
Mr. LINNEY. Then where do you get the vast amount of 


pdas that you enjoy so much in the great State of Texas? [Great 
aughter. 
r. SAYERS. Has the gentleman been in Texas? 
Mr. LINNEY. Many a time. I own property in that State. 
Mr. SAYERS. Where? : 
Mr. LINNEY. In Floyd County, where there is no brandy. 


Mr. SAYERS. There are not 350 voters in Floyd County. 

Mr. LINNEY. Yon are just 600 citizens behind the times. 
You know as little about Floyd County as about the liquor of 
North Carolina. [Laughter.] 

Now, let me show, Mr. Chairman, the great iniquity of this ap- 
propriation. I maintain before this intelligent body of legislators 
and statesmen that no fund has ever operated upon the popular 
mind at any time in the history of the world that has produced as 
much corruption, save and except that thirty pieces of silver that 
were connected with the wonderful treachery that we read of in 
sacred history, as does this $50,000 which provides for the payment 
of special agents. . 

The C RMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, I should like about ten minutes 
on this subject. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman be allowed ten minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LINNEY. I want to state further, for the benefit of this 
Committee of the Whole and of the distinguished gentleman from 
Texas in particular, that while North Carolina pays out annually 
over $2,000,000 under the internal-reyenue system in excess of 
what she receives by Toy of pensions, the gentleman’s own State 
does not pay a tithe of that amount, so that to-day my State is 
feeling the weight of the Government burdens growing out of 
this internal-revenue system ten times more than the great 
State of Texas, and therefore this is a matter of ten times more 
interest to the people of the Eighth district and of the Fifth 
district of North Carolina than it is to any district in the gentle- 
man's State. 

But now, Mr. Chairman, I want to address myself to the propo- 
sition which I have already announced, that this $50,000 stands in 
your appropriation bill, not as a fund for the purpose of enforcing 
the law, but as a very dangerous corruption fund, and to show 
that I am correct in that statement I ask the attention of the 
House to page 20 of the report of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue for the year ended June 30, 1895. I find in that report 
that one B. B. Bouldin received $12,116.20 last year for his work 
as a spy, and on another page 1 find that a man by the name of 
Pitts received $13;504.29 for his services as a spy. Neither of 
those men has one-fiftieth part of the brain power which the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Texas possesses, and yet for engaging 
in this disreputable business they receive about four times the 
salary that the gentleman receives for his valuable public 
services. 

I want to call attention to another fact, to show that this fund 
acts as a corruption fund. From the reports which these agents 
have made—not the regular officers, but these spies—it appears 
that in each of these States they have reported something like 
8,000 violations of internal-revenue laws, and yet there have been 
only about 600 arrests upon the information so received, and I 
undertake to say that probably not one-tenth of the parties ar- 
rested upon the information of these agents are ever prosecuted 
and convicted. This shows, sir, that there have emanated from 
these special agents over 3,000 falsehoods, that 3,000 of the citizens 
of the State of North Carolina have been slandered by them, and 
that that slander had its origin in this appropriation. It was your 
appropriation of $50,000 that produced those slanders. It was 
this $50,000 that constituted the motive, the incentive, which 
prompted these men to make these 3,000 false and slanderous re- 

orts. 

* Now, sir, I ask this House if it is not infinitely better that we 
should have a little blockade whisky occasionally than that the 
Government itself should goin partnership with a force which 
deals in lies and gets those lies placed apm the records of this 
country? By encouraging these men the Government of the 
United States becomes a party to one of the most disreputable 
enterprises known to mortal man. That is why I oppose this 
appropriation. It is not that we in North Carolina are not in 
favor of the enforcement of the internal-revenue laws, because we 
are in favor it. If the people of North Carolina were opposed to 
the enforcement of the internal-revenue law you would not see 
82,000,000 poring from the pockets of those people into the Treas- 
ury annually in excess of what they receive from the Government, 
but you would find North Carolina dwindling down in thisrespect 
to the condition ocqnpied by the State of the gentleman from 
Texas, giving a sum so meager that you must have a spyglass to 
see it at all. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman. I am surprised anyway that the distinguished 
gentleman from Texas should become the champion of the in- 
ternal- revenue system in the South. [Laughter.] Iwill venture 
to say that he never made a speech in Texas in which he did not 
denounce the internal-revenue system. [Laughter.] If he did, 
he is about the only Democrat in the South that ever did so. It 
has been suspected that the Democracy were blowing hot and cold 
on this question, but they have always denied it so vigorously that 


— 
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sometimes it has dampened the ardor of some good Republicans in 
opposition to it. 
But, seriously, Mr. Chairman, this appropriation ought to be 


stricken out. that way you will save $50,000 a year from afund 
that has never yet since it was first appropriated resulted in one 
good prosecution—not one. It is wrong, also, from another point 
of view. This matter of employing spies in a republican form of 
government is wrong, it is odious, it is distasteful to every honest 
and good citizen. hy, even the Athenians called their informers 
“sycophants.” It has come down to us from ancient times that 
men whose business it was to lie around their neighbors’ houses 
and catch the conversation going on there and twist and torture it 
and misuse it so as to make it the basis for a prosecution were 
engaged in a most disreputable business, and they were described 
by the disreputable term ‘‘sycophant.” For one, I shall not join 
the army of sycophants, but I call upon this House to rise to the 
importance of the occasion and to strike from our statute books 
this fund, which simply fosters the most disreputable business that 
ever was encourag: 

occupy further time. 


[Mr. SWANSON addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last two words. 

I am sure that if the members of this committee could fully un- 
derstand and appreciate the purpose and manner in which this 
money is used that this feature go from the bill. Now, those 
who are opposed to the appropriation are not opposed to the en- 
forcement of the internal-revenue law, but they are in favor of 
having it enforced in a high and honorable way, not through a 
detective agency, but by known officers of the law. The gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] sanctioned the suggestion by the 

entleman from Kentucky, and stated that there was more profit 
aee to the Government from the expenditure of this money 
than any other known expenditure made. 

Ichallenge that statement. There is the report of the Attorney- 
General, in which you will find that of all the convictions in these 
courts in the States named and elsewhere for infractions of the 
internal-revenue law, there is not 1 per cent of the fines col- 
lected, although the Government pays the expense of the entire 
proceedings. But, further, the gentleman will find that there is 
not 25 per cent of those arraigned by means of this appropriation 
who are ever convicted, and still the Government pays the bills. 

The class of men who will get the benefit of this appropriation 
are leeches on the Government. They are men who come to your 
home, ingratiate themselves into your confidence, sit at your 
table, break bread with you, sleep and eat under your roof, and 
to-morrow, if possible, will scheme to entrap you and drag you to 
the court or to the prisons of the country. That is the class of 
men who are affected by this provision. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, a few days ago one-half of the member- 
ship of this House were on their feet denouncing the inspectors 
of the Post-Office Department. We heard New York members 
say that the letter carriers of that city were hounded by men who 
followed them around and were not known to be Government 
officers. You heard later the friends of the pensioners telling 
you how great an outrage it was to employ detectives to go 
around through the country and bring charges against the pen- 
sioners with a view of depriving them of their pensions. Fon 
said that it was an outrage that ought not to be tolerated. You 
said it was a damnable outrage upon the people. We come to you 
from the South—and two-thirds of this appropriation is spent in 
the Southern States—we say our good people, our poor people, are 
hounded down by the Government sleuthhounds, who by means 
of frivolous prosecutions are enabled to involve our innocent citi- 
zens in illimitable trouble and enormous expense; men who know 
how to take advantage of the confidence of the people, of theilliter- 
acy of many of the people, men whose living depends on their 
labor, men whose very names mean that we employ them to bring 
information for use in criminal cases, men who understand that if 
they donot bring the information their job is lost, while if they do 
bring information they will be paid for it. 

It is information or no butter.” That is what it amounts to, 
and they will descend to any kind of villainy in order to hold on 
to the Government jobs that they have, at $100, $200, or $300 a 
month. I appeal to the members of this House, and I ask them 
to think well before they continue a detective agency to go up 
and down the length and breadth of this country for the purpose 
of enforcing the law. Isay to you, when this Government has 
come to that pass that the law must be enforced through a de- 
tective agency, we have come to a bad pass indeed. Let us en- 
force the revenue law, but let it be done in a high-minded, hon- 
orable way, openly and aboveboard, by the known officers of the 
law, and not by hired spies and detectives, to follow in the tracks 
of every suspected citizen and arap him from his home into im- 
prisonment and into the courts, and to compel him to incur large 
expenses in order that they may hold their jobs. 
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by a law of the United States. I will not | headed. 


I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I beg to say a few words more 
upon this subject, chiefly in answer to the very remarkable state- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Linney]. He 
stated that one reason why this amendment should be adopted was 
that there was one man, named B. B. Bouldin, who received 
$12,116.28 last year as salary out of this appropriation: Now, 
the remarkable part about that statement is that that man did not 
receive a dollar, except as the mere disbursing officer of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue. The Commissioner is required by 
this section, and has always been required from the time this 
clause was first put into an appropriation bill, probably twenty- 
five years ago—for it was as necessary then as it is now—to make 
a detailed statement to Congress of how this appropriation, which 
is usually, and for short, called the fraud fund,” was expended. 
In his report last year, on page 20, he made a statement pursuant 
to that provision of law showing in detail how this money was 
expended, The statement from which the gentleman read was 


Amount expended through revenue agents for fiscal year 1895. 


One of those revenue agents through whom this fund was thus 
expended was named B. B. Bouldin. The sum of twelve thousand 
one hundred and odd dollars was expended through him, though 
he did not and could not get one dollar of it as his own. Yet the 
gentleman says that was paid to him in salary, which sum of 
$12,000 the gentleman thought was enormously more than the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Texas could or did earn in the way of 


salary. 
Mr. LINNEY. Will the . allow me? 

Mr. EVANS. I will yield for an inquiry. 

Mr. LINNEY. What is the meaning of the last item in that 
column, C. J. Fleming, $36”? 

Mr. EVANS. That means that C.J. Fleming, a revenue agent, 
was allowed to expend, under the direction of the Commissioner, 
$36 in that one year for the detection of fraud, and that is all. 
Now, I say again that this committee will, in my judgment, com- 
mit an act of folly if it permits itself to adopt either of these 
amendments. Isay again that no appropriation, in my judgment, 
yields better returns to the Government than this, not perhaps in 
dollars and cents coming into the Treasury, but in the prevention 
of frauds upon the revenue, because those who know the workings 
of this law know that the services required for the expenditure of 
this money can not be performed as well by deputy collectors, 
marshals, and commissioners as by specialemployees. Thismoney 
is probably for the most part expended in cities for the detection 
of frauds upon the revenue; and if it be wise to detect frauds, 
if it be wise to have these gentlemen who represent constituen- 
cies in which there are moonshiners disturbed by their arrest, if 
that be wise, then we ought to insist upon this expenditure. 
Some of these gentlemen, I am inclined to think are disturbed to- 
day by the fact that perhaps some of the members of the legisla- 
ture in their districts have, under the operations of this appro- 

riation, been detected within the last forty-eight hours in havi 
five or six barrels of illicit spirits in their own houses. 
was so informed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue this 
morning. 

Mr. LINNEY. If the gentleman will allow me an interruption, 
I am satisfied that he is wrong. Will the gentleman look at 
75 7 a Internal Revenue Commissioner's report? He will there 

is: 


There has been expended from the appropriation for salaries and expenses 
of revenue agents the following sums: Salaries of agents, $46,000. 


Mr. EVANS. That is a very different thing. That is for the 
salaries of revenue agents. That has nothing to do with the $30,000 
appropriated for the detection of frand. That sum of $46,000 ex- 
pended for salaries of revenue agents has nothing more to do with 
this item than the sum n for the salaries of deputy coliect- 
ors. It is a different work, a different service. 

Now, gentlemen, I speak with some knowledge and experience 
upon this subject, and I say that you will,in my judgment, com- 
mit a most unwise act, an act of folly, if you sustain either of the 
amendments of these gentlemen. 

I should like to include in my remarks an extract from the last 
annual report of the Commissioner, and the one the gentleman 
from North Carolina had before him when he spoke, explanatory 
of the statements I have made. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Let it be read. 

The statement referred to by Mr. Evans is found on page 20 
of the report, and is as follows: 


EXPENDITURES FOR THE DISCOVERY AND PUNISHMENT OF VIOLATORS OF 
LAW. 
In accordance with the provisions of the act making the appropriation, the 


* detailed statement of expenditures for detec: and brin to 
trial an ro acerca persons ty of violating inte: revenue 1 is 
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Amount expended through revenue agents for fiscal year 1895. 


Name. | Amount. | Name. Amount. 
E $2,912.10 || Wayne Ferguson $3, 439.53 
B. B. Bouldin. _... 12,116.28 || David A. Gates = . 0 
W. H. H. Bowen 1,117.20 James W. McGinnis 1,29. 
W. H. Chap: ph 8,578.76 || A. C. MeGlachlin 2; 
George B. Clark 1, 685. EFH 13, 

B. L. Cromwell. 619.79 || J. M. Tobin 1222n 
T. B. 372.14 Nee 
H. P. 436.20 

O. J. 36.00 n 


50, 000. 00 


The accounts for expenditures under this appropriation are rendered 
monthly, with an itemized statement, and in all cases supported by r 
subvouchers duly sworn to. These accounts pem through all the account: 
offices in the Treasury Registe 


ces Department and are in the t's Office. 


- Mr. SKINNER. When I classified myself as a Democrat I was 
ud to belong to the Randall school as distinguished from the 
Rarlisle school. I never have seen any reason in the many years 
since Mr. Randall has been removed from the leadership of this 
House for changing my opinion, either in respect to the abolition 
of the internal revenue, or what he tried to teach the Democracy 
of the country, that the internal-revenue system was an infringe- 
ment upon the individual and natural rights of the individual cit- 
izens of this great Government, and — the great doctrine of 
protection that you could not only have the natural rights of the 
citizen but the great blessing of American prosperity through the 
doctrine of protecting and fostering her every interest and industry. 
Mr. Chairman, I was brought up in the school of Democracy 
that led me to believe that when it attained the majority this sys- 
tem of i revenue, a system of spies and detectives, would 
be wiped from the statute ks. But when it came in power 
the enforcement of the internal-revenue system was made more 
odious to the people than it was under prior Republican Admin- 
istrations. Yet under the general policy of the Government, the 
great will of the majority, we are willing to submit to the inter- 
nal- revenue law as a means of collecting revenue to support the 
Government and to supply the deficiency in the Treasury; but as 
an honest people, as law-abiding people, as the people of North 
Carolina have ever and anon proven themselves to be, we appeal to 
the American people to relieve us of the suspicion that we are 
dishonest, that we are scoundrels, and that we must have a detect- 
ive service to enforce this branch of the public service. 

If the internal-revenue laws are so odious to the vast majority 
of the people of this country that it has to employ special detective 
service to enforce them—a service that is contemptible and despi- 
cable, and a stench in the nostrils of honest men and liberty-lovying 
citizens—then the time has come when they should be wiped from 
the statute books, because we want no law, whether it is in favor of 
this section or that section of the common country, that can not 
be executed by the legitimate officers of the Government that are 
intrusted with the power to execute this branch of the service 
without special detective agents. I am satisfied that so far as 
North Carolina is concerned the service is abused; that it is turned 
to political and partisan purposes for the view of helping the 
party that happens to have the administration of the office at the 
time; and besides, Mr. Chairman, you can not name any other 
coordinate branch of the service where you are called upon to 
administer the law, except 1 when you administer pensions, 
where you treat 1 ma ba 9 citizens = om the country = 
such a way as you do the people en in g—as a people 
who 8 E RTO the execution of the law. So far as North 
Carolina is concerned, I repel the imputation u the good name 
of her citizens. We are opposed to the inte revenue because 
freedom was born upon our soil and our natural inclination is to 
rebel against any infringement upon our natural rights, especially 
so when you t as a premise that we desire to evade the law. 

The C RMAN 3 o time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad to have a vote 
upon this proposition. 

The C MAN. The Chair would state that debate is ex- 
hausted on the pending amendment. 

Mr. CANN ON . The amendment is to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment is the amendment 


offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TATE]. 
Mr. CANNON. Let it be re ` 
The CHAIRMAN. To strike out parts of lines 18 and 19. 
Mr. CANNON. Let us see. I did not catch what that was. 
The amendment was again 


Mr. CANNON. Now,a single word, and then, so far as I am 


concerned, I shall be glad to have a vote. I never have been par- 
ticularly zealous in advocating appropriations anywhere in the 
ublic service for detective work. I have the prejudice against 
etectives that most people have. But, after all, it does seem, 
not only in the public service but elsewhere, in the enforcement 
of law that it takes sometimes a pretty sly man, and, I have some- 
times thought, a pretty mean man under some circumstances, to 
detect people who were evading the law. Now, then, the whole 
thing is in a nutshell. You can make from 4 to 5 gallons of 
whisky from a bushel of corn, and the tax upon each gallon is $1.10. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is pretty thin whisky. [Laughter.] 
Mr. CANNON. Iam speaking of the latest improvements—no 
diluted—from4to5 gallons. It runs as high as 5inmany instances. 
Now, then, a bushel of corn is worth about 30 cents. The tax 
upon the product of a bushel of corn is, say, $4 to 85. You can 
see at once what the temptations are to a man who thinks that his 
natural rights are being curtailed in what he rovers as a legiti- 
mate business. The temptation is very strong if he can, and if he 
is inclined to do so, to make that profit by escaping the tax. 
Well, for year after year this appropriation has been made. Year 
after year that great temptation to evade the law leads many to 
attempt its evasion. Now, I want to say to the gentlemen down 
South you have no monopoly in moonshining. Perhaps you have 
more of it down there 
Mr.SAYERS. Lou call it by another name in your country. 
Mr. CANNON (continuing). But not infrequently you find 
people evading this law elsewhere. In the city of New York 
there have been seizures this year and elsewhere throughout the 
. 
Mr. GSTON. We may have a monopoly of making it 
down South, but we never have been charged with a monopoly of 
drinking it. 3 ] ` 
Mr. CANNON, ell, as far as my observation has gone as to 
individuals, I never saw any evidence that you gentlemen were 
unable to get away with yourshare. Of course I can not Tak 
for all, but only for the Southern tlemen that I have had the 
ood fortune to meet. [Laughter.] In my own State of Illinois 
suppose that more of this commodity is produced than anywhere 
else in the United States. From the Peoria district alone I think 
the internal-revenue returns are up toward $20,000,000, and it is 
only n to consider the great profit there is in the business if 
the producer can escape taxation to see the necessity that all of 
the product shall pay the tax if any does. Our internal revenue 
is about $160,000,000, a large part of which comes from whisky. 
Now, I have no doubt that there are instances, 2 many 
instances, where hardship is worked and where it looks, perhaps, 
like oppression rather than like due enforcement of the law, but, 
after all, that is true all along the line. There is no system of 
law that does not here and there work hardship in its enforce- 
ment, and there is a great necessity, in the interest of justice as 
well as of revenue, that the internal-revenue laws shall be fully 
and Spee enforced, so that I am inclined to be of the opinion, 
while I am not in love with this appropriation, that it would not 
be safe to strike it out, and if I am correct in that, neither would 
it be safe to adopt this amendment, which virtually strikes out 


the very meat of the appropriation. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
four words. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the gentleman proceeds I should like to 


come to some agreement about closing the debate on this para- 


graph. 

Mr. LAYTON. I want to say only a few words. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will ask consent that 
debate on this ric h close in five minutes, and that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [ Mr. Layron] have leave to occupy that time. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I have justcome into the Hall, 
and I understand that there is an amendment pending to strike 
out the appropriation for the employment of agents for the pur- 

of detecting violations of the internal-revenue laws, what is 
own as the secret service, connected with the Bureau of Inter- 
nal Revenue. 

Mr. SWANSON, I will say to the gentleman that the Commis- 
sioner is entitled to 20 regular agents, who are paid out of a dif- 
ferent fund. 

Mr. LAYTON. Oh, E Of course the members of the sub- 
committee, of whom I the honor to be one, are perfectly fa- 
miliar with this subject and with all the facts connected with it. 
This appropriation has no connection with the regular ofticials to 
whom the gentleman from Virginia refers. The service for which 
this appropriation provides is of an entirely different character, 
and in this connection I want to call the attention of the law-abid- 
ing members of this House to certain facts. The testimony which 


the Commissioner of Internal Revenue gave before the committee 


was to the effect that the particular business or duties performed 
pe eee special agents could not be transacted by the regular 
officials of the Government. In other words, he stated that every 
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~~ eee ang poraa be usefully 
d profitably expended, and that by means of itin the fiscal 
5 a 7 Bis 1,100 


dollar of this appropriation was n 


ear he had n enabled to detect and locate from 1,0 

icit moonshine distilleries in the mountain districts of the South. 
It will be observed, I have no doubt, that the opposition to this 
appropriation comes especially from the Representatives of the 
m )untain moonshine districts in Tennessee, in North Carolina, in 
Virginia, and in Georgia. Lauen r a 

Now, the Commissioner of Internal enue stated—I repeat it 
so that every member may know just what is involved here and 
why he is voting for or against this appropriation—that the Com- 
missioner himself asserted that by means of the agents employed 
under this appropriation, by means of these detectives, these in- 
formers, if you please to them so, he was enabled to discover, 
detect, and destroy from one thousand to eleven hundred illicit 
stills in the States I have mentioned and a few in the Northern 
States, which would not have been done by the regular officers. 
It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this statement of fact is suf- 
ficient to fully meet the objections of gentlemen who represent 
the moonshiners of the mountain districts of North.Carolina, Vir- 

inia, Tennessee, and Georgia. The question resolves itself into 
is: Whether you will permit the ual but certain destruction 
of the internal-revenue system, so far as revenue from whisky is 
concerned by permitting these moonshiners to go on and manu- 
facture and ell this illicit whisky, or whether they shall be sup- 
pressed by a proper enforcement of the law. F. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue said that in no other 
way than by such an appropriation as this could the result be 
successfully achieved. As is well understood by members of the 
committee and by everyone who has given the matter consideration, 
the regular officers of the Government to whom the gentleman on 
my left [Mr. Swanson] has referred are well known in their re- 
spective localities, so that it is utterly impossible for them to de- 
tect this illicit business and the persons engaged in it, and hence 
it is only by employing ns who are not known to those en- 

in the business that it can be ferreted out. By means of 
these special agents, paid from this appropriation, the Department 
has been enabled to discover. and suppress the number of illicit 
distilleries I have mentioned, and the Commissioner emphatically 
says that it is only by such means that that work can continue to 
be done with any large degree of success, 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. TATE, the 
Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LINNEY. I ask for a division. 

Thecommittee divided; and there were—ayes 24, noes 71; so the 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment that 
I offered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Secre of the Treasury to furnish food, fuel, and clothin; 
tothe pt ag nk sR tara fg the islands of St. Paul and St. George, Alika. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I raise a point of order 
against the clause just read, being lines 12 to 15, inclusive, on 
page 45. I raise this point on the ground that the appropriation 
is not authorized by any existing law. The first appropriation of 
this kind was four years ago; and it has every year since 
been passed in exactly the same language, but no point of order 
has been raised upon it heretofore. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this point 
of order is not well taken. To give the history, so far as I recol- 
lect it, of this appropriation will lead me necessarily and inci- 
dentally to speak of why it was made and under what authority. 
Of course the Chair will take notice of the acquisition of Alaska 
from Russia and will also take notice of the location of these 
islands—St. Paul and St. George. They are the Seal Islands. 
The Chair will also take notice of the contract which was made 
with the American Fur Company, which contract resulted in the 
employment of the inhabitants resident upon those islands. The 
public history also is that as the catch decreased the means of 
support of these Indians diminished, that being all they had to 
live upon, the employment they received and the product. Per- 
haps this matter can be stated in fewer words if I read from the 
hearing of the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury before the com- 
mittee on this subject. It is short. ` 

exons terms of the modus vivendi the number of seals allowed to be taken 
on the Seal Islands was reduced 8 and it became necessary in conse- 
8 to provide for the support of the native inhabitants on the Seal Is- 
ds. An annual appropriation of $19,500 for this pu: has been made 
since 1892, Of the appropriation for the fiscal year ended June 80, 1885, $3,325 
was used to reimburse the bishop of the Greek Church for moneys collected 
by him as gratuities from the natives and which were redistributed to the 
donors by order of the Government agent in charge of the Seal Islands. This 
action, which was directed by the Congress, uced the Apert ees to 
666666... 
sons, on the Island of St. Paul. 

I think this is the fourth or fifth annual appropriation which 

has been made; I believe four have already been made, and made 


upon information that led Congress to believe that these people 
would starve if the appropriation were not made. It does seem 
to me that a fair construction of the rule 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
in charge of this bill whether any points of order were reserved 
against the bill when it was reported to the House? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not recollect. The Journal will show. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk reports to the Chair that no 
points of order were reserved. In view of that statement, the 
eid would like to hear from the gentleman making the point of 
order, 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. When this bill was intro- 
duced the gentleman from Pennsylvania reserved points of ordar 
and an opportunity to discuss certain measures, Following that, 
when an agreement was about to be made for one hour's debate, 
T arose, and before consenting to limiting general debate to one 
hour I inquired of the gentleman in charge of the bill whether he 
would explain in his thirty minutes this paragraph, and if not I 
wished to reserve my right to object tothe paragraph. A general 
understanding was had then 

The CH MAN. The 8 which the Chair is now rais- 
ing is whether any points of order were reserved against this bill 
when it was reported to the House by the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. CANNON. Gentlemen about me say that no points of 
order were reserved, but I have no recollection on the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk says that the Journal shows that 
no points of order were reserved. 

. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, if it should transpire that 
no points of order were reserved, the question then arising woul: 
be a very important one, which ought to be discussed and decided 
very carefully. In my opinion (in which I think I am supported 
by the highest e Sam authority in this House) it does not 
make a particle of difference, when a bill is reported, whether 
points of order are reserved or not. The questions arising in con- 
nection with the bill come up one by one as the Committee of the 
Whole considers the particular paragraphs or subjects. 

I know it has been customary to reserve points of order on an 
appropriation bill when 8 eng by the committee, but it has 
never n held, so far as I know, that the failure to do so waives 
any point of order upon any given paragraph of the bill. I have 
no interest in this question except as a matter of parliamentary 
propriety. 

r. DOCKERY,. The gentleman will allow me to suggest as a 
fact that the Speaker, at the opening of this session, upon an in- 
quiry of mine, held that it is necessary to reserve points of order 
when appropriation bills are reported. Subsequently the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DIxGLEY] made the same inquiry in the 
House, and the response of the Speaker on that occasion was to 
the same effect. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is not my recollection of the sug- 
gestion of the N my recollection is quite the reverse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state for the benefit of the 
gentleman from Ohio, if he desires to discuss the matter, that 
according to the understanding of the Chair the Speaker has held 
more than once during this session of Congress that points of 
order must be reserved when a bill is first reported. The Chair 
of course desires to make a ruling that will be in accordance with 
the precedents, and will be very glad to hear from any gentleman 
who is informed upon the subject. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the Speaker made that ruling it is, of 
course, the law of the House, and I would not controvertit. But I 
can see no philosophy, under my observation of parliamen law, 
that bears out such a construction of the rule as that. The House 
has control over its legislation; this is the first time that it reaches 
the point or comes to the particular paragraph in question; the 
question then arises, Is that paragraph within the jurisdiction 
of the rules of the House? And whether the points of order were 
reserved upon the bill or not, that question there arises for the 
first time, and could not have arisen at any other point in the 
proceedings. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I a very fully with the gentleman from 
Ohio, but, as a matter of fact, the Speaker did so rule. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me ask the Chairman how is a member of 
the House, or a member of the committee, to have an opportunity 
to know anything that may be contained in the bill on which he 
may desire to make the points of order? These bills are handed 
in sometimes, and very frequently, too, when the House is not full, 
when the members are absent, sometimes just on the point of 
adjournment; and in that way, perhaps, when there are not 20 


members present, the chairman of the committee submits his bill, 
which is not read for the information of the House, but is simply 
ordered to be printed and go upon the Calendar; and for all the 
information the House has to the contrary it may be loaded down 
with matters that are objectionable under the rule. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, It is simply a vain thing and has no appli- 
cation. For instance, I stand here and say, I reserve 


all points 
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of order upon the bill” whenitisreported. Why? Because there 
is presumably something in the bill that I think is not in harmony 
with our rules or warranted by the law. But how am I to know, 
when the chairman of the committee comes in and presents the 
bill, that anything of that character is contained in it? It sounds 
almost like an imputation upon him that he will bring in a bill 
here which contains some illegal legislation; but, acting on that 
assumption, I say I reserve all points of order, when the chance is 
that, as a matter of fact, he has done nothing but what the law 
allows him to do. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I do not undertake to sa 
what the ruling has been on this subject. I have a very hig 
regard for the clearness of the rulings of the Speaker of the House, 
and his ruling on a question of that kind would have very much 
weight with me. But what the law is in principle I have no 
doubt; and [have no doubt but that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] is entirely correct as to what the rule should be and 
is, in principle, taken independently of what may have been the 

ing course of the House. 

I have frequently myself, and very many other members also, 
reserved points of order on appropriation bills when reported, 
because there has been a controversy always as to whether or not 
it was necessary to reserve the points of orderin advance. But 
I have never seen any foundation or any reason for the claim that 
it was necessary to reserve points of order against a bill that had 
never been read, its contents unknown to the House, not at that 
time to be entered upon for consideration, no possible means by 
which the membership of the House should know that there was 
an infraction of the law in the bill, and when, on the contrary, 
every presumption was that it had been framed in strict accord- 
ance with the rules of the House. 

I trust, therefore, the Chair will look very carefully into this 
matter before deciding so at bere a aneron. I do not remem- 
ber that it has ever been decided directly, when the point of order 
was raised actually upon some provisions of the bill. Opinions 
have doubtless been given by the Chair at different times, or sug- 

ions thrown out with reference to the matter, and it has been 

eld safer to reserve the points of order. But I think it has been 
done more from custom and abundant caution that on any fixed 
principle 5 law which makes it necessary to do so. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a single sugges- 
tion with reference to this matter: That the gentleman in charge 
of the bill will allow this clause to pass over until to-morrow 
morning, the point of order being reserved, and the Chair can 
then make inquiry into the law. It is a matter of importance. 

Mr. CANNON. That will be entirely satisfactory to me after 
a minute or two, which I wish to devote to the question of order. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would suggest that the same question will 
arise in a few minutes again. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; Iam perfectly willing to have it 
out now. A single word on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will decide on the point of 
order 

Mr. CANNON. If the Chair does not desire to hear argu- 


ment 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like very much to hear 
any gentleman who desires to be heard on the subject, although the 
Chair has views of his own upon this question. 

Mr. CANNON, have no desire to be heard, or to consume the 
time of the House for the mere purpose of talking 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair only meant to say that the Chair 
had views of his own, to which he will adhere ess he shall see 
cause to change them by reason of arguments that may be pre- 
sented. But he is not so set in his views as to be entirely unwill- 
ing to be guided by gentlemen who are informed upon the question. 

. CANNON. Then, perchance, I had better say a single word 
now. 

I can see a reason for the ruling that points of order must be 
reserved in the House. This bill is committed by the House to a 
Committee of the Whole House for consideration in committee, 
and I suppose it is the duty of the committee to consider it. 
Therefore if it is to be returned for consideration by the House 
because points of order have been made, it seems to me that the 
direction ought to have been ga in the House, namely, that 
the Committee of the Whole should consider the biil and report 
it to the House, except as to such portions of the bill as may be 
subject to points of order. 

GROW. Will the Chair allow me a moment? 

The regular course of procedure on an appropriation bill would 
be first to haveitread through. Every member would then know 
what is in the bill; and I can ses that there would be propriety in 
the Chair holding that without that all points not reserved could 
not be subsequently brought up. But when, by unanimous con- 
sent, the first e bap a bill is dispensed with, how is the House 
to know what is in the bill except as it comes Be The commit- 
tee reports it at 5 o'clock in the afternoon and calls it up the next 
morning when the House meets at 12 o'clock. It does not come 


back from the Printing Office until 12 o'clock; so that, the first 
reading of the bill being dispensed with, it strikes me that it is 
prone to make points of order as we proceed, section by section; 

ut if the bill had been read through the first time, as of course 
the rules require, and no one had made any point, then I think 
the corian would be right that the point of order was not re- 
served. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, there must be some reason 
for a ruling such as is sought to be made here, and that reason 
must be based upon some philosophy of parliamentary procedure, 

It may be said, and I think it has n said, that the committee 
can not reject, as not in order, that which the House has sent to 
it. That is the ground upon which the pope of this propo- 
sition must stand, and I may say that that was the ground upon 
which the intimation of the Speaker was based; but I ought also 
to say in that connection that the present Speaker of the House, 
than whom there is no better parliamentary authority in the 
United States, said he would hear argument upon the proposition. 
And that was said in response to the inquiry by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Now let us see how much there is in that proposition. Has the 
House sent to the committee anything that is binding upon the 
action of the committee? And if so, what is it? It is reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations, and nothing is said about 
it. It is true that the House makes the reference of the bill. 

I will turn aside right here and say that the doctrine of waiver 
can not apply. Nobody has waived anything, for the very first 
underlying principle of a waiver, in all relations of life, whether 
in law or anywhere else, depends upon the knowledge on the part 
of the party of the existence of the thing which he waives the ex- 
istence of. So, therefore, the fact that the members of the House 
have stood by and made no objection can not have any effect. 
And why not? It is a vain thing to make this reservation. It is 
made in the House, and not in the committee. The House can 
not hear it, for the House has no jurisdiction. Suppose when this 
bill came in a point of order been made instantly. Suppose 
some member had risen and said, Mr. Speaker, I make the point 
of order that paragraph 1 of section 2 is not in order.” That ques- 
tion could not then be heard. There was no tribunal to try it. It 
was rae an utterance that was idle, because it would have no 
effect whatever. So nothing has been waived. 

Now, what did the House send to the committee? It sent that 
bill to the committee, and it said: Take that bill, subject to the 
rules of the House.” What are the rules of the House? Why, in 
the first place, that we shall not consider that bill except at a time 
when there is a quorum of the Committee of the Whole present. 
You must have that as a foundation of your jurisdiction. And 
next, hte take it subject to another rule of the House, which is 
that there shall be no new legislation upon that appropriation bill. 
That is one of the rules that is to guide you in the consideration 
of that bill. Can it be said that the House has, by a mere refer- 
ence to the committee, purged that bill and given to these pro- 
posed enactments a quality that they did not have when they 
were brought in here by the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations? 

This is a matter of very considerable importance. The trouble 
under which we labor has been very well put by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. It is this: Just as the House is about 
to adjourn—as it was in this case—the chairman of the committee 
asks that the motion toadjourn be withdrawn just to permit him 
tointroduce an appropriation bill. The whole membership of the 
House is moving to leave the Hall. Is it possible that we are in 
the midst of a procedure so entirely and wholly technical, that 
because that consent is given and no objection or reservation is 
made and no vain thing is done, that therefore we are bound by 
all the provisions of that bill? We ought to be compelled only to 
do — that have intelligence about them. We ought not to be 
compelled to do unintelligent things, and we ought not to be com- 
pelled to say there are irregularities in that bill. We ought not 
to be compelled to say, ‘‘I charge that there are things in that 
m oe violate the rules of the House,” when we know nothing 
about it. 

Suppose I should stand up now and reserve all points of order, 
and the distinguished chairman should turn around and say, 
„What is the matter with the bill? What is there in this bill 
subject to the point of order?” Why, I should have to say, I 
have no confidence in you. Iam afraid you have got something 
in there which should not be there.” See how unintelligent the 
whole proceeding is. See how unreasoning it is, that because [ 
have not seen a bill,and have had no opportunity to examine it, I 
must do a vain thing, an abrupt and unparliamentary thing, or 
else I am estopped afterwards to say that the thing is not in order, 

Now, I have said this much, Mr. Chairman, out of my high 
re for the propriety of the rulings in the Committee of the 

hole House. I have no interest in this paragraph. Ido not 
know what it is. I do not know what is the subject-matter; but 
I have always held this view and have always stood ready to 
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occupy the position which I now do in the interest, in my judg- 
ment, of sound parliamentary law. . . 

The CHAIR . The Chair is desirous of rendering a de- 
cision which shall—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Unless the Chair is abundantly ready to 
decide the question, I ask whether we might not pass over the 
paragraph, reserving the point until to-morrow? x 

The CHAIRMAN, If that is the will of the committee 

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I have no objection, 

Mr. DALZELL. The same question may come up again. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Well, if it does, we shall have two of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the pleasure of the committee? 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent, if the Chair would 
prefer, to let the matter go over; but if the Chair is prepared to 
rule, I would be glad to have a ruling. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated that if pressed toa 
decision he is ready to decide the question now, but if there is any 
member of the committee who desires to be heard, and time be 
taken up so that this matter can be brought out more clearly, the 
Chair would be glad to defer the decision. r 

Mr. GROW. The Chair might as well decide it now, as it may 
come up in the next section of the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I am a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations, and should like to say a word. 
I believe that this question isin some doubt. It being res novo, 
I take it it ought to be decided in favor of the liberty of the 
member; that is, that the member should not be cut off for his fail- 
ure to raise the point of order to the items in the bill when the bill is 
first brought in. Now, I believe that this appropriation should 
be passed; but I frankly say that I do not think any member of 
this House or committee ought to be deprived of inherent 
right to object to any obnoxious legislation as soon as it is brought 
to his knowledge; and, as has been stated by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Ohio Mr. GROSVENOR], it is impossible to take up one 
of these large appropriation bills and to be fully informed of all it 
contains without examination, and thus see if there is anything 
in the bill that is obnoxious to the rule. And unless the Chair 
feels bound by precedents, I think the decision should be in favor 
of the liberty of the member and substantial justice. . 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to make one further suggestion in 
regard to paragraph 2 of section 21. You will observe that it 
reads: 

vi in an neral ropriation bill or be 
„ 3 for — N nbs previodaly au- 
thorized by law— 

Drawing the distinction between an appropriation reported and 
one not authorized by law— 
unless in continuation of an appropriation for such public works and ob- 
jects as are already in progress— 

Now notice the section of the clause— 
nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order in any general ap- 
propriation ti or in any . thereto. 

There are two distinctive propositions. First, that it shall not 
be reported—that is, any appropriation that is not authorized by 
existing law. That would be a point of order against reporting 
the bill. Next, that a provision changing existing law shall not 
be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like ta ask the gentleman 
from Iowa if that ong anga is not identical with the language 
found in section 3 of Rule of the Forty-eighth Congress? 

Mr. LACEY. I do not know how it runs in the Forty-eighth 
Congress. It is different in some respects to the same rule, Rule 
XXI, of the last Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has the rules of the Forty-eighth 
Congress before him, and will read a few lines of section 3. 

Mr. LACEY. Ifthe Chair will read them I will compare them 
with the rule I have referred to. 

The CHAIRMAN (continuing). It says: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works 
and objects as are already in progress. 

Mr. LACEY. This is like it that far. Is that all there is? 

The CHAIRMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. LACEY. Now read the balance. 

The CHAIRMAN (reading): 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing 
existing law be in order unless such as, 5 to the subject- matter 
of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number and 
salary of the officers of the United States, etc. 

The only difference between that clause of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress and the last Congress is the exception: 


Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing 
existing law be in order. 


The exception, however, so far as this point is concerned, is 
immaterial. : 
Mr, LACEY. So that, haying passed the point of reporting, it 


not being in order to report matter in the bill when you did not 
make an exception at the time it shall not be in order in the bill 
itself. Then the point of order can still be made as to its existence 
= nce bil, You can object to it when you come to the point in 

e bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, In determining this question, the Chair 
thinks it is important to take into consideration the organization 
and power of the Committee of the Whole, which is simply to 
transact such business as is referred to it by the House. Now, the 
House referred the bill under consideration to this committee as 
an entirety, with directions to consider it. The objection raised 
by the gentleman from North Dakota would, in effect, cause the 
Chair to take from the committee the consideration of part of this 
bill which has been committed to it by the House. The commit- 
tee has the power to change or modify this bill as the members, 
in their wisdom, may deem wise and proper; but it is not for the 
Chairman, where no points of order were reserved in the House 
against the bill—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota (interposing). Mr. Chairman, 
may I be allowed now to withdraw the point? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not until the Chair gets through. As the 
Chair was observing, the effect would be, should the Chair sus- 
tain the point of order made by the gentleman from North Dakota, 
to take from the consideration of the Committee of the Whole a 
part of this bill which has been committed to it by the House 
without reservation of this right to the chairman. Now, inas- 
much as no points of order were made in the House and none were 
reserved against any of the provisions in the bill when it was 
committed to this Committee of the Whole, the Chair holds that 
the point of order of the gentleman from North Dakota should 
be overruled and the Committee of the Whole should be allowed 
to consider the bill in its entirety, as was proposed by the House 
when it committed the bill to the Committee of the Whole. In 
rendering this decision the Chair thinks he is sustained not only 
by the views of the present Speaker of the House, as intimated to 
the House in a recent instance, but also by those of Chairmen of 
the Committees of the Whole in preceding Congresses. In the 
Porty agh Congress this question was presented when the river 
and harbor bill was under consideration. In that bill, as the 
Chair nowremembers, there was a provision for the project known 
as the Hennepin Canal. When the bill was under consideration 
in Committee of the Whole the point of order was made against 
that provision. In that case points of order had been reserved in 
the House when the bill was committed to the Committee of the 
Whole; but the Chair held that if they had not been reserved 
he would have overruled the point of order and remitted the 
question to the committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then let me say, Mr. Chairman, that that 
case is no authority whatever, because the question was not before 
the committee. It was simply an obiter dictum of the Chairman, 
and that is all. 

The CHAIRMAN, In the first session of the Forty-eighth 
Congress this question was directly considered on a parliamen 
inquiry made by the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Holman, an 
the Chair then said: 

The Chair will cause to be read what is said by ihe compiler of the Digest 
40. hj orbs to the practice in Committee of the ole House on the state of 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In a case of an appropriation reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
in conflict with Rule clause 3 (the 1 0 of which is identical with the 
corresponding rule that governs this ), and committed with a bill, it is 
not competent for the Committee of the ole or its Chai to rule it out 
of order because the House are presumed to have received, as in order, the 
report in its entirety. So far as the proposed amendments are concerned, 
the current of the decisions of the Committee of the Whole House have been 
to exclude not only an appropriation not previously authorized by law, but 
also independent 5 admitting, however, tations and provisions 
which are themselves in order.” 

In accordance with this principig. the Chairman then ruled that, 
inasmuch as points of order had not been reserved by the House 
when the bill was committed, he therefore could not entertain the 
point of order made. 

With these precedents in view, and in accordance with the 
reasons given above, the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, now I move 
to strike out lines 12, 13, 14, and 15, on page 45, and, in accordance 
with the agreement as to the closing of general debate, I hope that 
I may have a reasonable time to discuss the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I do not think I shall occupy 
more than fifteen or twenty minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed twenty minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSONof North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations states that there are 275 of 
these Indians residents on the Pribilof Islands. He states that 
there was a contract of employment with the American Commer- 
cial Company. Mind you, the Government of the United States 
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‘was not a party to that contract. These Indians are in no sense 
the employees of the Government. They aré in no sense the pen- 
sioners of the Government. They have no claim whatever upon 
the Government for support. They are not, except in a very pe- 
culiar sense, natives of those islands. Those islands were unin- 
habited a hundred years ago. These Indians and their ancestors 
were brought there as laboring men for the exclusive purpose of 
killing and skinning fur seals, and they were given a monopoly 
of that business. They have that swine. ary to-day. Your con- 
stituents and my constituents have no right to go to those islands 
and compete with those Indians for employment. 
During the twenty years when the Alaska Commercial Com- 
adease of the islands these Indians lived on the fat of 
be laa They were making at that time enormous wages for 
the time they were employed. According to their contracts they 
could make twenty or thirty dollars a day each, and did make 
twenty or thirty dollars a day each at times. As contradistin- 
ished from the other Indians, they were familiarly known 
ughout the Alaskan and the Aleutian regions as the rich 
Aleutians.” They were rich. The Alaska Compuny, under its 
contract, was authorized to take a hundred thousand seals per 
. As nearly as they could compute the number they took 
about a hundred thousand seals a year for about twenty years, 
and these natives—there were only a very few of them t 40 cents 
apiece for killing and skinning those seals, and it took them but 
one month to do it. There are only 76 families; there are less 
than 76 able-bodied laboring men among them. About fifty or 
sixty men did this work. In some months they would earn and 
did earn 840,000. When the Alaska Company first took charge of 
the islands it required three months to do the job, to kili and 
skin a hundred thousand seals, the maximum that the company 
was allowed to take annually; but by improvement in methods of 
living, of education, of instruction, and in thehealth of the Indians, 
they were trained and kept in such condition that at the close of 
the twenty years’ lease they could perform this task in one month. 
That left them eleven months of absolute idleness, during which 
they lived on the earnings of one month—lived extravagantly as 
a rule, especially for the first few months after the close of the 


season. 

When we first commenced to appropriate money for food, fuel, 
and clothing for these natives there was some reason for it. The 
first bill was passed at the first session of the Fifty-second Con- 

. Coincident with the expiration of the contract of the 
Tiaka company and when the American company took charge 
we had difficulty with the Canadian poachers und other robbers; 
and by order of the Treasury Department these natives were then 
forbidden to catch more than 7,500 seals per annum. As they 
received only 40 cents apiece, of course this regulation of the 

Department reduced immensely their income. They 
could not then earn enough in one month to support them in 
idleness the other eleven months of the year. There was some 
reason then why we should contribute toward their support, 
because they were forbidden by the Treasury Department to 
catch more than 7,500 seals per annum during the modus vivendi 
according to our treaty relations with the British Government. 
The Treasury Department forbade them to earn any more than 
that. But now it is different; now they are earning more. Last 
year the restriction was removed, and they were allowed to catch 
as many seals as they could find of the class that it was profitable 
tocatch. They worked last summer for three or four months, 
and they found 16,000 seals of a marketable grade. Forty cents 
each on 16,000 skins would amount to something like $6,400—a 

fair income for 76 families of Indians. 

Those Indians are not destitute; they had a pretty fair income 
last summer. But even if they did not receive enough to support 
them in idleness during eleven months of the year, we must ask 
ourselves the question, When shall the time come when these In- 
dians shall become self-supporting? Will it ever come? In my 
opinion never, so long as they are dependent exclusively upon that 
business. But if it be true that this business during the time it 
continues can not yield enough for the whole support of these 
Indians, is there any more reason why we should pay the hired 
men that are working for this company than that we should pay 
the hired men who go to the pineries in the winter and to the 
wheat fields of North Dakota in summer? 

Iam situated in my business in very much the same way that 
this American Commercial Company is in its business. That com- 
pany needs a large number of hands for a short time, and finds it 
cheaper to get the Government to keep these men the year round 
than to ship laboring men up there during the season when they 
are required and then ship them back again. My laboring men 
come to me from the pineries of Minnesota, Michigan, and Wis- 
consin, and from the Great Lakes or from the railroads. They go 
into my wheat fields in August and September. I pay them for 
the time I employ them; and when I discharge them they go else- 
where to tind employment. Those men are not allowed to go to 
‘the Aleutian Islands, because the contract with this company gives 


these Indians the exclusive right to that employment, which was 
very profitable up to 1800. I do not ask you to appropriate money 
to feed the men that I employ for two months of the year. I pay 
them good wage for two months in the year, and then when the 
work is done let them go. Ido not ask the Government of the 
United States to come in year after year and support these men in 
idleness for ten months in order that they may be on hand when 
I want them for two months the next year. Yet that is exactly 
what the Government is doing for this company. 

These people on those islands were first taken there by the Rus- 
sians as slaves; they were to all intents and purposes slaves when 
we a Alaska, 

Mr. FER. Not slaves, but serfs. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Well, serfsis perhaps the 
better term. Now they are as free to go or come as we are. In 
my judgment the monopoly which has been maintained in refer- 
ence to that seal industry should be broken up. American citi- 
zens should have a right to visit every foot of soil over which the 
Stars and Stripes float, and to seek employment there. If m. 
laboring men wish to go to those islands in the Beri eee 
employment for two or three months in the year and to earn in a 
luxurious season $20 or $30 a day for a few days, they should have 
the right to do so. 

Those Indians were brought there simply for the purpose of hay- 
ing their labor during the short season when that labor was neces- 
sary. Until the British Government sent a squadron of war 
ships into the Pacific Ocean for the express purpose of following 
the seal herd throughout the winter and mapping their course 
and publishing their charts, and until our Government by sub- 
mitting to the Paris arbitration stood idly by and saw those 
charts published, it was possible to preserve those seal herds; but 
after the report of the Paris Tribunal, and after the British Gov- 
ernment published those charts showing exactly where the seal 
herd is in the broad Pacific every day of the winter, there was 
scant reason to hope for the permanency of the seal industry. 

After we had failed in our contention that the seal herd was cur 
property when 3 1 es, or at a later day 60 miles, beyond the 
islands, then we could not hope to recover our right of property 
in that seal herd while on the ocean. Every poacher and every 
pirate on the broad Pacific now has those charts, prepared under 
the direction of the British Government, and can stay right by 
the herd as accurately as you can stay by a flock of sheep in your 
pasture. The Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Hamlin, 
in giving his testimony this winter before the committee, said: ‘I 
can tell you now, within a few miles, the exact spot on the Pacific 
where that seal herd is in its migration toward Sitka.” 

Since the British Government published those charts and gave 
them into the hands of their poachers—since the Paris Tribunal 
compelled their publication and our Treasury agents reported 
them, it is as utterly impossible for us ever to save a remnant of 
that seal herd as it 1s for you to restore the buffalo herds on the 
prairies of Kansas and Illinois. 

How many of these seals have we left? In 1887 there were six 
and a half million. Now the evidence of experts, given before the 
committee this winter, showed that there were only 175,000 of 
them left, and they doomed to extermination. 

The occupation of these Indians is gone. They must sooner or 
later seek other employment. We have only one thirty-fifth or 
one thirty-seventh as many seals now as we had in 1887, and the 
only protection they had; namely, secrecy as to where they lived 
in the winter, has been removed, and you can no more save the 
Alaska seal herd from extermination now than you could restore 
the mastodon, the Irish elk, or the great auk, when God decreed 
the entire extermination of the species. 

How long shall we go on appropriating $19,500 a year to the sup- 
port of 59 families of Indians inidleness? If you want to support 
people in idleness, if you propose to expend the money of the Gov- 
ernment in that way, then let us select somebody who pays taxes, 
who bears some of the burdens of Government, or who can bear 
arms. I do not want it done for my constituents in my district; I 
do not want it done for the labor that employ; and I protest against 
having our public moneys expended in this manner to port 
these Indians in idleness, when they are better off and happier if 
they are employed like other Indians making a living—following 
e shipping, fishing, or whatever other work they tan secure, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to follow the 
gentleman from North Dakota in discussing the fate of the seal, 
except as the fate of the seal, so far as this appropriation is con- 
cerned, means either subsistence or starvation, as case may be, 
for some 289 ple in these two islands. 

And I want to say to the gentleman that I do not understand 
that to be the most luxurious agricultural country in the world. 
If I have a correct knowledge about it, the two islands are but 
two rocks in that inhospitable ocean, and the only possible means 
of subsistence to the inhabitants of these two islands comes from 
the seal life. 

The gentleman says that these people were taken there perhaps 
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a hundred years ago—long before we acquired Alaska. I do not 
know about that. I am not informed. It is very likely that it 
is true, for the gentleman is usually correct in his statement of 
facts. But at all events these people are there—men, women, 
and children. They got along fairly well as long as the Alaska 
company, under contract with the Government, furnished medi- 
eines, cared for the sick, and paid them 40 cents for their services 
for each seal caught. It was not a luxurious subsistence. The 
gentleman says that it paid good by for about a month in 
every year and supported them in idleness for the other eleven 
months. Now, in the name of all that is good, what else could 
they do, or find to do, except to be idle under the circumstances? 

But, Mr. Chairman, when this company quit killing 100,000 
seals a year, when the Government said.“ Lou shall not killa 
hundred thousand, but a smaller number,” every reduction made 
in the number killed took away the subsistence of thes? 289 people. 
Then, when under the modus the company killed only 7,000 or 
7,500 seals it reduced them from the fatness of the land to less 
fatness, for you do not get much fatness out of 7,500 seals, and the 
compensation of 40 cents a head for killing them, for 289 people, 
instead of the compensation that they got at 40 cents a head for 
a hundred thousand. The gentleman says this year they killed 


16,000, 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. They killed 16,000 last year. 

Mr. CANNON. Last year. Well, that would be $22 r head. 
at 40 cents compensation, to support these 289 people. he bare 
statement shows that it means poverty and simple starvation for 
the inhabitants of these two islands. . 

Mr. KIEFER. Can not they be taken away from there? 

Mr. CANNON. Likely they could : 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Is it not the obligation of 
oe people who employed them to pay them and take care of 

em? 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all. My recollection is that the com- 
pa is required to take care of them, as it pays the compensation 

a by the contract, namely, 40 cents.a head for killing the seals. 
The company is required to furnish also certain fuel under a con- 
tract, I think, and once, indeed, I believe, a deficiency appropria- 
tion was made to the company for extra amount of fuel and pro- 
visions furnished that it was not bound to furnish under the con- 
tract, and but for that these people would have starved then; but 
it has grown worse since the Government has further limited the 
catch. 

Now, I will give you all the information I have, except my gen- 
eral recollection, on the subject, We had this information in 1893. 
The Secretary of the Treasury, Secretary Carlisle, says in his 
report: 

With reference to the . of $19,500 for food, fuel, and clothing 
for the native inhabitants of the islands of St. Paul and St. George, Alaska, 
which has been made annually for two * past, I have to say that while 
the appropriations have been in excess of the sums actually expended, yet in 
view of an opinion of the First Comptroller— 

The First Comptroller even gets in up there, you see 
to whom this subject was to-day referred, to the effect that the appropria- 
tion is nota 5 one, and therefore can be used only for the pyme 
of expenses incurred during the year for which the bt plant made, 
the full amount appropriated for the current year wo be required for the 
ensuing fiscal year. e suggestion made to your committee yesterday by 
Mr Maher, of this Department. that $10,000 would be sufficient, was upon the 
assumption that such an unexpended ce of the appropriation for the 
current year as might remain would be available during the ensuing year. 
be Bi therefore recommended that $19,500 be appropriated for the purpose 


Now, we did not go very fully into this matter at this time. It 
was looked into as fully as we could look into it when it com- 
menced, if I recollect, in the Fiftieth or Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. The Fifty-second, I think. 

Mr. CANNON. Perhaps it was the Fifty-second. Our action 
at that time has been followed since, so that we only gave it a 
casual examination this time. We asked Mr. Hamlin, Assistant 
Secretary— 

As to the next item— 

Which is this item— 

I su it is absolutely necessary, to enable you to procure fuel 
clothing for the inhabitants—$10,500? . z = 

Mr. Hamlin replied: 

That is absolutely necessary. Up to 1892 or 1893 we killed anywhere from 
80,000 to 100,000 seals, and the natives were paid 50 cents each. e catch in 
1802 was cut down to 7,500, and the natives would starve if it were not for this 

Then we asked him to write us a letter about it, giving the num- 
ber of these inhabitants, and so on, and he gives the number on 
one island at 21 families, comprising 89 persons, and on the other, 
54 families, comprising 196 persons. Now, I think the gentleman 
has probably correctly stated that the seals are doomed, and these 

ple are doomed, so long as they remain there with the seals. 
roposition is to kill all the seals. The law has been enacted 
which provides that unless we can get a modus with Great Britain 
and perhaps other countries—certainly Great Britain, including 
Canada—which will absolutely limit to the lowest amount the 


seals that are to be destroyed, that the whole herd is to be killed 
off, the killing to take place in the o sea or elsewhere. Then, 
indeed, the occupation of these people will be entirely gone. 

My friend asks, * Are we to support them always?” Ihope not; 
but the United States, in dealing with the Indians on this conti- 
nent elsewhere than Alaska, has always, in the presence of star- 
vation, appropriated money to support the Indians, although 
they could go anywhere 3,000 miles across this magnificent con- 
tinent of ours. The Government has done that rather than 
let them starve; and in other instances are supporting, rather 
than fight them. Now, there are those poor people. They and 
their ancestors have been there for a hundred years, and the means 
of support provided for them has, by the action of this Govern- 
ment and other governments, supplemented, if you please, by ac- 
cident, disappeared, They cannot get away. There is no d 
for them to plow. There is for them neither seedtime nor har- 
vest. Pending the solution of the question as to what is to be 
done with them, I shall, for one, vote for this appropriation to 
keep them from starving. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. JOHNSON]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

s The Clerk, prageeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 


Lighting the Capitol: For ecg Ge Capitol, inclu the Botanic Gar- 
den, Senate and House stables, tby Building, and folding and storage 
rooms of the House of Representatives; for gas and electric lighting; pay of 


gas fitters, and for ma and labor for gas and electric ting, for 
general repairs, $16,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I submit the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


On 48, line 20, after the words pay of,“ insert “superintendents of 
meters, plighters "— 


Mr. CANNON. That should have been reported in that way. 
It is for current service, 

The amendment was.agreed to. 

i The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
OWS: 
SURVEYING THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

For surveys and resurveys of public lands, $250,000, at rates not exceeding 
$9 per linear mile for 9 and meander lines, $7 for township, and $ for 
section lines: Provided, That in expending this appropriation preference 
shall be given in favor of surveying townships occupied, in whole or in 
by settlers and of lands granted to the States by the act a 

‘ebruary 22, 1889, and the acts approved July 3 and July 10, 1890, and other 
surveys shall be confined to lands adapted to agriculture and lines of reser- 
vations, except that the Commissioner of the General Land Office may allow, 
for the survey and resurvey of lands heavily timbered, mountainous, or cov 
ered with dense undergrowth, rates not exceeding $13 per linear mile for 
standard and meander lines, $11 for township, and $7 for section lines, and in 
cases of exceptional difficulties in the surveys, when the work can not be con- 
tracted for at these rates, compensation for surveys and resurveys may be 
made by the said commissioner, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior, at rates not exceeding $18 per linear mile for standard and meander 
lines, t for township, and $12 for section lines; Provided, That in the States 
of California, Idaho, Montana. on. na, Wyoming, and Washington, 
there may be allowed, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, for 
the survey and resurvey of lands heavily timbered, mountainous, or covered 
with dense undergrowth, rates not exceeding $235 per linear mile for 
and meander lines, $23 for township, and $0 for section lines. And of the 
sum hereby appropriated not exceeding $15.000 may be expended for resur- 
veys, and not exceeding $40,000 may be expended for ex ation of public 
carvers in the several surveying districts in order to test the accuracy of the 
work in the field, and to prevent payment for fraudulent and imperfect sur- 
veys returned by deputy surveyors, and for examinations of surveys hereto- 
fore made and reported to be defective or frandulent and mineral 
deposits, coal fields, and timber districts, and for making such other surveys 
or examinations as may be required for identification of lands for purposes 
of evidence in any suit or proceeding in behalf of the United States. 


Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment 
which I should like to offer. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

line 4, strik “and,” af “ ” 

5 Gen eee Was al ter the word Wyoming,” and insert 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has offered his 
amendment. If he yields the floor now, he will be entitled to it 
in the morning. If he will yield, I will move that the committee 


rise. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Very well, Mr. Chairman. 

And then (on motion of Mr. CANNON 2 committee rose; -e 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins, Chairman 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 7664) making 8 for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 6 pore 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills an oe 


resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker sign: 
same: 
A bill (H. R. 1861) for the relief of James Linskey from the 
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0 tion of the act restricting the ownership of real estate in the 
Territories and the District of Columbia to American citizens; 

A bill (H. R. 4254) granting to the Duluth and North Dakota 
Railroad Company right of way through certain Indian reserva- 
tions in the State of Minnesota; 

A bill (H. R. 4698) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Matteawan; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 111) to authorize Benjamin Harrison to 
accept certain medals presented to him while President of the 
United States; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 114) authorizing and directing Bernard 
R. Green to exercise the duties and powers heretofore conferred 
upon the late Gen. Thomas L. Casey in relation to the construc- 
tion and completion of the Library of Congress. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Hainer of Nebraska, 
a reprint of the bill H. R. 306 was ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Brosius, for the remainder of this week, on account of 
important business. 

o Mr. Jounson of California, for five days, on account of ill- 

ness. 

To Mr. Brum, for one week, on account of important business. 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Eppy, desires 
to have his leave of absence prolon for another ten days, on 
account of serious illness in his family. 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CANNON (at 5 o’clock p. m.), the 
House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
mec were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
Col. John M. Wilson, of the Corps of Engineers, requesting author- 
ization to pay the rent of a building occupied by his assistant in 
the construction of a new building at the Government Printing 
Office—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


rinted. 

0 A letter from the Secre of War, inclosing a letter from the 
Acting Chief of Engineers, United States Army, together with a 
report relative to the cost of broadening and deepening a channel 
to a width of 150 yards and to a depth of 28 feet from Hampton 
Roads to the United States Dary rare at Norfolk, Va., and also for 
improving the Western Branch of Elizabeth River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. WILBUR, from the Committee on Agriculture, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1221) to make oleomarga- 
rine and all other imitation dairy products subject to the laws of 
the State or Territory into which they are transported, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1015); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. AVERY, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7326) to provide for the 
restatement, readjustment, settlement, and payment of dues to 
army Officers in certain cases, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1016); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Agriculture, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 7780) for the establishment of a bureau of 
animal industry for the inspection of meat products and live 
stock, suppression and extermination of contagious and infectious 
diseases among cattle and live stock, to regulate the transporta- 
tion of cattle and live stock, and prevent the exportation or im- 
portation of diseased cattle, live stock, domestic or other animals, 
and for other purposes, accompanied by a report (No. 1031); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6259) to expedite 
the delivery of imported parcels and packages not exceeding 8500 
in value, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1032); which said bill and report were referred to 
the 8 of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2757) 
to fix the compensation of district superintendents and of the crews 
of life-saving stations, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1033); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, to which was referred the, bill of the Senate (S. 1423) 
to protect the wages of seamen, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1034); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutiòns were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 7816) for the relief of John S. Burwell, administrator of 
the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased, reported in lieu of House 
bill No. 1130. (Report No. 1004.) 

By Mr. AVERY, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 7774) for the relief of Francis L. Abbott, admin- 
istrator of the estate of Thomas J. Treadwell, deceased, reported 
in lieu of House bill No. 69. rt No. 1017.) 

The bill (H. R. 1808) for the relief of Agnes and Maria De Leon. 
(Report No. 1018.) 

ay Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims: 
ae X na (H. R. 642) for the relief of James M. Oliver. (Report 

0. $ 

The bii) (H. R, 641) for the relief of Charles P. Anderson. (Re- 
port No. 1020.) : 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: 

85 55 3 (S. 662) for the relief of William S. Grant. (Report 

o. 1021. 

8 vill (S. 753) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy. (Report 

o. 1022. 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: The 
= 10855 5329) for the relief of Dr. Thomas J. Coward. (Report 

o. 1023. 

py Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 7680) for the relief of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of F. Z. Tucker, deceased. (Report No. 1024.) 

The bill (H. R. 7643) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of David Heustis, deceased. (Report No. 1025.) 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(S. 792) for the relief of Wells C. McCool. (Report No. ah 

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 3290) for the relief of Goff A. Hall. (Report No. 1027.) 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 505) for the relief of Rev. Edwin Warriner. (Re- 
port No. 1030.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
855 R. Maa for the relief of Sidney M. Davis, late a private in 

mpany F, Sixth Regiment of Cavalry, Army of the United 
States. (Report No. 1028.) 

By Mr. NEILL, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 5746) for the relief of Benjamin F. Fox. (Report No. 1029.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. . 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
or taa following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 7770) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Brainerd, Minn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7771) authorizin 
and directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate condemn 
cannon and condemned cannon balls to certain posts of the Grand 
Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MOODY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7773): to require 
common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to provide sleep- 
ing berths for certain mgers and to regulate the rate to be 
charged therefor—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MAHANY: A bill (H. R. 7775) to appropriate $2,000,000 
to widen the locks in the Erie Canal so as to permit the passage 
of modern torpedo boats for the protection of the lake cities—to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. MONEY: A bill (H. R. 7776) to increase the efficiency 
of the personnel of the Navyy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 7777) to authorize the 


Secretary 
of the Navy to furnish condemned cannon to Fort Thomas, Ky.— | of 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 7778) establishing gas buoys 
in Linn Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A bill (H. R. 7779) to allow 
the return of certain kinds of mail matter without the ent 
of postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

y Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7813) to authorize the exten- 
sion of the Columbia Railroad eastward from its present terminus. 
805 si other purposes—to the Committee on the District of 

umbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7814) to amend the charter of the Eckington 
and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7815) to amend the charter of the Belt Railway 
Company of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr.SHUFORD: A resolution (House Res. No. 228) to investi- 
gate bond sales—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Unaer clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
char; from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2011) for the 
relief of Capt. John T. Bruen, of the State of New York; and the 
same was referred to the Committee on War Claims, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 7772) to increase the pension 
of Theodore N. Cobia—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7781) to provide 
an American register for the barge Black Diamond—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7782) to grant a pension to 
William Nugent, late of Company E, One hundred and eighty-third 
oo Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 7783) granting a pension to John 
H. Justice, of Paola, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7784) to correct the military record of John 
Sullivan, of Lawrence, Kans.—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7785) increasing the pension of Charles L. 
Thomas, of Dwight, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7786) granting a veteran bounty to James H. 
Tullis, of Stanley, Johnson County, Kans.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7787) granting a pension to Angelina Welden, 
g Media, Kans., as army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 7788) for the relief of Newton 
Boughn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7789) granting a 

msion to George R. Grubaugh—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 7790) granting an honorable 
disc e to Stillman Stotts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By . CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 7791) 3 military 
record of Louis P. Kleine and granting his widow, e P. Kleine, 
a pension—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 7792) recognizing the military 
service of Theodore W. Tallmadge—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 7793) to increase 
the pension of Caroline Smith, widow of Captain Smith, of Com- 
pany F, Twenty-second New York Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 7794) for the relief of Frances 
Delaplane, sister of Joshua Delaplane, Company C, Forty-third 
n Ohio Volunteer Infantry to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7795) for the relief of Morgan H. Anway, 
late of Company K, Forty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A bill (H. R. 7796) granting a pension 
to Dennis O’Shey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. eg to increase the pension of 
J. W. Range, of Seattle, Wash.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7798) for the relief of E. Gerry—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. à 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 7799) for the relief of John Sheehy— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7800) to increase the pension 
illiam Hall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill E R. 7801) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Daniel W. Morton—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 7802) granting a pension to 
John P. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 7803) granting a pension to 
Edward Binnix—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7804) for the relief of 
Kate Winter—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 7805) for the re- 
lief of George M. Clapp, of the Washington Iron Works—to the 
Committee on War i 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 7806) for the relief of William F. 
Alger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7807) for the relief of Marvin Coman, late 
Company C, One hundred and seventy-eighth New York—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7808) granting a pension to Ross W. Titus, 
late of Company I, Eleventh United States Colored Artillery—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7809) granting a pension to Charles H. Wick- 
ham, late second lieutenant Twenty-ninth United States Colored 
Troops—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

= Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 7810) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Addison C. Stanton—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 7811) to restore the name of 
Henry Grayes to the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7812) to increase the pension of John W. 

Carter—to the Committee on Pensions. 


$ 


PETITIONS, ETC. `- --— 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Four petitions of citizens of Washington, 
D. C., urging the of House bill No. 5220 or some similar 
measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway 
Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and opposing the ex- 
tension of the tracks of said company until its existing lines are 
modernly equipped and operated—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Petition of Post No. 12, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Wakefield, Mass., for a revision of the pension 
laws—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: Resolution of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the State of New York, for a light vessel off Fire 
Island, and favoring the passage of House bill No. 5293—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Bath on Hudson, against the appropriation of public moneys to 
sectarian institutions—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of W. Le Conte Stevens and other citizens of 
Troy. N. Y., asking for the passage of bill looking toward the 
adoption of the metric system of weights and measures—to the 
Committee on Coi , Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Petition of Moss Mosely, John H. 
Schmidt, and others, of Rochester, N. V., asking for the p e 
of House bill for reclassification of railway postal clerks—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of the congregations of United 
Brethren churches at Brunnersvilleand Lititz, Lancaster County, 
Pa., in favor of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CODDING: Sixteen petitions of Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, State of peeraa anp No. 400, of Gibson; Camp 
No. 652, of Forkston; Camp No. 190, of Towanda; Camp No. 638, 
of Canton; Camp No. 199, of Nicholson; Camp No. 368. of Hollis- 
terville; Camp No. 210, of Aldenville; Camp No. 465, of Waymart; 
Camp No. 674, of North Towanda; Camp No. 489, of East Lemon; 
Camp No. 616, of Camptown; Camp No. 422, of South Sterling; 
Camp No. 340, of Glenwood; Camp No. 197, of Laceyville; Camp 
No. 632, of Franklindale; and Order United American Mechanics 
Council No. 363, of Hamlinton, Pa., praying for the passage of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of Edgar N. Tesler and others, of 
Stanberry, Mo., praying for the repeal of postal laws concerni 
cones publications—to the Committee on the Post-Office an 

os 2 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of John A. Frey and others, of Louis- 
ville, Ky., in relation to the Marquette statue in Statuary Hall— * 
to the Committee on the Library. 
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By Mr, FARIS: Petition and 7 55 to accompany House bill 
No. 7008, granting a pension to Rhoda L. Day—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and papers to accompany House bill No. 2365, to 
increase the pension of James F. Dickey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of citizens of Harriman, Tenn., ask- 
ing for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566. and 5560, 
to provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce, and to amend the 

laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of publishers of the Yellowstone 
valley Recorder, of Billings, Mont., protesting against the passage 
of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal lawsrelating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 


By Mr. HENDERSON; Petition of M. F. Edwards and 38 other 
citizens of Butler and Grundy counties, Iowa, favoring the passage 
of House bill No. 3299, in behalf of C. S. Lobdell, of Parkersburg, 
Iowa—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, resolution of the sixteenth annual encampment, Depart- 
ment of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the 
establishment of a national park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper from Messrs. White & Co., cheese manufacturers, 
Charles City, Iowa. praying for legislation taxing ‘‘ tilled cheese 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HILL (by request): Petition of Lieut. Charles Smith 
and others, of South Norwalk, Conn., asking for the passage of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of citizens of Middlesex Cdunty, 
N. J., praying for an appropriation for having the channel of 
South River deepened by removing certain accumulations in said 
stream—to Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HUTCHESON: Petition of Peter Ramadanovitch, for 
relief—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of the Department of Minnesota, 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the bill establishing a mili- 
tary park at Vicksburg; also in favor of recognizing the bellig- 
erent rights of the Cuban people—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LEISENRING (oy request): Petition of W. H. Cap- 
Te of Dallas, Pa.; also of Robert Baur & Son, of Wilkesbarre, 
Pa., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on Ki 0 5 and eee 1 3 

80 request), petition o ashi „No. 0 
Pora A.; also of Camp No. 234, of hacen te Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, for the passage of the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LEONARD: Petition of 40 citizens of Glenmoore, Pa., 
praying forthe passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of N Union No. 277, 
of Missoula, Mont.; also resolution of Women's Populist League 
of Colorado, asking for the passage of House bill No. 184, for up- 

inting a committee of inquiry as to the feasibility of direct 

islation—to the Committee on Rules. 

y Mr. MCRAE: Petition of A. S. Gibson and 12 other citizens 
of Duncan, Ind. T., in favor of House bill No. 7476, for the appoint- 
ment of additional judges in Indian Territory—to the Committee 
on the J Agreed 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of 83 citizens and soldiers of Beverly, 
Mass., paring tor the enactment of House bill No. 2859, granting 
a pension to Harriet F. Herrick, of Beverly, Mass., widow of 
Moses S. Herrick, late of Company E. Eighth Massachusetts Vol- 
unteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POOLE: Memorial of citizens of Madison County, N. V., 
members of Poolville Grange, No. 770, Patrons of Husbandry, 
recommending the passage of House bill No. 5218, which places a 
tax on the manufacture and sale of filled cheese—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of New Berlin, Chenango 
County, N. X., and vicinity, to compel the study of the nonim- 
portation act of the Colonial Congress—to the Committee on Edu- 
cation. 

Also, petition of Charles H. Wickham, for a pension—tothe Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, affidavit of Morris P. Blair, in behalf of the claim of Ross 
W. Titus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of Highland 
Grange, No. 980, Patrons of Husbandry, favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural staples by 
an ag 5 the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RO NSE: Petition of Elkart Lodge, International Asso- 


ciation of Machinists, in favor of House bill No. 216, in relation 
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to the treatment of employees in the navy-xyards and arsenals— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. r 

By Mr. SHERMAN; Petition of the International Association 
of Machinists of Iion, N. V., with reference to navy-yard em- 
ployees—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of stationary engineers of Utica, N. Y., favoring 
the passage of House bill No. 3618, to increase the efficiency of the 
personnel of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of the International Association of Ma- 
chinists, of Dayton, Ohio, for an investigation of the treatment of 
employees in the nayy-yards and arsenals—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of the International Association of 
Machinists, Lodge No. 150, of Huntington, Ind., by its secretary, 
Mr. T. P. Annan, for an investigation into the treatment of the 
members of the association employed in the Brooklyn Navy-Yard— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STOKES: Memorial of citizens of Sumter County, S. C., 
asking for the erection by the Federal Government of a monu- 
ment to Gen. Thomas Sumter, in the city of Sumter, S. C.—to the 
Committee on A 5 

By Mr. WAN : Petition of Middletown Grange, No. 684, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Bucks County, Pa., favoring the passage 
of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural staples 
by an napori bounty in order to equalize the benefits and bur- 
3 of the protective system—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 


SENATE, 


WEDNESDAY, April 1, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Sécretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. LODGE, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


CLAIMS FOR BARRACKS AND QUARTERS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury,in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 12th ultimo directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
cause the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to reexamine 
certain claims reported to Congress in House Executive Docu- 
ment No. 234, Fifty-third Congress, third session, transmitting a 
report by the Comptroller of the Treasury; which, with the accom- 
panying re , Was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. NELSON presented the memorial of Robert A. Young and 
sundry other citizens of St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating against 
the appropriation of money for sectarian institutions; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

He also presented a petition in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Commercial Club of Duluth, Minn., praying that the bill 
to authorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis 
River between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota shall pro- 
vide for the free passage over the bridge of all foot ngers, 
bicycle riders, wagons, and vehicles of all kinds; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of sonary citizens of 
Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1886, 
or some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers 
Home Railway Company to wholly dispense with the use of horses 
on all its lines within a fixed time, and to substitute therefor an 
provod modern system of rapid transit; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Central Labor Union 
of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of W. D. Miller, of Alton, III. 
praying that soldiers of the late war who lost one eye be allow 
a pension of $20 a month; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Troy, Ohio, remonstrating against the introduc- 
tion of military training in the public schools of the country; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Young Men’s Chris- 
tian Association of Washington, D. C., praying that Congress 
carefully scrutinize the bill to establish a racing commission; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the memorial of Rey. William I. Gill 
and 41 other citizens of Asbury Park, N. J., remonstrating against 
the introduction of military training in the public schools of the 
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District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Trenton, N. J., 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting protection to 
American citizens in Turkey and extending sympathy to the suf- 


fering Armenians; which was ordered to lie on the table: 

He also presented the memorial of Isaac Cooper and 17 other 
citizens of Trenton, N. J.; and the memorial of Benjamin W. 
Wilson and 35 other citizens of Camden, N. J., remonstrating 

inst the placing of the statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary 
all; which were referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the St. Louis Association of 
tcc | Engineers, No. 2, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the 

of Senate bill No. 735, to reorganize and increase the effi- 
ciency of the personnel of the Navy; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called Teller bill. 
relative to the appointment of Indian agents; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the erection of anind ial home for habitual drunk- 
ao which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

bor. 

He also presented a petition of Encampment No. 9, Union Vet- 
eran Legion, of Newcastle, Pa., praying for the passage of a per 
diem pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sio 


mS. 
He also presented resolutions 8 by Council No. 70, Ameri- 
can Protective Association, of Williamsport, Pa., approving the 
clause in the Indian appropriation bill providing that no public 
money shall be appropriated for sectarian institutions; which 
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a pennon of Highland Grange, No. 980, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Lenover, Pa., anda 3 of Lawrence 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Clearfield, Pa., praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 2626, providing for the protection 
of agricultural staples by an export bounty; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called Frye bill, providing or the creation of a 
department of commerce; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition,in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the select and common councils of Philadelphia, Pa., praying 
that an appropriation of $500,000 be made for the improvement of 
the harbor at Philadelphia; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 1-cent letter 
postage per half ounce, and also to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class and free mail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the adoption of the e religious amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; Which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. o 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating inst the introđuction of military training in the 

ublic schools of the United States; which were referred to the 

mmittee on Military Affairs. " 3 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the inhabitants of Kittery, 
Me., praying for the construction of a dry dock at that place; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN (for Mr. THURSTON) presented a memorial of Res- 
cue Council, No. 1, American Protective Association, of Omaha, 
Nebr., remonstrating inst the placing of the statue of Père 
Marquette in Statuary ; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Library. ne 

He also (for Mr. Tuurston) presented a petition of Omaha 
Lodge, No. 31, International Association of Machinists, of Omaha, 
Nebr., praying for an investigation of the treatment of the em- 
ployees in the Brooklyn (N. Y.) Navy-Yard and other navy-yards 
of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. . 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Dall: 
Tex., praying for the pase’ of a bankruptcy law that will be 
just to both creditor and debtor; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 3 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of the Baltimore Conference 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, in session at Roanoke, 
Va., praying for the enactment of legislation giving relief to the 
book ts of the Methodist oe Church South; which was 
refi to the Committee on ims. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented a petition of Milwaukie Grange, No. 


268, Patrons of Husbandry, of Clackamas County, Oreg., praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 2626, providing for the protection 
of agricultural staples by an export bounty: which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be pro to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, the amendment providing for subscription of 
the United States as an adhering member of the International 
Prison Commission and the expenses of a commissioner, and moved 
thatit be referred totne Committee on Appropriations, and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2694) for the 
relief of the heirs of Lorenzo Andenino, Francisco Ronchietto, 
and Stanislao Vittone; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. GORDON on 
the ist ultimo, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported it favorably, and moved that it be printed, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on re go eee Which was agreed to. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5672) to grant to railroad companies 
in Indian Territory additional powers to secure depot grounds, 
reported it with an amendment. 

. PERKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred an amendment submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW on Feb- 
ruary 12, 1896, the amendment providing for the establishment of 
fish-culture stations in the Black Hills, in the State of South Da- 
kota, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported it without amendment, and moved that it be referred 
to the 5 on Appropriations and printed; which was 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2695) granting an in- 
crease of pensien to Mrs. Jane V. Davidson; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2696) granting arrears of pension 
to Daniel Lucas: which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2697) to complete the military 
record of Stephen Joiner, and granting him an honorable dis- 
charge; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2698) for the relief of David S. 
Quinn, jr., administrator of David S. Quinn, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2699) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to convey a certain lot in the District of Co- 
lumbia to John H. Gause and others; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2700) for therelief of the heirs 
of certain seamen lost in the foundering of light-vessel No. 87; 
which was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. CAFFERY (by request) introduced a bill (8. 2701) for the 
relief of Whitty S. Miller, administrator of Whitty M. Sasser, de- 
ceased, and Jessie W. Pollitt, administrator of Amanda Sasser, 
deceased, both decedents late of Rapides Parish, La.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. N (for Mr. THURSTON) introduced a bill (S. 2702) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. Smith; which was 
readtwice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also or Mr. THURSTON) introduced a bill (S. 2704) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of Joshua 
B. Webster; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2705) to amend an 
act entitled An act relating to the limitations of the hours of 
daily service of laborers and mechanics employed upon the pub- 
lic works of the United States and of the District of Columbia”; 
which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (by request) introduced a bill (S. 
2706) to extend New Jersey avenue northwest from Brightwood 
avenue to Whitney avenue; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2707) to extend Eley- 
enth street northwest from Florida avenue to New Jersey avenue 
extended; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2708) authorizing the purchase 
free of the toll roads passing 
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over the Yosemite National Park; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2709) for the relief of 
Michael Z. Hammen; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 118) to pro- 
hibit the contracting of a liability or obligation on behalf of the 
United States in certain cases, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


EQUALITY OF LEGAL-TENDER MONEY, 


Mr. BUTLER. I introduce a bill and ask that it be read in full 
for information. 

The bill (S. 2703) to prevent discrimination between various 
kinds of legal-tender money of the United States, and to maintain 
the equal debt-paying and purchasing power thereof, and for other 
pores: was read the first time by its title, and the second time at 

ength, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That any note, bill, bond, draft, check, exchange, con- 
tract, mortgage, public or private obligation, or pecuniary liability, here- 
after made or contracted, which may provide for its payment in a specific 
kind or kinds of legal-tender money of the United States, may be paid or dis- 
8 in any kind of legal-tender money of the United States current at 
the o of its maturity or collection, at its faee value, such stipulation or 
agreement to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I should like to explain the bill 
in a few words. 

By its title, it will be seen that it is a bill to maintain the equal 
debt-paying and purchasing power of all the legal-tender currenc 
of the country. I see that the various State conventions . 
are now being held to elect delegates to the coming Republican 
national convention are declaring in favor of this policy and pledg- 
ing their party to LAS the people such a currency. Both of the 
ol ies dec. that it was their policy in their last national 
platforms, and will probably so declare again this year. In order 
that we may be able to turn some promises into performances be- 
fore another campaign, I hope the Committee on Finance will re- 
port this bill promptly. We shall then be able to redeem before 
their next national conventions are held the promises which both 
of the old parties made, so that they will not have to make the 
promises over os pe The People’s Party stands ready to help 
either party to redeem this promise, and we are ready to doit now. 

The bill proposes to put a stop to the gold mortgages and gold 
notes that are now being taken all over the country. Every day 
men are forced to make contracts under dire necessity to pay their 
mortgages and notes in gold. The gold they can not get without 
buying it at a premium, 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow mea moment? Does the 
bill propose to affect existing contracts at all? 

Mr. BUTLER. It does not. The present law allows such gold 
notes and mortgages to be taken. Contracts have been made under 
this law. It is a hard bargain which men have been forced to 
agree to, but this bill does not propose to nullify those contracts. 
It pro to make such contracts illegal in the future. The 
clause in the Bland-Allison Act which allows contracts to be made 
payable in gold only, known as the gold exception clause,” is the 

rovision to which I refer. It is the law, but it is a bad law, and 

believe it was put into that act for the benefit of the bondholder. 
But the money lender has used it in his private contracts, not only 
to the oppression of the creditor, but also to advance the price of 
gold in which his debt must be paid. I think that law should be 
repealed. Both parties have promised to doit. The opinion of 
the country by a large majority is opposed to continuing the pres- 
ent policy. The law as it now stands tends to cause a disparity 
between different kinds of legal-tender money. The law is a dis- 
crimination against silver and greenbacks, and also against the 
debtor class. 

Mr. President, we can ge this bill by both Houses, if the com- 
mittee will report it, and let both parties redeem one of their 
pledges before they go before the people again. Gold mortgages 
are plastered over every town and hamlet in this country. In 
every little town of even a thousand sey. ATES every man to-day 
who borrows money is forced to give a gold mortgage or note. 
No Government should allow anysuch discrimination against any 
of its legal tender and lawful money. It is not only an injustice 
to the debtor class but it is a suicidal governmental policy. It is 
wrong. No party can defend it. Both the Democratic and Re- 
pobi parties say that they are op to such a policy, but 

hey have done nothing to correctit. They can correct it by 
ing this bill. The law as it now stands, instead of ae pats pene 
the equal debt-paying power and purchasing power of all la 
money, actually makes gold dearer. How can the Government 
deliberately legislate to increase the purchasing power of gold, 
and then insist on paying its own debts in this dear money, and 
force private debtors to do the same? 

The money lender and the bondholder are the only people bene- 
fited by the present law; it is to the detriment of everybody else. 
The bill which I offer will correct this wrong. 


I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on Finance, and 


hope that they will report it back to the Senate at an early day. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred tothe San 
mittee on Finance. 


ALLEGED ATROCITIES IN CUBA, 


Mr. CALL. I introduce a Joint resolution, and ask that it be 
read and lie over under the rule until to-morrow. 

The joint resolution a R.119) relative to the putting to death 
of prisoners of war in Cuba and providing for intervention by the 
United States, if necessary, was read the first time by its title and 
the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, ete., That the con 
violations of the usages and rules ki war between civilized peoples, rara 
man and brutaloutrages on men, women, and children constan rted on 
reasonable evidence, either authorized or permitted not only on the Cuban 
revolutionists, but also on citizens of the United States, in the war now carried 
on between the Government of ppan and the revolutionary forces organized 
as the Republic of Cuba, demand the immediate action by the United States 
of America not only for the protection of the citizens of the United States 
who bave e residents and acquired interests in Cuba under treaties 
with 8 for their protection, but also under the higher considerations of 
the rights and interests of a common humanity and of a civilization shamed 
and imperiled by barbarities and cruelties known only in the darkest, most 
crael, and bloody periods of human history. 

Resolved, That an adequate naval force of the United States shall be im- 
mediately sent to Cuba as shall be sufficient to protect by force. if necessary, 
citizens of the United States from wrong and the violations of treaty o 
gations between Spain and the United States. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States communicate to the Gov- 
ernment of Spain these resolutions and inform that Government that the 
United States will forcibly intervene to protect the rights of American citi- 
zens and the interests of civilization if there shall be further occurrence of 
murder and outrage or the 7 4 or putting to death of prisoners of war 
in the conflict between Spain and the revolutionary forces M Cuba. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The joint resolution will lie on the 
table at the request of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. I understand that the joint resolution will come up 
to-morrow 1 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule the joint resolution 
has been read the second time, and will lie upbn the table. It can 
po aoned bya motion at any time the Senator desires to move to 

e it up. 


yre 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations; and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAKER submi an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; whic was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SEWELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
roae to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
£ Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the naval 5 bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
chal to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be propona by 
him to the sundry civil ee bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted four amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


TELEGRAPHIC CABLES IN THE PACIFIC OCEAN, 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the hearings before the Committee on Foreign Relations in 
to the bills S. 1316, to facilitate the construction and maintenance of 
te’ phic cables in the Pacific Ocean for the use of the Government in 
its foreign intercourse, represented by Messrs. Z. 8. Spalding and Wager 
Swayne, and S. 876, to L Seaton for telegraphic communication between the 
United States of America, the Hawaiian Islands, and Japan, and to promote 
commerce, represented by Messrs. James A. Scrymser and Edmund L. Eay- 
lies, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


FRANCIS HALL AND JURIAH HALL, 
On motion of Mr. McMILLAN, it was 


Ordered, That_Senate 7 7 58 No, 581, Fiftx fourth Con; 
accompanying the bill (S. 2469) authorizing and 3 e Secretary ot the 
Interior to quitclaim and release unto Francis Hall and Juriah Hall aud their 
heirs and assigns all the right, title, and interest of the United States in and 
to the east 20 feet front by the full depth of 100 feet of lot 2, in square 483. in 
the city of Ap deer D. C., as laid down on the original plan or plat of said 
city, be reprinted, together with additional papers. 


ess, first session, 
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REPORT ON RACING COMMISSION BILL, 


On motion of Mr. McMILLAN, it was 


Ordered, That Senate Report No. 330, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, 
accompanying the bill (S. 1866) for the incorporation of associations for the 
improvement of the b of horses, and to regulate the same, and to estab- 

aracing commission, be reprinted, together with additional papers. 


BOOKS FOR THE SENATE LIBRARY. 


Mr. CAFFERY. I submita resolution, and ask unanimous con- 
sent for its present consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary be directed to purchase for the 
Senate Library the following books on international law, viz: 

Bar's International Law. 

Bluntschli's International Law, translated by M. C. Lardy, 1894. 

Hall's International Law, 2 copies. 

Halleck's International Law. 

Lorimer's International Law, 2 volumes. 

Wheaton’s International Law, Dana’s edition. 

Wheaton's International Law, Lawrence’s edition. 

Woolsey’s International Law, edition 1800. 

And that the same be charged to the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. GRAY. Let me ask what the resolution proposes. I did 
not hear the first part of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Louisiana asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will say to the Senator from Delaware that 
the very efficient librarian of the Senate library has stated to me 
that these books are frequently called for. 

Mr. GRAY. They are for our library? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Les; and the librarian desires to have them 
in the library to meet the calls of Senators. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that the law 
resolution to be refe to the Committee on Contigent 
That reference ought to be made. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It has to be made. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule the resolution will 
be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
March 31, 1896, approved and signed the act (S. 1179) to repeal 
section 1218 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as 
amended by chapter 46 of the laws of 1884, relating to the appoint- 
ment of officers in the Army and Navy of the United States. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
action of the other House upon the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, and re- 

nesting a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments, and agree to the conference asked by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CULLOM, 
Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


UNSURVEYED PUBLIC LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], coming over 
from a previous day. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL on 
the 27th ultimo, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be directed to inquire and 
report such legislation, by bill or otherwise, as may be necessary to prevent 
the unsurveyed public lands of the United States from being approved and 
patented without a survey and examination, and report as to their being 
swamp and overflowed in the meaning of the act of Congress. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 
Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I hope the resolution will be passed. 


When I introduced it I accompanied it with a letter from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, stating that the land in the 


uires the 
mses. 


southern part of Florida, near Cape Sable and covering a consid- 
erable part of the peninsula, had been patented to the State of 
Florida, or et rather, as swamp and overflowed land and as 
unsurveyed 


d. The letter was in reply to persons who had set- 


tled or desired to settle as homesteaders on that land. It is quite 
obvious that under the swamp and overflowed land act of 1850 an 
examination and report is required before there can be any ep 

nd, 


proval of public lands under that act. This is unsurveyed la 
ahd therefore must be land that has not been examined and has 
not been reported upon, and that it has been selected without 
authority of law, to the detriment of homestead settlers who have 
a right to it for free homes, if it is, as they allege, not swamp and 
overflowed, but, on the contrary, dry land fit for cultivation. 

Mr. HOAR. I have an impression that the resolution is in- 
tended and does in some way affect a controversy about land with 
a railroad of which I believe people from my State are the owners. 
I do not know anything about the merits of the controversy, at 
least I do not remember what it is; if I have ever heard of it I 
have forgotten; but the resolution proposes peremptorily to order 
the Committee on Public Lands to bring in a bill. Perhaps the 
Senator from Florida will be content to have the resolution re- 
ferred to the committee. That will give the committee full juris- 
diction over the subject, and if they find it is proper that some 
action shall be taken they will report a bill. It seems to me it is 
a little doubtful whether the Senate ought peremptorily to com- 
mit itself, however clear may be the doctrine, in advance of an 
examination by the committee. I therefore tg a that the res- 
olution be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CALL. I should Tike to have the Senator from Massachu- 
setts give some reason why when it is reported here officially from 


a Department of the Government that they have patented or pro- 


e to patent lands unsurveyed under the swamp and overflowed 
and grant act 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator say that the Department have 
patented the lands? 

Mr. CALL. I understand that they have either approved or 
patented the land; and when it is evident that it is done without 
authority of law (because it is a self-evident proposition that no 
land unsurveyed can be approved under that grant), why should 
not this action be taken? e t requires that the field notes 
of the survey shall be taken, and there being no survey, there can 
be no rightful approval of the land as swamp and overflowed. 
Neither can there be any examination or selection of land as 
swamp and overflowed and unfit for cultivation under an act of 
Congress that requires the greater part of each 40 acres to be so 
3 and overflowed as to be thereby rendered unfit for culti- 
vation. 

The resolution proposes to direct the committee to inquire 
whether thatis true or not, and to report by bill or otherwise such 
legislation as may be necessary. It seems to me that there is no 
reason, because a railroad company may have some claim to land, 
why it should not be investigated, and if the claim is not right 
why that should not be deferred in favor of the homestead set- 
tlers. I think there is no reason why the resolution should not be 


passed. 

It is entirely evident that great wrongs have been inflicted on 
the people of the United States, and especially on the people of 
Florida, in the nullification of the homestead lawsas tothe public 
land, and depriving the people of Florida of their right to free 
homes, and approving the homesteads of the people to individuals, 
railroad corporations and their agents, who have grown rich on 
the labor of the people wrongfully forced from them. 

Mr. HO. he stronger the reason for having the resolution 
passed, the stronger the reason, it seems to me, for sending it to 
the committee without tying their hands. Here is a Department 
of the Government, as the Senator from Florida says, which has 
come to the conclusion that it is proper and right and lawful to 
patent certain lands without a survey and examination. Whether 
that is true of course I have no information except what I derive 
from the Senator from Florida; but if they have come to that con- 
clusion there must be some reason for it. Whether it is a good 
reason or a bad one, there must be some reason for it. Now, it is 

roposed that the Senate shall come in and commit itself abso- 
utely. If we were to pass a bill it would have three several read- 
ings and hearings. It seems to me that as there is no member of 
the Committee on Public Lands present on our side of the 
Chamber—the chairman is absent, certainly—the proper course to 
pursue is to send the resolution to the committee, and if a griev- 
ance exists, the stronger the grievance the more absolutely certain 
the committee will be to act upon and deal with the subject. 

Mr. CALL. Does not the resolution send it to the committee? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think the honorable Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. BERRY] on the left of the Senator from Florida is likely 
to be silent or inactive or indifferent if there is anything wrong 
being done with the public lands of the country. My only sug- 
gestion is in favor of orderly proceeding. I do not think that 
resolutions in the morning hour, which are not expected to be 
debated, ought to assert principles of legislation and bind and tie 
up committees in advance, 

Ihave not investigated this matter. I do not know what the 
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reason is. The Senator says the resolution is to condemn in sub- 
stance the action of some Department. I donot mean to say that 
he uses that term, but he says that the Department has done 


something which is clearly illegal. That I know nothing about. 

I only su t to the Senator that, instead of making the Commit 

tee on Pub ic Lands absolutely bound to report a bill of a certain 

character, they be directed to inquire whether such a bill is neces- 
, and if necessary, then to report it. 

5 CALL. That is just what the resolution does. 

Mr. HOAR. No, 

Mr. CALL. It directs them to inquire and report. If they 
inquire and find there is no reason for it in their opinion, they 
ill so report. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not so understand the resolution. 

Mr. CALL. That is the resolution, 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. CALL. It is a self-evident proposition, it seems to me, that 
if the Interior tment is approving and patenting lands un- 
surveyed, as to the character of which ~~ have no proper 
information, if they are approving land of that description—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? If he un- 
derstands the resolution as he states it, and will put in before the 
words may the words “ in their judgment,” so as to read re- 
port such legislation, by bill or otherwise, as may in their judg- 
ment be n I will consent to the resolution. 

Mr. CALL. Very well. I have no objection to that, because 
it does not make a particle of difference in the resolution. : 

Mr. HOAR. It will save the whole trouble. 

Mr. CALL. But I wish to say a word more. A great part of 
the area of the State of Florida has been taken away from the 
settlers upon the public lands of the United States who have, by 
law, a right to . We should not be so considerate of the 
claims of the nonresident people in the shape of corporations as to 
deprive the people who are to live and labor on this land of their 
= under the law. The Interior Department should not be 

owed to approve and patent land that is obviously not within 
the terms of the act and which they are prohibited from doing. 
This is a subject which should have the attention of Congress. 
Nothing can be more oppressive to the people than to allow the 
public land to be unlawfully approved in great bodies to individ- 
uals and land eee e and corporations. f 

I have not drawn the ution with a view of censuring or af- 
fecting any corporation, but I have a letter from settlers who in 
that far region of the South, away down upon the coast near Cape 
Sable, desire to make a home there, and they are making seppie 
tion for the land and stating that it is high and dry land and suit- 
able for settlement, and they are informed from the Interior De- 

ent that without a survey and without examination it has 
eee as swamp and overflowed land under the selection 
of some t or other. That is the whole of it, and I was further 
informed by an official letter from the Department some months 
ago that there was an agreement to approve nearly the whole pen- 
insula of Florida, under the name of the Everglades, by its ex- 
terior lines and without an interior survey or examination, to the 
State, and that would be to railroad corporations and would cover 
the whole area with a denial of the mens to free homes. 

Mr. HOAR. If any citizens of the United States, wherever they 
dwell, or any corporation composed of citizens of the United 
States, have got hold of, or are trying to get hold of, any land they 
ought not to get and have not a title to, of course they ought to 
be sto and it is the business of the Department to do it; and 
if the Department does not do it, it is the business of Congress to 
see that the proper legislation is enacted. There is no objection to 
that. What I do object to is the coming in and taking of those 
things for granted and having the Senate order legislation before 
the committee have inquired into the facts or into the necessity 
for it; but if the Senator now consents to the amendment that 
they shall report such legislation as in their judgment may be 
n. I haye not anything further to say. 

Mr. C. I only wish to say before the subject passes away 
that I have been protesting year after year against this deprival 
by the action of the Department of the people of the United States 
of their right to free homes, secured to them under the acts of 

I state that there has been a vast portion of the State 
of Florida that has been approved under the swamp and over- 
flowed land t act which is as high and dry as the top of this 
building, and that under this action of the Interior Department 
free homes have been and are to-day denied to a large portion of 
the people who are endeavoring to obtain them, who have a right 
under the law to have them, and that it has been and is now the 
imperative duty of Congress to examine into this subject and to 
see that the Department executes the law as Congress makes it. 
This is all I have to say on the subject. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. Prestient, I do not know exactly the pur- 
pose of the present resolution. I haye not been consulted with 
reference to it, and I did not suppose it would be called up in the 


absence of the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, at 
whose request it went over the day it was first introduced. Ican 
only say that the Committee on Public Lands, of which Iam a 
member, has always been disposed to protect the actual settlers 
and to see that they have their proper rights upon the public lands, 
Those who haye 8 settled upon them and those who desire 
to make entries and establish their homes there have no better 
friend than myself. Since I have been in the Senate, and even 
before, I have endeavored to secure fair and just treatment for 
them, and I have done so as a Senator, as an individual, and as a 
member of that committee. Their interests are safe in the com- 
mittee, and if the resolution is referred there for examination it 
will receive all proper attention and consideration. 

I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, there is but little difference between 
pon the resolution and referring it to the committee, but I 

ope that motion will not be agreed to, as the resolution simply 
proposes, and the Senator from Massachusetts has agreed to it, 
that the committee shall be directed to inquire and report. After 
what I have said I hope it will not be referred, but that the Senate 
will direct this inquiry, because we have an official statement from 
the Interior Department, upon the 5 of a settler for a 
homestead upon the public lands of the United States, that it has 
been approved under the swamp and overflowed land-grant act, 
without an examination and without a survey, and that is a suffi- 
cient reason for directing the committee to inquire and report. 
I do not see why there should always be opposition made to res- 
olutions of this kind, which only seek to and protect the 
right of the people to their free homes on the public lands. 

I have no criticism to make upon my colleague or upon the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. I state facts which are contained in the 
records of the Interior Department and of Congress. I state here 
that the people of Florida and the people of the United States who 
may emigrate there are toaa deprive of homes upon more than 
two-thi of the area of public land, the greater part of which is 
as high and dry as the roof of this Capitol, under an unlawful 
selection of the land as swamp and oyerflowed, each 40 acres of 
which is required to have the greater part of it so “swamp and 
overflowed as to be thereby rendered unfit for cultivation, and 
in the further condition that the land should be sold and the pro- 
ceeds applied to its reclamation by the construction of the levees 
and ditches 5 to make it dry and fit for cultivation.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] to refer the pending resolution 
to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. CALL. Lask for a yea-and-nay vote on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WII SON]. I transfer my pair to 
the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. IRB] and vote yea.” 

Mr, PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD}, and withhold 


my vote. 

Nr. WOLCOTT Claes his name was called), Iam paired with 
the osu from Ohio [Mr. BRICE], and for the present withhold 
my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MORRILL (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
withdraw my vote, being paired with the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Harris] and not knowing how he would vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 1am paired with the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. Not seeing him in the Chamber, I will 
withhold my vote for the present. e 

Mr. MANTLE. I have a general pair on political questions 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Marrin]. I will vote on 
this question. I vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. GEAR. I have a general pair with the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr.Gorpon]. Not knowing how he would vote, I with- 
hold ae 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
emro Sa GALLINGER]. I do not know how he would vote, and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the negative). I should 
to oar whether the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE] 

as voted? 

Te VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


vised. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with that Senator and withdraw 
W 

n Has the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] 
vo 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is advised. 


Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with that Senator and withhold 
my vote. 
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Mr. GEORGE. I have a right to vote to makea quorum, I 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I vote“ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 20; as follows: 


EAS. 
Bate. Daniel. Hoar, Sewell, 
Brown, Faulkner, Lodge, Sherman, 
Burrows, Frye, Mitchell, Oreg. Vest, 
Caffery, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. V. 
Cameron, Gray, Pasco, Walt) 
Carter, Hale, Platt, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Hawley, Proctor, Wolcott. 
NAYS—20. 
Alle Call, Mantle, Roach, 
Baron Cannon, Morgan, Shoup, 
Baker, George, Nelson, Tillman, 
Berry, Jones, Ark Peffer, Turpie, 
Butler, Kyle, Perkins, Whi 
NOT VOTING—4L 
Aldrich, McBride, Smith, 
Allison, Gallinger, M Squire, 
Blackburn, A Martin, Stewart, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Teller, 
Brice, on, Morrill, Thurston, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Murphy, ‘oor 
Chilton, Palmer, Warren, 
Clark, Hill, 0 
Cockrell, Irby, Pri rd, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Pugh, 
Dubois, Lindsay, uay, 


So the resolution was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. MORGAN. I give notice that on next Tuesday at the con- 
clusion of the routine morning business I shall call up a resolution 
which I submitted on the 9th of March and which has been lying 
upon the table, proposing to instruct the Committee on Pacific 
3 I desire to discuss the proposed instructions on that 

3: MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 55) for the establishment of a light-house and fog- 
pimal station at or near Big Oyster Bed Shoal, New Jersey; 


an 

A bill (H. R. 6408) authorizing the sale of title of the United 
States to certain tracts of land in the District of Columbia to 
Margaret Shugrue, Caroline Lochboeler, and John R. Scott. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 494) constituting Stamford, Conn., a sub: of entry. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6425) for the relief of Clifton R. Anderson; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 159) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to prepare and submit estimates for the improvement of the har- 
bor at Portland, Me. 

The message also announced that the House had ed a con- 
current resolution providing for the compilation of all the annual, 

ecial, and veto messages, proclamations, and inaugural addresses 
of the Presidents of the United States from 1789 to March 4, 1897; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 1861) for the relief of James Linskey from the 
operation of the act restricting the ownership of real estate in the 

erritories and the District of Columbia to American citizens; 

A bill (H. R. 4254) granting to the Duluth and North Dakota 
Railroad Company right of way through certain Indian reserva- 
tions in the State of Minnesota; 

A bill (H. R. 4698) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Matteawan; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 111) to authorize Benjamin Harrison 
to accept certain medals presented to him while President of the 
United States; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 114) authorizing and directing Bernard 
R. Green to exercise the duties and powers heretofore conferred 
upon the late Gen, Thomas L. Casey in relation to the construc- 
tion and completion of the Library of Congress. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 


by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, February 18, 1896, as follows: - 


Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is entitled toa seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I had reached this point yester- 


day evening when I surrendered the floor. One of the main points 
relied by the advocates of Mr. Du Pont's right to a seat in the 
Senate is that the speaker as speaker can not exercise the office of 
governor after the expiration of his legislative term. 

EXPIRATION OF THE LEGISLATIVE OFFICE. 

Our opponents make another objection which they seem to 
think formidable—another incongruity. It is that the office of 
representative in Delaware always expiresand the office of senator 
may expire before the time when the powers of a speaker exercis- 
ing the office of governor will terminate. 

hey . that as the speaker must be a member of the house 
over which he presides, that when his membership ceases he must 
cease to be speaker, and as he must, in case of the speaker of the 
house, always exercise the office of governor after he ceases to be 
a member, therefore the constitution could not mean what it 
plainly says—that he ‘‘shall” exercise the office of governor all 
the way through as speaker; and therefore our construction of the 
constitution must be wrong. 

I take the case of the speaker of the house being most favorable 
to the other side, as his membership in the house always expires 
before the termination of his exercise of the office of governor, as 
the basis of the answer I shall make. 

The members of the house are elected for two years from the 
first Tuesday in November of the even-numbered years—as 1892, 
1894, 1896. Hence their term of office alwuys expires in two years 
from that date. This date necessarily precedes the expiration of 
the governor's term at least two and one-half months, his term 
only expiring on the third Tuesday of the succeeding January. 

I agree that the office of speaker of the senate also terminates at 
the same time, for that is the end of that legislature. 

I make . on this point all the admissions required by the 
other side, and they are all required by the constitution of 
ware. 

This construction of the constitution of Delaware, admitted on 
both sides, fixes this situation as the true one and the one before 
the framers of the constitution of Delaware. That the vacancy in 
the office of 8 which causes a devolution on either speaker, 
must occur during the terms of the speakers. viz, prior to the first 
Tuesday in November inthe even-numbered years. If it occurred 
after that time, and before the first Tuesday in January succeed- 
ing, when the legislature meets and elects new ers, then there 
would be no speaker of either house during this interim, and under 
the fourth clause of the said section 14 the exercise of executive 
authority would go to the secretary of state, there being no other 
person who under the provisions of the constitution can exercise 
that office. 

So that, and this must be remembered, when the framers of the 
constitution provided for the devolution of the exercise of the 
duties of the office of governor on the speaker of either house the: 
knew that the office of speaker of the house would cease in a 
cases, and might cease in every case as to the speaker of the sen- 
ate, at least two and one-half months prior to the third Tuesday of 
Jannary, when such duties must cease. The same thing is true 
with reference to the membership of these speakers in their respec- 
tive houses. 

When, therefore, they said the speaker shall exercise the office 
of governor at a time when his office as speaker would otherwise 
cease, they ordained necessarily that his office should not then 
ional otherwise they made a command which could not be 
obeyed. 

Thavealready shown, and shown conclusively, that during all this 
time of such exercise that the speaker is and remains speaker, at 
least as to the exercise of the command of theconstitution that the 

eaker shall exercise the office till a new governor is qualified. I 
have not made this proof with reference to the office of senator or 
representative. Ladmit, if it will gratify the Senator from Oregon, 
that I can not make it. And I admit further that if it be neces- 
sary to make out so much of our case as depends on the construc- 
tion we place on section 14, that the speaker is not governor, but 
exercises the office of ery as a superadded power and duty 
imposed on him, that I show he remains senator or representative 
after the expiration of his term as such, I have failed on that 
point. I admit that it is of the essence of a free representative 
government (and it can not be free unless it be representative) that 
the periods which the people in their organic law have fixed for 
the return to them for a new selection of the political power they 
have granted to their representatives are so essential to free gov- 
ernment that these periods can not be c ed by mere infer- 
ence and argument, but only by clear and unmistakable language. 
We can have substitutes—provisional and ad interim selections 
for executive and judicial officers, but none for senators and rep- 
resentatives. These have been selected by the people to stand for 
them, to act for them, and under a responsibility that comes from 
a return of their aid at stated periods to the people themselves. 
They are entitled to Fe ee, chosen by them, who are to 
stand for them at all times as active, living nts, whose com- 
missions can neither be enlarged nor diminished t 


nor suspended, 
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I find nothing in the constitution of Delaware which changes or 
modifies this in the least. But I find in this constitution ample 


provision to retain the old regular representative system with full 
Senators and representatives all through the time that the speaker 
of either house is 1 the office of governor. 

It must be borne in mind that there is no provision in the con- 
stitution of Delaware which requires the speaker of either house 
to bea member of the body over which he is chosen topreside. Not- 

withstanding he is an officer under the State of Delaware, and all 
officers are prohibited from being a senator or representative, I 
have admitted, and do now admit, that he may be selected from 
the members. I am also willing to admit that he has always been 
so selected in Delaware; and except where the constitution has 
provided a speaker or presiding officer for a legislative house, I 
admit that he has always been so selected from the members in 
every State in the Union. But why, when there is no provision 
in the constitution regarding it? 6 only answer is, that by the 
common, unwritten parliamentary law the selection should be 
made from the members of the house over which he presides. 
This law, however strong it may be, however binding it may be 
on each house separately, in electing a speaker is not beyond con- 
stitutional or legislative control. This is seen in those States 
where a lieutenant-governor is made the presiding officer of the 
senate. This is a total abrogation of that rule as to that branch 
of the legislature in those States. If the constitution can abro- 
gate the rule wholly, as all must admit it may, it is equally clear 
it may abrogate it partially, and in any particular instance. 

It has been igi ae partially in Delaware by express constitu- 
tional provision. e constitution commands that the er 
shall exercise the office of governor, as speaker, as I have shown, 
beyond his regular term as a senator or representative. This must 
mean either that the term of the senator or representative is also 
extended with that of the speaker or that the speaker, as to that 
duty, that exercise, remains speaker till the exercise is finished, 

though he may cease to be a member. j 

I have shown that the first alternative is not allowable. It fol- 
lows that the second is the true one. A constitution never com- 
mands the doing of a thing and at the same time annexes condi- 
tions to the doing which renders performance impossible. 

This common law parliamentary rule, like every other rule of 
the common law, may be repealed by legislativeaction. It would 
not alter the constitution of that State as expressed in section 14, 
if in pursuance of an act of the legislature the houses should select 
as speakers persons not members. The being a member is not a 
constitutional qualification for being speaker, but a mere common- 
law regulation, which must yield to the constitution making pro- 
visions contrary to it, asin the case of a lieutenant-governor made 
the presiding officer of a senate. 


SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE, 


The importance of this contest is such that I feel compelled to 
add yet another argument, based on another provision of the con- 
stitution, to remove the slightest doubt, if any yet remain, as to 
the true character in which the speaker of the senate, or of the 
house, acts in exercising the executive authority of the State of 
Delaware. 

The provision of the constitution referred to is section 5 of 
Article II, and is in these words: 

Each House shall choose its er and other officers; and also each house 
whose speaker shall exercise the office of governor may choose a speaker 
pro tempore. 

This section, as to the ker and the other officers, is manda- 
tory. It commands the house to choose a speaker. It ought to 
have stopped here, as the Constitution of the United States does 
in case of the Speakership of the House of Representatives, if the 
framers of the constitution of Delaware were content to leave 
the power to choose a speaker pro tempore where it rests in par- 
liamentary law—namely, in the absence of the speaker, either 
voluntary, or caused by disability or otherwise, for it is an es- 
sential and inherent power in a legislative body authorized to 
choose its speaker to do these two things— 

First. To remove the speaker for just cause, to be judged of by 


em. 

Second. To choose a speaker pro tempore in the absence of the 
speaker, however occasioned. a y 

I suppose I ought to read from authorities on that last point, 
and I read from Cushing’s Parliamentary Law, page 121, chapter 
2, as follows: 

The power to choose one of their own members a temporary presiding offi- 
cer, in case of the absence or other disability of the officer designated, though 
expressly given in most instances, is a necessary incident to a parliamentary 
assembly in this country, and would be considered as given unless expressly 
withheld. 

So that it was wholly unnecessary to add this power, as was done 
by the words, ‘‘and also each house whose speaker shall exercise 
the office of governor may choose a speaker pro tempore, may” 
being used simply in the sense of conferring a power upon the 
house—if the power to elect a pro tempore speaker was intended 


to be given only when the speaker was absent, whatever might 
cause of such absence, whether voluntary or enforced. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
ee qa Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator from 

egon 

r. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator states, what we all 
admit, that even in the absence of any express power given in a 
constitution this power to elect one of their own number exists 
under general parliamentary rules. That being so, does it not 
strike the Senator that the very fact that they inserted such a 
clause in this constitution indicates that it was the intention of 
the constitutional convention to make the clause, as I think it is, 
mandatory? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido not. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And that the word ‘‘may” there 
should be construed as shall.“ 

Mr. GEORGE. My friend now, as throughout this whole de- 
bate, has insisted on using or constructing the English language 
as employed in the constitution of Delaware in a directly contrary 
sense from that which it ordinarily has. I will answer the Sena- 
tor on that point, and it is part of my ar ent: 

But there was no power to elect a speaker pro tempore, outside 
of or without this clause, when other and independent powers not 
relating to presiding in the house were conferred on the speaker. 
It existed only in his absence. The power existed to elect a full 
regular speaker whenever the office was vacant. So this was the 
situation confronting the framers of the constitution of Delaware. 
If we make the office of speaker vacant when he exercises the ex- 
ecutive authority, then no further authority is needed, for it is 
already confe: under the first clause, “each house shall elect 
its speaker.“ That power is just as full when he vacates it b 
going into the office of governor as when he vacates it by deat 
or resignation. There is no speaker. The language of the con- 
stitution and the power conferred by the constitution is in full 
operation. t 

If we intend—l am now speaking of the situation which pre- 
sented itself to the framers of the constitution of Delaware—that 
such exercise of executive authority shall not vacate the speak- 
er’s office, then further power is needed, unless we intend that 
there shall be no choosing of a speaker pro tempore except when 
and as often as the speaker shall be absent. 

So in this situation, determining, as they did, not only in sec- 
tion 14, on which I have so fully commented, but in this very sec- 
tion, that there shall be no vacancy in the office of speaker when 
in the exercise of executive authority, they confer this power to 
elect a speaker pro tempore in a new casus, wherein it did not 
exist pofore namen, when the speaker wasin the exercise of exec- 
utive authority. is power was conferred so that it may be 
exerted at any moment after the commencement of such exercise 
of the executive authority. Whether the speaker was absent 
or present, it made no difference as to the exercise of the power. 

en the choosing was made this pro fem speaker presided 
or not as the regular speaker might be absent or present, just 
as the President pro tem of this body presides. 

This reasoning establishes beyond controversy, as I respectfully 
submit, that the office of speaker was not vacated by his exercise 
of the executive authority, and also shows the true reason for the 
power given—not the duty imposed—to choose a speaker pro 
tempore. 

tt ¢ equally establishes that there was no suspension of the 

er from his office as er during such exercise. If the 
suspension took place at all it continued, as the advocates of Mr. 
Du Pont contend, till the end of his exercise of the executive 
power. This is exactly in plain English equivalent to a provision 
that he shall not exercise the office of speaker or any part of it 
till the end of his exercise of the executive authority. I have 
shown already that the speaker's office always ends, without ex- 
ception, at the very moment of the termination of this exercise of 
the office of governor. Not one jot or tittle of it either in power 
or in name ever extends beyond that moment. 

So that if on his entry on such exercise he was suspended from 
the office of speaker, or, in plainer English, he lost the power to fill 
the office or to exercise the office, he necessarily remained in that 
condition till the end of his exercise of the executive authority. 
A suspension from office or its equivalent, a loss of power to exer- 
cise an office, which must necessarily continue till the end, the full 
and complete end, of the term of the officer, is neither more nor 
less than, nor in the slightest degree different from, a full and 
complete vacancy in the office. collect, I admit that the so- 
called suspension or loss of poyer to execute the office must, not 
merely may, extend through the whole term. If there be a con- 
tingent remainder in the exercise of the office, or a.possibility 
that the alleged suspended speaker may, in any event provided for 
in the constitution, go back to the office and hold it as of his old 
term, I do not make out suspension to be equivalent to vacating 
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tie emos There is in fact no such remainder, no such possi- 
ity. 

He can not resign the exercise of the office of governor, because 
the constitution says: The speaker of the senate (or of the house) 
shall exercise it til the elected governor is qualified.“ As I have 
demonstrated over and over again in this argument, he exercises 
this office as speaker and in no other way. He can resign the 
speakership or be removed from it, as the first clause of section 14 
says he may, and thus create a further vacancy in the office of 
governor; but having so resigned or having been so removed from 
the speakership, his whole office of speaker is gone; there is left 
no contingent remainder in it for him. 

But I should add a statement to prove what I have already said 
that this very section 5 of Article II, providing for the election of a 
speaker pro tempore, assertsin the plainest terms that the speaker 
exercising the office of governor exercises it in his character as 

ker. The language is, And also each house whose speaker 
shall exercise the office of governor may choose a speaker pro 
tempore.” Here again we have a direct and unequivocal asser- 
tion that the 1 as such, exercises the office of governor. 
This choosing of a ker pro tempore manifestly can never take 
place simultaneously with the beginning of such exercise nor 
pce thereto. It must take place afterwards if at all, and as the 
egislature is in session but for a small portion of the term of a 
aker, the choosing may be many months after the entering of 
the speaker on such exercise, yet the plain meaning of the sec- 
tion is: That the choosing shall be only when the speaker shall exer- 
cise the office of governor. 

This is but a repetition of all the statements of the constitution 
on that subject—that it is the speaker and no one else who exercises 
the executive authority all along through the whole period of such 
exercise. Recollect, now, we are considering a case of vacating 
the office or suspending the officer by implication and inference, 
and not a case of an express declaration that the office shall be 
vacated, as in the Pennsylvania constitution, nor a case of express 
suspension of the officer, as in case of the constitution of Maine. 
Of course, when the constitution says expressly one or the other, 
the constitution must be obeyed, just as much as when it says 
the speaker shall exercise the office of governor. But when it is 
argued, as here, thatesuch must be the result—from provisions of 
the constitution in relation to the office, arising from an alleged 
incongruity of such provisions with the idea of a full office—then 
we may argue, as I have done here, that no such incongruity 
exists, and that the meaning of the constitution is directly the 
reverse. And I may add here that it is impossible to conceive 
that the framers of the constitution meant either total vacation 
of = office or suspension of the officer, since they refused to say 
either. 

This ends what I have to say on the true meaning of clause 1 in 
section 14, Article III, of the constitution of Delaware, wherein it is 
provided that upon any vacancy happening in the office of gov- 
ernor, by his death, removal, 1 or inability, the speaker 
of the senate shall exercise the office until a governor elected by 
the people shall be duly qualified.” I have demonstrated that this 
see as by the plain words used, as above quoted, exercises that 
office, as he is therein commanded to do, as speaker, in that char- 
acter alone; that this exercise in that character was imposed on 
him in the beginning and remained with and on him from that 
moment to the end of such service, with his powers as speaker 
unimpaired and unaffected. And further, that his powers as sen- 
ator were likewise unaffected as long as his term of senator was 
unexpired, and that as Mr. Watson’s term either as speaker or 
senator had not expired on the 9th day of May, 1895, when he 
voted for Senator, that such vote was legal and valid in all 

ts whatsoever. 

Tadd as fully sustaining this view certain authorities, which are 
conclusive on the subject: 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Mississippi 
allow me at this point? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In order to test the validity of the 
Senator’s argument, as I think it has a bearing upon the question, 
I would inquire of the Senator whether, in his judgment, Mr. Wat- 
son, while exercising the office of governor, could be impeached as 
governor? The constitution of Delaware provides that the gov- 
ernor of the State may be impeached for high crimes and misde- 
meanors, as I believe it reads. Couid he,in the event of his being 
guilty of high crimes and misdemeanors, be impeached by the 

ouse of representatives, and could he be tried by the senate of 
the State of Delaware on that charge? 

Mr. GEORGE. The answer is very plain. Under the consti- 
tution of Delaware all civil officers are liable to impeachment for 
high crimes and misdemeanors. The aker of the senate is a 
civil officer under the constitution of Delaware, as I demonstrated 
. Those executive functions having been annexed to 

im, imposed on him by the constitution of Delaware, they became 
his duties and his functions as speaker of the senate, and he could 
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be impeached as er of the senate for high crimes and mis- 
demeanors in his office in not discharging those extra duties im- 
posed on him under this clause of the constitution. That is my 
answer. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. He could not be impeached, then, 
I understand, as governor, according to the opinion of the Senator 
from I pon 

Mr. GEORGE. If they were to impeach him as governor they 
would use a misnomer, but they could impeach him as president 
of the senate exercising the office of governor and allege as the 
cause for the impeachment that it was a part of the exercise of the 
office of governor to do so and so, and that he did not do it, or that 
he did it wrongfully and falsely. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There is another question. Sup- 
pose while exercising the office of governor he commits a high 
crime and misdemeanor after the time for which his term as 
speaker would run: can he then be impeached for high crimes and 
misdemeanors, and would he then be impeached as governor or as 
speaker of. the senate, although his term as speaker had expired? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have proven, if any faith can be put in human 
reasoning, that he remains speaker of the senate notwithstanding 
the expiration of his term as senator and his original term as 
speaker of the senate, up to and including the very last moment of 
the exercise of the executive authority. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Mississippi has 
charged me pretty distinctly several times in his argument with 
interpolating and striking out . 

Mr. GEORGE. Obliteration and interpolation. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. With obliteration and interpola- 
tion. The Senator then is forced to the conclusion which he 
maintains here by being compelled to insist that this clause of the 
constitution imposing upon the speaker of the senate the duties of 
governor extends the term of the speaker? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have argued that, and for the very plain and 
manifest reason that it is impossible, under the constitution of 
Delaware, for the end of the speaker’s service under clause 14 
ever to be prior to the qualification of the governor in January. 
So the framers of the constitution, knowing that his office as sen- 
ator and speaker would expire in November, commanded him as 
such officer to exercise those powers until the third Tuesday in 
January, and they necessarily conferred upon him the power to 
exercise the He Gs ed on him. The constitution says so. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator’s argument compels 
him to that position, namely, that notwithstanding, in my judg- 
ment, there is nothing in the constitution of Delaware to warrant 
it, the term, the tenure of the office of senator or of speaker of the 
senate, at least 

Mr. GEORGE. Only of speaker 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is extended. 

Mr. GRAY. There is nothing in the constitution 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In other words, it extends the 
office of speaker beyond the time for which he was elected speaker 
and after the time of the expiration of his term as senator. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am under no compulsion in this case except 
the compulsion to get at the true meaning of the constitution of 
Delaware. The answer to all that my friend says is found in 
the first clause of section 14: 

Upon any vacancy happening in the office of governor, by his death, re- 


moval, res tion, or inability, the speaker of the senate shall exercise the 
office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualisied, 


That is never before the third Tuesday in January succeedin 
the November in which he may go out of office, or must go out o 
office, as speaker. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 

ition made plain. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let it be understood. Iam not here, as I fear 
my friend from Oregon is, to construe this constitution accore 
to an ideal which I have framed in my mind as the proper mode oi 
framing a constitution. I am here to ascertain what the people 
of Delaware did when they framed their constitution; and if they 
have put incongruities and inconsistencies into it, it was within 
their constitutional power to do so. 

Mr. President, I said I would read some authorities. The people 
of Delaware were originally a part of the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator means that the people of Pennsylva- 
nia were originally a part of the State of Delaware. 

Mr. GEORGE. Have it that way. They were both under the 
same government. William Penn gaye those three counties in 
Delaware—Newcastle, Kent, and Sussex, I believe—the privilege 
of establishing a separate and independent government, with a 
legislature, which was called the government of the three conn- 
ties of Sussex, Kent, and Newcastle.” So there was asort of kin- 
ship, a community of ideas and feelings, between the people of the 
two States, and it is found in the framing of that constitution. I 
wish to show how they went together. The first thing I will read 
here is simply to show that the one constitution was copied from 


I simply wanted to have that 


the other, and that the great statesmen of those two States thought 
in the same channels and in the same words. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. What is the date of the constitu- 
tion from which the Senator is about to read? 

Mr. GEORGE. The constitution of Pennsylvania of 1838, which 
Was seven years after the constitution of Delaware was framed. 

Each house shall choose its speaker and other officers; and the senate shall 
— 25 opacs ii speaker pro tempore when the speaker shall exercise the office 

gov * 

They said shall.“ There is a little difference. They“ shall“ 

a speaker pro tempore. The people of Delaware said “may.” 
That shows they were running along in the same language. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. They used a different word which 
meant the same. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is the same language except in that respect, 
and they reached a different conclusion. 

The Pennsylvania people wanted to make their legislature elect 
their speaker pro tempore, and the people of Delaware did not 
want to have that thing. They merely ve them the power. 

The Senator from Oregon seems to think it such a great outrage, 
such a great anomaly, for the speaker of the senate of Delaware 
to exercise the office of governor and at the same time to preside 
in the senate. How many members compose the senate of Dela- 
ware? Notso many as compose some of the committees of the 
United States Senate. So that his duty in presiding over the 
senate would not much more interfere with his business than 
being chairman of one of our committees would interfere with 
being a Senator in this body. It is averysmall body. There are 
nine members. The legislature of the State ordinarily sits—how 


long? 

Mr. GRAY. Three months. 

Mr. GEORGE. Three months every two years, one and one- 
half months a year. - 

Then right here, to show that the States have a right to do as 
they please about it, I will state that the constitution of Rhode 
8 makes the governor the presiding officer of the senate or 
council, and then the old constitutions to which I referred yester- 
day, that is, those quoted from by Mr. Madison in the forty-seventh 
number of the Federalist, made their governor not only presiding 
ofticer of the senate, but one of them also made him judge of the 
supremecourtof the State. All those things are very incongruous. 

those things are very mach inst the idea which my friend 
from Oregon. the ideal, not the idea, which he has fixed in his 
own mind asthe one by whichall constitutions ought to be framed. 

Here is another provision. I believe it is in exactly the same 
words as the constitution of Delaware: 


No member of Congress, or paon holdin 
States or this State, shall exercise the office oi 


I believe that is verbatim. 

Then I come down to section 14. It seems they have the same 
sections meaning the same thing. Section 5 here is the same as 
seciion 5 in the constitution of Delaware. Here is section 14, 
which is the same as the section we have been commenting on so 
long, conferring powers upon the speaker: : 

In case of the death or resignation of the governor, or his removal from 
office, the speaker of the senate shall exercise the office of governor until an- 
other governor shall be duly qualified. 

It is the same thing exactly, and yet, as I showed to the Senate 
yesterday, when Governor Johnson, one of the most distinguished 
men in this country, was speaker of the senate and exercised the 
office of governor of Pennsylvania, under that clause he felt it his 
duty to resign his office of senator and his office of s er of the 
senate before he took upon himself the newly elected office of gov- 
ernor, never assuming or aspiring to be governor until he todk it 
under the election by the ple. The people of Pennsylvania 
somehow or other did not like the way that thing worked. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. About when Mr. Johnson 


resign? 

Mr. GEORGE. He was elected in 1848, and served in 1848 as 

er of the house. I remember it very well. 

Mr. BROWN. In 1849. 

Mr. GEORGE. In 1849. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Did Mr. Johnston resign his 
speakership and senatorship prior to the time when he ceased to 
exercise the office of governor? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ithink he was to go into the office of governor 
on the 15th. 

Mr. BROWN. On the 17th. 

Mr. GEORGE. Or the 17th, and he resigned on the 13th. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. What I want to get atis whether, 
as a matter of fact—my impression is it is a fact—he continued to 
exercise the office of governor, to which he had succeeded by rea- 
<< of being speaker of the senate, after he resigned the speaker- 


Mr. GEORGE. He might have —_ he had a right to do it. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If he did, that is rather a little 

an istic to the argument of the Senator from Mississippi. 
Mr. GEORGE. I do not know about that. 


any office under the United 
governor. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 


Because then, 
concession of the Senator, he could not exercise the office of 
speaker if he ceased to be speaker. 

Mr. GEORGE. He could not resign the office of speaker if he 


ceased to be er either. 
Mr. of Oregon. It seems to me it is authority in 
our favor. 


Mr. GEORGE. He could not resign the office of 
the Senator contends, he had vacated both of them. He would 


to the 


speaker if, as 


have nothing to resign. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Mississippi will allow me. It 
does not militate from the force of the precedent that the Senator 
from Mississippi cited yesterday from Pennsylvania that Governor- 
elect Johnston resigned his position as speaker of the senate and 
afterwards as senator on the 13th in preparation for his inaugu- 
ration as governor-elect on January 17, four days prior thereto. 
The point of that precedent is that undoubtedly within the con- 
templation of the legislature of Pennsylvania and probably of all 
its people he continued to be senator, by that showing, and speaker, 
notwithstanding his exercise of the office of governor. ether 
or not by his resignation of the office of speaker and senator there 
was an interregnum in which there was no governor does not at 
all affect the argument of the Senator, There may have been. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator from Mississippi will allow me to 
answer the Senator from Delaware. It affects the question which 
is the real one we are reaching at as to whether the governorship 
or the exercise of the office of governor is connected with the speak- 
ership in the opinion of Mr. Johnston. He is cited merely as an 
authority to show that it was one and the same; that they are ex- 
ercised together. He resigned as speaker on the 13th, which was 
Saturday, and he resigned as senator on the same day, but con- 
tinued in the office of governor—— 

Mr. GRAY. It does not say so. 

Mr. BROWN. Exercising that office 

Mr. GRAY. There is nothing to show it. 

Mr, BROWN. Until the 17th. 

Mr. GRAY. There is nothing to show that he did. 

Mr. BROWN. V well. the Senator will refer to the 
authority from which he has clipped that extract, he will see that 
there is. On the 16th he still remained as governor. 

Mr. GEORGE. The answer to that is all very plain. He only 
tendered his resignation on the day fixed, and it was not complete 
until it was accepted by the senate, to whom it was addr i 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator will allow me, I think if he will 
examine the record of the journal from which that must have been 
taken, he will see that his resignation was accepted on the 18th. 
He continued as governor for the other four days. 

Mr. GRAY. Tuen there was no vacancy in the exercise of the 


office? 
Mr. GEORGE, In 1873 the people of Pennsylvania made a new 
constitution. They were not satistied with that state of affairs, 
and this is the ver they provided in the same section 14. In the 
meantime they provided for a lieutenant-governor who was 
to succeed to the governorship in case of vacancy, and then here 
in section 14, which makes provision for vacancy in the office of 
lieutenant-governor. 

In case of a vacancy in the office of lieutenant-governor, or when the lien- 
tenant-governor shall bs impeached by the house of representatives, or skall 
be unable to exercise the duties of his office. the powers, duties, and emolu- 
ments thereof for the remainder of the term or until the disability be re- 
moved shall devolve upon the president pro tempore of the senate. 

I do not know that that is very different from what the consti- 
tution of Delaware Snte on that subject, and it is not material 
whether it is or not. But here comes the point: 

And the president pro tempore of the senate shall in like manner become 
governor if a vacancy or disability shall occur in the office of governor. 

They discard the old constitutional language of the constitution 
of 1838. He shall exercise the office of governor,” and use language 
which I insisted on y 

Mr. GRAY. Which the Senator from Oregon uses. 

Mr. GEORGE. And whith the Senator from igs Se uses, 
They use that as proper language in the constitution. They had 
aright to strike out, because they were framing a new constitu- 
tion. They struck out the words shall exercise the office of 
governor and inserted shall become governor,” and when they 
made him a real governor it became necessary to make some other 
provision which was not in the constitution of 1838, and that is in 
the following words: 

And the president pro tempore of the senate shall in like manner become 
governor if a vacancy or disability shall occur in the office of governor; his 
seat as senator shall become vacant whenever he shall become governor, and 
shall be filled by election, as any other vacancy in the senate. 

That is the way in which constitution makers express the idea 
which the Senator from Oregon and those who agree with him 
insist is in the constitution of Delaware. They abandoned the 
language in their old constituticn, which was exactly the same on 
this point as the constitution of Delaware, and they inserted lan- 
guage which makes their meaning plain. 


—— 
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Mr. President, I have another authority. I read now from the 


constitution of Maine, The Senator from Oregon called our at- 
tention to an opinion given by the supreme judges of Maine, or at 
least three of them, in relation to the meaning of their constitution. 
The Senate will do well to note the difference between a decision 
of the court, made on argument by counsel, where it decides the 
reo and where it is a mere unargued, unadvised opinion of a 

udge. 
$ I Siah to call the attention of the Senate to section 5. It seems 
that sections 5 and 14 in these three constitutions are the same, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is very singular. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is very singular, but it is a fact. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I noticed that. 

Mr. GEORGE. Section 5, of article 5 of the constitution of 
Maine is in the exact words of section 5 of article 3 of the consti- 
tution of Delaware. 

No person holding any office or place under the United States, this State, 
or any other power— 

I believe that is added— 
shall exercise the office of governor. . 

That is in the constitution of Maine. 

Section 14 is in substance exactly the same as section 14 of the 
constitution of Delaware, so far as the question before the Senate 
is concerned: 

Whenever the office of governor shall become vacant by death, resignation, 
removal from office, or otherwise, the president of the senate shall exercise 
the office of governor until another governor shall be duly qualified. 

It does not say until another governor is elected by the people. 
It says merely another governor. That is about the only differ- 
ence. Thesame judge or set of judges who were quoted in seventh 
Maine were asked their opinion on that subject. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Seventh Maine? 

Mr. GEORGE. Sixth Maine. The Senator quoted from seventh 


Maine. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I quoted from Greenleaf. 
Mr. GEORGE. Sixth Greenl You can call it Sixth Maine. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. hide ea 

Mr. GEORGE. Page 508. Some 5 asked the judge about 
how the speaker of the senate exercised the office of governor, and 
he uses this language: 

The fourteenth section of the second article of the constitution provides— 

That is the very thing which I have just read, and I want to 
read it again, and no man who will hear read or read clause 1 
of section 14 of the constitution of Delaware will be able to dis- 
cover the slightest particle of difference between that constitution 
and this one. 0 

Whenever the office of governor shall become vacant by death, resignation, 
removal from oftice or otherwise, the president of the senate shall exercise 
the office of governor until another governor shall be duly qualified, 

That is the quotation. Here is what the judge said: 

This office he is to exercise because he is president of the senate and in 
virtue of his character as such officer at the time of such exercise of the 
ya ae not because he had been president during the year next pre- 

That establishes as the construction of the constitution of Maine 
the exact construction which we place upon this. I think there 
is another part of one of the opinions here that also ought to be 
noticed, Wotwichitendine these judges thought that the office of 
governor was so annexed to the office of president of the senate 
that when the president of the senate went out of office it went to 
his successor, they yet were compelled to admit that the interval 
of two or three or four days eee, Be phase the expiration of 
the office of speaker of the senate and the date of the inauguration 
of a new governor—they did not give a very good reason for it, as 
judges never do who give offhand opinions without argument— 
they were compelled to admit that from necessity he was con- 
strained to fill up these two or three days by the exercise of exec- 
utive duties. That would be a horrible incongruity, enough to 
make the gentlemen who have this high ideal about constitutions 
blush almost with shame that any American people should ever 
have framed a constitution with such a provision in it. Now, 
what does this judge say: 

So in case ot vacancy in the office of governor, the president of the senate 
the preceeding eee year, whose term of service as senator expires with 
the year. must from necessity act as governor, and the council of the preced- 
ing year continue to act as such, under the like aggre as above stated 
qua g the new legislature. (6 Maine Reports, page 512.) 

He must go on from necessity. There was no provision in the 
constitution of Maine that he should continue the exercise of his 
office until a new governor elected by the people was qualified. 
He fell short of that in the opinion of these judges, and yet there 
was a hiatus, an interregnum, and they filled it by saying it was 
amatter of necessity that he should continue to exercise the duties 
of his office until the other one was qualified. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I look at the book? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; I think the Senator ought to read that. 
It is very useful reading. 


Mr. MITCHELL of m. Ihave read it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I know the Senator has. He had better study 
it and — on it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have studied it also. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, I come to the Seventh Maine case, 

Mr. GRAY. The Seventh Greenleaf case. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Seventh Maine, too, in which my friend 
from Oregon and a majority of the committee have exercised, I 
will say, a remarkable ingenuity. Here is the question: They 
have a way up in Maine, whenever they want a constitution con- 
strned—under a provision of their constitution, too—to write a let- 
ter to the judges of the supreme court—I believe that is the name 
of the court, and ask them what they think about it, and fre- 
quently, without getting together, as stated in one of these cases 
and consulting, each one of the judges writes what his views are 
on the subject. I do not know that it is stated in the constitution 
anywhere what effect these opinions of the 3 court judges 
shall have, but I know there is a provision there that they shall 
give opinions, I 1 they are intended to be given for what 
they are worth, and if that is the standard by which they are tried 
in Maine I believe I will state that if they are all like the one I am 
going now to read in the hearing of the Senate they are worth 
exactly nothing, 

= MITCHELL of Oregon. How about the one you have just 
read? i 

Mr. GEORGE. They reason that out. They give some reasons 
for that. They ask the judge this question: 

Has the president of the senate, when the office of governor is vacant, and 
when he ought to be acting as governor, a right to preside and vote at the 
senate ? (7 Maine Reports, page 438.) 

Here is the opinion of the court: 

As to the second question— 

Not the opinion of the court, but the opinion of one member of 
it, concurred in by all of the three members of the court— 

As to the second question my opinion is that, while the president of the 
senate, in virtue of his office as such, is clothed with the power of ex: 
the oftice of I ba dard he has no right to preside over the senate or vote asa 
member of tbody. (7 Maine Reports, page 499.) 

Now, if the constitution of Maine on that point had been like 
the constitution of Delaware there might be, even with this un- 
argued, unconsidered opinion of the judges, some weight attached 
toit. But my friend from Oregon, the chairman of the commit- 
tee, has discovered a difference and has made some remarks on 
this subject. There is a vast difference. He tried to whittle it 
down to a very small difference, but there is a very vast difference 
when we come to that part of the case, and that difference will be 
seen at once by anyone who will give attention to the reading of 
the following clause: 


And whenever either the 8 of the senate or speaker of the house 


shall so exercise said office shall receive only the compensation of gov- 
ernor, but 
And here is the difference— 


his duties as president or speaker shall be suspended. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. But not his power? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, it does not say that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It says simply duties? 

Mr. GEORGE. Simply duties, and I am very pa that my 
friend has called my attention to the fact, because I was about to 
forget it, that it only said duties and did not include powers. 
Since my friend has called my attention to the fact he must deem 
it as a matter of some importance, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does he insist, will he state, that a nsion 
of the duties did not suspend the power of the president of the 
senate to hree in the senate? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think there is very serious ques- 
tion about it. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator only thinks there is a serious ques- 
tion. I do not think there is any question about it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Personally I am frank to say I do 
not believe the suspension of duties simply in a constitutional 
provon is a suspension of power, although it may be a debatable 
question, 

Mr. GEORGE. That is all there is to it. Then, if I understood 
the rt of the committee drawn up by the Senator from Oregon, 
his opinion is that he could, though he was not obliged to do so, 
preside in the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Exactly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, Mr. President, I am going to make some 
remarks on this point. I have some already written on this sub- 
ject, but the easiest way in the world to overturn the Senator on 
that point is to read the question and the answer. Here is the 
question, and I want to my friend’s attention to it: 

Has the president of the senate, when the office of governor is vacant, and 


when he ought to be as governor, aright to preside and vote at the 
7 gh acting as g „a rig P 
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“A right.“ The answer is, as I have read: 


As to the s:cond question, my opinion is that while the president of the 
senate, jn virtue of his office as such, is clothed with the power of exercising 
the office of governor, he has no right to preside over the senate or vote as a 
a member of that body. 


Now, I should like to have the Senator tell me, if he has the power 
to preside over the senate, why he did not have the right to pre- 
sideoverit? The Senator says he had the power, and in his report 
he says he might exercise it or not, as he saw proper; and yet in 
this very authority which he brings to the attention of the Senate 
the judge says he has no right to preside or to vote. The Senator 
sees it 


it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Istated just what the court states. 

Mr. GEORGE. No; the court says, or the judge says, he has 
no right. I am not going to call that a court any more than I 
would call this body a Senate if they were scattered down here on 
Pennsylvania avenue talking about the weather or politics. It is 
not a court. It is the judge. The judge says he has no right. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Oregon a question? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am not on the witness stand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

N r. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Oregon has made what seemed 
to me a very attenuated distinction between powers and duties. 
I should like to call his attention to the language of that clause in 
the constitution of Maine which the Senator from Mississippi has 
been discussing. After saying that the duties of the president of 
the senate, when he exercises the office of governor, shall be sus- 

nded (and the Senator from Oregon says there is a difference 
E duties and powers), the constitution goes on to say: 

And the senate or house shall fill the vacancy until his duties as governor 

cease. 

What become of the powers, or duties either, if a vacancy has 
been filled in obedience to that provision of the constitution? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I did not hear all of the Senator's 
statement. Will he please repeat it? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Oregon made the comment, 
when this provision of the constitution of Maine was read by the 
Senator from Mississippi, that there was a difference between 
powers and duties; that is, in the provision of the constitution 
that where the president of the senate exercises the office of gov- 
ernor his duties as president or speaker shall be s ded. If 
only his duties were suspended and his powers remained, which 
was the suggession of the Senator from Oregon, what shall 
become of either duties or powers if the following provision of 
the constitution is carried into effect? 

And the senate or house shail fill the vacancy until his duties as governor 
shall cease. 


What shall become of the powers or the duties if that vacancy 
shall be filled in obedience to that provision of the constitution? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Delaware at- 
tracts my attention to the latter clause of section 14, which I 
admit is an argument on your side of the case, in favor of the sus- 
pension of the power as well as the duty. I am frank to admit 
that it is an argument on your side of the case so far as that is 
concerned; but I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
Delaware and the Senator from Mississippi to this feature of the 


use. 

Mr. GRAY. On what page? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. On page 22 of the report. The 
opinion of the court—I call it the court—the supreme court of 
fina: in responding to the question submitted to it, concedes this: 

As to the second question, my opinion is that while the president of the 
senate, in virtue of his office as such, is clothed with the power of exercising 
the office of governor, he has no right to preside over the senate or to vote as 
amember of that body. (Opinion of the justices, 7 Greenleaf, 483.) 

The, constitution says nothing at all about suspending his right 
to vote. It simply relates toa suspension of his duties as speaker. 
Now concede, for the sake of the argument, that suspension of 
duties carries with it suspension of power. After all, it relates 
only to his duties and his power as speaker of the senate, and not 
to his duties and power as asenator, Sothis opinion of the court, 
so far as the right to exercise the duties and the power of a senator 
is concerned, proceeds exactly as though the constitution of Dela- 
ware and the constitution of Maine were precisely alike. Is not 
that a fact? TER 

Mr. GEORGE. Ithink not. I will answer the Senator’s point. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think there is no question about 
that. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will show the difference. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. think so, because the only 
difference in the two constitutions, as stated by the Senator from 
Mississippi very correctly, is the fact that the Maine constitution 
has in it a provision providing that while the presiding officer of 
the senate exercises the office of governor his duties as ker of 
the senate shall be suspended, but it does not carpen either the 
power or dutyof senator. Therefore I contend that this opinion, 


for whatever it is worth, of the supreme court of Maine is upon 
a constitution in all respects similar to the constitution of the 
State of Delaware so far as that point is concerned. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihave looked through my manuscript, I will 
say to the Senator from Oregon, and I find that in the course of 
fifteen or twenty minutes I shall reach a discussion of the very 
question which he now propounds, which I prepared in answer to 
the same position which he takes in the report of the committee, 
and so, to prevent repetition, I hope the Senator will indulge me 
until I get to that part. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, Certainly; thatisall right. Iam 
very anxious to hear the Senator upon that point. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, Mr. President, we have got to the point 
where the judge in Maine said that under that constitution where 
is suspended his exercise of the office of vice-president he can not 
preside or vote. Ihave corrected, I. think, sufficiently the argu- 
ment of my friend about the distinction between powers and du- 
ties by calling his attention to the fact that the judge decided 
he had no right, and if he did not have any right he did not 
have any power. If he ever had any power it was suspended, 
and therefore he had no right. I think that ends that part of it, 
but the Senator insists that this word ded,” as used in the 
constitution of the State of Maine, applies only to his suspension 
of the duties of the ↄffice of president of the senate and not of 
senator. Iam not going into that now. I will go into it further 
on. As I have just stated, I arranged to discuss the question fur- 
ther on, and so I will postpone it until I reach that part of my 
argument. 

Mr. President, I claim with confidence that the plain words of 
section 14, Article III, devolve the exercise of the duties of the 
office of governor on the speaker of the senate or of the house as 
such, as the judges expressly said those words did in the constitu- 
tion of Maine and that was their obvious meaning. And I also 
claim thatit not only can not be construed to mean that he became 
governor, but that the contrary meaning is not only supported by 
the language of that section, but by all other parts of the consti- 
tution which can have any application to the subject. But even 
if we could legitimately call him governor when in the exercise of 
the executive authority, it makes no difference as to his exercise 
of the office of speaker or the office of senator—to his being speaker 
and senator, 

I have shown in the first part of the argument that there is no 
common-law incompatibility between the exercise simultaneously 
of an executive and legislative office; that to constitute this in- 
Fark to use the language of the supreme court of New 

ork— 

The offices must subordinate one the other, and they must per se have the 
right to interfere one with the other. 

The same doctrine is announced by Meacham on Public Officers, 
in section 422, in the same words. 

It is equally clear that there is no vacating the first office—I 
want to call the attention of the Senator to that—where the party 
has no lawful right to decline the acceptance of the peace vl for 
this whole doctrine is founded on the ee that the officer 
voluntarily chooses to accept the second office. There is a deci- 
sion which I could bring to the attention of the Senate if I saw 
proper to enforce that view which says that where a penalty 
imposed upon a accepting the second incompatible office if 
he do not accept it, this rule of incompatibility did not apply. 

It is equally clear that there is no vacating the first office where 
the party has no lawful right to decline the acceptance of the sec- 

md, for this whole doctrine is founded on the principle that the 
officer voluntarily chooses to accept the second office and relinquish 
the first. If the law or the constitution commands an officer to dis- 
charge the duties of another office in a certain contingency or for a 
certain limited time, and such command shall be construed to mean 
that he shall actually become or be the second officer for the time 
specified, then without a positive provision, as in the constitution 
of Pennsylvania, declaring the first office vacant, the officer does not 
vacate the first office, howeverincompatible they may be by the com- 
mon law, for in that case the command of the constitution destroys 
the . The constitution commands the speaker to 
exercise the office of governor.” Construe that to mean, as m 
friend from Oregon contends it does mean, ‘‘ that the speaker shall 
be governor”; still it is a command, a positive and plain command, 
of the constitution that the speaker shall“ be governor. It com- 
mands nobody else to be governor. The speaker is the officer fill- 
ing the speakership. He can not be speaker unless he is in the 
office of 8 e office and the incumbent of the office are 
inseparable. Then, when the constitution commands the speaker 
to be governor, if we attribute that meaning to shall exercise 
the office of governor,” as it plainly does here, to fill an unexpected 
vacancy, anemergency which must be met at once, and for a time 
limited by the emergency, is it possible to conceive that the con- 
stitution meant not what it plainly says, but directly the reverse, 
viz, that the spaker shall not be governor? And that is what the 
argument of the Senator from Oregon means, because as soon as he 
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touches the office of governor he ceases to be speaker. Does implicit 
obedience to the constitution by an officer have the effect to make 
him not an officer, but an ex-officer? That the constitution means 
what it plainly says, that the speaker of the senate shall exercise 
the office, or, under the construction of the other side, shall“ be 
governor as speaker, is further evident from the fact that if he 
refuses the office of governor and remains speaker, as our oppo- 
nents say he would remain if he refused the office, then it would 
turn out as I demonstrated yesterday, that the office of governor 
could never go to any other person, for while he is speaker no 
other person in the world can ‘‘ exercise the office of governor,” 
as the constitution says, or“ be“ governor, as the Senator says. 
I think that answers it exactly. 

` If the Senators on the other side rely on other provisions of the 
constitution which prohibit generally other officers from being 
governor or senator, and claim that these vacate the office of sen- 
ator when a senator becomes governor under clause 1 of section 
14, otherwise these different parts of the constitution are Tepig 
nant, then I rely with confidence on the argument I have already 
made as to these repugnancies—that section 14 must be treated 
and held as an exception to the general rule laid down in other 
parts of the constitution. I have shown that these repugnancies 
are greater on the theory of the other side than on our theory. 
call the attention of the Senate to what I said on that subject, 
withont repeating it, except to say that this new governor, as our 
opponents insist he is, may be without a single qualification 
required by the constitution for the office of governor, either as to 
age, citizenship, or residence, or the manner of election, and must 
necessarily have as a qualification property to the amount of 
$5,000, which, the constitution says, shall not be required of the 
governor. What do our opponents say to avoid these manifest 


repugnancies? 
ut if it were possible that all the arguments I have heretofore 

advanced should be by anyone regarded as fallacious, I direct 
another argument to that person which can not be overturned. 
It is the same argument on this point presented with such force 
aud ability by the honorable Senator from Indiana r. TURPIE], 
and to support it I use the same authorities he relied on. 

I read sections 477, 478, and 479 of Cushing's Parliamentary Law, 
the very same sections which were read by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Indiana: 


477. Whenever a member ceases to possess those qualifications which are in 
their nature continuing, or which members are expressly required to possess 
during their continuance in office—as, for 1 when a member removes 
from the State or other local constituency in which he is required to continue 
to reside whilst in office—the seat of such member is hereby liable to be 
adjud vacant, upon the fact of such disqualification being brought to the 
knowledge of the 5 To the disqualifications of this kind may be 
added those which result from the commission of some crime which would 
render the member ineligible, or from some gross official or other miscon- 
duct, in consequence of which he is expelled, or discharged from being a mem- 
ber. In all these cases, unless there is some express Paper of law by 
which the subject is regulated, the fact of disqualification can only be in- 
quired into and decided upon by the assembly itself. 

478. The distinction has already been explained between those offices or 
employments.the possession of which at the time of the election renders a 
person ineligible and those the functions of which are merely incompatible 
with the functions of a member, the former avoiding the election, the latter 
only preventing the person elected from exe g the functions of a mem- 
ber until they are removed. When, however, a member has once been duly 
elected and en his seat, this distinction no longer exists, the acceptance 
of disqualifying and incompatible offices being equally effectual to create a 


vacancy. 
479. The only practical question in cases of this kind usually relates to the 
time when the acceptance of an office takes place. The subject is sometimes 
by law, but where this is not the case it may be considered asa 
rule, founded in the reason of the thingand corresponding with the practice, 
so far as it is known, of all our legislative assemblies, that in order to vacate 
the seat of a member by the acceptance of a disqualifying or incompatible 
office the election or appointment thereto alone is not sufficient, but the 
member must either have hig fgets his acceptance of the office ina formal 
manner, or have done what is incumbent on him tc 5 625 himself to dis- 
charge its duties, or have actually entered upon their discharge. In cases of 
s : the existence of the vacancy must be declared by the assembly 


If it be required to 1 so eminent an authority by argu- 
ment, such support will be found in the following considerations: 
Conceding for the present, for the sake of the argument (what 
Ihave heretofore shown to be utterly unfounded), that the speaker 
of the senate becomes governor and that by the constitution of 
Delaware the act of becoming governor is incompatible with the 
office of senator, still there is no vacancy in or amotion from 
that office, as shown by the Senator from Indiana, until the sen- 
ate of Delaware so adjudges. There. is no other tribunal in the 
world which has jurisdiction—power—to make such judgment. 
The constitution of Delaware requires the speaker of the senate 
to issue a writ of election in case of vacancy. He is the only per- 
son authorized to issue such writ when the vacancy occurs dur- 
ing the session of the legislature. What he does as speaker, the 
senate being in session, he does as the organ of the senate and by 
their direction and order; and yet four or five instances are found 
in the history of Delaware where, when the speaker of the senate 
was exercising the office of governor, other vacancies in that bod 
occurred. and there is a direction for the writ, or for the requisi- 
tion of the writ, for filling the vacancy ın everyone of them; and 


yet, although there haye been ten speakers who were exercising 
the office of governor, and who, under the theory of the advocates 
of Mr. Du Pont's right to a seat, all ceased to be senators, there is 
not a single iota on the journals of either house of the legislature 
of Delaware to show that either body ever considered the offices 
as vacant. The journals show the writs to fill other vacancies 
existing at the same time, and yet no notice was taken of these, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That antagonizes but one branch 
or theory of our case. 

Mr. GEORGE. But one theory. 

This necessarily comes from the exclusive riglit of the senate to 
judge of the qualifications and election of itsown members. Mr, 

atson had n admitted as a member possessing all the legal 
qualifications and thereby adjudged to be qualified, It is now 
alleged that since that time he has me disqualified, thereby va- 
cating his office by accepting an incompatible office. He denies 
the incompatibility and asserts his right to be a senator and to act 
as a senator. Who must judge? Only the senate of Delaware, for 
they are the exclusive judges of his qualification, or,if you please, 
his disqualification. No other tribunal in the world can so ad- 
judge, as was shown so clearly and conclusively in the able argu- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana. 

But Senators on the other side say that an incompatible office 
accepted ipso facto vacates the first. That is the lan e, I be- 
lieve, of the law books; but still there must be an adjudging as 
to the incompatibility unless the officer admits it. If he admits 
it, that is resignation, because the books say that when he accepts 
the one he resigns the other. 

It may be a doubtful question, or it may be, as here, an alleged 
incompatibility only; in reality no incompatibility at all. When 
and where and before whom must the question of this incompati- 
bility be tried and determined, and what is the condition of the 
officer—the senator—pending the trial of this question? These are 
very ns iF me questions. It can be tried Pano other tribunal in 
the world (leaving out now the power of this ‘a be afterwards 
considered) but the senate of Delaware. Will Senators favoring 
Mr. Du Pont say it may be tried before a judicial tribunal in 
Delaware by quo warranto . They will not, I am sure, 
because every authority in the world on such questions says the 
senate of Delaware has full and exclusive jurisdiction over the 
matter. Can any such tribunal decide it in any collateral pro- 
N wherein Mr. Watson is not a party, such as deciding on 
the validity of any act done by him as senator after the alleged 
acceptance of the alleged incompatible office? 

Lask Senators, any of them on the other side, to answer that 
question. 

There is but one answer, and that is in the negative, 

THE IPSO FACTO ARGUMENT. 

If I am met again by the assertion that he ipso facto by accept- 
ance vacates the office and therefore can no longer act, I answer 
that if it should be decided that the offices are not incompatible 
then there is no ipso facto vacating of the office, as they allege. if 
decided by a competent tribunal—the senate of Delaware—that 
the offices are 5 what is the effect of that judgment 
as to the acts of Mr. Watson between the acceptance of the office 
and the judgment—his amotion from his office of senator? This 
is an important inquiry. Will the Senator from Oregon answer? 
I hope he will now, or some other Senator on the other side. If 
not, I will answer from the law books. 

Why, Mr. President, in all the many contests about seats in 
Congress, in either House, and the legislatures of the States of the 
Union, the judgment of the spree body turning out of their 
seats men who had been seated, either for want of qualifications 
or for not being legally elected, there has never been a question 
up to this day of the validity of the official acts of the person so 
ejected, so declared not to have been a rightful member. 

The condition of a person occupying a seat in a legislative body 
who was without the qualifications necessary to entitle him to a 
seat, or who was never elected to a seat, can not be better as to 
this fact than that of a person who was properly elected, had the 
necessary qualifications, but lost them by accepting an incompat- 
ible office. In both cases the incumbent is unlawfully and im- 
properly in office, and ought to be ejected, but he is in office until 

e is turned out. 

If the Senators on the other side assert that there is something 
peculiar, something different, as compared with other cases, in 
this acceptance of an incompatible office, that in that case the law 
is that by the very act of acceptance he vacates or is ejected 
from office, still they do not help Mr. Du Pont's case, for it is set- 
tled by the highest authorities that in a case of that kind the in- 
cumbent still remaining in office, still recognized as in office, is a 
de facto officer, and that his acts as such are valid as to all the 
world. These same authorities, too, without an exception, so far 
as I have observed, assert another principle equally destructive to 
Mr. Du Pont's case, namely, that the validity of his title to the of- 
fice can not be inquired into in a collateral proceeding; thatit can 
only be questioned in a direct proceeding instituted by the State 
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whose officer he claims to be to eject him from the office, or in 
some cases by an action against the officer himself. I here quote 
from the case of Woodside vs. Wagg. 71 Maine Reports, pages 
209 and 210: 

That the two offices, judge of the municipal court and member of the leg- 


ble can not be denied. (Constitution of Maine, Arti- 
Commonwealth vs Hawkes. 123 Mass., 525.) 

That to accept and qualify for one of these offices while holding the other 
would be a resignation of the one first held, isa rule already adopted by this 
court. (Stubbs vs. Lee, 64 Me., 195.) 

It follows that when Judge Humphreys was qualified asa member of the 

islature his oy legai authority to act as judge of the municipal court 
ceased. He was no longer judge de jure. If hs continued to exercise the 
functions of a judge, he might have an mformation in the 


ousted 
nature of a warranto. (Commonwealth vs. Hawkes, 123 Mass., 525. 


quo 
But the immediate question under consideration is, What was the AC- 
of his acts. as to validity or invalidity, during such continuance in the 
exercise of the duties of a fee office, after expiration of the l ten- 
such 


? They must be vo ess they are to be upheld on the und that a 
judge holding po elk om — — is — regarded as an officer 

Mr. President, I shall read other authorities to sustain that view 
as to incompatible offices, the same as to every other office. In the 
first place, I suppose it will help the understandng of the argu- 
ment which I am making if I shall read from a distinguished 
court the difinition of a de facto officer, so that we rari ee | know 
with what we are dealing. I read from volume 1 of Allen's Mas- 
sachusetts Reports, page 557. Say the court: 

The precise definition of an officer de facto is, One who comes in by the 
forms of law— 

I think Mr. Watson got in in that way 
and acts under a commission or election apparently valid, but, in consequence 
of some illegality. incapacity, or want of qualification, is incapable of law- 
fully holding the office. 

That is what the Senator from Oregon alleges to be the case of 
Mr. Watson. 


The exact distinction between an r or intruder and an officer de 
Jacto is this: The former has no color of title to the office; the latter has, by 
virtue of some appointment or election. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Ourclaimisthat Mr. Watson went 
in under the form of law and went out under the form of law. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand that, and I am going toshow you 
he had not got out. 

Iread from 122 Massachusetts Reports, 446, from an opinion 
delivered by Mr. Justice Gray, now of the Supreme Court, then 
chief justice of the su e court of Massachusetts. In that case 
a man by the name o eee e the peace of 
the State of Massachusetts and had been elected to a seat in the 
house of representatives of that State. After he had taken his 
seat in that house, the offices being incompatible, he issued a judicial 
warrant. The only question was as to the validity of that war- 
rant. Says Mr. Justice Gray, speaking for the court: 

But if Mr. Hawkes, og taking his seat in the house of representatives, 
ceased to be a justice de jure, he was, by color of the commission which he 
still assumed to hold and act under, having the usual signs of judicial office— 

in the court, its nea ana attended by 3 no other 


islature, were incompa 
cle [X, section 2; 


person having been appointed in „a justice de 
Then he cites a great many cases to the same effect. I will read 
another: 


Judicial acts done in a court baron by a steward not duly appointed, or by 
an understeward who kept court as steward without authority ot the lord or 
or even by a clerk holdiag a court without disturbance by the 


h stewar 
per were held good, as done by color of authority, the lawfulness of which 
the suitors were not compellable to examine or inquire into. 


Then several cases from the State of Vermont are quoted. Says 
the court: 


The constitution of the State of Vermont declares that no person holdin 
any office of profit or trust under the 3 of Congress shall “be eligi- 
bie to any appointment in the legislature, or of holdin; 1 executive or ju- 
diciary office under this State.“ In McGregor vs. ch, 14 Vt., 428, a plea to 

urisdietion of a justice of the peace, that at the time of the writ, 
and at the time of the trial, he was a postmaster under the authority of Con- 
gress, and as such wes ineligible to the office of a justice of the peace, and un- 
authorized to take cognizance of the action, was adjud upon full consid- 
eration, to be bad, because he was a justicede facto, and the question whether, 
on the one hand, upon accepting and qualifying as a justice, he resigned the 
office of postmaster and became a justice de jure, or, on the other hand, con- 
tinned to hold the office of postmaster, and therefore could not legally hold 
the office of justice also, could not be termined in 


ed and de’ an action to 
which he was not a party. 
These are all cases about the incompatibility of offices and this 
ipso facto vacating. 


In 123 Massachusetts Reports, on page 254, there is another 

inion by Justice Gray to the point only that I have just made, 

t the right of a man who was elected and had accepted an in- 

compatible office could not be determined in a collateral proceed- 
ing. The court say: 

As, upon the allegations of the plea, he was at least a judge de facto, his 
jurisdiction could not be controverted upon this ground, nor the question 
whether the two offices were incompatible be tried, in a proceeding to which 
he was not a party. 

The court also refer to the following cases: 

Milward vs. Thatcher, 2 T. R., 81, 87; * vs. Baie 36 Vt., 423; Cool- 
idge vs. Brigham, 1 Allen, 333; Sheehan's Case, Mass., 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senator think that this 
is in the nature of a collateral proceeding or like unto it? 


Mr. GEORGE. I do not know that I can say that it is like a 
collateral ing. It seems to me to be no p ing at all. 
Neither the State of Delaware nor anybody else has any notice 
here. The Senate of the United States are requested by Mr. Du 
Pont, and that request seems to have met the assent of a majority 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, without any pro- 
ceeding, without any process, to turn a member ont of the legi 
lature of the State o: laware. If it is any proceeding at all, it 
is collateral; it is not a direct proceeding against Mr. Wateon to 
vacate his office. 

I read now from one of the greatest judges who ever presided in 
any of the courts of the Union, the old Chief Justice Parsons. The 
Senator from Oregon will recognize that I am right in describing 
him in that way. This is as to de facto offices generally; the others 
all relate to persons holding incompatible offices, 

The qsa which, by the plea before us, we are called on to decide in this 
action is whether the service of the 3 writ by Rodney Day was legal. 


That Jonathan Smith. jr., is sheriff 


ry certain; but whether he is sheriff de jure is 
defendants. 


Mr. Smith is no party to this record, nor can he be legally heard in the 
„„ 4 — 


Neither can Mr. Watson 
although our decision wonld as effectually decide on his title to the office as 
if he were a party. This would be Jaden a man unheard, con to 
natural equity and the policy of the law. om considerations like these 
has arisen the distinction between the holding of an otce de facto and de 
jure. 

That is enough. If my friend from Oregon will not believe 
these witnesses, then, in the language of Holy Writ, he would not 
“be ed thongh one rose from the dead” to testify. 

So, Mr. President, whatever view may be right as to whether 
Mr. Watson held the office of governor, andif so holding, whether 
such office was incompatible with the office of senator, still he was 
at least a de facto officer and his acts valid, and that defeats Mr. 
Du Pont's pretensions. 

This is the law of the Senate as expressly laid down in the case 
of Clark and Maginnis. All the judges and courts where the Eng- 
lish language is . peters where lish liberty is enjoyed, where 
common right and justice is supposed to be the end of government, 
are in perfect accord with the idea that Mr. Du Pont can not try the 
question of the title of Mr. Watson in a case like this; and also 
upon the further great principle that while he is in office, actually 
exercising the duties of the office, and before he has been adjudged 
out of the office. before there has been a judgment of a motion or 
removal, his acts are valid. Not only all these, but the Senate— 
this court—has announced the same doctrine. The Senate was 
asked to adjudicate the title of certain members of the legislature 
of the State of Montana who actually voted for Senators. 

Mr. TURPIE. For United States Senators? 

Mr. GEORGE. For United States Senators. Those gentlemen, 
without the votes of those men in the legislature of Montana, were 
not entitled to seats in this body. That case was tried before the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. I will just read one sen- 
tence from the report of the committee, and that will be enough. 
The committee were asked to adjudicate those men out of office, 
and they said: 

This adjudication is only operative for the future, and has no retroactive 
effect whatever. 

So Clark and Maginnis did not get their seats in the senate, and 
the other men remained in the legislature. Will this same court 
now, on exactly the same facts and principles, undertake to seat 
Mr. Du Pont, because the Senate may think that one man who 
voted for him ought not to have been in the legislature when he 
was? Are they going. contrary to the express doctrine here laid 
down and sanctioned by the Senate, to give their judgment a re- 
troactive effect, and seat Mr. Du Pont in this body? 

But he was not only de facto, but also, under the unanswerable 
argument of the Senator from Indiana, a legal officer—a senator— 
until the senate of Delaware should otherwise adjudge. I have 
argued as if he were a de facto officer; but under the argument of 
the Senator from Indiana, which has not been answered and can 
not be answered, and under the authorities read in support of it, 
Mr. Watson does not become a de facto officer; he still retains his 
character as a legal senator until the senate adjudges otherwise. 
I ask my friend, the Senator from Indiana, whether that is not 
correct? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. This that senate has never done, but on the 
con , as I will hereafter show beyond successful controversy, 
they have adjudged that he was arightful officer, and he was rec- 
ognized as such by the other branch of the legislature. 

Mr. President, the argument I have made up to this point 
seems to dispose finally of the question as to whether Mr. Watson 
by entering on the exercise of the office of governor vacated his 
otce of senator. 

But it may be as well to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that the uniform construction of the constitution of Dela- 
ware by the State authorities and the people of that State for one 
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hundred years has been, without a single break or exception, to the 
effect that the speaker of the senate or of the house exercising the 
office of governor under this same section 14 has not vacated his 
office of legislator, but uniformly returned to his place in the legis- 
lature after the end of this exercise. 

I will ask the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] whether he 
thinks I need refer to the cases. They have been referred to. 
There are five cases of that sort. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Itis conceded. There is no con- 
troversy on that question. In five instances they returned. 

Mr. GEORGE. There are five cases of that sort ranning over 
nearly a century, I believe. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. But it is also admitted, I suppose, 
in the same connection, that in not a single instance did any pre- 
siding officer, either of the senate or of the house, who succeeded 
to the exercise of the office of governor, attempt to exercise the 
office of speaker of either house, or senator or representative while 
he was exercising the office of governor. 

Mr. GEORGE, Exactly. That is the fact, I will dispose of 


that. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And we claim that the uniform 
construction of a hundred years upon this point ought to be 8 
Mr. GEORGE. In other words, the Senator claims, as I will 
show before I get throngh—I will put it right here, in short, by 
consent, as is sometimes pleaded in the courts—that five cases of 
neglect of duty on the part of five separate and distinct officers 
constitute a revocation of the constitution of Delaware, an annul- 
ment of the constitution of Delaware. I will come to that ques- 
tion directly. 2 
As to the binding effect of this construction on this Senate I will 
discuss hereafter, quoting on this point now only an extract from 
the report of a committee of this body in the contested election 
of I Potter vs. Robbins, in Taft's Election Cases, on e 94. 
This is a very important case, Mr. President. Iwill read the 
report of the committee directly, but I want to tell the Senate who 
composed the committee. If there ever was a committee of this 
body which had five men on it of equal distinction and ability as 
lawyers I am not acquainted with it. 
ere are those who formed the committee: First, there was 
George Poindexter, of Mississippi. than whom no ter man 
82 U the great trio, Clay, Webster, and Calhoun, ever had a seat in 
this body, who as a jurist stood in the first rank of his profession. 
The next man was William C. Rives, of Virginia. I think he has 
a history in this country as one of the ablest statesmen and law- 
yers who ever came into the Senate of the United States from the 
and old State of Virginia. Here was another, Mr. Freling- 
nysen, the gentleman who was so able and so distinguished that 
he was made the colleague of Mr. Clay in 1844 as a candidate for 
Vice-President. Here is another, Silas Wright. It is not worth 
while for me to say anything about Mr, Wright, of New York, 
though I will state right here that Mr. Wright dissented from the 
views of the others. But his ability insured that the question and 
every question before the committee should be fully argued and 
understood. Then there is another, Mr. Peleg Sprague, of Maine, 
one of the ablest lawyers who ever came here from that State, and 
who after his service in this body went on the United States district 
court bench and won a reputation as a jurist second to but few in 
this country. They were the committee who made the report. 
Silas Wright did not agree, but the committee had the benefit of 
Mr. Wright's talents and his arguments in committee in making 
up their opinion. 8 

The attempt was made in that case to set aside the election of a 
Senator upon the ground that one house of the legislature of Rhode 
Island was a nullity; that they had actually legislated themselves 
into office. It seems that under the peculiar constitution of the 
State at that time they had an election every six months, I believe, 
for representatives and senators, and it required a majority vote to 
elect. The result was they frequently missed fire, and it became 
an intolerable evil, having elections and nobody elected. And so 
this legislature, becoming tired of it, passed a law that when their 
successors came around to be elected that the old members held 
over until men were elected bya majority vote. So they put them- 
selves in office for six months, and then e a man to the 
Senate. Then the next legislature met. ey thought it was a 

tion that those men should thus have continued themselves 
in office. and they passed a resolution declaring the election void— 
that that was no legislature—and elected another man. The con- 
test was between those two. Here is what that distinguished 
committee say: 

It would seem to your committee a very dangerous assumption of power 
in one branch of Congress, or even in every department of the General Gov- 
ernment combined. to interfere with the internal regulations of the State, 
and todenounce the body by which these laws and resolutions were as 
a mere assemblage of citizens without any public authority whatever, and 
not the legislature of the State. Such a power does not belong to the Fed- 
eral Government, and would. if claimed and carried out to its full extent, 
annihilate all the reserved rights of the States. It isa general principle of 


national law. applicable to all distinct and independent 8 t if 
there arise any disputes in a State on the fundamental laws public 
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administration. or on the 8 thedifferent powers of which it is 
composed, it is the business of the State alone to judge and determine them 
in conformity to its political constitution. No government has a ht to 
intrude into the domestic affairs of another State and attempt to infinence 
its delibe or to control its action. This principle is recognized in the 
Constitution of the United States. by which the respective States united 
and formed themselves into a Federal Republic. 

That is the doctrine. We arenot through with the case yet, or 
with the report of the committee. It had to come before the 
Senate. The was sustained by a vote of 27 yeas for the 
report to 17 against it. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Oregon and the Senate generally, if it takes any notice of those 
things, as to how certain men voted on the report. 

The second name I find among the yeas is Mr. Bibb of Ken- 
tucky, a man who sat for a long time in the supreme court of that 
State, and one of the ablest judes who ever lived in this country. 
The next man is John C, Calhoun. Then comes Henry Clay. 

Mr. GRAY. They did notdivide politically. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then comes John M. Clayton, of Delaware. 
He was ype Oe those days. 

Mr. GRAY. e thought so in Delaware. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then Thomas Ewing, of Ohio, one of the 
ablest men who ever was in public life in thiscountry. Then the 
same Mr. Frelinghuysen who was on the committee. Then pass- 
ing over many names of great distinction, and all able men, I 
come to a man whose ability as a lawyer placed him in the front 
rank of the American bar—Alexander Porter, of Louisiana. All 
of you—we are nearly all living here in common-law States—may 
not have read and considered the opinions in the old time of the 
supreme court of Louisiana, when Alexander Porter and Francis 
Xavier Martin were on that bench; but all of you have read 
Story’s Conflict of Laws, and when you read that book you will 
find that Mr. Porter, up to the time that book was written, had 
done more than any and all other American jurists put together 
to sat ees in this country private international law. He voted 

‘ yea,” too. 

pass over a good many and come to the last name, that of 
Daniel Webster. I think, Mr. President, some years ago Mr. 
Webster had some standing in this country as an expounder of 
the Constitution of the United States. That is the way Mr. Cal- 
houn and Mr. Webster and all of the t men whose naines I 
have alluded to expounded the Constitution of the United States 
on the exact point involved in this controversy. 

Mr. MIT LL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Missis- 
SPEAN me right at this point? 

. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Mississippi has 
stated in a very general way what the controversy was upin that 
State. Then he read an extract, a very ably written extract, 
of glittering eralities from the report of the committee, 
should like to have him tell the Senate the precise point this body 
voted on when those great men voted one way and other great 
men voted the other way. 

Mr. GEORGE. They seated the man who was selected by the 
legislature which I described, who had put themselves in office by 
their own votes. 

Mr. GRAY. Extending their terms. 

Mr. GEORGE. Extending their terms. That was the result. 
They seated the man. f 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There was a controversy as to 
which of the two bodies 8 ing to be the legislature was the 
i ture of the State. 

r. GEORGE. Certainly. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
Mr. GEORGE. They had a right to decide it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That was all there was in that 


case. 

Mr. GEORGE. And a great deal of it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And a great deal of it, certainly. 
It has always been held by the Senate that where there are two 
bodies each claiming to be the legislature of the State, it has the 
right to determine which is the legislature. 

Ir. GEORGE. Yes. sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Because there can be but one leg- 
islature of a State. That was all there was to that controversy. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. sir. As shown by the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. TuRPIE] the other day, for one hundred years no Sen- 
ate has ever dared to inquire into the qualifications of a member 
of a legislature who had cast his vote for a Senator, 

Mr. TURPIE. It never has been done. 

Mr. GEORGE. Never. 

SUSPENSION OF MR. WATSON AS SENATOR AND ABEYANCE IN THE OFFICE 

But the Senator from Oregon contends that if there was no 
vacancy in the office the office must have been ded, or at all 
events the office was in abeyance. I asked him to state which of 
these was correct, which he would place his case on, but while 
he stated that as an original question he would say the office was 
vacant, yet he would not state which of these conditions was 
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right now. And he never has stated it. Only one of them can 
possibly be right—vacancy, suspension, or abeyance. If it can 
not be made out that one of them is right, then it follows that 
noneof them areright. Youcan notsplice them together, because 
they are incompatible, to use the phrase of my friend. An office 
can not be in the condition of all of them combined. If it be va- 
cant it has no incumbent and there can be no ion of an 
incumbent, for there is none; and if the incumbent be suspended 
there can be no abeyance of the office. I asked the Senator from 
Oregon to state one or the other of these to be the true situation. 
He declined to do it. I give him the opportunity now to do it if 
he wants to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I stated most distinctly in answer 
to the Senator, when I was addressing the Senate and he inter- 
rupted me some days ago, that it is my opinion 

. GEORGE. As an original question we put it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Clear and distinct that a proper, 
fair construction of the constitution of the State of Delaware 
makes it an absolute vacancy. 

I said in the same connection that the fact that four or five of 
the speakers of the senate and of the house who had succeeded to 
the exercise of the office of governor had gone back after they had 
finished their terms as governor and resumed their seats was a 
construction, so far as they could give a construction to the con- 
stitution of the State of Delaware, to the effect that the duties of 
senator and speaker of the senate were simply held in suspension 
while exercising the office of governor, because not one of the ten 
except Mr. Watson ever attempted to exercise any of the duties of 
senator or speaker of the senate while exercising the office of goy- 


ernor. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understood the Senator’s position exactly as 
he states it now. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There is no controversy about it, 


then, 

Mr. GEORGE. What J am trying to do is to ascertain whether 
the Senator will say now, and whether he will put Mr. Du Pont's 
case on it for the committee, that the office was vacant, or leaving 
out that, that the office was suspended, or leaving out both of the 
others, will say it was in abeyance? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me, it is 
not necessary for me to select one branch of a case and abandon 
another branch of a case, when either branch is good and makes 
out my case. 

Mr. GEORGE. And whether 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oragon. Now, one moment. Then whether 
the office became absolutely vacant or whether the functions were 
suspended during his exercise of the office of governor, in either 
event Mr. Du Pont’scase is made out. Why, then, should the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi insist that I abandon one theory when I have 
two theories, either one of which is good? 

Mr. GEORGE. I would have no right to make the Senator do 


that 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And, moreover, is there any incon- 


si rng AT 
Mr. GEORGE, I was going to state that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is there any inconsistency upon 
my part and upon the part of those who a: with me in claim- 
in fore the Senate and before the world that here is a consti- 
tation of a great State which is susceptible of two constructions. 
It may be susceptible of three constructions. We say it is sus- 
ceptible of only two, and no matter which one of those two con- 
structions you give it, in either event it seats our man. I insist 
that we are not inconsistent in making such claim. 

I might say further that it is susceptible of three constructions. 
The Senator from Mississippi puts one construction upon it, and 
says it is susceptible of that one construction and no other. We 
upon our side say it is susceptible of two constructions and only 
two, either one of which, if applied to it, makes our case. If his 
construction is the correct one, it makes his case out. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is very plausible and very incorrect. 

Mr. TURPIE. It is absurd. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will not say absurd. 

Mr. TURPIE. I will. 

Mr. GEORGE. No constitution ever said, I mean this or I 
mean that.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me goon. The Senator has had his time. 
Imust goon now. No constitution ever said that. When you 
come to apply your intellect to a constitution you may say, I 
am unable to determine whether it means this or whether it means 
that or the other, but it means one.” 

Mr. GRAY. And only one. 

Mr. GEORGE. And only one. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me now? 

Mr. GEORGE. No; not now. It means only one and it means 
one of these, as he points them out, and each one of these as he 
points them out is inconsistent with the other. 
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I have just shown if an office is vacant the office can not besus- 

nded, because there is nothing to suspend. If it is in abeyance 
it can not be rg sient or vacant except sub modo, as I will show 
about abeyance directly. 

No, the trouble with our friends is that they have tried each of 
those theories, and neither one of them will work out under the 
constitution of Delaware. When you come to your claim of va- 
cancy the Senator himself stated the argument by which that was 
overthrown. The senate of Delaware and the le of Delaware 
for a hundred years have said it was not vacant. hen he comes 
to suspension, then he has not the benefit of his incompatible 
common-law rule, that when a man holds two offices he vacates 
the first one. That is the rule. It never suspends. So you have 
nothing for that. 

Now, when we come to abeyance, that is a very hard word, and 
I will say sumething about it hereafter. I will state that I know 
of but one instance in American law where an office is in abey- 
ance. There may be others; Ido not know them all. When a 
man asserts negatively that nothing can be found he makes a 
broad assertion. Iam not going todo that. Iam going to say 
that, so far as my poor and fimited observation has gone, I know 
of but one instance in American law where it is said that an office 
isin abeyance. I will allude to that hereafter. That was made 
so by act of Congress, 

The argument is so overwhelming that Mr. Watson’s senatorial 
seat was not vacant that the advocates of Mr. Du Pont's case are 
driven to assert that though he was in law and in fact a senator 
he cong not act as a senator, his functions as senator being sus- 
pended. 

I may say at the outset that a suspension in the duties of an 
officer—he being still a legal and constitutional incumbent—is a 
status not favored in law, and is never held—I shall not be so broad, 
for I talked to a good lawyer who will probably vote the other 
way in this matter, whose name I will not give, and who agreed 
with me in this assertion—to exist except in pursuance of some 
positive porron of law authorizing it. there be such an 
instance I ask Senators who support this view to bring it forward, 
There must be some positive provision of law to authorize the 
suspension of an officer. I am not now speaking of certain prohi- 
bitions which may exist against the performance of particular 
acts, as that a judge shall not sit in his own case, or a sheriff 
shall not execute a writ for or against himself. In such cases there 
is always a provision that these prohibited functions shall be dis- 
charged by another officer, as by the coroner for the sheriff, or 
another judge for the interested judge. 

These cases are not suspensions of the power and duties of the 
officer in toto, but a restriction in law upon the exercise of his 
powers in certain cases. Nor am I speaking of a mere omitted or 
suspended exercise of the duties of an officer, coming from a vol- 
5 i fea on his part to attend at the time and place re- 
quired by law for the discharge of his official duties—or from his 
compulsory or enforced absence by sickness, arrest, capture in 
war, or absence from the State or jurisdiction. In such cases it 
may, though with no great propriety of language, be said that 
there is a suspension in fact of the exercise of the duties of the 
office. Though the incumbent is not deprived of his legal right to 
discharge them, he is by the circumstances placed in that condi- 
tion where he is physically unable to act. 

Thes msion claimed in behalf of Mr. Du Pont is a total sus- 
pension of Mr. Watson’s powers as senator, whereby, though re- 
maining an incumbent—legal and constitutional incumbent, hold- 
ing the office so as to exclude another incumbent—he can not 
perform a single official duty. In this sense, and in this sense 
only, can the alleged suspension of Mr. Watson from his office as 
senator be of the slightest consequence in this case. 

This alleged suspension is claimed to come from the prohibi- 
tions in the constitution before referred to, as resulting from the 
incompatibility of the two offices coming from these interdictions, 
and the common-law rule that in such cases the acceptance of the 
last office is necessarily a vacating of the first. 

But the answer to that is that in no case does such rule operate 
to suspend an officer; but always, universally, without exception, 
makes the office vacant, wholly vacant, to be filled by another 
incumbent. I have found no instance, and I believe no well-con- 
sidered precedent can be found, where there has been a total sus- 
pension of the right of an incumbent to exercise his office, except 
when such suspension has been brought about by the exercise of a 
power conferred on another office to make that suspension, or is 
the result of an express enactment to the effect that in a certain 
case the powers of the officer shall be suspended. An instance of 
this last kind is found in the constitution of Maine, Article V, 
first part, section 14, which provides— 

That when the president of the senate or speaker of the house of repre- 
sentatives “shall so exercise said office (of governor) * * his duties as 
lope or speaker shall be suspended; and the senate or house shall fill 

he vacancy until his duties as governor shall cease.” 

Now, I will answer what the Senator from ‘on asked me 
some time ago. It will be noticed that the provision is i 
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in the constitution of Maine, notwithstanding there is a provision 
in it against senators or representatives holding State offices, ex- 
actly the same in substance as in the constitution of Delaware. 
Yet the framers of the constitution of Maine found it necessary to 
insert express suspension, 

We are referred by the committee to the opinion of the justices 
of the supreme court of Maine to support the idea that a consti- 
tutional provision expressly suspending the president of the sen- 
ate from the exercise of the duties of president while exercising 
the office of governor includes also a suspension of this officer 
from the exercise of his powers as senator. 

The provision in the constitution of Maine on which this opin- 
jon is based is that which I have just read. 

Ihave also read in the former part of my argument the very 
able and lucid opinion of the judge who delivered his opinion on 
that subject, not the opinion of any court. Iread all of it. It is 
a mere ex cathedra opinion given by judges, formed without the 
benefit of argument by counsel and expressed without giving any 
reason whatever to sustain it. It does not say, however—I want 
the Senator to bear that in mind—that the office of senator is sus- 


ded. 

We are left to mere conjecture as to the reasons which governed 
the judges. The constitution of Maine contains a provision, and 
a very 5 provision, on this point not found in the consti- 
tution of Delaware. 

My friend was mistaken in supposing that there was no other 
clause of the constitution of Maine which could have the effect to 
give this judge the right to stumble on the idea that the office of 
senator could not be exercised than could be found or an equiva- 
lent one in the constitution of Delaware. But I will read to the 
Senate now something which is in the constitution of Maine and 
is not in the constitution of Delaware, and which has a very im- 
portant bearing on this subject. I read from Article III: 

Src. 1. The powers of this government shall be divided into three distinct 
de ments, the legislative, executive, and judicial. 

EC. 2. No person or persons belonging to one of these or ges he shall 
exercise any of the powers properly belonging to either of the others, ex- 
cept— 

Bear that in mind— 
except in the cases herein expressly directed or permitted. 

That is not the constitution of Delaware; it is in the constitu- 
tion of Maine. The judge, as I stated, did not give his reasons. 
It is a mere ex cathedra opinion; I think,” so and so. 

If I were to conjecture as to the reasons which influenced the 
judges, I would say the following probably controlled them. The 
above extract it will be noted, after dividing the powers of the 
government into the three departments, legislative, executive 
and judicial, expressly prohibits any person belonging to one o 
these departments from exercising any powers properly belongin 
to either of the others, except in the cases herein expressly directe 
or permitted.“ properly belonging to either of the others, except 
in the cases herein,” not by indirection, not by argument or infer- 
ence, but except in the cases expressly directed,” authorized or 
permitted.” on 

The governor's office is expressly assigned in the constitution of 
Maine to the executive department. The office of speaker of the 
senate and the office of senator belong to the legislative department; 
hence are within the prohibitions, express prohibitions, of the con- 
stitution. Neither could exercise the office of governor unless 
he comes within the exception; thatis, ‘‘ except in the case herein 
expressly directed or permitted.” 

Article V, section 14, the president of the senate is expressly 
directed to perform the duties of the office of governor in case of 
avacancy. That brings him within the exceptions in Article III, 
which I have just read, as one , expressly directed or permitted“ 
to so act. So he could act and so the judges held he did act as 
president.“ 

the constitution of Maine had in section 14 stopped at com- 
manding the president of the senate to act as governor, then the 
condition would have been exactly as in the Delaware constitu- 
tion; he could have exercised the office of governor as president, 
and in that character, as was held to be the case in Sixth Maine 
Reports, which I have quoted, and could have exercised and per- 
formed the duties of governor and senator at the same time. 

But the framers of the constitution of Maine were not content 
with that situation, and so they added the clause above quoted, in 
which they provided that when so exercising the office of gov- 
ernor his duties as president shall be suspended. No reference is 
made in this whole section to the office of senator, except so far 
as it was necessarily included in the office of president; so that con- 
sidering the incumbent as one person, asuspension of the presi- 
dent was also a suspension of the senator—because you could not 
suspend half of him; you must consider him as one person. And 
1 the pen ent as holding two offices now—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. He uses the word ' duties.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I will get to that directly. 

And considering the president as holding two offices—one presi- 
dent and the other senator—then it would follow—I call my friend's 
attention to that—that ‘‘a permission or direction” given expressly 


to him as president would not include him in his other office of 
senator under that exception which I read in the hearing of the 
Senate. And the office of senator not being included, that office 
remained under the general prohibition in said Article III, pro- 
hibiting persons having powers under one department from exer- 
cising powers in either of the others, and that settles the case. 

Whether I conjecture right or not, I can not say. I am only 
guessing at the reasoning of the judge; the judge gave us no 
reasons. 

But the committee were not satisfied with the ex cathedra opinion 
of the judge, and so theꝝ attempt to show that a suspension of the 
duties of the president did not include a suspension of his powers. 
It is true that the committee do not absolutely commit themselves 
to this position, but leave the matter somewhat in doubt bythe sug- 
gestion that it is not so clear,” but that this view is the correct 
one. Yet as this“ not- so- clear“ position is made a part of the chain 
of reasoning by which they arrive at the conclusion that this ex- 
press suspension of the duties of the president did not include a sus- 
pension of his powers as senator, it is well to make ' it clear” that 
the committee is wrong on this point. The duties of an office 
are those acts which the incumbent ought in law to do as such 
incumbent; that is, whatever the law requires an incumbent to 
do constitutes the duties of the officer. The powers of an officer 
are no more and no less than the full power to do these acts which 
make up the duties of the office or of the officer. Without power 
to do a thing, as the committee rightly admit, there is no duty as 
to that thing except to refrain from doing it, as I hope the Senate 
will refrain from doing the thing which the Senate Committee on 
Privileges and Elections asks them to do in this case, because they 
have got no power, as I shall show before I get through. 

Duties in an office—what an officer ought to do—include not 
only the performance of what he ought to perform, but also the 
nonperformance of everything not committed to him to do. So 
that powers and duties—legal powers and legal duties—and we 
can consider no other, when considering an officer, are always 
correlated, are always coextensive—where the one begins the other 
begins; where one ends the other necessarily ends. ill the com- 
mittee, or some member of it, tell the Senate what function, what 
act, what duty of the officer could be performed when his duties— 
all of them—were s uded? The committee say the power re- 
mains—but without obligation to exercise it. Then where is the 
suspension of his duties? In that view we must discard the word 
“suspend ” and do what the committee and the Senator from Ore- 
gon so often do in this ar ent, insert other words, insert the 
words ‘‘excused from the duties if he wishes to be so excused.” 
That is what the committee say this thing means—he is not sus- 
pended: he is only excused. 

Whether I be right in my conjecture or the committee be right 
in their conjecture as to the grounds of this opinion is after all im- 
material, since there is no such provision about suspension in the 
constitution of Delaware. 

The word suspend“ occurs twice in the constitution of Dela- 
ware—once prohibiting the suspension of the laws without author- 
ity from the legislature, and once prohibiting the suspension of 
the writ of habeas corpus. If the framers of the constitution had 
intended to effect suspension of the exercise of constitutional 
offices, they were not unacquainted with the language proper to 
accomplish it, and their failure to use the word suspend.“ or any 
other word or phrase equivalent to it, makes it clear that they did 
not mean suspension in the case claimed by the committee, and of 
course they did not mean excuse. 

An instance of the other kind of suspension—that is, by posi- 
tive enactmentauthorizing a person to suspend, etc.—is found in the 
Revised Statutes, section 1768, authorizing the President to sus- 
pend an officer in certain cases. 

It also must be noticed that in both of these cases provision is 
made for filling the office temporarily during the suspension. 

The difference between a removal from an office and a suspen- 
sion of the right to exercise it is fully explained and pointed out 
by the New York court of appeals through Judge Peckham in a 
case wherein the court decided that an express power to remove 
an officer does not include the power to suspend him. 

The court says (113 N. Y. Reports, page 420): 

The power to remove is the power to cause a vacancy * * * which ma 
be filled at once, and if the duties are such as to demand it, it s»ould be fill 
The power to suspend causes no vacancy and gives no occasion for the exer- 
cise of the power to fill one. The result is that there may be an office, an 
officer, and no yacancy,and yet none to discharge the duties of the office, 
By suspension the officer is prevented from 355 any duties, and yet 
there is no power to appoint anyone else to the oilice, because there is no 
vacancy. 

That is the way the supreme court of New Vork decided through 
the eminent judge who now sits on the Supreme Court bench of 
the United States, that a power to remove did not include the 
power to el 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The decision simply amounts to 
this: Where a statute authorized 

Mr. GEORGE. Authorized the removal and undertook to sus- 


end 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That they could suspend. 
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0 Me Seagh as 2 And . 1 court SENO 3 
‘see ew Jersey Law Reports, on page 544) is ly emphatic 
in condemning the idea of a suspended officer, PR Pe . 


This proceeding amounts to a suspension of the relator from the exercise of 
his official duties as a member of that body [common council of Jersey City]. 
It leaves his constituents unrepresented and without a remedy. Expulsion 
creates a vacancy that can be supplied by a new election. pag ee from 
1 the office creates no vacancy; the seat is filled, but occupant 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Admitting all that to be true, 
which I do, as good law, does it touch this question? 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will wait, I will show that it 
does touch it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of m. The question here is whether 
there can be, or whether re is in thi 5 case, a sus- 
pension of duties without a suspension of power? That is the 

uestion. 
: Mr. GEORGE. Iam not arguing that. I have got through 
with that point. The point Iam arguing now is that there can 
not be any suspension at all of the senator or representative. I 
have quit the other. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Well, goon. 

Mr. GEORGE. Suspension is a condition which the law does 
not favor. You have an office, you have an incumbent, and yet 
nobody to perform the duties of the office. 

Thus it is established that there can be no suspension of an offi- 
cer by mere implication; never. The common law never creates an 
office and fills it and then suspends the right of the officer to exer- 
cise it. No statute law, so far as I have discovered, ever made a 
suspension in office without at the same time providing for the 
discharge of the duties of the 3 another person or officer 
during the period of suspension. hen an o is created, 
especially by a constitution, it is always, without exception, on 
the idea that the office is necessary; that is, that the discharge of 
the duties of the office is essential to the public welfare and to the 
maintenance of the polity established by the constitution. 

If we apply these principles to the case of Mr. Du Pont we find 
that the argument is overwhelmingly against him. 

Delaware has had three constitutions—one framed in 1776, one 
in 1792, and one in 1831. 

There are just three counties in the State. In the beginning 
these three counties, being territories of the province of Pennsyl- 
vania, were permitted by William Penn to have a separate legis- 
lature. The government was styled “The government of the 
counties of New Castle, Kent, and Sussex upon Delaware.” In 
1776, pursuant to a recommendation of the Continental Omare; 
these three counties formed a State government and ed it 
Delaware State.” In the constitution of 1776 provision was 
made for each county to have an equal representation in the sen- 
ate and also in the house of representatives—the same in 1792, and 
the same in 183i—each county under each constitution havin: 
three senators and seven representatives. This apportionment o; 
representation was wholly territorial, taking no account of pop- 
ulation or wealth. The scheme was to have equality of political 

wer in each of the three counties. The scheme was so in the 
beginning, and the scheme is so to-day. 

do not contend that there is any sovereignty in these counties 
which makes it impossible to destroy this equality of political 
power. That is not in question here. But I insist that this set- 
tled policy of the State fixed in the beginning, disregarding all con- 
sideration of population or wealth in the legislative apportionment, 
so as to have poos panality in the political power of these coun- 
ties, is not to be overturned by mere implication and construction, 
The legislature is small, nine in the senate and twenty-one in the 
house of representatives, so that any change in the representation, 
n loss even of one senator, makes a vast difference in the equality of 
political power thus sedulously preserved. The difference be- 
tween three-ninths and two-ninths which a loss of one senator to 
acounty would make is vastly greater than the difference between 
three-thirtieths and two-thirtieths, if the senate had been com- 
5 of thirty members, about the usual number in the United 
tates. So, under these circumstances, I may fairly argue, not, 
I admit, that this policy of equality in the three counties is irre- 
versible, but that it should not be considered as abandoned in 
any part of the constitution without a clear provision to that 
effect. And I may further fairly and justly argue that this policy 
must be considered as potential, even conclusive, in favor of that 
construction of an icular clause of the constitution which 
would carry it out if not against the plain meaning of the words 
used in it. 

If we give the meaning to the clauses in question that the in- 
cumbent of the office of senator or representative is suspended 
from the right of exercising his office when he exercises the ex- 
ecutive authority provisio: we destroy this equality of political 
power so carefully provided for in all the constitutions of Dela- 
ware, from 1776 to the present day. We do more than this; we 


do that which the learned supreme court of New Jersey in the 
case I have cited and common right and justice declare ought 


not to be done m any case. We deprive the constituents of the 
senator or representative thus suspended of their guaranteed 
right as provided for in their constitution—in all their constitu- 
tions from the inni We do this, too, I feel free to say, 
without warrant of constitutional law, by our mere whim and 
caprice, following an ignis fatuus, an uncertain light, to have a 
constitution framed according to an ideal which never was real- 
ized in the United States or anywhere else. 

Leaving ont all consideration as to equality of political power 
in the three counties, we find the. argument irresistible that in a 
free, representative, republican government no construction by 
inference or mere argument shall prevail to deprive the people 
of any part of their representation. 

Right here, before I go any further, I want to ask the Senator 
from Indiana if he did not, on investigation, find out and so state 
to the Senate that in the House of Commons of England, whiel 
there was a right to suspend, it never extended to the suspension 
of the right to vote? 

Mr. TURPIE. That is correct, 

Mr. GEORGE. This suspension, even in a monarchical gov- 
ernment, where it may be used to discipline a man, where it may 
be used to make him feel belittled in the presence of his colleagues, 
has never been carried to the extent of silencing, in the language 
of the supreme court of New Jersey, the voice of his constituents, 

Mr. GRAY. They might punish him, but not his constituents. 

Mr. GEORGE. Not his constituents. Let the man suffer, but 

ve the great and sacred right of representation in a free 
government. This right of representation is,in fact, the founda- 
tion stone of republican government. This right is the substi- 
tute for the personal presence of the ee themselves in an 
assembly authorized to make laws. is right can exist only 
where there is a selection of 1 by the people by the 
electors whom they have authorized to perform that duty. In 
American constitutions we have had, and possibly have now, pro- 
visions for selecting officers other than by the free choice of the 
peuple. But in none has there ever been a provision to select the 
legislature, or either branch of it, otherwise than by the people, or, 
as in the single instance of the United States Senate, by persons 
selected by them and charged with the selection of legislators. So 
this great right is fundamental—essential even to free govern- 
ment. It may be, and always is, regulated by law; but it exists 
independent of law as the essence of free government. While the 
right thus exists it can be exercised only in accordance with law. 
Who are to be electors, when and where and how they shall vote, 
and the qualifications of the person they may vote for are all fixed 
by law. The right is fundamental, even sacred, in a free govern- 
ment, and is beyond the reach of him who would destroy or even 
ios it in the least degree. The people have it under the law 
and they have it to the full extent provided bylaw. It can not be 
. nor diminished other than by law. As the law they have 
ordained is, so their right is neither more nor less. So that when 
the law gives the right to have a senator or tative, or a 
certain number of them, they have the right to all of them, and 
the right to them and each of them as full senators or representa- 
tives, with all the powers incident to the office—with power of 
deliberation, debate, and voting, ressing the voice of their 
constituents with full legal force. ere is no such thing in 
American constitutional law as a crippled, maimed, or emascu- 
lated tative. He is a full, complete representative, the 
equal of all others, or he is no resentative at all. The Consti- 
tution of the United States, and, I believe, the constitution of 
every State in the Union, gives an express power to each branch 
of the legislature to expel a member; no constitution ever gave a 
power to suspend one. 


ALLEGED GROUND OF THE SUSPENSION, 


If what I have said be correct—and I do not think it can be 
overturned—the all suspension has been shown to be a mere 
figment of the imagination, and nothing further need be added. 

ut the necessity for a correct decision in this case is such that 
I fear to leave ig sonar any argument which fairly tends to sup- 
port the position I maintain. 

I next inquire into the alleged grounds for the suspension of 
Mr. Watson's right to act as senator. It can not, as claime 
come from the alleged incompatibility in the office of senator an 
that of governor, for we have seen that in all cases of incom- 
1 Where any effect Whatever is produced, the result is the 

nll and complete vacating of the office first acquired. But what- 
ever may be alleged in reference to this incompatibility of execu- 
tive — legislative duties, as potonem to separate and distinct 
departments of government, that rule can not apply in this case, 
for if we allow that this incompatibility o tes to sie extent 
in suspending the simultaneous exercise of incompatible func- 
tions, itcan not operate beyond the point where the incompatibility 
exists, and therefore the officer would be allowed to execute so 
much of the duties of the suspended office as were entirely con- 
sistent and not incompatible with the duties of the office he holds, 
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The choosing by the legislature of a State of a Senator is an execu- 
tive act imposed on it by the Constitution of the United States. 
When a legislature acts in its legislative ee e it makes a law. 
The language by which it acts is, . Be it enacted,” or, Be it re- 
solved, that the law shall be henceforth as by this act ordained.” 
TOE ata is a new rule of action by which men regulate their 
conduct. 

The language which expresses the action of electing or choosing 
a United States Senator is, We select this man, or choose this 
man, to discharge duties already fixed by the Constitution of the 
United States.” y 

In the one case the result of the action is to make law; in the 
other it is to select an agent to carry out law. So the choosing or 
appointing an officer is in its essence always an executive act. 

e vote, therefore, of every member of a State legislature for Sen- 
ator is an executive and not a legislative act. Hence there can 
be no incompatibility in discharging executive duties, or perform- 
ing the executive act of voting for a Senator, and hence no sus- 

msion from office as to that act. The Constitution of the United 
tates vests in Mr. Watson as the executive of the State the power to 
appoint a United States Senator to fill a vacancy, recognizing such 
appointment as an executive act. Would it not beasingular and 
unexplainable action if theSenate of the United Statesshould refuse 
to allow Mr. Watson’s vote for Senator to stand upon the ground 
that such vote was incompatible with his exercise of executive 
authority? The Constitution allows him to make a full Senator 
by his own act. The Senate of the United States is asked by the 
majority of the Committee on Privi and Elections to say that 
he shall not be one of a State body to help make a Senator. 

The alleged suspension can not come from that provision in the 
constitution which merely prohibits an incumbent in the sena- 
torial office from exercising the executive authority. For it has 
been shown that this prohibition on the words of the constitution 
their true and plain meaning—does not apply to this case, and the 
settled construction of the constitution for one hundred years has 
been against that position. 

Now, I will come to the point to which the Senator from Ore- 
gon was kind enough to call my attention sometime ago. I believe 
my friend from Indiana in reted the Senator’s remarks as 
meaning the refraining of Mr. Watson from voting. 

Mr. TURPIE. The tor from Oregon used the word himself. 

SUSPENSION BY NONACTION. 

Mr. GEORGE. But it is said that it sprat that no senator 
while exercising the office of governor ever did discharge any duty 
as senator, though some or all of them whose constitutional term of 
senator had not expired when their executive authority ceased re- 
turned to their seats in the senate and filled them tothe end of their 
senatorial terms. It is claimed that this failure to exercise simul- 
taneously executive and senatorial duties constitutes a settled con- 
struction on Ge part of the proper authorities of the State that 
such senators had no right to exercise senatorial duties while in 
the exercise of executive authority. This certainly is a most 
remarkable claim, and shows into what straits the advocates of 
Mr. Du Pont’s alleged rights are driven. 

Certainly it has not before this been deliberately asserted that 
the failure or neglect of an incumbent to perform his official 
duties operated per se as a legal suspension of his right and duty 
to perform them. Let us see the exact situation. Under the 
claim that the speaker of the senate was suspended in the exer- 
cise of his senatorial duties we have this admitted fact, that he 
was, during the whole of the time of his exercise of executive 
authority, the constitutional and rightful incumbent of the office 
of senator even up to the expiration of his constitutional term. 
That is admitted in the claimant’s contention. That being 80, 
as I have shown begona controversy, and as is admit by 
asserting this ground of suspension, then he was a full senator 
with full powers and duties, given not for his own advantage, 
but for the interests of the people—his constituents—as a result 
of their plain constitutional right to full and constitutional 
representation in the legislature of Delaware. Then how can 
it be maintained that a mere failure of an incumbent, having 
other constitutional duties to perform, to sit actually in his seat 
in the senate caused a legal ension of his right to do so? He 
by his neglect of duty might have incurred such censure as to 
have authorized his expulsion or removal; so that the people 
might have elected another to discharge his official duties; but it 
could not have effect to deprive the people of their right to full 
representation. Besides this, the failure of each of these incum- 
bents in the discharge of senatorial duties may . be attrib- 
utable to other motives than a conviction that he had no right to 
discharge them. He may have refrained from acting as senator 
from motives of personal delicacy—personal convenience—and 
from a belief that no measure which he opposed would fail to be 
defeated, and no measure which he approved would fail to be 
enacted by reason of his absence. That his power to act during 
his absence from the senate chamber was in fact suspended by 
want of his personal presence I have shown may be true. But is 
it to be inferred that an actual absence, operating as a suspension 


of the discharge of his duties, terminable at his will, is a legal 
is 


suspension of right to represent his constituents and, what 
is more, a suspension of their right to full representation? 

It results from this that the voluntary abstention by an incum- 
bent from the exercise of his rights as such has no other effect 
than his voluntary suspension by his own act of the exercise of the 
duties of his office—terminable at his will. The repetition by all 
of the senators exercising executive authority of such abstention 
can not have the effect of making a lezal suspension of the in- 
cumbent's right to exercise his senatorial office. 

The multiplication of nonentity can not produce substance; the 
repetition of several acts of negligence 8 failure can not make 
that failure and that negligence no negligence and no failure, 
much less an actual performance of official duty. Yet such must 
be the conclusion if we adopt the view contended for. It can not 
justly be argued, as I have shown, that the failure on the part of 
these incumbents meant that each of them had the view that he 
could not act, for each may have had other motives for his con- 
duct. Before any conduct can be held to be a construction of law 
such conduct must amount to an affirmation in actual practice 
that such is the law, and such affirmation can only come from 
such unequivocal conduct on the part of the official as would nec- 
essarily have been illegal under any other construction of the law. 
Such was the exact case with the senator who, after the expira- 
tion of his exercise of executive authority as speaker, resumed his 
seat and duties as senator: for such resumption necessarily meant 
that not only the senator but the senate in which he took his 
seat construed the constitution to mean that he had a right to do 
so. If such construction was not right such senator so resum- 
ing his seat would have been an intruder, without authority or 
color of authority to act. 

In the case of this voluntary nonattendance of the speaker ex- 
ercising executive authority, there was no occasion or opportunit; 
for the senate to make any decision or take any action whic 
would involve a construction of the constitution, for the senate 
had Ro pores tocompel hisattendance. A minority of thesenate, 
when there was no quorum, had the authority to compel the at- 
tendance of absentees; but even in that case a failure of the mi- 
nority, which had no other power than to adjourn from day to 
day and compel the attendance of absentees, to send for the per- 
son exercising executive authority might, and probably would, 
have come from a desire not to interfere with the executive au- 
thority when such interference was wholly unnecessary to make 
a quorum, as they had full power to make the quorum by com- 
pelling the attendance of other absentees. Besides, a proper cour- 
tesy to the executive authority would have prevented his arrest 
to compel a quorum. It is respectfully submitted that other sen- 
ates than this body have a right to regulate their proceedings with 
reference to senatorial courtesy. 

CONSTRUCTION BY JOINT ASSEMBLY AND SENATE OF DELAWARE. 

That I am right in this view, that the nonexercise of his sen- 
atorial powers by each of these speakers acting as governor was 
not understood in Delaware, and in the Jegislature of Delaware, 
as a construction of the constitution impairing in the least his 
full rights as senator, is conclusively shown by the very proceed- 
ings about the election of Senator which have given rise to the 
controversy. 

It is shown even by the proof introduced by Mr. Du Pont that 
Mr. Watson took the speaker's chair of the seuate 2 few minutes 
before that body went into the hall of the house of representa- 
tives to hold the joint assembly ori May 9. Then he actually pre- 
sided, taking the gavel, the speaker pro tempore surrendering it 
and the chair; that he announced that the senate would proceed 
in a body to the representative hall, which they did, headed and 
led by him. 

He had communicated his intent to preside toseveral Republican 
senators on the floor of thesenate. They were, therefore, not taken 
by surprise when he took the seat of speaker. They did not ob- 
ject when he took his seat. They obeyed his announcement to pro- 
ceed to the representative hall by following him with all the other 
senators, When they arrived at the hall, Mr. Watson took his seat 
as president of the joint assembly without objection from any 
quarter. He conducted the election. There were many ballots, 
and there were 28 in which Mr. Du Pont received 15 votes, or just 
one-half the votes cast in all, counting Mr. Watson. At the end of 
each of these ballots or votes the announcement was made by the 
presiding officer that Mr. Du Pont had received 15 votes and all 
others 15; that no person having received a majority another vote 
would be taken. And in this way and in this exact state of the 
vote 27 other votes or ballotings were taken in order that the as- 
sembly might have the opportunity of casting a majority for som 


person. 8 
During all this time and when all these announcements were 
made of no election” and for proceeding to another vote. not 


one senator, and they were all present, not one representative, 
and they were all present, made any objection either to Mr. Wat- 
son's presiding or voting. No one claimed that an election had 
8 It was only after this last vote or ballot was taken, 
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and when the joint assembly was about to adjourn, that one man 
alone presented a protest denying Mr. Watson’s right to sit and 
vote as a senator, and he did not think enough of his protest to 
have it put on the journal, and itis not on the journal of either 
house. Is not that true? 

Mr. GRAY. That is true. 

Mr. GEORGE. This is strong and conclusive evidence of the 
construction put on the constitution of Delaware, not by the mere 
expressing of an opinion, but by the solemn performance of official 
acts, which could not have been performed except on the construc- 
tion that Mr. Watson’s seat was not vacant nor his power and du- 
ties as senator s nded. 

I note this only on the question of construction, showing, as it 
conclusively does, that there was in such action a construction 
that there was no suspension of the power of Mr. Watson as sen- 
ator. This should end the controversy. Hereafter I will show 
that these acts were actual, legal, technical adjudications in 
favor of Mr. Watson's right to vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Mississippi yield to me? 

Mr. GEORGE. I will, with the understanding, as I have a 
little more to say on this very interesting case, that I shall be 
entitled to take the floor to-morrow at the conclusion of the rou- 
tine morning business and finish, as I think I can then do in a 
very short time, 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 


Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] kindly 
ields to me a moment, in order that I may again renew the notice 
have given for the last two days, that when the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] concludes his remarks to-morrow, if he 
does so conclude, I shall then ask the Senate to take up the reso- 
lution providing for a committee of five Senators to investigate 
and report generally all the material facts and circumstances con- 
nected with the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of 
the Treas in the vears 1894, 1895, and 1896. 
Mr. AL N. That is, of course, with the understanding 
Kas no appropriation bill will then be ready for the action of the 
nate. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6425) for the relief of Clifton R. Anderson was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 159) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to prepare and submit estimates for the improvement of the 
harbor at Portland, Me., was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


COMPILATION OF MESSAGES, ETC, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair) laid 
before the Senate the following concurrent resolution of the House 
of Representatives; which was read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate oonu ing That the 
concurrent resolution passed by Congress on the 27th day of July, 1894, au- 
thorizing and providing for the Compilation of all the Annual, Special, and 

eto Messages, Proclamations, and Inaugural Addresses of the Presidents of 
the United States from 1789 to 1894, inclusive, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended, so as to strike out of the resolution the words, “to 1894, inclusive,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “to March 4, 1897," so as to require said 
compilation to be pronase down to the ending of the present Administra- 
tion: and the Public Printer is hereby autho: and directed to apply so 
much of the money appropriated for public printing and binding for the cur- 
rent year, in addition to the $600 heretofore appropriated or set a for that 
purpose, as may be found necessary to complete the copying of the said mes- 
sages and other documents for printing. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Printing, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lask unanimous consent that the resolution 
may be now considered. Iam authorized by the Committee on 
Printing to make the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the 
question is on concurring in the resolution. 

The resolution was concurred in. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Inowask the Senate to resume the considera- 
tion of the Post-Office appropriation bill without displacing the 
unfinished business, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before submitting the request 
_ of the Senator from Iowa, the Chair will lay before the Senate the 

unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to open for public entry all of that cer- 
tain part of the public domain in the State of Utah known as the 
Uncompahgre Indian Reservation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside, and that the Post-Office appro riation bill be now con- 
sidered. Is there objection?. The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6614) making eee for the serv- 
ive of the Post-Office Department for fiscal year ending June 


30, 1897, the pending question being on the amendment reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations, on page 7, after line 8, to 
insert: 

For additional 5 to the Oceanic Steamphip Company for trans- 
porting the mails by its steamers saing from San Francisco to New Zealand 
and New South Wales by way of Honolulu, all mails made up in the United 
States destined for the Hawaiian Islands, the Australian colonies, New Cale- 


donia, and the islands in the Pacific Ucean, $80,000: Provided, That said addi- 
per mile, as authorized 


tional sum with the sum now paid shall not exceed 75 
by act of March 3, 1891, entitled An act to provide for ocean mail service be- 
tween the United States and foreign ports, and to promote commerce.” 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, yesterday I made the statement 
that I did not believe there has been an increase in the facilities 
of transportation, increase of ition, or an advantage what- 
ever to the mail service by the giving of the subsidies which have 
followed the legislation enacted by the Fifty-first Congress, I 
should like the opportunity of pointing out a little more in detail 
what has been the effect of the course of subsidizing steamships 
entered upon by that Congress. I begin by renewing the state- 
ment after such examination as I have been able to make durin, 
the evening and this morning. This appropriation was repo: 
yesterday or the day before. The bill at least was laid upon our 
desks yesterday, and no opportunity had previously been afforded 
for its examination, and my attention had not in any wise been 
called to this proposal for a new subsidy. 

The fact is, that the United States has paid and is now called 
upon—beginning last year with the ration of a contract then 
taking effect—to pay a sum which will probably be not less than 
$600,000 or $700,000 more for the transportation of the mails than 
would otherwise have been necessary to pay, and I think I state it 
moderately when I say that there has not been gained to the trans- 
portation routes upon the sea a single line which adds anything 
of increased facility. There has not been gained an hour's in- 
crease of expedition or any improvement or increase in any wise 
Whatever to the mail service, and none is likely to ensue from any 
of the contracts which have been made. We have simply paid 
more to the ships which were employed because they happened 
to be owned by Americans. Previously to that time American 
ships had a special preference by which they enjoyed better pay- 
ment than any other vessels, and better payment than was neces- 
sary in order to the carriage of the mails. It was by a practice 
which took full effect while I was in the Department, and partly 
due to my order. 

Now, I wish to point out a little something upon this subject 
from the reports. In the year 1887 the total cost of the foreign 
mail service, not only including all the payments made to vessels 
for transportation of the mails, but all payments on account of 
balances to foreign countries and for our share of the expense of 
the International Bureau, was $480,105.39. The amount proposed 
by the pending bill to be paid for the transportation of the foreign 
mails is $1,750,000, besides an Spp riation of $120,000 for bal- 
ances due foreign countries and the $30,000 proposed to be added 
to the Oceanic Steamship Company, thus making $1,950,000 as the 
cost of our foreign mail service instead of $480,000, 

Some increase, and a large increase, in the cost of the service 
has arisen by reason of the increased weights of mails which have 
been transported. In some instances, upon some lines, the in- 
creased weight of mails has been considerable. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. What year did the Senator from Wisconsin 
say it was $480,000? 

r. VILAS. In 1887. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does that include the items which are included 
in this appropriation? 

Mr. VII. . Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will be glad if the Senator will read them. 

Mr. VILAS. I took that year because I was driven, ior want of 
time, to take statements with which I was familiar. I read from 
the Postmaster-General’s report of 1887, pages 59 and 60, in which 
the items are stated as follows: 


r . d aae 


$314, 580. 32 
For transpacific service (including inward service on certain mails 


from nonconventional countries)... „ 88,405.49 

For West Indian, Mexican, Canadian Newfoundland, and Central 
and South American service 2-22-02 51,416.44 
For the postal agencies at Shanghai and Panama = 2, 392.20 
For Panama ALOA A DERA E E E AE a —— 6,018.74 
L . dn dee vin senenyonsenn 24, 773. 86 
437, 447.05 


From this sum is deducted the amount settled for in payment 
of balances to foreign countries, $11,628.52, and there is to be 
added, for I included it all, the expense charged to the appropria- 
tion for payment of balances to foreign countries and for our 
share of the expenses of the International Bureau, $54,286.86. 
making the total cost of the service as given—that is for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1887. 

The Senator from Iowa will perceive that it covers the entire 


service. 
Mr. ALLISON. It does, and I simply call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that the amount paid to foreign countries for 
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the intermediary transit of closed mails of United States origin 
last year was $236,000 instead of the small sum named, and that 
in return the amount received was $196,000, showing an enormous 
increase in the foreign mail service itself. 

Mr. VILAS. I had already stated a very large increase in the 
mail service, but I was next about to call attention to something 
of what the increase of expense is. 

The increase in the transatlantic service was so great that the 
entire payment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, was $607,- 
698.47. That large increase in the cost of the transatlantic serv- 
ice was due in some part to the fact that the American line—the 
steamers belonging to the International Steamship Company— 
received under the order of which I have spoken, an order which 
discriminates in favor of the American steamship companies, the 
sum of $220,257.58 for their carriage. 

The rule was this—it is the rule of the statute: There can be 
paid to foreign vessels what is known as, or what was called in the 
statute, sea postage only. There is no longer any sea postage, and 
hence for many years the payment to foreign vessels of the amount 
provided by the term sea postage has been regulated by the allow- 
ance made by the International Postal Union of 5 francs per kilo- 
gram, which is approximately 50 cents per pound. 

Let me just show how much the International Steamship Com- 
pany gained by the allowance to them of the discriminating rate 
of sea and inland postage. That company carried in the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1895, a total of 281,195,180 grams, of which 
only about 50,000,000 was the weight of letters, and 230,000,000 
the weight of printed matter. The total, in the report of the 
Superintendent of Foreign Mails, in grams, amounts, when ex- 
pressed in pounds, to 611,200 or thereabouts, in round numbers, 
or about 3054 tons. Thus for the transportation of 3054 tons of 
mail the International Navigation Company received $220,257.68. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That is for the last year? 

Mr. VILAS. For the year ended June 30, 1895. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask the Senator what page he is reading 
from? 

Mr. VILAS. I read from page 440 of the consolidated report 
of the Postmaster-General. 

Now, take the Cunard Company. I will omit the ms and 
the computations. The Cunard Company, on the other hand, car- 
ried for us 6584 tons, in round numbers, more than twice as much 
as the International Company carried, and received in payment 
$144,752.11. In other words, stated briefly, for carrying more 
than twice the matter they received about two-thirds as much as 
the International or American Company, such being the effect of 
the discrimination made by the Post-Office Department between 
American and foreign vessels, permissible under the statute, 
between the sea, and sea and inland rate. 

On the 12th of October last the contract made in pursuance of 
the legislation of the Fifty-first Congress took effect, and the Inter- 
national Navigation Company henceforth, for ten years from that 
date, will enjoy a payment of $4 per mile for their carriage of 
the mails. The total sum allowed to them and included in the 
estimates for which this appropriation is to be made is $757,828. 
Thus it is now contracted for by the United States that they shall 
pay to the two ships of that company, for I believe there are but 
tw 


o — 

Mr. GORMAN. Four. 

Mr. VILAS. ‘To the four ships of that company, or whatever 
the number is, over $150,000 more for such of the mails as they 
shall carry to Europe than was paid last year for the services of 
all the ships of all the lines available from this country to Europe. 

Mr. President, in the year 1887 there was addressed to the head 
of the Post-Office Department a letter which was signed—I have 
a printed copy of it here—by the great importers, merchants, and 
bankers of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Chicago, 
St. Louis, San Francisco, New Orleans, Cincinnati, St. Paul, Buf- 
falo, Louisville, and Charleston, in which they expressed their 
obligations to the Department for the measure of efficiency which 
had been secured in the transportation of the foreign mails to 
Europe, and urged upon the Postmaster-General that he should 
use his good offices to secure from the Governments of the Old 
World the adoption of the same system which was prevailing at 
that time in this country. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. VILAS. In one moment, if the Senator please. Let me 
add that by a curious change in the relation of affairs, the name 
of the same distinguished gentleman who subsequently, under the 
legislation of Congress, made these contracts for subsidies was 
signed to that communication addressed to the Department, the 
Hon. John Wanamaker. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wished to call the attention of the Senator 
from Wisconsin when I rose a moment ago to the fact that the 
mail service is not all. Four at least of the vessels of the Inter- 
national Navigation Company are fitted to carry guns and are 
convertible into cruisérs on demand of the Government. 


Mr. VILAS. I suppose there is not a ship that sails across the 


seas which sighi not carry guns. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ah! But if the Senator will excuse me 
Mr. VILAS. But with what success they would carry them 

would depend 1 the fleetness with which they could escape. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Wisconsin will allow me to 
answer that the Paris and New York, which were built by the 
British Govermment, are heavily built, to carry strong guns, as 
are the two new ships built under contract with our Government. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Connecticut does not mean 
to say that the Paris and New York were built by the British Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not mean to say that they were built by 
the British Government. 

Mr. FRYE. Under inspection of the British Government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Under inspection of and contract with the 
British Government. The two other vessels of the International 
Navigation Company were built under the same policy and of the 
same style. There is no question about their carrying guns. 

Mr. VILAS. Those vessels may be able to carry guns. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They are able. 

Mr. VILAS. Undoubtedly they are; but neither one of them 
would be of any service in war beyond such service as it could 
render in transportation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator permit me 

Mr. VILAS. And will it be suggested by my distinguished 
friend the Senator from Connecticut that the fact that those 
vessels were built so that guns might be put upon them is a suffi- 
cient consideration to the United States for paying them $500,000 
a year extra for carrying the mails? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Perhaps the Senator will accept as authorit 
upon questions of that sort the British Government if he will 
not accept our Government. Great Britain does not make any 
mistake in what she does about fighting on the water. She has 
not done so for several hundred years, and she thinks it very profit- 
able indeed to make contracts for these most powerful steamers 
fitted for carrying guns. She knows she can convert them into 
ees useful service besides transporting cattle and horses and 
soldiers. 

1 OLCOTT. The Senator from Wisconsin did not mean 

Mr. VILAS. One moment. I wish to make one remark. The 
example of Great Britain is proffered to us. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I commend it to the Senator because he is sup- 
osed to be a free trader and Great Britain is his idol sometimes. 
commend it to him thinking the example of that great free- 

trade country would have some influence with him. 

Mr. VIL I am very willing, I hope, to take instruction by 
the experience of any country and by the wisdom of any man, but 
upon this subject I should certainly be very far from expressing 
my own opinion if I did not say I believe all that has been done 
by Great Britain has been done from a very different motive than 
the building up of her navy. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Did the Senator mean to say that $500,000 a 
year is paid to this line? 

Mr. VILAS. The amount which is contracted to be paid will 
be found stated on page 11 of the report of the Superintendent of 
Foreign Mails. It is $757,328 a year, more than $500,000 in excess 
of what was paid to the same line under the discriminating rule 
which awarded to them a vastly greater share of payment than is 
awarded to other vessels which carry twice the amount of mail. 

Let me say another thing. What is to be the result of making 
this contract for mail service with the American line of steam- 
ships to Great Britain? If the Post-Office Department limited 
the mail carriage to those vessels there would be a roar from the 
business men in this country that would be heard here, and con- 
sequently the Post-Office Department does not make that contract 
an exclusive one. They do not propose to withdraw the employ- 
ment of other vessels. On the contrary, a telegram from the De- 
partment to-day informs me, in answer to that inquiry, that— 

Mails for Great Britain are sent, in addition to International Line steamers, 
by vessels of the Cunard, White Star, North German Lloyd, and Hamburg- 
American lines. The Cunarders take prints“ as well as letters, but the 
White Star. North German Lloyd, and Hamburg-American take only aruta 

2 


which are “specially addressed.“ Heretofore all prints as well as letters 
were sent by the fastest steamer. 


The rule has been for a long time established in the Post-Office 
Department that it should avail itself of that vessel which amon 
those about to sail was sure to reach the destination quickest, an 
every vessel that thus could carry mail of any one or all of those 
great lines of steamers was inemployment. They were all eager 
to take it. They all desire that carriage, for there is no freight, if 
you term mails freight in any sense, there is no carriage which 
probably 8 them so well for the amount of space and trouble 
and care as the carriage of the mfils at sea postage only. There- 
fore it will become necessary for us,in order to enjoy the advan- 
tage of the other vessels, to pay in addition to what is paid the 
American 8 p Line the sum, so near as I can make the 
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calculation in a moment, of about $350,000 or $400,000 if they carry 


the same, thus making the cost for the tra rtation of the mails 
to Europe over eleven hundred thousand dollars or thereabouts— 

haps twelve hundred thousand dollars. Now, let me call atten- 
. to another illustration. 

Mr. GRAY. What was the amount paid last year? ; 

Mr. VILAS. The total cost of the carriage to Europe was 
$607,000. I can not readily separate those to England alone, 
which 57271 far the greater 3 

Mr. GRAY. I meant to Europe. 

Mr. VILAS. Six hundred and seven thousand six hundred 
and ninety-eight dollars and forty-six cents, to be exact. 

Now, let me draw attention to another case to illustrate the 
subsidies. There is a route from New York to Mexico, and upon 
that route during the last fiscal year there were carried 649 

nds of letters and 8,343 ds of prints, making a carriage 

uring the entire year of 3 tons of mail matter. Let me first 
state the payment for that mail transportation. There was paid 
the sum of $180,101—about $43,000 a ton. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator state the amount again? 
What was the total amount paid? 

Mr. VILAS. One hundred and thirty thousand one hundred 
and four dollars, 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me to ask if the Depart- 
ment was obliged to pay that sum? 

Mr. VILAS. These are contracts made in pursuance of the leg- 
islation of the Fifty-first Congress, by which a dollar a mile was 
agreed to be paid to the vessels for ing on these routes whether 
they had a newspaper, a letter, or not, so that they were ready to 

what trivial mail was desired to be carried. 

Why is the mail small? Because the mail for Mexico is mainly 
transported over our railroads. The steamship that carries the 
mails to Vera Cruz touches at two other ports on the Mexican 
coast, the farthest being Tuxpau, I think. They have to lay down 
at those ports such mails as are addressed thither, mainly such 
as relates to their cargoes, but little besides. 

Mr. HILL. How long do those contracts continue? 

Mr. VILAS. The contract with that company lasts for five 
years from the Ist day of October, 1892; the others for ten years. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator state the number of tons once 
more? 

Mr, VILAS. The number of tons carried by the New York 
and Cuba Mail Steamship Company during the last fiscal year 
was about 3 tons, s . i 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is mistaken, I think. Will he 
state the number of pounds? š ! 

Mr. VILAS. There were 649 pounds of letter mail and 8,343 
pounds of prints. Yes, I made a slight mistake. It would be 
over 4 tons; nearly 44. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to have the Senator state that that 
is equivalent to 256,000 ordinary 2-cent letters. I should like to 
have him state it both ways. i 

Mr. VILAS. Ihave not made the computation. At the half- 
ounce rate for foreign letters it would be about 32 to the pound of 
letter mail. 

Mr. HOAR. Then it would be twice as many. 

Mr. VILAS. It would be 32 letters to the pound of letter mail. 

Mr. HOAR. Then it would be over 600,000 ordinary 2-cent let- 
ters, unless I have made a mistake. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator will make a very much larger com- 

tation if he will compute the number of letters to Great Britain. 
The total number of letters may of course correspond with the 
weight. If the Senator wishes to make statement of a large num- 
ber of letters carried, let him make the computation of the mails to 
Great Britain, where there are carried. perhaps, 50 tons by one line 
and perhaps 100 tons by another. There is a vast amount of let- 
ters carried in our mails; they run into the trillions when you esti- 
mate the whole. Ittakes a great many letters at 2 cents apiece to 
make $70,000,000, which is in round numbers approximately our 

receipts, the greater share of which comes from letters. 

Take another case. The same company by contract carries 
mail from New York to Habana. The quantity they transport is 
about the same, about 44 tons; and they receive under that con- 
tract from New York to Habana $73,476. 

The Superintendent of Foreign Mails in his report has made a 
comparison of the cost of the service on those lines under the 

nt method and under the former. Let me give it in a word. 
those two routes there were paid under these contracts last 
ear $203,580. The cost for the service rendered, if computed at 
fall sea and inland postage, would have been but $3,832.96; so that 
the excess of cost on those two routes paid to the Cuban Mail 
Steamship Company is $199,747.04. I should like to say to the 
Senator from Connecticut that those vessels do not carry guns 
and were not made to carry guns. They are the same ships that 
were in our service when this system was adopted. > 
Let me add another statement. Except for the International 
Company, there is not a new ship on the sea in pursuance of these 


subsidies. They are the same old ships, as the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] aptly says. There were two new ships bnilt by 
the Oceanic Company which, as it would appear from the remarks 
yesterday, would not be able to survive if they did not have an 
increased subsidy. But the keels for those ships were laid before 
the act of Congress was , and when the Department pro- 
posed to put an inspector on them with reference to contracting, 
under the act of the Fifty-first Congress, they declined. They said, 
No; these ships are being built on our own account and are not 
subject to the inspection of the Government.” And no contract 
was made with that company. So those two ships, though new 
ships in the service, were not built in pursuance of the subsidies, 
nor does that line receive subsidy. though especially large rate of 
pay. They were built by enterprising, active business inen who 
wanted to make money by carrying goods upon the seus, and they 
like to the mails, as I said before, because it is the most 
profitable carriage they enjoy, except possibly (and I am not sure 
that exception would hold out upon critical examination) jewels 
and money. 

There was another contract which was made, the contract given 
to the Red D Line, which sails from this country to Venezuela, 
That line would have received last year $14,783.74 under the al- 
lowance of sea and inland postage. Yt received under its contract 
$79,030, being an excess over the service rendered at that special 
rate of $64,246.26. 

There are three routes to Venezuela, to Habana, and to Mexico. 
The first is necessary to us—that is, transportation by sea is the 
ouly way in which we can send our mails to Venezuela. To Mex- 
ico and to Habana the sea service is practically of no value. The 
two companies o ting those three routes struck“ in 1883 
when the Post-Office Department decided that, under the peculiar 
terms of the appropriation just then made, it was impossible to 
award a subsidy, and they refused their services to the Govern- 
ment. In consequence, a service was established to Cuba which 
shortened the transportation by a oy and a half, und gave the 
same number of trips all the year and half the year an additional 
trip per week. Yet those lines (identically the same, I think, 
without a new ship), which then d their service to the Gov- 
ernment in order to compel its submission (it was a mistaken 
effort), are favored now by these contracts to the extent of being 
awarded $265,000 for transportation of the mails over and above 
the amount due under the liberal rule of sea and inland postage 
always paid to American vessels since 1885, 

Mr. President, that illustrates the beauty of the contract subsidy 
service for carrying the mails. What do we derive irom these 
increased subsidies? No expedition. Let me pause there for a 
moment. I believe some figures were made since the change of 
this service for the purpose of showing againof time. I inquired 
into those figures carefully. How was it done? Under the old 
system they counted from post-office to post-office. Under the 
contract, which requires them to sail from port to port, they 
counted from the extreme edge of the port to the extreme edge. 
from light-house to light-house, and thus made an appearance of 
. in time without an alteration of a minute in actual 

act. 

Then, inquiring what have we gained, I say no expedition, no 
increased lines, no additional vessels, no benefit, save only that 
which the Senator from Connecticut called my attention to, an- 
ticipating what I intended to haye done myself, the fact that on 
two of the ships which sail to Europe there was a stipulation in 
respect to strength of construction, probably quite in accord with 
the interest of the vessel owners, for such strength as would en- 
able the United States, in case it should at any time seize those 
ships for its own uses, to put upon them, Of course the 

ns would be of no service if they encountered a vessel of war. 
ey would only be of service in case they encountered a vessel 
unp to contest the supremacy of the sea with them. 

Mr. ident, having pointed out the character and efficiency 
of the contract service which we now have, I think it would be 
wise for Congress, instead of promoting subsidies, to interpose at 
once in this bill a direction to the Post-Office Department to make 
no further contracts of a subsidy nature. 

But, sir, this bill proposes, and it was to that point I began the 
argument, to add to the Oceanic Steamship Company the sum of 
$80,009 a year as further compensation besides what they now en- 
joy. They now receive $30,000 a year, not by contract, but by an 
order of the Post-Office ment, esteemed within the law, to 
estimate the sea and inland postage at a fixed sum. Probably it is 
a sum in excess of what by a strict computation they would receive, 
but they get by that order on that estimation a fixed yearly sum 
of $60.000. Last year there was a deduction of $5,000 from the 
amount, to compensate five other vessels which made five trips in 
carrying the mails. Their trips are, I believe, 13 in number dur- 
ing the year. I think they sail a little oftener than once a month. 
Tney are well paid. The compensation awarded to them is a gen- 
erous one. For what reason should we increase it? The Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was asked by me to state that reason, 
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and he said it was because we were in danger of losing that serv- 
ice unless we made this additional subsidy. 

Mr. HILL. Are any increased facilities promised? 

Mr. VILAS. None whatever. 

Mr. HILL. Any increased service of any kind? 


Mr. VILAS. None whatever. It is so stated in the bill: 

For additional compensation to the Oceanic Steamship Company for trans- 
porting the mails, etc. 

As I was remarking, the reason, and I believe I state correctly, 
the only reason, which the Senator from Iowa gave us was that we 
should lose that service or were in danger of losing that service if 
we did not make this additional payment. 

Mr. ALLISON. And that it is the only line from San Fran- 
cisco to those points. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know that I stated it, but I understand 
that to be the fact. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes: and therefore you meant to imply that we 
were in danger of losing the service, because it was said a rival 
line had been subsidi by the English Government from Van- 
couver to the Australian colonies. the Senator interrupted my 
remarks to add ' it is to secure service and not to increase it,” 
which stated exactly his reason, as it appears in the RECORD. 

Mr. HILL. Is there a contract now? 

Mr. VILAS. I hold in my hand the annual report of the pon 
and telegraph department of New Zealand, the report made last 
July, in which it is stated that the San Francisco service (be- 
tween the colonies and San Francisco) has been renewed for three 
years from November, 1894, in terms of the following resolutions 
approved by the house of representatives last session: 

Resol 1. That this house empowers the Government to arrange fora 
renewal of the San Francisco mail service for à period not exceeding three 
years. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. What year was this made? 

Mr. VILAS. It was last year. 

Mr. ALLISON. In 1894. 

Mr. VILAS. The contract began in November, 1894. I shall 
not stop to read all the provisions, except they add: 

2. That the basis of the payment for conveyance of mails from New Zealand 
— be a rate of II shillings per pound on the net weight of the letters con- 


“F That all yments or contributions from Great Britain or other countries 
shall be receivable by the contractors, the colony's direct liability to be for 
payment of its outward letters only. 

Mr. FRYE. Does that report give the net amount paid by New 
Zealand to this American line for carrying the mail? 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Wisconsin will permit me, 
I will state the amount paid, as I understand it, by the British 
Government, It amounts to $5,769 per voyage, while we pay 
$4,617. 

Mr. VILAS. Ican not give the exact cost. I could compute it 
only on the weight of our mails, which I have, but not upon the 
mails from New Zealand. 5 

Mr. FRYE. I have had an impression that it is about 8100, 000 
a year that New Zealand paid. 

Mr. VILAS. Oh, no; Ido not think it amounts to so much as 
that, but if the Senator from California is correct 
ann WHITE. I did not hear the statement of the Senator from 

aine. 

Mr. FRYE. Isay I understood that New Zealand paid to this 
line about $100,000 a year. 

Mr. PERKINS. New Zealand is paying the Oceanic Steamship 
Company five thousand and some odd dollars (my colleague has 
the exact figures, which I gave to him) for 13 trips per year made 
by the Oceanic Steamship Company. 

Mr. VILAS. That would be about $65,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. Weare now receiving $60,000 a year from the 
American Government, while the Canadian Pacific Steamshi 
Company is receiving eighteen thousand and some odd hundr 
dollars per trip subsidy from the English Government and the 
Canadian Pacific Railroad, and the New Zealand colonies. 

Mr. FRYE. About $65,000, then, New Zealand pays. 

Mr. VILAS. Do I understand the Senator from California to 
have personal knowledge of the matter? He spoke of we.“ Is 
the Senator interested in the company? 

Mr. PERKINS. I am interested as an American citizen in 
fostering American shipping as against English shipping. Eng- 
land, France, and Russia last year gave $14,000,000 in postal sub- 
sidies. My friend from Wisconsin would not give one dollar to 
American shipping, excepting the postage, if he had his way. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, it was by my order that we made 
the full measure of statutory discrimination possible to be made 
in favor of American vessels at the time when I was in the Depart- 
ment, and awarded sea and inland postage to American vessels as 

to be within the then expectation of Congress. 

ae FRYE. What was the pay before the Senator issued that 
or 
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Mr. VILAS. To some sea and inland postage, to others sea 
postage only. 

Mr. FRYE. And the Senator did not issue the order, did 
until Congress had repealed the two statutes which authori 
the Post-Office Department to seize any American vessel, detain 
her at her port, and compel her to take the mails for sea post- 


age 
Mr. VILAS. Yes, sir; without the slightest reference 

Mr. FRYE. It was after that time that the Senator, as Post- 
master-General, issued the order. 

Mr. VILAS. Before that, because the order was made before 
Congress assembled—after I went into the Department. 

Mr. FRYE. That would be before the Senator became Post- 
master-General, would it not? 

Mr. VILAS. I think not. 

Mr. FRYE. My recollection is that we repealed those statutes 
before the Senator became Postmaster-General. 

Mr. VILAS. The action had not the slightest reference what- 
ever to that, and there never has been a time when an American 
vessel, being about to sail on its journey, was not desirous of car- 
4 the mails for the compensation which was given, and I 

ways acknowledge the earnestness of its desire to get as much 
more as it could. 

Mr. President, the New Zealand post-office report adds that the 
London post-office agreed to continue these payments in aid of 
the service until 1897, and the subsidy of £4,000 a year now paid 
by the Government of New South Wales is also to be continned, 
hee to the amount being annually appropriated by Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Tothesamesteamship company, the Oceanic? 

Mr. VILAS. The same steamship company, the Oceanic Com- 


pany. 

Mr. President, let me say with reference to that, in a word, that 
this entirely disposes of and answers the apprehension that we 
should at once lose the services of this company if we were to re- 
frain from giving it an additional $80,000 a year. We are giving 
it, if the Senator from California is correct, about the same sum 
that New Zealand is giving. ; 

Mr. WHITE. Thirteen thousand pounds a year. 

Mr. VILAS. Sixty thousand dollars a year, as against 13 trips 
at about 85.000 each a year, according to the Senator. 

Mr. WHITE. About $65,000. 

Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator any idea of the comparison be- 
tween the mails of New Zealand and those of the United States of 
America carried on those ships? 

Mr. VILAS. Ido not know which way the heavier mail is car- 
ried, whether from New Zealand or from this country, but the 
great service which is conducted by those ocean lines between San 

ancisco and Auckland is to the Australian colonies, because that 
is the shortest route by which they can communicate with the 
mother country, England. The closed mails of England are put 
on our cars in New York and delivered on board of these ships at 
San Francisco. On the other hand, the closed mails from the 
Australian colonies are delivered at San Francisco, transported to 
New York, and put on vessels for England. I have not the figures 
of the weights of the mails that are transmitted from Australia 
perhaps they are obtainable—but, in comparison to the advanta 
we derive, theirs is almost like communication with the whole 
foreign world as against an inconsiderable fraction of it to us. 
Of course, the colonies of Australia, New Zealand, New South 
Wales, and the others must maintain a mail service with England; 
they must have an establishment in some way, and it would not, 
in their case, be a subsidy whatever its necessary cost. If they 
can not procure it for less money than they actually pay, it is 
strictly mail pay, the least pay they could procure the mail car- 
ried for, in no sense subsidy; and that is precisely what they are 
continuing. They are not subsidizing; they are hiring. We are 
not now subsidizing; we are hiring, but we are paying a generous 
compensation to the laborer who enjoys the hire. 

Ido not care, Mr. President, to take the time of the Senate an 
longer. I desired only to point out a few of the reasons doh 
seem to me to stand against our adoption of this amendment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I simply desire to ask the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] a question in connection with the matters which 
were brought up by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vilas], 
having no immediate reference to this amendment. 

The Senator from Wisconsin dwelt upon the amount involved 
in this bill as payments for transatlantic service. I want to ask 
the Senator from Iowa if the amount appropriated this year for 
the transatlantic service is in excess of the amount appropriated 
last year? 

Mr. ALLISON, It is in excess of the amount appropriated last 


year. è 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Wil the Senator give me about the amount 
of the excess? 
Mr. ALLISON. The amount proposed to be appropriated this 
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year is $1,750,000, and the amount appropriated for the current 
year was $1,600,000 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Was the attention of the Senator from Iowa 
and the attention of the Committee on e called to 
the fact that the postal business between this country and Europe 
is less this year than it was last year? In other words, that our 
mail communication between this country and Europe, both in 
the form of letters and in the form of parcels, is falling off, not 
increasing; that in 1894, referring to the report of the Superin- 
tendent of Foreign Mails, the aggregate weight was 852,068 
pounds, and in 1895, 805,017 pounds; and the amount of other 
articles carried was within a few pounds of the same in 1894 and 
in 1895. I ask the Senator if the amounts are increased because 
the business is less, thus making the receipts from postage less? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator from Wisconsin partially 
stated the reason for the increase, namely, that the contracts 
which the Senator named will be paid next year, which of course 
will increase the cost of this service. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. What contracts? 

Mr. ALLISON. The contracts to which the Senator from Wis- 
consin alluded, with the International Steamship Company. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Were not those contracts in force last year? 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe not. 

Mr. FRYE. Only partially. There were only two ships last 
year, and now two more have been added. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now we have four ships, instead of two. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. We pay these ships for carrying the mails 
$14,564 every trip they make; that is, one ship each week. That 
is what we paid in 1895, Are we going to pay more than that per 
trip this year? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think not; but we have to pay for the serv- 
ice of four ships instead of two. 

Mr. FRYE. Two more huve been added. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I find in the report of the Superintendent of 
Foreign Mails: 

Route No. 57, “O. M. S.,“ New York to Southampton, 52 trips of 3,641 

miles 189,332 statute miles, at $4 

Mr. ALLISON. That is for the current year? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. For last year. 

Mr. ALLISON. From what page does the Senator read? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. From page 445 of the last report of the Post- 
master-General. The $757,328 would amount to $14,564 a trip. 
Now, do I understand the Senator, because the py pad have 
two new ships, that their compensation is to be doubled? 

Mr. ALLISON, It will not be doubled if the amount the Sen- 
ator now states is the correct amount. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam reading from page 445 of the report of 
the Postmaster-General. Will the Senator from Iowa kindly tell 
me how much the increase will be? 

Mr. ALLISON. It will not be doubled. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Is the amount increased; and if so, to what 
extent, because there are two more ships? 

Mr. FRYE. It will be increased. 

Mr. ALLISON. The figures given by the Senator were made 
for the current year. If the Senator’s statement is correct, the 
report for 1895 shows a total estimate of $607,698.47 for trans- 
atlantic service. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator is correct. Isee that the amount 
of $757,328 is the estimate for the coming year. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. > 

Mr. WOLCOTT, And that is proposed to be increased because 
there are two additional rare 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; because there are two additional ships. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If I may be enlightened at the expense of the 
time of the Senate for a moment further, Lask the Senator in what 
proportion are the payments to be increased because there are two 


new ships? . 
Mr. ALLISON. . to the number of ships used. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. e now pay for one trip per week, and the 
line always ran one ship. Are we now to pay for one additional 
ship per week? 
. SEWELL. I will state to the Senator from Colorado that 


the contract does not go into effect until October, and that makes 
a difference. 

Mr. VILAS. I will state—— : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa is enti- 


tled to the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do so, that this matter may be thoroughly 
understood. 

Mr. VILAS. Iwill call the attention of the Senator from Colo- 
rado to some figures right under his eye which will relieve him. 
The current year, for which $1,600,000 was ue is this 
fiscal year, to end with the coming month of June. During that 
year for the first time the subsidy contract on the Atlantic became 
operative. Those vessels began on October 12 last. The compen- 
sation paid for the preceding fiscal year the Senator will find stated 


$757,828 


on page 10 of the Superintendent's rt, at a total cost of $1,173,- 
000. that the appropriation for the current fiscal year, made 
in the last Congress, took into view the beginning of the contract 
service at one trip a week for transatlantic service, and inasmuch 
as it was for only about nine months of the year, the amount 
appropriated was not as much as will be necessary for the ensu- 


ing year. 

2 me add right there that the steamship companies were not 
willing to accept, under their contracts, the claim of the Post- 
Office Department that the compensation per mile was for a nau- 
tical mile; and they have succeeded in obtaining a construction 
that we are to measure on the sea the statute mile, whereby they 
increase about one-sixth the compensation which it was supposed 
would be paid them. 

Mr. GORMAN, Who made that construction? 

Mr. VILAS. I will not undertake to say, but it is in my mind 
that it was the Attorney-General of the United States, or some 
attorney-general in the Department perhaps. I shall not under- 
take to be specific about it. 

Mr. ALLISON, It popoe Mr. President, tbat this additional 
appropriation made for the Oceanic Steamship Company has led, 
and perhaps will lead, to a general discussion respecting the pro- 
priety of paying subsidies. Anticipating that some Senator will 
in a few minutes move to adjourn, in order to facilitate the con- 
sideration of this bill I ask that the Secretary go on and read the 
remainder of the bill, which will take but a little time, and that 
the pending amendment may be passed over for consideration 
when the Senate is fuller than it is now. I hope there will be no 
objection to that request. ; 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
whether it is designed to press the Oceanic Steamship matter toa 
vote to-night? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not. I have just asked that it might be 
passed over; and I wish to state now that I desire that the consid- 
eration of the bill shall be concluded to-morrow, and hope that 
the Senate will then stay in session until it is completed, espe- 
cially we are to adjourn over Friday, as I understand is sug- 


gested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Iowa, that the pending amendment be passed 
over and the remainder of the bill proceeded with? The Chair 
hears none, and itis so ordered. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 21, on page 7. The 
next amendment of the Committee on 5 was, under 
the head of Office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General,” at 
the top of page 8, to insert: 

For rent of office for use of the agent of the Post-Office Department to 
pha . the distribution of stamps of the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘Office of the 
ph be „ Postmaster-General,“ on page 8, after line 22, to 
strike out: 


Mail depredations and t-office inspectors: For pay of t-office in- 
spectors and clerks, $175,003.60. 25 ai 

For per diem allowance to inspectors in the field while actually traveling on 
business of the Department, at the rate of G per day (exclusive of Sundays 
except in cases of W „000. $ 

For incidental 3 z 8 prosecution of official investigations, 
ete., $13,000, 

For the allowance post-office 3 (excepting those receiving sal- 
aries of $2,500 per annum) of such items of actual and necessary aoe 
expense incurred in the discharge of their official duties as may be in excess 
of the per diem of $ allowed law, upon presentation and approval of 
vouchers covering the total expenditure for 5 expenses for the dates 
for which such excess may be claimed; or, if the exigencies of the service 
render the taking of vouchers impracticable or inex ient, the sworn state- 
ment of the inspector reciting the objects, amounts of and necessity for such 
expenditures, may be accepted in lieu of vouchers, $17,400; in all, $206,003.66. 


And insert: 


office rent, telegrams, 


ment, bf the Solicitor of the Treasury, agai 
mds of late rs, as provided for by section 202, Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment alg on page 10, line 9, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out thirty-five ” and insert twenty-five”; 
so as to make the clause read: 

ards for the de on, a and conviction of post- 
office ae rr scones and highway ait Pobbers, 225000. * 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, April 2, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. _ 


1896. 
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s HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, April 1, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG SIGNAL, BIG OYSTER BED SHOAL, NEW 
JERSEY. á 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 55) for the 
establishment of a light-house and fog-signal station at or near 
Big Oyster Bed Shoal, New Jersey, with Senate amendments. 

e bill and amendments were read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments, e 

The motion was agreed to. 

SALE OF TITLE OF THE UNITED STATES TO CERTAIN TRACTS OF 
LAND IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6408) author- 
izing the sale of title of the United States to certain tracts of land 
in the District of Columbia to Margaret Shugrue, Caroline Loch- 
boehler, and John R. Scott, with a Senate amendment. 

The bill and amendment of the Senate were read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwould like to hear the Senate amend- 
ment yo eS ` 

The 3 It has just been reported to the House, but 
the Clerk 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not the entire amendment. That was 
not the amendment that the Clerk read, as I understood. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk read the entire bill, and then read 
the Senate amendment; which will be again reported. 

The Senate amendment was again reported. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in, 


LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG SIGNAL ON NORTH MANITOU ISLAND, LAKE 
MICHIGAN. 


Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 5736) to authorize the Light- 
2 Board to proceed with the construction of the light-house 
and fog signal on North Manitou Island, Lake Michigan, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Light-House Board be authorized to proceed 
with the construction of the light-house and fog on North Manitou 
Island, Lake Michigan, heretofore appropriated for, and that the aforesaid 
board be authorized to lease the land necessary for the site of said aid to 
navigation until a perfect title to said site can be secured by condemnation 
proceedings. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider&- 
tion of the bill? 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I would ask the gentleman in charge of the 
a indicate whether there is a report accompanying this 
i 
Mr. MAHANY. The report 
The SPEAKER. One moment. The House will be in order. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Let the report be read or a statement made. 
Mr. MAHANY. I ask that the Clerk read the report. 
The report (by Mr. CokLISs) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 5736) entitled A bill to authorize the Light-House Board to pro- 
ceed with the construction of the light-house and fog Kenal on North Nani 
tou Island, Lake Michigan,” beg leave to submit the following report, and 
recommend that said bill do pass. 

This is a bill authorizing the Light-House Board, pading. the procuration 
of a perfect title by condemnation proceedings, to lease land necessary for 
the site for a light-house and fog signal heretofore authorized by Congress. 

The interests of navigation demand the immediate construction of the light- 
house, and the e of the bill is therefore approved by the Treasury 
partment, as shown by the accompanying letter: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., March 3, 1896. 
Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a letter from your 
committee, dated February 26, 1896, inclosing House bill No. 5736, to authorize 
the Light-House Board to proceed with the construction of the light-house 
and fog si on North Manitou Island, Lake Michigan, and to lease land 
necessary for its site, pending the procuration of a perfect title by condem- 
nation proceedings, with request for suggestions as to the merits of the bill 
and the propriety of its passage. 
This matter was referred to the Light-House Board, which reports that it 
approves the proposed bill and recommends its passage. 
Respec' Y, yours, 
8. WIKE, Acting Secretary. 


The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE 
AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman whether the lease 
is to be made of land that it is proposed ultimately to condemn, 
and ae a double construction? 

Mr Les; itis, 
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Mr. McMILLIN. So that the authorization given here would 


uire any double construction. 
Mr, . It is the same land. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
On motion of Mr. MAHANY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PRINTING OF VETO MESSAGES, PROCLAMATIONS, AND INAUGURAL 
ADDRESSES OF PRESIDENTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the concurrent resolution which 
T send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
concurrent resolution passed by Congress on the 27th day of July, 1894, au- 
thorizing and providing for the Compilation of the Annual, Special, and 
Veto Messa; tions,and Inaugural Addresses of the Presidents of 


the United States from 1789 to 1894, inclusive, be, and the same is hereby, 
894, inclusive“ 


amended so as to strike out of the resolution the words “to 1 

and insert in lieu thereof the words “to March 4, 1897," so as to require said 
compilation to be brought down to the ending of the present Administration; 
and the Public Printer is hereby authori and directed to apply so much 
of the money appropriated for public printing and binding for the current 
year, in addition to the heretofore appropriated or set apart for that 
purpose, as may be found n to complete the copying of the said mes- 
sages and other documents for printing. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the concurrent resolution? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears 
none, 

The resolution was agreed to. : 2 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the reselution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


STAMFORD, CONN., A SUBPORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Spanon I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Calendar the bill (S. 494) constituting Stamford, Conn., 
a subport of entry. It is a bill reported from the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That Stamford, Conn., be, and is hereby, constituted a 
subport of entry for the customs collection district of Fairfield, Conn. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, eR eco 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ABRAHAM O. WAUCOP. 


Mr, LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5127) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, directed 
to correct the military record of Abraham O. Wancop, late pires Company. 
F, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer ‘antry, by re-* 
moving the charge of absence without leave and dishonorable dismissal Bi 
the service, and grant him an honorable discharge as of the date of May 15, 1865: 
Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments shall become due the said 
Abraham O. Waucop by virtue of this act. 


rie eo R. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the ‘ 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Lask that the report be read. 

Mr. TALBERT. Lask if this bill has been considered at the 
Friday night session? 

Mr, LAYTON. I will say to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina that the charge against this man is that he was dismissed for 
absence without leave, and hence the Friday night session has no 
jurisdiction over the case, The report, Mr. Speaker, is very full 
and fair, and I ask careful attention to its renting. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it a long report, I will ask the gentleman? 

Mr. LAYTON. No, sir; it is not very long. 

The report (by Mr. GRIFFIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5127) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop, having had the same under con- 
sideration, would report thereon as follows: 

A similar bill was considered by the Committee on Mili Affairs, House 
of Representatives, third session Fifty-third Congress, which committee 
recommended the passage of such bill. 

The soldier's record, as set forth in such report, as found in Senate Report 
No. 1015, is stated to be as follows: 

It appears from the records of the War Department that the 1 
Abraham O. Waucop, was enrolled and mustered in CORDED F, Fifteen’ 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers (first three months’ service), on the i'th day of 
April, 1861, and was honorably discharged, by reason of the muster out of 

id 8 on the 27th day of August. 186 
e 


not 


That on 10th day of September, 1861, he reenlisted in ec eae F, Ben- 
ton Cadets, Missouri Volunteers, and served as such soldier until the 8th day 
of Jan by reason of the muster 


, 1862, when he was honorably 
out of company. 
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“That on the d day of August, 1862, he again reenlisted, and was mustered 
in and appointed first sergeant Company C, One hundred and eighteenth 
Ohio Volunteers, September 15, 1862. On March 1, 1863, he was promoted to 
second lieutenant, same company; on May 14, 1864, he was wounded at the 
battle of Resaca.Ga. On the 4th of March, 1865, he was promoted to captain 
and ed to duty with Company F, same regiment. 
“Itis er noted in the re 5 


his regimen 
A had been absent without 
leave since March 6, 1865, and recommended his dismissal from the service. 

“That on the 17th day of April, 1865, the case was submitted to General 
8 Who recommended that Captain Wa be dishonorably dismissed 
from the service for absence without leave, whereupon he was summarily 
dismissed on the 24th of 2 1805, by Special Order No. 183, War Depart- 
ment, Adjutant-General’s Office. 

“Tt 2 from the verified statements of two of his comrades, Sergeant 
Ailes and Captain Rhodes, of the same regiment (two reputable tlemen), 
and the petition of the survivors of the regiment that at and during the time 


he is reported as being absent without leave (and for which he was after- 
arin disinioned from the service) he was actuall 


dismissal X 

“His honorable discha: as provided in this bill, is also prayed for b 
substantially all of the survivin l and members of the One hundred 
and eighteenth Ohio Volunteer try who served with him in the Army, 


about 100 in number.“ 
In view of the facts, and yin view of the fact that Mr. Waucop 


served his country faithfully and well for nearly four S 8 and placing 
eee eee diame tone Gripen ye tag ly d from 
the service without a hearing, and also that it a that he never in fact 
deserted nor intended to desert, your committee feels that it would be butan 
act of cage eg justice to remove the stain of dishonor his record by 
= ing an honorable discharge, and therefore adopts and 7 roves the 
or mer report herein referred to and recommends the passage bill. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in addition to that 
full report, that a similar bill to this was during the last 
Congre, both through the House and the Senate, but failed toreach 
the ident in time to receive his signature, from the fact that 
it was only passed on the 2d day of March. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? ee a pecs] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr, LAYTON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following bills were taken 
from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 319) for the relief of telegraph 3 during the 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 517) for the relief of Thomas Williams, an em Doros 
of the Senate folding room, for injuries received while in the di 

of his duties in the year 1892—to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 1565) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Howland 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (S. 502) to approva a compromise and settlement between 
the United States and the State of Arkansas—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. ‘ 

A bill (S. 101) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to set- 
tle the mutual account between the United States and the State 
of Florida, heretofore examined and stated by said Secretary 
under the authority of the Congress, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1075) for the relief of the heirs of D. Fulford—to the 

mmittee on i 

A bill (S. 492) for the erection of a public buildi 
Conn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1491) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 264) providing for the location and purchase of public 
lands for reservoir sites—to the Committee on the Public ds. 

A bill (S. 154) to provide for the erection of a public building at 


at Meriden, 


cent Ind.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
rounds. 
A bill (8.1 providing for a commission to negotiate with 


the Crow and thead Indians for the cession of portions of their 
shag, ps reservations in the State of Montana—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
Sal CEES OMS, MAITAS SOELA for te lentalauive xeon: 
x ing appropriations for the legislative, execu- 

fee, aa judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference naked by 
the House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CULLou, Mr. TELLER; and 
Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


MARCUS D. BOX. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. poneer, I ask nnanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2410) to amend an act in- 
creasing the pension of Marcus D. Box. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act approved February 8, 1895, be amended so 
as to read as follows:“ That the Secre of the Interior is hereby author- 
ized and directed to place upon the invalid pension roll the name of Marcus 
D. Box, late a private of bers pena D, First Missouri Volunteer Infantry, 
afterwards First Missouri Artillery, subject to the limitations of the pension 
2 at the rate of $25 per month, in 

g” 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 


lieu of the pension which he is now re- 


Iowa whether this bill has been considered in Committee of the 


Whole at a pension session? 

Mr. LA . Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is simply to 
correct a bill which was passed by the last Congress. Owing toa 
mistake of Droa there was a proviso inserted in that bill requir- 
ing proof of total blindness, my understanding at the time being 
that the man was totally blind; but instead of that the fact is that 
while one eyeball has run out, there is a faint glimmer of sight in 
the other. The effect of that state of facts has been to defeat that 
act which was posed in the last Congress for the relief of this 
claimant, and the purpose of this bill is to make that act opera- 
tive. The man was drawing a pension for a wound in the head, 
but he has lost his — 

Mr. TALBERT. The bill then would not necessarily come be- 
fore a Friday night session for consideration? 

Mr. LACEY. Not n ily. The object of it is merely to 
amend an act passed in February, 1895. 

The SPE Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? i i 

There was no objection. 
727... IDA A AN Grom ancl pened 

ing en „it was ingly e third time, an $ 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


A. P. BROWN, 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. S. r, Lask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 1602) for the relief of A. P. 
rown, late postmaster at Le Mars, Iowa. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $888.98 be, and is hereby, appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 9 for the urposo 
of reimbursing A. P. Brown, late postmaster at rs, Iowa, for loss sus- 
tained by reason of burglary of postage stamps and money from said post- 
office on January 9, 1804. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. LOUD. I think we should have the report read, Mr. 
Speaker, or else there should be an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. ican make a brief explanation, which I think 
will satisfy the gentleman and the House. The case is simply this: 
The postmaster at Le Mars, Iowa, in January, 1894, had his office 
Bead and robbed of about $500 in money and about $900 in 
stamps. Subsequently $500 worth of stamps were recovered, and 
the guilty party was prosecuted, but the Department required the 
postmaster to settle for the remainder on the ground that he had 
not confided the combination of his safe to a second person, as he 
was required to do. Theson of the postmaster was his deputy, 
but the postmaster himself was taken suddenly ill while his son 
was away, and when night came the clerk in charge, not under- 
standing the combination, locked the safe with a day lock only, 
and that night burglars came and burglarized the office; their 
tools were found the next morning. 

Mr. LOUD. Is there a report of a post-office inspector in this 


case? 

Mr. PERKINS. The ground upon which the Department re- 
quired the postmaster to pay for the stamps was negligence. It 
was c that he had not confided the combination of the safe 
to another person; but the evidence in the case shows that that 
wan a 3 , and that, in fact, he had complied with the rule in 

respec 

Mr. LOUD. Lask the gentleman if there is any report of a post- 
office inspector in the case? . 

Mr. PERKINS. Ido not know that there is. I had a conver- 
sation with the Postmaster-General in regard to the matter myself, 
and he stated to me that no doubt it was a case of great personal 


hardship to this aster —— 
Mr. LOUD. I think it would be better to have a report from 
an inspector. 
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Mr. PERKINS. Now, you had better not object to this, Mr. 
Loup——__[Laughter.] : 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I object to the gentleman appealing 
to me personally in this way in this case. aughter. | 

Mr. PER S. Well, this is a very meritorious case. 

Mr. LOUD, It may be, but this House has a right to have a 
report from the Post-Office officials upon all cases of this charac- 
ter, Perhaps the bill is right. Ido not say that it is not; but the 
case has undoubtedly been investigated by a post-office inspector, 
and we ought to have his report. J ; 

Mr. PERKINS. When this one-legged soldier came to retire 
from the office the Department said that he must settle his ac- 
counts, and he paid over the money. There was nothing else for 
him to do under the ipene se In pant Se Neha 4 si was 
no und for the charge of negligence agai im, an ere is 
pede no suspicion of neglect of duty on his pa But, coming 
under the re tion of the Department requiring that the com- 
bination of the safe should be confided to a second person, it was 
held that he had been guilty of negligence because he had not 
done that, when in fact, as the evidence shows, he had done it. 

Mr. LOUD. That is just the point I would like to know about, 
and I should like to hear the report of the post-office inspector 
who investigated the case. 

Mr, PER S. The Committee on Claims has thoroughly 
investigated this matter and you have their report here. 

Mr. LOUD. I would rather have the report of the post-office 
i r who inyestigated it. It is very hard, Mr. 5 
when the gentleman appeals to me personally, as he has one, to 
object to a bill of this character 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman may make a demand upon me 
that it is perfectly impossible to comply with, but he can not 
clear himself by doing that. s 

Mr. LOUD. Wel, Mr. Speaker, permit me to say that this 
case has . 1 ee person, a post-office 
in tor, and we ought to have his repor 

@ SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I must call for the regular order. 
I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for further consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. HorkIxNs in the chair. 


\ SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Utah [Mr. ALLEN] is 
entitled to the floor on his pending amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the gentleman from Utah proceeds, I 
ask unanimous consent that we return for a moment to page 29, 
line 16, for the purpose of striking out the word“ west,” which 
has been inadvertently inserted. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, that verbal 
amendment will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I call for the reading of my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In Hah 52, strike out, after the word Wyoming,” the word “and” 
and insert after the word“ Washington” the words “Colorado and Utah”; 
so as to make the clause read: 


“Provided, That in the States of California, Idaho, Montana, Oregon; Ari- 
zona, Wyoming, Washington, Colorado, and Utah there may be allowed, in 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, for the survey and resurvey 
of lands heavily timbered, mountainous, or covered with dense undergrowth, 
rates not exceeding $25 per linear mile for standard and meander lines, $33 for 
township and $20 for section lines.“ 


Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Chairman, the effect of this amend- 
ment is simply to place the State of Colorado and Utah upon the 
same footing as the States of California, Idaho, Montana, n, 
Wyoming, and Washington and the Territory of Arizona with 
respect to extra compensation for certain surveys in mountain- 
ous and heavily wooded sections of the country. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May Iask the gentleman why these two 
States were not inserted by the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I can not answer that question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then I ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee 1 CANNON] why that was not done? 

. CANNON. If the gentleman from Utah will allow me to 
answer in his time—— 

Mr, ALLEN of Utah. Certainly. 

Mr, CANNON. I will state that some years ago it was found 
that in the thickly timbered parts of Washi n, on, and 
California contracts for the surveys could not be at the 
pio fixed in the statute; and therefore the Commissioner of the 

eral Land Office was authorized in his discretion to pay in 
those States the prices named in the bill. From time to time that 
provision has been extended to other States. The amendment 


proposes to extend it to Utah and Colorado. This proposition is 
now presented for the first time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask the chairman of the committee 
whether the amendment meets his approval? 


Mr. CANNON. Well, yes and no, both; that is to say, I have 
no doubt there are some lands, not great in extent, in Idaho and 
Colorado where the 8 can not get the surveys made for 
the statutory price. The case is the same with a great portion of 
the lands in Washington; there is quite a small quantity, I appre- 
hend, of such lands in Utah and Colorado. 

But I am not antagonizing the amendment; it can do no harm 
if there is honest administration. In other words, if the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office will not contract for the pay- 
ment of this increased price except where it is necessary the 
provision is proper; if,on the other hand, there should be bad 
administration and the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
should make contracts at this advanced price where it is not neces- 

to do so, then this legislation would be unfortunate. 
r. LIVINGSTON. I the administration will be all right. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. The criticism of the gentleman from 
Minois [Mr. Cannon] would apply to the whole appropriation, 
would it not? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, to a greater or less extent. Ido not care 
to antagonize the amendment. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. I move to amend by striking out, in 
line 45, page 51, the words “ two hundred and fifty thousand ” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words three hundred and seventeen 
thousand four hundred and eighty.” 

I offer this amendment primarily for the purpose of obtaining 
information from the chairman of the Committee on og ie oud 


tions. The estimate for 1897, under which this bill was doubtless 
drafted, called for an appropriation of $442,480 for this 8 
une 30, 


I find that the fet mia for the fiscal year endin, 
1896, on account of these surveys, were $375,461.21. e appro- 
oe for this purpose under this bill are $275,000. I should 

ike to ascertain what is the cause of this t decrease in these 
appropriations for a matter which I apprehend is as essential as 
any other embraced in the bill. 

. CANNON. There is no decrease in fact. Theappropriation 
for surveys of the public lands for the current year was $250,000; 
and in this bill it is the same, a hough there is an appropriation 
92 Layee for thesurvey of private land claims, making all together 

5,000, 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. That I understand. 

Mr. CANNON. That amount also was appropriated for the 
current year. Now, there was an appropriation of $100,000 for 
the current year for the survey of railroad land grants—an appro- 
priation which has not been expended—and the Department 5, pa 
not ask for any further agpropriation of that kind. This is a con- 
tinuing appropriation. that for the surveys of the lands proper 
the appropriation recommended by this bill is precisely the same 
amount as for the current year. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ishould be glad to have the tleman from 
Illinois state that though the appropriation of $100,000 was made 
for the survey of railroad lands, yet the railroad companies reim- 
burse to the ury their proportion of that expenditure, 

Mr. CANNON. Iso understand. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. This is a very 1 matter, and 
it has not yet been satisfactorily explained. is House ought to 
know all about it. As I understand, theappropriation of $100,000 
isa 5 appropriation under the law. 

Mr. CANNON. Iso understand. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Then it would be carried over to the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897. 

Mr. CANNON. It is only 8100, 000, but it does not lapse. It is 
a . appropriation until expended. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. How is it expended? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam quite sure Ido not know; but no estimate 
is submitted in connection with it. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Very well, then, notwithstanding that 
5 you have still a discrepancy of $42,480 according to 
your report. 

Mr. ON. Oh, I did not catch on to the gentleman’s 
point exactly. Now, touching this $100,000 the provision is: 

And any money which shall be expended of such appropriation and reim- 
bursed and paid into the Treasury is hereby reappropriated, and the said 
sum shall remain a continuing appropriation. 

So that it can not be used for surveys of the railroad lands with- 
out reimbursement by the railroads as soon as expended and the 
law at once reappropriates it. Soi 5 until repealed, 
a continuing appropriation of $100,000, and whatever may have 
been expended out of it, there is just as much as when we com- 
menced by way of reim ment. 

Mr. SON of Idaho. Then there still remains the $42,480 
less than the amount recommended by the Department. 
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Mr. CANNON. Less than the amount recommended? 


Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, it is $150,000 less than the estimate? 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. No; as I understand your report, the 
estimate is $42,480 more than the total n 

Mr. CANNON. No; the estimate was but $400,000 for survey- 
ng the ublic lands. 

5 N of Idaho. Well, Iam reading from your report, 
on 6, which shows that it is $442,480. 

. CANNON. There‘are some other items, the gentleman will 
find. I have a statement of the amounts here. The estimate for 
the surveys of the public lands was $400,000, and we recommend 
of the estimate the sum of $250,000. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Then do I understand that the appro- 
priation is the same as last year? 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. I withdraw the amendment. 
rage a caning . The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 

e bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For survey of private land claims in the States of Colorado, Nevada, and 
Wyoming, and the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, and Utah, con- 
firmed under the provisions of the act of Congress entitled An act to estab- 
lish a court of private land claims and to provide for the settlement of - 
vate land claims in certain States and Territories,” approved March 3, 1891, 
and for the resurvey of such 5 land claims heretofore confirmed as 
may be deemed necessary, $20,000. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, in behalf of the gentleman 
from Utah [Mr. ALLEN], who stepped out of the Hall temporarily, 
I ask to offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On e 52, line 24, strike out the word“ and.“ after the word Nevada,” 


and insert after the word Wyoming the words “and Utah.“ Also, in the 
twenty-fifth line, strike out the w “and Utah” and insert and after 


Mr. SHAFROTH. The object of the amendment is simply to 
have Utah classed as a State instead of a Territory; the object 
being to place that State among the list of Statesinstead of amon 
the list of Territories. : 

Mr. CANNON. That is right. 


The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For topographic surveys in various ons of the United States, $150,000, 
to be immediately available; 000 of which shall be expended west of the 


ninety-seyenth meridian in the States of North Dakota, South Dakota, Ne- 

Kansas, Texas, and the Territory of Oklahoma, and atleast one-third 
of the remainder shall be expended west of the one hundred and third merid- 
jan: Provided, That hereafter in such surveys west of the ninety-fifth merid- 
ian elevations above a base level located in each area under survey shall be 
determined and marked on the ground by iron or stone posts or permanent 
bench marks, at least two such posts or bench marks to be established in 
each township or equivalent area, except in the forest-clad and mountain 
areas, where at least one shall be established, and these shall be placed, when- 
ever practicable, near the township corners of the public-land surveys. 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ord surveys.“ in line “and in the areas 
of the ninety. Afth Tornien at least one —. — eee teen mark shall be simi: 
lari established in each area, equivalent to the area of a township of the 
public-land surveys.” 

Mr. WHEELER. This will cost but very little money, the 
purpose DDE that when elevations shall be determined by a sur- 
vey they s be permanently marked. It is strictly in the line 
of economy—— 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sug- 
gestion in the ee of a compromise? _ uP 

Mr. WHEE What is it? If fair, lam willing to accept it. 

Mr. CANNON, That by unanimous consent we agree to the 
amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. That is capital. I accept it. [Laughter.] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the ation of the report of the mineral resources of the United 
States, $1800. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 16, 55. amend substituting the word “twenty ” for the word 
“eighteen Witte — dog — 8 of the United States“; so as 


r the w 
“For the ks aeara of the report of the mineral resources of the United 
States, $20,000." 


Mr. CANNON. Iwill state, Mr. Chairman, that the quickest 
way to of this, being within the estimate, and as on in- 
vestigation it seems to be Bu — is to ask unanimous consent 
that it be adopted without ussion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Yor gauging the streams and dete: the water supply of the United 
States, Din the investigation of underground 8 and artesian 


wells in arid and semiarid sections and the pre 0 
best methods of utilizing the water resources of aiie — — * 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask to make a verbal correc- 
tion in line 2, on page 56. The word report“ should be re- 
ports.” I ask that the correction be made. 
„ Without objection, the modification will 
e. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 
that he ask permission at the same time to authorize the Clerk to 
amend the totals of the various paragraphs. 

Mr. CANNON. I think I have 5 secured permission to 
that extent. But in the event that I have not done so, I now ask 
unanimous consent that the Clerk be permitted to amend the 
totals of the paragraphs which are modified by the committee, 
either by increasing or decreasing the amounts. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

‘ The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 


For repairs to the build of the institution and for the furnishing of 
the new buildings provided for by act approved March 2, 1895, $3,000. 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment 
at this point. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
; — by inserting after the word dollars,“ in line 3, on page 59, the fol- 
lowing: 


“HOWARD UNIVERSITY. 


“For maintenance of the Howard University, to be used in payment of 
part of the salaries of the officers, E teachers, and other regular 
employees of the university, the balance of which will be paid from dona- 
tions and other sources, 227.500; for tools, materials, wages of instructors, and 
other necessary expenses of the industrial 8 33,000; for books for 
library, law library, bookcases, shelving, and fixtures, $000; for material and 


apparatus for chemical, physical, and natural history, and laboratory, $200; 
for improvement of grounds and repairs of buildings, $1,000; in all. $32,600: 
Provided, That no of the money hereby appropria shall be paid to 


any teacher or p: 
versity.” 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, for many years an appropriation 
substantially similar to this has been made for the benefit of 
Howard University. It seems to me that this 5 ought not 
to withdraw that appropriation. While I do not desire to debate 
this proposition, I do desire to submit it to the House, feeling per- 
fectly assured that it will not take this appropriation from that 
university. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

i The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
OWS: 


essor of theology or religion, or to any chaplain in said 


REINDEER FOR ALASKA. 


For support of the reindeer station at Port Clarence, Alaska, and for the 
hase and introduction of reindeer from Siberia for domestic purposes, 


Mr. PITNEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Insert in line II, page 59, after the word “dollars,” the following new 


paragraph: 
“UNDER THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


For subscription of the United States as an adhering member of the Inter- 
national Prison Commission and the expenses of a commissioner, to be ap- 
pointed by the President, to be immediately available, $2,000.” 


Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will state that this appropria- 
tion is urgently recommended by the Secretary of State, but the 
letter of transmittal, bearing the documents pertaining to the 
matter and containing the recommendation, was so late in arriv- 
ing before Congress that it did not reach the Committee on Appro- 
priations in time to be considered when this bill was being made 
up. I have in my hand a copy of this letter of transmittal, and 
if there is any question raised about it I will read the letter. 
Otherwise I will ask to have it embodied in the RECORD as a part 
of my remarks. 

Mr. CANNON. The statement of the gentleman is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the letter referred 
to by the gentleman from New Jersey will be incorporated in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, March 21, 1896. 


It presents a comprehensive statement of all that on 
sion, and contains much valuable information that might profitably be con- 
sidered with a view to the alleviation of 8 hases of human misery 
without sacrificing any of the absolute to tees of 
social er. 
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In connection with this report Gen. R. Brinkerhoff, president of the Amer- 
ican delegation, has submitted to the De ment, under date of the 19th 
instant, a request from the Internatio: Prison Commission, which is the 


executive an ent arm of the congress, that the Government of the 
United States be represented by a delegate in its or; tion. Although 
this Government suggested and founded the International Prison Congress, 


it does not contribute anything toward its expense and has never had a sop: 
resentative on the permanent Commission. Even the delegates from th 
country, who have been commissioned by this Department and who haveat- 
tended the quinquennial meetings of the con have uniformly borne 
their own expenses, with the ue exception of the late Dr. E. C. Wines, for 
La gg Soc of whose expenses Congress made provilon. 

e subscription to the International Prison Commission is based upon the 
population of the countries represented, being © per 1,000,000 inhabitants. 
Assuming the po ulation of the United States to be 65,000,000, the annual sub- 
scription would but „or $1,025 for the five Fg The money thus 

ved by the International Commission is expended in the publication of 
monographs, bulletins, reports, and the proceedings of the International 
Prison Congress, which are sent to the Governments in proportion to their 


subscriptions. 3 ‘i 
The Commission holds a meeting re, alternate summer in Switzerland, 
and the appropriation of the United States should properly include the 
expenses of the delegate from this country. Thus, an annual appropriation 
of $2,000 would not only defray the subscription of this Government toward 
the support of the Commission, but also the expenses at home and abroad of 
the United States commissioner. 

It may be observed that the rules of the Commission do not require that any 
delegate shall commit his Government to any action taken by the Commis- 
sion; it simply secures the support and c ration of the different nations 
represented in the study of the great problems relating to the suppression 
of crime, the protection of society, the proper treatment of the criminal, the 
moral rescue of children, the organization of every means for preventing the 
discharged prisoner from relapsing into the life of crime, 

The American delegation feel very strongly the importance of acceding to 
the request of the International Prison Commission, not merely because the 
Government of the United States appears to be morally bound to support an 
international enterprise which it practically inaugurated, but because the 
American people may — the greatest benefit from so beat The Inter- 
national Prison Congress is a great humanitary movement. It is not con- 

ed, as its name might suggest, merely to the question of administering 
pricey but to the whole subject of the prevention and treatment of crime 

all its aspects. In this broad aspect of the case it strongly appeals for 
dee rc and aid, to the end that the work may be prosecuted under the 
most favorable and most advantageous donditions. 

In view of the considerations herein advanced;of others equally cogent 
that may be found from a careful reading of the correspondence, of the rec- 
ommendation of the American delegation, and of the formal request of the 
International Commission, I strongly urge that the sum of $2,000 annually be 
re agi shes pa for the subscription to the Commission and for the expenses of 
the American member thereof. 

If possible the appropriation desired should be included in the sundry civil 
bill or in some other available form. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
RICHARD OLNEY. 

Hon. ADLAI E. STEVENSON, 

Vice-President of the United States, 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the substance of that amendment 
was communicated by the Department of State to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs with a favorable letter. This is a matter that 
was initiated by our Government many years ago. The provision 
is simply to provide for our representation in the International 
Prison N of the International Congress, that congress 
having been begun and organized by the United States. Dr. 
Wines, an eminent American citizen, whom I met when he was 
abroad, engaged in and enthusiastically devoted to that great 
work, was the earliest inspiring advocate of the cause. For us to 
abandon it now would seem to be inconsistent. The amendment 
provides only for the expense incurred by our representation on 
the Commission and does not give any person any money in the 
wa 


ayo mon 75 à : 
me . PITNEY. That is correct, Mr. Chairman; it carries no 
The amendment of Mr. PITNEY was agreed to. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 59, after line 11, insert: 

“UNDER THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

“ ing and preparing for publication the Revolutio 
incigine he 8 a the Continental Gongreg, under the 
direction and control of the Secretary of State, $10,000." 

Mr, CANNON, Mr. Chairman, to that amendment I make the 
point of order that it is not authorized by law, and therefore it is 
in conflict with the rules, 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask the gentleman from IIli- 
nois to reserve his point of order until I can present the matter. 

Mr. CANNON. I shall be very glad to do so. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. And I ask the chairman of the 
committee to allow me ten or fifteen minutes, 

Mr. CANNON. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have fifteen minutes, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the committee, for once I believe I shall advocate a proposition 
which will receive the approval of nearly every member of this 
committee, whether he be a Democrat or a Republican, because I 
come to you on the ground of patriotism andin behalf of the pres- 
exvation of those historical manuscripts which form our common 


e, coming down to us from the formative period of this 
It is now, Mr. Chairman, nearly eight years—that is, 
on the 12th day of April next it will be eight years—since the Pres- 


heri 
Republic. 


ident of the United States transmitted to the Con of the - 
United States a letter recommending that measures be taken for 
the preservation and pappaen of the Revolutionary archives. 
The m e sent by the President of the United States transmit- 
ted also a letter from the then Secretary of State, Mr. Bayard, and 
many letters received from various parts of the country, from 
scho all over the country, advocating the plan which had been 
suggested by Mr. Bayard. It was only last year, in 1895, when a 
second letter was transmitted to Congress by Mr. Gresham, then 
Secretary of State, advocating the adoption of some consistent 
plan for the preservation and publication of these manuscripts. 

Now, what are they? You will remember that the preliminary 
period before the entering of the United States Government on its 
new form under the Constitution of 1787 extended from the 5th 
day of September, 1774, the day when the delegates of the various 
provinces or colonies assembled in Carpenter Hall, at Philadelphia, 
until the 4th day of March, 1789, when the new Government went 
into being. This formative period may be divided into two sub- 
divisions: The first from September 5, 1774, until the adoption of 
the Articles of Confederation on the 8th day of July, 1778; and 
the second term embracing all the years of the Confederation; 
that is, the whole period in which we were governed by the Ar- 
ticles of Confederation, and ending with the practical coming into 
operation of the Constitution of 1787. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Is therea bill pending before the House 


. idea? 

Mr. LETT of New York. There is an amendment pro- 
posed to the sundry civil bill, which has been read by the Clerk, 
which provides for an initial appropriation of $10,000 for copying 
and preparing for publication these Revolutionary archives. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Well, I am very much in favor of the 
amendment, but what I ask is, Is there an independent bill before 
the House? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No, sir; this work is to be pro- 
vided for now. 

The Revolutionary archives consist of two classes of pa 
The first are the journals of what is termed the Continental Ou: 

ess—the journals of the Congress of the Colonies or of the 

Jnited States from 1774 to 1789—and all the records of the various 
departments of Government, which were then kept under the con- 
trol of Congress. For you must remember, gentlemen, that the 
only central authority in our early Government was the Congress 
of the United States. All central executive power was vested in 
the Congress and in the various departments of the Government 
under Congress. 

The other papers are the papers of Washington, of Franklin, of 
Hamilton, of Jefferson, of Madison, and of Monroe, and these 
papers in all amount to some 50 volumes—that is, the scheme of 
publication embraces 50 volumes of 800 p each, The total 
cost of the work of publication is estimated at $100,000, but all 
that can be utilized within the 2 fiscal year will be the sum 
of 810,000. The first thing to be done is to have the historical 
manuscripts copied, and the second thing is to have them prepared 
and edited for publication. 

Now, only two objections have been made to this proposition. 
The first objection is that there is no urgency. That is a mistake. 
I have the statement of Mr. Gresham that it is most urgent that 
these papers be preserved at once, and that the only way to pre- 
serve them and properly guard them is to copy them. The other 
objection is that there is a great mass of manuscripts, and certain 
papers should be selected for publication. It is the opinion, not 
only of the Secretary of State, but of all historical scholars, that it 
will not answer to have a fragmentary publication; but that all 
the documents must be published. In support of that view I call 
the attention of the committee to the value of the publications of 
papers which are now being made in Great Britain. 

ask for order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of the gentleman is well taken. 
The committee will be in order. 

Mr.HEPBURN: Before the gentleman enters upon this branch 
of the discussion, I want to ask him what is the size of the edition 
that is contemplated by an expenditure of $100,000; how large? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I do not go into the question 
of publication to-day, but I offer my amendment only because it 
is important that these papers should be copied. These papers are 
falling to pieces, and they must be copied, because they were 
bought for the people of the United States. Every scholar and 
every student who to the State Department has the right of 
access to and examination of these papers; and in point of fact 
they are falling to pieces and in danger of absolute obliteration. 
What I ask for bis is that we may have enough money appro- 
priated to copy them and let the question of their printing and 
publication come up in the future; but I will state clearly that my 
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object is ultimately to secure their publication. This is from the 
letter of Mr. Gresham in 1805. He says: 
There is, it seems to me, an urgent need for adequate provision for this 


work, for the reason that under present conditions the papers are liable to 
serious injury and defacement. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I understood the gentleman to say that the 
estimated cost of this work that he proposes to enter upon was 
$100,000, and that the edition would consist of six volumes. Now, 
Hs —_ y copies of each volume does he expect to produce for 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. If the distinguished gentle- 
man from Iowa will allow me, I will read the estimate in detail: 

Of these the first 1,000 copies, bound in cloth, would cost $100.70). Each 
additional 1,000 copies would cost $2,750. The rate per volume would be 
$2,015 for the first 1,000 copies, and $45 per each additional 1,0 copies. The 
cost of a single copy of a volume of the first edition of 1.00 would therefore 
3 — aa or a single copy of the subsequent editions of 1,000 copies 


Upon this question of expense I want to call the attention of 
the committee to the fact that we have t enormous sums for 
the publication of the records of the Union and the Confederate 
armies—I believe the appropriation for that purpose in this very 
bill is $145,000. We are appropriating large sums for the publica- 
tion of the naval records; we are shaper peas enormous suins 
every year for the preservation of rock and hill and vale, that can 
not be obliterated, upon all our battlefields. And yet, Mr. Chair- 
man, a point of order is raised here against an appropriation for the 
preservation of the muniments of our early ists „ these inval- 
uable historical manuscripts. But before arguing the point of 
order I want to say one or two more words upon the merits of this 
proposition. The British Government for many years has been 
engaged in the 8 of several series of original historical 
manuscripts. ey publish a series called the Domestic Series, of 
which I have a volume on my desk. These volumes include state 
papers extending as far back as the reign of Edward VI, and the 

ublication has already come down as far as the time of Charles 
H. There is another series called the Foreign Series; there is an- 
other called the Colonial Series; there are one or two volumes of 
a Scottish series, and there is also a calendar of Irish state papers. 
Thus far there have been published over 100 volumes of these rec- 
ords. A similar course has been followed by France, and I believe 
it will be ultimately adopted by every civilized Government. Now, 
certainly, if anything can be of interest, of importance, and of 
value to the people of this whole country, it is the preservation of 
our Revolutionary archives. 

A word now as to the pointof order. I say thata point of order 
can not be maintained Spalon this appropriation, for two reasons, 
In the first place, what does this amendment propose todo? It 
proposes to appropriate 510,000. For what? For copying and pre- 

g for publication the archives of the Revolution, including 
Phe records and papers of the Continental Congress. I submit to 
the chairman of this Committee of the Whole that under existing 
rovisions of law the Secretary of State, or the Department of 
tate, has full power and authority to copy any records in the 
custody of that Department, and that such power has existed or 
subsisted in that Department ever since July 27,1789. The Chair 
will recollect that on that day an act was passed by the Congress 
of the United States transferring all the papers and records then 
in the custody of the department for foreign affairs to the new 
3 of State, and in that act it is provided that the cus- 
y of all those records shall be in the Department of State, and 
that for copying the records there shall be allowed a certain fee, 
to wit, 10 cents per folio. 

Now, there can not be a fee for copying fixed by statute unless 
there be the power to copy the papers for the copying of which 
the fee is to be exacted. More than that, I say there is an inher- 
ent power in every Department of this Government to copy any of 
the records in its custody, and I insist that the only limitation on 
that power is the amount of money which can be made available. 
But more than that, Mr. Chairman, I call attention to the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, Title V, Department of State. Sec- 
tion 203 provides that the Secretary of State shall have the custody 
of all these records, and section 213 provides that for making out 
and authenticating copies of the records in the Department of 
State a fee of 10 cents for each sheet containing 100 words shall be 
paid by the requesting such copy. 

But aside from these provisions of the Revised Statutes, and of 
the act of 1789 incorporated into the Revised Statutes, I say that. 
there are special appropriation bills or items in appropriation 
bills which demonstrate beyond doubt that this is a public object 
already in progress and that this appropriation would be merely 
a continuance e iy work already in progress. t is my 
authority for that? It is this: In 1789 certain acts were passed 
giving custody of all the public records to the new t of 

tate. The next legislation that we find bearing u the sub- 
ject isthe act of 1834, which appropriated $25,000 for the purchase 


‘the citizens of the 


of the payers of George Washington. That was followed in 1848 
by a further appropriation of $20,000. We find various other acts 
of like tenor and effect. For instance, under the act of May 31, 
1848, the papers of James Madison were purchased and the sum 
of 825.000 was appropriated therefor. Under the act of August 
12, 1848, the papers of Thomas Jefferson were purchased for 
820,000, and an appropriation of a like sum was made for the pur- 
chase of the papers of Alexander Hamilton. Again, as late as 
August 17, 1882, the papers of Benjamin Franklin were purchased, 
or_an appropriation was made for their purchase, at a cost of 
$39,000. Other appropriation bills appropriated $14,000 for resto- 
ration, mounting, and binding. Thus we find that by previous 
acts of Congress $157,000 in all has been appropriated for the pur- 
chase of these historical manuscripts, an 5142000 for their resto- 
ration, mounting, and binding. 

In the sundry civil appropriation act of 1894 there was inserted 
a provision directing the Secretary of State to do what? 

To cause the Revolutionary archi except the milita 
posited, to be 5 andi to ascertain what Portion“ * 
cient importance and historical value to publish. 

Now, I say that under these various e c acts and the 
other acts referred to we find a system looking to certain ends. 
What ends? In the first place to secure to the people of the 
United States the Revolutionary archives. For what purpose? 
To lock them up in the vaults of the Department of State and to 
deny to the scholar, the student, or to any citizen the right of 
access to those documents? Why, sir, the very appropriation of 
these large sums of money implies the p and intent of Con- 
gress that these papers should be preserved for the great body of 

nited States. It would be futile to appropri- 
ate $157,000 for the purchase of historical manuscripts if the people 
are to be denied access to those manuscripts. 

I call the attention of the Chair and of the distinguished gentle- 
man from IIlinois, the chairman of this committee (who I sin- 
cerely trust will not press his point of order), to the fact that in 
one of these appropriation acts to which I have referred there is a 
specific appropriation made for printing and publishing. The act 
which makes double provision for the purc of the papers of 
Thomas Jefferson and the papers of Hamilton—the act of Angust 
12, 1848—provides for paying to Thomas Jefferson Randolph, 
executor of Thomas Jefferson, deceased, the sum of $20,000 for all 
the papers and manuscripts of said Thomas Jefferson;” then for 
printing and publishing the said papers and manuscripts the sum of 
86,000 is appropriated. Then, again, alike sum is appropriated for 
purchasing and printing under the same conditions the papers and 
manuscripts of Alexander Hamilton. So thatif the amendment 
which I now offer should fail, I could introduce an amendment 
3 for copying, printing, and publishing all the papers of 

efferson and Hamilton; and if my amendment were limited to 
those, ap poine of order could be made against it. I ask the dis- 
tingui gentleman from Illinois, the leader of my committee 
and in many respects my leader on all these questions of appro- 
pret whether, in view of the fact that no point of order would 

ie 1 the more 9 amendment—that is, oot publishing 
providing an appropriation for copying, printing, and publishi 
the works of Jefferson and 5 Will insist on his point of 
order, and cut off the papers of Washington, Franklin, Monroe, 
2 and the Journals of the Continental Congress itself? 

pplause. 

Mr. O ON. Mr. Chairman, I desire only to say that in 
judgment the point of order is well taken. I have listened wi 
great interest to the remarks of my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT], in his history of 
the appropriations made by Congress for these various purposes 
since 1789; but, sir, the rule which we have adopted tanita g w 
islation on general appropriation bills is not quite so ancient. It 
dates back to some time in January or December last—I am not 
sure whieh—and it prohibits any legislation on a gears appro- 
priation bill, and any appropriation on such a bill, unless it be 
authorized by law. Now, it is not necessary to multiply words. 
The language of the amendment itself appropriates this sum for 
what? For p ring for publication certain documents. I do 
= think Icould make the matter any plainer if I should talk an 

our. = 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is in entire pathy with the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York; but if the point of 
order is pressed the Chair feels constrained to sustain it, and must 
rule the amendment out of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then I offer the following 
amendment: 


For copying, ting, and hee es 
Jefferson aod 8 000, 
Mr. CANNON. Upon that amendment I 


make the po of 
order that such an appropriation is not authorized by law and 
therefore comes within the inhibition of Rule XXI. 


1896. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BARTLETT] desire to be heard further? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wish to be heard for a mo- 
ment. The act of August 12, 1848, makes a distinct 5 
for printing and publishing the papers of Jefferson and Hamilton. 
That act at that time became existing law. This amendment is a 
continuation of an appropriation e in 1848. 

Mr. CANNON. is the work still“ in progress”? i 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes, sir. Ican say that this 
work is stillin progress. Iam assured by the State Department 
that there is now being printed and published a part of these rec- 
ords in the form of bulletins; and I am therefore surprised that 
my distinguished friend urges the point of order. 

Ar. BINGHAM. Where does the Department get the money 
with which to do that? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It uses what little money it has 
at its disposal. But there is no doubt in the State Department of 
its power to publish these records. 

. BING . Why, then, does it not goon and do so? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The power of the Department 
is limited only by the money at its disposal for this purpose. Iam 
asking only for an ä 

Mr. CANNON. ill the gentleman allow me to say that the 
State Department, I think, is something like Tennyson’s brook: 
Men may come and men may go,” but it can go on with its work 
perhaps forever. But I am not yet prepared, even with the state- 
ment of the gentleman from New York, to believe that an appro- 
priation ieee in 1848 (that, if we had the rules we now have in 
operation, would have been subject to the point of order on an 
appropriation bill) to publish the works of Thomas Jefferson is a 
public work still “' in progress,” in the language of the rule, and 
as such not subject to the point of order. 

That is all I desire to say. I ask the ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order made 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Buildings and grounds in and around Washington—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment I desire 
to offer at this point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 61, after line 15, insert: 

For the purchase of the house on Tenth street northwest, between E and 
F streets, in the city of Washington, where Abraham Lincoln died, $30, or 
so much thereof that may be necessary; for repairs of said building after 
purchase, $1,000; in all, $31,000.” 

Mr.SAYERS. Task the adoption of thisamendment because 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from Texas allow me a 
moment? 

I had supposed that any amendment that might be offered to 
this bill which was subject to a point of order would meet my 
opposition, and that I would feel compelled, in pursuance of my 
duty to the committee and to the House, to raise the point of order 
upon it. But for several years I have myself investigated this 
matter, and I may say that it has been 3 the com- 
mittee at this session of Congress, and after I have ed atten- 
tion to the fact that it is undoubtedly subject to the point of order, 
still, considering the nature of the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas, I feel that if I have apparently misstated my 
action touching points of order in connection with the bill, the 
committee will deal leniently with me, and therefore, so far as I 
am concerned, I will not make the point of order against this pro- 


posed 8 

Mr. SAYERS. Then, Mr. Chairman, I trust the amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to reserve the 


point of order, unless I waive it by paning debate to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the point of order as 
reserved if the gentleman desires it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to state, Mr. Chairman, to the commit- 
tee that this building in which President Lincoln died is now 
under the care of an association organized for that purpose in the 
District of Columbia. That association has been paying rent to 
the owner of the building for a number of years past. 

The gentlemen who now haye charge of this building were be- 
fore the Committee on Areas recently, and stated that 
poy had about exhausted their means. They have, however, as I 
understand, an option on the purchase of the building at what is 
regarded a fair price; and we were told that the amount stated in 
the bill was regarded as a fair marketable price for the property. 
In this building are stored very many articles which were the 
propery; of Mr. Lincoln, and it is now being used as a museum, 

which the public generally have access. 

I hardly think it necessary for me to say anything as to the pro- 
pristy of making the proposed appropriation. It commends itself 
to the patriotism of the country. It is not an extravagant 


priation. I have only to say er that no more meritorious 


appropriation of a similar character has, in my judgment, passed 
the House since I have been a member of it. 

I trust the gentleman from New York will not insist upon the 
point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I do not know 
whether we have any rules of consistency in the practice before 
this House or not. When we find the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations stating that this appropriation 
is clearly subject to the point of order, but not insisting upon it, 
and haying, but a few moments ago, pressed his point of order 
against an amendment relating to our common heritage which 
has come down to us from the Revolutionary epoch, we may well 
ask ourselves the question whether there is any consistency or not. 
The gentleman gs way for the purchase proposed by the amend- 
mentof the gentleman from Texas—of what? A little brick house 
on one of the side streets of this city up here. 

Now, sir, I yield to no man in my admiration for Abraham 
Lincoln. I think he was one of the test men that ever lived in 
the United States of America, and second to none, not even to 
George Washin: Kion i i 

A MEMBER. hat is before the House? 

ae BARTLETT of New York. I am speaking to a point of 
order, 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order has been made on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas by the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Now, Mr. Chairman, when I 
was interrupted by the gentleman I was addressing myself to the 
consideration of the question of order. I understand that it is the 
rule of the House that no appropriation shall be germane to any 
appropriation bill or be considered as an amendment to an appro- 
R bill for a public work or object not already in progress. 

t may very well be that a bill providing for the purchase of this 
house in which President Lincoln died would at once pass the 
House. I have no doubt of that. I for one would support it 
and vote gladly for such a proposition. But I believe in a uniform 
system of legislation here. I do not believe in tacking this amend- 
ment on an appropriation bill, ruling it to be in order, or at least 
not making the point of order against it, while amendments of a 
precisely similar character are objected to on that score by the 
gentleman in charge of the bill. 

I think, therefore, that I should press the point of order, under 
the circumstances, 

3 The Chair is ready to rule upon the point 
of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman from New York not 
to press the 2 of order. 

Mr. BAR TT of New York. Very well, Mr. Chairman; I 
will withdraw the point of order. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SAYERS, it 
was agreed to. 

i The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 


For electric lights for three hundred and sixty-five nights for 24 posts in 
Lafayette, and Judiciary parks, at 28 cents per . per t, 
$2,452.80; Provided, t all wires ll be placed under nd, and that the 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman 
of the committee if this electric-lighting system for the parks 
named in this paragraph is as cheap as the old system of gas 


ighting? 

ten CANN ON. Iwill say to the gentleman that we inquired 
touching the lighting of the grounds about the Capitol, from here 
to the Con ional Library and from here to the Avenue, and 
we found that for the lights provided for in this bill, which will 
furnish a far better illumination t is now being furnished, the 
cost, as we are informed, is about $8,000 for the gas, and it will be 
between $5,000 and $6,000 for the electric lights. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then, Mr. i „offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 65 strike out lines 8, 9, 10, and 11 and the word cents“ in line 13, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

For electric lights for three hundred and sixty-five nights, for not exceed- 
ing 32 in Lafayette, Franklin, Judiciary, and Lincoln parks, at 28 cents 
per t per night, 40," 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman that that is a con- 
tinuation of the provision which the committee recommends as to 
Lafayette, Franklin, and Judiciary parks, and extends it to Lin- 
coln Park. It also = “not exceeding 32 posts.” 

Mr BURN, es. 


HE 
Mr. CANNON. It may be that that many 
A ink the amendment is wise, an 


The amendment was agreed to, 


will not be nec- 
I see no objection 
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5 The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
OWS: 
MILITARY POSTS. 

For the construction of buildings at, and the enlargement of, such military 
posts as in the judgment of the Secretary of War may be necessary, 000. 

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding, after line 19, page 67, the 9 
* Provided, That of the sum above appropriated, $75,000 shall be Mgt gabon 
by and under the direction of the Secretary of War for beginning the con- 

ruction of ent buildings providing for sewerage, water supply, 
roads and other means of communication, and other necessary improve- 
—.— at the United States Army post at Spokane, in the State of Wash- 

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Chairman, I have not taken up much of the 
time of the committees in the consideration of the various bills 
which have passed the House, and I now ask unanimous consent 
that I may have fifteen minutes in which to present this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Washington be allowed fifteen minutes in which to 
discuss the pending amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

. HYDE. Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, I desire to say that this is an amendment which does not 
increase the a 8 It is an amendment which, so far as 
I have learned parliamentary law since coming here, I believe to 
be in entire accord with the system of doing business in the House, 
and not subject to any point of order. I wish to say to the gen- 
tlemen of the committee also that it has never been rejected by 
the Committee on Appropriations. It was thought best to present 
the matter here at this time, and I ask of the committee a patient 
consideration of what little [ will say upon the subject. 

It appears, Mr. Chairman, that away back in 1882 General 
Wheaton, as well as Captain Symons before that time, were much 
impressed with the value of Spokane as a place for a permanent 
and large military | see They have urged it from time to time 
in their reports made to the War Department, and finally, in 1894, 
Congress passed an act authorizing the establishing of a military 
1 at Spokane, if the people of that city would donate to the 

nited States, free of cost, 1,000 acres of ground. The statute 
reads as follows: : 

That upon the transfer and conveyance to the United States of a good and 
sufficient title to not less than 1,000 acres of land without cost to the United 


States, situated at or near the city of Spokane, in the county of Spokane, in 


the State of Washington, and on or near a railroad, and constituting an 


eligible and suitable site for an army post, if approved and accepted by the 
Secretary of War for that napos then and thereupon the Secretary of War 
ishereby authorized to eatebuia and locate on said land a United States Arm 
post of such character and capacity as the Secretary of War shall direct and 
approve. 

In pursuance of that act the people of Spokane have gone to 
work and in these hard times have expended more than $20,000 in 
clean cash to procure a site for that military post. The site is 
beautifully located. A part of it had been platted into an addi- 
tion to the city of Spokane, and the raising of this $20,000 was but 
a small pars of the hard work that they performed. 

If gentlemen will bear with me for a moment, I will show you 
the location of the B ov by reference to this chart, a bird's-eye 
view of Spokane and surroundings. You will see that the site is 
a beautiful one, overlooking the city. The Secretary of War, on 
the last Fourth of July, was there with his aids, and rode over the 
tract of land which has been donated by the 73 se of Spokane to 
the United States. He said it was the most beautiful site for a 
military post there was in the United States, with the possible 


2 of West Point. He said that after being there and see- 
himself 


t A 
Site, ALLEN of Utah. I should like to ask the gentleman a 
uestion. 
= The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Washington yield 
to the gentleman from Utah? 
Mr. E. Certainly, I always yield to the gentleman from 


Utah. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Had the Secretary of War visited Salt 
Lake when he said that? 

Mr. HYDE. Well, he went there afterwards. He had not been 
there then. [Laughter.] I said, Mr. Chairman, that part of that 
tract had been platted. It was owned by hundreds of different 
owners, and yet the title to all that property was secured in ex- 
change for other property and turned over to the Government; 
and that property has cost the people of Spokane $50,000. There 
are 1,022 acres of it. It has over 4 miles of river front, and is one 
of the most beaufiful sites in the world. In the very near future 
that 1,000 acres will be worth $100 an acre, which is $100,000. The 
city has made a grant to the United States of water for ninety- 
nine years at $1 per year, which is practically free, and enables it 
to connect with the city waterworks, 
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Aprin I, 


Now, I want to show you something more in to where 
this army post is situated, and to talk to you about another 
Schomburgk line, one that is far more important, and it is defi- 
nitely fixed. Here is the city of Spokane, 20 miles from Idaho 
3 Here is a railway [illustrating] that runs up to 

e British line, which is only about 75 miles to thenorth. To-day 
vou ma go from here [indicating] east or west on the Great North- 
ern ee and this post, you will understand, gentlemen, is lo- 
cated at such a point that troops can be sent out on the most north- 
erly line of railroad in the United States. And remember this, 

entlemen, that probably not for years will there be another 
Sna os railway between the British line and the Great Northern 

ailway. 

This 15 a great railroad center. Spokane has more lines of rail - 
way running into it than any other city west of Denver, Minne- 
apolis, and St. Paul. They reach outin every direction. There 
are four transcontinental lines centering in Spokane; the Great 
Northern, the Northern Pacific, the Union Pacific, and the Cana- 
dian Pacific are connected here. It is about 75 miles from the 
British line; near enough, they tell me at the War Department— 
as near as they would like to have a post. That is the line that I 
wish to speak of. That line, in my opinion, is a greater menace 
to the future of this country than the foreign questions we 
have discussed in this House during this session. Canada is all 
very nice with 5,000,000 of people; but, Mr. Chairman, what shall 
we say when she has 50,000,000 of people, which is coming on to be 
a great fact in the future? Canada as an independent coun 
would live side by side with the United States to the benefit an 
glory of both, but as a pes of Great Britain I say it is a 
menace to the future of this country. It can not stand. e shall 
have one vast ocean-bound republic or two independent nations. 

This post has been established at a place which is both desirable 
and necessary. Now, I wish to say a few words more. The Sec- 
retary of War, in his report, has said of this post that the ground 
has been accepted. I have the letters here. The title has been 
approved; the deed has been ted by the United States and 
aoa on record. It is deposited in the office of the Secretary of 

ar. Everything has been done, Mr. Chairman, except to spend 
some money in the erection of this post. Ihave all the correspond- 
ence here. I will not take time to read it. 

But it may be said, Mr. Chairman, on the other hand, here is a 
oes appropriation of $300,000. Very well. I want to say that 

meral Schofield, in reports which I have here and which I will 
ask to have printed in the RECORD, has recommended the appro- 
priation, General Otis has recommended it, and his report has 

en approved by General Schofield. In other words, Mr. Chair- 
man, there is not a dissenting voice anywhere. Well,” they 
would say, what is the matter, then?” Well, the War Depart- 
ment asks for an appropriation of $1,000,000, but the committee, 
in its wisdom, only appropriates $300,000. 

Now, then, I say that, the people of Spokane having performed 
their part of the contract, there is an obligation on the part of the 
United States to proceed with the work. This committee is the 
5 power of this House; and it ought not to be left to the 
ministerial officers of the Government to perhaps divert this money 
and begin the construction of posts that have been authorized by 
statutes passed later than the one which authorized this post 
passed later and located later, if you please, Mr. Chairman, than 
the location of this one. } 

Now, it seems to me there can be no objection; and for that rea- 
son I ask that this sum, or, if in the opinion of the chairman of the 
committee he can not allow the sum of $75,000, why not allow 
$50,000, showing the good faith of this House? I want to say fur- 
ther that I hold in my hand a letter from the honorable Secretar. 
of War, stating that if the appropriation is made they will 9 
the sum of $75,000 upon this post this year; and thatis why I have 
fixed the sum at $75,000, the same sum that the Secretary of War 
has said they could profitably expend 8 

The following is what is stated in the nual Report of the 
Secretary of War for 1895: 


The policy of concentra’ the Army and abando: unnecessary posts 
has not only won the vag Pie of all those acquainted with the lines of prog- 
ress which conditions have marked out for our Army, but is approved by 
all thoughful citizens. It has been shown that sufficient bodies of troops can 
be transported for service to any necessary point in shorter time and at less 
cost than under the old system, that the area under effective military pro- 
tection is consequently much larger, and that all elements of expense haye 
been perceptibly reduced. 5 

This policy has also rendered it possible for this Department since March 
4, 1883, to turn over to the Department of the Interior 741,000 acres of public 
land, conveniently situated, for the use of actual settlers. At the present 
time there are 18 posts whose garrisons exceed a full regiment, while 30 sta- 
tions are garrisoned by less thana battalion. This policy, with everything 
to commend it, should be steadily pursued. s 

Agreeably to the act of Co: the Department has accepted from the 
citizens of Spokane, State of Washington, a tract of land nab ge 1,022 
acres for military purposes. Eventually this should be availed of by the 
erection of barracks and quarters to take the place of some of the pora in 
that vicinity which, under the conditions following the development of the 
country, are not well located for present needs. 


1896. 
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The following correspondence covers the reports of the officers 
of the Army in relation to the post: 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE COLUMBIA, 
Vancouver Barracks, Wash., July 24, 1894. 


Srr: On the 13th instant I forwarded to your office a report of my recent 
inspection of the post of Fort „ which was in answer to a com- 


munication suggesting a removal of department headquarters to the city 
of Portiand, for the purpose of giving additional shelter to troops at Van- 
couver Barracks, as then ap tobe 5 account of the supposed 
destruction of Fort Sherman by the mmg fi 
In that report I suggested that, in case Fort Sherman should be discontin- 
ued, the city of Spokane offered the test advantages of any point within 
the department for a permanent tary station, and remarked that the city 
“is the strategic point throughout that section and recent experience has 
clearly demonstrated itsimportance. While there during the latter para of 
last month, the citizens expressed a t desire thata post should be located 
in or contiguous to the city and a ess to contribute suitable grounds.” 
I stated that I overlooked some of the locations which they informed me 
might be offered to the Government for such a purpose, and in that connec- 
tion further remarked as follows: One such was viewed which was about 
miles below the center of the city, located on the opposite side of the 
Spokane River and on the line of the Great Northern Railway. The propert 
is held at a high figure, but the citizens thought that they might obtain an 
connect it with the city water supply. It ht be advantageous to hold this 
8 in reserve for future consideration, as I believe when money is 
available for the construction of a new post within the present department 
ker . or its near vicinity will be determined on as the place to 
In connection with the above subject I have the honor to transmit herewith 
the proposition of representative citizens of Spokane, accompanied by a rail- 
road map of the on of coun’ tributary to that 5 also a blue print 
e manner in which the city has been laid out or plotted. The propo- 
advantages which would result 
ent of a permanent po within or in near contact to the 
place, and so ably discusses the subject that further comment is unnecessary. 
The 640 acres mentioned therein embrace the site to which I particularly in- 
vited attention in my report of the 13th of the month, from which I haveabove 
made quotation, and its location is northwest of the city, or in its northwest- 
ern extremity, beyond the Spokane River, and is well represented upon the 
accompanying blue print. By reference thereto it be seen that it is 
situated in the bend of the river and is connected with the city by a single 
bridge. The river, which here has a deep channel, constitutes one- of its 


boundary, I did not make a close inspection of the ground by passing over 
it, but viewed it from the bridge, whichis probably feet above the bed of 
the stream; and this after I had casually observed other proffered sites, one 


of which isa stony, barren plain, up the river, about 4 miles from the busi- 
pose oe pi of the city, an 


between the river and the Northern Pacific 
r 


This location would be dependent u the city for water and is deficient in 
sewerage necessities, Another proffered site is about 6 miles to the north- 
east of the town and near the outer terminus of the street railway shown on 
the map. It is on the line of the Great Northern Railroad, has good soil, and 
some good natural advant but is dependent upon springs for its water 
supply. Another is to the south of and near to the city, three or four hun- 

‘eet above it; is reached by a road of very steep ascent, and is also 
watered py springs. The point would bea desirable one were it not for its 
elevation, its distance from railway facilities, and the precarious nature of 
continued sufficient water privileges. 

The site which the city now offers has complete water, sewerage, and drain- 

conditions. The flow of water in the river is abundant and eternal. 

© line of the city water system can easily be thrown across the bridge 
to the highest point of the land marked for the Goyernment reserve. The 
first bench of land skirted by the river is about 50 feet aboye it and is ad- 
mirably adapted for quartermaster buildings, corals, and storehouses of the 
various sta parnana, The second bench, some 50 feet above the first, 
is of sufficient dimensions to contain all the buildings needed for quartering 
a large garrison. The wooded grounds beyond are easy of ascent and no 
much elevated, as may be readily uP rom the fact that they are tray- 
ersed by the Seattle, Lake Shore an tern BANET 

All this land has Rood natural drainage and can be sewered at light ex- 
pense—the sewage thrown into the river, which is not objectionable, as the 
poni is below the city. The railroad facilities which are presented can not 

» excelled. The Great Northern road crosses the river at good distance 
below and out of sight of the bridge connecting the site with the city, and 
skirts the low land along the river and within the proposed reservation lines. 
Astation within the reserve could be reached by a good wagon road of very 
easy grade, and as located the railroad would not endanger the buildings of 
the post by reason of fire. I donot know what facilities the grounds offer for 
target requirements, but am of opinion that they are adequate and excellent. 

A su objection to the location might be urged use of its nearness 
to the business center of Spokane. I look upon that as one of its main advan- 
tages, isolated therefrom as it is by its natural features. The city does not 
extend its growth to that meighborhood, but off to the north and east. To 
the northeast its development has been rapid and continuous, and it will 
continue to build in that direction. This isolated 640 acres is, in fact, well 
removed from city disturbances and more than half of its exterior line is 
protected from encroachment by its natural barriers. Situated as it is, it 
would present for officers and enlisted men school, bi ess, and social 
benei and would not inflict any more demoralization upon troops than if 
located 10 miles beyond the city confines. 

8 of the citizens of Spokane is extremely liberal. The ground 
offered has great natural beauty, n used as a suburban park, and its 
pecuniary value is estimated at a high figure. In presenting it I am influ- 
enced by the recently ascertained knowledge that Fort Sherman must sooner 
or later be abandoned, because the possible overflow of the Cœur d'Alene Lake 
at any time renders its tenure 5 and further by the great 
importance of kena ped maintaining troops in that section of country. 
By the establishment of a large militar oa in the city of Spokane, Forts 
Sherman, Spokane, and Wallawalla could be abandoned, although the latter, 
by the recent transactions between the Oregon Railway and Navigation Com- 
pany and the Great Northern Railroad, has laced upon one of the main 
railroad routes of the Northwest. By the establishment of such a post all 
points in northern Idaho and the State of Washington to the e range 
of mountains could be quickly furnished with military protection when nec- 


essary. 
An attempted removal of troops from northern Idaho might be met with 
. rom the citizens of that State as endangerin e safety of the 
bitants of its meng regions and their railroad connections. Infact, how- 
ever, a military force at Spokane would hold the key to all their endangered 
points much better than if stationed at Fort Sherman or at any other place. 
As A southern Idaho, the emergencies of the past three months indi- 
cate importance of Barracks, and the impression which has gener- 


ally prevailed in militar 
modified. It isa convenient pois for a garrison of four companies, and it 
could be made to accommoda 


of water daily. 
This project A rea proposed was remarked on at the headquarters as one 


which mgressional action, since it created an easement in the res- 
ervation land. I was not aware then that this difficulty had been met by the 
act of Co! of 1891, and its subsequent amendments, under which common- 


law riparian privil had been greatly augmented. While at Boise Bar- 
racks the party who lind. proposed to place ths | ipe line met me with a com- 
munication from the Quartermaster-General showing that his proposition 
had been and fea He stated that he had laid his pipe to the reservation 
line, but that the post commander could not permit him to enter it until he 
had received the requisite authority; that his force was on the ground, and 
that it would enhance the cost of the labor which he had undertaken should 
he be obliged to temporarily stop the work. 

This was my first intelligence of the interest manifested and of the action 
taken by the Quartermaster-General in regard to the Boise Reservation, and 
I was glad to obtain it even through the source which I did. Under the cir- 
cumstances the party was permitted to enter the reservation at once, with 
the condition that he would remove from the same with all his propert; 
should information not soon be obtained of the due acceptance of his propose: 
tion. BEOR authority has since been obtained, the pipe line has been fin- 
ished, and the present flow of water is abundant. Isee, therefore, noapparent 
difficulty in re Barracks as a permanent station for ps. 

Should: the Scoompanying proposition of the citizens of Spokane be favor- 
5 considered by the War Department, and should the Department con- 
clude to request the n mgressional action for the establishment of 
a post at or near that city, I would respectfully suggest that measures be 
taken in due season to select an appropriate site and to ascertain how great 
may be the liberal feeling of its citizens with regard to it. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


E. 8. OTIS. 
Brigadier-General, Commanding. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C. 


[First indorsement.] 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, August 3, 1894. 
Respectfully submitted to the or-General Commanding the Army. 
f = GEO. D. RUGGLES. 


Adjutant-General, 


[Second indorsément.] 


F OF THE ARMY, 
Vashington, September 6, 189%. 

Res Iy submitted to the Secretary of War, with the recommenda- 
tion that the offer of the city of Spokane be accepted of a suitable tract of 
land, containing not less than 640 acres, as a site for a mili post, and that 
an appropriation of the necessary funds be made for the construction thereon 
of accommodations for eight companies of infantry and four troops of cav- 
alry, with the corresponding number of field and staff officers, depot build- 
ings, etc. That upon the approval of this proposition and an appropriation 
of the necessary funds by Congress so . as the new post shall be com- 
a the troops now Riedie how 2 Fort Sherman, Fort Spokane, and Fort 

allawalla be transferred to that point. The posts above named to be aban- 
doned as no longer needed. 

J. M. SCHOFIELD, 


Major-General, Commanding, 


[Third indorsement.] 
Wan DEPARTMENT, October 3, 1894. 
Seen by the Secretary of War; file for the present. 


By order of the Secretary of War. 
JOHN TWEEDALE, Chief Clerk. 


Fort SHERMAN, IDAHO, December 1, 189h. 

Sin: In compliance with Special Orders No. 179, Headquarters Department 
of the Columbia, current series, I haye the honor to report that on November 
7, accompanied by First Lieutenant Leyden, Fourth Infantry, I proceeded to 
3 Wash., to examine a tract of land tendered to the Government by 
the citizens of that city for the establishment thereon of a military post. (See 
inclosure marked A.) 

On the morning of the 8th Mr. Lewis F. Clark, representing the citizens by 
whom the tender was made, accompanied us to indicate the boundaries of the 
5 vin (No.1) it will be that the plat is located 

‘rom the accompan ma o. w seen that the pla on 
on the banks of the 8 River. west of and about 2) 5 in a direct 
line from the center of the city, and that it extends along the river about 4 


miles, 
resent approach to the tract is by the county road, about 4} miles 
from the city; a shorter route, less than 3 miles in length, 5 will re- 
* the reconstruction of a bridge across the river, the old bridge having 
n destroyed last year. x 

In total acreage the plots examined gate about 1,000 acres. Concern- 
ing the suitableness of the tract for military purposes, it was, in some 9 
essential to assume a maximum strength of the proposed 5 pon 
the basis that the post should accommodate a regiment of infantry, a squad- 
ron of foar troops of cavalry, and a battery of light artillery, with a possible 
strength of twelve to fifteen hundred men, I made a careful examination of 
the ground, extending over two days of rather unfavorable weather. As a 
result of that examination my judgment is that the tract is suitable, and in 
many particulars highly desirable, for the ordinary purposes of a garrison of 
the strength indicated. 

The main and most desirable portion of the tract isa plotted addition called 
Twickenham. The prenar p of this addition. about 253 acres, is a high and 
5 level plateau that appears admirably . for the site of 
the post proper and for parade and drill grounds. This main plateau, as 
shown in the map (No.2), is about 170 feet above the river; but on the slopes 
to the river banks there are several benches or terraces of considerable ex- 
tent, especially toward the bend of the river, that seem adapted for stables, 
corrals, storehouses, etc. The lowest one of these terraces is from 30 to 50 
feet above extreme high water. 

Of the remaining portion of the tract the ground is more or less broken, 
but there exists large plats that seem adapted to the locaton ori pona or 


sub posts for cavalry or artillery, should such be considered d 
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known-distan to 1,000 
in locating ce ranges up to 1, 


the ay anthorities (mar: 


day is a liberal a nee per ea pita for o drinking and domestic 

. the wat reer offered is 2 the city mains, and but small 1 
will be 5 5 to connect, near the boun of the the necessary 
mains f e post. The location of the from = 


tract, downstream 
city, is such that water from river could not be used for domestic 
Pumped from fire esp nei flushing tanks, etc., an auxiliary supply coul be 
pum 
The drainage of the tract is natural, and the establishment of a sewerage 
pynten a very simple matter. 

The county road is located on the southern portion of the tract and it 
would seem to interfere but little with an use of the ground in 
fis Grea The Seattle, Lake Shore and „now operated b; y 

Great Northern ba ge pe has a rent ots Siy through the tract as ERA 


ted on map No.2. The location of „like the ne road, is 


such as to interfere ripe Breet little, if am any. “ee military requirements. 
no a this report are signe pic + ph his . — lettered to corre- 
2 eee e fan 6 


. Leyden ven me very valuable assistance in the perform- 
ance of the hatin davai upon me in this matter. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant. 
ROBERT H. HALL, 
Infantry. 
The ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Headquarters shame of the Columbia, 
Vancouver Barracks, Wash. 
[First indorsement.] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE COLUMBIA, 
Vancouver Barracks, Wash., December 8, 1894. 


Respectfully forwarded to the . of the Army. 
I consider it of great importance this tract of land be at once 
and that an appropriation be sought for the construction of a military post 
which would accommodate at least a regiment of infantry. My reasons have 
been fully given in previous reports. 
E. S. OTIS. 
Brigadier · General, Commanding. 
[Second indorsement.] 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, December 8, 1894. 
Respectfully submitted to the Major-General Commanding the Arm: 
H.C s O. CORBIN” 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


[Third indorsement.] 
. OF THE ARMY. 
ashington, December 10, 1801. 
„ submitted to the Secretary of War, recommending favorable 
J. M. SCHOFIELD, 
Major-General, Commanding. 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., Jaouary 8, 1894. 


wih ut regard to 
Which an ae ae — be SSA 
ble. 


ge ENT 
tfully, 
To the . SECRETARY OF WAR. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT oz — CoLUMBI 
Vancouver Barracks, Wash., August 15, 180%. 
i $ * + * * * + 
* VALUE OF PRESENT STATIONS OF TROOPS, 


J. M. SCHOFIELD. 
Major-General, Commanding. 


pect tate 
served no practical in the on of country rin which it was located. 
Fort Sh r y 15 1 to which the Fort Spokane 
per point to which they should be 
drawn, and there it was believed that ne. could be comfortably quartered 
if comparatively inexpensive barracks d be constructed soon. 
till, this disposition was viewed as of a ee 
o 


e 
ve the 
— —— ae 


A careful computation of the cost of supplying the last-named t shows 
that it is not as great as that of supplying most of the others of the depart- 
ment, though greater than that atten — Fort Sherman. The freq 
of the last few months for the employment of tr. to assist in maintaini 
law along the princi es of ea Northwest indicate that, wi 
proper 5 communication the troops at Spokane are 
almost y available for service as those ‘stationed at Sherman, The 
ie es caver ne nnn, poo Y wala felt 5 

ion whenever by ene either t, an 
thet time consumed in an overland march of 25 miles migh 9 us the 
difference of the periods of availability of one over the 8 er, 

Fort 8 onei is nearer the turbulent 
where the use of 
are often sent, and on 5 it 
neither satisfies conditions which should determin rmanence; and since 
the experience of last spring at ta last-named ma 
waters of the Cœur d' Alene 


can not be reasonably su: eexperience of the last few months also 
demonstrates the wiedoan of u the garrisons of these two posts at some 
more convenient point than — —5 of those which they now occupy, in order 
to obtain quicker mse ta the demand for active service and to be able to 
place in the field the merical force ble. The strength of this 
military department is small, and it has been lately taxed to its full capaci 
to respond zeny to all th t. 

the garrisons these two 


ewing that entire scope of © Tor whic ascertain what locality best meets 
all dis Di “important requirements for ch a pons of our small army under 
resent Government conditions should poean ed t is found 

of the city of Spokane. e 
treme Northwest, it 
direction. 


that none offers 
main railway center of the ex- 
throws out its lines of 3 transportation in evy 
. They reach the international boundary line to the north, ex 
to the east and west under antagonistic managements which offer competing 
accommodations for travel, pierce southern Washington, and northern Ore- 
gon, connecting with other railway systems, and penetrate the mining sec- 
ions of Idaho by two routes. 
ie matter of time required to reach the different places of population in 


observation the t 8 of northern country from the Cascade ran 
be copeiiiionsiy AOLA VEEE TE ACEI diets AURE eapioy oath watts 
wherever there: eir oymen 
— — They would also be most ä h 
come pe to temporarily detach from them any portion for service in 


ty. 

Since 108 Government has done SOTTO looking to trad Aer of the 
3 Sound and adjacent 3 States territory contained within the State 
ashington possible foreign attack; and there, within the lastfew 
pna population has greatly 8 and important coast cities, now con- 
ucting a considerable —— commerce, have been constructed. No 
one doubts that the time is rapidly approaching when an extensive ocean 
trade will be carried on between teen Fa cities and the Asiatic and some of the 


Eu seaports, and a wise precaution must suggest that measures should 
be en as soon as racticable to st to su 8 communities with 
the material for defense. full Ant Government assist- 


ance extended in that 5 consisted in the selection by expert arm: 
officers of various ts as sites for defensive fortifications, which in m 
instances the dent has declared shall be for such purposes, 
and of maintaining one or more companies oft troops, primarily sent there to 


prevent Indian depredations. 
Doung e ten years ending ee e pea he, i Mo Reng — — 
straitsof Juan de Fuca, the waters of Puget Sound, and Bellingham Bay, 
been declared military reservati and 10 since that time. Some of the 
Executive orders of declaration have revoked, a few of the reservations 
have been given up, and eer of those still in existing have beenaffected 
by individual claims at date of declaration which have since been perfec 
have been much redu on ins so far as extent of Government title therein is 
concerned. Recent improvements in ordnance, with its ese Alp ee 


range of fire, have 5 many of these sites of no 
3 for . d should be abandoned. The United St States 
Fortification ‘ound, be ep ion. of the boundaries of Puget 


Sound, made a few weeks ago to dete e the best points at which to con- 
ported but very few of the man 1 
formally retained by Government as suitable. It recommended 11 p 
Solat as naturally adapted to such pu: Nr of which haves —.— 
bee’ by di tions and are owned y individuals, corporations, or 
Indians, or belong to the State of Lee eT 
Should its recommendations be ppro itisurged thatall locationsin the 
t Sound military reservations, and which the Forti- 


Puget 5 now held as 
fication Board has found not required for defensive works, be turned 
ition, and that such as it has re- 


over to the Interior Department for 

ported to be needed therefor be placed under mili control, and by proper 
be opened for jas e 83 

defenses which are generally conceded 


acquisition if necessary. ay means the way w 

ernment 
manded and which undoubtedly will be undertaken as soon as 8 = 
cial 5 admits of the requisite a) . 

As regards protection given to the inha 6 
rison CCCCCCCVVFFFFF eee to Hale ene tonly in seasons 
of 8 aae Townsend, established ori, in 1859, 
mains and is gar LY te single company of infan © 

Eana e Ta y retention consists in the fact that it 
shelter for . — 45 for as far as the possibility of employing its saul garri- 


summoned from its secure retreat. 

In some locality of the northern section of this State, beyond the Cascade 
Mountains, where now dwell 100,000 people, parta of whom are restless, demon- 
strative, and oftentimes turbulent upon fancied Layla naming ang a popula- 
tion, too, which is destined to be greatly a nted within a brief period of 


time, one ar ope Tiago partioon aho should a established and permanently 
maintained. icinity of Seattle offers the most favorable conditions for 
JJ w the Dae OE A EEIT vention in which the future use of 
troops will be deman: hich 


demanded, and the place at w. exhibitions of lawlessness 
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beyond the power of the State to control have so frequently manifested 
themselves. 


Ashort distance beyond the city, extending into the waters of the sound, 
Magnolia Bluff, one of the most important points selected by the Fortifica- 
tions Board for defensive works, would ap to be the proper site for the 

t of an infantry garrison, to be suc ed, as it doubtless would be in a 
few years, by an artillery command. V 

There the Fort Townsend garrison should be stationed and be materially 
increased. A force there of only a single infantry battalion, if no more 
troops were available, would be of great service. With efficient garrisons 
at the cities of Spokane and Seattle and with the present Vancouver Bar- 
racks’ strength kept intact, all localities within this military de ment 
with the exception of southern Oregon and Idaho, could be quickly reached 

effective bodies of troops, and as permanently placed would be in posi- 
ion to observe the northern international boundary line. Southern idaho 
anda Selena ace np of southern Oregon would be in easy communication with 
ise ‘ks, in respect to which the 8 objection to its indefi- 
nite continuance as a ry station has been met by a recent abundant 
supply of water. Should not some such use of the Fort Townsend garrison 
be made, I would then respectfully recommend its removal to this point and 
the abandonment of the past. 7 

Fort osor at ict mouth * 8 zn is er S m 
tance. e jong jetty projecting from Fo vens, against w. san 
drift, and sediment nally accumulate, will extend the south bank of the 
river by constant accretion toward the ocean, and leave the last-named fort 
considerable d ce inland. The river channel has been straightened and 
its outlet carried farther out to sea, which will bring entering vessels more 
completely under Fort Canby’s guns. These, with the assistance of those 
which it is contemplated to piace, in the distant future ly, at Stevensand 
on the military reservation of Scarboro Head, will effectually command the 
river entrance and connecting harbor, and no other land defenses on the river 

are needed. The Three Tree Point Military Reservation, containing 

640 acres of unencumbered land, could with pr ty be turned over to the 

Interior Department for disposition. 
* * * 


* * 
1 sir, v: respectfully, your obedient seryant, 
am, ery YY E. S. OTIS, 
Brigadier-General, Commanding. 
To the ADJUTANT-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C. 


The following correspondence has passed between the War De- 
partment and members of Congress on the subject: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., October 21, 1995. 
Str: I have the honor to return herewith the deed of the Spokane and 
Eastern Trust Company to the United States, dated September 16, 1895, which 
was transmitted, tomethior with abstracts of title other papers, for the 
1 e ace ery of War under the act of Congress of February 12, 
In his report dated October 18, 1895, on the validity of the title to the lands 
described in said deed, the Attorney-General pot 
examina th the 


* a 


05 tion of said abstracts, together 5 Ts accompan 
them, I find that said company can convey to the United States a good fens 
sufficient title to the premises referred to for the ses he before 
mentioned, and am of opinion that such title will pass by said deed 


“I observe, however, that said deed purports to be made solely for the con- 
sideration of $10.000, whilst the act above cited vides that the conveyance 
to the Government of the land for the army post shall be ‘ without 
cost to the United States.’ If, as I understand the case to be, it was the in- 
tention of the grantor in said deed to convey the land described therein with- 
out cost to the Government for the purpose of an army post, in accordance 
with the requirements of said act, the consideration expressed in the deed is 
not the true one and should be omitted. I suggest that it would be better to 
haye a new deed from the company, leaving out that consideration, and after 
setting forth by way of recital the provision made by Congress for the estab- 
lishment of an army post near E niger and per proval by the Secretary of 
War of the land selected for the site of such 33 ete., declaring that in con- 
sideration of the premises and of a nominal sum (say $1) the company does 
thereby grant, etc. This would disclose the real consideration for the trans- 
fer, be in harmony with the statute, and at the same time be efficient as a 

yance,” 
Anew deed prepared in the form indicated by the Attorney-General is 
osed herewith: and it is requested that you wil 


in said act, on condition that said new deed shall be pr 
filed for record in the land records of the county before 


Ve tfully, 
ee if DANIEL S. LAMONT, 
Secretary of War. 
Henry L. WILSON, ( 


Chairman Later Post Committee, Spokane, Wash. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., November 29, 1895. 
Sin: [have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letters of October 
$1 and November 15, 1895, respectively, us well as the receipt of the deed, exe- 
cated 1 —5 recorded. to the military post site, Spokane, Wash. 
iat 5 JOSEPH B. DOE, 


Acting Secretary of War. 
Hon. HENRY L. WILSON, Spokane, Wash. . S 


WAR DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 2, 1898. 
DEAR SIR: The Secretary of War has requested me to forward to you the 
inclosed copy of a letter addressed by the War Department to Hon. JOSEPH 
chairman Military Affairs, 


*. 
Very sincerely, yours, 
JNO. SEAG Private Secretary. 
Hon. S. C. HYDE, ii ae 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. G. 


Copy. 
War DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 25, 1896. 
Sie: Ihave the honor to return herewith the amendment proposed to be 
offered to the sundry civil bill for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, which 


has for its object the appr: 
for the construction of a 
In response to your request for information, ete., I would state that, under 


riation of $200,000, to be immediately available, 
itary post at Spokane, Wash. 
arecent authority of Congress. the Government has d. by donation 
of the citizens, a site for a military post near Spokane, having an area of 
some 1.000 acres. Estimates have been submitted to Congress for the sum of 
$1,000,000 for repair and improvements of military posts.“ Should this sum 
be granted, it is proposed to apply a portion of it to the commencement of 
improvements on the site at S , but the Department can not recom- 
mend any special appropriation for this particular post. 0 xe 

The first work required on this site would be sewer construction. provision 
of water supply, roads, and other megns of communication, and the begin- 
ning of construction of permanent buildings. 

If means are placed at the disposal of the Department, the expenditure of 
about $75,000 would be made during the next fiscal year. 


ery respectfully, 
DANIEL 8. LAMONT, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. JOSEPH R. HAWLEY, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, United States Senate, 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to say a few 
words by way of sw rman hoe has been so well said by 
my colleague from the State of Washington [Mr. HYDE]. Every- 
thing that he has said relative to the beanties of location 
selected by the Secretary of War at Spokane and also as to the 
title being clear and complete in the Government is absolutely 
true. That there is great need for the establishment of this post 
there can be no question. As my colleague has stated, it is one of 
the most advantageous 8 for a military post in the whole 
Northwest, and the establishment of a post there would result in 
lessening the expenses of the Military Establishment by the assem- 
bling of troops at a point from which they can be distributed 
most readily whenever the necessity for using them shall arise, 
The people of Spokane, after the selection of the ground, in spite 
of their burdens, in spite of the depression and the hard times 
under which they have labored, went forward and raised with the 
utmost difficulty the money required to obtain the title to this 
ground, believing, of course, that after the location was selected 
and the title turned over to the Government Congress would at 
once see to it that the money required for the erection of the build- 
ings and the completion of the post would be appropriated. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I claim that the Department and the peo- 
ple of Spokane having taken this action, it is only fair to the people 
of that city that this Congress should at once appropriate a suffi- 
cient amount of money to carry on the work asit should be carried 
on, and it seems to me that no point of order ought to be raised 
against this proposition, nor do I know that the chairman of the 
committee intends to raise a point of order. At least the sum 
named in this amendment should be appropriated here and now 
by this House. The representatives of the American people here 
assembled should, it seems to me, recognize the fairness of this 
proposition and should respond by standing with us. The amount 
of $75,000 is necessary for this purpose as stated by the War De- 
partment, and it onght to be appropriated without delay. We 
know not, any of us, when it may be necessary to make use of this 

t in a greater way than anybody now anticipates. No one 
ows what troubles may arise, or what circumstances may make 
an im tive necessity the occupancy of this post, and buildings 
should be erected there that the purposes for which the post was 
selected may be carried out in a liberal and proper way. I trust 
that this amendment may be adopted, and that if necessary it be 
left to the Senate to increase the amount of the appropriation in the 
bill out of which this $75,000 is to be taken. I do not care to say 
anything further at this time, save to again to the House 
my earnest hope that this amendment may be adopted. 
.CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this bill recommends as follows: 


For the construction of buildings and the enlargement of such military posts 
as in the judgment of the Secretary of War may be necessary, $300,000. 


It will be observed that this is a general appropriation of a! 
sum for all the army posts, those that hare feed commenced aaa 
that are contemplated but have not been commenced, to be ex- 
pended by the Secretary of War; and when the appropriation is 
made, in theory if not in practice—and I think substantially in 
practice—the Secretary of War, having full knowledge in the 
premises (if he has not, he ought to have), makes inquiry touchin 
this branch of the public service and apportions the money accord- 
ing to his judgment for work on the various posts throughout the 
United States. For instance, there isa post at Fort Harrison, at 
Helena, perhaps four-fifths completed and occupied. How much 
it would take to finish it I do not now recollect. : 

Mr. HARTMAN, About $30,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Sixty thousand dollars, the gentleman from 
Montana says. Then at Fort Riley there is another important 
post not completed. There is Sheridan at Chicago, on which much 
work has been done, a large post, not yet completed. There isa 
post at Plattsburg, N. Y., and there is a post at Jefferson Bar- 
racks, St. Louis, and at Fort Thomas, Omaha, and there is one 
authorized on the sound. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. That is simply an artillery post. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; but itis a military post. Then there is 


this one at Spokane, and there is one at Bismarck. In the last 
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Congress or the Congress before, probably in the last, these three 


Soba the one on the sound, the one at Spokane, and the one at 
ismarck, were authorized. At Spokane the title to the site has 
been acquired. I think I saw that ground several years ago, a 
ificent site, containing some 800 or 900 acres, I believe. 
r. HYDE. One thousand and twenty-two. 

Mr. CANNON. One thousand and twenty-two, the gentleman 
says. That was bought, I believe, by the citizens of Spokane and 
donated to the Government. Now, the $300,000 appropriated in 
this bill will not, of course, coniplete all of these ts. For sev- 
eral years the appropriation for this p has been cut pretty 
close; but your committee, after inquiry, notwithstanding the 

resent condition of the Treasury, recommend an increase of 
75,000. The appropriation for the current year is $225,000, and 
in the preceding bill I think the amount was the same. We rec- 
ommend an increase of $75,000, making the total appropriation 


for this ose $300,000. 

Mr. MAN. How much does the gentleman estimate it 
would require to compete all of these posts? 

Mr. C ON. Ido not know that. The estimate, I will say 


to the gentleman, is for a million dollars, and even that would not 

complete them all. The estimate for last year was for a million 

dollars. I think that is about the current average estimate for 

this purpose; but, as I have said, for some time past the appro- 

1785000. has been only $225,000, and we recommend an increase of 
5,000. 


Mr. HARTMAN, Under the allowance provided for by this 
bill what will be the amount that each post will receive? 

Mr, CANNON. I can not tell that. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Is there ayway that that can be ascertained? 

Mr. CANNON. Only by application to the Secretary of War 
after the appropriation is made. Under this form of appropria- 
tion the apportionment of the money is a matter of administration. 

Mr. TMAN. Then it is entirely in the Secretary's discre- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Depending upon the exigencies of the service. 

Mr. HARTMAN, But the Secretary may devote the whole of 
this money to one post if he chooses. 

Mr. C ON. It is to be presumed that the Secretary of War 

will do his duty in the apportionment of this money, taking into 
account the exigencies of the service. I will say further that it 
was impossible for your committee, and I think it is impossible 
for the Committee of the Whole, to administer an appropriation 
like this by re areca 

Mr. HARTMAN. What was the motive of the committee in 
reducing the amount from $1,000,000, the sum named in the esti- 
mate, to $300,000, which the bill proposes to appropriate? 

Mr. CANNON. Considering the condition of the Treasury in 
connection with the necessities of the public service, the judgment 
of the committee was that we would not be warranted in recom- 
mending an appropriation of a million dollars. But after full 


ing we were of opinion that there ought to be an increase of 
$75,000; so that the amount, instead of being $225,000, is now 
$300,000 in all. 


Mr, HARTMAN. Whenthe spring issue of Government bonds 
shall come, as it undoubtedly will, I presume we shall then have 
sufficient money to build these posts. 

Mr. CANNON. That brings us right up to the question of how 
liberally we should make our appropriations. M ition touch- 
ing this and all other appropriations has been, as I have stated be- 
fore in this House, that no appropriation looking toward new work 
should be made unless the importance of the work is so overmas- 
tering that a sound public sentiment would say we ought to bor- 
row the money to carry it on. 

Mr. HYDE. There was one fact which I forgot to state, that 
the precedents of the Fifty-second and the Fifty-third Congresses 
are all in favor of this specific appropriation. The Helena post 
was built in this same way; there was a specific appropriation. I 
forgot also to state that this proposition contemplates a reduction, 
not an increase, of military posts. The post at Fort Spokane 

(Miles) and that at Cœur d’Alene, Idaho, will be removed to 

this point, The reports and recommendations from the Army, 

which T did not trouble the committee to read, all point in that 
irection. 

Mr. CANNON. The policy of Congress and of the Department 
for many years has looked to the abandonment of posts upon the 
frontier and in the Indian country. As the building of railroads 
has proceeded, the older posts have from time to time been aban- 
doned, and new posts established at such points as to enable the 
Government to utilize its forces for the best interests of the serv- 
ice, taking into consideration transportation and everything of 
that kind. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. HYDE] is cor- 
rect in stating that from time to time specific . have 
been made to construct some of these posts. The gentleman has 
cited, I believe, precedents in the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Con- 
gresses. He might, no doubt, have gone further back and found 


similar precedents in the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses, 
But the gentleman will recollect that when those posts were estab- 
lished we had a very different condition from that now existing. 
We hada . and running over, so that we were paying 
from $100,000,000 to $150,000,000 a year—sometimes $200,000,000— 
on the pabio debt, after providing liberal support for the Gov- 
ernment, 

The committee having made this recommendation in, I think, 
fairly liberal form, amounting to $300,000—an excess over the cor- 
responding appropriation for the current year—I trust it will be 
the sense of the Committee of the Whole and the House not to 
undertake in this case a matter of administration. When the gen- 
tleman presents himself to the Secretary of War, I trust that that 
officer, in the exercise of wise discretion, may make a commence- 
ment on this post at Spokane. But I do not believe that we can 
safely undertake to go into these matters of detail here, because 
if we commence by saying that a particular portion of this sum 
shall be used at one designated place, it will 3 necessarily follow 
that we must adopt Aias provisions with reference to other 
places; and in such a course we should be undertaking to do, with- 
out sufficient knowledge, what the Secretary of War ought to do, 
and I believe will do much better. I am ready for the vote. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to amend by striking out the last 
word. It is greatly to be regretted that it becomes the duty of the 
chairman of the Appropriations Committee of this House to state 
constantly to the representatives of the people that there is exist- 
ing in country a condition which requires something more 
and worse than economy in the public expenditures. Economy 
is one thing—just economy—economical administration of the 
country. Parsimony is another thing. But worse than either 
of those is the existence of a public necessity for the expendi- 
ture of public money, with an impossibility on the part of the 
House of Representatives to furnish that money. That is not 
economy; that is not parsimony; that is an admission of a condi- 
tion which at the present time is unsurmountable and which we 
are all compelled to recognize and which we are all bound by. 

Istood here in the Fifty-first Congress, when we were making 
appropriations liberally and generously—not extravagantly. No 
approp aon Committee of the House of Representatives ever 
did its duty more faithfully than did the Appropriations Commit- 
tee of that Congress. In the two sessions of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress we appropriated something like a billion dollars; and our 
enemies called us, in language intended to be a reproach, ‘‘ the 
billion-dollar Congress.” That was their watchword and battle 
cryin the unfortunate campaign in 1892. In passing I desire sim- 
ply to say that in no single instance were they able to point out 
where there was a dollar of money appropriated that was not 
needed for the public service, which was not wisely appropriated, 
Yet the cry was that we had been extravagant because of the 
enormous aggregato of 3 

Now we find ourselves limited. The quron with us now is 
not, Whatis the public demand? The public buildings of the coun- 
try, partly constructed, are wasting and suffering by the lapse of 
time, and we are unable to make the appropriations for their pres- 
ervation or maintenance. The public works on the rivers and 
harbors of the country are wasting by erosion to the extent of 
more than a million do. annually, and we are unable to appro- 
priate the necessary money either to push forward the work or to 
providently protect the work already done. The demands of com- 
merce for greater depth of water in our harbors and rivers have 
2 be Fra by the declaration of our inability to do anything in that 

rection. 

Now, I want to point out (and I have not quite as much time as 
I should like) a comparison between two enactments—one a Re- 
publican enactment and one a Democratic enactment—through 
which and by which practically the whole of the revenue of this 
Government is derived. And I want to show yon in figures, fig- 
ures that nobody will criticise or dispute, just where the fault lies, 
so that the Committee on Appropriations of this House is to-day 
compelled, in the execution of a plain duty, to stand here protest- 
ing against eh rhea that are absolutely needed and ought to 
be made, in which the e of the people are interested, 
and appropriations which they are in duty bound to insist upon. 

During the Fifty-first Congress we had enacted a revenue law, 
supplementary to a Republican revenue law, based upon the gen- 
eral principle not of revenue but of protection, and yet we had 
money enough under that law, and I propose to put in contrast 
now—and I can do it without any great exhaustion of the time of 
the committee—a few tables compiled for me from the official 
records of the Treasury Si ean by Mr. O. P. Austin, an effi- 
cient man who has given the subject careful attention and con- 
sideration, and who is especially efficient in these matters. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STEELE. If I can be recognized, I will yield to the gen- 


tleman. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If it is competent, I would like five min- 
utes more. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will pro- 


ceed, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, these tables, one by one, are 
as follows: The first I offer is a table of the receipts and expendi- 
tures for the first nineteen months of the o tion of the Wilson 
law. Iwant the country and I want my friends on the other side 
of the House to realize what it is that they are responsible for, 
and to ask them to atone for what they have done in the past by 
a recantation in the present. I give by months the receipts and 
expenditures of the first nineteen months of the general operation 
of that law. It will be seen from this table that the total receipts 
amount during that period to $481,423,509. During the same 
period the expenditures of the United States for the necessities of 
the Government amounted to a total of $557,581,385, showing a 
deficiency between the receipts and expenditures during that 
period of $76,157,876. 

This table, which I append, is in detail as follows: 


Receipts and expenditures, first nineteen months of Wilson law, 


$22, 621, 288 $30, 325, 
19, 139, 240 32, 
19, 411,403 28, 
21,386,136 27, 
27, 804, 800 B4, 523, 447 
22, 888, 057 25, 696, 085, 
25, 470, 575 25, 716, 957 
24, 247, 836 82, 990, O76 
25, 272, 838 28, 558, 213 
25, G15, 474 21, 683, 029 
29, 069, 697 38, 548, 063 
28, 952, 696 32,588, 184 
27,549, 678 24, 320, 481 
27, 901, 748 34, 508, 425 
25, 986, 503 27, 199, 283 
26, 288, 937 25,814,317 
82, 604, 830 
26, 749, 956, 
27, 344, 


Deficiency, $76,157,876. 


I give also in this connection the customs receipts for the same 
period, by months, under the McKinley law as compared with 
the Wilsontariff law. Forthe first nineteen months of the McKin- 
ley law the total receipts were $302,884,886, while for the same 
period under the Wilson Jaw the total was $257,069,273. 

The table by months is as follows: 2 


Customs receipts under McKinley and Wilson tariff laws 
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Ihave also a table of the internal-revenue receipts under the 
McKinley and Wilson laws, to which I ask your attention. For 
the first nineteen months under the McKinley law the total re- 
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ceipts were $231,222,122, while under the Wilson law the total 
was $201,069,812. The table by months is as follows: 


Internal revenue receipts under McKinley and Wilson laws, 


Internal- Internal- 
revenue re- revenue re- 
ceipts ceipts 
Month, first 19 Month. first 19 
months of 
McKinley Wilson 
law. law. 


ens 
REF 


rr E NE N 
February 
March. 


so 


BeRee £ 


pees 
22888888282 8555 


2 


R 


Blese SERRE 
8858 sees 
&| 285 


Now comes a table of the total receipts of the Treasury Depart- 
ment for the first nineteen months made the Wilson law as com- 
pared with the first nineteen months, and also the last nineteen 
months, under the McKinley law. Lask your special attention to 
this. It shows for the first nineteen months of the McKinley law 
a total of receipts of $566,919,004, and the total receipts under the 
same law for the last nineteen months, after the law had been 
assailed and discredited by the presence of a Democratic majority 
in the country, of $521,819,675, while under the operations of the 
Wilson bill for the first nineteen months the total was but $481,- 
423,509. The table showing the total receipts to which I have 
referred by months, and also a summary giving a comparison of 
the two laws and the net results of the same, I append here. 


Total Treasury receipts first nineteen months of Wilson law compared with firs 
nineteen months and last nineteen months of McKinley law. 


McKinle 
Month. Month. mer laut 
1890. 
October..... 698, 142 
November 115,809 
mber .. 415,367 
928, 857 
1891. 717, 101 
965, 776 
January ....| 36,810,283 890, 885 
February 29, 273,178 582, 750 
March 20, 427, 455 553, 594 
22 = 25, 465, 231 979, 490 
2 27, 631, 849 312, (27 
June 31.289, 205 
A 84, 158, 244 
August 28, 773, 981 
September 27,565, 454 24, 082, 738 
tober 28, 448, 562 22, 269, 399 
November ..| 26,804, 887 24,842, 797 
December 27,646,515 22, 692, 304 
23, 066, 994 
1892. 26, 485, 125 
34, 809, 339 
January 40, 117, 605 
9 521, 819, 675 


SUMMARY, 
Comparative receipts of two laws. 


---- $566, 919, 004 


McKinley law Hn ip first nineteen months 


McKinley law last nineteen months’ receipts. 521,819, 675 
Wilson law receipts first nineteen months — 481,423, 509 
Comparative net results of two laws’ operation. 

McKinley law first nineteen months, surplus 8 is 988, 221 
Wilson law first nineteen months, deficiency ......--...---...------ 157, 876 


These tables, Mr. Chairman, show simply this, that while we are 
here clamoring for higher appropriations, and nobody is more in 
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favor of them than I am, we are met by a condition of the country 
that compels this economy of ini tion, or whatever term 
. may choose to apply toit, and it all comes from the domination 

this country of a party—the Democratic 3 party which 
undertook legislation for revenue only and condemned the prin- 
ciples of the ublican ,repudiating in toto the proposition 
that we hada right to legisiate in favor of the protection of Ameri- 
can industries. It has come about in some way, in more ways 
than one, in fact, but the great way which rises above all the other 
ways is the fact that it inflicts upon the country a paralysis of 
business from which we have not yet recovered and from which 
we never can recover while the existing law presses down upon us 
as it now does. 

People are coming here 1o aay sking the Republican majority 
of the Committee on Ways and Means to lift from a great industry 
of this country—the sugar industry—the incubus put upon us by 
Democratic legislation, and when we point to them that in the 
other end of the Capitol there are two representatives of their own 
State absolutely blocking the way of the very legislation they ask 
for, they turn in astoni ent and say: y, we never under- 
stood it to be so.” A very small matter is asked for in the matter 
of a change in the tariff law, but we are compelled to say to the 

resentatives from Louisiana: Go to the other end of the Cap- 
itol and tell your two Senators to step out of the way and permit 


the ley law to p and we will attach to it the amendment 
that will give you the relief you seck against the legislation of the 
German pire;” and they stand aghast when they learn that 


themen panung to represent the interests of the State of Louisiana 
to-day stand and obstruct the ge of tariff legislation of any 
kind at the other end of the Capitol. Silence alone on their part 
and the Dingley bill can come up and we can add this relief to 
the billin conference. Will these Democratsdothat much for their 
own local interests? 

Mr. TALBERT. If the gentleman will it me, I would ask 
if he has made a calculation as to how much the income tax would 
have brought to the Treasury if that law had been sustained by 
the Supreme Court, and whether, in his judgment, it would not 
have met the deficiency of which he speaks? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My dear sir, we might have gone out on 
the h seas as pirates and seized the ps of foreign nations 
and robbed them and put the proceeds into our Treasury. [Ap- 
plause and la pe One would have been piracy —— 

Mr, TALBERT. as the income tax of 1867 a robbery? 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). One would have been piracy, 
and the other was a violation of the Constitution. 

Mr. TALBERT. Was the other income tax that was passed 
before a violation of the Constitution? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I turn you over to the Supreme Court of 
the United States. ughter. 

Mr. TALBERT. think I shonld be in very bad hands. I 
should rather stay in your hands, bad as you are, than to go to the 
apran Court. } 4 

. GROSVENOR. Is that the idea? The Democratic pey 
haye depleted the Treasury. They have left it bankrupt, an 
now their idea is, ‘‘ What is the Constitution among friends”? 
when it comes to a matter of that sort. recip ld la 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Washi [Mr. HYDE]. 

The question being en, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
CANNON), there were—ayes 64, noes 37. 

Mr. CANNON. Task for tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. Cannon 
and Mr. HYDE. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Can we have the amendment again read? 

The amendment was again read. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 58, noes 


‘Accordingl , the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, C ON. Mr. Chairman, I want to give notice now, so 
that gentlemen can govern themselves . that if I can 
get one-fifth of those present to second my demand I will call the 
. and nays upon this amendment in the House. I want to do 

t out of fairness to the membership. 
23 Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 

Ws: 

al Park: E. tion and ex- 
FCK 
= * 5 and of assistance, and 
fencing, cutting out underbrush and mowing; historical 
carr’ for roads and their maintenance, and for the p 

authorized by law; in all, $75,000. 

wi and do so only for the purpose of asking permission ve 
inserted in the RECORD a memorandum handed me by General 
Boynton, which will give the House thorough and accurate in- 
formation as to the status of this park. It may be relied upon. I 
make it a part of my remarks. 


The CHAIRMAN. Leave will be granted to print this memo- 
randum in the RECORD, unless there is objection. 

There was no objection. 

The memorandum is as follows: 


MEMORANDUM—CHICKAMAUGA PARK. 


of obtaini: ing to complete that portion of the k. 
At the Ki — 
3 of land 8 authorized by Congress upon the northern slope of 

okout Mountain, and it 
able of the present pee ag: on in that direction. It is the opinon of the 
Commission that $25,000 could be appued toward that portion of the battle- 
fields of Generals Hooker and Walthall, which, by authority of Congress, have 
been heretofore made apas of the park plan. 

The Chattanooga portion of the park consists chiefly of roads ceded by the 
State of Tennessee along the crest of Missionary 8 che tines 
of battle of General Bragg's army. Orchard Knob is owned by the Gov- 
ernment, and at the north end of Mission Ridge 50 acres belong to the 
park, covering the eons of General Hardee's defense and of General Sher- 
man's assault. It is 2) miles from these northern portions of the park at 
Chattanooga tothe southern [phages of the Chickamauga Park, and the roads 
already completed between these points and ce age om t the several battle- 
ficlds are some 50 miles in l . There remain about 10 miles of road to 
construct to complete this work of the park according to the plans which 
have been 5 

There is no official or employee not 4 engaged in the work of estab- 
lish: it. Whenever any department of the work decreases in extent the 
force always been decreased in F ratio, and at 
a minimum. ide from the Commission the park force co; s of one en- 
gineer and his assistant, one assistant superintendent, one bookkeeper, one 
clerk, and one messenger, four for the 10 square miles embraced 
in the Chickamauga portion of the park, and two guardians for the whole ex- 
tent of the Chattanooga portion, one driver, and one stableman. The engineer 
has charge of the park office in the custom-house building at Chattanooga, 
and has neither messenger, clerk, nor shorthand writer. The park head- 
quarters upon the Chickamauga field is in charge of the assistant superin- 
tendent, who has neither cler r, nor shorthand writer; and the 


charged with preparing the Confederate history of the six days’ battle 


ations in and about the park. 
No item estimated for has been ded, and the entire sum contained 
will well-nigh complete all of the 


the bill can be well used in prosecu 
heavier work of finishing the the ig Nee to the — plan. 
y 


B ent. 

It is proposed to use the present sum as follows: 
For Lookout Mountain land $25,000 
Salaries of Commission, employees, and office expenses 
Foundations for State monuments. 
100 historical tablets-..-...--.-...-.--.. 
Finishing the clearing out of the field 


Road construction, care of roads, labor of quarrying for founda- 
tions for monuments 


DTPPꝑEPE—E2ꝙ:: —Ft 74, 880 


An officer of the War Department sent by the Secretary of War to exam- 
ine the plan upon which the park work was proceeding, to inquire into the 
efficiency of the force and the character of the work thus far accomplished, 
expressed the opinion upon his return that the k force was a minimum; 
that everyone in it seemed to understand his full dutiesand to perform them 
efficiently, and that the Government was receiving full return under econom- 
ical expenditures for all money used. 

Twenty-six State commissionsare now e with the National Commis- 
sion in locating lines of battle and other histo: points connected with the 
operations of the troops of their several States within the limits of the park 
and along its approaches. It will be readily seen that this portion of the 
work is of a very extended character. 

H. V. BOYNTON. 


Manon 27, 1896. 


Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

: The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 

Shiloh National Mili Park: And the Secretary of War and the Secre- 
tary of the Navy are hereby authorized to deliver to the Commissioners of 
the Shiloh National Military Park at the park, upon the ttisition of said 
Commissioners, such condemned cannon, — Datla, and shells as may be 
needed for the purposes of the park. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

At the last session of the Fifty-third Congress there was an act 
passed creating the Shiloh National Military Park. The sum of 
$75,000 was appropriated for the purpose of acquiring the land 
and opening up such roads as may be necessary, and so forth. In 
the estimates submitted by the War Department I am informed 
there was an item of 875,000 for this park. I see it has been left 
out of the bill, and my purposein rising is to ask the chairman of 
the committee to state why the Sb ents as submitted by 
the ent is not carried in the bill? 

Mr. CANNON, I will state to the gentleman that we made 
very full inquiry touching the improvement of the Shiloh battle 
ground. There is yet a considerable sum unexpended. Of the 
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$75,000 appropriated the sum of $50,000 remains unexpended. 
There is authority to purchase and condemn land. The original 
act bounded the 5 must be purchased. We had before 
us the chairman of the Commission and inquired very fully about 
the matter. We find that they have not yet 5 the ground, 
except that they have su ed in condemning about 200 acres. 
Until the ground is purchased they can not enter upon the im- 
provement. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The work of acquiring the land and the 
. laying out of these parks necessarily goes on very slowly, and in 

the early years of these improvements not very much capac can 
be profitably expended, because the improvement of the park can 
ony aop ace with the acquirement of title to the land. 

3 CANN ON. I will state further that the chairman of the 
Commission expressed entire satisfaction touching this matter 
when we called his attention to the fact that he had $50,000 yet 
unexpended. 8 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. If Iunderstand, then, the chairman 
of the Shiloh National Military Park Commission is satisfied that 
with the remaining $50,000 unexpended in his hands he will have 
sufficient funds to carry on the work during the coming year? 

Mr. CANNON. That is correct, 

Me McCALL of Tennessee. I withdraw my formal amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For improving harbor and bay at Humboldt, Cal.: Continuing improve- 
ment, $159,000. 


Mr. BARHAM. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make an in- 


quiry of the chairman of the committee, as we have reached Hum- 
boldt Harbor. The sum of money recommended by the e eer 
in charge of this improvement was $475,000. I understand why 
there have been great decreases in this appropriation. I under- 
stand, also, that at the rate named by the War Department the 
sum named by the committee will not be sufficient to continue the 
. until the ist of March next at the rate of $30,000 per 
month. 

Mr. CANNON. I will state to eed garnet a that we found on 
inquiry that is quite sufficient. Iwill read from the hearing of 
the Chief of Engineers or his representatives: 

The CHAIRMAN. ERA harbor at Humboldt, Cal. What did you have 
on hand on the Ist of a last? 

Captain MACKENZIE. Tho balance unexpended June 30 was $442,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. What has been expended since? 

General CRAIGHILL. The balance February 1 was $231,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will run about that way, as near as you can estimate? 

General CRAIGHILL. Yes, sir. 

The act of July 13, 1892, authorized contracts to be entered into for the 
Petes to be paid for as appropriations may be made from time totime 


Amount of contract authorized ..-........--..---.---------------+---- $1, 715,115 
inning with the act of July 13, 1892, there has been appropriated 

to date (in three acts) 897, 000 

Average annual appropriation „44% 224, 250 


Amount necessary to complete the project (according to the origi- 
een —— .. —..8 
A contract was entered into December 16, 1892, covering the com- 

letion of the whole work. Under the terms of the contract, work, 

3 the 89 material in place, must be y 
ushed at such rate that the contractor snall earu not less than 

„000 per year, if a ö that extent or at that rata are 

e by Congress. Bho d a less appropriation be made at any one 

time the contractor must perform work under it and to the extent 
it admits within a proportionately less time. 


Now, I will say to the gentleman, taking the amount unex- 
pended and adding to it the amount we recommend, there is am- 
ple to run that work up to the 3d of March, 1897. 

Mr. BARHAM. Iunderstand, Mr. Chairman, that there is now, 
on the 1st of April that is, to-day 8150, 000 only, and that it will 
lack $30,000 to carry on the improvement until the gd day of March. 
If the gentleman is satisfied that that statement is not true, and 
we have sufficient to continue this improvement at the rate of 
$30,000 month, I have no objection to the appropriation as it 
stands; but I would not like to have this work stopped for a month 
after expending a million of dollars. We have got to a point in 
the construction of the jetties where itis of great importance to 
continue thiswork. Thisis simply for an appropriation of $30,000, 
and I hope, if the gentleman is not entirely satisfied, that $180,000 
will be app riated instead of $150,000. 

Mr. C. ON. Iwill say to the gentleman there is no diffi- 
culty about it. The whole work is under contract. It is excep- 
tionally situated for completion. The contract has been made, 
and we not only asked the Chief of Engineers aboutit, but we had 
him take time; and after days had by and investigation was 
had he brings us the data which I 


ve read to the gentleman. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that thereis no motion 
before the committee. 


Mr. BARHAM. No, sir; it is only a matter of inquiry. 
Mr. CANNON. There is no trouble about it. 

Mr. BARHAM. All right. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: — 


NATIONAL CEMETERIES. 


For national cemeteries: For maintaining and improying national ceme- 
teries, including fuel for superintendents of national cemeteries, Spey of 
laborers and other employees, purchase of tools and materials, $100,000. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the purpose of making an inquiry of the chairman of 
the committee in reference to these contracts for river and harbor 
improvements. We have just passed over them. I had not no- 
ticed until now. Is the authorization such, and are the contracts 
such, that the Government is obliged to have this work go on and 
to make payments from the Treasury as rapidly as the contractor 
may hurry up his work? In other words, does the contractor con- 
trol the zani ity by which the appropriation is to be made or does 
Congress 
Mr. CANNON. Well, my understanding is that there is a mini- 
mum amount of work that the contractor must do. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In the contract? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. ` 

Mr. DINGLEY. _Is there anything in the law of that kind? 

Mr.CANNON. Myrecollection is that the law is a general au- 
thorization to the Secretary of War to make contracts. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the phrase is used, Mr. Chairman, in 
the original authorization of this contract work, that it is to be 
paid as the appropriations may be made by Co Now, it is 
exceedingly important—of course this section is passed, but con- 
tracts are quite uey to be authorized in the future—it is ex- 
ceedingly important that the Government, particularly the Treas- 
ury, should haye some control of the amount that is to be paid on 
these river and harbor contracts, because if we are going to au- 
thorize, as we possibly may in this Congress, a large amount of 
contracts on river and harbor improvement work, the contractor 
n has control as to how fast he will carry on that work. 

other Words, if he compels the Government to appropriate and 
pay out in a given fiscal year any amount he may perform of this 
work, then we are at the mercy of the contractors, 

Mr. BINGHAM, The gentleman is wrong. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think I have heard the ar ent made here 
that we e because the work will be so much. 

Mr. BING . If the gentleman will allow me, I have here a 
copy. These improvements run in this way: Under the terms of 
the contract the work must be prosecuted as rapidly as the Engi- 
neer officer may indicate, provided funds are available in pay- 
ment thereof.” That is a qualification put upon the ineer 
officer. Now, I will goa step further. The contractor not 
be required to dredge more than so many cubic yards in any one 
month. There are two limitations. One upon the engineer, that 
is the qualification as to the funds being available, and then as to the 
maximum amount of work which he may require the contractor 
todo, Therefore the matter is always within your control. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is that so? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That runs in all the contracts, 

Mr. DINGLEY. But is it true, for example, in the contracts 
for the next fiscal year? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not know about the new contracts. What 
I have said applies to the old contracts. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, is it true under the old form of contract, 
if we should follow that form? Suppose this deficiency in the 
Treasury should go on; we are borrowing money for whatever 
expenditures we are making for this extraordinary work. Now, 
are we tied up under this contract system so that we must go on 
borrowing money for the purpose of doing the work, or can we 
suspend the work for the time being? 

. BINGHAM. Your engineer officer always has the matter 
under his control, being governed by the available funds that Con- 
ess appropriates; and the contractor is protected by the fact that 

e can not be called upon to do more than so much work each 
month; so that the Government is protected and the contractor is 


protected. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Then it is in the power of the Government to 
igs sige this work? 
r. BINGHAM. Certainly. The matter is regulated by the 
funds that are se riated. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Ihave frequently heard the argument made 


in respect to these works that the contractor will do a certain 
amount of work, and that therefore the appropriation must be 
made. Ihad supposed that we had fixed 8 contracts so that 
we could appropriate just as fast or just as slowly as we chose, 
and not be controlled by the contractors. If that is not so, I think 
the matter ought to be regulated so as to have it understood that 
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the Government has control of the rate of speed at which the 
work shall be prosecuted, and not the contractor. 


Mr. GROS OR. I suggest to the gentleman from Maine 
that the real object of letting these works under contract is to get 
the benefit of the cheapening of the operations by reason of con- 
tracting for a certain amount; and therefore, if the Government 
stops the work of constfuction, it will be at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment, and the cost of 8 the Work will be practically 
what it would be under the old system. For that reason it is nec- 
essary to go forward continuously in order to get the benefit of 
the contract System. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I have always deprecated the injection of matters 
political when an appropriation bill is under consideration, and I 
would not now notice the remarks made a few moments ago by 
my friend from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] if it were not for the fact 
that he appears here as the advance agent of the McKinley boom. 
5 on the Republican side.] 

Chairman, from my standpoint I desire for a few moments 
to state some facts. When Grover Cleveland retired from the 
Presidency on the 4th day of March, 1889, the credit of this Goy- 
ernment was unquestioned by the commercial world. On the 
14th of July, 1890, during a ublican Administration, when 
the Republican party had control of this Government, what was 
known as the Sherman law was passed. At that time 90 per cent 
of the money that came into the Treasury of the Uni States 
trom the custom-houses was being paid in gold. From that hour 
the commercial world took alarm, and during the remainder of 
that Republican Administration there was increasing and aug- 
menting evidences of financial distress. On the 1st day of Jan- 
uary, 1891, the gold receipts had fallen from 90 to 75 per cent. 
By the 1st day of January, 1892, they had fallen to 40 per cent. By 
the ist day of January, 1893, they had fallen to 8 percent. The 
day that Grover Cleveland was inaugurated President of the 
United States a second time they had fallen to 4 per cent. By 
the 1st day of April, 1893, they had fallen to 2 per cent, and when 
he called Congress in extra session in August, 1893, not one grain 
of gold was finding its way into the Treasury of the United States 
cay — the channel of the custom-houses. At that time this 

t Republic was reeling and rocking in the throes of a great 

cial panic. From that day until this, this Government of 
ours has been in financial distress. The whole commercial world 
recognizes it. The whole business world knows it. 

t effect has that had upon our revenue receipts? What effect 
has it had upon the receipts of our custom-houses? What effect has 
it had upon the receipts in our Internal-Revenue Bureau? And 
yet the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] takes that period 
of distress as his standard of comparison to show that there has 
been a falling off in the revenues, and holds up the McKinley law 
as a guide out of the difficulty. = 

Mr. Chairman, this logic will not do. The responsibility for 
that condition of affairs is on the Republican party, and it is on 
the gentleman’s champion, William McKinley. [Applause on the 
Democratic siae] The gentleman’s proposition is that the way 
out of this difficulty is to filch money from So of the people 

means of class legislation. I for one stand here to say that the 

ilson bill, but for the conditions imposed upon the country by 
the Sherman law and by the financial distress which followed it, 
would have yielded money enough to support the Government, and 
that the deficiency which the gentleman has pointed out 

The CHAIR . The time of the gentleman has expired. 

By unanimous consent, the time of Mr. PATTERSON was extended 
for five minutes. 

Mr.PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, I maintain that, aside from 
the income-tax feature of the Wilson bill, if this country had not 
been burdened with the conditions to which I have referred the 
Wilson law would have yiee enough revenue to support this 
OTOES; it would have yielded more than the McKinley 

W. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman whom my friend from Ohio cham- 
pions as a candidate for the Presidency represents the idea of 
practically relegating the financial question to the rear. In Ohio 
they have straddled the question. ey have declared for a gold 
and a silyer standard. ey dodged the question there, and after 
parng dodged it they come before the country and hold ap as 
the sole remedy, the sole relief from existing conditions, the fur- 
ther taxation of the people. 

Make the country 8 by taxing the people! Make the 
country prosperous by taking the money out of the pocket of A 
and transferring it to the pocket of B! That is the doctrine. I 
wish to say to my friend from Ohio that he can not escape the 
main issue. The whole commercial world, the entire business 
community of the United States, knows where the disease lies— 
knows where the trouble is; and there is no escaping the issue. I 

ct to-day that if the Republican party follows the Ohio e 

orm and nominates William Maney opon the idea that there 
is no salvation for this country except in a high protective tariff, 


it is doomed to defeat, as it was in 1892. Oh, if Icould have my 
fellow-Democrats to see this thing as Isee it. [Laughter.] If we 
could bring the great Democratic party up to the standard which 
I am_advocating. . Gentlemen may laugh; but if 
the Democratic party stood for the liberty of the citizen; if it 
stood for the liberty of the State; if it stood for the liberty of com- 
merce; if it stood for tariff reform and sound money, there is no 
escape from it. It would regain the confidence of the people; it 
would retain the control of the administration of this Government. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. As the gentleman appealed tohis Demo- 
cratic colleagues, I should like to ask him this question: Did he not 
say in 1893 that if we would repeal the silver-purchasing clause 
of the Sherman law all these good things wont follow? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I did not. I was dealing with my Repub- 
lican friend from Ohio 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You turned to us. 

Mr. PATTERSON. But as long as the gentleman has asked me 
the question, I will briefly answer it. Yes, I believed that the re- 
peal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman law would have a 
great tendency, as it did have, to restore public confidence, to re- 
store public credit, and cle about a better condition of affairs. 
The fact is that within less than a month after the repealing act 
was the receipts of gold in the custom-houses went up to 
nearly 50 per cent. But Congress convened again, the Demo- 
cratic party haying control of all the departments of the Govern- 
ment. We clamored for the free coinage of silver, and we never 
tired in keeping the country in a state of distress and doubt and 
anxiety in respect to the stability of our currency. I freely ad- 
mit that the conduct of the Fifty-third Congress perpetuated that 
condition of affairs which the called session of that Congress 
found existing in August, 1893—in a modified form, however. 
But I will not discusses that question further. 

Mr. 5 I ask the gentleman a question? 


The CHAIR The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. „ has expired. 
Mr. GROS OR . Chairman, one of the first demands 


made upon an ambassador coming from a foreign country and 
e to represent a sovereignty is that he shall present his 
credentials and make known whom he represents. . Chair- 
man, I did not s — 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the gentleman wants to know whom I 
represent in what I say, my reply is, I represent, so far as I can, 
and in a very modest way, a Democratic Administration, [Laugh- 
ter and applause. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In the few remarks which I made a short 
time ago, and which were mainly made up of figures 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman from Ohio accept the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee as a presentation of his 
credentials? 

Mr.GROUT. Isup that the gentleman represented a Con- 
gressional district in Tennessee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ithink I can make the matter plain if I 
can have the opportunity for a few moments. 

In what I said, Mr. Chairman, I undertook to represent the 
general trend of the political party to which I belong. I did not 

ak on behalf of any particular individual; I did not say any- 
thing about any one person. But the gentleman has the misfor- 
tune just at this time to represent nobody on God's earth unless 
it be himself; and I think he has had a struggle with himself, 
[Laughter and 5 I read the other day that the leaders 
of his State—the Senators, and most of the Representatives on this 
floor—held a convention or a gathering down in Tennessee; and 
it was announced in the public press that the State of Tennessee 
in the Chicago convention would be overwhelmingly in favor of 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

I read that the gentleman had wrapped ‘‘the aper of his 
couch about him and did not lie down to pleasant dreams,” 
but fied away to the wilds of Missouri, and entered upon a pil- 

i e of education of the benighted denizens of that magnifi- 
cent State. And I learned with a good deal of interest, through 
the public press of both parties, that on his return to St. Lonis, on 
his way here, it was announced officially by the Democratic party 
there that in the Chicago convention that State would be over- 
whelmingly in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] j 

ow, I tfully submit, Mr. Chairman, that my friend, 
able as he is, distinguished as he is, comes here without creden- 
tials. He is a political guerrilla. [Laughter.] He does not be- 


long to my political pariy: 
r. BINGHAM. nautical language he is a “tramp.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; he is what they call in the merchant 
marine a tramp.“ He goes from port to port. [Laughter.] He 
talks about somebody on this side representing some candidate. 
I do not know anything about that. But whom does he represent? 

Several MEMBERS. eveland. ; 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Cleveland! Why, Mr. Chairman, from 


build a graveled road to this national cemetery. 


i 
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the day the Fifty-third Congress was organized down to to-day 
Mr. Cleveland has not been able to rally a majority of the Demo- 
crats in either body of this 15 3 tive organization. He has been 
an Ishmaelite in politics, with his hand inst every Democratic 
organization and every Democratic organization against him. 
do not care to discuss who was right and who was wrong. 
The presumption is that anybody who is against the great body of 
the Democratic party is always right. [Laughter and applause. 
I was talking about the effect on the country of the change of Ad- 
ministration, and the gentleman answered 5 getting into a con- 
troversy with his own party. [Laughter.] I was ing of the 
effect of the diminution of our reyenues and the paralysis of our 
business, and am answered by the gentleman Payme that the 
Democrats of the Fifty-third Congress did not behave themselves. 
Certainly not; they never do. [Laughter.] But what right has 
the gen man who differs with me to read a lecture to the Demo- 
crats 
I submit my figures must stand, and the condition of the public 
Treasury must stand, the paralysis of public business everywhere 
throughout the country must stand, until that party, not under 
the leadership of any one man, but under the inspiration of the 
great principles which it indorses, comes back into power and sets 
right that which went wrong in 1892. [Prolon, applause on 
the Republican side.] 
meta i HAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
e bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For superintendents of national cemeteries: For pay of 75 superintendents 
of national cemeteries, $61,880. 
1 5 reading of the above was greeted with laughter and ap- 
ause. 
P Mr. REDITH. I wish to say to our friends on this side of 
the House that we can not be buried in the national cemeteries, 
so we have no interest in the matter. 
geet The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
e bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Road to national cemetery, Presidio of San Francisco, Cal.: For continuing 
the work of improving the reservation at the Presidio of San Francisco, Cal., 

developing and perfecting the water supply, the g of sand dunes, 
the planting of trees and shrubs, and construction of new roads, the erection 
of a permanent fence or wall on the south and east lines of the reservation, 
the erection of permanent gateways, the reclamation of the marsh, and other 
general and much-needed improvements, $10,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 72, after the word “ dollars,” in line 22, insert the following, namely: 

“For the construction of a veled road starting at a point on the north 
side of Cache River, in Pulaski County, Il., where the present county veled 
road from Cairo, in Alexander County, Hl., and the bridge across said Cache 
River terminates, and 5 a patis connec with the present 
national graveled road from Mound City, in said Pulaski County, with the 
IIlinois Central Railroad in said county, at a point on said national a 
road at or near the national 3 Pulaski County, the sum oi PEON: 

“Said road to be constructed above high-water mark; to be 18 feet in width 
on top surface, graveled similar to present national road to said cemetery, 
same to be in continuation of graveled road to said national cemetery.” 

Mr. CANNON. Notwithstanding, Mr. Chairman, that this is 
to be expended in my State, I am compelled to make the point of 
order upon it. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, if the chairman of the 
Committee on Ap Modern will kindly give me his attention 
for a moment—and I believe I have not occupied the time of the 
House very long—I would like to be permitted to explain this 
amendment and submit the facts in connection with it to the 
House, after which the question will be for the gentleman himself 
to determine whether he will care to make the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. I reserve the point of order. I have no desire 
to cut my coll e out of an explanation of the amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Ilinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, with 
reference to the amendment, that it is asked and offered in perfect 

faith, and to meet a public necessity at this time. It is not 
or the posuere of subserving personal ends in the county in which 
the road is asked to be built. But in the county of Pulaski, in the 
State of Illinois, there is located what I believe is the third largest 
national cemetery in the United States. There—on the border 
of what was the North and the South, the armies contending 
within a few miles of that place during the war—were brought to 
this point where this cemetery is located thousands and thou- 
sands of those who had fallen in defense of their country, as well 
as many of those who had fallen in defense of the Lost Cause. 
They were buried in what was then a swamp, but since that time— 
since the close of the war—the Government has built along that 
national cemetery a levee which is from 14 to 15 feet in width to 
protect the graves of those who fell in that struggle, both North 
and South, and were buried there, from being covered with the 
waters of that swampy country. i 

In the Fifty-first Congress I asked an appropriation of $25,000 to 

starting at the 
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point, mentioned in the amendment, leadin 
and from there to the Ilinois Central Railroad. I asked it for the 
purpose of furnishing to those who desired to place flowers on the 
graves of fallen comrades and friends on each 30th of May an op- 


to the cemetery, 


portunity of being able to travel to the cemetery without having 
to go in dugouts at that time. Congress failed to give the $25,000, 
but did give an appropriation of $10,000. That was not sufficient 
to construct the road in the manner that it was necessary to con- 
struct it to the cemetery from the point mentioned in the amend- 
ment; but I was grateful for this small amount, and believed that 
I would be doing the people and the country a service to accept it, 
and then go to the people of that section, poor though they are, 
and ask them to contribute of their means to assist a great Govern- 
ment like this in building a highway to one of its own national 
cemeteries. I received the $10,000, and my people raised $8,000 
themselves to assist the Government in building that piece of road. 
They built it as well as they could, and they have built a good 
one, as far as the means allowed; but there is yet 1} miles that is 
necessary to complete the entire work, and for that purpose I de- 
sire to have this money appropriated to construct and complete 
the road and all the roads that the Government needs to the na- 
tional cemetery there. It is but a small amount. 

I will say, Mr. Chairman, that it may be that under the rules 
of the House the point of order might be raised against this appro- 
priation; but less than two hours ago this House voted an appro- 
priation, which was subject to the point of order, to purchase a 
two-story brick building in this city, where Lincoln di I think 
the House performed a patriotic duty, and that the chairman of 
the committee and members of the House did themselves credit 
and justice by not raising the point of order and by making the 
appropriation. Without a dissenting voice on either side, we 
voted to buy that house, and now I am asking a less sum to build 
aroad to a silent city where thousands of the nation’s dead lie 
sleeping. Will the chairman, patriotic as he is, will any one 
refuse this small amount, which Iassure the House is all we will 
ever ask? And we shall have to raise money out of our own 
1 to complete this road, even with this amount which I do 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois, I should like about a minute longer. 
Mr. CANNON. I ask that the gentleman have his minute. 
The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman be allowed to conclude his remarks. Isthere objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Then, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I 
simply desire to say that I trust the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations will not press his point of order to this small 
amount asked for national purposes and for the benefit; of the 
people of this country. 

A MEMBER. What is the amount? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Fifteen thousand dollars. Within that 
cemetery there are 26 States of this Union represented. In that 
silent city sleep citizens from 26 States of this Union, and their 
friends desire to have proper facilities for visiting their resting 

lace on the 30th of May. I trust the gentleman will withdraw 


is point of order. 
r. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask my colleague a 
question. 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois. . 
Mr. CANNON. How much road is it desired to complete? 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois, About one mile and a quarter. 
Mr. CANNON. Isit inside the cemetery or outside of the cem- 


etery? 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois. The road is outside of the cemetery of 


course. 

Mr. CANNON. And about how far from the cemetery? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois, This road that I ask to have built is 
about a mile and a quarter from the cemetery. I have here a 
map, which I will show to the gentleman, and which will explain 
the location. Here is the cemetery; here is the present national 
road out to the Illinois Central Railroad; here is the river which 
has been referred to; here is the gravel road, which has been built 
by pavats means, from Cairo, Ill., out to this river. They have 
built a bridge across. The distance from the national cemetery 
to this point would be a mile and a quarter. There are some 
points where the distance would be less than a mile and a quarter, 
and we care not whether the road is built to one point or the 
other, but on a ae ee line it would cost less. 

Mr. CANNON. How far is it from Cairo out to this cemetery? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Seven miles. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwantto get at the facts, because I do not know. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. rtainly; I will give the gentleman 
any information I can. 

. CANNON. From Cairo to the cemetery it is 7 miles? 

Mr. SMITH of Dlinois. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, there is a gap of a mile and a quarter? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Yes. 
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Mr. CANNON. As I understand, there is a mile and a quarter 
built from the cemetery toward Cairo, and probably about 4 miles, 
or in en eo from Cairo toward the cem ? 

Mr. 8 of Illinois, No; my friend is in error A 
gravel road has been built from Cairo here clear out 6 miles to this 
river, and momp is from the river out to the cemetery. 


$ Is that a county road or a State road now? 

Mr. SMITH of Ilinois. It is a public road, that was built by 
the county and by private subscription. 

Mr. CANNON. It is outside of the cemetery. The Govern- 
ment does not own it? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Why, of course not; but we will give 
the Government the land over which to build it, as we did over 


there. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it a county or State road that is proposed to 
be improved? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois, Oh, not at all. There is no road there. 
I am asking to have the road built. It is now under water, and 
you will have to go in a dugout to cross there. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the land belong to private parties or to 
aa Dee States where the gentleman proposes to construct the 


roa 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. To private individuals, of course. 

Mr. CANNON, . Chairman, I am reluctantly compelled to 
make Sepou of orđer, in view not only of this amendment, but 
in view of the fact that many members have come to me asking 
that I would not make a point of order against amendments to 
build roads to cemeteries. It is ungracious, I know, to make the 
point of order, and I would not do it if it were not for the fact 


Mr. of Illinois. If it were not a necessity I would not 
on span the gentleman. 
. CANNON. The bare statement of the proposition and the 


bare statement that I am pressed on all sides to withhold points 
of order for similar amen: t 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Will you permit me a word here? 

The CHAIRMAN. The es can not be interrupted. 

Mr. SMITH of Ilinois. ell, if he does not yield 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; I always yield to my colleague. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Ishould have added a point. I have 
petitions of many thousand Sa from that and other States to 
allow this little thing to be done. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, this 5 is not author- 
ized by law. I am inclined to think, from the statement of the 

tleman from Illinois, if the Military Committee will re a 

fil here that I would vote for it; but on this ty gett gdonuine ill it 
is clearly within the purview of the rule, and I am compelled to 
mathe CHAIRMAN. T 

The C . The Chair will sustain the point of order 
=e the gentleman desires to be heard further on the point of 
order. 


Mr. SMITH of Ilinois. I was going to add just a word on the 

int of order. It is stated in one clause of the amendment that 

t is a continuation of work already begun. It is part of the work 

contemplated originally, and which has not yet been provided for. 

It is a part of the original work I asked an appropriation for, and 

I have stated in my amendment that it is a continuation of a work 
already n. That is all I care to add. 

The MAN. The Chair will sustain the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Then I will ask unanimous consent, 
Mr. Chairman, for the consideration of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked for the con- 
sideration of the amendment, 

Mr. CANNON. That is equivalent to not making the point of 
order. It is ungracious, I know, to stand up here and resist an 
amendment of a colleague; but if I did not doit here I can notdo 
it as to any other amendment, and there are a good many of them 
of a similar nature. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. SMITH of Minois. I believe my colleague has always ob- 
jected to pe 85 I have asked. 

Mr, CANNON. That is unkind and farfetched. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. It is true, nevertheless. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word. My col- 
league has served long enough in this House not to plead that he 
does not know the rules of the House, and I do not now recollect 
what other matter he ever did ask for that I objected to. I hope 
I have his attention, and I will wait until I get it. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. How is that? 

Mr. CANNON. I hope I have my colleague’s attention. 

Mr. SMITH of Ilinois. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. He hasserved long enough here to know what 
the rules of the House are, and to understand that, standing as I 
do, with the care of this bill, that I may have at times to 
make points of order that run across the desires of individual 
members and of colleagues. The House has made the rule, and, 
occupying this situation, I make the point of order; and when my 
colleague travels out of his way, as it seems to me he has, in a 


manner not usual with him, petulantly to say that I lay awake at 
nights to object to something he wants, I think it is not just to 
himself; I know it is not just to me. 

Mr. SMITH of Ilinois, I will answer to myself, and care noth- 
ing for the balance. 

. CANNON, Ah—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Publication of Official Records of the War of the Rebellion: For continuing 
the publication of the official records of the Union and Confederate 
including the atlas of maps and plans, in accordance with the plan app 
by the Secretary of War — — 3. . for the —— of the civil- 
ian members or the board of publication, appointed in accordance with 
act of 2, 1889. and for the compensation of such tem e sery- 
ices in connection with the preparation, publication, and distribution of said 
records as may be deemed necessary by the Secretary of War, and for the 
e 
der such regulations as the Secretary of War may prescribe, not a 
$00, 145,000: Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be expend 

‘or the compensation of ny person not actually an: y employed 
in the said work of preparation, publication, and distribution. 

Mr. SAYERS. Icall the attention of the gentleman in charge 
of the bill to a motion which I propose to make, to strike out 
after the word dollars,“ in line 16 of page 75, down to and in- 
cluding the word “distribution,” in line 20. I will state that the 
proviso was pe on by the committee, and I think it is hardly 
advisable that it should remain. 

Mr; CANNON. What is itthe gentleman proposes to strike 
ou 

Mr. SAYERS. The proviso; that is, all after the word “dol- 
lars,” in line 16. : 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. What is the page? 

Mr. SAYERS. Page 75. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman,if no other mem- 
ber of the committee objects, I shall not object to striking out the 


proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas make a 
motion to that effect? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be agreed to unless 
there is objection. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ery school at Fort Monroe, Va.: To provide for means of instru 


Artill 
suchas text-books, instruments, draw terials, and stationery 


ma uire 
in the courses of artillery, engineeri: w. and the art and science of war, 


ead for ALOE rrecasenry Eipuanes of the OOE D 
Mr. BOWERS. I move tostrike out the last three words of the 
paragraph. Mr. Chairman, there is a seeming difference in the 
latforms in Ohio, in Massachusetts, and in New Hampshire, but 
am satisfied that the difference is only 8 and that at St. 


Louis ing will be settled, and we have only one good 
se platform. 
. RAY. That will be the Morton platform. [Laughter.] 


Mr. BOWERS. That will be the Republican platform, ButI 
want to call attention to a matter on which I think we ought to 
take some action. Our attention was called yesterday by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams] to some dangerous prac- 
tices that were being indulged in by members of this House. You 
can find in the RECORD a report of the matter, from which it will 
be seen that these silver cranks” here attempted to fool and de- 
ceive the manufacturers of this country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to take some position upon 
this question. Itis one that must be settled, and the House ought 
to express its judgment in regard to it. I have therefore drawn 
up some brief resolutions, which perhaps the House may not desire 
to adopt at this time, but which I think reflect the general senti- 
ment. I will read them in my own time. They are as follows: 

E thn DOAS are Gangerson ² Giveatentig the prosperity saa pexpetetty 

ar us 0 * 
of the aniria taterents of the nation, and — — to Sigel aap 
es of “ Vote!” “ Vote!”] 
. BOWERS. We will vote on the resolutions together. The 
next is: 

Resolved, That in the judgment of this House no member can be a good 
8 or a good Democrat who does not get onto the platform, and sta 
on the platform, invented, constructed, and patented by Grover Cleve 
par to which it appears the Republican party has secured a 


[Laughter.] 


the 
sentatives of national banks who come here as members to e and ben- 

h ; and we pledge them our earnest support in their efforts to 
establish an elastic currency which may be increased or diminished in amount 
as the interests of the bankers may seem to require; and also in their efforts 
to be authorized to issue more currency on less security, to the end that a sys- 


tem of sound currency ” may be every ollar of which shall 
redeemed in by the sale of United States bonds in accordance 
with the new system of sound finance.” 
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Mr. BARHAM. Mr. Chairman, I join my colleague in asking 
. consent for the present consideration of those resolu- 
ns, 
Mr. BOWERS. The resolutions are before the House, 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from California better 
look out, or he may be taken in earnest. He may have some con- 
stituents who will not understand the sarcasm of those resolutions 


of his. hter. 

Mr. BOW Wen, Mr, Chairman, I will take the chances 
with my constituents. Lalwaysdid. My constituents understand 
that the miner and the silver member have as good a right to come 
here and work for the interest of the men who dig the gold and 
the silver out of the hills as the banker has to come here and work 
to protect his banking interests. There are twosides to this ques- 
tion, and I have got a little tired of this talk about silver cranks” 
as men who ‘‘threaten the business interests of the country.” 
You have not got any business interests. They went to the devil 
long ago under your ‘‘sound-money” system. [ranghi] 

Mr. TARDY. Then, if I understand the gentleman, he recom- 
mends legislation here solely in the interest of silver-mine owners. 

Mr. BOWERS. The Chairman has been making so much noise 
with his mallet that I have been unable to hear the gentleman’s 


ee eee 

Mr. © ON. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention of 
the committee for a moment, after the storm and 8 
and the wind [laughter], I shall be if it is the will of the 


committee, to complete the ding bill this evening, and we can 
well do it if we get down to business for next hour, 
[Cries of “Read!” Read!“ 
The Clerk read as follows: 
on pay of inspectors and deputy inspectors, office force, and expenses of 
office, $10,260; 


For of crews and maintenance of 4 steam tugs and 3launches, $48,740. 
In all, $59,000. 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
pes Rr E ca nea tes “ator 


Mr. CANNON. I believe we have passed that paragraph, Mr, 


n. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that the two 
paragraphs following the one to which this amendment is offered 

ve been read. 

Mr. WALSH. I understood that the Clerk had just read the 
paragraph. i ; 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend that we have recom- 
mended the full amount of the estimate. 

Mr. WALSH. No, sir; the appropriation is $3,000 short. The 
estimate is $62,000, and the appropriation recommended in the bill 


is $59,000. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Allow me to state, in answer 
to my colleague [Mr. WasH], that Lieutenant-Commander Dele- 
hanty, who charge of this work, assented to this reduction 


$59,000. 
Mr. WALSH. I think that this is a matter that goes beyond 
the individual opinion of any single officer. I think, Mr. Chair- 
man, this is a very important matter. The question of disposing 
of the refuse from the large cities adjacent to New York bor 
has been a ae one to every administration of affairs in 
those cities. This is especially true of the city of New York. I 
need not dwell on two prominent facts; their statement will be 
sufficient for my purpose: First, the importance of that city as a 
manufacturing center; second, its importance as the gateway of 
our commerce, One necessitates the wisest legislation in favor 
of the health and comfort of the producers, and the other argues 
for its own protection better than anything I could say. Two 
things must be preserved at any cost—the sanitary welfare of the 
manufacturing thousands, the prevention of contagion in any- 
thing we send to the States or abroad, and, besides, that condition 
of the harbor channels which will permit the giant carriers of 
commerce to enter and go from our ports over an unobstructed 
waterway. 

The evils that are evident can be prevented by reasonable vigi- 
lance exercised in the harbor of New York. Yet I submit 
present force is not adequate to perform that task. The usual 
mode of di ing of the city garbage is to gather it on the scows 
at the New York docks, tow it seaward, and there unload the 
scows. But, whether the subordinates have willfully disobeyed 
instructions, or contractors having the disposition of these scow 
loads of refuse have winked at it, the refuse is very often dumped 
very near and pee in the channel line of the harbor, and is a 
menace to the health and the commerce of the country—part of it 
by floating back to the popular resorts surrounding our cities, 
and most of it by sinking and making more shallow our already 
shallow channel. 

You can see that this is not entirely a local matter; it affects 


every community having business relations with New York, and 
unless you desire to divert the lines of trade from New York, unless 
you think there are better harbors for our commerce than the 
grand harbor of New York, unless you think there are fairer-deal- 
ing merchants and manufacturers elsewhere, and desire to strike 
a blow at her well-earned commercial and manufacturing suprem- 


acy, you should pass this amendment. The members from the 
city of New York have from their sapere about made up 
their minds not to ask Congress for anything for purely local rea- 
sons. But we do think that we are entitled to some sort of relief 
if we can accompany a local complaint with a demonstration of 
a plain menace to the health and commerce of the whole Union. 

Mr. CANNON, I ask for the reading of the letter which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE SUPERVISOR OF THE HARBOR OF NEW YORK, 
New York, March 23, 1896. 

Srn: Acting on your suggestion, I would respectfully submit that the esti- 
. PAON DY sppropriating a lump sure for the 
nly 1, t 1 appro) a lump sum for 
of one and maintenance of 2 ae instead at a limited sum for — 
boat. This would enable me to ide a certain sum for contingencies, such 
as unex) re „which ht be applied to any one of the boats, instead 
of making an estimate for such repairs for each boat. 

The estimate of appropriation required for fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
would therefore be as follows: 
For pay of inspectors, deputy inspectors, office force, and expenses of 


DANIEL DELEHANTY. 
Lieutenant-Commander, U. S. N., Supervisor. 
Hon. JOSEPH G. Cannon, 
Chairman 


Committee on rangi ee 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. CANNON. It will be seen that in this bill, followi 
recommendation of the officer in charge of this work, we 


the 
ve 

ven a consolidated instead of an itemized appropriation, and in 
oing so we have thoroughly cared for the work. 

Mr. WALSH. I will say to my friend from Illinois that some 
injustice must be done to somebody by this reduction of $3,000, 
The original estimate, as I understand, was $62,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I can explain the matter to my friend in a 
moment. The current law makes a specific appropriation for 
each vessel and its crew, there being four steam tugs and three 
launches engaged in this service. Under specific appropriati 
if there should be expended for one of these vessels $100 or 
less than was appropriated, the difference would go back into the 
Treasury, although some other vessel might be short $100 or $500. 
The officer in charge said that by making a lump appropriation 
the amount could reduced 83,000 and that the work would be 
better cared for than heretofore. 

Mr. WALSH, I suggest to the chairman of the committee 
whether it would not be just as well to give the $3,000 and allow 
this officer to employ three additional i rs? Those are what 
we want there—not so much the tugs and their crews as the 


inspectors. 

Mr. CANNON. Lieutenant-Commander Delehanty, in charge 
of this work, appeared before the committee and made his re- 
quest. I asked m to put it in writing, and he did so. His letter 
has been read. It might be very desirable that three additional 
inspectors should be appointed there, if the gentleman would let 
me furnish them from my district. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WALSH. I will see that the gentleman gets his share if I 
have anything to do with it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Iam ready for a vote. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Warsa, it 
was rejected, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That hereafter the Medical Department of the Army is authorized to sell 
medical and hospital supplies at its contract prices to the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. ~i 

Mr. STEELE. 1 move to amend this paragraph inserting 
ao Pass word ‘‘ hereafter ” the words “ upon sien acre 
therefor.” 

Mr. CANNON. In my judgment this amendment does not 
change the proposition as recommended. I haye no objection. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read the following under the heading ‘ National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers“: 

For farm, name y: Rar of farmer, chief gardener, harness makers, farm 
— graen artes „ materials uired ong Aen bem 
den, and dairy work; for hay, straw, d. i ees, are os. 

and other conveyances; for all animals purchased for stock or for 
work (inclu: animals in the park); for all materials, tools, and labor for 
flower garden, lawn, and park; and for repairs not done by the Home, $15,000, 

Mr. CANNON. I move to amend by inserting a comma after 
the word “dressing,” in line 11 of this paragraph. 

The amendment was agreed to, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
For household, including the same objects specified under this head for the 
Central Braneht fla 00. j = F, 


Mr. CANNON. I move to amend by making the amount of this 
een $17,500, instead of $15,000. 
he amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, under the head of For farm,” 
in the item for this Home, I ask that the Clerk read that provision 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For farm, including the same objects specified under this head for the Cen- 


tral Branch, $8,000. 


Mr. STEELE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out six 
thousand,“ and insert seven thousand five hundred.” There is a 
cut of $3,000 on the farm. If we can get fifteen hundred dollars 
more we can get along, although we have roads to build and few 
trees planted as 5 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I would say to the gentleman that for 
the current year you have only four thousand five hundred. 

. STEELE. But that is not enough. 

we CANNON, And we recommend a good deal more in this 


Mr.STEELE. The rr ed prec of last year resulted in forcing 
the selling off of a great deal of stock that was absolutely necessary. 
We could not keep it because the appropriation was not sufficient 
to pare for it. e are trying to make the Home what it ought 
to be. 
This appropriation, if increased as proposed by the amendment, 
would enable us to keep going until we can get on our feet out 
there. This is a new Home, and we will need all we can get to put 
the farm in goodshape. We need roads and other facilities on the 
farm that will require this additional appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON. I suggest that we have appropriated quite a 
large sum for that Home. We appropriate, for instance, $66,000 
for additional barracks, $2,500 for boiler house, $5,000 for gas well, 


$1,300 for leasing additional coe. and a great many other items 
are also carried iy the bill. e also include $6,000 for the farm, 
including the same objects ified under the Central Branch 


Home. The amount appropriated here is an increase of $1,500 
over the current year. 

Now, the gentleman says that they have no roads 

Mr. ST E. No, we have not sufficient roads yet. There are 
quite large 1 involved in the farming business. Farm 
hands are needed, gardeners, hostlers, stable men, laborers, dairy- 
men, herders, and a large amount of the appropriation will be 
absolutely necessary in the construction of roads and the hauling 
of material. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, seriously, let me say to the gentleman 
from Indiana, as I have said before, that the full estimate is given 
to keep the Home in this case. Every dollar has been given that 
was necessary for that p We are trying as a matter of 
policy to keep the various items of these appropriations within 
reasonable limits. 

I want to say to my friend that I have a suspicion, that almost 
amounts to actual knowledge, that under the head of farms,“ at 
these various Homes, the appropriation is used largely in the mat- 


ter of beautifying the grounds rather than for farming purposes. 
Mr. STEELE. And largely for building roads, let me say to the 
gentleman. 


Mr. CANNON. Undoubtedlysomeforbuildingtheroads. But 
the 3 is largely used to beautify the parks, and is ex- 
pended for the benefit of people who do not occupy the Homes 
rather more than for those who do occupy them, I sus e 

Mr. STEELE. I plead guilty of trying to make the Homes 
attractive. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, we have given large appropriations in 
this case, and I think we had better let the farm item stand as it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist 
upon his amendment? 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to have a vote on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For president of the Board of Managers, $4,000; secretary of the Board of 
ig —.—. one are treasurer, who pat net he a aera vee 
oi rs ; one inspector-general, ; one assis — 

spector-general, $2,000; clerical services for the offices of the president and 
general treasurer, $5,500; messenger service for president's office, $144: mes- 
senger service for secretary's office, $52; clerical services for managers, $1,500; 
agents, $2,400; for traveling expenses of the Board of Managers, their officers 
and employees, $11,500; for outdoor relief, $1,759; for rent, medical examina- 
tions, stationery, printing of blanks at depot and ne: materials therefor, 
telegrams, and other incidental expenses, $2,500; în all, $38,840. 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the words 
three thousand,“ as compensation for the general treasurer, and 
insert three thousand five hundred.” 

Fock CANNON. Let us have the amendment reported from the 


The Clerk read as follows: 

On 86, line g. after the word thousand.“ insert “five hundred “; so 
that it will read “$3,500.” 

Mr. CANNON, I am compelled to make the point of order on 
the amendment. It is not authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana desire to 
be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. STEELE. I do not think it comes within the point of order. 
The law provides that these men shall have such compensation as 
is fixed by the Board of Managers. The compensation of this offi- 
cer has been $3,000 for a number of years past, but under a new 
system inaugurated at the last Congress it was provided that the 
treasurer of the National Home should give a satisfactory bond 
to the War Department. The Secretary has provided that the 
bond shall be in a trust company; that personal security that has 
heretofore gone on bonds will not be accepted, and under the rul- 
ing—having to give a bond of $100,000—this officer is compelled 


to pay $500 for the bond; and the salary has been reduced by that 
amount. It seems unfair to eS pata that he shall pay for 
that bond, and that the payment come out of his own salary, 
which is small enough wep Abie 

Mr. BLUE. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 
just there? 

Mr. STEELE 


2 . Certainly. 
Mr. BLUE. I would like to know in what company that - 
tleman gets his bond, and also whether or not any member of the 
Board of Managers is interested in the company? 

Mr. STE . Mr. Chairman, that is an implication that I 
would not deign to answer if it did not come from the gentleman 
from Kansas. I desire to say that there isno member of the Board 
of General Managers who is interested in anything excepting in 
the welfare of the Home. They are not interested in any surety 
company of which he talks, directly or indirectly, so far as my 
information goes, and so far as I am personally concerned I know 
I am not, and I donot think that any other member is. The com- 
pany was selected by the treasurer of the Home. 

r. BLUE. IL should like to ask the gentleman a further ques- 
tion. I have understood that-it is now required of the several 
treasurers of the different Homes that they, too, shall give bonds 
in this same company? 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman’s information is not correct in 
that respect. 

Mr. BLUE. I want to find out whether it is or not,if the gen- 
tleman will permit me. I have understood that they have re- 
cently been required to give bondsin the same company, at a large 
expense, while heretofore they have been allowed to give their 
bonds in the ordinary way, signed by persons who know them,in 
the communities where they reside. I wish to know authorita- 
tively whether that is so or not? 

Mr.STEELE. Certainlynot. By a regulation of law provided 
by the Committee on Appropriations, at the instance of the In- 
spector-General’s Department, I think, returns are now made to 
the War Department instead of to the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department as heretofore. Another condition is 
that the bond shall be made to the satisfaction of the Secretary of 
War; but one of the officers—I am not prepared on the instant to 
say which one, not the Board of rs—prescribes where this 
bond shall be given. He is an officer over whom the Board of 
Managers have no control whatever, who provides the kind of 


bond that shall be given. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 


Mr. STEELE. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is the gentleman not aware of 
the fact that the Fifty-third Congress passed a law giving per- 
mission to any person who had to give a bond under any law of 
the United States to give as surety a company organized under 
any State law, but expressly provided that in no instance should 
any officer of the Government require a bond to be given by such 
company provided the person of whom the bond was required 
should furnish individual sureties, as heretofore? If what the 
gentleman states is true, it is being done directly in the teeth of 
an act of Congress within the last two years. 

Mr. STEELE. I have not seen that law, and I do not under- 
stand that to be the law. If it is the law, I should like to see it. 
Iam not saying that it is not the law. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I think I can very soon find it. 

Mr.STEELE. Ithink the officer who prescribes the character of 
the bond I am sorry I can not give his designation or name—is not 
satisfied with pewon bonds, and the law provides that the bond 
shall be satisfactory to this officer or the Secretary of War. He 
insists thatit skall be one of these trust or fidelity company bonds. 

ie BUUR Will the gentleman permit me to ask him another 

uestion 
a Mr. STEELE. Certainly. w 

Mr. BLUE. Now, Mr. 8 I ask that question in good 

faith, and I say here, so that the gentleman may have an oppor- 
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tunity to look it up, that if comes to me from a source that I be- 
lieve to be reliable that it is required by somebody in the manage- 
ment of this Home or somebody under the control of the Managers, 
without authority of law—it is required that these different treas- 
urers shall give their bonds in the same company, and that this 
general treasurer gives his bond through that company, and, it is 
claimed, at an expense of $500. I wap fer you that it comes in such 
a way that it smacks, to my mind, of speculation somewhere. 
And if the gentleman does not know positively about this, I hope 
he will conte himself to what he does know. If he is not in- 
33 wish he would obtain the necessary information as soon 
as possible. 

. STEELE. I do know that the Board of Managers have 
nothing to do with any company. I do know that this man is 
required to give his bond, not by the Board of Managers, but by 
an officer of the War Department, to whom he reports and makes 
returns, who prescribes what kind of a bond it 1 be, and that 
the Board of Managers have not sought to have the bond made in 
any particular company; and I do not believe that any officer or 
any mangor has any interest in any company, or that they have 
prescri any particular company. I know that the Board has 
not done so, and I do not believe any officer has. 

Mr. BLUE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to make another sug- 
gestion to the gentleman, if he will permit me. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. BLUE. No, Mr. Chairman, there is a point of order pend- 
ing, and for that reason I want to ask the gentleman the question. 
I take the remarks of the gentleman kindly, but he has, in an ex- 
pressive way, given to my question the force of an imputation 
upon somebody. Now, in order that he may understand that I 
am making the statement in good faith and that I mean what I 
say, I will state further to him that I have been informed that, in 
violation of the practices of this Government, this Board of Man- 
agers are in the habit of insuring the post buildings, built out of 
the post funds, upon the Government grounds, in a company at 
3 Conn., of which General Franklin is an officer. IS 

t 80 

Mr. STEELE. I do not know. I do not know of any building 
belonging to the Government that is insured. I do not believe 
there is a single building belonging to the Government that is 
insured. I do know that while I was at home a few oars ago I 
. inquired about the hall at Marion, known as the Stimson Memorial 

Hall, which was erected out of money that came out of the post 
fund and out of a charitable donation; a very large per cent from 
the latter. I asked the governor of the Home if it was insured, 
and told him it ought to be if it was not. He said that it was 
insured. I do not know in what company. That is the only 
building that I know of at any of the Homes that is insured. The 
Government buildings or those erected by it are not insured. 

Mr. BLUE. I will ask the gentleman if it is not a fact that all 
the buildings that are built out of the post funds at these various 
homes—I mean by that the funds that are raised by the inmates 
themselves are insured by direction of the managers in this com- 
roy at Hartford, Conn, 

. STEELE. Itmaybe. Iam not ie to say if they are 
all insured or not. If they are not, they ought to be. But they are 
not insured by the order of the Board in any 1 ss company, 
being in a sense buildings owned in common by the Government 
and members of the various Homes. 

Mr. BLUE. No, sir; they are a part of the Government grounds. 

Mr. STEELE. But suppose that memorial hall at Marion 
should be burned up; we can not come to Congress to get an ap- 
propriation to build it. By charity we got the money out of 
which to build that hall largely, and we ought to preserve it; 
and if we do, we ought not to take chances on having it burned 
down and lost. That would destroy the charity—wipe it out. 
Therefore I think it the part of wisdom, especially where they 
are for amusement—halls and churches erected by charitable ap- 
propriations—to preserve them. 

. TRACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
if he will permit me. 

Mr. STEELE. Certainly. 

Mr. TRACEY. Will you be kind enough to state how often 
the Board of Managers meet and what is the extent of their exam- 
ination of the affairs of the Home when they do meet? 

Mr. STEELE. The Board of Managers meet at least four times 
each year, and oftener when occasion requires. It is the intention 
that they should make the necessary estimates of what will be 
required by the various Homes, to go through the routine business, 
and to hear complaints. Men are turned out for one cause or an- 
other; and sometimes incorrigible men are turned out and want to 
return. We look into all matters pertaining to the discipline and 
welfare of the Homes. We try to visit each one of the Homes once 
a year; and when we do visit a Home we make a very careful in- 
spection, not only of the books, but of the Home. The men are all 
invited to appear if they have any complaints tomake. Weexam- 
ine carefully the rations, how they are cooked, as to the cleanli- 


ness, as to the sanitary condition of the Home, and, in fact, make 
a 1 5 i tion. 

Mr. T. ACEY. One other question. Are these questions made 
a part of the examination by the Board—that is, are the bonds 
given R different treasurers looked after and examined? 


Mr. STEELE. Oh, yes. This has been a departure not of the 
seeking of the officers of the Homes or the Managers at all. Itis 
a departure made at the last session of Congress, entirely different 
from what has heretofore been the custom. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If the gentleman will allow me, I 
will furnish him the law now. 

Mr. STEELE. Excuse me fora moment. These bonds have 
been called for by the War Department and to be made ina se- 
curity company by the treasurer and general treasurer. The 
bonds are not made to the Managers, and the Branch treasurers’ 
0 are made to the general treasurer, who is responsible for 

em. 

Mr. TRACEY. Is the matter of the insurance of the post 
buildings gone into at these quarterly examinations? 

Mr. STEELE. All matters pertaining to the Homes are gone 
into. I think I have seen something about insurance. Generally 
Ihave been one of a subboard who audit the accounts, and I do 
not remember to have been on an inspection of the buildings not 
in use by the members or those which are used for amusements. 
[Cries of“ Vote!“ 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, Mr. Chairman, the point I 
wish to make is thatno Government officer has any right to insist 
on a bond or any surety being a corporation. There it is. There 
are a number of companies organized under State laws as surety 
companies. This act of Congress was passed at the last session, 
entitled“ An act relative to recognizances, stipulations, bonds, 
etc. It was approved August 13, 1894; and it expressly provided: 

But no officer or person having the approval of any bond shall exact that it 
shall be furnished by a guarantee company or by any particular guarantee 
company. 

So that if the case is as 8 by the gentleman from 
Indiana—if any officer, whether it be in the War Department or 
Department of Justice, insists on any person furnishing a surety 
on a bond, the surety to be one of those anty companies, he 
violates the plain provision of that law, because under that law, 
and only under that law, would he have any right to receive any 
bond given by a surety company; and that very law provides that 
he shall not insist on it, but simply permits the person required 
to give surety to give a surety company if he wants to; aah that 
is all there is of it. [Cries of Vote!” Vote! “] 

Mr. STEELE. But the statute also says: 

Provided, That such recognizance, stipulation, bond, or undertaking be 
approved by the head of Department, court, judge, officer, board, or body, 
executive, legislative, or judicial, required to approve or accept the same. 

Now, su that officer does not approve the bond. 

Mr. W IAM A. STONE. The idea of an officer refusing to 
approve a good bond because he insists on the bond of a security 
company would be absurd. 

Mr. STEELE. But that is what has been done. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, it is all wrong. 

Mr. STEELE, I think so; but that does not relieve this treas- 
urer from having to pa 5 155 his will 8500 for his bond. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But he can still have individual 
sureties on his bond. They can not refuse them. 

Mr. STEELE. But they do it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has he made any effort to give individual 


security? 

Mr, STEELE. He was notified that he must give the security 
company bond. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Who notified him of that? 


Mr. STEELE. The regular officer. Iam sorry that I can not 
give his name or title. i 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. In what Department is he? 

Mr. STEELE. In the Treasury Department, I think. On re- 
flection, however, I do not know whether he is in the Treasury 
Department or in the War Department. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The Treasury Department has 
been accepting these security bonds ever since this act was passed, 
but in no instance has the Department required such a bond. The 
statute was only an enabling act, authorizing the Department to 
accept such bonds, but not authorizing it to require them. 

Mr. CANNON. As to requiring such a bond this provision of 
the statute settles it: 


But no officer or person having the approval of any bond shall exact thatit 
shall be furnished by a guarantee company or by any particular company. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is what I read a while ago. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not know that the gentleman had read it. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. STEELE, it 
was rejected. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I desire to submit a few observations on an 
amendment which is already passed. I shall probably require an 
extension of time,and I should like to arrange for it now, as I 
wish to deliver my observations in a somewhat orderly way. 
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Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman whether he would 
rather have the time now or in the morning? But first I will ask 
him heey time he requires? 


Mr. ER of Ne <a, Ithink I shall want about half an 
hour, g 

Mr. CANNON. Would the gentleman rather have the time 
now, before we complete the bill, or would he prefer to let the bill 
be read ch this evening and then an adjournment be taken, 
the gentleman having thirty minutes in the morning before I 
move the previous question on the passage of the bill? 

Mr. HA of Nebraska. I would prefer to take the time in 
the morning, if such an arrangement can be made. 

Mr. C ON. I will a Body gentleman that I think I shall 
have it in my power to give him the time. IfIcan not get unani- 
mous consent of the House that he shall have thirty minutes, I 
can refrain from moving the previous question for that length of 
time. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If I can have the peepee as- 
surance of his cooperation in securing me the time, I shall be quite 
content, but of course I can not depend upon getting unanimous 


consent. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask 
the gentleman in charge of the bill whether there will be any pro- 
vision made for the other side if this should turn out to be, as I 
anticipate, a religious debate. ughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. As it is late, I would suggest to the gentleman 
from Nebraska that the safer way would be to finish the readin 
of the bill to-night, and when the last paragraph is read I 
move that the committee rise. Then an amen t, formal or 
otherwise, would be in order when the committee reassembles 
to-morrow. J 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the 88 would permit this para- 
graph to go over without final di ition. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. t would leave only one para- 
graph, which would hardly admit of sufficient amendment. j 

Mr. CANNON. Then . Chairman, [ will now ask unani- 
mous consent that my colleague on the committee, the tleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. Harner], shall have thirty minutes, at the 
conclusion of the bill, to address the committee. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have no objection to that, 
Mr. Chairman, provided some provision is made for those who 
may desire to repi to the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. CANNON, How much time will the gentleman from New 
York want? 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I may want fifteen minutes. 

Mr.CANNON. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that after the conclusion of the reading of the bill in Committee 
of the Whole one hour be allowed for debate, thirty minutes to be 
controlled by the gentleman from Nebraska and thirty minutes 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans]. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For advert: in newspapers, including proposals for supplies and other 
necessary adve: mts, 2 

Mr. STEELE. I move to strike out the last word. I send to 
the Clerk to be read the provision of the statute in regard to the 
bonds to be gnn by the general treasurer and the local treasur- 
ers of these Soldiers’ Homes, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The eral treasurer shall g ngona and sufficient bond to the United 
States in a sum not less than $100,000, as the ware nest | of War may direct 
and to be 8 by him, faithfully to account for all public moneys and 

which he may receive, the treasurers of the several Branch 
aren te Soy cure and ts te araro ie tia TAIDOT o> ASDP 
e 
for all public — — property which they may receive. 

Mr. STEELE. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 0 

For the Department of Agriculture, including $10,000 for the Weather Bu- 
reau, $85,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move, pro forma, to strike out the last 
word. I wish to inquire of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations whether this $10,000 for the Weather Bureau is 
included in the amount set apart in the beginning for the public 

inting and binding. As I understand, the gas done at the 

eather Bureau is not under the direction of the Publie Printer, 
and therefore this $10,000 should not be included in the amount 
set a for public printing and binding. It is not used by the 
Public Printer. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman asks me whether or not it is 
necessary to say 9 $10,000 for the Weather Bureau.“ Is 
that the gentleman’s 3 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not exactly that. My inquiry is whether 
this $10,000 is intended to be charged as part of the appropriation 
for public printing and binding. It ought not to be so Dusen 
because the amount is not disbursed at all by the Public Printer. 

Mr. CANNON. This is the pry of e for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture in this allotment of printing for the dif- 
ferent Departments, 


Mr. RICHADSON. The only pos is this: The printing officer 
in the Weather Bureau is not under the jurisdiction of the Public 
Printer; and the question in my mind was whether this $10,000 


would be to Be printing and binding, when really it 
is not at all to the Public Printer. 
Mr. C ON. I understand this appropriation is in the usual 


The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the pro forma 
amendment will be r: as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That h 46, section 73, of an i az 
public 8 inding Bist the dsr batten of pattie, ppt dy rend 
proved January 12, 1895, be, and the same hereby is, amended by striking out 
the following words: “Of which number 8 copies shall be sent by the 
tn pay Coo a of documents, one each to such public or school libraries 
other than d ted depositories as be for this purpose by 
each Representative and Delegate in Congress.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. As J understand it, this provision will 
change the public printing act of the last Co: in respect to 
the 8 copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD which members are 
allowed to have sent to libraries in their districts. Is that all the 
change that is intended? Does the provision take away from 
the member those 8 copies, or does it simply change the law re- 

niring that they be sent to libraries designated by the member? 
there any reduction of the quota of members? 

Mr.CANNON. I know what was intended by the provision. It 
AAi argk inate Ca quota of 7 member to the extent 

8 copies, i e provision of law requiring 8 copies of 
each member’s quota to be sent to ee eee . 

Mr. RICHAR N. Tam in perfect sympathy with the gentle- 
man on that proposition; but I am inclined to think the language 
used here would cut off the 8 copies. 

Mr. CANNON. I think not. We strike out that provision of 
the existing law which requires those 8 copies to be sent to li- 


braries di Sa Representative or Delegate. 
Mr. RI ON. Ihave in my hand the printing law, but 
I haye not yet been able to turn to the provision here referred to. 
Mr. ON. Ihave the law and will read the language: 
To the Secretary and Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, 20 rg pu to the 
ntative and legate, 30 


* f H 
Can cl wake D OLLAN ADAIL DA sacar: 
The provision for 80 copies for each Representative and Dele- 
gate is allowed to stand, and we simply strike out the require- 
ment that 8 copies of those 30 shall be sent to designated libraries, 
Mr. RIC DSON. The gentleman’s explanation is satisfac- 


a Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is one section of 
the bill incomplete, under the head of cis pashan and printing.” 

The CHAIRMAN. On page 16 of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania 
HAM] desires to occupy some time upon that. I wo 
gentleman if he w prefer toproceed to-night? 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; I prefer to go on in the morning. I 
shall take some time probably, and perhaps I shall bring out, by 
what I may have to say, some di ion upon the provision. 

x RS. I would ask the gentleman if he proposes to 
move to strike out any portion of it? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will move to amend one of the paragraphs. 
I have no antagonism to the appropriation for the Bureau in any 


os os; 
. CANNON. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was to. 

The Speaker accordingly resumed the chair; and Mr. HOPKINS 
repo that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, having had under consideration the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED, 


r. BING- 
d ask the 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, rted 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker si; the 


same: 
A bill (H. R. 711) to increase the pension of Uzziel B. Church; 
A bill (H. R. 1244) to confirm certain cash entries of offered 


lands; 

A bill (H. R. 5914) to amend an act to authorize the Interoceanio 
Railway Company to construct and operate railway, telegraph, 
and telephone lines through the Indian Territory; 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 24) providing for immediate destruc- 
tion of income-tax returns, etc.; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 103) directing the Secret: of War to 
submit estimates of cost of er improvement of Providence 
River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. w) authorizing the immediate use of a por- 
tion of the unexpended ce of appropriations heretofore made 
5 sonatas locks at the Cascades of 8 

ver in construction of protecting walls necessary 
opening of said canal and locks to navigation. 
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REPRINTING OF CERTAIN REPORTS. 
By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, 
a reprint was ordered of House Report No. 795, Fifty-fourth Con- 
ss, first session, on metric weights and measures, to accompany 
f. R. 7251, the pulp rs o the same haying been exhausted. 
Also, on motion of Mr. Payne, a reprint of Report No. 848 was 
ordered, the original number having been exhausted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 880) designating Stamford as 
a subport of entry will be laid upon the table, in the absence of 
objection, the Senate bill on the same subject having been passed 
by the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ` 

And then, on motion of Mr. Loup (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 

ae were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
OWS: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting an estimate of beg patra for sappan of Sioux of different 
tribes, subsistence and civilization, 1893 and prior years; to pay 
for the rent of a warehouse at Rushville, Nebr.—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a communication from the Secretary of State, requesting an 
appropriation to enable the Government to take part in the inter- 
national exposition at Brussels in 1897—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Attorney-General, sub- 
mitting an estimate of an appropriation for repairs and preserva- 
tion of public buildings in the custody of the United States marshal 
for the district of Alaska, and for building the necessary vaults 
therein—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. : 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 17 u to provide for 
subports of entry and delivery in the State of Florida, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1035); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. OWENS, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4052) ik geld certain 
acts of the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, 
authorizing the issue of certain bonds of said Territory, with cer- 
tain amendments of the Senate thereto, reported the same with the 
recommendation that Senate amendment No. 1 be concurred in; 
that amendment No. 3 be nonconcurred in; and that amendment 
No. 2 be concurred in with an amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1036); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BARNEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2182) for the relief 
of settlers upon lands within the indemnity limits of the grant to 
the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report o 1037); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Commi of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means,to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6836) to amend section 
2981 of the Revised Statutes as amended by the act of June 10, 
1880, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

rt (No. 1038); which said bill and report were referred to the 

ouse Calendar, 

Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3124) to amend section 
84 of an act entitled An act making appropriations for the cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for 
3 stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 

ear ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes,“ approved 

arch 8, 1891, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 

by a report (No. 1039); which said bill and report were referred 
to the ittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Labor, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 268) concerning carriers en- 
gaged in interstate commerce and their employees, rted the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1058); 


which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. z 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Miltary Affairs, reported 
a joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 160) to appoint four mem- 


bers of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers, accompanied by a report (No. 1056); which 
said joint resolution and report were referred to the House Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. CONNOLLY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4154) to amend 
section 9of an act entitled “An act to provide for the 5 
of additional judges of the United States court in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other e reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1063); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. ERDMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1682) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah B. 
Leet. (Report No. 1040.) 

By ye wives E 5 5 the 5 on Invalid Pen- 
sions: ill (H. R. 78% ing a pension Annie Schifirli, 

rted in lieu of H. R. 4400. (Report No. 1041.) 
y Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions: 
The bill (H. R. 2257) to increase the pension of Charles H. 
ne in (H. 20) graden of to Henry 
e . R. 2725) granting increase ension 
Slaughter. (Report No. repi $ 
By Mr. THO from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 


bill (H. R. 5068) to grant a pension to Jane Cunningham, widow 
of James Cunningham, aay rt No. 1044.) 
By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
5 1 (H. R. 7349) to pension Lewellyn D. King. (Report 
0. 
ee bin (S. 646) for the relief of Francis Brown. (Report No. 


3 (H. R. 1323) for the relief of Ira H. Sweatt. (Report 
0. > i 
By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
T 9 11 granting a pension to William R. Harless. 
0. , 
e bill (H. R. 6234) torestore the nameof James R. Pack to the 
pension roll, 0 0 eee No. 1049.) 
1 Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 4528) granting a ion to Katherine S. Me- 
Cartney, widow of William H. M tney. (Report No. 1050. 
The bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to Joseph War 
Gre bill ( A. 6589) tin ion to Richard C. Enrigh 
e - granting a pension ic h t. 
(Report No. 1052.) F 
By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
aoe bill (H. R. 5620) to pension George E. Reid. (Report No. 


+) 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill (S. 1835) to execute the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the matter of the claim of John J. Shipman against the United 
States. 5775 No. 1062.) 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

e bill (H. R. 7395) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the United States to reconvey to the former owners a certain 
tract of land in Valverde County, Tex. (Report No. 1064.) 

The bill (H. R. 8772) to correct the muster roll of Company I 
of the Seventh Iowa Infantry Volunteers. (Report No. 1035.) 

By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
e pa 55 R. 2259) for the relief of William B. Ellis. (Report 

0. A 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

nting an increase of pension to George G. 
Abbey. (Report No. 1059.) 

The bill (S. 1888) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Walker. rt No. 1060.) 

By Mr. BRU from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2, Rule XIII, Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, reported adversely (Report No. 1054) the bill 
(H. R. 3952) granting to the State of Minnesota in perpetuity the 
old buildings and the ground upon which they stand, which con- 
stitute the old and original Fort Snelling, in the State of Minne- 
sota; which said bill and report were laid on the table 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


follows: 
By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 7817) for the protection of 
ons who may be considered insane—to the Committee on the 


udiciary. 
By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 7818) to establish Soot 9 Senay aa 


in State of AA ae ee the Committee on tary Affairs. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7819) to preserve 
the grave of Gen. Daniel Morgan and erect a monument over the 
same—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 7820) to provide for the erection 
of a post-office building at Fortress Monroe, Va.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

vig Baa POWERS: A bill (H. R. 7822) to amend section 747 of 
the Revised Statutes, relating to admission of attorneys and coun- 
selors—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 7823) directing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to donate two condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to the Northeastern Nebraska Reunion of the Grand Army 
of the ublic—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7824) 1 the Secretary of the Navy to 
donate two condemned cannon and cannon balls to the Soldiers’ 
Home at Grand Island, Nebr.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 7825) to amend certain sec- 
tions of Title LII of the Revised Statutes, relating to steam ves- 
sels, and to codify therein all existing amendments to the same 
enacted by Congress since the close of the Forty-fourth Congress— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 7856) granting 
pensions to soldiers and sailors confined in so-called Confederate 
prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILBER: A bill (H. R. 7857) to amend section 3339 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 7858) to regulate actions for in- 
fringements 8 the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A resolution (House Res. No. 230) to pay out 
of the contingent fund $150 to J. A. Miller, assistant clerk of the 
Committee on Claims—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A resolution (House Res. No. 231) for the 
appointment of an assistant clerk in the document room—to the 

ommittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. AVERY: A resolution (House Res. No. 232) to authorize 
the Clerk to appoint an additional clerk for service about the 
Clerk’s desk—to the Committee on Accounts. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
~ consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 

ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 6268) to increase the pension of William N. 
Wells—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Resolutions of the Military Order Loyal Legion of the United 
States, Milwaukee, Wis., to grant a pension to the widow of Gen. 
John Gibbon—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Memorial praying the allowance of accrued pension to John L. 
Springston—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. R: A bill (H. R. 7772) to increase the pension 
of Theodore N. Cobia—to the Committee on Pensions. 
y Mr. AITKEN: A bill (H. R. 7826) to remove the charge of 
1 against Thomas Egan—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension to 
Joseph Buckle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BISHOP; A bill (H. R. 7828) granting an increase of pen- 
— to Alexander O. Campbell to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. McDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 7829) for the relief of the 
estate of Thomas Brooks, deceased, late of Gibson County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. f 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 7830) to increase the pension of 
W. H. Arbuckle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 7831) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Friedrich Bertram—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. LIVINGSTON (by request): A bill y R. 7832) for the 
relief of James Condon—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 7833) for the relief of Adelbert D. 
Lee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7834) for the relief of William L. Rose—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 2 for the relief of 
Peter Coyle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7836) for the relief of Charles 
H. Stunkle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7837) for the relief of John W. Beekley and 
others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7838) for the relief of Paris Simms and others 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7839) for the relief of Malvina Maxwell, ad- 
ministratrix of John Churchman—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7840) for the relief of Robert E. Adams to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOZLEY: A bill (H. R.7841) granting a pension to 
William Thom —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R.7842) authorizing 
payee to Dr. Warren E. Day for professional services ren- 

ered and drugs furnished the Hualapai Indians—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 7848) removing the charge of de- 
2 against Harrison Riddell—to the Committee on Military 

Airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7844) removing the charge of desertion in mili- 
tary record of Hiram Pierce to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7845) for the relief of Oliver Miller to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 7846) for the relief of the crew of 
the U. S. S. Wyoming—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7847) granting a pension to Laura V. Swearer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7848) for the relief of Michael Z. Hammen— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 7849) granting 
a pension to L. Electa Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.7850) granting an honorable discharge to 
Charles A. Geer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

am SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 7851) for the relief of the estate 
of Thomas Owens, deceased, late of Claiborne County, Miss.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 7852) for the relief of B. F. 
Richardson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R.7853) for the relief of William 
Wheeler Hubbell—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7854) to pay just compensation to William 
Wheeler Hubbell for his invention of high-power steel guns and 
improvements in other guns, made and adopted by the United 
States for its military service and Navy at the present time—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 7855) for the relief of Bettie 
Linder, administratrix of B. Franks, deceased, of Lauderdale 
County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, in favor of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Union Veteran Legion, favoring a per 
diem pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AITKEN: Petition of William Henry Le Roy and 18 
other ex-soldiers of the Union Army, asking for the passage of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of W. H. Weitheiser & Sons, asking for favor- 
able action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws re- 
lating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill to remove the charge of de- 
7 against Thomas Egan—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Three petitions of citizens of 
Colorado, favoring the passage of joint resolution No. 11 propos- 
ing an amendment to the preamble of the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on the J 2 5 

Also, petitions of James Lyttle, F. P. Murray, E. M. Hawkins, 
J. S. Swan, and Evan Williams, publishers, praying for favorable 
action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relatin 
to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office an 
Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. BENNETT: Papers to accompany House bill 5 
a pension to Joseph Buckle to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. CRUMP: Copy of letter from shipowners of Bay City, 
Mich., asking for the passage of House bill No. 7546, and showing 
the necessity of a fog whistle at Ottawa Point, Lake Huron, by 
giving list of vessels and lives lost at this place from 1870 to the 
present time—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Hilltop Lodge, No. 88, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for 
the e of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., asking for 
the passage of bill looking toward the adoption of the metric sys- 
tem of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, in favor 
of the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Gomniities 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of sundry citizens of various 
States, asking for an appropriation for the establishment of a home 
for aged and disabled soldiers of the rebellion of the Union and 
Confederate armies at Eureka Springs, Ark.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

a ath GILLETT of Massachusetts: Resolutions adopted by 
the Nuttall Ornithological Club of Cambridge, Mass., in favor of 
establishing the office of director-in-chief of scientific divisions in 
ns Department of Agriculture—to the Committee on Agricul- 


e. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of citizens of Peoria, III., to reclassify 
and prescribe the salaries of railway postal clerks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAGER: Petition of citizens of Council Bluffs, Atlan- 
tic, and Honey Creek, Iowa, asking that religious publications be 

iven the advantage of the act of Congress of July 16, 1894, relative 
second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

nd cohen of J. B. Stewart, of Bayard, Iowa, and H. C. Ford, 
of Woodbine, Iowa, against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of citizens of Fillmore, Allegany 
County, N. Y., praying for legislation taxing filled cheese — to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of R. J. Haight, publisher, of Chicago, 
III., for the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of the Onerlin Temperance Alliance, of 
Oberlin, Ohio, with a membership of 400 voters, for the appoint- 
ment of a national commission o 1 to investigate and re- 
port upon the alcoholic liquor traffic and its relations to crime, 
1 and the public welfare to the Committee on Alcoholic 

iquor Traffic. 

y Mr. LINTON: Remonstrance and petition of James Rath 
and 18 others, of Utica, N. V.; also of J. H. Johnson, William T. 
Dougherty, and 142 others, of Buffalo, N. Y., against the continu- 
ance of the statute of Marquette in Statuary Hall—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, remonstrance of S. D. Andrews and others, of Pittsburg, 
Pa., against the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian un- 
dertakings, and a petition for the e of joint resolution No. 
11, to amend the Constitution of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON (by request): Petition of Eugene A. 
Johnson and others, of Washington, D. C., asking for the appoint- 
ment of a commission to investigate the administration of the 
Howard University—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also (by request), affidavit of the services of James Condon, to 
accompany House bill for his relief to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Felton, Sibley & Co., Philadelphia, 
asking for favorable action on House pills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, 
to provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce,and to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Benjamin W. Wilson 
and 35 other citizens of Camden, N. J., for the removal of the 
statue of Pére Marquette from Statuary Hall—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Also, petition of the Liquor Dealers’ Protective League of New 
Jersey, against the passage of House bill No. 6668, to amend an 
act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Nuttall 
Ornithological Club, of Cambridge, Mass., favoring the creation 
of a new bureau in the Department of Agriculture—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of Bert R. Beymer 


and 49 other citizens of Minnesota, pao the passage of House 


bill No. 5729, for the protection of game, birds, and fish—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Resolution of Detroit Terrence Union, 
No. 18, asking for the passage of House bill No. 184. for appoint 
ing a committee of inquiry as to the feasibility of direct legisla- 
tion—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolutions from the New Jersey Liquor Dealers’ Protec- 
tive Loses. and from the following branches: Newark, Ora 
Passaic, Town of Union, Rahway, New Brunswick, Coverstadt, - 
Hoboken, South Amboy, Phillipsburg, and the counties of Mon- 
mouth, Huntington, and Hudson, State of New J ersey, protest- 
ing against the p of House bill No. 6668, amending an act 
regulating the sale of 1 in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of R. C. Wigand and 17 other citi- 
zens of Colbert, Ind. T., asking for the passage of aservice-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Robert E. Adams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Six petitions of citizens of Duff, Plain- 
view, Emporia, Brewster, Dunning, and Butka, of the State of 
Nebraska, asking for the construction of a railroad from Sioux 
City, connecting with the main line of the Union Pacific at or 
near North Platte, Nebr.—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Also, statement of George E. Wilson, of Royalton, Minn., rela- 
tive to the “relief bill” for settlers of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of B. W. Clark and others, of Nebraska, asking 
for the passage of the bill promoting Gen. Nelson A. Miles to 
Lientenant-General of the United States Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Evidence in support of 
House bill No. 7299, for the relief of Jackson Lykins—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of James H. Burke, of Essex, Vt., 
sie) for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PUGH: Petition of the officers and members of George 
H. Taylor Post, No. 160, Grand Army of the 5 of the De- 
partment of Kentucky, favoring service- ion legislation at the 
rate of $12 per month for all pensionable soldiers of the war of 
the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill removing the charge of 
desertion in the military record of Hiram Pierce—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to 3 House bill to remove the charge of 
5 against Harrison Riddell—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Three petitions of citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., in favor of a bill to fix the standard of weights and measures 
by the adoption of the metric system—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of Annie Delaney, for her relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: Petition of Light-Keepers’ Association, 
through Joseph G. Remsen, Nantucket, Mass., to retire and pen- 
sion employees of the Light-House Establishment of the United 
States—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Nuttall Ornithological Club, of Cam- 
bridge, Mass., in favor of creating the office of director-in-chief of 
scientific divisions of the Department of Agriculture—to the Com- 
mittee on 5 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Encampment No. 90, Union Vet- 
eran Legion, of the National Military Home, Indiana, by its 
colonel, F. C. Palmer, asking that a per diem pension bill be 
passed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Indorsement by local Ore Trimmers’ 
Union, No. 48, of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., of proposed bill to 
amend act of February 26, 1885, known as alien- r laws—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Protest of C. N. Johnson; 
also of publishers of the Iron County Republican, of Hurley, Wis., 
against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of A. D. Pergoli, of Peshtigo, Wis., favoring the 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relati 
to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office an 
Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the business men of the Fox River Valley, 
Wisconsin, to secure remedial plans to overcome a low stage of 
water in Lake Winnebago and the lower Fox River, Wisconsin— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolutions of the Board of 
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Trade of Bradford, Pa., asking for favorable action on House bills 


Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter r half 
ounce, and to amend the postal laws relating to second-c and 
free matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Emily Hutchins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LER (by request): Petition of citizens of Newport 
8 asking for the removal of the statue of Père Marquette 
from Statuary Hall to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Nuttall 
Ornithological Club of Cambridge, Mass., favoring the creation of 
the office of director-in-chief of scientific divisions in the Depart- 


ment of iculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Pomona Grange, No. 22, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Bucks and Philadelphia counties, Pa., favoring 


the passage of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultu- 
ral staples bgaa export bounty in order to equalize the benefits and 
burdens of protective system—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Letter of Frank P. Blair, of Chicago, III., 
to accompany House bill No. 7351, concerning the retirement of 
B. F. Handforth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the National Association of 1 Imple- 
ment and Vehicle Manufacturers, of Chicago, III., in favor of uni- 
form freight classification throughout the United States - to the 
Committee on Interstate and Forei merce. 

Also, petition of the estate of Elizabeth Dillard, of Jackson 
County, Ala., praying reference of her war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE, 
THURSDAY, April 2, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 

ings, when, on motion of Mr. Hoar, and by unanimous con- 

sent, the further reading was di with. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
Mr. HOAR. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
ourn to meet on Monday next. 
e motion was agreed to. 
CREDENTIALS, 

Mr. GORMAN presented the credentials of George L. Welling- 
ton, chosen by the legislature of the State of Maryland a Senator 
from that State for the term commencing March 4, 1897; which 
were read, and ordered to be placed on file. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from 
the delegates of the Oklahoma Sac and Fox tribes of Indians, 
wherein they disclaim having withdrawn their protest to the 
finding spamu their branch of the tribe or of their intention to 
do.so, and requesting that Congress be informed of the facts, and 
asserting a 3 had been made by the eee in = 
respect; w. , with the acgompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
= following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

mate: 


ate: 
A bill s R. 2410) to amend an act increasing the pension of 
Marcus D. Box; 

A bill (H. R. 5127) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop; and 

A bill (H. R. 5736) to authorize the Light-House Board to pro- 
ceed with the construction of a light-house and fog signal on North 
Manitou Island, Lake Michigan. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The Tengo also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 711) to increase the pension of Uzziel B. Church; 

A bill (H. R. 1244) to confirm certain cash entries of offered 


lands; 

A bill (H. R. 5914) to amend an act to authorize the Interoceanic 
Railway Company to construct and operate railway, telegraph, 
and telephone lines through the Indian Territory; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 24) providing for immediate destruc- 
tion of income-tax returns, etc.; 

A 53 (8. = anhoning the ee awo a 
portion of the unexpen balance of appropriations heretofore 
made for construction of canal and laches ut tne GASOA OF the 
Columbia River in construction of protecting walls necessary to 
the opening of said canal and locks to navigation; and 


- Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Rehrers' 


A joint resolution (S. R. 103) directing the Secretary of War to 
submit estimates of cost of ther improvement of Providence 
River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Association 
of Railway Superintendents of Bridges, of Concord, N. H., pray- 
ing that a liberal e be made for the continuance of 
the investigation and tests of timber under the direction of the 
Department of Agriculture; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Carter’s Ink Company, 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing 1-cent letter postage per half ounce, and also to amend the 
postal laws relative to second-class and free mail matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Commander Post, No. 12, De- 
partment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, remon- 
strating against the excessive rates of pensions created by s 
legislation to widows of officers, and praying for the adoption of a 
uniform system of ions to be granted to the widows of de- 
ceased soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Nuttall Ornithological Club 
of Cambridge, Mass., praying for the creation of the office of di- 
rector in chief of the scientific division in the Department of Agri- 
3 which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

orestry. 

He also 8 a petition of the Massachusetts State Board of 
Trade, of Boston, Mass., and a petition of the Commercial Club 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the maintenance of the gold stand- 
ard; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Drill Press and 
Milling Machine Union, No. 6505, American Federation of Labor, 
of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the establishment of a department 
of commerce and manufactures; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. BACON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hart 
County, Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the lice of distilleries by the Government in States and coun- 
ties where the liquor traffic is prohibited; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

AraAra tl. season arrede ria yt drar merrie kie 
n is, praying for the ento on givi 

to second-class ad: matter, such as religious tracts, full advan- 
tage of the act of July 16, 1894; which was referred to the Com- 

mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 3 

He also presented a petition of Bimetallic Union No. 599, of 
Rockfield, Ind., care Ee the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, tive to the election of United 
States Senators by a direct vote of the people; which was ordered 


to lie on the table. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of the State Epworth League, 
of Madison, Wis., praying for the ropan of theninety-day divorce 
law of Oklahoma Territory and other laws of the Territories; 
I OTS PAOA E tes tate TOT Langs 

Ə presented sundry petitions tate Epwo e, 
of Madison, Wis., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest 
law for the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the State Epworth League, of 
Madison, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation raisi 
the age of consent in the District of Columbia and all the Terri- 
tories; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the State Epworth League, of 
Madison, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the enforcement of the child-labor law and for compulsory 
3 which was referred to the Committee on Education 
an : 

He also 5 a petition of the State Epworth League, of 
Madison, Wis., praying for the appointment of an im ial com- 
mission to investigate the labor problem; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also ee a petition of the State Epworth League, of 
Madison, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to substi- 
tate volun arbitration for railroad strikes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

ose CAMERON ae Lanay ens of citizens 2 Penn- 
sylvania, ying for the on o e proposed religious 
— to the Constitution of the United States; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also ted a petition of Washi Camp, No. 597, 

„Pa., and a peti- 


tion of sundry citizens of lvania, for the 
of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were 8 
the Committee on Immigration. 


1896. 


He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Republican county committee of Cameron County, z 
praying for the speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban 
patriots = their struggle for freedom; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Encampment No. 2, Union Vet- 
eran Legion, of Philadelphia, Pa., pra for enactment of a per 
diem pension law; which was refe to the Committee on Pen- 
si 


ons, 
He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christiam Tapa 
ance Union, of Troy, Pa., praying for the enactment of a Sunday- 
rest law for the District of umbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Welcome Council, No. 
184, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
approving the clause in the Indian appropriation bill providing 

at no pome money shall be pe gp for sectarian institu- 
tions; which were refi to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the tral Labor 
Union, of Scranton, Pa., favoring the free and unlimited coinage 
ats at the ratio of 16 to 1; which were ordered to lie on the 
table, 2 

He also presented the memorial of L. S. Shinnwell, of Harris- 
burg, Pa., remonstrating against the introduction of military 
education in the public schools of the country; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange, of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa, raying for the 9 of the so-called Torrey 
5 bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

He 5 presented a memorial of the United Labor League, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against any change being made 
in the law of February 18, 1895, relating to seamen; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 1-cent letter 
postage per half ounce, and also to amend the laws relat- 
ing to second-class and free mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania. 

aying for the passage of House bill No. 2626, to protect agricul- 
5 — staples by an export bounty; which were referred to the 
Committee on iculture and Forestry. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Hoar on the 18th 
ultimo, concerning the fog bell near Castle Hill, Newport, R. I., 
intended to be poe to the sundry civil appropriation bill, re- 
ported favorably thereon and submitted a report, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2549) for the establishment of a light-house on Swan Island. 
belonging to the United States, in the Caribbean Sea, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLARK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. TURPIE on the 25th 
ultimo, in relation to traveling expenses of justices or judges at- 
tending circuit or district courts, intended to be proposed to the 
. civil appropriation bill, reported it with amendments, and 
moved that it referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MANTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 31st 
ultimo, in relation to the appointment of a commission to negotiate 
with the Crow and Flathead Indians for the cession of portions of 
their reservations, intended to be proposed to the In appro- 

riation bill, reported it with an amendment, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was 8 to. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2334) construing the acts of Congress in rela- 
tion to the award of life-saving medals, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2120) to release and quitclaim to the commissioners of 
Lincoln Park, in the county of Cook and State of Ilinois, certain 
littoral or riparian rights belonging to the United States, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
3 resolution (S. R. 100) granting a life-saving medal to Daniel 

Lynn, of Port Huron, Mich., reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a rt thereon. 

Mr, COCKRELL, from the Committee on i Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3596) to remove charge of 
desertion from the military record of Michael McKenna, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
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Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 


referred the bill (8. 5 for the relief of the trustee of St. Joseph's 
Catholic Church, at Martinsburg, W. Va., reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2451) to correct the records of 
the War Department in the case of Capt. Henry S. Pratt, reported 
it without amendment, and submi a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam directed Pre e Committee on Ap- 
propriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6249) making 
appropriations for current and conti t expenses of Indian 
De ent and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 
e to report it with amendments and to submit a report 

reon. 

I give notice at this time that I shall call up the bill on Monday 
for action on the part of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be printed and placed 


on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN. On the 20th of March there was reported from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs by the Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. EETHORTW] Bt amendment intended to be proposed to 
the Indian appropriation bill. Iam directed by the Committee 
on Indian irs to report an amendment to that amendment, so 
as to include the Santee Sioux Indians of Nebraska. I move that 
the amendment be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be pro: to the Indian appropriation 
bill in reference to the Santee Sioux Indians of Nebraska, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was agreed to. 


RIGHT OF WAY OVER INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS AND NEBRASKA. 


Mr. ALLEN. I am directed by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2912) granting to the 
Atchison and Nebraska Railroad Company and the Chicago, Bur- 
lington and Quincy Railroad Company, its lessee in perpetuity, 
the right of way over a part of the Sac and Fox and Iowa Indian 
Reservation in the States of Kansas and Nebraska, to report it 
favorably without amendment. I desire to state in this connec- 
tion, that early in the session a bill in almost the same language 
was passed by the Senate and sent to the House of Representatives, 
but a copy of the bill having been introduced in the other House 
at the same time, it met with some slight verbal amendment and 
was passed. I ask unanimous consent to put the House bill on 
its passage, concurring with the amendments inserted in the House, 
kad then I shall ask for an order recalling the Senate bill which 

the Senate and was sent to the other House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has the bill been referred to a committee? 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Ohio will permit me, I will 
state that on the 16th day of December I in uced this bill in 
the Senate as Senate bill 941. A copy of the bill was introduced 
a few days later in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. S . Has the bill been referred to c committee in 
this body? 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What committee acted upon it? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Committee on Indian irs. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If this bill is reported from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs it seems to me they have given most drastic and 
extreme power to these two corporations to gain land and to hold 
land in that region, not only to buy land for right of way, but to 
take it in unusual width. It appears to me that it is a bad bill, 
but as xe reported from ve eee ee on Indian Affairs I do not 
p o interpose my objection to its passage. 

. ALLEN. I can explain in a very few words the history of 
the bill. Senate bill 941 was introduced here and A few 
days later a copy of Senate bill 941 was introduced in the House. 
Senate bill 941 went to the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs 
and was reported back favorably and passed by the Senate. In 
the meantime the House bill, which is the bill Ihave now r e 
had been sent by the Committee on Indian Affairs of the ovis 0 
Representatives to the Secretary of the Interior and it came back 
with certain amendments, which are the provisos to the first and 
second sections of the bill,and as amended it passed the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. PLATT. We passed the Senate bill. Now the House has 
passed the House bill with some unimportant amendments. 


Mr. ALLEN. With two provisos. 

Mr. PLATT. What the tor from Nebraska desires is to 
have the House bill passed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to have the House bill passed, and then 
have an order recalling Senate bill 941. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. If the measure has been acted upon by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs I do not object. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; it has the approval of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask for an order recalling Senate bill 941 from 
the House of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, without objec- 


tion. 
JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN TENNESSEE. 


Mr. BATE. I ask consent to call up the bill (H. R. 4053) i poe 
ing onan 148 of the Supplement of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. It is a mere local bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Is morning business over? 

Mr. BATE. It will take only a moment, and it is necessary for 
it to be soon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state, in response to 
the inquiry of the Senator from Massachusetts, that morning busi- 
ness has not been concluded. At the conclusion of the morning 
business the Chair will recognize the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE. I shall ask for the consideration of the bill at the 
conclusion of the morning business. 


ECONOMIC GEOLOGY OF THE MERCUR MINING DISTRICT. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. Brown on 
the 30th ultimo, reported a substitute therefor; and the substitute 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of nay ves concurring), That there 
be Prin 


5. paper cover, of the pa en- 
titled Economie geology of the Mercur mining district,” being a part of the 
Sixteenth Annual re of the United States Geological Survey, with ac- 
22 illustrat: ; of which 3,000 copies shall ‘use of 
House, 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 500 copies for distribution 
by the Geological Survey. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE HEARING. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. CALL on the 
28d ultimo, reported a substitute therefor; and the substitute was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate [me House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 5.000 copies of the report of a hearing before the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage, January 23, ; 2,000 copies for the Senate and 3,000 copies 
for the House of Representatives. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 2710) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the record of Daniel O Con- 
nell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

fie also introduced a bill (S. 2711) granting a pension to Ira 
Harris; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panyi referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2712) to relieve the heirs of 
John H. Waring, deceased, and to give the Court of Claims juris- 
diction, and to remove the bar of statute of limitations; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2713) granting a pension to Miss 
Mary Hayne; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accom: ying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. Boba introduced a bill (S. 2714) to equalize the postage 
on monthly publications when admitted to be carried as second- 
class matter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2715) authorizing and 
directing certain extensions of street-railway routes within the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2716) for the relief of Har- 
low L. Street; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2717) to regulate the use of 
a uniform flag in the Army and Navy, its proportions, and the lo- 
cation of the stars in the union or blue field; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S.2718) granting an increase of 
pension to Clarinda S. Hillman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 2719) granting an increase of 
pension to J. N. Brundage; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2720) for the-relief of 
Samuel B. Horne; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2721) for relief of owners 


or ment representatives of canal boats Swan and Lewis and Butler; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 2722) granting a pension to Mrs. 
May Z. Eckels; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2723) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Michael Neidinger; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PEF FER introduced a bill (S. 2724) providing for the relin- 
gonent of the title of the United States to certain lands in the 
tate of Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed 7 him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PEF FER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
ha i to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ADJUSTMENT OF STATE CLAIMS. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute for the bill (S. 2624) giving to any State 
having a claim for expenses incurred in defense of the United 
States the ae to have the same adjudicated by the Court of 
Claims; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL PRISON CONGRESS. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate, That there be printed 3,000 additional copies of Sen- 
ate Document No. 181 of the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress, bei 
the report of the delegates of the United States tothe Fifth International 


m Congress, held at France, in July, 1895, for distribution under 
the direction of the Secretary of State. 


CLAIMS FOR BARRACKS AND QUARTERS, 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to cause the p r accounting officers of the Treasury to reexamine Treas- 
ury settlement No. 133, being claims for barracks and quarters certified for 
appropriation in House Executive Document No. 234, Fifty-third Congr 
third session, for the payment of which no appropriation has been made; an 
if found correct to report the same to Congress at as early a day as practica- 
ble at the present session. 


FREDERICK B. BETTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 4632) for the relief of Frederick B. Betts, sur- 
viving pomer of the firm of Betts, Nichols & Co., was read twice 
by its title. 

5 TELLER. That is a little bill, 8 only 8250. 
A similar bill has passed the Senate three times. I have exam- 
ined it; it is a proper bill, and I ask that it may be put on its 


assage. 
v8 The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Frederick B. Betts, surviving partner of 
the firm of Betts, Nichols & Co., out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $250, being the amount of Treasury draft No. 
5453 on ury interior warrant No. ted March 1, 1861, and drawn 
spn the assistant treasurer of the United States at New Orleans in favor 
of Lampson & Hendricks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? : : 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 2410) to amend an act increasing the pension of 
Marcus D. Box, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. A 

The bill (H. R. 5127) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


1896. 
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SENATOR FROM DELAWARE, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections February 18, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 
THE OFFICE IN ABEYANCE. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, Ido not know precisely what the 
Senator from Oregon means by asserting as a third alternative that 
the office of senator is in abeyance. He has not defined what he 
means by this expression, nor has he pointed us to any legal work 
which explains it. Stn ks l 

As I understand, a right to an estate may be, or is said to be, in 
abeyance where there is no person in esse, or in actual existence, 
in whom it can vest, but there is a legal possibility of such person 
coming into existence. One of the most eminent of our legal writ- 
ers, Mr. Fearne, in his work on Contingent Remainders, asserted 
that abeyance was a condition in which no estate could ever be; 
that there must be always some person in which a title could yest; 
it could not be in nubibus. Where an office is hereditary and ap- 
pendant to an estate there is a possibility that the office might, like 
the estateto whichitis appurtenant, be in the condition called abey- 
ance if the estate itself was in that condition. But as there are no 
hereditary public offices in the United States, and can be none 
under a republican form of government, I can not see how a pub- 
lic office can ever be in abeyance in the sense in which an estate 
may be. 4 

I know of no instance in which an office is declared to be in 
abeyance except that one provided for in the statute of Congress, 
Revised Statutes, section 1769, which is as follows: 

The President is authorized to fill all vacancies which may happen during 
the recess of the Senate by reason of death, resignation, or expiration of term 
of office, by gennig commissions which shall expire at tho end of their next 
session thereafter. Andifno 1 by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, is made to an office so vacant or temporarily filled during such 
next seasion of the Senate, the office shall remain in eae 3 5 without any sal- 
ary, fees, or emoluments attached thereto until it is filled by appointment 
thereto, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate; and during such 
time the powers and duties belonging to such office shall be exercised by 
such other officer as may, by law, exercise such powers and duties in case of a 
vacancy in such office. 


According to this definition of abeyance, the following is the 
situation: 

First. The office is vacant. 

Second. It can not be filled without the advice and consent of 
the Senate. 

Third. Until so filled it remains in abeyance. 

Which is described to be without salary, fees, or emoluments; 
but its duties and powers are to be exercised by that person author- 
ized by law to exercise such powers in case the office is vacant. 

This means, when expressed in plain English, that there is an 
office vacant which the appointing power is prohibited from fill- 
ing except by consent of another power, and until that is gotten 
the office remains vacant without salary or emolument, but the 
duties thereof shall be discharged by another officer as in case of 
a vacancy. 

It that be abeyance, and I know of nothing else that can be called 
1 then the office is vacant of a legal incumbent until filled 
= the gions prescribed and another officer discharges the duties 

ereof. 

That can never be applied to the office of senator in the State of 
Delaware, for whenever that office is vacant, there is a peremptory 
constitutional command that it be filled at once by a new election, 
and no substitute, no other officer is ever allowed to fill it. It can 
ong be filled by a regularly elected senator. 

his is sufficient on the ‘‘abeyance,” it being shown that the 
office of senator in Delaware was not in that condition and in fact 
could never be. 
THE JOINT ASSEMBLY. 

Mr. President, I have shown by reasoning which I believe to 

be clear and conclusive that Mr. Watson’s office as senator was 


The constitution of Delaware makes each house of its legis- 
lature the judge of the election and qualifications and returns of 


its members. In Mr. Watson’s case there is no dispute as to the 
election or returns, He has been sworn in and acted without dis- 


pute or controversy as a senator. This is the judgment of the 
senate of Delaware as to both, and also as to his qualifications, 
up to the point where this controversy begins. 

No one pretends we can go behind the action of the State senate 
in accepting Mr. Watson at first as a legally qualified and elected 
senator. e controversy is that, conceding these in the first 
instance as finally settled and determined, has he become disquali- 
fied since, so that he could not, under the constitution and laws 
of Delaware, on the 9th of May, 1895, cast his vote for United 
States Senator, and can we so adjudge—have we that power? 

It is alleged that there has been no judging by the senate of 
Delaware on this point. The senate, it is claimed, has not acted 
onit. If it be the meaning of this contention on the other side 
that, in order to peron this Senate from reversing the action of 
the senate of Delaware on its judgment as to the qualifications 
of its members, there must have been an actual contest made 
and that case tried and determined, then any rule prohibiting us 
from reversing the action of a State body on this subject is atong 
worthless, For in nearly every instance there has not been, an 
never will be, such a case made and tried, as there are rarely 
contests of this sort. And, under that view, we are at liberty to 
try in every case the qualifications of a member of the State leg- 
islature, when such trial may be asked for, in a contest for a seat 
in this body. 

I take it that no such rule will be seriously contended for. 

Then, when is there such a judgment as will conclude us, if in 
truth any ju ent is necessary 

My answer is that the mere fact that a State legislative body 
acgepts a man as qualified and elected and permits him to exercise 
his duties as such, whether there has been a dispute or contest 
about it or not, constitutes an adjudication of his right. That 
there has been no dispute or controversy makes the case stronger, 
for in that case it is certain that every member assents to his 
qualifications and election. 

But it is alleged that Mr. Watson took his seat so near the time 
of the departure of the senate for the joint assembly that there was 
no time for such trial. But there was time for objection. Mr. 
Watson performed several duties as presiding officer of the senate, 
and one an essential duty, in announcing that the senate proceed 
to the house of representatives. No one objected to the announce- 
ment, but every member assented to his authority to make it by 
obeying it. Did not failure to object, as there was time for that, 
imply an assent on the part of every member that Mr. Watson 
was rightfully exercising his office as senator? That was an adju- 
dication expressly affirming that right. 

THE JOINT ASSEMBLY WAS THE LEGISLATURE. 

But, moreover, the joint assembly was the legislature of Dela- 
ware, or else it had no power to choose a Senator. The Constitu- 
tion of the United States provides for two Senators from each 
State, chosen by the legislature thereof.” No other body, offi- 
cial or otherwise, has power to choose a Senator (for a full term). 
Such action must be by the legislature, and by the legislature 
alone. Whether as an original question the legislature can, by 
act of Congress, be authorized and compelled to act except as 
provided for by the State law, each house acting separately, I 
will not inquire at this day, as it is settled that such legislature 
may—even must—act (after a failure of the two houses to agree) 
in joint assembly in pursuance of the act of Congress. But 
whether the choosing comes from the concurrent action of the 
two houses or from the single action of the joint assembly of the two 
houses, such choosing is the legislature, or else it is not a con- 
stitutional choosing, and Mr. Du Pont's case fails on that ground. 
The constitution of Delaware declares ‘‘ that the legislative power 
shall be vested in a general assembly, which shall consist of a 
senate and house of representatives —two bodies. The act of 
Congress requires these two bodies to act together in a joint as- 
sembly in choosing a Senator. Still it is the legislature which 
acts, and nothing but the legislature, and that consists of the two 
houses. The two houses are in a constitutional and legal sense 
present and acting in the joint assembly, or else that assembly is 
not a legislature and therefore not competent to elect a Senator. 

In this case they were not only constitutionally present but 
actually present, every senator and every representative being in 
attendance and icipating in the adie 

What could this legislature, thus assembled under the statute 
of Congress and under the Constitution do, and what was it bound 
to do in order, in the language of the statute, “to choose by the 
viva voce vote of each member present a person for Senator”? 
That was its constitutional and legal duty—keep that in mind— 
and being its duty it had full power to do all things necessary to 
the effectual and legal performance of that duty. Among those 
essential powers were these: 

First. To choose a presiding officer to conduct the proceedings. 
and a clerk or manay o record them, unless such officials had 
already been provided y law and were present and acting. And 
if they were so provided by law the joint assembly had power to 
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determine whether the persons presenting themselves as such were 
the identical persons so authorized by law to act. 

Second. To determine who had a right to ee in the pro- 
ceedin: that is, who were members of the houses—and to so 
order that each member present should have the right to cast his 
vote, and also to take care that none but members should vote, 
which is again but a determination of the question of who were 
members and entitled to vote. 

Third. To ascertain the result by ining whether or not 
any person had received a majority of the votes of the members, 
and on that determination to declare a completed election, or that 
the election was not complete, and then to take further action 
from day to day to secure a proper result—that is, an election. 

These are duties, some expressly enjoined and all clearly and 
necessarily implied, imposed by law on this joint assembly. 
Among them, it will be noticed, are the necessary powers and the 
plain duty to determine whether Mr. Watson was a member—full 
member—of the legislature and entitled to vote. 

It is an unthinkable proposition that a law directing the assem- 
bling in one body of certain pon pa bie certain official and 
legal relations as members of two other named bodies for the per- 
formance of a legal duty did not empower the assemblage todecide 
who were entitled to sit in it—who occupied the legal relation of 
membership in each of the bodies—and to exclude all who were 
intruders, or vest this essential power in some other judicatory 
then and there present and acting. Without such power present 
and acting the assembly could never meet. That in reaching this 
determination the joint assembly is bound law to admit all 
who had been expressly or by implication adjudged by each of the 
two houses to be its own mem and to exclude all who had 
been thus determined not to be members, makes no difference. 
For in that case the assembly still had authority to adjudicate 
and to determine as to the only material fact relating to the 
membership, namely, what action had been taken by either house 
as to persons claiming to be members. 

It is true that the fact that a person had been recognized, and 
was then recognized, as a member by the body of which he claimed 
to be a member was conclusive on the joint assembly. This is 
only on the ground that such recognition is in fact and in law an 
adjudication which is binding on all the world. Nevertheless, 
the permitting by the joint assembly of a person so recognized by 
one of the houses as one of its mem to sit in it and participate 
in its proceedings is a conclusive adjudication of his right to so 
participate in the proceedings of the joint 3 and the exclu- 
sion by the joint assembly of one who had been thus excluded by 
one of the houses is a conclusive adjudication as to his rightful 
exclusion. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me to ask 
him a question at that point, though I do not like to interrupt 


him? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator argues that the joint 
assembly has not only the right, but the power to adjudicate as 
to the right of a senator to sit in that assembly and yote for Sen- 
ator. In order to test the validity of that argument, I ask the 
Senator this question: The legislature of Delaware is composed 
of 9 senators and 21 members of the house. Su the senate 
should have declared that a certain person, Mr. Watson, for in- 
stance, was not entitled to a seat in the senate, but yet that person, 
knowing that he would have a majority vote in the joint assembly 
because the house could outvote the senate two or three times, 
takes his case into the joint assembly, and by a majority vote of a 
few senators and all the members of the house it is adjudicated by 
a two-thirds vote of that joint assembly that he has a right to sit 
there and vote, would that be an adjudication that would be good 
and that would bind the Senate of the United States? In other 
words, would it be an adjudication at all as to the right of that 
person to hold a seat in the senate? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the answer to that question is 
contained in what I have already stated to the Senate; and if the 
Senator had paid close attention to my remarks, he would have 
found the answer. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I heard everything the Senator 
gaid on that subject. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will state it again, and see if the Senator does 
not understand it better this time. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like a direct answer to 
the question. 2 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course it would not. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is all I want. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will t my statement. 

Nevertheless, the permitting by the joint assembly of a person 
sọ recognized by one of the houses as one of its members to sit in 
it and participate in its proceedings is a conclusive adjudication 
of his right to so participate in the proceedings of the joint as- 
sembly. I reckon the Senator will agree to that. If this be not 
so the result is absurd. 

The joint assembly was empowered and directed by the law of 


Congress which gave it existence to choose a Senator by a ma- 
jority of all votes cast 5 of the legislature, and to con- 
tinue its session from day to day till such a result should be 
reached, and to determine when that result had been reached, or 
else they would never have known how to stop, and when it had 
not been reached, because then they could not have determined 
that they would meet yore the next day, so that they might in 
the one case continue their proceedings and in the other cease 
from further voting. And if it was not an incidental and neces- 
sary power to determine that a person recognized as a member of 
one house and actually participating in the proceedings when such 
voting by the member actually affected the result, as in this case, 
was validly or invalidly so acting, but this power could only be 
exercised by the Senate of the United States, we reach this absurd 
result, that the law of enacted especially to regulate 
the proceedings of the joint assembly and empowering and direct- 
ing it to continue to act until some person received a majority 
of its votes and had been duly elected a Senator is impotent for 
the very purpose of its enactment. that construction the law 
requires a thing to be done and withholds the power to do it. 
More than this, if this Senate possess this power and it is denied 
to the joint assembly, then the Senate possesses a power to super- 
vise and regulate these elections in a matter other than and dis- 
tinct from the mere power to adjudge whether the election has 
been conducted in accordance wit e law. We may annul an 
election conducted in all respects by the State authorities in pur- 
suance of the law which we ourselves have prescribed, and we 
may affirm an election not conducted in accordance with that law. 
Or, to state the matter more clearly, we have enacted that a joint 
assembly shall choose a Senator according to terms prescribed b 
us. Andif they have not the power to exclude an intruder, an 
an intruder comes in and they let him vote, then they are acting 
according to the law we prescribe. They have followed strictly 
the law we have prescribed, with the result that there is no elec- 
tion according to that law. We then say—not that the assem- 
bly violated the law, but concede that they followed it, and hold 
that because we did not give them the power to do a thing which 
ought to be done, and which was necessary to be done in order 
to perform the auy we ia ee on them—we may to do 
that thing and declare a valid election. This conclusion, I con- 
fidently believe, will not be adopted by the Senate. 
SENATE OF DELAWARE PRESENT AND COMPETENT TO ACT. 

If it be objected that the constitution of the State of Delaware 
vested the power of judging of the election and qualifications of 
members in that house only to which the member belongs, or 
claims to belong, and not in a joint assembly of the two houses, 
the answer, so far as Mr. Du Pont's title is concerned, is conclu- 
sive. 

The two houses were prenh, constitutionally and actually pres- 
ent, in the joint assembly. It was the presence of the two houses 
which made that assembly the joint assembly of the legislature 
of Delaware; and if the power to determine who were entitled to 
vote in the assembly did not vest in the assembly as one body, it 
must have remained in each house thus assembled to determine 
who were its own members—or else the power to determine this 
essential yan vested in each house by the constitution of Dela- 
ware was lost or suspended at the very moment when its excercise 
was essential to the proper performance of a high constitutional 
duty. That power can never be suspended nor lost, because its 
continuous existence is essential to the constitutional organization 
and action of the legislature. Being then in full existence, it was 
competent for any senator who denied the right of Mr. Watson to 
preside oyer the joint assembly and to vote to make his objection. 
And on that if was in the power of the senate then and there to 
decide it, or to withdraw from the joint assembly to its chamber, 
and there decide it. The senateof Delaware was there—constitu- 
tionally there and actually there—every senator being present. 
Then, having this clear power and the undoubted right to object 
existing, the failure of every member of that senate, all of them 
being present, to make the objection, and the action of that senate 
in | porno with the election and allowing Mr. Watson to vote 
and his vote to be counted was a clear recognition of his member- 
ship and of his right, and is as solemn and as conclusive an adju- 
dication on that point as was its recognition of the right of every 
other member of the senate then present to take part in the pro- 


gs. 

Suppose when each house, on the second Tuesday after the 
organization of the legislature, acting under this same law of 
Congress, voted for a Senator and the vote had stood in the sen- 
ate a tie, Mr. Watson, having acceded to the exercise of the ex- 
ecutive authority, presiding and voting my i Mr. Du Pont, 
whereby if Mr. Watson had not voted Mr. Du Pont would have 
received a majority of both houses and would have been elected 
Senator. That is a reasonable supposition. It might have hap- 

ened. And suppose further, that after this proceeding where- 
y Mr. Du Pont was defeated, or appeared to be defeated, the two 
houses had met in joint convention and had elected some other 


person. Mr. Watson not voting, or notwithstanding his vote, or. 
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had failed for the whole session to make an election, could Mr. 
Du Pont successfully assert his right to a seat here upon the 
ground that he was duly elected on said second Tuesday, he re- 
ceiving a majority of the legal votes in each house if Mr. Watson 
had no right to vote? If we assert that he could do this thing, 
then we assert that the senate of Delaware, acting in its separate 
and constitutional character, was not constitutionally competent 
to decide upon the election and qualifications of its members; a 
3 never yet asserted. we concede, as we are bound to 

o, that Mr. Du Pont could not take his seat under that proceed- 
ing because we would be concluded by the action of the senate of 
Delaware, and we then say that we are not concluded by the 
same action of the senate in the joint assembly, then we affirm 
that the law of Congress, in iring the meeting of the two 
houses in joint assembly, deprived them of their constitutional 
right to judge of the election and qualification of their members. 

But, sir, we even do more than this; that is bad enough; we 
reach the conclusion that Congress, in exercising a power to reg- 
ulate merely the manner in which a State legislature shall choose 
a Senator, may so provide that not only an function and 
a high constitutional rignt of that legislature shall be destroyed 
or suspended, but that this suspended or destroyed function shall, 
in virtue of such destruction or s ion, caused by our own 
act, be us and exercised by the te of the United States. 

Mr. President, I have to be a little elementary here. I have to 
go back to first principles. Everything that I have ever recogni 
as settled in the constitutional law of this body has been disputed 
from the very beginning of this controversy; and hence the necessity 
of a more i examination into the power of a legislative 
body under our system to judge as to the election and qualification 
of its own members, that is, to determine what persons are its mem- 
bers. That power is never in abeyance, never asleep, never sus- 
pended. It remains in full force and vigor at every moment of its 
existence, and is exercised, though sometimes oe re always 
effectively, atevery oneofitssessions. Ate roll call, on every 
division, every time a motion is made, the question of membership 
is raised and settled. Should an intruder invade the chamber in 
which the body sits and make a motion or attempt to cast a vote 
he would be instantly expelled as a disorderly person. 

The permitting a person to make a motion or to cast a vote and 
counting that vote is a clear recognition of that person’s right as 
amember. Such a power to determine, at every moment of its ex- 
istence as an organized body actually engaged in the discharge of 
its duties, as to who has a right to participate in its proceedings 
is essential to its very existence, essential to prevent its becoming 
a mob of unauthorized and disorderly persons. It is this power 
which makes the assembly a legislative body and not a mass 
meeting with membership in all who may choose to attend. De- 

rive a legislative body of this power, or even suspend it, and its 
oa death ensues with as much certainty as a natural death 
would ensue from depriving a living, organized being of that organ 
which circulates its lifeblood. 

If a legislative body were voluntarily to surrender this power it 
would be felo de se. The same result would happen if its mem- 
bers, instead of judging who were entitled to fill the seats ordained 
by the constitution to be filled, should invite a company of militia 
or a town council to sit with them and participate in their pro- 

ings. Such action would not be a judging of the election and 
ualifications of its members, but a revolution, an overthrow of 
the government as organized by their constitution. And in such 
a case it would be the duty of this Senate, in exercising its power 
to judge of the election of its members, to say that no | legis- 
o existed competent to elect a Senator, and to refuse admis- 

sion to anyone such a body ey — assume to elect. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question just therein the 
line of the argument he is making? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The contention of the Senator from Oregon and 
those who agree with him is based mainly on section 12 of Article II 
of the constitution of Delaware, which reads as follows: 

No person concerned in any army or navy contracts, nor members of Con- 
i Sg ee Oe ea a eS 
senator or representative. 

Their contention, as I understand it, and as I suppose the Senator 
from Mississippi understands it, is based largely u that prohi- 
bition of the constitution of Delaware. Now, the disqualification 
of holding an office under the State, which they claim that Mr. 
Watson did when he exercised the office of governor, under the 
constitutional provision is a disqualification that is enumerated 
along with other disqualifications, such as that no person con- 
cerned in any army or navy contract shall be a senator or repre- 
sentative, no Member of Congress, no person holding any office 
under the United States, and so on; that is, the holding of such an 
office as they claim Mr. Watson held is one of the disqualifications 
enumerated in that section; and they say the prohibition of that 
section o tes upon him and prevents his being a senator. 


I would ask the Senator from Mississippi, suppose there was a 
person voting that day for United States Senator in the joint 
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assembly, a State senator, who was interested in a navy contract, 
or affected by some other of the disqualifications enumerated in 
the constitution other than this of exercising the office of gov- 
ernor, and his vote in the joint assembly, as well as in the Senate, 
had been acquiesced in without protest or objection, much less 
without any judgment of ouster by the senate, can it be claimed 
that the Senate of the United States can adjudicate his right to 
act as senator and practically pronounce a judgment of ouster 
against him on the ground that he was in , for instance, in 
a navy contract? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, that is a very plain question, and 
F 

Mr. GRAY. And does it differ at all in principle from the dis- 
qualification urged of exercising the office of governor? 

Mr. GEORG. I was going to say that nobody in the world— 
that is, I would have sup some time ago that nobody in the 
world—would have asserted that the man was not a senator under 
the circumstances mentioned by the Senator from Delaware; but 
inasmuch as the case is exactly parallel and the same thing as the 
one now before the Senate, 1 must confess that I have made a 


discov: on that point. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me a mo- 
ment? 


Mr. GEORGE. I would prefer to go on; but FE will hear the 


T. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, yes, let us hear the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Ishould be glad to ask the Senator 
from Delaware whether he thinks that precisely the same inhibi- 
tion applies to a person holding an army or nayy contract as 
is ap “pte a person who holds an office by this section 12 of 
Article 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave just read the language of the inhibition. 
I do not see how there can be any difference. They are both in- 
hibited from being senators or representatives. A man who holds 
an army or navy contract and a man who holds an office under 
the United States or the State shall not be a senator or a repre- 
resentative. 

_ Mr. MITCHELL of I think if the Senator will exam- 
ine the clause more critically he will find that there is a wide dif- 
ference, and for this reason. I read: 

No person concerned in any or navy contracts, nor members of Con- 
gress, nor any person holdin, -= office under this State, or the United States, 
except the attorney: officers usually appointed by the courts of jus- 
tice, respectively, attorneys at law, and officers in the militia, holding no dis- 
qualifying office, shall, during his continuance in Congress, or in office, be a 
senator or representative. 

It does not state during his continuance to hold the contract as 
well. Undoubtedly this clause declares the office vacant abso- 
lutely, without any question, in the case of a person holding an 
army or navy contract, while as to a person holding an office, it 
may be open to question as to whether the office is absolutel 
vacant or not. In other words, that the Senator may understan 
exactly what I am driving at, if it had been ndet to apply the 
same disqualification to a person holding an army or navy con- 
tract which is applied to a person holding an office, then, in addi- 
tion to stating ‘‘ during his continuance in Congress or in office,” 
it would have said during the time of his holding such contract.” 

As it does not apply those words to a person holding an army or 
navy contract, it is perfectly clear to my mind that the disquali- 
fication applied to the one, namely, the office holder, is not the 
kind of disqualification applied to the other, namely, the person 
1 army or navy contract. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from A acor indulge me a 
moment, a from the obvious criticism t can be made, a 
verbal criticism, I admit that the words “during his continuance 
in Congress or in office” are words of supererogation so far as the 
question we are now concerned in goes. If we leave out all the 
intervening words between!“ no person concerned in any armyor 
navy contracts” and the prohibition, which we can do for the pur- 
poses of this inquiry, so as to read, no person concerned in any 
army or navy contract shall be a Senator or Representative,” 
then my question is, suppese, as a matter of fact, it is believed or 
proved in some way tothe Senate of the United States that A B, 
à person elected a senator and actually seated as a senator, whose 
participation in the office of senator is acquiesced in, against whom 
no judgment of ouster has been made by the senate of Delaware, 
should participate in the election of a United States Senator. 
Can the Senate of the United States pronounce a judgment of 
ouster—— 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me. 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall object to any further debate. 

Mr. GRAY. And say it was void? ; 

Mr. MITCHELL of Gregon. That is a different question. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Mississippi will allow me 
to say one word. I shall be very much obliged if he will. 

Mr. GEORGE. I never in the world will get through with my 
speech if I allow this debate to proceed. 

Mr. GRAY. Lhope the Senator from Mississippi will allow the 
Senator from Massachusetts to proceed. 
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Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Massachusetts indicate 
how much time he desires? 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Mississippi has allowed one side 


to be heard. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have allowed the other side, the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. How much time does the Senator from 
Massachusetts want? 

Mr. HOAR. Two minutes, 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; take it. 

Mr. HOAR. In answer to the Senator from Delaware, I will 
state that the distinction is between an official incompatibility, 
which is the case of the governor and senator, and a personal dis- 
qualification. 

N e the Chief Justice of the United States had sympathized 

with the eager majority who desired to convict Andrew Johnson 
and turn him out of office, and they had said, In order to get a 
two-thirds vote, we will add the Chief Justice of the United States 
to the Senate, and let him vote, and thus count a two-thirds.” 
Would that have been binding on anybody else under the sun? Is 
that the same thing as if the question had been whether some 
senator was interested in a contract? There is the broad distinc- 
tion between those two cases. The majority in the senate under 
this great temptation said they would add to the senate the gov- 
ernor of the State, a man who had gone out of the senate, in order 
to defeat the choice of the people of Delaware. That is the dif- 
ference. 
Mr. GEORGE. Of course J desire to be as liberal as any man 
in the world to interruptions, as I have been, but it will prolong 
my remarks indefinitely if I allow debates to occur between Sen- 
ators during the time I ought to be engaging the attention of the 
Senate. As I am making, as I think, an argument which is very 
concise, although it is of some length and requires some attention, 
interruptions make a break in my argument. 

The requirement of the Constitution that Senators shall be 
chosen by the legislatures of the States necessaril zon & 
duty on this Senatein EN a person claiming to be a 85 mator 
of deciding that the body which elected him was the legislature 
of the State. How far this body can go in that direction it is not 
nece now to discuss. Perhaps it would be difficult to draw 
a line which would always and under all circumstances mark the 
boundary of our power in that respect. 

It may be that, in the language of Chief Justice Marshall— 

The power and the restriction on it, though quite distin ble when they 
do not approach each other, may yet, like the intervening colors between 


white and black, 1 so 9 to z poker the understanding as colors 
perplex the vision in marking the distinction between them. 


See Brown vs. Maryland, 12 Wheaton, page 441.] 

e have no need to define the demarcation in this case. The 
validity and legality of the legislature of Delaware are not denied, 
but ed on all sides. The constitution of Delaware is plain, 
fixing the number of senators at 9 and of representatives at 21. 
The constitution is plain also in its mandates, that all these 9 and 
all these 21 shall be elected and shall qualify and take their seats. 
The constitution is also plain in requiring all vacancies in an 
of these seats to be filled, and that the total membership 
be kept always full. 

The fact is also plain and undisputed that all the 30 members 
of both houses had. been duly elected and were duly quale. and 
took their seats in their respective houses. The fact is also plain and 
undisputed that all these identical 30 members took their seats in 
the joint assembly of the legislature on May 9 last, and every one of 
them, without objection from any quarter whatever, voted twenty- 
eight times for 1 each voting resulting exactly alike. 
the contention of Mr. Du Pont that he was elected on the first of 
these votings or ballots be sustained, then the further fact is plain 
that the general assembly in proceeding to have twenty-seven 
other distinct votes or ballots for Senator did that which they had 
no right to do, because their business was completed. ese 
twenty-seven votings were had by the unanimous consent and 
approval of every representative and senator of the legislature of 
the State, all being present and actually voting every time of the 
twenty-seven. i 

Here were twenty-seven distinct and unequivocal affirmations 
and adjudications, as shown by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
TURPIE], not only of the general assembly, but of the senate then 
pe and agreeing thereto, that Mr. Watson’s vote was a law- 

vote. 

I wish Senators to bear in mind thatif Mr. Watson’s was not 
a lawful vote, then Mr. Du Pont was elected on the first ballot, 
and when the senate of Delaware and the house of representatives 
of Delaware, both being then present actually, upon a proper mo- 
tion, proceeded to vote again, they decided what? They decided 
that Mr. Watson’s vote was legal and proper. 


There is a little more on this subject — 55 I want to bring out. 
It was omitted by my friend, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TUR- 
PIE]. Let the Senators bear in mind that Mr. Watson’s vote being 
out, there was an election on every ballot, and that when the joint 


assembly or when the house of representatives and the senate 
ceeded to another ballot they necessarily determined that Mr. Wst- 
son’s vote was a good one and that there was no election. Thy 
did some other things, too, which emphasized this, which wer 
not noticed by my friend from Indiana. After the fourth balls, 
after they voted four times, each one resulting exactly alike, 
a member of the joint assembly, a member of the senate, I 
mangas they had been wasting time there long enough, 
e made the following motion: 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, moved that the two houses separate. 

It was their business to have separated immediately on fie 
taking of the first ballot if Mr. Du Pont had been elected. 
had no power to stay there after that. The joint assembly wars 
trib with only a special and limited jurisdiction, and that 
was to perform the duty of electing a Senator, and when that: 
duty was performed they had no other power. Mr. Fenimors, 
who had been voting all along against Mr. Du Pont, supposing: 
that, as the law of Congress only required them to take one v 
it was about time to ip nea moved to separate. The yeas 
nays being called for, the er of the senate, this same mam 
Watson, then and there presiding, directed the clerk to call tie 
rolls of the respective houses, and the members having answer 
as their names were called, the result was as follows: Ten for sept- 
rating, 20; including ayeta man who voted for Mr. Du Pont, against 
separating. What did that mean? It was a solemn affirmatim 
on the paro of the joint assembly that their business had not bem 
concluded; that they had business on hand, and that business was 
to elect a Senator. Ifthe Senator had been elected, it was thar 
duty to separate. That same motion was made, as will be sear 
on pages 11 and 12 and others, five or six times, and every time it 
was voted down by the joint assembly. 

But the committee undertake to meet this solemn adjudicatiex. 
of the senate of Delaware by asserting a proposition of law which 
I undertake to say was never before heard of, and which is ca 
tainly without foundation in our Constitution. 

They assert that the senate of Delaware, if it made a judgment: 
in this case, could not make it final and conclusive as to the lax. 
The committee says: 

What the senate— 

Of Delaware— 


has a constitutional right todo is to ee whether a particular person is 
possessed of the qualifications which the constitution and the statutes hass 


p: 5 

In another place they say: 

While it is the constitutional — * of the senate of Delaware to judge ast» 
the qualifications of a senator, this does not include the right to determing 
the kift or number of qualifications. * * These are determined by ta 
constitution. 

If this only means that the senate of Delaware has no right te 
add to or to take from the qualifications prescribed by the consi- 
tution, then the committee has asserted a truism which nobody 
disputes and which is of no earthly value in this case. If t 
mean, however, as they evidently do, that in judging of the 
ification of a senator as prescribed by the constitution, the Stata 
senate can not ascertain what qualifications the constitution af 
Delaware prescribes, then the committee asserts an absurdity ard. 
a contradiction. For how can the State senate ju as to what 
qualifications the constitution prescribes unless they can fing 
ascertain and judge what qualifications are paoros by the c 
stitution? And how can they do this without considering the 
language of the constitution and ascertaining what that language 
means? What is that ascertainment but a judging as to the law 
which they are administering? There can be no answer to thes 
questions which does not admit the fact that the senate of Dele 
ware is full judge of the law as well as of the facts in this case. 

If the senate of Delaware mistake as to the law or as to the fach, 
who can correct it? There is no tribunal, State or Federal, which 
has a revisory power. If the Senate of the United States under- 
takes to do this thing, then they usurp a povar not nted te 
them. They possess the power to judge of the qualifications af 
their own members, both as to law and as to fact. They have tha 
power by virtue of a grant of jurisdiction to them in the same lam- 
guage exactly as is the grant to the senate of Delaware— 


naach house shall judge of the election and qualifications of its own man- 
rs. 


In our case that language is understood to mean to be the ab- 
lute judges of the fact as well as the law, with no revisory power: 
whatever, and in the case of the State of Delaware in their consi- 
tution it is held to mean something else. 

This Senate has solemnly decided, whenever the question has 
been presented, that it has no power to revise or reverse the jude 
ment of a State legislature as to the qualifications of its own men- 
bers. The contention of the committee overrules this settled dæ- 
trine and makes this strange anomaly in constitutional law: that 
it requires both the State senate and the United States Senate to 
judge finally of the qualifications of a State senator—the one 
sessing full power as to the facts and the other as to the law. 
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is but holding that it requires both senates, State and Federal, to 
make a legal tribunal competent to decide on the qualifications of 
a State senator—the one body acting as judge to expound the 
law and the other as jury to ascertain the facts. Under this 
view the judgment of a State senate as to the qualifications of one 
of its own members is no more than a special verdict found by a 
jury—ascertaining the facts upon which the Senate of the United 
States shall render final judgment. Itis impossible that the Sen- 
ate shall yield assent to that view. 

THIS SENATE HAS NO POWER, EVEN IF THERE WAS NO DECISION BY THE 

STATE SENATE. 

But, Mr. President, I have been discussing at very great length 
a question which this Senate has no right to decide—no power to 
decide. My apology tor this is that these questions have been 
raised in support of Mr. Du Pont’s claim and urged with great zeal 
and distinguished ability, and though I feel assured that his claim 
must fail upon another ground independent of the considerations 
which I have pressed, I could not foresee that this ground would 
be accepted as good and valid by the Senate. 

The Senate has ruled that way during its whole existence. It 
might, however, being somewhat of a partisan body, do what the 
Supreme Court has recently done, go back on its decisions for half 
a century and rule another way. 

I now proceed to discuss this ground of objection to Mr. Du 
Pont’s claim. 

It is that the Senate of the United States have no power to deny 
the right of any person acknowledged and recognized by the leg- 
islature of Delaware as a member thereof. Our duty and our 

wer extend only to this point, Was there a legislature of the 

tate of Delaware, and did that legislature, in pursuance of law, 
elect Mr. Du Pont? We have no power whatever to inquire into 
and decide as to the qualifications and right of any member sit- 
ting in that body. Our power and duty begins and ends in the 
inquiry, What did that legislature do? 


is ground is stated very clearly and forcibly in the case of 


Mr. Torrie, decided in 1888. The report of the committee says: 


This body (the Senate of the United States) is made by the Constitution 
The judgs of elections, qualifications, and returns of its own members. 

e senate of Indiana is likewise the judge of the election and qualifica- 
tion and returns of its own members. We must determine all questions 
arising out of the proceedings of the ¢iectors. 

But who sus! the character of electors is to be determined by the legis- 
lative body of that State. 

This is the solemn decision of this body by one of the ablest 
committees that ever had a trust committed to it by the Senate, 
assented to by the Senate by an almost unanimous vote in seating 
Mr. TURPIE apon that report. The judgment is, we deal with the 
proceedings of the legislature, ‘‘ but who sustain the character of 
electors”—that is, members of the legislature—“ is to be deter- 
mined by the legislative body of that State.” That is exactly 
what they are trying to do here, neither more nor less, as every- 
body who has listened to the debate up to this point knows. 

And as to the force of a mere recognition without an actual 
case made and a direct adjudication I quote from the same 
report, as follows: 

It seems to us that, without entering upon the question whether there was 

in the office of 5 (the 8 officer or the sen- 
ate) which Mr. Robertson was duly elected to fill, the recognition of Mr. 
Smith (the person actually presiding) bya majority of the senate as its law- 
ful presiding officer, and the recognition of the senate asa lawfully organ- 
ized body by the other house as well as by its own members who remained 
and took part in 5 proceedings, and by the executive depart- 
ment, require us to consider it as a lawful senate, lawfully organized so far as 
to be entitled to take part in the joint convention which elected a Senator of 
the United States. 

Where is recognition here?_ Everywhere. The recognition by 
the executive department of Delaware, recognition by the senate 
of Delaware, in joint assembly; recognition by the house of repre- 
sentatives of Delaware in the same joint assembly, 27 times 
recorded on the journals, besides five other instances, to which I 
called the attention of the Senate, in relation to motions to 
adjourn and to take a recess. 

The Senator from Colorado 
at that time a member of the 
tions, was he not? 

Mr. PUGH. He was. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Colorado made use of lan- 
guage which I want to read, not only on account of the high char- 
acter of the Senator who uttered it, but also for the great truths 
it expresses in terse and unmistakable language: 

It dogs not lie in the power of the Senate of the United States when it comes 
toa question of this d to reverse the decision [the decision of the senate 
of Inala J and no matter where it may take aano matter whereit may land 


us, with reference to the misconduct of Sta i 


eee it never was in- 
tended by the framers of this Government that t question of the right of 
members of the Indiana State 1 ture to sit in each body there would 
ever be a subject of discussion in this body. We must amet as] the legisla- 
ture of Indiana 8 the le of Indiana in all departments of its 


State government ed as their legislature. 


That is the decision of the Senate. From the foundation of the 
Government up to this time not only has there been no decision 
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Mr. TELLER]—who I believe was 
ommittee on Privileges and Elec- 


against it, but there has been no serious claim made by anybody 
that that was not the law. The eminent Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar], who was the author of the report which I 
have just read, in defending the report, said further: 

The objection of the remonstrants, the gentlemen who contest Mr. Tur- 


tion of both these men—B: n on the 
ground that he was unla put in his place by the exclusion of the Re- 

ublican McDonald, and the Democratic McDonald on the ground that he 
Bad no right to sit there, he being ineligible. 

That is, not possessing the qualifications required by the con- 
stitution of the State. That was the contention. That was the 

roposition which the remonstrants made to the Senate of the 

nited States, and asked to be admitted to test Mr. TURPIE’s seat. 

Mr. PUGH. To show that he was an intruder. 

Mr. GEORGE. To show that he was an intruder, They asked 
the Senate to permit them to prove those facts in order to unseat 
Mr. TURPIE; and what did the committee do? The committee 
said, Taking all you say to be true, taking every word of your 
claim, as you haye put it out here, to be true, we will not inquire 
into it. You have not said enough to bring the title of Mr. Tur- 
PIE into disrepute or into question.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Mississippi 
allow me to say a word right here? 

Mr. GEORGE. I am not 8 with this point. I shall 
have to go back and read again the language of the report, as I 
have been interrupted. 

The objection of the remonstrants * * * was to the recognition of both 
these men—Branahan on the ground that he was unlawfully put in his place 
by the exclusion of the Republican, McDonald. 

The charge was there that a Republican was actually turned 
out of the seat to which he was elected and another man put in 
his place who was not elected. That was a pretty serious charge. 
The committee said, „We will not look into that.” Another 
charge was that the Democrat, McDonald, was ineligible, I be- 
lieve, because he held the officeof postmaster of the United States, 

Mr. TURPIE. He was a postmaster. 

Mr. GEORGE. And under the constitution of Indiana per- 
sons holding offices of that sort were supposed to be excluded from 
holding a State office. That was the claim made. That was the 
ground of ineligibility there, and Mr. Hoar, in defending this re- 
port, says: 

And in regard to both of which— 

The man who had been putin, who was not elected, and the man 
who had not been turned out, who was ineligible— 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections are of the opinion that the judg- 
ment of the senate of In a is final. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I say a word? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; you may ask me a question. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I would not wish the Senator from 
Mississippi or the Senate or anybody to understand for one moment 
that I deny the doctrine asserted in that report. I agree to every 
word of it. The case of Mr. TURPIE in Indiana was simply this: 
There were two persons in the Indiana legislature who were seated 
on their certificates. They claimed they had a right to be there. 
Two other persons on the outside claimed that they were the law- 
fully elected men to those two seats, and that they ought to have 
the seats. Contests were inaugurated, and the Indiana senate 
decided that the two men who were in had no right to be there 
and they put them out and put in the two contestants. That was 
a case pure and simple of pasing upon the qualifications of per- 
sons to those two seats. The senate of Indiana had the right, and 
the exclusive right, to pass upon the facts that were raised in those 
twocases. They did pass upon them, and that was the end of it, 
8 Senate of the United States so decided, and decided cor- 
rectly. 

I will state what I understand to be the difference in the cases, 
for the question here is 9 different, as I contend. The ques- 
tion here is not as to the qualifications of this man Watson to a 
seat in the senate, but the question is whether there was a seat 
in the senate to be filled. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will answer that now. That is enough. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The question is whether there was 
a seat in the Delaware senate to be filled; whether during the time 
of the exercise of the office of governor by Mr. Watson the senate 
of the State of Delaware was to be composed of nine members or 
of but eight members. I contend, and those who agree with me 
contend, that under the constitution of the State of Delaware 
during that time the senate of the State of Delaware was to be 
composed, in one theory of the case, of but eight members, and 
therefore there was no seat to be filled. 

Mr. GEORGE (to Mr. Gray). Give me the constitution of 
Delaware. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. You can read it all, but do not 
read simply one clause, 

Mr. GEORGE. I am going to read just exactly enough to re- 
fute everything the Senator from Oregon has said. That is 
enough. There is no use of beating a man after you have ruined 
him and struck him down. : 


Pie's title, was to the 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is the reason why I do not 


wish to say an more now. 
Mr. GEORGE. e Senator from Oregon says the senate of 
Dasara by the constitution of Delaware was to have only eight 


members. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. During the time that the speaker 
exercised the office of governor. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, lam 1 10 read what the constitution 
says. If you can find the words during the time he was gover- 
nor“ in the constitution you can read that. 

There shall be seven representatives chosen in each county. 

Three times seven are twenty-one. Twenty-one representatives 
were here in this joint assembly acting and voting. 

There shall be three senators chosen in each county. 

There are three counties in the State of Delaware. Three times 
three are nine. The Senator from Oregon says three times three 
are eight. ughter.] That is all of it. 

Mr. MITC. of on. I am afraid that is begging the 
question a little. 

Mr. GEORGE. 3333 is begging the question with my 
distinguished friend except when he is allowed to interpolate in 
the constitution of Delaware words which are not there and to 
erase from that constitution important words which are there. 
That settles that point. 

With this eminent and conclusive authority, sustained by the 
Senate of the United States, by seating Mr. TURPIE, it would 
seem that no further argument is needed. Yet the fact exists 
that a majority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections now 
report that we can go behind the action of the senate and legis- 
lature of Delaware, and by casting out a vote which they recog- 
nized and received as being cast by a lawful senator, determine 
that a choosing of a Senator has been made, when both branches 
of the legislature had decided to the contrary. This position of 
the majority of that committee imposes on me the duty of inquir- 
ing into the foundation upon which rests the rule of law stated 
by that same committee and sanctioned by the Senate in Mr. 
TURPIE’s case, and also sanctioned by the Senator from Oregon in 
the remarks which he has just now made. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes, I agree to it; it is good law. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope the Senator will not think while I am 
reading this that I am putting in Confederate politics here, be- 
cause r will prove wy the best authority in the world that I am 
only quoting from official language of the highest character. Each 
State is sovereign in respect to all powers not delegated to the 
United States nor prohibited to it by the Constitution. The United 
States are sovereign in respect to all powers delegated to them by 
the Constitution. This principle is stated by Chief Justice Mar- 
shall in McCulloch vs. The State of Maryland, 4 Wheaton's Reports, 
on page 410, in these words: 

In America— 

The United States— 
the powers of sovereignty are divided between the Government of the Union 
and those of the States. They are each sovereign with respect to the objects 
agra ae it,and neither sovereign with respect to the objects committed 

That is John Marshall in the Supreme Court of the United 
States in one of the greatest judgments that was ever pronounced 
in that court, 

That the United States in some one of the organisms. provided 
in the Constitution have the power to judge finally as to the ex- 
tent of the powers delegated, as well as of the powers reserved 
om isan admission I make since the war), does not absolve them 

m the great duty of marking this extent rightly, giving to the 
United States only such powers as are granted and denying to the 
States no power reserved. On the contrary, it increases this duty 
to judge carefully and iy ance ina case of disputed powers, 
that right of final judgment rests with one of the claimants. 
J invoke the observance of this obvious duty in deciding this case. 

The Government of the United States is partly Federal and 

y national in its organization. These two principles are in- 

led throughout the system. This double nature is not the 

result of accident, but was impressed on the Constitution of the 

United States in indelible characters in order to give the Govern- 

ment that shape and operation which our forefathers deemed 

essential to out the objects of its establishment as expressed 
in the preamble to that instrument: 

To form a more perfect union, to establish justice, insure domestic tran- 
quillſty. provide for the common defense, and secure the blessings of liberty 
to ourselves and our posterity. 

This double nature has always been considered as potential in 
construing different parts of the Constitution. In relation to the 
election of a President, the power of each State in the Electoral 
College is based partly on a Federal and partly on a national basis. 
Two votes represent the Senators and then each Representative 
represents an elector. But in the proue of making the election 
the provision is wholly Federal. The Constitution gives to each 


State the power to appoint electors for President in such manner 


as its legislature may direct. Hence itis held that the power of 
appointment includes within it the power to determine finally 
and conclusively who are appointed. The apportionment of Rep- 
resentatives is almost wholly national, being made according to 
the population in each State; yet it is also partly Federal, in that 
the apportionment is among the several States, and each State “is 
entitled“ to at least one Representative, however small its popula- 
ation may be. 

Theelection, however, of Representatives is wholly national, the 
qualification of the electors being 3 in the Constitution, 
and the manner, time, and place of elections being subject to the 
authority of Congress. 

That the Constitution declares that the electors for Representa- 
tivesshall have the qualifications of electors for the most numerous 
branch of the legislature of the State in which the Representa- 
tive is chosen does not contravene the idea that the qualifications 
are fixed by the Constitution of the United States. The Consti- 
tution, it is true, does not particularize what these qualifications 
shall be, but it adopts as qualifications those which the State has 
fixed for electors for the most numerous branch of its legislature. 
It is not in the power of a State to fix othe: and different qualifi- 
cations for a Representative than it has fixed for electors of the 
most numerous branch of its legislature. In fact, a State can not 
directly fix the qualifications for Representative at all. It can, in 
virtue of its reserved power, fix the qualifications of electors of the 
most numerous branch of its legislature, and that is all the State 
can do as to this point. When it has done this, the Constitution 
of the United States adopts these qualifications for tative 
from that State. The State law thus adopted by the Constitution 
of the United States becomes in effect, as to qualifications for 
Representatives, a national law. So that it euls naturally and 
logically that the power given to the House of Representatives to 
judge of the elections, qualifications, and returns of its members 
carries with it the power to determine in each case whether a 
claimant or the sitting member has received the greater number 
of qualified electors,and in determining this the House may judge 
as to the qualifications of every elector voting in the election. 
But when we consider the Senate we find the whole matter 
changed. The members of the House are elected, as expressed in 
the very language of the Constitution, “ by the people of the sev- 
eral States.” The Senate, on the other hand, is com of two 
Senators from each State, chosen by the legislature thereof.” 

The language is, chosen by the legislature thereof,” and not 
by the members of the legislature. 

There are no electors for the Senate named in or contemplated 
by the Constitution. 

The report in the TURPIE case said, as to these electors, who 
a4 are, who they may be, we have no authority to decide. 

he choosing is the act of a body organized under and by virtue 
of the constitution of the State and endowed with the power and 
duty of making the laws of the State. Where the power to make 
the laws of the State is, there also rests the power to choose a 
United States Senator, and when you say that here is a body 
which may make the laws of a State as organized, and that that 
body can not elect a Senator as thus organized, or defeat one, 
then you destroy the Constitution as it is plainly written. 

The Constitution of the United States takes no notice whatever 
of the manner in which this organism is created, nor of the per- 
sons who com this bedy; nor of their qualifications; nor as to 
who shall have the right to vote for them: nor of the length of 
their official terms: nor of the powers vested in them, except only 
it shall have the power to make laws for the State. It says noth- 
ing and means nothing as to the number of persons who shall con- 
stitute a quorum. If the constitution of a State provides—as the 
English constitution does—that a small number, less than one- 
tenth of the whole number, shall constitute a quorum, then such 
constitutional number being present in both houses during a sit- 
ting constitutes the legislature, capable of doing any act what- 
ever which the legislature of the State may lawfully do. And 
when—note now—any official act is performed it is the act, not 
of the individual members of the legislature, but of the State 
ni gti endowed with legislative powers. 

tis just like the acts of Congress. I had a curiosity the other 
day to see how the very first statute ever passed ek Congress 
claimed to be It did not say, be it enacted by the Sen- 
ators and the Representatives of the several States in Congress 
assembled.” It said “be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled,” that 
such and such shall be the law; and every act passed from that 
first one on the ist day of June, 1789, and approved by George 
i ha paar down to the present time has contained t same 
ormula. 

No man has ever seen an act passed by any legislature in this 
Union that did not express in its enacting part the idea of enact- 
ment in either one of these two ways, Be it enacted by the legis- 
lature of the State” (I believe that is the rule in Mississippi), or 
Be it enacted by the senate and the house of representatives of 
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the State in eral assembly convened.” Not one of them ever 
said or could say, Be it enacted by the senators and representa- 
tives” that such is the law. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I quite with the Senator, 
but I should like to ask him one question just to get his opinion 
on a certain point. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have been very much interested 
and entertained by what the Senator has been saying recently. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope you have been instructed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of n. And instructed. I should like 
to have the opinion of the Senator from Mississippi on one point. 
I do not know that it has any bearing on this case particularly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Please do not ask me anything outside of this 


case. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. But it has occurred to me just 
now, and it is a very interesting question. The Senator is argu- 
ing that it is the legislature of the State that must elect the Sen- 
ator, to which Iagree. The act of Congress passed in pursuance 
of that constitutional provision speaks of the members of the leg- 
islature who shall meet in joint assembly. I suppose the Senator 
would agree that in this case, for instance—take a legislature that 
has 21 members of the house and 9 members of the senate, if there 
is a majority of the whole number present in the assembly, although 
not a monon — 

Mr. GEORGE. In either house. an 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Although not a majority of both 
houses. a 

Mr. GEORGE. Of both houses. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Ore; Isu the Senator would agree 
that that would be the legislature of the State within the meaning 
of the Constitution of the United States, and that such a joint 
assembly could elect a Senator. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have just gone over that. If the Senator 

had given me his attention he would have seen what my views 
areupon that subject. I say that when this joint assembly meets 
it is the joint assembly of the two houses of the legislature. The 
constitution of Delaware says there shall be two houses, and un- 
less in a constitutional sense the two houses are nt it is not 
the legislature and can not elect a Senator. But in this case (and 
Iam not going outside of this case) they were every one of them 
present, and on that we are trying this case. Every one of them 
Was present. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. TheSenate has held several times, 
as I understand it, that it is not necessary that there should be a 
majority of the members of both houses present. It does not bear 
on this case, I admit. 

Mr. GEORGE. Do you mean to say that the joint assembly is 
not a legislature? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oh, no; I do not mean to say that. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is enough. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. But I do mean to say that the 
joint assembly may be composed of a majority of all the members 
of the two houses, and yet a majority of each house may not be 


present. 

Mr. GEORGE. That may be true or it may not be true, but it 
is not a question in this case. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It does not affect this case, I admit. 

Mr. GEORGE. Because every member of each house was 
present. 

Mr. MITCHELL eee Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. A y present and voted. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to call my friend’s attention to what I 
shall read, because I took some pains in drawing it up so as to 

ress my ideas correctly. 

he members, or rather the persons asming to be elected 
members, do not of themselves constitute the legislature, and 
can do no official act as persons or individuals. Itis only after 
organization—that is, after the members elected meet together in 
the place fixed by law and at the time prescribed by law, and as- 
certain, prima facie at least, who are elected, and then proceed to 
take the oath prescribed by law, and then elect a presiding offi- 
cer (if none has been furnished by law, as a lieutenant-governor 
for the senate in some States)—that a legislature is constituted 
or or , and can be said to be the legislature or lawmakin: 
power of the State. And when this is done, then no member o 
the legis recollect that—can door 8 a legislative act, 
except in and as a part of this organized oy. Before that there 
is no legislature; nothing but a number men authorized by 
law to become a legislature. 

To illustrate: As soon as the Senator from Or 
Senator, steps outside of this Hall, he can not orm a legislative 
act until he gets back in here. Now, Mr. ident, I want to 

-emphasize that idea, because it has a good deal to do with making 
still more and more plain the utter absurdity of the claim of Mr. 


m, or any other 


In 1839 a very remarkable contest occurred in the House of 


resentatives. ere were five members elected from the State of 
New Jersey, who held certificates from the governor of the State. 
There were five others who held certificates from somebody else— 
I believe from the secretary of state. It just so happened that if 
the five on either side were seated (they were all igs on one 
side and all Democrats on the other) that side would have the con- 
trol of the House of Representatives. Of course there was intense 
interest there. The House was many days organizing. The old 
Clerk of the House for awhile tried to regulate the proceedings of 
the meeting. Finally he could not do it, and after some days Mr, 
Rhett of South Carolina offered a resolution: 


Mr. Rhett then offered a resolution that Lewis Williams, the oldest Mem- 
ses of the House, be appointed chairman ot this meeting until the House should 


0 

Not Speaker pro tempore of the House, but chairman of this 
meeting.” He soon afterwards changed it: 

Mr. Rhett then varied his motion so as to bring Mr. Adams to the chair 
instead of Mr. Williams, and putting the question to the meeting— 

Not to the House— 
it was carried, and Mr. Adams took the chair. 
bier ha Manin ĩðVb sues Mr AAAA batons TA RAA 

in ing over the ings that Mr. Adams before he 
been made chairman in addressing that body of men addressed 
them as Fellow-citizens.” This shows what I have stated here, 
that the Members are nothing per se; that it is only when 
have been organized into a House and acting as a House that they 
possess any powers whatever. 

This view is plainly recognized in the statute of Congress regu- 
lating the election of Senators. Does that statute say that the 
legislature shall proceed to elect a Senator on the second Tuesday 
after the date fixed by the constitution for its meeting? No. On 
any other date? No; except this one date: 

5 to elect a Senator (only) on the second Tues- 
day after its organization. 
izing plainly that until there was organization there was 
no legislature. 

Before organization the persons elected can do nothing but pro- 
ceed to organize. This reasoning establishes beyond controversy 
the proposition that the act of a State legislature in choosing a 
Senator, when accomplished lawfully and constitutionally, is the 
official and corporate act of a State organism anthorized and 
formed under the laws of that State, with membership powers 
and faculties fixed by those laws. The sole question we can con- 
sider in this case is, Was there a legislature of the State of Dela- 
ware on May 9 last, and did that body as then organized proceed 
according to law in electing a Senator? What was the result of 
that proceeding? In fact we have but one question, for Mr. Da 
Pont’s claim eliminates the first question. Since if there were no 
legislature, no valid and legal legislature as organized at the time, 
he has no claims here. 

He necessarily asserts the existence of a valid and constitutional 
and duly organized legislature in asserting his right to a seat here. 
He asserts that there was such a legislature, which did in law 
elect him; yet, strange as it may seem, he also asserts that the 
actual voting in the legislature did not elect him. 

We are asked to affirm that the legislature of Delaware on May 
9, 1895, was a valid, 5 e . ve body— 
organized as required by law and capable of electing a Senator, 
Then we are asked to afirm that notwithstanding the action of 
the legislature as organized resulted in no election, yet Mr. Du 
Pont was duly and constitutionally elected and should be seated, 

In other words, we are asked to affirm that the lawful and con- 
stitutional legislature was so organized and constituted at that 
time, contrary to law, that it could not express its will by a vote 
of all the members—recognized members present and voting—but 
did express its will validly and constitutionally if only the Senate 
of the United States, ten months thereafter, will eliminate one 
name from the roll of its membership as it actually existed on 
May 9,1895. In Mr. Tunrin's case it will be noticed there was no 
attempt to seat his opponent. They had not advanced then up to 
the point to which our friends have advanced here. ‘They under- 
took only to invalidate the 3 of the legislature in mak- 
ing any election at all. In this case the attempt is to invalidate 
what the legislature actually did and to set up as valid so i 
that the legislature did not do. 

These inconsistencies, not to say absurdities, are the necessary 
condition into which Mr. Du Pont's claim has placed his advo- 


cates. 

It is admitted in the report in Mr. Turpre’s case that the sen- 
ate of a State is the judge of the election and qualifications of its 
members as much so as Senate of the United States is the 
judge of the election and qualifications of itsmembers. It isalso 
admitted in that report that this Senate in exercising its power to 
judge of the election and qualifications of its members has no 
right to revise and reverse the action of the State senate; that in 
the exercise of this power of judging vested in this body we must 
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accept as settled and beyond our jurisdiction to disturb the action 
of the senate of Indiana. We are asked now to disre , to 
trample upon, to spit upon, the action of the senate of the State 
of Delaware. It seems manifest that this admission is conclusive 
in this case, unless we hold that there is no judgment or determi- 
nation of the question as to Senator Watson’s membership by the 
State senate, and, further, that such judgment is necessary to 
prevent our acquiring jurisdiction. 

I have sufficiently discussed the question of the judgment of 
the Delaware senate and haye proved that such judgment was 
rendered in every constitutional sense in this case. 

But since it is disputed I go further. I am authorized, even 
required, bya due fidelity to the Constitution of the United States 
to go further and to affirm that even if there was no technical 
judgment rendered at all by the senate of Delaware, there is no 
power in this Senate to judge of the qualifications of Mr. Watson 
as a member of the senate of Delaware. Whether he were qual- 
ified to act on May 9 last is not a question submitted to our judg- 
ment by the Constitution of the United States. 

The power to judge of the elections and qualifications of mem- 
bers of this Senate has been assigned by the Constitution of the 
United States to us. The power to form a legislature or law- 
making body for a State is a reserved power to each State. This 
power in all its amplitude, in whatever form it may be neces- 
sary to exercise it, is a State power, and a State power alone. It 
happens to be one of the few powers reserved to the States which 
is expressly recognized in the Constitution to be a State power. 
There is no limit or restriction placed on this State power—to form 
and organize a legislature—except that it shall be republican in 
form, that is, elected by the people and not hereditary. 

The provision in the constitution of Delaware (and in every 
State) making each house of its legislature the judge of the elec- 
tion, qualifications, and returns of its own members is not in any 
respect the source from which the State gets this power. Thatis 
a mere provision for the exercise of the undoubted reserved power 
which ongs to each State, which may be exercised by such 
agencies and in such manner as the State may ordain. The State 
might, if it saw proper; ive the power to the supreme court of 
the State. The failure of a house of a State legislature to exer- 
cise this power might preg By agent in a total failure to organ- 
ize the house as a 89 y, whereby it would not be com- 
petent to concur in making a law or to do any other act imposed 
on it as a part of the legislature; but such failure could not have 
the effect to transfer or, what is possibly a better word, to delegate 
‘that power to the United States to be exercised by this Senate or 
by any other Federal organism. Every power possessed by the 
Government of the United States or any department or officer 
thereof is a power delegated by the Constitution of the United 
States, either expressly or by implication, as proper and necessary 
to carry into effect an expressly granted power. No provision 
is made for the Government of the United States to acquire a 
new power or, which is the same thing, to enlarge a granted 
power by any lapse or failure in any State to exercise a reserved 
power. Anew Federal or national power can come only from an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

The Senate of the United States is as much bound by the Consti- 
tution of the United States and as much bound to observe the line 
of demarcation between ted and reserved powers as any 
other department or officer of the Government. This duty to obey 
the Constitution is as binding on the Senate when it exercises one 
of its granted powers as when it exercises another; as much bind- 
ing in the judging of the elections and qualifications of its mem- 
bers as in enacting a statute. We can not, in judging as to the 
election of our members, invade the domain of reserved pow- 
ers of the States and determine for the State the qualifications of 
the members of its legislature. 

Clear and unanswerableas I believe the argument to be that we 
have no power to judge of the qualifications of a member of a 
State legislature, yet I deem this matter of such moment as to 
authorize and even require me to go further, If we usurp the 
power we are incompetent to exercise it wisely and properly, and 
especially in a case like this, when the contention is that a member 
once duly qualified has become disqualified during his term, and 
the effort is, as here, to remove or suspend him from the exercise 
of the duties and powers of his office. : À 

Calling attention again to what has been said about the undis- 
puted right of Mr. Watson to act as a duly elected and qualified 
senator up to the 9th of May, 1895, and to the argument showin, 
that only the senate of Delaware could determine whether he h. 
vacated or become disqualified for his office as senator by exer- 
cising under constitutional mandate the office of governor, and to 
the authority from Cushing's Parliamen Law read to support 
that argument; and proving that he is in fact and in law a sena- 
tor, whatever 6 may have ensued after his first 
seating as a senator until that body has adjudged otherwise under 
these circumstances, the true and legal circumstances of this case, 
the seating of Mr. Du Pont by adjudging that Mr. Watson had 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 2, 


either vacated his seat or was suspended from its exercise is 
neither more nor less than a judgment of amotion of Mr. Watson 
from office. * 

It is well to bear in mind what we are asked to do in determin- 
ing whether we will or, if that word be preferred, assume 
the power to doit. It is also well to bear in mind that what we 
do here in this case will be a precedent for the future, to be 
avoided, not followed, will be—if we use the power needed to seat 
Mr. Du Pont—a solemn adjudication of this body that in all 
cases hereafter when a question is made as to the vacating or 
suspension of a member of a State legislature from his office in 
order to judge who has been elected a Senator by that legislature, 
that we have the power to do that thing. 

Let us see what difficulties impossible of removal we will en- 
counter in the performance of this assumed task. 

The constitution of New Hampshire, in part 2, section 14, reads 
as follows: ° 

Every member of the house of representatives shall be chosen by ballo! 
and for two years at least preceding his election shall have been an inbabitan 
of this State [shall have an estate within the district which he may be chosen to 
represent 42 e value of 100 nds, one-half of which is to be a freehold whereof 
he is seized in his own right 

The words in brackets were stricken out in 1852— 
shall be at the time of his election an inhabi: of paris 
place he may be chosen to represent; shall be . n * 

These words were stricken out in 1877 
and shall cease to re $ 5 
2 e popes 3 parish, or place immediately on his 

That turns him out, and in express terms, as soon as he ceases 
to be a Protestant, and as soon as he ceases to be a resident of the 
town or parish in which he lived at the time of his election then 
he is out, and ceases to be a member. If we go into the busi- 
ness of determining whether a member of a State legislature has 
ceased to be qualified by changing his religion or by removing 
from one district to another, where will this thing end? 

. GRAY. Jo the constitution of what State does the Senator 
refer? 

Mr. GEORGE. The constitution of New Hampshire. 

There are at least seven States which provide expressly for 
vacating the office of a legislator by his removal from the dis- 
trict in which he was elected. Rhode Island provides that “if a 
senator or representative, after his election and engagement, ac- 
cept any appointment under any other government his office under 
this shall be vacated.” 

So it is seen what questions are to be decided by this Senate 
within the rule sought to be established in this case. In New 
5 prior to 1852 it would have been our duty to inquire 
whether the representative still owned his estate to the value inen- 
tioned in their constitution, and prior to 1877 it would have been 
aproper question for us to decide whether such a representative 
had ceased to be of the Protestant religion. And in reference to 
that State now, and at least six others, it would be n to 
decide whether a legislator had moved from the district in which 
he was elected. 

Rhode Island would furnish us with the question whether a 
senator or 8 after his election, had accepted an 
n om any other government. 

all these cases there is an ress provision for the immedi- 
ate vacating of the office. There is none such in the constitution 
of Delaware. 

Mr. President, I am very nearly through, and I feel that kind of 
joy which the weary traveler who has been for many days working 

is way homeward under troubles and difficulties feels when he 
comes in sight of the old homestead. There is but one other ab- 
surdity, allow me to say, with due deference to ay distinguished 
friend from Oregon, which needs to be exposed, and which can be 
exposed in a few words. 

SEAT NOT SUBJECT TO OCCUPATION. 

The report of the committee discloses a new invention to avoid 
the irresistible argument that this Senate can not judge of the 
election and qualifications of a member of a State legislature. 
The committee asserts that the question here is not as to the qual- 
ifications of Mr. Watson to be a senator, but whether the senate 
of Delaware can fill a seat which under the constitution of Dela- 
ware is not subject to occupation, whatever that may be. The 
answer to that is plain and easy. That seems to be the last ditch 
into which our friends have been driven, and in which they pro- 
pose to die. The Senator from Oregon a few moments ago would 
not allow me to get to this part of the argument without reiteratin, 
to the Senate that while the constitution of Delaware provid 
for nine senators, it also provided that the State should only have 
eight. Now we will see what few words will expose that fallacy: 

First. The constitution of Delaware, as I have shown, does not 
vacate the office of senator held by the president of the senate 
when he exercises the office of governor, nor does it suspend 
the senator from his office. That been made so clear that the 
Senator from Oregon, and no other Senator, will say that either 
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one or the other is true. He will say that one of those must be 
true, but he will not say which. : 

Second. There are nine seats in the senate of Delaware, every 
one of which is expressly required by that constitution to be filled 
at the general elections, and to be kept filled should a vacancy 
occur in it. 

There never was a constitution in the world framed so carefully 
and with so many provisions to fill vacancies in the legislature as 
the constitution of Delaware. Let me mention some of them. I 
can do it without reading. In the first place, the speaker of either 
house shall issue writs of election whenever a vacancy may occur, 
Then the constitution says, in addition to that, any other person 
authorized by law shall issue such writs. Whether they have 
ever passed a law of that kind in Delaware I do not know; but the 
constitution was so careful that vacancies should be filled, that 
the power was vested not only in the speakers of the respective 
houses, but in any other person who might be designated by law. 
They were not satisfied with that, and in vacation they authorize 
the governor of the State to issue writs. If the Senator from Del- 
aware will put his finger upon that clause of the constitution 
where provision is made for the filling of vacancies I shall be glad 
to read it. 

Mr. GRAY. Section 3, on page 26. 

Mr. GEORGE. The language of the constitution is as follows: 

If the Office of representative or the office of senator become vacant before 


the regular expiration of the term thereof, a representative or a senator 
shall be elected to fill such vacancy, and shall hold the office for the residue 


of said term. 
When there is a vacancy in either house of the general assembly, and the 


general assembly is not in session, the governor ll have power to issue a 
writ of election to fill such vacancy; which writ shall be executed as a writ 
issued by a speaker of either house in case of vacancy. 

I do not know any way the Senator from Oregon can get out of 
that, unless he reverses in one respect and follows exactly in 
another the performance of electing a president pro tempore. 
There the constitution said either house may elect a president pro 
tempore. The Senator said that meant ‘‘shall.” Now, when we 
come to this clause, the Senator finds himself in a difficulty about 
“shall,” and he will have to change that into may.“ There 
never was in any constitution such particular provisions for the 

of keeping every one of the nine senators’ seats and every 
one of the twenty-one representatives’ seats full, not only during 
the session of the legislature, but in vacation, for the governor is 
authorized to issue the writ when the legislature is not in session. 

With that provision of the constitution, the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections and the Senator from Oregon assert to 
the Senate that there is a seat, one of the nine seats in the senate 
of Delaware, which is not subject to occupation, which I suppose 
means—I do not know what it means unless it means this—is not 
subject to have an incumbent in it. 

r. GRAY. That it is vacant and can not be filled. 

Mr. GEORGE. That it is vacant and can not be filled, when 
the constitution says it shall be filled. 

Third. There are nine seats—and all required to be filled. The 
contention is that Mr. Watson could not further occupy the 
seat to which he was elected and in which he was duly installed, 
and the trouble is not that the seat could not be occupied at all, but 
could not be occupied by Mr. Watson after the 9th of April, he 
becoming on that day, according to the contention of the com- 
mittee, disqualified to fillit. There is no provision there, and the 
Senator does not even argue that there is, that there shall be a 
vacant seat, but he says, admitting that there are nine seats there, 
Mr. Watson could not occupy one of them. That is the whole 
contention on the other side. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Oregon just now contended 
that there were only eight seats. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes,sir; eight. Where is the provision of the 
constitution of Delaware which says, under any circumstances, 
that the constitutional number of seats in the senate—nine—shall 
be reduced to eight? This whole debate on the other side, and 
nearly all of it on this side, has been conducted on the idea on one 
side that Mr. Watson could not fill the seat and on the other that 
he was in the seat; and that is all there is in it. If he was quali- 
fied under the constitution to fill it, then he could fill it. The 
contention is that he could not fill it because on that day he be- 
came disqualified, Whether he was so disqualified or not was in 

effect the same thing exactly as whether he was qualified or not, 
and this is the sole question in this case. It is not denied but 

admitted that the senate of Delaware is the judge and the sole 
judge of his qualifications. Is not the same senate the sole judge of 
the disqualifications? The Senate of the United States has not the 
slightest jurisdiction over that 5 as has been held for a 
hundred years and never disputed until this case came up. 

Mr. GRAY. Is not the meaning of qualification“ the absence 
of disqualification? . 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly it is. One is put in the affirmative 
and the other in the negative; and that is all there is in it. It is 
just the same as the proposition that all men are mortal, or no 

man is immortal. That kind of Jesuitical hair-splitting will not 


do for the jud; 


ent of the United States Senate in seating a man 
in this body who has never been elected to it. 

My friend got up to-day an eighth-member theory. 
mittee and in the argument heretofore he thought it was better to 


In the com- 


We were to have ten members. Then he 
supposed the case of the tenth member of the senate; he put the 
supposition of Grover Cleveland, the President of the United 
States, being a member of the senate of Delaware, and asked what 
we were going todo then? Then a case from Kansas was brought 
up, upon which all this sophistical reasoning is based, in which 
the supreme court of that State decided that for four men who 
voted for a public printer, or something of that kind, there were 
no seats, not that there were seats there not subject to occupation, 
but that by the law of Kansas there were no seats for those four 
men. It is all based on that. Here is a seat; here is the ninth 
seat; and the constitution of Delaware says it shall be filled, and 
points out the mode in which it shall be filled. 

Mr. ALLEN. And the man who shall fill it. 

Mr. GEORGE, And the man who shall fill it. Now, they sa 
if Mr. Watson was not exercising the office of governor they will 
admit that he could fill the seat in the senate. The Senator from 
Oregon admitted some time ago that the decision of the senate of 
Delaware for many years had been that the man exercising the 
office of pore did not lose his seat in the senate, but had come 
back to it; and he is bound to admit, under that argument, that 
if Mr. Watson on the morning of the 9th day of May had resigned 
what my friend calls the office of governor, which he says Mr. 
Watson could resign, he would then be a senator and in his seat. 
What is that but saying, not that there is no seat there subject to 
occupation, but that there is no man there who is authorized and 
qualified under the constitution to occupy it? That seems to me, 
sir, to answer the question. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I say it is not subject to occu 
tion only during his continuance in the office of governor. That 
is the answer. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have now 8 my duty 
as I understand it in reference to this case. I have discussed at 
some length, probably more than I ought to have done, the vari- 
ous phases of this question. In conclusion I only desire to say 
this, and no more than this, that after a very careful examination 
of the case I can reach but one conclusion, and that is that if Mr, 
Du Pont is seated in the Senate of the United States the Senate 
will perform no act different for Mr. Du Pont than electing him to 
a place to which the legislature of his State failed to elect him. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Mississippi 
allow me to ask him two questions before he takes his seat? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have listened with a great deal 
of interest to the lengthy and interesting speech of the Senator 
from Mississippi, and I simply wish to ask him two questions, 
The first question is in reference to the matter discussed last by 
the Senator. The constitution of the State of Delaware provides 
that a person to be entitled to a seat in the senate of the State of 
Delaware shall have certain specific qualifications, namely, he 
shall be of a certain age; he shall have a certain amount or kin 
of property; he-shall have lived in a certain county a certain 
length of time, etc. Does the Senator from Mississippi hold that 
the right of the senate of Delaware to pass upon the qualification 
of asenator in the senate of Delaware extends beyond those specific 
qualifications enumerated in the constitution of Delaware, or is 
it confined to them? That is the first question. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will answer the question. I have already 
stated very fully to the Senate that at oray moment of the exist- 
ence of the senate of Delaware it had before it the question of 
the right, the power, of any man who assumed to be a member of 
that body, and it had the right to decide on the question. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I admit that, but—— 

Mr. GEORGE. And they decide it. They first ascertain what’ 
the qualifications are, and then they decide whether the man pos- 
sesses them; but whether they decide right or wrong it is not sub- 
ject toreview in the Senate of the United States, 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. That is not an answer to the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is an answer. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is not an answer to the ques- 
tion, as I think, with all due respect to the Senator. My ques- 
tion was whether the right of the senate of Delaware to pass upon 
the qualifications of its own members extends to the question of 
passing upon some other matter than the specific qualifications of 
the constitution. That is the question. Of course, the answer 
would mean, although it was not specific, that it does extend be- 
yondthat. I deny that as a legal 3 

Mr. GEORGE. My answer is that they have a right to deter- 
mine whether A, who presents kimself as a member of the senate, is 
entitled toa seat. That includes all qualifications and all disqual- 
ifications, because there are disqualifications put in the constitu- 
tion of Delaware, which they could decide upon. 
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No person concerned in any army or navy contracts, nor member of Con- 
gresa, nor any paea holding any office under this State, or the United 
tates, except the attorney: „ ofticers usually appointed by the courts 
of jus respectively, attorneys at law, and officers in the tia, holding 


no disq ying office, shall, during his continuance in or in office, 
be a senator or representative. 

They can upon all of those disqualifications and every one 
of them, and it is absolute, final 3 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. understand the ition of the 
Senator from Mississippi, and I do not*agree with hi There is 


one other question—— 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There is one other question I de- 
sire to ask the Senator from Mississippi. I said I would ask two 
questions, and I shall confine m to those two. The other 
question relates to another branch of the subject. The Senator, 
in his speech, has contended very vigorously that the speaker of 
the senate, when he su to the exercise of the office of gov- 
ernor, exercises such office not in his own right, but as P; 
and that the speaker of the senate can not, in the event of the 
death of the governor, resign the right to exercise the office of 
governor, but that the only way he can get out of exercising the 
office of governor is to resign as speaker of the senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is my view. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is the Senator's view. The 
question I wish to ask the Senator is this: Suppose, after the 
a roy of the senate, Mr. Watson, had entered upon the exercise 

the office of governor. the senate of the State of Delaware 
had expelled Senator Watson for sane Kood reason,-and whether 
it was a good reason or not, had actually done so, because he is 
still senator, according to the theory of the from Mis- 

— 1 sir. rA wee 

. MITCHELL of Oregon. e is still speaker senate, 
according to the Senator’s theory. 

Mr. GEORGE. And according to the theory of the Senator 


from Oregon. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Suppose the senate of Delaware 
had e Senator Watson from the senate, which, of course, 
would have dragged down the speakership as well, he would have 
been expelled not only as senator, but as speaker of the senate. 
Now, what I wish to know is, whether, after that is done, is 
he still governor—the constitution says he is, or at least that he 
shall continue to exercise such office until a governor elected by the 
people is dnly qualified—and if so, is he still governor as speaker, 
or in his own right—howis he governor? Can he exercise the office 
of governor after that? And if so, does he exercise it in his own 
right, or ass er of the senate, although he is no longer speaker? 
. TURPIE. Thatis an inability provided for in the consti- 
tution of Delaware. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am asking the Senator from 


Mississippi. te 

Mr. TURPIE. That is an inability —— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am asking the Senator from 
Mississippi. I wish to have the question answered by that Sen- 
ator, asi think it thoroughly tests the validity of the whole argu- 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. TURPIE. It does not test any argument. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am asking the Senator from 


Mr. GEORGE. Ishall be very glad to answer all the conun- 
drums which my distinguished frier 

Mr. MITC of Oregon. I have no conundrums, only that 
plain re very pertinent question, and I should like to have it 
ans 


we: 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishallbevery glad to answer all the conundrums 
which my distinguished friend may see proper to put to me. But 
there is no case before the Senate which involves any question of 
that sort. I have thought of it a good deal. Either one of two 
things is true. One plausible view is that in virtue of that pro- 
vision of the constitution which says that the speaker shall exer- 
cise the office of governor until a certain time, he is kept in there, 
except he be impeached. The other is the one suggested by the 
Senator, that being a senator and speaker, independent of and con- 
trary to the express command of the constitution, he may be re- 
moved. There are two ways to get rid of him. He may be re- 
moved i a majority vote from the office of speaker or he may be 
expelled by a two-thirds vote. Unless that provision of the con- 
stitution to which I have alluded makes it absolutely impossible 
for the senate to proceed in that way, he could neither be expelled 
nor removed. My own idea would be that he could be removed 
from the office of speaker by a majority vote of the legislature, and 
then he would not any longer be the governor. 

Mr. GRAY. He would no longer exercise the office of goy- 


ernor.- 

Mr. GEORGE. He would no longer exercise the office of goy- 
ernor. 

Mr. GRAY. Words are things now. > 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. These are all of the questions I 
wish to have answered. 


nd— 
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Mr. GRAY. I want to ask the Senator from Oregon a question. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iam noton the witness stand. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to put the Senator there. This matter is 
before the Senate, and it is a privileged question. When the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi yieldsthe floor I propose to take it. Let me 
ask the Senator from Oregon a question. 

wee GEORGE. I wish to try to find something. Here itis: 

any vaca ha: G 
moval, resignation, or e the speaker of the sonate shall eee the 
office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. 

Whether or not that would continue him against the removal 
by the legislature I am not prepared to say. I am inclined to 
think it would not. 

If there be no er 
iu the oftice uy ]ðĩxL;vc . Ge aE oe 
the house of representatives, etc. 

That seems to go to sustain the idea that he could be removed, 
not only by impeachment. but by the action of the legislature. 

But that is not in this case. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon, if 
he will so far indulge me, to make a little more clear to my mind 
at least his position in to the extent of the jurisdiction of 
the senate of Delaware to judge of the qualifications of its mem- 
bers. I understood him to say—and if I misunderstood him I 
hope he will correct me—that that jurisdiction extended only to 
those qualifications which are enumerated in section 8 of the con- 
stitution, to wit: 

No person shall be a senator who shall not have attained to the 
eg te and have, in the county in which he shall be chosen, a freehold estate 

200 acres of land, or an estate in real or personal property, or in either. of 
the value of £1.000 at least, and have been a citizen and inhabitant of the 
State three years next preceding the first mee of the l ture after 
his election, and the last year of that term an bitant of the county in 
which he shail be chosen, unless he shall have been absent on the public bus- 
iness of the United States, or of this State. 

Will the Senator so far indulge me as to say whether I am cor- 

rect in the assumption that he contends that the jurisdiction ex- 
tends only to those qualifications enumerated in that section? 
_ Mr. CHELL of ag T simply desired to get the opin- 
ion of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] on that point, 
as to whether he holds that the right of the senate of Delaware 
extends to questions beyond those specified in the constitution. 

Mr. GRAY. I understood the Senator from Oregon to say that 
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in his opinion it did not extend. Am I right in that A? 
$ rim MITCHELL of Oregon, Ithinkitis very doubtful whether 
it does. 


Mr. GRAY. Very doubtful? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes; very doubtful, at least. 

Mr. GRAY. Then the Senator’s opinion is that it does not 
extend to the disqualifications mentioned in the same article 
which I will not take up the time of the Senate by repeating, but 
which are very familiar to the Senator. Perhaps I had better 
enumerate them. It says: 


No person concerned in any army or unvy contracts, nor member of Con- 
gress, nor any person holding any office under this State, or the United 
tates— 


With certain exceptions— 
shall during his continuance in Congress vr in office be a senator or repre- 
sentative. 

Does the Senator think the jurisdiction of the Senate to judge 
of the qualifications of its members does not extend to the matters 
enumerated in that section? Is that his view? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was calling upon the Senator 
from Mississippi to define his opinion of it. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator's pardon. I understood him to 
say that he differed with the Senator from Mississippi. 

. MITCHELL of Oregon. Ido. I certainly differ so far as 
this question is concerned. Here is a constitutional provision 
which states that in a certain contingency the speaker of the senate 
shall become the governor or shall exercise the office of governor. 

So far as that question is concerned, which involves a construc- 
tion of the constitution of the State, as to the status of this per- 
son, after he succeeds to the exercise of the office of governor, Ido 
undertake to say in the most positive terms that in my judgment 
it is a disqualification, if you so please to call it, or, to be more 
accurate, it places the seat of that person in a certain state as to 
its being subject to occupation or nonoccupation, and thus pre- 
sents a question upon which the senate of Delaware can not, under 
its power to judge of the qualification of its own members, act so 
as to bind the Senate of the United States. That is my opinion. 

Mr. GRAY. Isit the Senator's view that the jurisdiction of 
the senate of Delaware, while it extends to those qualifications 
mentioned in section 3, does not, so far as being conclusive upon 
the Senate of the United States is concerned, extend to the mat- 
ters mentioned in section 12? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It certainly does not,in my judg- 
ment, extend toany question which involves a construction of the 
constitution of the State of Delaware. iam not prepared tostate 
positively that they would not have the power to upon the 
question as to army and navy contracts, because tis a plain 
provision not open to construction. There is no constitutional 
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question whatever involved. But the other matter involves the 
construction of the constitution of the State of Delaware, and upon 
that question I do undertake to say, and have said from the first, 
and I insist upon it, that the decision of the senate of the State of 
Delaware is not binding. 

Mr. GRAY. Then,in other words,if I understand the Senator, 
the jurisdiction of the senate to judge of the qualifications of its 
members extends to every case enumerated in the constitution, 
both of qualification and disqualification, except as to that matter 
which concerns the decision of this case? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Oh, Mr. President, that is not a 
fair comment upon what I have said. i 

Mr. GRAY. That is exactly what the Senator has said. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have not said so by any manner 
of means. In one case there is a plain, specific, statutory provi- 
sion that a person holding an army or navy contract s not be 
a Senator, while in the other case—— 

Mr. HILL. What does the Senator from Oregon mean by a 
statuto: rovision? 

Mr. CHELL of Oregon. Istand corrected. I did not mean 
to say statutory, but a plain, specific, constitutional provision, 
not open to construction. 

Mr. ALLISON. I rise to a point of order. 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Senator from Iowa will state 
his point of order. 2 

. ALLISON. What is the pending 2 

Mr. GRAY. The pending question is the privileged matter of 
the Senatorship from Delaware, which I am di and upon 
which I have the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand it is a privileged question at all 


times. 

Mr. ALLISON. I had the floor three days ago and yielded to 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who desired to make 
aspeech. Of course I do not wish to interfere with proper debate 
of the privileged question. 

Mr. GRAY. I am not going to interfere with the Senator from 
Iowa longer, but I do not care to be taken off the floor in a sum- 
mary way. r 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. Iam here discussing a privileged question, as I 
understand it—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand 

Mr. GRAY. To wit, the right of a claimant to a seat in this 


body. 3 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear one Senator at 
a time. 


Mr. ALLISON. [Irise to a question of order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa will state 
the point of order. 


Mr. ALLISON. Ihave a right to make it—— 

Mr. GRAY. Iam discussing the point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Without having the Senator from Delaware 
intimate that I am taking him from the floor. I yielded to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi to make a speech upon the privileged ques- 
tion, and for that purpose only. I did not know that the debate 
was to last three or four days. If it is the purpose of Senators to 
complete the privileged question, I of course yield the floor and 
will make no further objection. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not suppose that I was b upon 
anybody's time or anybody's rights. I merely rose to add some- 
thing to what had been said in regard to the privileged question 
before the Senate. I did not pro and I do not now propose to 
occupy the time of the Senate further. But I merely wish to 
assert in regard to the point of order that I believe under the rules 
of the Senate I was occupying the floor in my own right, and that 
I am not amenable to the point of order made by the tor from 

owa. , 

Mr. WOLCOTT. TheSenator from Delaware was in the middle 
of a question which he was asking the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL]. I hope we may have the question completed, so that 
we may also have the answer. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Oregon was in the middle of 
an answer to the question. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I knew it was one or the other. We on this 
side could not tell which it was. 

LEVI STOLTZ. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the Post-Office appropriation bill 
may be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from Iowa will allow me 
to call up a private bill. It will take but.a few moments to read 
it. If the bill excites any opposition at all I will yield at once. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which will be 
stated by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1546) for the relief of Levi Stoltz. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 


Mr. ALLISON. I yield if the bill does not lead to debate. 


Mr. SHERMAN, it leads to discussion I shall not ask for 
its consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with amendments, in line 4, after 
the word “ directed,” to insert ‘‘any statute of limitation to the 
contrary notwithstanding”; in line 7, after the name Ohio,“ to 
isert in accordance with the provisions of section 6, act of 
March 1, 1879, as amended by subsequent acts”; in line 10, after 
the word him,“ to insert ‘‘ prior to January 1, 1874”; in line 14, 
after the word amount,“ to insert ‘‘of taxes”; and in line 15, 
after the word ‘‘ overcharged,” to insert . or allowable on account 
of accident“; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed, any statute of limitation to the contrary 
notwithstanding, to consider and adjust the claim of Levi Stoltz, a citizen of 
Greenville, Darke County, in the State of Ohio, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of section 6, act of March 1, 1879, as amended by subsequent acts, for 
excess of taxes and assessments charged by the United States against him 
cing! to January 1, 1874, on the Greenville Distillery, owned and 3 by 

, Said excess of assessments caused by accidental bursting of the stills, 
necessary changes in the still tubs by errorsin surveys, and to refund the 
amount of taxes that may be found to have been thus ove: or W- 
able on account of accident: Provided, That the whole sum allowed shall not 
exceed the sum of $1,153.56. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 


Mr. PEFFER. With the consent of the Senator from Iowa, I 
ask unanimous consent of the Senate that upon the conclusion of 
the Post-Office gO plan ar bill the Senate will proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution proposing an investigation into 
3 sales of bonds, not, of course, to displace the unfinished 

usiness. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. HILL. As it is impossible to state how long the considera- 
tion of the Post-Office bill will take, I must interpose an objection. 
Twice I have proceeded to discuss the question involved in the 
resolution, and twice have I been cut off, when it could not be 
prevented. I want the resolution brought up some time when it 
can be taken i aed any other order of business and continued until 

i of. at has become of the unfinished business, the 
Utah joint resolution? Whenever the resolution of the Senator 
from Kansas can be taken up to be continued to the end, not only 
so that I can express my views upon it, but that other Senators 
may do so, will be ample time to call it up. 

Mr. ALLISON, The Utah joint resolution, I understand, is the 
regular business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is the regular order. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that the Senator from Utah 
[ae Cannon] is attending a funeral at this hour, but he proba- 

ly will be in his seat before the Post-Office appropriation bill is 
disposed of. If so, he will be glad to proceed with the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will then lay the unfin- 
ished business before the Senate. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihope we can now proceed with the Post-Office 
5 bill. 

e Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6614) making appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1897, the pending question being on the amendment reported 
by =? Committee on Appropriations, on page 7, after line 8, to 
insert: e 

For additional compensation to the Oceanic Steamship Company for trans- 
porting the mails by its steamers sailing from San Francisco to New Zealand 
and New South Wales by way of Honolulu, all mails made up in the United 
States destined for the Hawatian Islands, the Australian colonies, New Cale- 
donia, and the islands in the Pacific Ocean, $80,000: Provided, That said addi- 
tional sum with the sum now paid shall not exceed $2 per mile, as authorized 
by act of March 3, 1891, entitled An act to provide for ocean mail service be- 
tween the United States and foreign ports, and to promote commerce.” 

Mr. HILL. I understood last night that the Senator from Iowa 

s 2 took the floor to explain to the Senate more particu- 

ly in regard to the question involved in the amendment. Did 

not iol mowers intend to answer the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
VILAS 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not aware that there was any specific 
question to which I was to make answer. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to inter- 
rupt him for a moment? 

. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask the Senator from Iowa whether he is 
ready at this time to have extraneous amendments offered? 

Mr. CULLOM. Not until this amendment is disposed of. 
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Mr. ALLISON. There is an amendment pending. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. As to the Oceanic Steamship Company? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understood the Senator to ask that the bill 
be proceeded with for the present, and that this matter should be 
passed over. I do not understand whether he wanted it passed 
over mynyt the reading of the bill was completed. 

Mr. LISON. Iam perfectly willing that other amendments 
shall be offered, allowing this amendment to be passed over until 
other amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Just as suits the convenience of the Senate. 
It is unimportant to me. I have an amendment which I shall be 

lad to offer now if it is agreeable to the Senate and the Senator 

rom Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection. 

x a WOLCOTT. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 1, after the word ‘ dollars,” 
it is proposed to insert the following additional proviso: 

Provided, however, That whenever, by order of the Postmaster-General, 
an: are repo is consolidated with any office so as to become a station or 
su tion of the same, the paces of the superintendent or clerkin charge of 
such station or substation may then be paid out of the appropriation; not, 
however, to ex the amount of the previously paid to the post- 
master of the office which has become such station or substation. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, the amendment just read was 
reported unanimously by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads and was referred for action to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. Not only was the action of the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads unanimous, but each member of the commit- 
tee, and I i ine very many members of the Senate, have re- 
ceived during the last week or two repeated letters and telegrams 
and inquiries from citizens all over the country having no inter- 
est in this matter except that interest which every good citizen 
feels in the economical and wise administration of the law, urg- 
ing that the amendment be brought to the favorable consideration 
of the Senate. I have referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Ro: resolu- 
tions passed by the Democratic State committee of Massachusetts, 
and various resolutions passed by other organizations of both 
political parties throughout the United States. . 

The reason for the amendment is very easily understood if a 
word of explanation is given concerning it. It for some years 
been the belief of many incumbents of the office of Postmaster- 
General that the present organization of the Department was un- 
fortunate so far as concerns the securing of economy and safety and 
celerity in the transacton of the business of the Department. There 
are something more than 68,000 fourth-class post-offices, all the 

tmasters of which report directly to Washington. They are 
ike an army of privates with no intermediate officers. en 
each one of them desires stationery, or stamps, or si es of any 
character, he communicates with the home office at Washington. 
Whatever supervision is extended over him reaches from Wash- 
oee to the possibly remote place where-he may be filling the 
little office of postmaster in some small community. 

The Postmaster-General under the Administration of Mr. Har- 
rison made an earnest representation to Congress in favor of the 
distribution of the United States into 100 post-office districts. 
He suggested that there should be appointed to each of these dis- 
tricts, under the title of supervisor or superintendent, or what- 
ever you like, some person whose business it should be to. gather 
together the affairs of the fourth-class post-offices within that 
district; that he should instruct new appointees in their duties; 
that they should apply to that supervisor for such suppres as they 
might need, for such instructions as might be needed; that he 
should generally oversee them in the conduct of their business, 
and that if there was inspection to be made of their offices the 
inspection should be made through one of these 100 supervisors. 
He showed, and showed with quite an array of facts, the utter 
lack of economy in the present methods of conducting the busi- 
ness of the office and the utter inability of the Department prop- 
erly to investigate the conduct of the offices by the fourth-class 
postmasters. 

The recommendation of that Postmaster-General was followed 
by Postmaster-General Bissell, who in a very strong communica- 
tion to Congress adopted the suggestion of his [Sees and 
urged that the country be divided into districts. e was in doubt 
as to the wisdom of dividing it into 100 districts, but he snags 
that there should be a district perhaps for each State, with the 
larger States perhaps divided into additional districts, and that 
the supervision should come through those districts. He showed, 
I think, with much conclusiveness that such a division would add 
great to the good conduct and the economical administration of 

e office, 


But Congress has notacted. Underexisting law the Postmaster- 
General may establish and may vacate such offices as he shall see 
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fit. Under this construction of the law the Postmaster-General 
from time to time has been disestablishing or closing smaller offices 
near arto cities, and has been gathering them in as a part of the 
metropolitan district of those cities. The result has been that he 
closes the office and that the person in charge ceases to be an ap- 
pointive officer by the Postmaster-General, coming under the 
Assistant Postmaster-General, but the office is then administered 
by a clerk of the Post-Office Department at a certain salary which 
is regulated by law. Under the existing provisions of law that 
salary may be from $300 to $1,000 at the option of the Postmaster- 
General of the United States, the salary being paid in accordance 
with the service rendered. The effect of that has been not to 
obliterate the office. It keeps its name. : 

For instance, at Chicago there are countless small offices, Presi- 
dential offices, second-class, third-class, and fourth-class offices, 
which have from time to time been gathered into the administra- 
tion of the office at Chicago. They N names. There are 
Englewood and Lake View and a number of different towns all 
embraced in the same district. They keep their autonomy. 
Except that the public gets better and more economical and 
quicker service, the public rarely knows that the change has been 
made, and yet it is true that those offices have ceased to be 
appointive offices and come under the administration of the post- 
master of the metropolis of the district. At Cambridge, another 
large city in immediate communication with the city of Boston, 
this same extension has been had, and in Brooklyn an order was 
recently made attaching several districts. The Postmaster- 
General in a report which he has made, and which is published 
with the report apon this amendment (it has been upon the desks 
of Senators, and I have no doubt they have read it), recites that 
in Brooklyn a few offices haye been attached, and that with great 
8 wisdom all of Long Island could be attached to the 
city of Brooklyn, and if it should be so attached the mails could 
be oo ae muchcheaper and much better than they are at present 
carried. 

There is nothing political in this, Mr. President. It does not 
savor in the slightest degree of politics. As I have said, there are 
now 68,000 fourth-class offices. Between now and the close of the 
present Administration there could not be a thousand offices 
changed if they worked night and day. The change must be 
gradual. It is not for the aggrandizement of either political 
party; it is solely for the benefit of the public service. 

It is true, and we must face the fact, that this is doing by indi- 
rection what Postmasters-General have asked in vain of Congress, 
They have suggested a division into districts. They have sug- 
gested that Congress find some way for katherng together these 
offices so that they may be administered from a bo haat We 
have failed to do it. Postmasters-General, relying upon the gen- 
eral provisions of law, have gone to work themselves and have 

ually reached out and gathered the officesin. You mustleave 
it to their discretion. 

I looked for some time to see if we could not suggest in this bill 
some amendment that should make it connect, for instance, with 
the extension of trolley service or of other communications where 
there should be some natural limit which we could prescribe to 
it. You can not with safety do it. There are often offices which 
are disconnected by any quick method of travel and yet which 
in the conduct of the business of the Department should be asso- 
ciated and connected with metropolitan offices, 

I am free to say that the amendment which has been adopted 
tentatively as we have gone along—the amendment which imme- 
diately follows the amendment which I have offered on page 2, an 
amendment to the effect that no office shall be discontinued at any 
county seat—is not in accordance with the principles which I am 
here declaring. It is not necessarily fatal to them, but it is not in 
the line of the suggestions I have made. I understand probably 
why the amendment has been interposed, or perhaps one of the con- 
trolling reasons. Iam advised that the Postmaster-General, in one 
of the States in this Union, in the State of Maryland, reached out 
some 14 miles and took the post-office at Ellicott City, a second- 
class post-office, a Presidential office, closed it, discontinued it. 
and attached it to the post-office administration of the city o 
Baltimore. This would have been all right provided it was in the 
line of a legitimate extension of the business of the office, but I 
am advised that in doing this he reached over and skipped office 
after office, leaving a great lot of them between Baltimore and 
Ellicott City, and seized upon that particular office. Without 
some explanation, which I have not yet been able to receive, such 
a proceeding is destructive of the very principle which this 
amendment seeks to establish and which is itself recommended by 
the Postmaster-General. 

It may be that he has some adequate explanation for it; I do 
not know what it is, but I do say that even if it shall have been 
in one instance abused it is in the line of good service and econom- 
ical administration, and that all of us should look forward to the 
time when these post-offices will be administered principally from 
the larger cities, where the new appointees in the little offices may 
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receive the benefit of the counsel and advice and su ion of the 
postmasters in the cities; that they may receive the benefit of close 
proximity to some head, who shall guide them in the discharge 
of their duties and be able to ascertain if they are fulfilling them. 

The Postmaster-General says that as arule this service is so 
scattered, with so few facilities for investigation, that there is 
practically never an investigation made of a post-office until there 
comesacomplaint. There ought to be some head near bytowhom 
these men can look up, to whom they can report. 

As far as the expense of it goes, it is a very great saving. The 
report shows how great is the saving. It is a saving in a thousand 
thoes of more than a half million dollars a year. Of course, the 
amount of the saving varies in different offices, but you get better 
service and you get it for less money. 

Under the present condition of affairs the payment of fourth- 
class offices depends npon the business transacted. The fourth- 
class postmaster gets all the proceeds of the cancellation of stamps 
up to a certain amount, and then it is graded up to a certain 
other amount, until his pay becomes $1,000, and as soon as his 
pay becomes $1,000 then at once it becomes a third-class office 
and he is appointed. In addition to that, the Postmaster-General 
in his option may make certain further allowances to the fourth- 
class postmaster. If he is on a line where a route starts off from 
some other place and where there may be letters to be assorted 
and counted and stamped, he may make certain allowances for 
clerk hire, All this will be brushed away. There will be a sim- 
ple, direct administration of the office, out of politics, by some 
competent clerk who is able to take the position for less remunera- 
tion, as a rule, than the cost of the inistration of the office, 
with very possibly a larger individual salary to the person con- 
ducting it than has heretofore been received. 

Mr. President, I trust that the Senate will see, as the committee 
has seen, the wisdom of adopting this amendment. In my opinion 
there should, perhaps, be from the amendment as it has been re- 
ported by the committee the elimination of all the words in the 
amendment after the word ‘‘appropriation,” and for the reasons 
which I shall give. As the amendment was proposed, it is as fol- 
lows: 

o a 2 Since a ae eon 88 
the salary of the superintendent or clerk in chi of such station or sub- 
station may then be paid out of the appropriation. 


Then comes the clause— 

Not, however, to exceed the amount of the salary previously 
postmaster of the office which has become such station or substation. 

The inequality of that is evident. It is difficult to determine 
it. Not only may it be different last year from what it was year 
before last, but it may differ in different quarters of the year, and 
it may be difficult for the Postmaster-General to determine it. 

Then, also, it would be so permanently fixed thatit would require 
an express provision of law to change the remuneration of it. As 
these communities near the larger cities grow larger, the pay should 
increase. The Postmaster-General under existing law may make 
his allowances not less than $300, and up to $800, and it is not nec- 
essary that this provision should remain upon the statute. So, 
with the permission of the committee which reported the amend- 
ment, I will strike out from it all after the word sppropriation * 
in the fifth line, so that the amendment will read as I have sug- 


ested. 
p Mr. ALLISON. Icall the attention of the Senator from Colo- 
rado to the fact that the pro amendment, if inserted at all, 
should be inserted at the end of line 11, rather than after the word 
„dollars,“ in line 1, page 2. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Very well, Iaccept that. I agree to anything 
that will make the bill symmetrical. 

Mr. ALLISON. The compensation to postmasters provided for 
in the bill, $15,250,000, is a specific appropriation for their com- 
pensation, and the amendment is a proposition to compensate 
5 of post- offices. So it should be added to the provision for 
clerks. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I accept the suggestion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to the amendment, if it is 
thought necessary, except that I think by implication even we 
should not provide for superintendence. That is an office not now 
known to the law, so far as I am aware. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Right at the inception of the Senator’s re- 
marks I should like to suggest that nowhere is that intended. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Colorado look at line 3? 
It reads, “Salary of the superintendent or clerk.” I think we 
ee strike out the words ‘‘superintendent or”; so that it would 
read: 


The salary of the clerk in charge of such station. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Very well. 


Mr. ALLISON. They are, then, to be paid out of the appropria- 
tion. With those modifications, the one suggested by the Senator 


to the 


himself and the one now suggested by me, I have no objection 


to the amendment. I think, however, that it is unnecessary, and 
the First Assistant Postmaster-General so stated to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. The only difficulty as respects the pay- 
ment of clerk hire was in the fact that the 8 was too 
small, and therefore, inorder to meet this condition, as also one or 
two other conditions, the Committee on Appropriations increased 
the item for clerk hire from $10,350,000 to $10,500,000. The First 
Assistant Postmaster-General, or perhaps one of the subordinates 
under him—I am not certain on that point—stated to us that with 
this increase of appropriation they could deal and would deal 
with this entire question. 

As respects the consolidation of offices in the neighborhood of 
cities, the power is clearly given now by statute for the Post- 
master-General to accomplish this end. Whether he is author- 
ized to skip over half a dozen post-offices in order to reach a 
county seat and abolish a post-office there, I am not quite so clear; 
but it is certainly within the power of the Postmaster-General to 
establish post-offices and to abate offices or discontinue offices. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I interrupt the Senator from Iowa for a 
moment? I beg pardon if I interrupt him untimely, I do not 
mean to do so. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; I yag to the Senator. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think the First Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral would feel very badly to be quoted as the Senator from Iowa 
has quoted him, I am certain under some misapprehension. The 
Senator and I talked this over the other day and I was aware 
of the understanding with the Senator that the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General looked upon this as a matter of appropria- 
tion. Since that time I have talked with him. It was only the 
latter of the clause, which is stricken out, that he thought 
doubtful, and he expressed himself to me as feeling deeply the 
importance of the first portion of the clause. So there is a bare 
possibility, and I want to do him that justice—— 

Mr. ALLISON, I may possibly be mistaken in my impression 
of what the Postmaster-General said. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Postmaster-General himself reported this 
amendment in its very phraseology — 

Mr. ALLISON. e First Assistant Postmaster-General? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No, the Postmaster-General; and i should not 
like to see the First Assistant Postmaster-General quoted as 
against his chief if he did not intend to be so quoted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Neither would I. Iam very certain the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General suggested that latter clause of the 
amendment was not only an unwise one, but that it would inter- 
fere with the 1 success of the enterprise of consolidating 
offices. But if there is any doubt about the power of the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General to execute the proposed reform, I am 
perfectly willing that the amendment as modified shall be added 
to the provision. I do not understand that it changes existing 
law or affects existing conditions. 

Mr. LODGE. As I introduced the amendment which has been 
reported and approved by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, I merely desire to say that it certainly has the cordial 
approval of the Postmaster-General, from whom I have a letter 
here, as the Senator from Colorado has already stated, and, with 
the lines omitted which have been stricken out, it has also cer- 
tainly the very hearty approval of the First Assistant Postmaster- 
General, whom I saw this morning. 

In my State,where the population, especially in the eastern part, 
is very dense and the citiesand townsare large and near together, 
the consolidation of offices has taken place to a considerable ex- 
tent. In every case it has made an improvement of the service. 
More persons have been able to be served by the carriers than be- 
fore and better service has been given to the public in every way. 
I know that in my own State, where it has been so largely tried, 
there will be great objection to giving up that consolidated serv- 
ice at the large metropolitan offices. ‘eo, as the Senator from 
Colorado has pointed out, it will make B prene saving of money to 
the United States. Probably $500,000 will be saved the first year. 
When we can get such a vast improvement in the service as this 
amendment permit, and also at a reduction inexpense, it seems 
to me that there is no serious argument to be made against it. I 
have no objection to the amendment, which I think has already 
been adopted, at the top of the page, in regard to county seats; but 
I should like to add at the end of the amendment: 

Provided, however, That this shall not apply to the city of Cambridge, in 
the State of Massachusetts. 

The city of Cambridge has been for along time consolidated with 
the metropolitan system of Boston. Although there are two cities 
and two municipal organizations, the community is the same prac- 
tically, and all the service is conducted through carriers and local 
lines of street cars. It would entirely break up the present system 
if Cambridge could not be excepted from the amendment. Cam- 
bridge happens to be a county seat, one of the county seats of Mid- 
dlesex County, and I should like, if there is no objection on the 
part of those who are interested in the amendment, to except the 
city of Cambridge from the operation of the amendment by the 
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words which I have proposed, which I ask to be inserted at the end 
of line 6 ad gs à 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of line 6, page 2, the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, however, That this provision shall not apply to the city of Cam- 
bridge, Mass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
isagreedto. The question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Colorado . WOLCOTT]. 

Mr. GO Let the amendment be read as modified. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as modified will be 


read. 
The. SECRETARY, Insert after the word post- offices, line 11, 
page 2: 


Provided, however— 
Mr. ALLISON. Strike out however” after Provided.“ 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Provided, That whenever, by order of the Postmaster-General, any post- 
office is consolidated with any office so as to become a station or substation 
of the same, the salary of the clerk in charge of such station or substation 
may then be paid out of the appropriation, 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Col- 
orado whether he understands that the effect of the amendment, 
if adopted, would be that the Post-t)ffice Department may create 
any number of substations with reference to the main office? Is 
there to be any limitation on the power of the Postmaster-General? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No; the Department may do that now. They 
may extend the system as they see fit. 
eee e ee ten pom is extended 

e salary system now prev: wi changed, I presume. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It ot away entirely with the present system 
of payment, which depends on the cancellation of stamps. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand that is the law now. 

Mr. 9 a oog away entirely with piai 2 and 
asa of from o 8800 per annum is under exis 
N the option of the Postmaster-General. a ang 

Mr. WHITE. Then in those cases where postmasters of the 
fourth class now receive smaller salaries of course the bill will 
inure to their advantage. 

WOLCOTT. Oh, yes; generally speaking, the bill inures 
to their advantage, because they get more. Additional service 
is cut off, because additional expense is not incurred in transpor- 
tation in reaching the different places. Itis all done through 
fewer hands and more directly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the amendment, if adopted, 
will, I understand, be the first direct approval by Congress of the 
system which has entered upon of the consolidation of any 
number of small, fourth-class post-offices with the large post- 
offices of the cities. It is a reversal of the Pee of the Depart- 
ment from the beginning. It is in accord with the gen ten- 
dency of all the business affairs of the world to wipe out all of 
the small offices and concentrate the power in the hands of a few 


men. 

Under the statute the Postmaster-General, having the unques- 
tioned right, has taken quite a number of the large cities in the 
Union and abolished the independent offices in the little country 
places entirely outside, in the villages, the ordinary country post- 
offices, and has 3 such office in charge of a clerk who is an 

pointee or under the control of a postmaster 10} miles distant. 
Te illustrate, the city of Baltimore, with 500,000 inhabitants, has 
a post-office, but they are not content with serving the pone in 
that community who are engaged in business enterprises and who 
want frequent deliveries of mails, where such a system has become 
a necessity for them, but by an order of the Department a circle 
of 10 miles is thrown around that city. It embraces the farming 
section and fifteen or twenty little post-offices outside of the city, 
where there is no necessity for daily delivery or delivery by car- 
riers, and where the people in those communities prefer to assem- 
ble at the local post-offices, and get their mail once or twice a day. 
This provision must of necessity increase the expenses of the office. 
It can not be otherwise. It is a hardship upon the people who 
use the small post-offices. The man in charge of a little post-office 
is the neighbor and the friend of those residmg in the community. 
The mere fact that there is a change of power from one political 
party to another amounts tonothing. These postmasters remain, 
no matter what party is in power. But these people want the 

t-offices near their own homes. They communicate through 
The local postmaster with the Postmaster-General at Washington. 
To communicate with the postmaster at Baltimore is no conven- 
ience to them; on the contrary, it would be a hardship, and there 
is no desire for such a change. : 

It is said that this system is to be adopted so that the e will 

more frequent deliveries, and the small post-offices be 
ght within the supervision of a single man. That may be, 


Mr. President, but,at the same time, it will be taking from the 
eto that to which they have been accustomed, and I do not 
ieve they will long submit to it. 

Take the case of the abolishment of the Presidential post-office 
in the community in which I reside—not within the county of 
Baltimore, not a of the Baltimore post-office, and having no 
connection with it—an office as old as that in the city of Balti- 
more. Itis the sng cao office for the country back of it for 
20 miles, and was by this order consolidated with the city of Balti- 
more. There is no way to reach Baltimore from it except by a 
winding road around the Patapsco, and then into Baltimare, 14 
miles distant. I know the people of that community. They de- 
nounce the act; they know it is an inconvenience to them; they 
know that under this system which is being entered upon, if it 
is unlimited, as is proposed, the whole post-office business of the 
State will be centered in the hands of one postmaster. 

Mr. ALLEN. For political oses? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir; of course, for political purposes. I 
do not care, however, to speak of that. Iam against the princi- 
ple which enables the Postmaster-General to abolish all the small 
offices at his will. It is not only undemocratic and unrepub- 
lican, but it is un-American, as we have understood the meanmg of 
the term American. The people have looked to the small post- 
offices as the only places throngh which they come in contact with 
the officers of the Government. They care nothing about your 
custom-houses. It is not the office or the salary of the office, but 
it is the fact that as American citizens they should have a place 
near their door where they may go and tell their postmaster what 
they desire, and let him communicate directly with the Postmaster- 
roer or the President, it may be, but the Postmaster-General 
as a rule. 

Mr. President, I can go from here to the city of Philadelphia in 
less time than the Baltimore city post-officecould be reached from 
one of these substations, and the postmaster at Baltimore would 
p z foreign to those agricultural people as the postmaster at New 


or 

T see that there is a provision in this bill for the purchase of bi- 
cycles, horses, and wagons. We will see a man wearing a uni- 
form start from the city of Baltimore on a bicycle, with a small 
mail bag on his back, nding up into these communities and deliv- 
ering mail to them. If they wanted to make complaint they could 
not catch the mail carrier, because the riders are usually expert. 

I agree that around cities like Baltimore, Philadelphia, Brook- 
lyn, New York, or Boston, where the street-railroad cars oy paler 
by electricity have penetrated, communication is easy and swift, 
and better mail service can be established. Consolidation would 
be a great benefit to communities so situated, but it ought to be 
done with discretion. It ought not to include the agricultural 
portions of the various States. No such lines as have been drawn 
around Brooklyn and Baltimore for from 15 to 20 miles ought to 
be permitted. 

I think the present Postmaster-General or the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General, who is a very capable and bright man, and, 
I think, one of the best we have ever had in the Department, has 
made the suggestion, though it did not originate with him, but 
he has emphasized it, that he ought to have a hundred districts 
in the country, with the Assistant Postmaster-General, if you 
please, or some important officer, to supervise the system within 
each district, to examine its workings, and to report uponit. It 
may be all right and it may be a wise provision, but lam opposed 
to abolishing these offices for the p of putting them under 
the civil service. That is all there is in it; that is the incentive 
and the motive—to get these small offices within the classified 


service. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I understood the Senator from Colorado to say 
that under existing law these consolidations were now being made, 
and I understood the Senator from Maryland to say that a town 
in his own county, 14 miles off, had been consolidated with the 
post-office at Baltimore. Will the Senator be kind enough to ex- 
plain to me how this amendment affects that, and how that con- 
solidation is to be prevented, or is to be aided, by this amendment 
in any way? 

Mr. GORMAN. It does not prevent the consolidation. The 
Postmaster-General has construed the present laws to give him 
this authority; and I rather think he is right about it, although 
there may be some doubt concerning it, but he finds this trouble 
in extending the system. He can not find the money to compen- 
sate the agents; he can not any longer use the amount of compen- 
sation which the postmasters at the small offices have received of 
forty, fifty, or one hundred dollars to pay the clerks, This pro- 
vision opens the door so that he can go to the general fund and 
use that,as I su pe has been done, to compensate those clerks. 

Mr. FRYE. en, to carry out the Senator’s pr ition and 
prevent this undemocratic and, as he says, unrepub method 
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of doing business, why is it not necessary to amend the bill and 


~~ e Postmaster-General from making any such consolida- 
0 

Mr. GORMAN. I should be delighted to do it within reason- 
able bounds, as I said a moment ago. Take the large towns 
around a great city like Baltimore, or Philadelphia, or Boston. 
In the instance given by the Senator from Massachusetts of Bos- 
ton and Cambridge and New York and Brooklyn there ought to 
be discretion, in my ju ent, in the Postmaster-General to per- 
mit such consolidation; for in those cases the community is homo- 
geneous, consisting of business people, and in all such cases there 
ought to be discretion, but the provision regarding it should be 


y drawn. 
Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me again? 
Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 
Why is not the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Colorado a necessary auxiliary to the existin wer of the 
Postmaster-General if he may now consolidate, and why should he 


not have, as provided in this amendment, the power of paying for | Mary 


the offices in the consolidated district? 

Mr. GORMAN. He has that power now, but if this amendment 
be adopted it will give him additional power to extend the system 
to any places he pleases, not only for 10 miles from the center of a 
city, but for 100 miles. At present he is limited in the i to 
which the extension can be applied because of the want of suf- 
ficient legislation to allow him the money to pay his clerks. This 
amendment a aid an enlargement of his power. 

Mr. HILL. I ask the Senator, under the bill as it now stands 
and under the amendment should it be adopted, if the only limita- 
tion is as to county seats? 

Mr. GORMAN. A provision has been already adopted as to 
county seats; but now the Senator from Colorado, the chairman 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, brings in another 
proviso, which enables the Postmaster-General to draw from the 
general fund a sufficient amount to pay all the men who may be 
employed in the substations. In other words, it gives him suffi- 
cient money for the first time to enlarge the scope of the opera- 
tion of this theory of his, which he can not do now because of 
the want of * 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator how far can the 
Postmaster-General, through the postmaster, for instance, in Bal- 
timore, extend these substations? 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no doubt he may embrace the whole 
State of Maryland. 

Mr. ALLEN. Over a hundred miles? 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no limit except the amount of money 


at his di 2 
Mr. ALLEN. Then the postmaster at Baltimore would be prac- 
tically the postmaster of land? 


Mr. GORMAN. He would be, and it would be the same in any 
other State. There is absolutely no limit except as to the amount 
of money. 

Mr. BATE. How about the postmasters at county towns? 

Mr. GORMAN. As to the postmasters of county towns, the 
amendment has been adopted. As I said to the Senate before, in 

uite a number of these cases, two, I think, in my own State—I 
do not know how many in others, but there are quite a number— 
the office at the county seat, being a Presidential office, has been 
abolished and subagents appointed to fill the office, 

Mr. BATE. How can that be done? 

Mr. GORMAN. By the order of the Postmaster-General, as 
Senators will find if they read the rt which the Senator from 
3 has made, Report No. 592, which was placed on our desks 

esterday. 

5 Mr. WHITE. Ifthe Senator from Maryland will permit me a 
question in reference to this matter, I will say that I notice on 
page 5 of the report to which the Senator refers that there is a 
recommendation that the sum of 52,000,000 be taken from the 
1 for the salaries of postmasters, and that in place 
of this an increase of $1,500,000 be added to the appropriation for 
clerk hire.” Has that been done in this bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. The amendment now pending, rted by 
the Senator from Colorado, enables the Postmaster. eral to 
take any amount of this money. There is no limit to it, as I 
Se I ask the Senator from Colorado if I am correct in 


t? 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, ee unfortu- 
nately, is that the effect of this amendment is not to enlarge the 
8 of the Postmaster-General in the application of the fund. 

should be very glad if it did. I understand—I should be glad 
to have the chairman of the Committee on Ap iations correct 
me if I am wrong, as I am very apt to be [laughter]—that the 
effect of this amendment is simply to declare the opinion of Con- 
gress that it recognizes the right of the Postmuster-General to 
80 distribute, coalesce, and consolidate these offices as the public 
business require. The necessary effect will be at a subse- 
quent Congress that the necessary appropriations will be changed 


from such sums as are applicable to fourth-class postmasters, so 

that they will be gradually applied, as necessity may require, to 

the payment of clerks. I take it that that will be so. should 

be very glad if this amendment did enlarge the powers of the 

Postmaster-General; but I do not see that it does, and I ask the 

en of the Committee on Appropriations to tell me if it 
OPS. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON, If the pending provision shall be added to the 
appropriation for clerk hire it will place the clerks at the sub- 
stations in the city post-offices upon the same plane as the clerks 
in the post-offices themselves; they will be paid out of the same 
appropriation, and will be employed, as now, practically by the 
Postmaster-General under one of the divisions of the Post-Office 
Department. 

As to the . for postmasters, if the Senator from 
land allow me a moment further in answer to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], we have 
appropriated here 816,250,000 for the salaries of ters, the 
Postmaster-General saying that the amount needed is $17,000,000. 
So we have appropriated in this bill $750,000 less than the Post- 
Office ent says is necessary for the payment of the sala- 
ries of postmasters; and those salaries, being fixed by law, must 
iter through a deficiency bill to the extent of the ciency in 
1 5 I should a les ask the Pona 3 Iowa if 
the $750,000 is necessary why it is not appropria 

Mr. ALLISON. According to the statement just made by the 
Senator from California, if this new system is applied to the whole 
country it will reduce $2,000,000 on postmasters and increase a 
million and a half on clerks, and thus save a half million dollars. 
So we have gone at least part way in this bill thus far, by reduc- 
ing the compensation of postmasters from the estimate to the 
extent of $750,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. I want to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations what is the necessity for this amendment, if it 
does not the powers of the Postmaster-General or empower 
him to pay these clerks? I want to call his attention to the pro- 
vision contained in the bill. It reads: 


For 3 to clerks in fices, $10,500,000; $600,000 of which shall 
be available and used in payment of clerk hire in third and fourth class sep- 
arating post-offices. 


If the Senator is correct that the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado does not enlarge that, I do not understand it. 
Let me read the proposed amendment as it now stands: 

Provided, however, That whenever, by order of the Postmaster-General, any 
2 n 21 0 same, 6 93 of 8 subi 
tion may then be paid out of the appropriation. 

I say that is an enlargement of the powers of the Postmaster- 
General. To-day he has not the power to pay the clerks out of 
that fund to the extent which is necessary for him to conduct his 
scheme of consolidation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, Iam glad to have the Senator 
from Maryland state that he does not think this power exists now. 
I am not absolutely familiar with the details of the administra- 
tion of the postal laws as to compensation to clerks. I will illus- 
trate by taking the city of Chicago, where there are a dozen sub- 
stations. Thecost of maintaining those substations is paid out of 
the compensation and allowances to the postmaster at Chicago. If 
he fixes a salary for a substation he can, as I understand, assi 
any one of the clerks in that post-office to the substation. If the 
clerk has a salary of $300 or $600 or $900, or any other sum, he will 
earn it in that substation. If that be true, this consolidation, so 
called, is nothing more than the abolition or discontinuance of cer- 
tain ffices, and the people whoare supplied from Wr eter 
are drawn into the substations of the oy post-office. that be 
so the substations come under the general provision. That is my 
idea. I believe that is the law now. If that is to be enlarged so 
as to take $2,000,000 or $1,000,000, by gathering in all the post- 
offices in a community, I can quite understand that it would be 
necessary to dee ee the present system as to the deliv: 
of mails to those officesand the payment of those who are charged 
with the duty of delivering letters. ButIdo not understand that 
that is the project here; at least it is not so disclosed so far as I 
have seen. 

The intention is simply to gather around the large cities the 
small offices, and make them substations or branch offices to the 
main office. That powa may be abused, but I am surprised to 
hear an intimation here that it has been abused. I hope that will 
turn out not to be true, but it seems to me that it is a reasonable 
thing to trust the Postmaster-General not to abuse this power as 
against the wish and will of the community which receives its 
mail at these little or great offices. I know of nothing about 
which the people of a locality are more sensitive than having a 
post-office taken away from them or having any of the privileges 
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as to the prompt delivery of mail taken away from them at any 
time. Therefore I had 3 and still suppose, that if we 


should agree to this amendment there would be some sense and 
iscrimination in the exercise of the powers already in the law 
and only recognized by this amendment. 

If it be true that the Postmaster-General has not now the power 
to fix the compensation of the clerks at substations, of course that 
power ought to be given him, and I suppose it is given in this 
amendment. My impression was that the power existed now 
without the amendment; but the Senator from Maryland has ex- 
amined the law upon that subject and thinks the power does not 
eniak while I have not made any special examination on that 
point. 

Mr. CULLOM. The power has been exercised, has it not? 

Mr. GORMAN, No, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. I supposed it had been. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is the object of the amendment. I will 
illustrate it by the offices right here under our eyes. The law 
fixes the compensation of a postmaster to-day by the receipts of 
his office from the salesof stamps. The postmasters at small offices 
get from $30 up to two or three hundred dollars; the salaries of 
the Presidential offices are fixed according to theirreceipts. When 
the consolidation took place in the office at the county seat of the 
county in which I reside, where the postmaster’s compensation 
was fixed by the receipts of the office—twelve or fourteen hundred 
dollars—he was appointed as a clerk or a keeper of a substation, 
and his compensation was fixed at one-half, we will say, of what 
his compensation was as postmaster. The salary of the postmaster 
of adjoining post-office, which was consolidated, was only $25. 
No substation man could be employed there forthatsum. Owing 
to the Srpen of the letter carrier on his bicycle running out 10 
or 12 miles from Baltimore on the turnpike road, the delivery 
could not be had at any such amount. So the Postmaster-General 
found he was embarrassed under the present law in paying for 
the number of clerks it was necessary to employ, instead of the 
small postmasters appointed under the general law. Hence the 
enlargement of that provision becomes necessary if this scheme is 
to be extended. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, if I understand the Senator from Mary- 
land, the effect of this scheme would be to increase to a certain 
degree the expenditures rather than to diminish them, because 
these men would not take care of the substations as they now do 
for the letter postage. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Postmaster-General's statement and his 
belief is, Ihave no doubt, that in the end he will probably save a 
large amount; at all events, that is his assertion. This plan has 
not yet gone far enough to test it; it is a mere speculation. The 
estimate of its cost is as wild, I think, as the estimates of the 
amount of revenue to be derived from the revenue bill which we 

assed several years ago, and alsoof the revenue to be derived 

m the last bill. Nobody to-day knows just how it will work 
out, but the Postmaster-General can not carry it out to the extent 
he desires without some such provision as that now pending. It 
must go on, then, if we can not prohibit it, as I should like to do, 
outside of the corporate limits of the great cities, with a few ex- 
ceptions I have named. I want to limit it by the amount of mone 
he can use. Let the lawremain as it is; let the experiment whic 
is going on in several of our great cities be tried for a year or two 
until we can ascertain what will be its effect. 

I am loath to have the Post-Office Department enter upon a 
scheme which will remove the post-offices from the people. The 
whole tendency of legislation, the whole thought of the country, 
it seems, at this time, if we are to believe the press, is that you 
are to discredit the people, to take away from them all power 
under the Government, to remove from the people of the com- 
munities any power to determine who are to their public 
servants. 

Good as civil service may be for the great Departments of the 
Government, I do not believe in it when it comes to these small 
offices, which belong to the people and which are of them. 

I believe, Mr. President, that this Government will be a failure 
if we are to have guardians appointed for the people, if we are to 
have a permanent tenure in all these small offices which are 
scat through the country. When changes are made in such 
offices they are denounced as part of the spoils system. Nobody 
cares for the small post-offices so far as en power is con- 
cerned. There is no political power in the small post-offices in 
the country districts so long as they are scattered, so long as the 
eax mages are the servants of the people, selected by the resi- 

ents of the neighborhood without regard to politics, or with 
regard to politics, if you please. I do not want to see a system 
inau ted which will take the men of the counties of the State 
in which I reside to the city of Baltimore to consult with a post- 
master to be selected by and from that city, who has no interest 
in their small affairs. I want to see those ple continue now, 
as they have for a hundred years, to feel t they have a right 
to go di y to the Postmaster-General or to his agent in their 


neighborhood, the man whom they have selected. I am against 
this consolidation in ey ing wherever it can be prevented by 
legislation. With all we can do it is impossible to restrain it. 

have seen, Mr. President, under the guise of civil-service re- 
form, men who shouted loudest in my own party use this very 
system, which is now attempted to be broadened and enlarged, as 
a powerful political machine to bring about results while they 
were clamoring and crying for civil-service reform and protesting 
that they were the only honest men. I take the case of the Balti- 
more post-office, enlarged as it has been. It embraces two entire 
Congressional districts, and reaches now, with this enlargement, 
to two more districts, not the entire districts, but within the dis- 
tricts, making it in touch with four of the six Congressional 
districts in the State of Maryland. From headquarters came 
the order to this man with 3 power to select the men who 
should be sent to the Congress of the United States, and at least 
one of them came. I would limit the power by keeping those 
offices spread throughout the country in the hands of the people. 
lam sorry to say—and I do it without any disrespect—that we 
have been following too closely on the line we have charged has’ 
been the practice on the other side. 

Mr. President, I trust the amendment will not be adopted. Let 
the law remain as it is. Let the experiment which has been in- 
au ted be tried in Boston and Brooklyn and Baltimore and 
Chicago and the other large cities; permit the consolidation of 
the offices within the corporate limits of those cities or within 
given territory, but do not extend the system, for it will be 
abused, as it has been abused. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I desire to say but a very few words 
in reference to this subject; and I am sorry that, with respect to 
it, I am obliged to rea gor to some extent with the distinguished 
Senator from Marylan . GORMAN]. I think the amendment 
ought to be adopted, and the reason for its adoption, in my opin- 
ion, which controls my judgment more than almost any other, is 
twofold. First, that perhaps there will be some improvement in 
the service; and I think there must be some improvement in the 
service resulting from its adoption. But the second one is that I 
think it will prove astep in the gradual extension of the principles 
of civil-service reform, as it is called, over the post-office sys- 
tem of the United States. There has been so much exploitation 
of civil-service reform by those who use the subject only to talk 
about it and to attract attention to themselves in regard to it that 
I do not care to spend any time arraying myself among the class 
of those who favor the principle for any other reason than because 
I believe it is the true principle for the maintenance of democratic 
institutions in the country. I do not use the term “‘democratic” 
in a political sense or with reference to any division of party. I 
use it in the sense of the principles which I profess as necessary to 
the maintenance of the system of republican government which 
we enjoy. 

Mr. FRYE. No one suspected the distinguished Senator of 
such a use of the word, because everyone now understands that 
it would not have commended the amendment to the American 


le. 
We VILAS. Imust decline to make a trivial jest with my dis- 
tinguished friend the Senator from Maine when we are discussing 
something which I would prefer should be quite removed from 
partisan politics, and to discuss it upon the basis of a larger view. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam glad the Senator reco s it as a jest. 

Mr. VILAS. Perhaps something might be said on that subject 
in view of some recent developments which may lead us to hope 
that the American people are not quite ready to be sold or bought. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator is taking me altogether too seriously. 

Mr. VILAS. Ah! 

Mr. FRYE. Altogether too seriously. 

Mr. VILAS. Fora great many years there have been gradual, 
moderate efforts to improve the postal service of thiscountry. It 
has grown and developed with enormous rapidity. Within ten 
years 20,000 new post-offices have been added. There is no coun- 
try in the world ve cet anything like the number of post- 
offices that the Uni States affords to its people. Its use of 
railroads for the transportation of the mails is so t that almost 
as many miles of railroad are in the employ of the United States 
postal service as in all the rest of the globe combined. 

The laws which control the system were devised at a very early 
day, when the post-office was p in the hands of the Postmas- 
ter-General, and he himself in the first place declined to accept 
the appropriation which Congress made for an assistant, because 
he said he found himself able to do all the work of the office him- 
self. But without much change in the system there has been a 
tremendous spread of its extension until the number of people em- 

loyed in the Department now is probably not less than 150,000. 
It is necessary in such a vast force of men that there should be 
some division and separation, some orders established, as it were, 
in the arrangement of the force. : 

I do not understand, when we come to the particular subject of 
the post-offices, that anything very extraordi is to be done 
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with the post-offices as they exist under the policy which the Post- 
master-General Proponer to try to a certain extent. Small post- 
offices lying within a district of country which may be better 
governed by one postmaster will be discontinued. In their place 
a station will be established. The clerk in charge of that station 
takes the place of the postmaster who was there. He will con- 
duct the office substantially as the postmaster did. He can sp 
ply every convenience and advantage which the postmaster could 
supply to that community. He is just as much the servant of that 
community, he is just as much to belong to them, he is to be their 
man, to live with them, as he would be under the present system. 
The postmaster is appointed at Washington. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Wisconsin will allow me for a 
moment. Is there any law rs Samia actual residence in the town 
where the post-office is located? 

Mr. VILAS. ‘The statute requires the postmaster to live in the 


town. ‘ $ 

Mr. HILL. The clerk, however, can live in the city and be 
sent out into the rural district? 

Mr. VILAS. It can be very easily corrected, if it is necessary. 

Mr. HILL. It is a fact that he can be sent there? There is no 
law to the contrary? 

Mr. . Perha 
clerk shall live in the 

Mr. HILL. If that be true, the clerk has not the same relations 
to the locality as has the postmaster who lives among the people 
and is a resident of the community. 

Mr. VILAS. So far as the le provision is concerned, there 
may be a slight difference. So far as the practical result is con- 
cerned, there can be none, in all probability. 

The Postmaster-General now possesses the power to establish 
an office, to discontinue an office, to define the districts of country 
over which the authority of the office shall extend, to appoint the 
clerks, to assign them their compensation. I should prefer that 
the word salary“ in the amendment should be changed to com- 
pensation,” because we do not fix salaries for the clerks. The 
phrase generally employed, I believe, is ‘‘compensation.” I 
merely mention that and call attention to it in passing. The 
Postmaster-General does not, as I understand it, intend to sweep 
away the system of post-offices in thiscountry. Itmay have hap- 
pened that in some particular instance an injury has been sus- 
tained or some wrong thing has been done. It would be a wonder 
if something of the kind did not happen in the administration of 
a system so vast. But if there be any fault of that kind, itis ordi- 
narily immediately corrected when the facts are re ted to 
that officer. It may be expected that a mistake of the kind will 
always be promptly corrected. If not, there is the same authority 
to correct the abuse of power which is intrusted to him that 
exists now. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
a question or two which I regard as very important. Do I under- 
stand that as the law exists now and as it is proposed to perfect it, 
the Postmaster-General may, for instance, say that a post-office 
50 miles from the city of Omaha in the country shall be a subpost- 
office of Omaha? 

Mr. VILAS. The law as it stands now gives the Postmaster- 

General power to establish or discontinue a post-office at pleasure. 
It gives Mim power to establish substations within any post-office 
district, and it is within his power to define what the post-office dis- 

; trict shall be. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I understand the Senator to assert this 

Mr. VILAS. But I wish to add that it is not to be presumed 

that a law which has existed like that since the beginning of the 
Government, since the establishment of the Post-Office Depart- 

ment under Benjamin Franklin, is to be abused as is indicated by 
that question. 

| Mr. ALLEN. But I do not understand that since the time of 

Benjamin Franklin the law has existed to establish subpost-offices. 

I understand that the power to establish or abolish a post-office 
exists, but what I want to know of the Senator 

Mr. VILAS. It has existed since the system was begun. 

Mr. ALLEN. What I want to know of the Senator is how long 

there has been a law upon our statute books that would authorize 

| the postmaster of the city of Baltimore, for instance, to create 
su -offices beyond the corporate limits of that city? 

i . VILAS, Ithink since the system was N devised. 

Mr. ALLEN. Since the system was originally devised? 

Mr. VILAS. Yes. The law now directs, and always has di- 
rected, eve: ing within the postal service to be done by the 
Postmaster-General. The law says the Postmaster-General shall 
stamp and back stamp letters. The Postmaster-General carries 
the mail. The Postmaster-General does everything. Con 
simply provides him with authority to employ means to do it. 
Originally postmasters were known as and called deputy post- 

masters, because they were the deputies only of the Postmaster- 
General. The phrase “deputy” was afterwards dropped. 

' Mr, ALLEN. The question 1 put to the Senator, which he 


the law does not explicitly say that a 
istrict where he serves. 


, 


does not answer—at least I have not heard his answer—is, how long 
has the Postmaster-General had the right, for instance, to create 
a subpost-office to the main 3 of the city of Baltimore 


beyond the corporate limits of the city of Baltimore? 
. LODGE. He has always had it. 

Mr. VILAS.. I think he has enjoyed the same right that he now 
has since the Government of the United States was instituted 
aog the Post-Office Department was established, if I am not mis- 

en. 

Mr. LODGE. He has always had it. 

Mr. VILAS. He has always had it. 

Mr. ALLEN. How long has the system of substations been in 
existence? 

Mr. VILAS. A very great many years. Ican not undertake 
to tell the Senator when the first substation was established. 
Probably it was in the city of New York. But it must be under- 
stood that there is a vast difference in the character and classes of 


substations. The Postmaster-General now has in the city of New 
Soe oy a hundred stations where nothing ispermitted but 
e 


e of ranpa, others where letters are received and trans- 
mitted, others where money orders may be issued, others where 
various different descriptions of business may be done, so as to 
accommodate, by all the various agencies that he can provide, 
the community which is to be served. 

This system is 5 new. It is merely to do for a commu- 
nity at large just what has been done ever since there was a ne- 
cessity for it by the growth of population in localities, 

Mr. ALLEN. If the position of the Senator from Wisconsin is 
correct, what is there to prevent the Postmaster-General from 
making, for instance, a post-office 400 miles across the entire width 
of the State of Nebraska a substation of the post-office at Omaha? 

Mr. VILAS. We do not as a rule have Postmasters-General 
made of that stuff. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask what is there in the laws to prevent it? 

Mr. VILAS. There is nothing in the law to prevent it. What 
is there in the law to prevent the Chief Justice of the United 
States from doing something unbecoming his station and abusing 
the lofty trust which is reposed in him? 

Mr. ALLEN. There is the power of impeachment. 

Mr. VILAS. The power of im hment rests with Congress 
as regards the Postmaster-General equally as with respect to the 
Chief Justice. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well, If under existing law the Postmaster- 
General may—I am not saying certain whether or not he will 
establish a subpost-office 400 miles from the city of Omaha, then 
the Postmaster-General may make the postmaster at Omaha the 
postmaster-general of the State of Nebraska, with every office 
under his control, and he may send from that city or from any 
other place a citizen, 400 miles from where he lives, to actas agent 
or 5 in a given community. Is not that true? 

r. WOLCOTT. I suggest that some of the railway mail 
clerks are much farther from home than that. 

Mr. 2 res I know; and Congress last year, when it was 
suggested 

r. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will not 
undertake to avoid the question. 

Mr. VILAS. I have not. I think I have answered it fully. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Postmaster-General has the power, then, if 
he sees fit to exercise it, and we have to trust to his honesty or 
knowledge of the fitness of things as to whether he will exercise it. 

Mr. VILAS. I think the Postmaster-General has almost a ple- 
nary, đespotic power over the postal service. 

Mr. ALLEN. He has the power to send into the community 
where I reside a man from a place 400 miles distant, who is to act 
as postmaster and distribute the mails to my people. 

Mr. VILAS. Let me say—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Has he that power? 

Mr. VILAS. Let me say to the Senator that he has the power 
to appoint a postmaster for the city in which the Senator resides, 
subject, perhap, in that case, to confirniation by the Senate, from 
any place, and all that the law requires is that he shall be a resi- 
dent of that city while he is postmaster. 

Mr. ALLEN. That does not answer the question. 

Mr. VILAS. It shows what great power 

Mr. ALLEN. The question is, has he the power to send a man 
from a point 300 or 400 miles distant from where those people live 
to administer the affairs of their office? 

Mr. VILAS. Isuppose he has power now to send one a thou- 
sand miles. 

= ALLEN. Yes; and the Senator wants to increase that 
power. 

Mr. VILAS. Not at all. I do not propose to interfere with 
that power. I am simply proposing to regulate its exercise. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does not the Senator think that the power should 
be curtailed and that the Postmaster-General should be confined 
in the creation of substations to the corporate limits within which 
the main office is situated? 
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Mr. VILAS. I do not. I think the power should be left sub- 


stantially as it is. 

Mr. LEN. ThenI understand the Senator wants to take the 
power out of the hands of the people in their own community and 
centralize it in the hands of some one man in the State or in the 
hands of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. VILAS. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska 
is very far off. What power have the people now over a post- 


master? 

Mr. ALLEN. They have this power: By the established cus- 
tom of the country, which has become a law, the master must 
come from the community where the post-office is situated. He 
must be a member of that community whom the people approve— 
that is, whom they know and who can be answerable to them 
while he administers the affairs of the office, and not only at that 
9 in his social, his business, and his political relations for 

e. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator if he has not 
known of a great many instances—and if he has not, I presume 
other Senators have—where postmasters have been imported from 
a considerable distance to localities they eee A served as 
postmasters? Does he not know also that in a great many in- 
stances postmasters have been appointed whose appointments 
were by no means in accordance with the desires and wishes of the 
communities they served? 

Mr. ALLEN. I have known of the latter, but I have never 
known of the former. 

Mr. VILAS. There have been instances of the former. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not think the American people would toler- 
ate the importing of a man from one State or section of a State 
into another section of it to act as postmaster forthem. There 
may be some instances—— 

. agree entirely with the Senator from Nebraska 
that there is a force of public opinion which no officer of the Gov- 
ernment would wantonly disregard, but it would be just as effica- 
cious in ie to the appointment of clerks at stations where 
those post- offices were as it is now with respect to the appointment 
of the little postmasters, so called, who serve them. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me 
for a moment? 

Mr. VILAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. GORMAN. Does not the Senator know the fact that the 
moment the offices are consolidated they go into the classified 
service? The moment that occurs the appointment of the substa- 
tion agent or clerk must come from the classified civil-service list, 
and it will not be within the er of the Postmaster-General to 
select a resident of the neighborhood. He will have to take the 
first on the civil-service list, and he may be a resident of a place 
200 miles distant. If the consolidation takes place there is no help 
forit. It reas the right of the people in this respect. 

Mr. VILAS. t me answer the question first in this way. 
The first superintendent is the man now there. 

Mr. GORMAN. That depends upon circumstances. 

Mr. VILAS. The Postmaster-General’s universal rule would 
be necessarily so. He makes the postmaster in charge of the office 
the clerk in ch of the station. 

Mr. PLATT. He may not wish to remain as such, though. 

Mr. VILAS. No, he may not; and then the civil-service rules, 
I understand, require that the eligible list from which clerks are 
chosen shall be made up of residents of the locality. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Wisconsin to this fact. I had occasion to investigate it a short 
time ago as respects a citizen of my own State. The Senator from 
Maryland is wrong in his statement that the Postmaster-General 
must take the first person on the classified list, He may go down 
to the very bottom of the list. A man may pass a ect exam- 
ination under the civil-service rule and may be eligible and remain 
upon the list for years and never receive an appointment, while 
some other man who has taken the examination is selected for an 
office. I know it from the fact that I investigated the matter some 
time W N reference to a citizen of my State. 

Mr. . Ihave no doubt at all that there have been many 
abuses and gross mistakes made in the administration of that law, 
as there may be in the administration of any new law. 

Mr. ALLEN One question more. Supposea man living in the 
community where the post- office substation is located should pass 
an examination and be placed upon the classified list. What is to 
prevent the Postmaster-General from selecting some one from some 
other community, to pay a political debt possibly or a personal 
obligation, and sending him to that community to administer the 
affairs of the office? 3 

Mr. VILAS. I think the rules of the civil service governin: 
the mode of choice sufficiently provide to prevent the exercise o 
any such capricious or malicious authority. 

Mr. BAT Is not the Postmaster-General absolutely denied 
‘the right to appoint to one of those substations anybody outside of 


the civil service, although those on the eligible list may live ever 


so far away? 

_ Mr. VILAS. Isu he would be obliged, except in the first 
instance, to make the appointment, when the office is brought 
within the classified service, on the same principle upon which 
clerks are appointed in other offices now. 

Mr. BATE. Has it not now gone so far in the classified service 
as to deny to the Postmaster-General the pore: to appoint any- 
one who may be a favorite in the neighborhood or anyone outside 
of the classified service, though there may be no one living in the 
pe omens who is on the eligible list? Is he not denied that right 
now 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me on 
this point? 

Mr. VILAS. Iwill. The Senator from Massachusetts wanted 
to interrupt me a few moments ago. 

Mr. LODGE. I merely wish to say that the appointments in 
the classified service to local offices are made from the locality. 
They can not be made from elsewhere. 

Mr. GORMAN. They are made from the States. 

Mr. LODGE. I think they are made from the locality. 

Mr. GORMAN. No; from the State. 

Mr. LODGE. No. For instance, take the custom-honse at 
Boston or Baltimore. A man can not be sent from Washington 
and put into the post-office or the custom-house at Baltimore or 


Mr. GORMAN. But any 

Mr. LODGE, If the Senator from Maryland will allow me, in 
the substations the clerks of course are simply detailed from the 
force of the office. They are all, as a matter of fact, citizens of 
Boston or of Baltimore, within the Baltimore and Boston dis- 
tricts. I wish before I sit down to ask the Senator a question 
which I have been trying to ask him. The Senator from Mary- 
land gave the impression that thisisanew movement. Am I not 
right in saying that this consolidation in the metropolitan districts 
has extended over some years? Certainly it has been going on in 
Boston for ten or fifteen years. 

Mr. VILAS. It has been ually going on for a great many 
years. When I was in the Department I re pushing 
the very system of extending the consolidation of offices witha 
view to the improvement of the service. But there were somany 
difficulties pressing at the time and there were so many other 
directions in which p tion was necessary for changes gradu- 
ally coming over the Department that it was impossible to un- 
dertake this improvement, or if was thought inexpedient then to 
undertake it. I believe it will prove a great benetit and a great 
advantage to every community where one of these stations is 
located, and that instead of resulting in being poorly served they 
will enjoy a great deal more facility in respect to the use of the 
postal service. 

Mr. BATE. As a matter of fact, the Senator from Wisconsin 
has not answered my question, if I understand him. 

Mr. VILAS. I perhapsdid not hear the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE. Has the Postmaster-General—— 

Mr. VILAS. I yielded to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 


LODGE]. 

Mr. YATE. The Senator from Wisconsin yielded to the author 
of the amendment. Does the right now exist in the Postmaster- 
General to appoint to one of the substations anyone outside of the 
civil service, no matter how far those on the eligible list may re- 
8 — the city or the locality where the service is to be per- 

ormed? 

Mr. VILAS. Except in the first instance, I understand not. 

Mr. BATE. Then my question went further. Suppose there 
is no one in that district, or around anywhere near the city, who 
belongs to the civil service, are.they not going to import a man 
who may be objectionable to the people, and have they the right 
to do that under the law? 

Mr. VILAS. As I understand it, all the eligibles for appoint- 
ment toa post-office within a certain district must be made up 
from citizens within that post-office district. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, no, Mr. President. 

Mr. VILAS. I may be mistaken. I do not profess a particular 
knowledge of the rules of the Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. RMAN. The law is and the rule is that fora —- 
in the custom-house in the city of Baltimore a resident of Mary- 
land may apply, and so with regard to the post-office at Baltimore. 
So no matter in what part of the State a person may reside he is 
eligible to an examination, and if he passes it he is entitled to a 
5 when his name is reached. It embraces the whole 

tate. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam under the impression that the Senator from 
Maryland is mistaken in regard to post-offices like the post-office 
in Baltimore. I think the rules do not admit the authority of the 
postmaster at Baltimore to appoint except from an eligible list 
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made up from citizens of Baltimore or of the district which is com- | they must 3 the rules fixed by the President for the 


prised within the Baltimore post-office. ; 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do not think perhaps the Senator from Wis- 
consin correctly understood the Senator from ‘Tennessee ye 
Bare]. Iunderstood the Senator from Tennessee to ask if there 
was no one fitted to fill the office or to pass the examination in the 
locality where the post-office was, what would happen? I under- 
stand that under the rules of the Civil Service Commission, if 
there is nobofy in the community who cares to act or who is intel- 
ligent enough to act, then the law permits the postmaster to go 
somewhere else and find a man who will act. 

i I did not understand that to be the question of 
the Senator from Tennessee, 

Mr. BATE. I ask if the postmaster is not denied the right of 
appointing anyone unless he belongs to the civil service in that 
community? ï do not care how many there may be there who are 
capable and who might desire it, or might be popular with the 

le, and they might ask for their appointment, yet he is con- 

ed to the rule of the civil service in appointing some one who 
belongs to the district. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Tennessee talks as if be- 
longing to the civil service was like belonging to a fire company. 
Anyone who is 21 years of age and sound in health can present 
himself for examination. Four times a year or oftener there are 
examinations held, and anybody in a community is eligible to be 
examined, The civil service board go around and make as many 
stations as ible to receive applicants for examination, and the 
members of each community have a chance to be examined. If 
a vacancy occurs there is an examination, and anybody in the 
community may be examined. 

Mr. BATE. I suppose, then, the man will have to wait after he 
has been examined. I have had something to do with the rule in 
trying to get pe aga In making the selection, they begin 
at the top, and the first three have to be chosen, I understand, and 
you can not go beyond that. I understand that they must make 
the selection in that way. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But giving preference to the locality. 

Mr. LODGE. The entire three may be rejected by the appoint- 
ing officers. . 

r. VILAS. Mr. President, I do not propose to spend much 
time in discussing the rules of the Civil Service Commission or 
the method by which they make their appointments. I only de- 
sire to say if these rules uire amendment in order to perfect 
that system, let us amend them and perfect them. That is not 
the question I am now debating. I am merely insisting now that 
we shall get a far better service and that we shall very much 
relieve the conntry by the regulation of the saan of post-offices 
so that we shall not have a vast number of independent post- 
offices scattered through the country to the extent that now pre- 
vails under no local supervision or control. 

When I was in the Department, I asked Congress to give $100,000 
extra for the inspection force one year in order that we might in- 
spect the t-offices of the country. Congress made the appro- 
priation for a particular inspection, and the post-offices were in- 
spected by a systematic examination such as had never before 
taken place in the country. It was found that in these little local 
post-oftices in remote quarters of the country gross abuses were 
perpetrated upon the service; that men obtained for themselves as 
much as $1,000 a year for salary when there was not in reality $50 
of legitimate business in the oftice. 

Mr. BATE. Will the Senator pardon me? He has had more 
experience than any other Senator, having been Postmaster- 
General. Was this system of substations in vogue when he was 
Postmaster-General, and did heever make an appointment outside 
ofa ed iar te 

Mr. VILAS. Substations were in existence long before I was 
Postmaster-General. There were many substations established 
by my order, and the postmaster in every case made the appoint- 
ment at those substations. 

Mr. BATE. But did he make the appointment from a list of 
eligibles after a civil-service examination? 

Mr, VILAS. If the post-office was in the classified service, he 
did; if it was not within the classified service, he did not. The 
practice is simply this, let me say, so far as the Postmaster-General 
is concerned: He considers the service at a particular locality, 
sometimes upon reports of inspectors, sometimes he depends upon 
the report of the postmaster, and at other times sends ont a com- 
mission for a special inquiry. Then he awards to that post-office 
so many clerks at such a salary; so many at such other salaries; so 
many in charge of stations; so many as assistants at statious; so 
many for a minor station where it is allowed, perhaps, $25 a year. 
Then the postmaster makes the appointments. 

Mr. BATE. Have they a right to go to all ages? Are they not 
required to take ms between 40 years and 20 years, and does 
not that rule disfranchise two-thirds of the population? 


. VILAS. Wheneverthe office is within the service, 


guidance of the Civil Service Commission, but when it is not, the 
postmaster exercises his own discretion, subject to the review of 
the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. BATE. He is confined to those ages, is he not? 

Mr. VILAS. Notin the latter case. ere are a great many— 
probably thousands—clerks in post-offices who are under the age 
of 20 years, and I suppose that will always be permitted; I pre- 
sume in many of the cities persons under that age may now be 
employed. Iam not quite certain in r t to that fact, however. 

Mr. BATE. Pardon me; are those rules established by an act of 
legislation or is it done simply by a regulation of the Post-Office 
Department? 

Mr. VILAS. The rules of the Civil Service Commission are 

rescribed by the President under the authority given to him 
the act establishing the Civil Service Commission. They are, 
of course, in the first instance, prepared by the Civil Service Com- 
mission after a long study and examination into the nature of the 
case for which they are devised, but none of them have force 
until they receive approval, and thus may be said to receive 
the force of the President, to whom Congress has com- 
mitted the authority. Itis just so with the regulations of the 
Army and the regulations of the Navy. The President is dele- 
pase with the anthority. 

Mr. BATE. One is a military and the other a civil department. 
I think there is a great difference. 

Mr. VILAS. 8 there is a great difference between 
them. There is great difference in the methods. But I want to 
add another thing. 

I was about to explain that by reason of a very careful inspec- 
tion of the post-offices which took place, and systematically, so 
that one section after another was swept with the examination as 
with a broom, no office being omitted from it, it was found that 
so many offices ought to be discontinued and so much saving was 
actually effected in the obliteration of abuses that the cost of the 
inspection was very much more than repaid by the immediate 
saving effected as its result. 

This simply shows that whatthe Postmaster-General says in his 
letter is true, that there is needed some more immediate and direct 
inspection of the various local post- offices. How is it possible for 
the Postmaster-General or either of his four assistants to make an 
inspection of the offices even witn the aid of the force of 
ors, who are generally very useful men and very effective men? 
I want to say right here that Iam obliged to the Committee on 
Appropriations for one thing they have done in this bill. The 
have amended the provision which the House inserted that woul 
change the rate of expense for an inspector from $4 a day to $3 a 
day. If weare going to effect savings in the expenses of this 
country I trust they will not be of that nature. 

There is another consideration. Aside from the mere abuses 
which may be put upon the Department by these scattered postmas- 
ters without ang local supervision and control, there is great risk of 
loss. Perhaps it is not known to the extent to which it is worth 
while it should be known that there is in this country a system 
of thieves whose business it is to rob post-offices. It is well known 
by the inspecting force that there is a well established and organ- 
ized gang of thieves who devote their attention to post-oflices. 
They particularly fall upon the little isolated post-offices. There 
the postmaster is obli to get his stamps from the Department 
in order to supply the office, and almost invariably he carries a 
considerable amount in value of stamps. It is a very simple thi 
to rob such post-offices. The post-offices are often in stores, 
often when they are in separate buildings there are a great many 
ways by which burglars can effect entrance to the post-offices. 
If we had a system like this, we ee he to save a great deal in the 
mere matter of the burglaries which take place as well as in the 


se Wa 

Mr. TE. Can the Senator from Wisconsin state how much 
was lost during the last year by burglaries in the postal service of 
b VILAS Ti I could by ref the figures 

is g resume I co y referring to 3 

Mr. WHITE. È the Senator has not the figures at hand he need 
not spend the time. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I can refer to it. 

Mr. VILAS. It will be found in the report which lies on my 
table. It is usually a great many thousand dollars every year. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Wisconsin know whether 
the eee at the small offices are more dishonest than those 
at the larger ones? Does he mean to assert that the percentage of 
dishonesty is prener among them? 

Mr. VILAS. Not in the least. I am not speaking of the 
question of the honesty of tmasters in that respect. I am 
8 ing. of the exposure to thieves to which they are necessarily 
subjected. 

r. WOLCOTT. I dislike to interrupt the Senator from Wis- 
consin unless he wants me to do so, but I have looked up the 
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figures on his behalf, and can answer the Senator from California 
if he desires. 

Mr. VILAS. I will thank the Senator to do so. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Department lost last year $138,000 and 
upward for laries committed, outside of the bills which Con- 
gress passed, e Department can only settle claims of $2,000 
and under. 

Mr. MILLS. What was the amount of revenue paid in by all 
the post-offices of the United States? 

. WOLCOTT. I do not know. The Senator can easily look 


it up. 

Mr. ALLISON. About $85,000,000. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. This $138,000 was a part of it; that was taken 
in, if that is what the Senator from Texas desires to know. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I will not engage the attention of 
the Senate further in this matter. I have said a great deal more 
than I expected tosay. I merely wish to say in general that as 
the result of such experience as I have been able to have I think 
this is one of those steps which with care, with prudence, with 
good common sense, with gentle and reasonable effort ought to be 

adually pressed forward as a step in advance in the postal serv- 
ice and in the reformation of the business of the country. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, so far as I can discover the 
thing aimed at here is something Iam not friendly to. Some one 
says, and everybody knows it, that the Postmaster-General has 
always had the power to discontinue a post-office, to consolidate 
one, or to establish a branch of a pero ce. Certainly that was 
true a hundred years ago. We all know how it was exercised. 
But I deny that the law to that effect had in view anything what- 
ever of the system that is now submitted for our consideration. 
I do not like it. I prefer the old-fashioned post-office in the 
country districts and suburban villages. One must confess that 
in a place like Boston and the neighborhood around there, where 
there are half a dozen municipalities, all practically one now, 
where the means of communication are exceedingly facile and 
easy, it is quite proper perhaps to make branch stations of the 

eral office, as we have here in Washington and elsewhere. 
But that is a different thing from reaching out 5, 10, or 15 miles 
in the country and tanp the old-fashioned rural post-office, 
which is an institution in the affections and traditions and feel- 
ing of the people. 

ow, going out of my own town, Lean imagine paca you would 
not know anything about if I did name them, and you will find in 
some suburban village or country settlement one country store 
where by general consent the post-office has been kept for a gen- 
eration. ary likely it is a place of resort; it is a fountain of 
news; it answers the purpose of a clubhouse, in a certain way, for 
the people of that neighborhood. The postmaster and his father 
before him knew everybody in the town. If he saw a country 
wagon moving along he would go to the door and hail the man to 
know if he was going by Oak Lane. Les.“ Well, take along 
a weekly or religious newspaper or some letters to an old widow 
who lives out there. She has not been downtown this week.” A 
hundred things of that sort occur to every man who has had the 
pleasure of living in one of those simple regions. 

Now, there is to come to that little place some young gentleman 
who has happily passed a civil-service examination in the city 20 
miles off. He fo not know anybody there, he does not own a 
house, he has not a wife, he has not a shop at all, he has no place 
to put his post-office in, and the old postmaster does not look upon 
him with friendship and will not let him havea corner of the 
country store. What is he going to do? Who wants him, any- 
how? à 

As the old concern goes on now, when the citizens get uneasy 
about some management of the post-office they make trouble for 
the postmaster certainly, and when he is their friend he is the 
only intermediary between them and the great fountain of power 
here in Washington. Under your system they may make com- 
plaint to this civil-service clerk, and he will give his own impres- 
sion of it to a certain postmaster, and then it will, perhaps, goon 

it. 


to Washington or be entirely overruled in the of 
It is impossible to say that the ter—I pam. the 
clerk—under the new system shall be a resident of his coun 


ffice. It possibly might be the case, but he will more likely 

a foreign element injected there. I dislike this thing because 

in a certain way it comes out of a tendency common to human 
nature, and, as the Senator from Alabama said, human nature is 
a thing not confined to a few persons; it is pretty generally dif- 
fused. It comes out of a tendency to think that you can boss 
other people and do their business better than they can do it, and 
a tendency to put ee on earth in the form of a machine. 
I ama clvil-service man. I was chairman of the committee that 


the bill, and I worked for it with all my power for months, 
but there is a possibility of carrying it to the ridiculous. If you 
carry out these forms and these ideas of minute organization and 
centralization of power, taking it away from the locality, you will 


not find in the end, in my judgment, that you have made any spe- 
cial improvement in the mo or in the business of the commu- 
nity. It is making a sort of military organization of it, gath- 
ering them into one shop like the handsin a factory or the soldiers 
in a company, to be under a central discipline. The central post- 
master will have 50 or 100 postmasters in his district, and he will 
have, if he chooses to exercise it, obviously a great deal more po- 
litical power than he has now. Inevitably the men he has anes 
him will be more his slaves than anybody in the old-fashioned 
post-office, and it will be done under a machine known as the Civil 
Service Commission, carried to an extreme. 
I Ido not like it. It is against the feeling, the old-fashioned feel- 
ing, of what the post-office ought to be. e postmaster, as a rule, 
is a respectable and capable man. Asarule the people collect the 
$85,000,000, and throughout the great body of the country the 
postmasters are practically chosen by the neighborhood. had 
some experience as a member of the House, where I was supposed 
to select the postmasters over two counties. I do not think that 
T ever selected one. My practice was to write to one or two lead- 
ing citizens in the locality when I found there was to be a resig- 
nation or heard there was a death and say, Put half a dozen or 
ten names of your best men to an application for the man you 
think ought to be postmaster.” Then I looked it over and said, 
I know these men; that is allright. Whatever they say is just 
what the neighborhood wants.” I simply viséd or indorsed it and 
sent it on here. That is the way I appointed postmasters. I give 
zon my word I never appointed one use he was my political 
enchman; never. Now,I would a great deal rather be that kind 
of a postmaster, selected instinctively, as they are ninety-nine 
times out of a hundred, by the people whom the postmaster is to 
serve, and whom they knew beforehand, than to have a boy sent 
down because he has passed a civil-service examination. 

Mr. ELKINS. I Wish to ask the indulgence of the Senate to 
allow me to make a few observations on the amendment that is 
really pending, which is the subsidy to the Oceanic Mail Steam- 
ship Company, as I shall not be in the city on Monday. I shall 
am take more than ten or twenty minutes, if the Senate will 
allow me. 

TONIO een. The Senator from West Virginia will 
proceed. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I favor the amendment reported 
by the committee. The Oceanic Line is one of our American lines 
on the Pacific Ocean, and I think it is now in great peril owing to 
British competition. It needs this aid, but I doubt whether, when 
it gets it, it will be able to sustain itself. 

In the able report of the Commissioner of Navigation for 1892 I 
find that he anticipated the difficulties this line would have to 
encounter in trying to sustain itself and continue business on the 
Pacific Ocean. I will read from the report what the Commis- 
sioner says in relation to the Oceanic Line. It will be found on 
page 13. 

In this connection I would allude to the difficulties which just now threaten 
the Oceanic Steamship Company n which for 3 under great 
difficulties, has maintained a monthly line between San Francisco and Aus- 
tralia. This line is composed of three American-built ships and one foreign- 
built ship. uos the passage of the subsidy act of March 3, 1891, the Oceanic 
Company decided, upon purely business considerations, thatitcould not afford 
to tender for the i of the mails under the provisions of that act. It 
is, therefore, recei the United States the postage on the mails car- 
ried by it, which amount to about $5,000 per trip. Besides, it receives a sub- 
parron the Government of New nd, the Australian colonies having 
withdrawn the subsidies formerly paid by them. Just at this juncture the 
Canadian Pacific is 3 in Australasia and New Zealand and openly 
declares its intention of putting on a line of steamers heavily subsidized by 
the British and ian Governments. That, in the absence of some ener- 


getic action by the Government of the United States, would mean the de- 
struction of a trade which has grown as follows: 


Merchandise value of imports and exports. 


Imports. 


590 | $2,920, 812 
6, 239, 021 
8, 492, 3068 


Mr. President, the anticipation of the Commissioner as to the 
establishment of a rival line by the Canadian Pacific has come 
about. The British and Canadian Governments have established 
a line on the Pacific Ocean in competition with the Oceanic Line, 
and it is running to-day from Vancouver to Australia. The amend- 
ment brought forward by the Committee on Appropriations is to 
save, if possible, this American line from being driven off the ocean 
by British competition. 

In 1895 we paid for carrying foreign mails $1,173,561. Of this 
sum there was paid to American ships for carrying the mails 
$633,350. This is the only compensation that American ships got 
during that year. In the same year England paid for carrying 
the mails about $3,885,000, and suffered an actual loss in this 
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branch of her service of $2,225,000; that is tosay, the mail service 
cost England $2,225,000 more than she receiyed. 

American citizens haye only two steamship lines on the Pacific 
Ocean. One is the Pacific Mail, running from San Francisco to 
China and Japan, which receives a subsidy of $6,384 per trip; th 
other, the Oceanic Mail Steamship Company, the one which is 
under consideration and named in the amendment, receives about 
$5,000 per trip from the United States, according to the report of 
the Commissioner of Navigation, and received $4,400 a trip last 
3 suggested to me by the Senator from California [Mr. 

SJ. 
Now, let us see what British ships get in those waters in com- 
Mowe with the Oceanic and the Pacific Mail steamship lines. 
e British and Canadian lines on the Pacific Ocean to China and 
Japan from Vancouver get $400,000 a year from England and 
Canada, or $30,767 a trip. l f 

How is the Pacific Mail Steamship Company to survive this sort 
of competition? The Pacific Mail Steamship Company gets $6,384 
per trip, while one of the British steamship companies gets $30,767 
per trip for like service, and the other, to Australia, gets about 
$175,000 per year. A i ee 

How can the American lines survive this competition? How 
can they successfully compete against such odds? How can they 
stand out and hope to do business upon any profitable basis? It is 
simply impossible. A 

Only the other day it was decided to establish a fast steamshi 
line from Halifax to Queenstown, and tenders have been invit 
to build this line, which is to consist of four first-class ships, as 
goed as the Teutonic, to run 20 knots per hour, of 8,500 tons bur- 

en, and to make the wpa five and one-half days. Now listen 
to the subventions, or subsidies, if you please, which this line is 

oing to get, making it the rival of any ane out of New York 
Ci . It is to get from the Canadian Government a kobay of 
$750,000 and from England $350,000 a year, making a total of 
$1,100,000 a year from those two Governments; nearly twice as 
much as all the American ships get for all the mails they carry. 

Mr. PLATT. Is that the Montreal line? 

Mr. ELKINS. It is the newline from Halifax to Queenstown. 
This fast line is to connect at Halifax with the Canadian Pacific 
Railroad, and at Vancouver the railroad is to connect with the 
Canadian Pacific Steamship Line to China and Japan and the other 
Canadian Pacific line to Australia. This is a vast scheme reaching 
halfway around the world, the Canadian Pacific Railroad form- 
ing the link on land. It is both a railroad and ashipping enterprise, 
and threatens the interest of the United States. e subsidies 
for these two steamship lines, one on the Pacific and the other on 
the Atlantic, amount in the aggregate to $1,500,000 per annum. 

In connection with the efforts being made to destroy our ship- 
ping, particularly on the Pacific, I wish to read from the report 
of Gen. E. C. O’Brien, Commissioner of Navigation, for 1892, 
pages 11 and 12: 

The Canadian Pacific Railway was constructed almost entirely by gifts of 
money, gifts of constructed r: gifts of land, the guaranty of bonds and 
of stocks and franchises, exemptions from taxations, and exclusive priv- 
ileges conferred upon the Canadian Pacific Railway Company by the dana 
dian Government. These gifts and subventions of various sorts amount to 
a donated capitalization of about $210,000.000, a sum considerably in excess of 
the officially reputed cost of the entire Canadian Pacific Railway. 

The ian Pacific Railway e has besides established a steamer 
line between the western terminus of its road and China and Japan. This 
line, started in the year 1886, is also heavily subsidized by the Canadian Gov- 
ernment and by the British Government. The combined subventions and 
largesses to this transcontinental and associated steamer line, with 
exemption from taxation, amount to a discriminating annual subvention of 
at least $10,000,000 over and above the aids extended to any transcontinental 
railroad in the United States, even in connection with the aids extended to 
any American steamer line plying between Francisco and China and 
plac per This 33 and British combination was inaugurated 
and consummated with the openly-avowed object in view of securing the 
control of the commerce of the United States with Asiaand of diverting from 


American internált: rtation lines and from American trade centers as 


large A pornon as possible of our own domestic commerce. In all the won- 
drous history of British commercial aggression there is nothing so audacious 
or so potential. The whole 8 seems to be p cated upon the long- 
continued failure of the United States to protect its own foreign commerce. 

Mr. President, in view of this official statement—and I think it 
is borne out by the facts—how can the United States hope to meet 
and resist this vast combination? Itis the greatest combination 
in the interest of trade and commerce ever formed on sea and land, 
and is backed by the treasuries of two governments. 

Then, again, we are threatened on the south by another British 
line across the continent. It is stated upon good authority that 
English capital has brought about an arrangement by which she 
is to secure a railroad through Mexico, connecting the Gulf of 
Mexico and the Pacific Ocean. She already has a great line on 
the north, and will soon have one on the south; and our people 
sit idly by and make no attempt to meet this aggression and in- 
vasion of our commerce and our trade. 

The Canadian Pacific Railroad, Mr. President, has been styled 
the Canadian Government on wheels, oiled and pushed by England. 
I make no such statement. But I do say itis the natural enemy of 
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the transportation interests of the United States, and it stands 
to-day as our greatest commercial antagonist. It violates our 
interstate-commerce law with complacent indifference; it cuts 


rates, and it takes freights from our Pacific railroads, in which the 
United States has a direct interest. It hauls more cheaply from 
St. Louis and other interior points in our country, by way of Can- 
ada to Oregon and San Francisco, than the Pacific roads can do, 
though the distance is much shorter. It is a sharp competitor now 
for business with all the Pacific roads from and to California. For 
2,000 miles the Canadian Pacific traverses a nonproductive coun- 
try, one not able to support a railroad. It lives off its subven- 
tons ana the business it takes from the railroads of the United 

The agents of the Canadian Pacific Railroad Company, I am 
told, are now in Washington about this Capitol. I eae poe they 
are here to make cut rates to Halifax, Vancouver, Hongkong, and 
Shanghai, and working against any aid being given to American 
steamship lines. This cutting of rates, this violation of our inter- 
state commerce law, this invasion of our trade, should be stopped, 
and we can do it; we have the remedy in our own hands. All we 
have to do is simply to discontinue the bonding privilege, under 
which they carry goods in bond, starting from Vancouver, to 
Europe and points in the United States. I would suggest that 
we stop every car and break every consular seal at our frontiers 
beyond Chicago and the Soo. This would throw the trade from 
Asia to San Francisco and pass it over the Pacific Railroad lines, 
It would break up in pari; or largely, the violation of the inter- 
. law and stop the giving of rebates and the cutting 
of rates. 

It is claimed that this bonding privilege, under which the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railroad Company is able to live and do business, is 
authorized under the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of Wash- 
ington, which was entered into and ratified in 1871. At that time 
these privileges were confined exclusively to the Eastern roads and 
water routes. The Canadian Pacific never had been dreamed of 
at that time, and its construction took place long afterwards. 

Under a fair construction of that treaty, the Canadian Pacific 
Railroad would have no right to pass its cars into the United 
States at points in the far West; and we have it in our power, by 
a rule or regulation of the Treasury Department, to open each car 
and examine the contents thereof. If that were done it would 
stop this invasion of our commerce, the taking of our trade, and 
the violation of the interstate-commerce act. 

To oppose this active, open, and oppressive hostility to American 
trade, American steamships, and erican railroads by England 
and Canada is the kind of Monroe doctrine I favor. And I am 
sure it will have better results to our ple and their interests 
than a dispute with England over an obscure boundary in a for- 
eign country 3,000 miles away. The United States, in my opinion, 
shoma at once withdraw this bonding privilege to the Canadian 

acific. 

In twenty-six years we have collected from the tariff $4,300,- 
000,000. That is an appalling sum. Our people have paid out to 
foreigners for foreign shipping about $4,100,000,000. e larger 
part of this vast sum of money could have been paid to our own 

ple. It should have been kept in our own country, and would 
ave been if we had extended the proper protection to American 


shipping. 

Hon 1848 to 1891 Great Britain paid in the way of subsidies 
and mail pay to her steamers $197,027,789, while the United States 
paid in the way of mail payments and help only $25,546,330; that 
is to say, $8 to our St to support her shipping. We can not co 
with England by subsidies at this late day. She is too strongly 
intrenched and established on the seas. It would take fifty years, 
if we should match our Treasury against England’s, to even catch 
up or be on an equal footing with her in shipping and as a mari- 
time power. 

Mr. Chamberlain, in his speech of March 25 before the Canada 
Club in London, said: 

The greatest obligation is the imperial defense, the greatest interest the 
imperial trade. The former must be reached through the latter. 

Why can not we learn a lesson from these utterances? This is 
the policy of England and this has made her the mistress of the 
sea, controlling the commerce of the world. If we were to adopt 
such a policy and protect our own interests, then we would be a 

t maritime and a naval power, the equal of England, our flag 
own and respected all over the world. 

Mr. President, the question is how to bring this about. The 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILas] in his speech yesterday 
opposed this amendment; he op’ subsidies. I take it this is 
so. I heard his speech and I take it he means that it is the duty 
of our Government to secure the transportation of the mails for 
the least amount of money, and therefore, if British ships will 
carry them cheaper, let the British ships have the business and 
the American ships go out of business. That is the way I inter- 
pret the Senator’s speech. But, Mr. President, that would ieave 
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us at the mercy of England without any shipping or without any 
pretension to being a maritime power. 

The best plan that suggests itself to my mind is that we should 

back to the teachings of our fathers, and that we should restore 
old ee Map that we should impose a tax of 10 
cent ad valorem, in addition to whatever tax is imposed b 

W, on all goods, wares, and merchandise imported into the Unit 
States in vessels not of the United States. It seems to me that 
this would settle the question upon the best possible basis and in 
time revive and restore our shipping. 

Our first Congress, upon the recommendation of dee e 
Madison, and Hamilton, passed just such a law as I suggest, which 
lasted more than twenty-six years; and under the operation of 
which, in 1807, we were TER to Englandin the shipping andcarry- 
ing trade of the world. Such an act would take no money out of 
the Treasury. It would not be open to the objection that a sub- 
sidy is open to, and that our people so persistently fight and have 
fought. It would, on the contrary, put money into the 3 
and at the same time give shipping a new life. If we would enact 
such a law, within two years we would find money coming into the 
Treasury and American ships in every port of the world. Under 
such a law our shipping would prosper at once. 

We began our Government with protection to American manu- 
facturers and likewise with protection to our shipping interests. 
We have continued, under constant assaults, however, protection 
to our manufactures, and the result is that we are the leading 
manufacturing nation of the world. At the end of twenty-six 
years of protection to shipping, by the persuasion of England we 
abandoned it. What is the condition now? Had we continued 
throwing around our shipping the same protection we afforded to 
our manufactures, our shipping interests would be in just the same 
condition that our manufacturing interests are, and we should be 
leading the world in shipping. 

After seventy years of abandonment of protection to American 
shipping, the result is that to-day American ships are carryi 

11 per cent of our foreign trade, and we are getting worse o 
in that direction ring e It is very significant, however, and 
also gratifying, that this subject is engaging the attention of the 
country. the indulgence of the Senate while I read from 
the platform adopted by the Republican convention of Massachu- 
setts last week bearing on this subject. 


We have always given protection to our 8 In got years =e 
eve the time come to 


That I believe to be sound doctrine. Listen to what Jefferson 
said on the same subject in 1791: 

If particular nations grasp at undue shares of our commerce, and more 
1 if they seize on the means of the United States to convert them 
into aliment for their own strength, and withdraw them entirely from the 
support of those to whom they belong, defensive and protective measures 
become on the part of the nations whose marine sources are thus 
invaded, or it will be disarmed of its defense, its productions will be at the 


mercy of the nation which has possessed itself exclusively of the means of 


g them, and its politics may be influenced by those who command its 
commerce,—Jefferson’s Works, volume 7, page 648, 

Mr. President, what is the position of the United States? It has 
to-day the best business stand on this planet. On one side of us 
are 800,000,000 people, and on the other side 400,000,000 consumers, 
We are located between these vast populations: we have the 

5 seacoast line of any country in the world; we are the 
richest nation; we consume more and produce more than any 
other nation in the world. With these advantages and with a 

er policy, we should be and we will be the greatest shipping 
and maritime power on earth. 

But what is our present condition? As I have said, we carry 
only 11 per cent of our foreign trade, and this percentage is grow- 
ing less every year. This is humiliating to Americans. Our flag 
is almost a myth and not known or seen in many important cities 
of the world. Notwithstanding our greatness, we are in some 

of the world almost an unknown people. Think of it! In 
895 only two American sailing vessels visited Liverpool, and dur- 
ing the same ga not a single American vessel touched at the 
g cities of Glasgow, Hull, Cardiff, Belfast, Dublin, Stockholm, 
ortsmouth, Genoa, Naples, or Rotterdam. The United States 
flag was not seen on a ship in any one of those great cities of the 
world in 1895. In Barcelona only two American sailing vessels 
were seen last year. No wonder the Spaniards were willing to 
assault and insult our consul. What reason had they to believe 
that we had any flag, or a people capable of defending it? They 
scarcely ever see the of the United States in their waters. 


In Bergen, the second largest city in Norway—and Norway is 
one of the largest shipping countries in the world, ranking next 
to Germany—the United States consul overcharged some person 
25 cents in connection with a bill of lading. He was reported to 
the State Department, and on being called 


on for an explanation 


his answer was: “Iam not familiar with the regulations, I con- 
fess. This is the first American ship that has come to this 

in twenty-five years; and it is the first time I have had to look up 
the tions.” 

Mr. President, I shall at some later day discuss further the 
question of discriminating duties. But in view of the circum- 
stances surrounding this very steamship line, which needs this 
bein I state frankly that I do not believe that with the $80,000 
with which we 8 to bolster it up it will be possible to 
save it for more two or three years against Canadian and 
English opposition. 

. PASCO. Isend to the desk an amendment which I intend 
to offer, and give notice of it now. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by the Senator from Florida will be read. 

The SECRETARY, At the end of the pending amendment it is 
proposed to add: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the establishment 
of any substation or branch office beyond the limits of any city or town in 
which the principal office is established. 

Mr. PASCO. I shall desire to say a few words in support of the 
amendment at some time on the next legislative day. I under- 
stand the bill is not to be further considered to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Florida will yield to me,I 
will say that I do not expect to conclude the bill to-night, but 
hope to take it up on the next legislative day immediately after 
the routine morning business is of. I have promised to 
yield to the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] that he may ask for 
the consideration of a bill which he has in charge, 

HARBOR IMPROVEMENT AT PORTLAND, ME. 


Mr. FRYE. I report at this time, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, without amendment, a joint resolution (H. Res. 159) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to prepare and submit estimates 
for the improvement of the harbor at Portland, Me., and ask 
unanimous consent for its immediate consideration, as it is im- 
portant to get the information. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
ap bar re signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 494) constituting Stamford, Conn., a subport of entry; 

A bill (H. R. 55) for the establishment of a light-house and fog- 
signal station at or near the entrance to Maurice River, New 
Jersey; and 

A bill (H. R. 6408) authorizing the sale of title of the United 
States to certain tracts of land in the District of Columbia to 
Margaret Shugrue, Caroline Lochboehler, and John R. Scott. 


NORTH MANITOU LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG SIGNAL, 


Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent to have laid before the 
Senate House bill 3736, which came over from the House of Rep- 
resentatives this afternoon, so as to have it considered at this 


time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
5736) to authorize the Light-House Board to with the con- 
struction of the light-house and fog si on North Manitou 
Island, Lake Michigan; which was read the first time by its title, 
and the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Light-House Board be authorized to proceed 
th the construction of the light-house and fog on North Kenitou 
Island, Lake Michigan, herctofore appropriated for, and that the aforesaid 
board be autho: to lease the land necessary for the site of said aid to nay- 
igation until a perfect title to said site can be secured by condemnation pro- 


88. 

Mr. HILL. This bill has been by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and Iam authorized by the Committee on Commerce 
to say that they have approved the bill informally and recommend 
its passage. 1 will state that it is also recommended by the Light- 
House Board, and it is important that it be passed immediately, 
I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT M’GEE, 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (S. 229) for 
the relief of Robert McGee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator from Missouri will reduce 
the amount to 85,000 I shall not object; otherwise I shall object. 


Mr. VEST. That is the report of the committee. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ten thousand dollars is a very large sum 
in these times especially, and $5,000 is certainly more than enough. 
It comes out of the Indians of my State. Ihaveheretofore objected 


to the page of the bill. s : 

Mr. . Ihave simply to say in regard to this case that it 
is the most atrocious that has ever come within my observation 
even among Indian depredations. Mr. McGee was utterly inca- 
estas by reason of the great outrages by this tribe, for any 

usiness whatever. The whole top of his head was absolutely re- 
moved by the tomahawk and the scalping knife, and to-day and 
since that time his living at all is almost a miracle. I have seen 
him. There is only a membrane, and you can see the pulsation 
of the brain. 

In addition to that he has, as the report shows, some twenty-odd 
wounds, inflicted by lances and knives, and the surgeon of the 
United States Army who attended him, and who made the report 
upon the case, says that he can not explain how the man survived 

ose injuries at all. He is an object of charity now and has been 
ever since. Ten thousand dollars isa mere pittance, if the Indians 
can ever be made to pay the are I do not know—— 

Mr. PETTIGRE I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri what committee reported the bill? x : 

Mr. VEST. The bill was reported by the Committee on Indian 
Depredations, The report was made by the Senator’s colleague 
[Mr KYLE], and is filed with the bill. 

Mr. P IGREW. I object. f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the bill 
goes over. j 

Mr. VEST. Then Ishall ask the Senate to pass the bill when it 
is reached by the Senate on the Calendar, notwithstanding the 
objection of the Senator from South Dakota. 

GEORGE H. TICE. 5 
Mr. SEWELL. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
— 1585) to authorize and direct the Auditor for the Post-Office 

partment to credit the account of George H. Tice, postmaster at 
Perth Amboy, N. J., for postage stamps and money-order funds 
stolen from his office. : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes t in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 40 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 6, 1896, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 2, 1896. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

William A. Little, of Georgia, to be Assistant Attorney-General, 

vice John I. Hall, resigned, to take effect May 1, 1896. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Richard P. Nelson, to be postmaster at Juneau, in the Territory 
of Alaska, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office hay- 
ng, by law, become vested in the President on and after April 1, 


I. B. Barnes, to be postmaster at Ferndale, in the county of 
Humboldt and State of California, in the place of Garland W. 
Dungan, resigned. 

Mary Hansborough, to be postmaster at University, in the 
county of Los Angeles and State of California, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after April 1, 1896. 

Thomas M. Greene, to be postmaster at Tifton, in the county of 
Berrien and State of Georgia, the appointment of a ter for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after April 1, 1896. 

Frederick Holtz, to be aster at Wi in the county 
of Warren and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after April 1, 1896. 

Herman A. Kohuke, to be postmaster at Hammond, in the county 
of Tangipahoa and State of Louisiana, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1896. 


Simon B. Guthrie, to be at Gorham, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of Maine, the appointment of a pos 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after April 1, 1896. 

James Hudson, to be postmaster at Guilford, in the county of 
Piscataquis and State of Main e, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 


on and after April 1, 1896. 

Cheney E. Parker, to be postmaster at Phillips, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Maine, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after April 1, 1896. 

Charles Kernan, to be aster at Newaygo, in the county of 
Newaygo and State of Michigan, the appointment of a ponm 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after April 1, 1896. 

William O. Wallace, to be r at Glenwood, in the 
county of Pope and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, me vested in 
the President on and after April 1, 1896. 

Catherine E. McInnis, to aster at Mosspoint, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Mississippi, the appointment of a 
8 for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

ident on and after April 1, 1896. 

Charles S. Millen, to be postmaster at King City, in the county 
of Gentry and State of Missouri, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office N by law, become vested in the President 
rir gi April 1, 18! 5 = 1 8 

T . Rodgers, to be postmaster at Wymore, in the county 
of Gace and State of Nebraska, in the place of William H. Dolan, 
resigned. 

William Morgan, to be aster at South River, in the coun 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a 


master for the said office eda by law, become vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1896. 

Charles M. Goodspeed, to be 5 at Shamrock, in the 
county of Onondaga and State of New York, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office haying, by law, become vested in 
the Preside on and after April 1, 1896. 

J. Crawford Hoag, to be 3 at Akron, in the county of 
Erie and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after April 1, 1896. 

John Leonard, to be postmaster at Port Chester, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of William 
H. Hyler, whose commission will expire April 8, 1896. 

Bernard Indlekofer, to be postmaster at Weston, in the county 
of Wood and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after April 1, 1896. 

Frank Verrier, to be at Fayette,in the county of 
Fulton and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 


after April 1, 1896, 

Alexander J. Myers, to be postmaster at Natrona, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of à 

stnraster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

esident on and after April 1, 1896. 

Jay R. Worst, to be postmaster at Berwyn, in the county of 
Chester and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in Presi- 
dent on and after April 1, 1896. 

Charles Quinn, to ostmaster at Riverpoint, in the county of 
Kent and State of Rhode Island, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on andafter April 1, 1896. 

Landrum Padgett, to be ter at Pelzer, in the county of 
Anderson and State of South Carolina, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office- having, by law, —— vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1896, 

Daniel Rice, to be postmaster at Tennessee City, in the coun! 
of Dickson and State of Tennessee, the appointment of a 
master for the said office having, by law, me vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1596. 

Isaac O. Epes, to be postmaster at Blackstone, in the county of 
Nottoway and State of Virginia, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become yested in the President 


on and after April 1, 1806. 

Mathias Melchior, to be postmaster at Ahnapee, in the coun’ 
of Kewaunee and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a 
master for the said office having, by law, me vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1896. 

Louis Schuknecht, to be postmaster at Mayville, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after April 1, 1896. 
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Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 2, 1896. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Charles W. Comstock, of Connecticut, to be attorney of the 
United States for the district of Connecticut. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 


John B. Dusenberry, of New Jersey, to be an assistant appraiser 
o 5 in the district of New York, in the State of New 
or 


POSTMASTERS. 


Albert Snyder, to be 8 at Greencastle, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Pennsylvania. 

Jesse M. Ballard, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Grant and State of Indiana. 

T. G. Boyer, to be postmaster at Altamont, in the county of 
Effingham and State of Illinois. 

Thomas A. Weger, to be postmaster at Delphos, in the county 
of Allen and State of Ohio. 

Joseph N. Wheatley, to be postmaster at Chestertown, in the 
county of Kent and State of Maryland. 

E. C. McKay, to be postmaster at Conneautville, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, April 2, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. > 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved, 
A. P. BROWN. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous @nsent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 1602) for the relief of A. P. 
rown, late postmaster at Lemars, Iowa. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 

objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $888.98 be, and is hereby, appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the pur- 
pose of reimbursing A. P. Brown, late postmaster at Le Mars, lawa, for loss 
sustained by reason of burglary of postage stamps and money from said post- 
office on January 9, 1 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to 

be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES P. ANDERSON, 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 641) for the relief of 
les P. Anderson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasu to Charles P. 
Anderson, late first lieutenant of Company B, Recond: ee een Arkansas 
Infantry Volunteers, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, a sum equal to the pay of a first lieutenant for the period begin- 
ning on the 10th day of September, 1883, and ending on the 16th day of Febru- 
ary, A. D. 1864: Provided, That the e of the Treasury shall deduct 
from the sum so paid claimant any sums which have been heretofore paid 
him by the Uni States for his services in any military or other capacity 
from September 10, 1863, to February 16, 1864. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to have some explanation as to this 
bill; why, at this late date, you want this officer paid? This has 
been running over a period of some thirty years. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report of the Com- 
mittee on War Claims be read, which will answer fully the in- 

of the gentleman from Texas. 

The report (by Mr. COOPER of Texas) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War are y e was referred the bill 5 
entitled A bill for the relief of les P. Anderson,“ beg leave to submi 
the following report, and recommend that said bill do pass without amend- 
™ The facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated in House 

rt from the Committee on War Claimsof the Fifty-third Congress, hereto 
attached and mado a part of this report: 
[House Report No. 850, Fifty-third Congress, second session.] 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2560) 
for the relief of Charles P. Anderson, submit the following report: 

A Dill, in all respects like the present one, for the relief of this claimant 
was investigated by this commi: in the first session of the Fifty-second 


Congress, u which the following report was submitted by Mr. Conn of 
Missouri: * 
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“The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3827) 
for the relief of Charles P. Anderson, submit the following report: 

This is a claim for pay for services rendered prior to 8 by Charles 
P. Anderson, formerly first lieutenant Company B, Second Regiment Arkan- 
sas Infantry Volunteers. 

“It ap) from the petition and evidence filed in support thereof that 
Charles P. Anderson was appointed first lientenant of said company and 
regiment on September 10, 1863. He was mustered into service as first lieu- 
tenant Com y B, Secon: Infantry Volunteers, to date from Feb- 
ruary 16, 1864, to fill an original vacancy. He tendered his resignation as such 
September 14, 1864, which was 8 September 19, 1861. 

By the act of Congress approved June 3, 1884, it was intended by a general 
bill to give relief in this class of claims, and it ap that_Mr. Anderson 

resented his case to the War Department under the act, and that his case 

been decided adversely, because ‘there is no record of a commission or 

appointment having been issued for him as of the grade and organization 
named; there was then no governor of Arkansas.“ 

In the latter pas of the summer of 1863 the Secretary of War transmitted 
to Maj. Gen. John M. Schofield, then commanding the ment of the 
Missouri, authority to organize and arap Union soldiers m citizens of 
Arkansas. Iu conformitxwith that authority General Schofield, in . gee 
5 of Special Orders, No. 238, dated at St. Louis, Mo,, September 1, 18 uput 
Brig. Gen. John McNeil, commanding the District of Southwest Missouri, in 
charge of the organization of the troops. General McNeil was alsoinstructed 
to appoint some officers to take immediate charge of organizing the troops. 
The officer thus appointed was authorized to recommend, with the concur- 
rence of General McNeil, competent and efficient men to fill the positions of 
company officers in the various companies raised, such officers to be taken as 
far as practicable from citizens of Arkansas, the recommendation so made to 
> forwarded to department headquarters for reference to the Secretary of 

ar. 

“In 8 of these orders M. L. Stephenson dee ee by General 
McNeil to take immediate super vision of the organization of the Second 
Arkansas Infantry PE pasate 7, Special Orders, No. 170, dated at head- 

uarters. District of Southwest Missouri, Springfield, Mo., August 31, 1863. 
‘harles P. Anderson was appointed first lieutenant of Company B. Second 
5 of Arkansas Infantry, under this authority on the 10th of Septem- 


r, 1863. 

While the decision of the War Department may be in accordance with the 

law, the fact remains that from September 10, 1863, to February 16, 1864, 

derson was on duty and reco d as first lieutenant; that his services 
as such were accepted by the Government. Having obtained the benefit of 
Anderson’s services, the Government ought not to set up a technical plea in 
bar of its obligation to make compensation therefor, and your committee is 
of opinion that payment should be made Mr. Anderson.” 

In the conclusion reached and stated in said report the present committee 
concur, except in one 5 

It is obvious that if the claimant was paid by the United States in ay other 
capacity than as first lieutenant for the period between September 10, 1863, 
and February 16, 1861, the sums so paid ought to be deduc from the pay- 
ment authorized by this bill. 
ao „ erefore recommend that the bill be amended by adding 

clause: 

“ Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall deduct from the sum 
so paid claimant any sums which have been heretofore paid him by the United 
States for his services in any military or other capacity from September 10, 
1883, to February 16, 1864.“ 

The committee also recommend the following amendment to correct an 
error in drafting the bill: 

In line 7 strike out “second lieutenant” and insert “ first lieutenant.” = 
4 And the committee recommend to the House that when so amended the bill 

O Pass. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, inas- 
much as I could not hear all of the report read owing to the con- 
fusion on the floor, I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of 
this bill if the command to which this man was attached was ever 
mustered? 

Mr. TERRY. No, sir. The facts are these, I will state to the 
gentleman and to the House, so that there can be no misapprehen- 
sion in reference to the matter: 

This man went into the service on the 10th day of September, 
1863, but a point was raised that there was no governor of the 
State of Arkansas at that time to commission him, and he was not 
duly mustered until February, 1864. Tle report shows, and the 
facts are, that he was doing duty and served as a first lieutenant in 
the Army of the United States from the date he entered the serv- 
ice—that is, September, 1863, and there was a general bill 
in 1884 which it was supposed would give relief in this and similar 
cases. But the point was made that he was not duly mustered in 
at that time, and it was answered there was no governor to grant 
commissions. We did have a governor, it is true, but he was on 
the other side of that business. Mr. Anderson was mustered under 
authority of the Secretary of War, transmitted to General Scho- 
field, who placed General McNeil in command of the troops 
authorized to be raised in Arkansas. 

Mr. HULL. Do the records of the War Department show that 
this man was on the rolls at that time? 

Mr. TERRY. Isuppose the roll that went to the Department 
would be the roll that was made up after he was mustered, but 
the report of the committee shows that he performed the service 
as first lieutenant, that he was recognized as such, although he 
did not receive pay from the 10th of September, 1863, until the 
date specifiedin the bill. The bill was fully considered and unani- 
mously reported by the Committee on War Claims, and if there is 
any objection to the relief asked, I have no knowledge of it. Mr. 
Anderson is a very worthy man. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that these bills ought 
to be investigated as to the remuster. We have before the Mili- 
tary W bills or more of this character. 

Mr. GROS OR. ere is another very importaut question, 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3493 


and that is, whether the command was of a size that authorized 
the muster in. 

Mr. HULL. I was going to refer to that. We have a large 
number of Tennessee cases especially. The law of 1863 provided 


that a man, even if he was regularly commissioned, could not be 
mustered unless he had a command of sufficient size to justify 
mustering a commissioned officer. In other words, under the law 
of 1863, in a large number of these cases there was no vacancy 
for a man to be mustered in even if he had been commissioned. 
| Mr. TERRY. This was a full regiment, as I understand, and 
I will call the attention of the gentleman to this part of the re- 
rt 
PiE HULL. Lobject, because I think the matter ought to be 
investigated. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the bill and 
let it go over until to-morrow, until I can tell whether I will ob- 
ject or not. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


T. J. PITZER. 
Mr. S 


. Mr. COLSON. peaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
oe consideration of the bill (H. R. 4842) for the relief of T. J. 
itzer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby 
is, directed to pay to T. J. Pitzer, of Barbourville, Ky., out of any moneys in 
the Treasury cee otherwise appropriated, the sum of 8100 for mules taken 
from him and used for the public service during the late civil war. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 


ort. 
The report (by Mr. PuaH) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4842) 
rt as follows: 


for the relief of T. J. Pitzer, re 
The facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated in 


House report from the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, a copy of which is hereto appended and made a part of this report. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and recommend that 
the bill referred to them do pass. 

[House Report No. 1625, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

The claimant, Thomas J. Pitzer, of Knox County, Korea thisclaim for 
$400, the price of two mules taken from him in 1804, at or near Barbours- 
ville, Ky. The proof is conclusive that claimant was a loyal citizen, and it is 

y as well shown that the two mules were taken and used by the Army 
of the United States. The witnesses differ a little as to the value of the 
mules, one witness fixing the value at $150 each, and the other at $200 each. 
The committee fix the value at the sum of each, making $400 for the two, 
and this sum they recommend be paid claimant, The committee think there 
is nothing in the statement of the agent of the Quartermaster-General that 
claimant purchased these mules from some men residing in a State in insur- 
rection, there being absolutely nothing in the record to show any collusion 
or bad faith in any part of the transaction. 

The committee are of eae that the claim should be allowed, and there- 
fore recommend that the bill do pass. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. S er, I should like to 
ask the chairman of the Committee on War Claims, or any mem- 
ber of that committee if any member be present, what is the 
aggregate of the claims for mules taken in the war by our forces? 

ow many bills are now pending? j 

Mr. ERY. And for horses also? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. And I should like to ask 
further en these claims should not take the same course that is 
taken by other claims for supplies? Is there any difference in law 
between a claim for a mule and a claim for corn or oats or hay? 

Mr. COLSON. Mr. Speaker, I am not on the ittee on 
War Claims, but this bill has come through the proper channel. 
It is a meritorious claim, it was early established, and this money 
should have been paid years ago. This man is entitled to the 
value of his mules, which were taken and used by the Govern- 
ment, as shown by ha testimony on file in the committee room. 
I hope there will be no objection to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask if this 
claim has been considered by the Court of Claims? 

Mr. COLSON. It has not, and it is not such a claim as should 
. go to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. IL should like to ask whether 
me claimant, the alleged owner of the mules, was a loyal man or 
no 
Mr. COLSON. His loyalty is shown by the testimony on file 
in the committee. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Was he loyal throughout the 


war? 

Mr. COLSON. Loyal throughout the war, as shown by the 
So ; 

Mr. LOUD. How many mules are provided for in this bill? 

Mr. COLSON. Two. 

Mr.LOUD. And $400 is asked? 

Mr. COLSON. Two hundred dollars each. They are shown by 
the testimony to have been worth that, and this man has been kept 
out of his money for a long time. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
state that I understand there is another mule bill to be brought 
up for consideration after this one, and the price of the mules in 

bill is $150 each. 


Mr. COLSON. Mr. Speaker, these were Kentucky mules, 
1 
Mr. BAR of New York. I move that the bill be amended 


by substituting $300 for $400. Will that amendment be accepted? 

Mr. COLSON. No; I do not accept that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is not in order until consent 
is given for the consideration of the bill. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

BONDS OF THE TERRITORY OF NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. LOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4052) approving certain 
acts of the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, 
authorizing the issue of certain bonds of said Territory. 

The bill was read. 

3 SPEAKER. The bill which has been read has passed the 
onse. 

Mr. LOW. There is a Senate amendment to this bill. 

Mr. LACEY. There is a Senate amendment and a House 
amendment to the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the engrossed copy 

Mr. DOCKERY. Just a word—— 

TheSPEAKER (continuing). Which will be read to the House. 
This isa House bill with Senate amendments. The House bill 
will be read first, and then the amendments offered by the Senate, 

Mr. DOCKERY. And it is a request for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it is a request for 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. OWENS. I believe in addition to the Senate amendments 
the bill was reported back from the Committee on Territories with 
the recommendation that the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ments with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will see that the Clerk reports the 
bill so that the House can understand it. The Clerk will first 
report the House bill. 


he House pill was read. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendments 
of the Senate. 


The Senate amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the recommendation 
of the committee. The gentleman from New York will state what 
the action of the committee was. 

Mr. LOW. The committee reported favorably on the bill and 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. What amendment? 

Mr. LOW. The Senate amendment and the amendment made 
in the committee. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill that involves 
an important question of law as well as of fact, and was only 
reported yesterday, and therefore I will have to object to its pres- 
ent consideration. . 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

FREDERICK VAN GUILDER. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3046) for the relief of 
Frederick Van Guilder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War bo, and he is hereby, author- 

and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing t Fred 
erick Van Guilder upon the records of Company K, One hundred and twenty- 
third New York Volunteers, and to issue to him an honorable discharge, 
date July 6, 1863. 

SEO. 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its 
passage. 

rae BE PAREN Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to ask the gentleman if that bill 
was considered at a Friday night session? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. It was favorably considered last Friday 
wade and recommended to pass. ; 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to have an ex- 
planation of the bill. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman named in this 
bill enlisted in a New York regiment, and the muster rolls were 
mislaid and not sent to the proper officers. Mr. Van Guilder 
served about eleven months with the regiment without pay, and 
it was also refused to issue clothing to him. After the fight at 
Gettysburg, in which he participated the first day, he surrendered 
to the earnest marahal at Baltimore, who sent to Washington to 
find whether this man had been mustered in. The records did 
not show that he had been mustered, and the provost-marshal 
then gave him a pass to New York and discharged him. After- 
wards the muster rolls were found at Albany and sent to Wash- 
ington, and then this man was marked asa deserter. He after- 
wards enlisted ina Vermont regiment, and served throughout the 
war and was honorably discharged. The bill passed through the 
Committee of the Whole last Friday night without objection. 
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This bill has been favorably considered by Colonel Ainsworth, of 


the War ent. 
Mr. BAR TT of New York. What is the object—to give 


him a pension? 

Mr. PEATW OLE. He did not know until a few years ago that 
this charge was against him. He is in every way an honorable 
man. I am personally acquainted with him, and can vouch for 


Mr. TALBERT. I would like to state that this bill came up at 
the last Friday night session and there was no objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. But the gentleman from South 
2 7 a oy toa jad Grating pope rete nied instance, the 
other day he advoca ueling, no — 

Mr. TALBERT. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause,] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and j 

On motion of Mr. HEAT WO , a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


SAMUEL BURRELL. 


Mr. BURRELL. Mr. e I ask unanimous consent for the 
t consideration of the bill (H. R. 2820) for the relief of 
uel Burrell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to remove the e of desertion now on the r of 
pany M.Witth ͤ ͤ TTT. 
ae. to date from November $0, 1808. paige: 8 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask if this bill 
has been considered at a Friday night session? 

Pe A are It has been ugh both committees some 
e 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Hasit been considered at the 
Friday night sessions? 

Mr. BURRELL. Last 3 night? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Any Friday night? 

Mr. BURRELL. Yes, sir. ; 
esk S TLETT of New York. I should like an explanation 

e 

Mr. apd gee If od 8 7 3 1 Titty pore i 
reading of the report. The bill passed in the Fifty- ifty- 
second, and the Fifty-third Congresses, and there was no objec- 
tion toit. It is simply to correct an error in the record. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
; The amendments recommended by the committee are as fol- 
OWS: 
1 out all of line 8 and insert in lieu thereof the words “April 13. 1803 * 


adding thereto the following: “Provided, That he receive no 
pay or allowance by virtue of this act.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
8 being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

me, an: $ 

On motion of Mr. BURRELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2912) granting to the Atchison and Nebraska Rail- 
road Company, and the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad 
Company, its lessee in perpekuty, the right of way over a part of 
the and Fox and Iowa Indian Reservation in the States of 
Kansas and Nebraska; and 
irk bill (H. R. 4632) for the relief of Frederick B. Betts, Nichols 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 

concurrent resolution by Congress on the 27th day of July, 1894, au- 

and providing for the Compilation of all the Annual, Special, and 

Veto Messages, Proclamations, and ee iets Addresses of the Presidents of 

the United States from 1789 to 1894. inclusive, be, and the same 5 Al 


inclu- 
uire 
5 
— . na j 5 — ropriated fi prin 
mu money a or pu 
rent year, in addition to 1 $000 heretofore a * ree 
purpose, as ma; ound necessary compis 8 COP, 
sages and oben documents for printing. £ 
The message also announced that the Senate had 


e cur- 
for that 
e said mes- 


the fol- 


lowing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House Erao ra That there 
be printed at the Government ce, at the earliest day practicable, 
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000 additional copies, in se; te form, with cover, of the renti- 
tled 5 of the Mercur Mining district.” being a ory of the 
Sixteenth Annual Report of the United States Geological Survey, with ac- 

illustrations, of which 3,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
owing yaad the use of the te, and 500 copies for distribution 
urvey. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 5.000 co: as the { oft a hearing before the ys riara on 
Woman Suffrage, January 28, 1806; 2,000 copies for the Senate and 3,000 copies 
for the House o Representatives. 

Also: 

Resolved, That tho Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. $41) granting to the “Atchison 
AN ebraska n and nity Aue e 8 and Gainey 

road Company, essee in 0 of way over a to 
6 States of Kansas and 
Nebraska. 
SENATE BILL REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 1205) for the relief of the persons who sustained dam- 
age by the explosion of an ammunition chest of Battery F, Second 

nited States Artillery, July 16, 1894—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

. VENEZUELA. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I submit a 
question from the Committee on Foreign 

The report was read, as follows: 


Fy wks on a privileged 


Venezuela, together with all 
ing to the same topic. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the resolution is guarded as in case 
of resolutions of inquiry ordinarily. It has received the assent of 
all the members of the Committee on Foreign Affairs who are at 
present in the city, and I hope it will be passed without objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

CORRECTION, 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct a statement 
which I made on the floor yesterday. I stated that the general 
treasurer of the Soldiers’ Home was 2 to give a security 
company bond by some officer of the vernment, presumabl 
by the Secretary of War, as he was the officer to whom the bon 
was made. My information was incorrect as to the treasurer 
having been compelled to give such a bond. What seemed to 
force the action of the treasurer in securing the bond was the fact 
that the Homes had been without funds for about three months 
and that he could more readily and promptly secure a bond from 
the security company than a personal bond. That was what 
induced him to give the security company bond, and not any 
requirement by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. BLUE. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLUE. Is it not a fact that you have appointed a man as 
coe treasurer of the Home who can not give any other kind of 

md? 

Mr. STEELE. It is not a fact. 

Mr. BLUE. Are you sure of that? 

Mr. STEELE. I am. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the 
regular order. 

. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
— 5 purpose of further considering the sundry civil appropriation 


ce with foreign governments 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, pending that motion, with the 
permission of the gentleman and of the House, I will say that there 
is a very decided contention between the House and the Senate 
upon the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill 
with reference to the com tion of the subordinates of the De- 

rtment of Justice, and I desire to have printed in the RECORD, 
for the information of the House in the future, a letter from the 
late district attorney for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
Ingham, who went out of office yesterday and whose successor 
comes in to-day. Idesire to have that letter put into the RECORD 
for future use by members of the House. 

The SP. . Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, to have printed in the RECORD the 
letter described by him? 


1896. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. I will ask the gentleman whether there 
is oran olitical in the letter? 
BINGHAM Nothing whatever. It simply relates to the 
8 of am as against other methods of compensation. 

There was no objection. 


The letter is as follows: 
PHILADELPHIA, March $1, 1896. 


Ro 7 not fixing the salaries of United States 
at § $5,000, and at a lower rate than 
Western 


My DEAR SIR: Referrin 
attorneys, in which P. 
n, and seve 


al other otably several in tho 


the 
be much larger if many, trivial ware were uted. 
a year for many years when the United States attorney could not earn his 
maximum in c cases alone had the office been conducted with that 
object in view: but to the credit of the several gentlemen who have held the 
as it has been the uniform practice to issue warrants — — 5 vua a pri 
ie case was made out and the offense a proper Tene hind grt 

The criminal cases which I have in mind which careful 8 
(in some of them weeks and months) du my 1 — of office, are 

United States vs. Evans, director Spring National Bank. k. Convicted 
under section 5209, Revised Statutes. 

United States vs. “Young, director Spring Garden National Bank. Convicted 
under section 5200, Revised Sta 

United States vs. H. H. Yard. ie i for aiding and abetting officers of the 
Ke eee a Ac 8 


ational Bank. Convicted. 
United States vs. Grady, Paes Martetts National Bank, Convicted. 
United States vs. Baker, teller Consolidation National Bank. Convicted. 
United States vs. Halterman, teller Columbia National Bank. Convicted. 
United States vs. cashier Ellenville National Bank. Convicted. 
United States vs, Cochran. Robbing the United States Mint of $110,000. 


vieted. 
e States vs. Garfinkle et al. Organized band of counterfeiters. Con- 
United States vs, Rosengarten et al. Organized band of counterfeiters. 
United States vs. Wibou etal. e NED Roe 


force on the I d of Cuba. Convicted. 
al. and United States vs. Wilner onset i lees 


In the district 
suits on official bonds; suits to recover duti 


ceed various other cases. 
5 think of as being more diffi 


t of preparation than ordi- 


of appeals. I was never compensation for this, but Moulds I 
— — bo entitled to a docket f fee = 

United States vs. ag etal. A Tak oss to recover duties on certain lenses. 

The case was ce, and involved 8 aeri of money, and established 
a new principle of i in favor of tho Govern: 

United States vs. Snowdenetal. Suit on official b bond of H. S. Cochran, con- 
victed of robbing the mint. 

United States vs. Bosbyshell et al. Suit on official bond on account of de- 
falcation of H. S. Cochran. 

United States vs. Lees, United States vs. eee and several other 
cases, for importing alien laborers under contr: 

United States vs. 5 5 duties. Tried twice in the district 
court and once in the circui sopena, 

This list could be be prolonged Sindetinite y, but is sufficient to show the char- 
acter of the civil 15 o distriet court. In addition tothis there were 
a number of cases in ity—actions Bf the United 3 for penalties 
and forfeitures, and actions 3 the United States for sal aa 

In the circuit court all the customs cases are tried. nited States 
5 compensation for his services in these cases, Which does not 


cases aes harder to understand and N tly are. It isa 
1 branch of the law, as much so as patent cases, and o good hota 
the United States attorney must spend much time and 2 ae the 
cases. 


aration oe his To 8 one of the necessit pf good legal abt a iiey 


merous. 
The more impor 4 ones were those known 
of this case saved the United States in Philadelphia £20; $20,000, and in New Yor: 
Iam informed more than $100,000. I also tried and won the Wool Waste 
which involved quite as much money; the Yarn Case, which hk a large 
sum of money, and many others. importance of ooa, trying these 
iet is not a one for the amount actually n in 

e 


where more favorable results to the Goy- 
ernment have — obtained than 5 and ae has been largely 
owing to the fact that the cases were thorough! Pak and the facts com- 
deep Bete Ges The bulk of these cases are tried in 

ra » Philad Boston, Chicago, 5 and New Orleans. 

180 cer tainly eines a eee et policy to ask 8 in addition to = 
ing all the criminal and civil cases in the district to go into the circuit 
oonré ail tr the customs cases as they should be tried all ona salary of 
tg A when his predecessors have all earned from $8,000 to $15,000 per annum 


services. 

But in addition to the customs cases in the circuit court there are also con- 
tion proceedings and other cases; for exam 
merce Commission vs. the Lehigh Valley Railroad, w. 

tere! which has required attention in ony, 
my term of office T have had several 


In condemnation 
site for a new mint at Sixthand Wal- 
There were 140 different 
Experts had to be 


and asthe Treasury Department requested quick sy it kept the 

ofiso 5 almost ea and night. Tihe e ec $1,000 000 and were al- 
lowed $900,000. The site not ot pang approved, a, * ges new proceedings 
against the site at cad atk Race streets. endants were not 80 
numerous, but the work was severe. The Owners as s asked 8 and were 
awarded „000. Appeals were taken and cases tried in the circuit court 
before A “of twelve. 


1 th: Onang to tue 8 Court of the . United 
tes. A favorable decision ace will enable the Commission to go nom. 
9 5 the cases to a final determination. 
r all this work in condemnation 2 not one dollar is allowed. 
The United States attorney performs it, gin ng to the Comptroller's deci- 
sion, as part of his duty under the salary o £ $200 . — pe ea My term of 
office was not an unusual one. M predecessor, had as much or 
more to do, and the sent Uni States es attorney wil have the same 
88 In my ju ent nothing less than a fair compensa’ 
Congress will bbe d make a blunder if the sa is cut down toa 
where the best lawyers II be unwilling to take it 
pi New Ys ork, and it W is entitled to as great 9 city ox- 
cops New York, and it will be a mistaken policy to cripple the priae A at this 
rusting yon ma may | be able to get for Philadelphia at least as much consid- 
aa) ed to Chicago or Boston, 
Tam yours, 8 truly, ELLERY P. INGHAM, 
P. S.—I am informed by my assistant, Mr. Newitt, that my „ rins ac- 
count for the last quarter, which does not include customs cases, will amount 
for the quarter to $4,500. 


E. P. I. 
Hon. H. H. BINGHAM. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


oe motion of Mr. CANNON was then agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Hopxrns in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for further consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to pages 76, 77, and 86 to make what are substantially two 
or three verbal corrections. 

There was no SS ipa 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, by unanimous consent, the fol- 
lowing changes were made: 


Fage 76, line B, after the word “home,” the words “ clerks and orderlies v 
were inse 
Page 77, line 20, after the word “ bedding,” the words “ bedding material” 
bat soe 86, lines 21 and 22, the words“ prina of blanks at depot and 
a epot and neces- 
sary materials therefor” were stricken ou £ po 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read that portion of the 
bill, beginning on page 16, which has not been considered by the 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For labor and expenses of engraving and printing: For salaries of all nec- 
essary Jon. and employ = loyees, ot ther than late printers and plate printers’ 
assistants, $420,000, expended under the 5 55 Eion of the Gacretery of the 
Treasury: : Provide: ed, 4. Phat no portion of this sum shall be expended for print- 
ing United States notes or Treasury notes of larger denomination than those 
that may be canceled or retired. 

For wages of plate printera at piece rates to be fixed by the Secre of 
the Treasury, not to exceed the rates usually paid for such work, inclu 
e . — o printers’ assistan’ t $1.25 a day each when employed, $516. 

2 1 0 under the direction Ts the 3 of the 

vided. rtion of this sum shall be expended for 1 inting United 
States notes or notes of larger denomination than . —— 
be canceled or retired. 


For engravers, printers, and other ti: Provided, cept distinctive 
fi Provided, “That the Sees 
the Bureau o 
and D medo 11 1 the manner in whi appropriations for said Burea: 
heretofore been used, and no part of 3 shall be held to be 
contingent enses of the 5 98 nor be subject to the 
visions of sections 240 and 3683 Statutes: ani — — furlers 
That all the business of the 8 of Engra vin 
under the immediate control of the director of paid Bui — 3 to 15 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, and the director of said Bureau 
shall report to and be responsible directly to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
For rent of office for mt of the Post-Office Department to supervise the 
distribution of stamps of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, $800. 


Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. Chairman, by unanimous consent, the par- 
agraph just read was passed over when regularly reached in the 
consideration of the bi I very much prefer that the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr, Harner], who desires to be heard with refer- 
ence to the appropriation for the Howard University, should go 
on now (as L understand he is ready) and that this question which I 
desire to bring to the attention of the Committee of the Whole 
should come up immediately after the discussion with reference 
to the Howard University has closed. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentlemen concerned are agreed in ref- 
erence to this order of preceding, it is satisfactory to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. here be no objection,the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] will be with- 
held for ace r and the Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Ne Mr. HAINERI. 

There was no 2 
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Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday, while 


I was momentarily absent from the Chamber, an amendment 
relating to the Howard University was offered and, without dis- 
cussion, wasadopted by the Committee of the Whole House. The 
circumstances attending the offering of that amendment, the 
utter absence of any objection on the part of anyone, including 
the gentleman in charge, whose duty it was to protect the bill as 
reported, the very significant action of sundry members of the 
Appropriations Committee, left an 3 upon many mem- 
bers of the House that as a matter of fact the amendment which 
was proposed was satisfactory to everyone; it was passed pro 
forma, as I understand, not exceeding half a dozen members vot- 
ing for it. I apprehend the Committee of the Whole little under- 
stood the nature and far-reaching effect of that amendment; and 
in order that we may intelligently discuss it now under the ar- 
rangement which has been made, I ask the Clerk to read the 
amendment as it appears on page 3444 of the RECORD. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Pik psi by inserting after the word “dollars,” in line 3, on page 59, the fol- 
i “HOWARD UNIVERSITY. 


“For maintenance of the Howard University, to be used in payment of 
part of the salaries of the eee hs Baca and other lar 
employees of the university, the ce of which will d from dona- 
tions and other sources, $27.500; for tools, materials, wages of instructors, and 
other necessary expenses of the industrial department, $3,000; for books for 
library, law library, bookcases, shelving, and fixtures, $900; for material and 
apparatus for chemical, physical, and natural history and laboratory, $200; 
for improvement of grounds and repairs of buildings, $1,000; in all, $42,600: 
Provided, That no are of the money hereby appropriated shall be paid to 
my teacher or professor of theology or religion, or to any chaplain in said 

versity. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I think it will be 
admitted on all hands that the Howard University is an institu- 
tion situated in the District of Columbia; that it is a private insti- 
tution; and I think, beyond all question, every candid person must 
admit that it is also a sectarian institution. The House will 
readily understand what is involved in this amendment. Already 
on two different occasions this House, after full debate—debate of 
a character calculated to bring out the real judgment and sense 
of the House—has placed itself pt peg eaeere upon the ground that 
it will not sie aa a single dollar to any sectarian institution. 
I think it may also be fairly argued from the action already had 
that this House pos further, and that it is not in favor of appro- 
priating money for any private purposes. 

Let me first address myself to the character of this institution. 
I hold in my hand its official catalogue, the last one issued, cov- 
ering the period from March, 1894, to March, 1895. That cata- 
logue tells me—I read from page 66: 


This institution is always emphatically Christian. Its instructors believe 
in Christianity as the on Baan of true culture. But pupils here are given 
no denominational bias. @ Bible is one of the regular text-books. 


Referring to the first pages of this same catalogue, I find that 
its first department, the one to which greatest prominence is given, 
is the department of theology, of which the president is dean. I 
find that it has a department of medjcine, a dental college, a phar- 
maceutical college, a department of law, a college department, a 
preparatory department, a normal department, a department of 
music, and an industrial department. It will therefore be ob- 
served that this institution is endeavoring to do not only prepara- 
tory work but work of a high grade, such work as is usually done 
by a university as contradistinguished from a college. 

Theological studentsattend classes in other departments. Ithink 
it will be admitted that at no time has the Congress of the United 
States ever gone so far as to commit itself to a national university. 
Ever since che days of Washington various Presidents have recom- 
mended the chartering of such an institution. Petitions in favor 
of such a project have come in from all parts of the Union. Edu- 
cators all over this land have strenuously advocated it. But 
never to this day has the Congress of the United States set apart 
a single dollar for university education of the youth of our land, 
except as small tracts of land have been set apart for the use of 
State universities, and in this regard the several States have fairly 
shared. We have in the main thus far limited our appropriations 
and all governmental agencies to such education as is deemed on 
all hands necessary to qualify a person for the ordinary duties of 
citizenship. With the common-school education we have 3 
save and except only the aid which has been granted the indus- 
trial colleges and State universities of the land. I do not now 
refer to the class of appropriations by way of subsidies, and which 
appropriations I am attacking. 

Howard University is an institution for colored people, 
primarily and principally. Generally speaking, there are no white 
students there. I want to know on what principle of equity, on 
what principle of right or of ye egal gentlemen will vote for the 
— higher education of colored race money which they 


withhold from their own race from their own children. What 
excuse can you give— those of you who live in New York or in 
Georgia, in Nebraska or in Kansas —for appropriating money for 
the so-called higher education here in the District of Columbia of 
a certain race, when you deny such appropriations to your own 
people? Ifyou must 5 haem for the institution, why not do 
so out of District of umbia funds? You support your State 
schools by State taxation. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the broadest and the most 
liberal education. But one of the first essentials of the right kind 
of education is equality in education as well as before the law. 
You have no right to make preferences. You have no right to 
ese out one race, one nationality, one creed, or one social class, 
and confer upon that race, nationality, creed or class benefits 
which you deny to others. There is absolutely no excuse or jus- 
tification for taking one dollar by taxation from the masses and 
bestowing it upon the few. Favoritism has no place whatever in 
an intelligent republic. Here is this institution, which is admit- 
tedly private, taking care of the few; but we are doing it in a way 
in which we have never taken care of any other class when we 
have known what we were doing. 

I said this is a sectarian institution. Let us sce. This catalogue 
says: 

The students conduct with enthusiasm literary and missionary societies. 
Africa is ed with prayerful attention as a missionary field. 


So we are educating these missionaries for Africa, I submit 
the time is now and here when the colored people of this country 
need, and the white ple need, missionaries at home, not abroad; 
men and women who can rise to the plane of good citizenship 
here and not undertake to work out, at the public expense, a sys- 
tem of evangelizing the people in Africa. 

But further, Mr. Chairman, we are informed here in this same 
catalogue to which I have already referred ‘‘that the students 
preach sermons and conduct pulpit exercises in the presence of 
one another and of the faculty, who kindly criticise them.” 

And I may say for the edification of the members of the House 
who have been given some extraordin. exhibitions of delsartean 
oratory here from time to time that, so the catalogue says, “much 
attention is devoted to pulpit elocution, with a large application 
of delsartean principles.” And yet you propose for that purpose 
to take and expend the public money. 

But it is insisted that the amendment provides that no part of 
the money os Py eer shall be paid for theological or 5 8 55 
teachings. Not so. Gentlemen, we can not afford to attempt to 
deceive each other by any such subterfuges in order to get in an 
appropriation of money. We owe it to ourselves to be reasonabl 
candid, at least. We can not deceive the people of the Unite 
States. You may cover it up here under a form of words in the 
excitement of the moment, but in the calmer moments which come 
to the people out yonder by their firesides—the people whose rep- 
resentatives you are will read what you have done here. They 
will not be deceived. They will discover the true nature of this 
amendment. They will see its pernicious doctrine and pronounce 
their righteous judgment on such actions. But what does this 
amendment provide? After making the appropriation of $32,600, 
it proceeds with a sham effort at self-disintection: 


Provided, That no part of the money hereby appropriated shall bo paid to 
an aema or professor of theology or religion or to any chaplain in said 
ve: y. 


I ask you in all candor what practical effect has that? Are 
there no other expenses of the university than those involved in 
teaching theology? Is there no other income than that which you 
propose to appropriate here for this establishment? Why, gentle- 
men, I find in the report of this institution for 1895 that the income 
of the institution itself was $57,640.55, of which the Government of 
the United States appropriated $29,500. In other words, only about 
one-half of the money came from the United States, and that the 
balance for the support of the establishment came from other 
sources. Now, I ask, if that is the condition of affairs, what is the 
practical effect of the proviso which is added to this amendment, 
and which was thrown in for the nornon of catching the House 
on yesterday? What is its practical effect? Can not the institu- 
tion take the $29,000 received from other sources and use that for 
religious instruction, and use the other $29,000 or $30,000 that the 
Government of the United States appropriates for other purposes? 

Suppose you would provide in express terms that the expense of 
the theological department should be paid out of this appropria- 
tion. What difference would it make? To ask the question is to 
show that the proviso is inoperative. Not a dollar of the money 
5 by the Government need be used for-that purpose, 
an yor 8 ollar that is 5 is simply that much in 
addition to the sum to be applied for theological teaching. What 
difference does it make, practically speaking, then, whether that 

roviso is inserted or not. If we make the appropriation in any 
orm they will continue to use their other funds for theological 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3497 


purposes. If we do not, they will have less money to use for 
their departments of law and theol When the gentleman, Mr. 
Chairman, who introduced the proviso comes to speak, I ask him, 
in all fairness, in the name of common honesty, to explain what 
he meant by the proviso? If he had an honest purpose, it is so skill- 
fully concealed that the average mind is unable to discover it. I 
repeat, it has no practical effect, and you may as well give the 
$32,600 without any proviso whatever. ep A 

But it may be insisted, Mr. Chairman, that this institution has 
received other funds with which it supports the theological chair. 
There is some foundation, Iwill admit, for that claim. For in their 
report we find they receive from the Board of American Missions. 
in addition to the Stone endowment, a total fund for this purpose 
of $4,475, and that fund is paid, I find, to the officer who lectures in 
the department of theology. Upon another page of the same re- 
port I find the president receives out of this fund, as a part of his 
salary of $4,000, $2,800, and the Government appropriates the other 
$1,200 from the amount set apart for the theological department. 

In order that the committee and the House may clearly see the 
method of disbursement, and also the sources of income, I make as 
part of my remarks extracts from the last annual report of this 
institution to the Secretary of the Interior: 


The amount appropriated by Congress for the coming year, including 
$8,200 for the E is $31,500. The trustees would earnestly 
request the same amount for the next year, which, with the $1,000 for the 
library fixtures in the new chapel building, will make $35,500. 


The president of the university, who receives $4,000 per year, with 
the: use of a house, was paid from the appropriation--.--...---.-.-. $2, 800.00 

The secre „ treasurer, and business manager, whose annual 
y is $2, received from the appropriation 1, 800. 00 

Seven professors in the college, preparatory and normal depart- 

ments, who receive $1,500 per year each, with use of house, were 
id from the appropriation, each, 31.350 >----- -411 9, 450. 00 

Three teachers, who receive $200 per year each, were paid from the 
appropriation, each, 720. --------------------2-.---0--<-- 2,160.00 
One y teacher, who is paid $900 per year, received from the 


e e r x awed meaduceepeanaareacn 810. 00 
Gus lady teacher, who is paid $1,000 per year, received from the 
e oral seneneenennenceusverenner 33 900. 00 
One y teacher, who receives $600 per year, was paid from the 
MDOP ONTIA GER in copes e asouemndd ony nen are — 480.00 
One er, who is paid $700 per year, received from the appropri- me 
PR Ni pe eg ep) mm a Ea EE E pete, 7 BR SOS ee ae . 
One ee whose annual salary is $600, was paid from the appro- ant 
r e unas nena saaa= ones . 
wear assistant teachers, whose salaries are $500 each per year, were 
paid from the appropriation an aggregate of..-..--.-----.--------- 730. 00 
Four professors in the law department were each paid from the 
appropriation $900 e 3. 200. 00 


Total for polaris- ins 4 an sense esaq=cuscen ccomnes= 23, 500. 00 


The sum of $3,000 appropriated for the manual-training school (industrial 
department) was expended as follows: 


Por Trintruction. J 0s. —... N $2,420. 66 
For Datel! £ 330. 59 
TON E E E E nests oan Re 121.75 
For janitor and flreman 127.00 

aS T tn aE e ae e a A A N E setae 3. 000. 00 


The sum of 8 appropriated for the repairs of buildings was mostly ex- 
mded in the repair of tin roofs and decayed woodwork under the same. To 
his pon ere was added $1,564.29, which was used in general repairs where 
most n. i : 
The sum of $500 appropriated for the improvement of grounds was used in 
. of a substantial fence along the west side of the campus, on 
street. 
The sum of $300 appropriated for library books, the $1,000 appropriated for 
law library, and 8205 appropriated for the laboratories of the university, 
chemicals, apparatus, etc., were used for the purposes indicated. 


Treasurer's statement of receipts and disbursements from July 1, 1894, to June 
30, 1895, pertaining to current expenses. 


RECEIPTS. 


Balance on hand July 1, 1890. 2 2 $112.90 
From United States: 
For salaries e 23, 500. 00 
Drohen —22 3, 000. 00 
For chemical apparatus 
For librar 


For grounds 
SC 

From income from invested fund 
From American Missionary Association (including Stone endow- 
ment) for theological department = 
From donations for prizes 
From room rents 
From miscellaneous sources 
From industrial department, proceeds of shops K 
From medical department, income and tuition, including $137.75 in- 
terestion ‘Stevens fund „444% 
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EXPENSES. 
Paid officers, professors, and instructors in academic branches . . $25,134.75 


officers and lecturers in theological department, from dona- 
— ĩ⅛ ———:=. ðĩ— wm a ee ee ee ae 4,475.00 


Paid professors and instructors in medical department... $5,855.00 
Paid other expenses of the department 1, 808. 50 
——— N. 668.50 
Paid professors and instructors in law department. . 4, 968. 15 

Paid other expenses of the department 317. 85 


Paid instructors of the industrial department 2,420.66 
Paid for material, industrial department 330. 
Paid for fuel, industrial department 
Paid for janitor and fireman, industrial department 
Paid for material, presswork, composition, etc., from 
r E E a E S NA 


5 


SSS SSSR 


Paid chemical apparatus 
Paid library books 
ar law li 5 Saat 
aid repairs of buildings 
Paid improvement of grounds 
Paid fuel and gas 
Paid janitors and flremen 
PRAG THRNTEN OSs IAA AEA E A AR Gan 2 
Paid interest on $13,000 transferred to aid fund EE 
Paid miscellaneous expenses, including postage, advertising, tele- 
phone, stationery, furniture, stoves, diplomas, prizes, and other 
expenses of a general character 
Balance, June 30, 1895. 
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Gentlemen will bear in mind there are other expenses in the 
theological department than the pay of the lecturers; for in- 
stance, the maintenance of the building, the use of the class room, 
heating, lighting, repairs, incidental expenses, text-books, and so 
on, which are aid out of other funds. Only a few days a 
the House, as I said, after a full discussion, ingrafted into the In- 
dian appropriation bill a provision that no money should be paid 
to any institution in whole or in part under sectarian or ecclesiasti- 
cal control. That was adopted after discussion as the deliberate 
judgment of the House. It was placed in that bill well knowing 
that the principal society order to be affected by the provision 
would be Catholic. I ask, in all earnestness, on what possible 
principle of right could you do that and still appropriate to this 
institution, which is in part admittedly maintained by the Amer- 
ican Missionary Society, a wellk-nown Congregational society, a 
fact which is stated in the sper from which I have already 
quoted? Is the House prepared to say that they will not make an 
appropriation for an institution that is controlled in whole or in 
part by a Catholic society, but will make an 1 riation to one 
that is supported in whole or in part by the Congregational 
society? Is that the judgment of the members of this body? Is 
that its sense of fairness and right? 

Gentlemen, it is folly and inexcusable cowardice to attempt to 
evade the issue. 

You must meet it fairly and squarely likemen. Do not believe 
for a moment that the generous people of the United States will 
tolerate any such favoritism as that. When I addressed myself 
to this proposition in the Indian bill I disclaimed, as I felt in m 
heart that I had a right to do, any opposition to the Catholic Church 
as a church. I say to you here now that if there is to be a dollar 
of appropriation for any sectarian institution, you have no right 
to withhold like aid to a Catholic institution. Do you say that 
this institution does good work? I grant it for the sake of argu- 
ment. Will any man say that excluded Catholic institutions do 
not also do good work? he does, he speaks without understand- 
ing, for many of them do most excellent work. We voted against 
aid to Catholic institutions, not because they were not doing good 
work, but because we recognized it as a fundamental principle of 
government that we have no right whatever to vote one dollar of 
money for sectarian purposes, 

Ah, gentlemen, I know how easy it is for this insidious process 
to effect your real p se. This is truly“ the nose of the camel 
entering the tent.” The Catholics, with a craft which excels that 
of Talleyrand, usually accomplish their purpose by the exercise of 
brains, and there are not wanting Protestants who, with a lack 
of perception which is akin to idiocy, allow themselves to be lured 
by a small bait, as in this instance, to commit themselves to a 
principle which has in the past taken multiplied millions out of the 
Treasury of the United States and placed them in the coffers of 
sectarian institutions. 

No, gentlemen, you must place yourselves upon principle. This 
Howard University was founded about the close of the war. For 
about sixteen years it prospered. It rested in the bosom and on 
the heart of the great ple of this country, who are quick and 
zealous to respond to good work. It prospered until 1880 as 
it has never prospered since, There had been no thought of Goy- 
ernment aid. In 1880, long after the war and after the colored 
people were already getting on their feet, there came first the 
appropriation of $10,000. From that small item the appropriation 

grown ually, until this year they receive $34,500. In the 
aggregate they have received $401,600 since 1880. 

offer as part of my remarks a table furnished me by the presi- 
dent of this university, which gives the details. 
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Appropriations by Congress for Howard University from July 1, 1879, to June 
80, 1896, inclusive. 


Industrial de- 
partment. 
Library and fix- 
tures. 
Chemicals, etc., 
for laboratory. 


Repairs of build- 
ing. 


June 30, 1880 , 000 $10,000 
June 30,1881 -| 10,000 10,000 
June 30, 1882 10,000 
June 30, 1883 25, 000 
June 90, 1884 L. 18,000 „„ 4 ꝗ 4 ꝗ = 4 ——.. 2 15, 000 
June 30, 1885.18, 500 | 4, 22,500 
June 9), --| 18,500} 4, 24,500 
June 30,1887 . 18,500 5, 25, 500 
June 30, 1888 5. 18,500 | 4, 2,500 
June 3), 1880 F. 18,500 | 3, 23,000 
June 30, -.| 18,500 | 3, 23,000 
June 30, 1801. 20,300 | 2, 29,200 
June 30, 1892 . 24,300 2, 35, 800 
June 30,1 -| 23,500 | 1, 29, 500 
June 30, 23,500 | 1, 28, 500 
June 30,1895 ..| 23,500 | 1, 29, 500 
June 30, 1896 ..| 28,500 | 1, 34, 500 

c es 401, 600 


* Water supply—$3,500 in 1884; $2,000 in 1888. + Fire escapes—$400 in 1889. 


From $10,000 it ually grew until it reached, for the current 
year, the sum of $34,500, of which over $3,000 went to support a 
college of the law. Is it claimed, can it be truthfully claimed, 
there is a pressing necessity for this? What special humanita- 
rian, sentimental need is there in this country for colored lawyers, 
preachers, doctors, or music teachers? All over this land of ours 
the schools are as open to the colored boy and the colored girl as 
they are to the white. In my own town I have seen graduate 
from our high school and pass on to the university a colored boy 
by the side of whites in the same class. They can enter any school 
in all the Northland, and many of the schools of the South. The 
agricultural colleges are open to them; and only day before yes- 
Line, Ba was informed by one of the trustees of Howard Univer- 
sity (Mr. Cook) that his son graduated from the public schools 
of Washington and entered Yale direct without any further prep- 
aration. Do not tell me, then, there has not been fair provision 
made for the colored boy and the colored girl. Do not tell me 
that there is any pressing need for high-toned education, free of 
charge, for these people, when you deny like facilities to your own 
sisters and your own brothers. 

What has been the result of this policy which we have inaugu- 
rated? I have in my hand a detailed list of the appropriations by 
the United States to private sectarian, charitable, and reforma- 
tory institutions in the District of Columbia alone, from July 1, 
1871, to June 80, 1896. I will make it a part of my remarks. 

It illustrates the length to which we have vee in appropriating 
9 authority, and too often without knowlege, of the 
people. 


Appropriations by the United States to private and sectarian charitable and reformatory institutions in the District of Columbia from July 1, 1871, to June 
* pri 1898, as per United States ‘Statutes at Large. * 5 2 


1895-96. | 1804-05. | 18903-94. | 1892-03. | 1891-92. 


Municipal Lod House $4,000} $4,000} 84,000 84,000 — 
Ex- U. ders and sailors, 
Grand Army of the Republic 2,500 2. 500 $2, 500 
Women's Christian 
F 4,000 4,000 4,000 
Cen ispensary an er- 
poania e eee 12,000 | 15,000 500 | 30,000 
um ospital for Women 30, 000 25, 000 , 000 000 20,000 
Children’s Hospital . 10,000 | 10,000 10,000 10,000} 10,000 
National Homeopathic Hospital 8,000 8,500 7,000 7,000 9,000 
‘s H 53, 54,025 | 58,025 | 53,025 | 52,500 
Reform School for Giris 9,425 | 23,050 | 20,128] 35,000 
Washington Hospita 
ee — . — — Pe oN 6,000 6,000 6,000 6,000 6, 000 
ure ohn's 
9 ep] ra) Ell) £0) dh 
German han um i 0 ‘ „ „ 
Destitute colored women and 
o 9. 9000 9,900 7,080 | 13,000] 12,000 
St. Ann's Infant Asylum 5, 400 5, 400 3,840 6, 500 6,500 
ae comet Ay 3 1.800 1,800 1,181 2,000 
‘or or’ 
M 1,800 1,800 1,181 2,000 8,000 
2,700 2,700 8,000 8, 000 8,000 
9,900 9, 900 7,680 | 18,000} 11,500 
4,500 4,500 2, 953 5, 000 2,500 
17,000 TP Mg S SE Peer 
64,000 | 94,000] 64,000] 52,500 13, 900 
Insane 96,480 | 304,700 | 342,286 | 300,300 | 318,130 
Garfield Memorial Hospital 19,000 19, 009 12,500 15,000 15,000 
Providence H p al 19,000 | 19,000 | 19,000} 19,000} 19,000 
Reform School, District of Co- 
CCC 50,952 44.40 62,452) 40,252) 45,652 
ashington Asylum Hospital. 62,415 | 62,915 62,195 | 68,345 116,377 
omens Union Christian As- S an 
Young Women's Christian 
.. E E OAA eens 000 
Hope and Help Mission 000 
National Temperance Home. 000 


Woman's Ch: one 


8s 
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51,596 | 52. 720 
!!!!!! ewascueuas 


Dll 507, 807 


739, 842 


1882-83. | 1881-2. | 1880-81. 


Municipal Lodging Houses „ „e r!!! ENS Benya re 3 


Ex-Union soldiers and sailors, 


678,782 677, 112 264,438 


1876-77. | 1875-70. 1873-74. | 1872-73. 


Coren: Marry ot Tab TN y . ̃ ̃ . ̃ ̃ r. . S 13, 509 
Christian Associa- 


e 
RAA A OE E SA 
Central Dispensary and Emer- 


BS OS Ree ee A OS 8 
odumbia Hospital for Women 
Children’s Hospital 


Found lings aaan 
Church Orphanage, St. John's 
German Orphan Asylum 
W ciead tad 


children 
St. Ann's Infant Asylum 5,000 5,000 5,000 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3499 


Appropriations by the United States to private and sectarian charitable and reformatory institutions in the District of Columbia—Continued, 


St. J. ih’; ATR oo · A A EEE E E onael sabasw aun: 
Association a Works of 


Honse of Good Shopherd.......}......----|-----2--2-|.--- ~~ ----|-awasesens|aannee . 


Industrial Home School $5,000 810,000 $10,000 000 


St. Rose's Industrial School 
Board of children’ 


vidence 
Reform School, 
Ream tices gs act eee 


um 
Washi: m Asylum Hospit al. 
ngto: zo isti 


Women's Union 


Soeistien b nn a a fo ened nada la ce cc ananc ecru anecns|ennene -o=>|uaaecenes: 


Young Women's 
om 


Providence Hospital. „„ 
Government Hospital for the Insane Aa, 


Total for Providence Hospital from 1866 to 18908 20m2... 


Total for Government Hospital for the Insane from 1862 to 1896. 

In this list alone you find $12,122.306, not including the — 
priation of $30,000 made to the Little Sisters of the Poor, and not 
including one cent which has been appropriated to Howard Uni- 
versity. It therefore follows that about $13,000,000 has already, 
in that comparatively brief time, been appropriated in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia alone to institutions of the character named, 
Add the appropriations for sectarian Indian schools, which amount 
to fully as much, and you have an te of $25,000,000 or 
$26,000,000 for such purposes. Take the list from year to year 
and see how they grow, how they swell. There isnot a man who 
ever studied this question for one moment but knows that if you 
want to dispense that kind of charity you can have all of it that 
you can pay for, Just say to the people of the United States, 
By a considerable use of the teasing process you can obtain money 
from the public Treasury,” and where will you stop? If you say 
that any person who does good work shall have access to the pub- 
lic Treasury, where will you draw the line? There is absolutely 
no stopping place. Talk about Nad sectarian Sopro riations, you 
can not draw the line there. ere is no real definition of the 
word sectarian. The word sect applies to a denomination or a 
school of science, philosophy, politics, or what not. There area 
thousand and one different schools. Agan, how easy it is, by a 
skillful use of the incorporation laws, to found societies which, by 
their charters and by-laws, are absolutely silent on any question of 
sectarianism. You can do that 8 and in a roundabout 
way draw money out of the public ury. 

Suppose you were to apply that same doctrine to our other pub- 
lic works and were to allow a eraon or company to light one of 
these streets in the city of Washington and, if it did good work, 
appropriate for it, subsidize it, pappor you allow 5 to 
pave a street, and, if he does a good job of paving, if he suits 
the people, make him an appropriation to cover the apene 
of paving. Would you tolerate that for one moment? you 
would not tolerate that, tell me what excuse is there for it 
in any of these educational societies, and especially where they 
undertake to teach religion. Will anyone say that the president 
of this institution, who, until he assumed the duties of that office, 
was a Congregational minister in this city, can teach the Bible as 
a regular text-book without giving it a Congregational bias? 

Here is an institution which is presided over by a lifelong Con- 
gregationalist. - 

e ArT je professors areCongregationalists. They maintain 
a theological department, in which the president and principal 
professors spend a large of their time. 

Special attention is paid to theology. 

ae institution has for its largest and most liberal patron, ex- 
opang. only the Government, a Congregational society whose 
0 y 8 ject is to spread ee ede It is a missionary 


Missionary work for what? For the Congregational Church. 
Certainly not for any other church. You may depend on that. 
It is to the Congregational Church precisely what the Jesuit order 


1878-79. | 1877-78. | 1876-77, | 1875-76. | 1874-75. 


1873-74. 


Zr ee ; RG ee re hie ee | 781 
178.680 

21.85 

18 — 45, 200 


is to the Catholic Church. Will any gentleman who values his 
word deny this? Will you bolt at the nameof Jesuit and embrace 


9 missionary society? I so, what becomes of your 


a 
opposition to sectarian appropriations? If you oppose aiding an 
institution in which ee e is done for a Protestant 3 
what objection gg be to a Catholic priest or the sworn devotee 
of some Catholic order doing exactly the same thing for that 
church, There is only one safe ground, and that is to make no 
appropriations whatever for private institutions. 

ow, Mr. n, let me briefly recount some of the reasons 
why subsidies should never be tolerated. I think it will be con- 
ceded that every objection which can be made to the principle of 
subsidy as a general one applies with peculiar force wherever 
religious or political passions or prejudices of the people may be 
involved. o man can teach politics—should you establish a 
chair of politics—if he were a Republican, without teaching his 
pupils Republican doctrines; if he were a Democrat, he would 
teach the doctrine of the Dem „and if he were a Populist, 
he would probably teach that all property, and especially pros- 
perity, is a crime against the laws of God and of man. I oppose 
subsidies to schools and charitable institutions for many other 
reasons, 

First, because it promotes pauperism by disgnis'‘ng it. Many 
will go into one of these subsidized institutions and accept aid 
from the Government, deeming it a matter of right and not a 

tunity. They would help themselves rather than accept charity, 
ut will accept a benefit which is offered as a right rather than 
gain it by work. You should not place a premium upon pauper- 
ism. Charity should have a twofold purpose. First, to relieve 
those who are deserving and really in want; and second, to better 
the condition of the people and make want less and less in the land. 
So, I say, whatever disguises pauperism, whatever tends to make 
it respectable tends as a matter of fact to make people throw them- 
selves prone upon society to take care of them. W 5 teaches 
the doctrine that the world owes a person a living, owes him an 
education, owes him medical treatment or care, demoralizes so- 
ciety and works evil. You ought to teach that every man should, 
by his own unaided force if possible, take care of his own wants. 
It is true that St. Paul, in one of his epistles, said that each man 
should bear the burdens of his neighbor, but in the same—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ps ie 

Mr. CANNON. Would the gentleman like some additional 
time? 

er ee of Nebraska. Yes; I would like about fifteen 
minu . 

2 SARR: I have no objection, if the same is granted to the 
other side. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that debate may be 
extended to thirty minutes, fifteen minutes to be occupied by the 
gentleman from Nebraska, and fifteen minutes under the control 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. 5 

The The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
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mous consent that the time for closing this debate be extended 
thirty minutes, to be equally divided between the gentleman now 
on the fioor and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans]. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Iwas just stating that St. Paul's 
doctrine was that we should bear each other’s burdens; but side 
by side with that, and as a part of the same text, he added that 
each man shall bear his own burden. In that teaching is the true 
philosophy of all work which is truly charitable. When you 
place men on their feet and make them do for themselves as much 
as possible, you elevate them, you make them manly men, you 
encourage true nobility, you do abiding good. Another bad effect 
of subsidies is that they produce a duplication of institutions. 
Once enter upon the policy and it is hard to draw the line. No 
institution gly pms a es it. Suppose you make an appro- 
pon here for this institution, largely because of race; another 

itution comes up and it claims it on the score of nationality. 

We had a heated discussion in this House on the proposition 
that we should make an 8 for an institution because 
it was German. If you make appropriation on that ground, then 
pog will be required to make it in the case of the Scandinavians, 

the case of the Italians, and in the case of the Bohemians, 
There may be among some constituencies voters who may be 
caught with that kind of chaff, but I trust they are fewindeed. I 
know there are gentlemen in this House who make use of such 
arguments, and one 8 who is active in urging this amend- 
ment stated in my hearing that in his district there were many 
colored voters, and this was absolutely necessary for the purpose 
of cajoling them into his support. 1 want to say to those gentle- 
men they place a low estimate upon the colored race, that race 
which gave to the United States a Frederick silly ‘eon that race 
which placed in the halls of this Congress a man during the last 
session who ought to occupy the same seat now; that race which 

vo to the present generation a Booker Been Spite That race, 
Fir. Chairman, does not need any cajoling. They do not need 
coddling. They want their rights, and their rights alone. They 
want to be treated as men and women, because they are men and 
women. They ask not the hand of charity. You insult them 
when you extend it; you depress them when you giveit. You 
seek by that method to retain them in the position in which they 
were so many years—a servile position; you seek to educate them 
into barbers, waiters, and bootblacks, a servient instead of a self- 
asserting people. He is no good friend of the colored race who 
asks charity at your hands for them. 

Another thing. These subsidies should never be tolerated, be- 
cause in voting against them you are obliged to resist special pres- 
sure. If it were proper for me to relate what has occurred in our 
committee room, I could tell you of men of high position in the 
United States who, forgetting the places which they occupy, re- 
gardless of the duties which they owe to the country, came there 
as truckling mendicants for the purpose of obtaining little appro- 
priations, because, forsooth, their wives happen to be presidents of 
someof these institutions, or they themselves happen to be Bia a 
ing some honorary position with respect to other institutions. It 
pleases them to occupy the positions, and in turn they use their 
social and official prestige to secure appropriations. Anything 
that leads to practices of that kind is vicious and only vicious, 
and should be cut up by the roots. There ought not to be any 
favoritism in this House, and when a man comes to a committee, 
whether it be to the Ways and Means, the Appropriations, or any 
other, for the purpose of asking a favor at their hands and a dis- 
crimination in his own favor, or in favor of some pet institution 
of his, against the great body of the people, he ought to be shown 
the door; and I hope the time will come when the American Con- 
gress w rise to such a plane as will make such demands upon it 
im ible. 

he habit of appropriating for these institutions does another 
thing—it dries up the sources of private charity. Take the his- 
tory of any of these institutions, and you will find that when they 
are soppor 4 8 1 subsidies private contributions fail. The 
report from which I have quoted shows that in 1895 this insti- 
tution Which we are considering received but 830 from private 
sources. An institution which sustained itself prior to 1880 ex- 
clusively by private contributions received only $0 in 1895. The 
same is true in every State and in every community where this 
practice has prevailed, and in my remarks, with the permission 
of the House, I will quote from the experience of Pennsylvania 
and New York on this point. 

Mrs. Lowell, prominent in charity work in New York, states 
that of the 18,900 children supported by charity in New York City 
2,700, or one-seventh, are supported in private institutions at pri- 
vate expense (14 per cent of the total expenditure), and that 1,200 
are suppo: at public expense in public institutions. Of the 
total expenses for all purposes of the 23 institutions 8 the 
remaining 15,000, 8.8 per cent is contributed by private benevo- 
lence. From this it appears that 21 per cent of the expense of 


caring for dependent children is borne by private benevolence, 


while 79 per cent is borne by . city. 
In P elphia, under a different system, the proportion borne 
by private benevolence is 97 per cent. In New York one institu- 


tion that received in 1892 $250,000 from the city received from 
private sources less than $500, and in case of 12 institutions the 
receipts from private sources were less than 5 per cent of the total 
expenditure. 

Commissioner Bolles, of Pennsylvania, says: 

The State by appropriatin erall teres 
viduals in o) And 8 Sa ae fa 4 vg 8 9 
their sympathies should be cultivated in every AAA manner. The State 
can never do through its long perfunctory arm acts of mercy with the same 
de of kindly interest as individuals who live nearer the scene of relief 
and who have a more distinct interest in the sufferers. 

What is true of these dependents is true of every other branch 
of charitable relief. It applies with equal force to the support of 
bility by subsidies, Divided responsibility means no responsi- 

ity. 

Another thing, Mr. Chairman, it destroys usefulness by ham- 
pering the institution itself, and reducing it from the high position 
which every educational and charitable institution ought to main- 
tain, and bringing it down to the low level of partisan politics and 
traffic with members of legislatures and of Congress for their 


support. 
five request for subsidy is treated with reference to its proba- 
ble political effect, or at best as a matter of administrative detail, 


involving no principle and having no significance as a precedent. 

A legislative committee can not investigate; it has no knowledge 
of the practical workings of the institution. It has neither time 
nor opportunity to attend to those. It must rely on reports which 
are largely unctory. It is nobody's business to look after or 
scrutinize the expenditures. Eve ing is left to those who are 
interested in a continuance of the appropriations. If we are to 
e on the score of indigency, then I submit there ought 
to be some ascertained and certain gauge of indigency and some 
assurance that the gauge is used. e have nothing. 

Mr. Chairman, I see that my time is fast fleeting, and I know of 
no better way to close my remarks, although I must leave much 
unsaid which I would gladly say, than to send to the desk and 
have read an extract from an ad made by that splendid man 
and soldier, General Grant, at a reunion of the Army of the Ten- 
nessee, held in Des Moines, Iowa, in 1875. 

The extract was read as follows: 

If we are to have another contest in the near future of our national exist: 
ence, I predict that the dividing line will not be Mason and Dixon's, but be- 
tween patriotism and intelligence on the one side and superstition, ambition 
and ignorance on the other. Now, in the centennial year of our natio 
existence, I believe, is a good time to begin the work of strengthening the 
foundations of the structure commenced by our patriotic forefathers one 
hundred years ago at Lexingten. Let us all labor to add all needful guaran- 
tees for the security of free thought, free ch, a free press, pure morals, 
unfettered religious sentiments, and of ore rights and privileges to all men. 
irrespective of nationality, color, or religion. Encourage free schools, an 
resolve that not one dollar appropriated to their support shall be appropri- 
ated to the support of any secta: schools. Resolve that neither the State 
nor the nation, nor both combined, shall support institutions of learning other 
than those suffleient to afford to every child growing up in the land the op- 
portunity of a common-school education, unmixed with sectarian, pagan, 
or atheistical dogmas, Leaye the matter of religion to the family altar, the 
church, and the private schools supported entirely by private contributions, 
Keep the church and the state forever separate. 

Mr, HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I shall at the close 
of this debate ask consent to return to this section and move to 
strike out the paragraph making this appropriation, If that 
should meet with objection, I give notice now that I will in the 
House demand the yeas and nays on the amendment, to the end 
that the country shall understand exactly by what vote it is sought 
to reverse the action which has been had in this House on a pre- 
vious occasion. I feel that I owe that to myself, I owe it to my 
constituency, I owe it to every gentleman who has participated in 
the nt fight that has been made heretofore ay ace the House 
of Representatives on the footing of principle and to square our 
action with our professions. 

Public funds should be sacredly devoted to public uses. 

Weare the trustees of those funds. Let us discharge our duty 
now as we would require at the hands of one to whom we had con- 
fided our private fortunes intended for our own children. 

Mr. C ON. Mr. Chairman, if F me, 
I will say to him that this bill as repo: does not carry the item 
which the sundry civil bill for many years has carried for Howard 
University. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] moved 
an amendment yesterday inserting this item with a proviso, which 

ntlemen will recollect. So that as it stands now, if there can 
be no reconsideration of this item in Committee of the Whole, it 
will be reported to the House as an amendment to the bill with a 
favoralbe recommendation;, and it seems to me that is perhaps as 
good a shape as the item can be in, because it is a proposition that 
can be dis d of by the House, or will have to be disposed of by 
the House, under the rules, and one on which the yeas and nays 
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can be called, and I think perhaps it will be better to have the 
House deal with it than to try to do something which is not within 
parliamen rules, 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BARTLETT] , to whom I shall yield fifteen minutes, be- 
gins his remarks, I think it well that the amendment should be 
again reported. 

The amendment was again read as above. 

Mr. EVANS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BARTLETT]. ; 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. Himen), not satisfied with pawns by his 
previous course of action defeated one appropriation bill, being 
mindful of the grave responsibility placed upon him by the people 
of the United States, and finding that this n or the 
Howard University had been slipped through during his absence, 
rushed in yesterday afternoon and obtained, by the indulgence of 
the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
an opportunity to make his speech this morning. It is, sir, some- 
what unfortunate that our regular proceedings are interrupted 
week after week by these discussions of a semireligious character. 
But as a Democrat, [deem it my duty to raise a voice of protest 
against the principles enunciated by the gentleman from Nebraska 
in opposition to education on the one hand and to charity on the 
other hand. 

Let us see what is the proposition of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska. That, in the first place, we should make no appropriations 
for private institutions or in aid of any private institution of 
learning or of charity; in the second place, that no appropriation 
should be made by the Congress of the United States in aid of 
any institution where the Christian religion is taught in any form, 
or where the inmates are instructed in any of the tenets of Chris- 
tianity. This is, indeed, sir, a fin de siécle period when we come 
here not to listen to an apostle of Christianity, but to listen to an 
advocate for the proscription of every form of the Christian reli- 

ion. Dominated to a certain extent by his feeling toward the 
oman Catholic Church, the gentleman feels bound to-day to 
attack the cause of the education of that unfortunate race which 
was liberated and emancipated by the great Lincoln, in whose 
honor yesterday we . 830,000 for the purchase of the 
house in which he died. that consistency? Is this a consistent 
theory for the 5 here, Which supported that appro- 
riation which was yesterday without a voice of dissent? 
Paring myself objected on the ground of principle to the appro- 
priation of $30,000, I withdrew my objection because I did not 
want to be placed in an unpatriotic light. Isit consistent, gen- 
tlemen, after making that appropriation yesterday, to refuse an 
appropriation of the sum of $52,000 for the cause of the education 
of the colored people of this District and the colored people of the 
United States? 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Is it not true that you are person- 
ally responsible by your vote for the action of the Appropriations 
Committee in strika ing out the appropriation for the Howard Uni- 
versity? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Responsible for what? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. By your vote—by your direct 
affirmative vote? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I make the point that anything 
which occurred in the committee ought not to be referred to here. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The gentleman from Nebraska 
has made various statements in regard to what took place in the 
committee room. He has gone so far as to tell you that gentle- 
men appeared before that committee who were influenced by 
improper motives. Now, sir, I have nevor seen anyone before the 
Committee on Appropriations whom I should venture to accuse of 
such an offense. As to my vote at any time in any body, I am 
responsible for it; but Ido not feel that Iam at liberty in this 
Committee of the Whole to reveal the secret deliberations of a 
committee of the House of which I am a member, 

Mr. Chairman, I am not a member of the Roman Catholic 
Church. Iam a Protestant, and in my veins courses no Catholic 
blood, save that Catholic blood which comes down to all of us, 
for we must all have been Catholics before the era of the Reforma- 
tion. So, sir, I am absolutely unbiased. But I plead in behalf of 
each and eyery Christian denomination. I do not believe in at- 
tacking any Protestant denomination or the Roman Catholic 
Church, or any Christian creed whatsoever. 

Some gentlemen of this House seem to have an idea that no 
money should be given, that no 5 should be made to 
any denominational institution; and they refer vaguely to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. Why, sir, the only provision in the 
Federal Constitution on this subject is that found in the first 
amendment, which provides—what? Not that you shall not give 
a dollar of money to an institution because some Christian creed 
may be taught in it, because some prayer may be offered under 
the roof of the institution to which the appropriation is made, but 


that Congress 


shall make no law respecting an establishment of 
si eg or prohibiting the free exercise thereof.” 

Now, gentlemen of the committee, in all such speeches as those 
which have been uttered by the able gentleman from Nebraska 


what is the dominant spirit? It is against creed; it is against re- 
ligion; it tends to prohibit the free exercise of religion—to declare 
that not one dollar shall be given to an institution, however de- 
serving, if any tenet of the Christian religion, be it Protestant or 
Catholic doctrine, be uttered within the walls of that building. 
In other words, we are asked here now, at the end of the nine- 
teenth century, to proscribe and denounce Christianity, to couple 
with each appropriation made a condition precedent that not one 
dollar of the appropriation shall be available unless Christianity 
is expelled from the institution. Why, sir, what a terrible doc- 
5 What a monstrous doctrine for the people of the United 
es! 

But aside from this question, sir, of Christianity and of religion, 
why should we start out with a proposition that we can give no 
money to advance the cause of education or the cause of charity? 
The gentleman from Nebraska takes high ground. He says that 
in the first place the public money should not be used for a private 
institution. Let me call the attention of this committee to the 
fact that day after day, hour after hour, the Congress of the 
United States appropriates public moneys for private uses—for 
the benefit of private individuals. Let me call attention, aside 
from the various panaon bills introduced by the gentleman from 
Nebraska, to the bills introduced by him for the benefit of the 
militia of Nebraska; that is, a ific appropriation is to be made 
by the Congress of the United States for the special benefit of the 
militia of the State—why? Because one of the leaders of our 
House and the leader of the crusade against religion and education 
and charity happens to be a distinguished representative here 
from that State. Let me call attention to this bill. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I hope the gentleman does not 
mean to misrepresent me. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I never intend to misrepre- 
sent anyone; and I do not think the gentleman will accuse me 
of any such intention. Iwill allow the gentleman to interrupt me. 

a HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman certainly is mis- 
taken. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In what? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That bill which I introduced was 
to restore arms and munitions which were destroyed by fire, and 
which had been used by the National Guard, a part of the militia 
of the United States. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. That is all right. I speak 
whereof I know—thatis, that the same ground of objection applies 
to the measures you did introduce, and I wish to call attention to 
some of these bills for the purpose of demonstrating the point. 
The first is a bill providing for the extension of the dependent 

nsion act of June 27, 1890, to—what? To the militia of the 

state of Nebraska. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Well, they rendered a public service. 
They fought Senet the enemy. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Well, let us see whether you 
have not got our bills a little mixed up. 

Mr. HAIN of Nebraska. Oh, no. The gentleman from New 
York, in not observing the Raines law, is doubtless somewhat 
mixed himself. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Well, Ido not know what the 
5 from Nebraska means by that. If he means to pren 
y that reference that I have not observed the Raines law, I wi 
be compelled to have his words taken down. I will not allow the 
gentleman to make such a remark about me, or such an intimation. 

Now Lask if the gentleman from Nebraska meant to intimate 
that I was under the influence of any spiritual intoxicant except 
the influence of his spiritual speeches? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Well, I did not know what actu- 
ated the gentleman. But if he means to ask me the sober ques- 
tion, whether in my fadgment he is intoxicated or not, then, of 
course, I would have to frankly say no. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What, then, did the gentle- 
man mean? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Simply that the gentleman was 
badly mixed in his statement of facts. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. And that was intended to be 
humorous, I suppose. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I presume so. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Now. Mr. Chairman, the first 
of the bills to which I have referred I will call your attention to, 
and let us see whether I am accurate or not in that statement. I 
refer to House bill No. 6722; that is a provision for the extension 
of the dependent act of 1890 to the officers and privates of the 
Nebraska militia. In other words, it gives all of them a pension 
to which they are not entitled under the generallaw. Is that ap- 
propriating the money of the United States for the use of your 


State? Is that rainy ape g the money of the United States for 
a public rather or a private ? 
ext we find a bill to reimburse the State of Nebraska for ex- 
mses incurred in se, acing 2 a threatened invasion by the Sioux 
dians in 1890-91. is a bill that covers some $42,000, to 
be taken from the Treasury of the United States for the benefit of 
the gentlemen in Ne 

Then the next billis one to reimburse the State of Nebraska for 
what? Why, for some stores that were destroyed by fire, belong- 
ing to the State militia. Is that a Federal purpose? Does that 

ong to the Congress of the United States? 

Of course, Mr. Chairman, I have drawn attention to these sev- 
eral bills; but the bills themselves are now before me on my desk 
and will verify the correctness of my remarks. The mere titles 
that I have read indicate their substance. There are many other 
such bills. Ido not know how many of them there are, but the 
general purpose is to take the public money for private individu- 
als by the gentleman from Nebraska. I am aware, in reference to 
these matters of a riation, that he believes in the extension 
of paternalism and the extension of that form of socialism known 
as centralization. 

He believes we voghi to have a national university, I presume, 
in Washi m, but he does not believe in aiding what is practi- 
cally a national university for the benefit of the colored race, and 
an institution now existing here. There are special reasons why 
these people should be treated fairly. They are in a peculiarly 
helpless condition; the fact that alarge number of colored people, 
amounting to somewhere between 70,000 and 90,000, are in this 
city should be considered, and the further fact that there is no 
other institution of knowledge, or university, devoted mainly to 
the education of the colored race—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has aspired: 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I an ex- 
tension of five minutes longer. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield any of the time 
allotted to me, as I shall require it all. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask, with great pleasure, that there 
shall be a further extension of fifteen minutes on & side. 

Mr. MCRAE. I would like to know something as to how that 
time is going to be divided. I want five or ten minutes myself. 

Mr. CANNON. If there is an extension of fifteen minutes on 
a side there will be no difficulty, I am sure, of the gentleman get- 
ting five minutes. 

. MCRAE. Can I have five minutes of the time if extended? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I do not control it, but I have no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that 
he ask an extension of twenty minutes on a side, and the gentle- 
man from Arkansas will then be able to secure five minutes of it. 

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection. I would like myself to 
have ten or fifteen minutes on this question. 

But I will make the request, Mr. Chairman, and if granted I 
can accommodate the gentleman with five minutes out of the 
time, that it be extended for twenty minutes lo: on a side, 
and that I have control of twenty minutes and the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] have control of the other twenty min- 
utes. 


Mr. EVANS. Ihave no objection to the extension of the time, 
but I think the control of it had better be left as the first hour was 
controlled. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; let it be twenty minutes on a side, 
to be controlled by the gentleman from Kentucky and the gentle- 
man from Neb: x 

Mr. MCRAE. I will not consent unless it is understood that I 
am to have five minutes. 

Mr. EVANS. You may have it. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expi and objection has been made to the extension. 

Mr. MCRAE. ith the assurance that the gentleman from 
Kentucky will give me five minutes I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. REWS. Will the gentleman from New York yield 
for a question which I desire to ask for information? 

Mr. TLETT of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Does the Federal Government own the prop- 
erty of this university? 

he CHAIRMAN. Onemoment. The Chair would like to in- 
quire of the gentlemanfrom Kentucky [Mr. Evans] how much 
time he yields to the gentleman from New York . BARTLETT]. 

Mr. EVANS. I will yield to the gentleman New Yor 


what he asks, five minutes more. That will be all that I can spare. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In answer to the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. ANDREWS] I will say that I understand that 
these buildings are now the property of the Federal Government. 
Mr. ANDREWS. The Federal Government, then, owns the 


property of this university? 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York: So J understand, but I am not 
a trustee of the institution. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Does it have legal control over the univer- 
sity to the extent 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I do not know; but I will re- 
fer = gentleman to the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, of course the ition of 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Harner] is sound. in so far 
as the pee is concerned, that this money not 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman from New York will allow 
me, my attention has been called to the fact that he was under 
the — pe that the Government owned the buildings of 
Howard University. Iwill say that it does not. 

Mr. BARTLE ork. Very well. That is neither 


here nor there. 

Mr. i , I was about to remark, when interrupted by the 
distinguished chairman of the committee, that the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Harner] is right in so far as his contention goes 
that the limitation, that this money shall not be spent by Howard 
University for any theological instruction, amounts to nothing. 
All the moneys given to itable and educational institutions 
necessarily go into a common fund. They go into a general bank 
account, and each and every dollar of the money given is appro- 
priated pro rata among all the items of expenditure, in the eye of 
the law. So of course that proviso is nugatory. It amounts to 
nothing; but I take the tion that it is within our gift and 
power that we can give the moneys of the United States to any 
extent and in any form we see fit for the benefit either of educa- 
tion or of charity, and that such are appropriate and wise public 


uses. 

Now, let me direct the attention of the committee to what we 
did yesterday, and to another item of the sun civil bill which 
has escaped the observation of the distinguished gentleman from 
Nebraska . Harner] who leads this anti-Christian raid. 
What is it? In the item for the National Home for Disabled 
y oan eer eee at 1 Red Da = eee a 
specific a on or the chap. and for religious 
ee nd gay Does that meet with the views of the gentleman 
from Nebraska? Is not that making Fos oo appropriation of 
the moneys of the United States for ing the tenets of some 
— Christian denomination? Because you all know that the 
chaplains of the National Homes belong to one of the Protestant 
sects and that the religious instruction which they give in the 
National Homes is the doctrine of the Protestant Church. 

Now, I do not object to that. Isay that is allright. I say that 
is a proper use of the public funds; but let us have fair play all 
around. Let us be just as fair to the Roman Catholic Church as we 
are to the Protestant Church, and do not let us unanimously pass a 
bill such as this, making specific 8 for paying a chap- 
lain and for religious instruction by a Protestant chaplain in the 
National Home for Soldiers at Dayton, Ohio, and then come in 
and in the same breath say ya must not give one dollar or one 
penny to any Roman Catholic charitable or educational institu- 
tion, either within the District of Columbia or anywhere within 
the United States. 

Now, if a proviso were inserted with reference to these institu- 
tions to which I now refer, that is, the institutions controlled by 
Roman Catholic sisterhoods, or by Roman Catholic authorities, a 
proviso similar to that inserted in reference to the Howard Uni- 
versity, that not one dollar should be used for the payment of 
religious instruction, that would be gladly accep because 
those who teach and those who devote their lives, their time 
throughout the whole year, to these institutions receive no ays 
because they ask no For that reason these Roman Cath- 
olic institutions are better able to give the same amount of care, 
attendance, and maintenance for the least possible sum, and for 
za lesser sum than that for which it can be given by any other insti- 
tution. 

ag the hammer fell.] 

. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, [ will yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Savers], if he is ready to proceed, or 
to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MoRag], if he is ready to 


p i: 

Mr. MCRAE. Perhaps I ought to say to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that I do not favor the amendment, and it would be 
more proper for me to accept time from the other side. 

Mr. EVANS. Allright. I thought the gentleman favored the 
amendment. If the gentleman from Texas is not ready to pro- 
ceed, I will yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. 
Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention of 
the committee I will try to talk directly to the point in my ten 
minutes. Howard University was 5 many years ago. 
About the year 1880, it being then a full-fledged university and 
substanti engaged in the education of colored people, situated 
here in Washington, Congress then, for the first time, under the 


of New 
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lead of Representative Monroe of Ohio, appropriated $10,000 to 
assist that universityin its work. From year to year that appro- 
priation has been contributed until the present time, and grown, 
until this year it is $34,500. It is a complete university, and while 
white people are not barred out, it is 3 university 
for the instruction of colored people. It has a medical, a law, a 
dental, a lite , a scientific, and a theological chair. When I 
say university, L mean it is a university in the broad sense. 
. WATSON of Ohio. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. p 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Has the university a preparatory de- 
partment? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It has. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; it has a preparatory department. I had 
just as well be square—all of us have to be square with each other 

this and all other questions. Being a university, it has that 

which some gentlemen object to (and I may say I would rather it 
did not have if it has public money to support it), a theological 
chair, in which theology is taught from the Protestant standpoint. 

Mr. ANDREWS. ill the gentleman allow me to ask hima 


~ . Certainly. 

Mr. ANDREWS. As I understand, the Government does not 
own any portion of the property of this university; then what 

control, if any, has the Government over the institution? 

. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me to proceed in 
my own way I think I will answer his question. I have only ten 
minutes’ time. 

Now, then, it is stated, and I think no doubt truly stated, in the 
pro here that the expense of the theological chair is con- 
tributed substantially by the American Missionary Society. That 
is substantially true. Iread from the prospectus and verified it 
later as to the theological chair. It says it is wholly supported by 
the funds of a single religious society. 

Now, the president of Howard University gets a salary of $4,000 
a year. Twenty-eight hundred of that $4,000, he having the super- 
vision over the whole university, is paid from the appropriations 
made by Congress. A portion of this fund, $6,000, is for repairs 
of the buildings of the Howard University. So that it may be said 
in part that the Government appropriates and keeps up the institu- 
tion, paying the largest of its funds, although the salaries of 
those who teach in the theological department are paid from the 
funds that I spoke of, contributed by the American Missionary 


Society. 

Now, before I speak of the general object of this institution, or 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, I will say 
that the Committee on Appropriations, by a majority vote, dropped 
this appropriation, some thinking it was a private institution, and 
that it ought not to receive Government aid, others objecting from 
the fact that there was a shadow of aid to the teaching of theology, 
and thereby joining church and state. Anyhow, the appropriation 
was not recommended in the bill by the Committee on Appropri- 
ationsin theirreport. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] 
moves an amendment to appropriate thirty-two thousand and some 
odd hundred dollars, and it is with a proviso that seems to me 
might well be enlarged, possibly later on in the House, when the 
House may have a chance to enlarge it, so as to absolutely prohibit 
the use of any money, in the event the House concurs in the appro- 
priation, for the pe hgh of a theological institution or theological 
instruction. In er words, before the university could utilize 
the money that might be appropriated they would have to so divorce 
the theological ool that it could not be got colon from the 
public appropriations. It seems to me,if we e this appropri- 
ation, that is but just and proper. 

Now, then, I am in favor, temporarily, and have been up to this 
time, and probably shall be for some years, of continuing aid 
from the national Treasury to Howard University; and for this 
reason—— 

Mr. Chairman, there is so much noise around me that I can 
hardly hear myself talk, and my throat is a little sore. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. Gentle- 
men will cease conversation. Gentlemen in the rear of the seats 
will retire to the cloakroom or cease conversation. 

= CANNON. It is a matter of some importance that we 
consider. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen in the rear of the seats will 
please cease conversation. 

Mr. CANNON. Our Government is of the people; therefore 
the people are sovereign and must have both character and knowl- 
a ze, and therefore we have the common school system, that I 

ieve in. 

That is entirely defensible. I will not go further into the argu- 
ment; geneman know upon what ground those institutions stand. 
In addition to that the new States, when they are organized, 
receive grants of land for the support of common schools and the 
founding of universities. I believe in that also. Universities 
have also been founded in the older States through grants of land 
made within the last thirty-five years. Now,it has seemed tome 


that in this capital city of the nation, under the peculiar condi- 


tions that here, we might well afford to take this universi 
and assist it from the Sette eee the education of the col- 
ored people of the country. Somebody says, Why the colored 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

On motion of Mr. McMILLIN, by unanimous consent, the time 
for debateon the pending paragraph was extended twenty minutes; 
ten minutes on each side. 

Mr. CANNON. Gentlemen know the history of the country. 
Agreat block of people who are now clothed with sovereign power 
but a short time ago were slaves, having practically no rights 
under the law. In the twinkling of an eye their fetters were 
stricken off, and, without a probationary period of a gen- 
eration or two, they were clothed with full citizenship, with sov- 
ereign power. The great mass of them were not competent to its 
exercise by education, by training, or by practice. They have 
made progress and they are making progress, and let me say that, 
in the nature of things, it would be im ible for a servile race 
suddenly to acquire a full equal status in fact with the race that 
had dominated it. That must be a matter of growth. 

Now, from the standpoint of self-defense on the part of the peo- 
ple who are not colored, when we took in this great block of slaves 
and made them citizens it was n that we should do what 
we aptly could to make them worthy of rT and the ap- 
propriation for this university was originally made to help sup- 
port this institution,so that the colored people who attended it 
should receive instruction in the preparatory department, should 
receive instruction in the law, in the medical, and in the dental 
departments—should receive a little better instruction than they 
could get at their homes scattered through the North and the 
South, where, in many localities, great facilities for instruction 
do not exist—the appropriation, I say, was made to help this insti- 
tution, to give those ple instruction, so as to enable them to 
become in their turn instructors. Itis the mission of this uni- 
versity to instruct these colored people and make them com t 
to go out as teachers among the people of their color. It has 
already, as I understand, borne much good fruit, and I believe 
that in the future it will bear more good fruit. I do not know 
whether Booker Washington, of Alabama, ever had training in 
this university or in any university like unto it, but the function 
of the university is to train men to do such work as he aor 
for his race. One colored man well balanced, well instru A 
well intentioned, going out among his fellows, can, by precept, by 
example, and by association do more to elevate them than 20 
white men similarly equipped. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is from that standpoint that I have felt 
that we . not to withdraw support from this institution, 
which has colored people under its guidance and instruction, 
giving them the training which will make them in turn compe- 
tent to go out among the 7,000,000 of their race and help to raise 
them up to the common civilization. But it is said this is a pri- 
vate institution. So it is, and on the broad principle I agree with 
my friend from Nebraska [Mr. Harner] that the permanent 
policy of assisting private institutions from the public Treasury 
ought not to be continued. But here is a private institution 
already organized which is doing its work well. We have not 
seen proper here in the capital of the nation to buy the necessary 
ground and erect a great university and officer it with men em- 
ployed by the Government. That would be an immensely more 
expensive way of doing the work, though perhaps it would be the 
better way; but, pending the determination of that question, in 
my jud t, the greatest good to the test number of the 
people, black and white, is to be found along the line of letting 
this university continue its work. 

“But,” says somebody, they have got a theological chair, and 
that is objectionable. You can not ifice principle.” That is 
true. They have a theological chair, supported, in fact, by the 
contributions of the missionary society; but housed in that build- 
ing which we repair, and presided over, if you please, by Dr. Rankin, 
the president of the university, whom we, in part, pay. For one, 
for the reasons I have stated, I am not willing to withhold this 
appropriation from this institution; but I do stand ready to say 
that no of this public money shall be used for the purposes 
of the theological department of the institution. But,“ says 
somebody, are you not against religion”? No; I am not against 
religion; but I am against supporting religion, from the public 
Treasury. That is all; and let me say here, measuring my 3 
after all the talk about sectarian appropriations out of the public 
Treasury, after careful examination, so far as I know, this is the 
only substantially sectarian institution here that has received the 
public aid. Speaking, in my judgment, advisedly, I make that 
assertion. So, Mr. Chairman, I believe for the present 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I understand the gentleman to 
admit that this is a sectarian institution. 

Mr. CANNON. I have admitted broadly that they have a the- 
DopE chair there; that they teach theology in that university; 
and I say that, for that and perhaps other reasons, the item was 
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not reported by the Committee on A’ 

when the gentleman from Kentucky 
he had not come somebody else woul 
restore the 1 and puts in the proviso that this public 


ropriations in this bill; but 
. Evans] comes - and if 
have come—and moves to 


money shall not directly or indirectly to support in the 
least degree the theological department of the university, then it 
is free, in my judgment, from the criticism which is made upon 
it from that point of view. 

Mr. HA R of Nebraska. Is it not true that even with the 
proviso to which the gentleman refers this appropriation would 
simply release other funds from pressure in other directions, and 
would practically allow the institution more money for theolog- 
ical p than it would have without this appropriation? 
a words, are we not by the proviso simply beating about the 

us 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill answer the gentleman’s question. Ihave 
no objection to any honest religious opinion held or maintained 
by any Christian that draws the breath of life. 

Mr. Harner of Nebraska again rose. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me answer your question. I will do so 
fairly. Mr. Chairman, I have no war—and I know that my friend 
has not—with any religion (I care not what you call it) that any- 
body honestly entertains and which makes him better or satisfies 
his conscience. But I want to be equally frank on another point 
and say that there is no man anywhere that in his private and 
his public action has been more consistent than I haye in doing 
whatever was practicable toward keeping apart church and state; 
and in so far as any support which may be given this institution 
from the public Treasury can be tortured into support of the theo- 
logical branch of the institution, I will not vote one cent until by 
apt provision we have negatived, if you please, the power to ap- 
p y any part of this money to promoting theological instruction. 

think the amendment o fat, by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Evans] substantially does this; but if there be any doubt 
on this point I will see that an amendment is moved in the House 
that will place the matter beyond all possible doubt. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. My friend misapprehended me. If 
he will notice the statement which he holdsin his hand, he will 
find that the income of this institution is about 857,000 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Half of which comes from the 
Government. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Now, as the expenses of the theo- 
logical department do not amount to $29,000, is it not true that 
the proviso to which the gentleman refers can cut no figure, can 
have no practical force whatever, because the appropriation sim- 
ply relieves the stress upon other funds? 

r. CANNON, I will say to my friend, so far as that is con- 
cerned, that, in my judgment, the withholding of this 832,000 
from an income which, with the $32,000, amounts to only 857, 000, 
will practically cripple and destroy the institution. 

I have no objection to religion being taught to any of God's 
creatures. Howard University may teach religion if it wants to. 
My objection is to the teaching of religion—Protestant or Catholic 
or pagan—in a theological department at the public expense, and 
I will see to it before I vote for this appropriation that the amend- 
ment is put in such a form that not one cent of the public money 
thus appropriated can be directly or indirectly used to support a 
theological school or department in any institution. 

Having said that much, I will conclude in a few words. From 
a standpoint of broad patriotism, in my judgment these 7,000,000 
people who are part and parcel of the sovereign power of this coun- 
try—who were slaves and are now free—many of whom are still 
ignorant, but who are in process of education, must be helped 
where help will make them progress. From the standpoint of 
self-defense for them, and in a far greater degree for the white 
people of this country, these people are to be encouraged in every 
effort that leads to industry and true education. I believe that 
this institution, by thoroughly 3 men to go forth 
educated fairly well to instruct other black men in the country 
who are without instruction and who meet them as social equals, 
should not be ham in its work. 1 

Mr. EVANS. I had proposed to yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], whom I do not now see in the 
Hall. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirty-five minutes. 

Mr. EVANS. I will yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. 0 
Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I do not care to 8 the time. 

8 Mr. 5 I yield now to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
AYERS]. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I did not expect to take part in 
this debate, but I have no hesitancy in expressing an opinion as to 
what the committee should do touching this appropriation. I 
shall vote for it, coupled with the amendment that will be pro- 


poe by the gentieman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans], which is as 
ollows: 

Provided. That no part of this 88 shall be used directly or in- 
directly for the support of the theological department of said university, nor 
for the support of any sectarian, denominational, or religious instruction 
therein: And ided further, That no part thereof s be paid to said 
university until it s accord to the Secretary of the Interior, or to his 

esignated agent or agents, authority to visit and inspect such universi 
and to control and supe: the expenditure therein of all moneys 
under this appropriation. 


This proviso, Mr. Chairman, will not only entirely and success- 
fully prevent the use of a single dollar of the appropriation for 
sectarian, denominational, or theological instruction, but it goes 
further. It puts the instruction under the direct supervision and 
control, so far as the expenditure of the appropriation is concerned, 
of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sir, this appropriation has been placed on this bill at each re- 
curring session of Congress since 1880; but to-day and for the first 
time in its history an objection has been raised against its allow- 
ance. Heretofore the appropriation has been in a much more lib- 
eral and unrestricted form, but no one—Democrat, Republican, 
Greenbacker, Populist, or Independent—has ever been heard in the 
committee room or on this floor, or in the Senate, by speech or by 
vote, in opposition to it until now. Session after session, for the 
past sixteen years, this item has appeared, as [ have 3 said, 
on the sundry civil bill, and it been read from the Clerk’s 
desk and in the actual presence of members and in the open 
House, and has been considered in the Committee of the Whole 
separately and distinctly from every other item in the bill, and 
has always passed the committees of both Houses, and also both 
Houses themselves, without a single dissenting voice. And, 
if I mistake not, the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER], 
the leader of the opposition to the appropriation, sat in his seat 
during both sessions of the last Congress while the item was 
under consideration and was not heard at any time to raise 
the slightest objection to its pas: . Why this sudden change 
now? Have members been sitting in their seats all these years 
with their eyes closed and their ears stopped? Have they—those 
here at this time, and all of those who have gone out of this 
House since 1880—been so blind that they could not read this par- 
ticular item of appropriation, which since that year has always 
appeared on every sundry civil rh or bill, and that, too 
at the very same place in every bill? Or have they been so deat 
that they have not been able to hear the item when read from the 
Clerk’s desk in distinct and audible tones in the Committee of 
the Whole House as the bill was under consideration? Or have 
all these Representatives, able, careful, and patriotic as they were, 
been so dumb that they were not able to make known their objec- 
tions, if any they had, by voice or by vote? Or, finally, have they 
been too cowardly to criticise and to denounce such an appropria- 
tion, supposing they may have deemed it improper? The RECORD, 
I repeat, signally fails to show that at nuy amp and on any occa- 
sion during sixteen years past any member of either branch of 
Congress has, until now, in any way criticised or condemned it. 

And yet, sir, the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER], who 
has suddenly sprung to the front as the strongest and most prom- 
inent objector to this icular appropriation, was a member of 
the last Congress. Ifit would be wrong to make this provision 
now, it was quite as wrong to have made it at each regular session 
of that Congress, for the institution itself has in nowise changed; 
and yet not a word of objection or of protest was heard to fall 
from the lips of the gentleman at either session of the last Con- 
gress when this item was considered and when he was present, 
as he is to-day, though certainly in a different frame of mind. 

Sir, I do not claim to be the especial champion of the colored 
people beyond other gentlemen on this floor, but I can fairly claim 

ess a somewhat accurate acquaintance with their present 
condition, and also with their present necessities. I believe that 
what they most need in the South is good teachers—teachers 
who possess a thorough knowledge of the elementary and higher 
branches of education, and who have been so taught as to be 
able to properly and successfully instruct the children of their 
race. There are seven millions, or thereabouts, of these people 
in our country. They are endowed with the rights of citizen- 
ship and of suffrage. We appropriate annually large sums of 
money for the support and maintenance of the military and naval 
academies, including = therein, to say nothing of the 
chaplains in the Army and Navy, and the chaplains for the two 
Houses of Congress; we appropriate also large sums annually for 
the education of Indian children, for the education of children in 
Alaska, irrespective of race, and for the higher education in this 
city of deaf and dumb unfortunates who are to become teachers 
in deaf and dumb institutions generally throughout the country. 
Shall we now draw the line on the preparatory education of col- 
ored youths which fits them for teaching the children of their own 
race, simply on the pretext that the rudiments of religion and 
theology are taught incidentally in connection with the regular 
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branches of scholastic instruction, the funds for the purpose ac- 
cruing through private contribution? Congress appropriates each 
ear for religious instruction to the Army and to the Navy, and 
the two academies and to itself; yet one of the two reasons as- 
signed for the rejection of this item is that the Howard University 
has a theclowioat chair, which is not in any way, or to any extent, 
supported by Governmental appropriation, but solely and entirely 
from private sources and personal contributions. Are not gentle- 
men straining at a gnat and swallowinga camel? It is no answer to 
say that our Naval and Military Academies are legally open alike to 
the white and the colored. Practically they are not, and the whites 
are the only recipients of instruction in those institutions. Further- 
more, we have an agricultural and mechanical college in almost 
every state, largely endowed through the bounty of the Federal 
Government, and receiving increasing permanent appropriations 
every year from the Federal Treasury, in pursuance to the enact- 
ment of Con „These agricultural and mechanical colleges, 
moreover, are supplied at the Government expense with military 
instructors detailed from the officers of the Army. Their salaries 
are paid from appropriations made by Congress. And finally, in 
addition to these instances of appropriation for education, we 
annually grant large sums, not only for the education of the 
Indian, but for the importation and purchase of reindeer for the 
an Indians; and this year an appropriation is made, as has 
been done for several years past, for the 3 support and 
subsistence of the Aleutian Indians on the islands of St. Paul and 

St. George, in Bering Sea. 8 
5 i , Congress has gone so far as to appropriate 
largely every year even for the maintenance of a N park 
in the suburbs of this city for the preservation of the animal 
species indigenous to this country, and for the indirect education 
of the people. Congress appropriates likewise every year for the 
support of the National Museum and for the support of an organ- 
ized Bureau of Education, all doubtless on the sound philosophy 
that education in a broad sense is a legitimate object of the con- 
cern of a Republic, a proper object of appropriation by the Na- 
tional Legislature, within certain obvious restrictions. With 
these, and many other educational objects of a kindred character 
that have received Congressional sanction and support, why should 
the committee hesitate to adopt this item as heretofore and pass 
this appropriation? The institution known as Howard University 
rests upon a corporate existence created by an act of Congress, 
and it is not under the auspices or control of any religious de- 
nomination whatever; and it has practically been for years 
a part of the school system of the District of Columbia, for 
whose support annual appropriations are made elsewhere. Since 
these appropriations began, in 1880, tuition has been free to all 
who came. Under these circumstances, to my mind, only an 
extreme and unreasonable hypercriticism can justify or seek 
to justify an objection to this appropriation of $32,000 toward the 
maintenance of this institution. Guarded, as the appropriation 
will be, by the ipa to be submitted by the gentleman from 
3 [Mr. Evans], the money can not be used for sectarian 
or church purposes, and, to the extent of the expenditure, it is 
under complete governmental control. It is open to the colored 
youth of every State and Territory in the Union; and Iam told 
that there arenow twenty students from the State of Texas, though 

she is among the most distant States from the Federal capital. 

ne the hammer fell.] 

e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like ten minutes longer. 

Mr. Chairman, this appropriation was inaugurated by the Forty- 
sixth Congress, by a Democratic House, on the report of a Demo- 
cratic Committee on Appropriations, of which Gen. J. D. C. Atkins, 
of Tennessee, was the chairman. This, as I have already said, 
was in the year 1880, and the appropriation has been continued 
without interruption or objection from any quarter whatever until 
this date. I do not think it should be discontinued as long as the 
institution is properly conducted and no scandal arises in its 
administration. I have heretofore voted for the appropriation, 
and during the last Congress, when I had the honor to be chair- 
man of the Committee on F this bill was in my 
especial charge. I believed the appropriation to be a proper one 
then, and I believe it to be a proper one now. It has not been 
abused in the past, and the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
HAINER] will not urge upon this floor to the contrary. He will 
not say that a single dollar of the appropriations heretofore made 
by Congress to assist this institution has been used for the pay- 
ment of professors for teaching theology. He can not do so. 
There will be found in the catalogue of the institution a chair of 
theology 

Mr. THAIN ER of Nebraska. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

“one SONER of Nebraska, I know my friend wants to be en- 
y fair. 
Mr. SAYERS. Entirely so. 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The examination of the report of 
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the institution shows that the whole amount of the appropriation 
is covered into the treasury, and there is no segregation of it at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly not. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Then how can the gentleman state 
er professor of theology has been paid out of this appropria- 

ion? 

Mr. SAYERS. But the report shows, as I understand it from 
the reading by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], that the 
appropriation for the support of the theological chair, or, more 
properly speaking, the money for its support, comes from an ap- 
Propun non or donation by some charitable association or society, 

. HAINER of Nebraska. I had read to the gentleman already 
a statement to the effect that there is an equal amount contrib- 
uted to the college from other sources, and that out of the whole 
amount there are paid the salaries of the professors of theology. 
But the gentleman must not forget that the same professors teach 
other branches. 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, that may be, but the amendment which the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] will offer will exclude the 
payment of a single dollar for any theological professor whom- 
soever, will it not? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Not practically; no. It is cov- 


ered into their treasu , and a portion of it is used for one pur- 
pose 1 a portion of it for another. We had better be honest 
about this. 


Mr. SAYERS. My understanding is that the gentleman from 
Nebraska bases his opposition to this appropriation solely upon 
the fact that it is a private institution? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That includes it all. Of course I 
base it on the dual fact that it is a private institution, and that it 
is sectarian. Nobody disputes the proposition that it is sectarian, 
and that it is private. 

Mr. SAYERS. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Evans] prohibits the use of the appropriation for 
teachin: 1 doctrine. 

Mr. of Nebraska. The gentleman must know, asa 
practical man, that he is mistaken about that. 

Mr. SAYERS. No; my construction of the amendment is that 
no portion of the appropriation can be used for the purpose. 

. HAINER of Nebraska. But it releases an equal amount of 
other moneys and will do it indirectly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is, with other money, which is not 
public money, they will teach theology. 

Mr. SAYERS. If they should wish so to use the money that 
comes from puree sources, let them do so. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Texas is there any change in the situation now from a few days 
ago, when the committee, as I understand, by a unanimous vote, 
excluded this proposition from the bill? Why was it proper, by 
a unanimous vote in the secrecy of the committee room, to ex- 
clude this item, and here in the House now to be so eloquent in 
its advocacy? 

Mr. SAYERS. It was not done bya unanimous vote. It was 
not done by Wy vote. I have no hesitancy in ying that. [Ap- 
pare] ill not do in the committee room what I hesitate to 

o in the House. Other gentlemen can speak for themselves as to 
that matter. As for myself, I voted for the appropriation in the 
committee room, and it was not stricken out from the sundry 
civil bill by my vote. 

Mr. GROUT. It was by a bare majority that the item was 
stricken out in the committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. Istood by the appropriation in the last Con- 
gress; and merely because this House is Republican, I shall not now 
condemn that which I then did, and admit that I did wrong when 
I was chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. [Ap- 
to | If it is wrong to make this appropriation to-day, it was 
wrong two years ago and one year ago, and it was wrong all the 
time previous. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Texas has 


expired. 

8 2 TRACEY. I should like to ask the gentleman from Texas 
a question, and I ask unanimous consent that his time be ex- 
tended five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask that the gentleman’s time be extended 
ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TRACEY. The question I want to ask is this, and I ask 
it because I believe the gentleman can give me the information I 
want 

Mr. SAYERS, I will give it if I can. I will answer the gen- 
tleman yes ; 

Mr. TRACEY. This being admittedly a private institution in 
every sense of the word, why should it be singled out for an ap- 
propriation of 8 money in preference to other private insti- 
tutions doing the same sort of work? 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, my friend, I will answer the question. 
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It is a fair question, and I can answer it at leasats tisfactorily to 
myself. My answer is, that because of the peculiar condition of 
the colored people, and their peculiar relation toward the entire 
country because they have not the same advantages as the white 
people [applause], because this institution has been to a great 
extent, or at least to some extent, supported by the Government 
ever since 1880, and has become accustomed to rely upon it, and 
in uence has opened its doors to all and made its tuition 
free to all, I do not think it should be stricken down without a 
moment's warning. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. SAYERS. 5 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Will the gentleman explain to this 
House why his reason applies to this institution rather than to the 
university at Atlanta, which is a colored institution doing the 
same kind of work and as high „or to the Indian schools, 
which give education to the Indians, who certainly present as 
egnitable considerations as any other class? 

Mr.SAYERS. We spend large sums of money for educatin 
the Indians, and is not a colored man as as an Indian? 


Applause. 

[ M HAIR of Nebraska. Certainly; but is it not true that 
this House has refused appropriations for sectarian schools for 
the Indians? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman pretends to be the especial 
friend of the colored race, and I have no doubt, again and again, 
when he is stumping his district in the State of Nebraska, one of 
the main points in his argument against the Democratic party 
was that it did not ae the colored people of the South to 
have a fair chance. Now let him give them a fair chance here. 


[Applause. | 7 

Mr. HAI of Nebraska. I want to say to my friend, what- 
ever may be the ponce which prevails in Texas, I do not play 
the demagogue when I am at home, and neither do I here. 

Mr. SA Of course not. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. But I have branded the Demo- 
cratic party and denounced them because they have robbed the 
colored man of his rights as a man; and I would be worse than 
an enemy to them if I undertook to repay by extending charity to 
them. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I denounce what the gentleman 
from Nebraska has said in respect to the treatment of the colored 
people by the South as untrue. [Applause on the floor and in the 

eries.] Let me inform him as to the manner in which the 
colored people are treated in my own State. For every dollar 
that goes ont of our State treasury for the education of a white 
child in our common schools, another dollar goes to a colored child. 

Mr. TUCKER. The same in Virginia. 

Mr, SAYERS (continuing). We have a princely domain set 
apart in our State for the support of our common free schools, 
and also a very large investment in interest-bearing bonds. And 
in addition to these sources of revenue we subject ourselves to an 
ad valorem tax for the same purpose. To the amount accruing 
from this tax the colored poopie contribute but a very small pro- 
portion indeed, yet the colored child receives of this fund just as 
much as the white child—no more and no less. 

But this is not all in the matter of education. In very many, 
if not all, of our incorporated towns and cities we have a system 
of graded schools, to support which our people subject themselves 
to an additional tax, and the proceeds of this tax—an ad valorem 
one—are applied in the fairest possible manner to the education 
of the children of both races, though the colored people contribute 
but very little to this tax. For the preparation of young colored 
men and women for teaching we have a splendid college, sup- 
ported and maintained by the State. It is true that we do not 

ve mixed schools. Toattemptsuch a policy would be disastrous 
in the extreme. Sound policy, as well as common humanity, 

uires that the races, as regards education, should be kept apart; 
and they will be kept apart, however distasteful that policy may 
be to those who live elsewhere and know nothing of our peculiar 
conditions. 

Mr. TRACEY. I wanld like to ask one more question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will answer it. But before doing so I wish 
to say that every charge made here or elsewhere against the people 
of the South in regard to the manner of their treatment of the 
colored people—that they do not afford them all the advantages 
to better their condition in life—is false, in whole or in part. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Notnow. Iam not yet through with what I 
desire to say. 

Mr. Chairman, in Texas every avocation and trade is open as 
well to the colored man as to the white man. In the district 
which I have the honor to represent we have colored ministers 
and teachers, colored lawyers rite geas ay and in the various 
trades and handicrafts the colored race has its representatives. 


mechanics find constant and lucrative employment, not 


only at the hands of their own people, but also by the white peo- 
ple, and in a much larger degree. There is no discrimination 
whatever against them because of their color. The only question 
as to a colored workman is, Can he do, and will he do good work?” 
If so, he will be employed, and for his labor he will receive good 
wages. Sir, it is no unusual thing to see the white man and the 
colored man, side by side, nailing shingles on the same roof or 
standing ie hee at the same forge. Nowhere in this country 
does the colored man possess such facilities for intellectual and 
material advancement as in Texas. Economy, integrity, and 
industry there, on his part, will insure to him wealth and inde- 
pendence commensurate with his efforts. 

Mr. Chairman, the South is the colored man’s home; and what- 
ever may be said to the contrary, he knows and feels that the 
Southern people are his best and his truest friends. If this be not 
so, why has he not gone elsewhere? Why does he continue to 
abide among the scenes and memories of his former slavery? 
He has been free for more than thirty pyem, and during that time 
the opportunity for migration to the Western States and Territo- 
ries has been open to him. Why has he not availed himself of 
the opportunity? If he has been so robbed by tbe Southern 
ple as has been alleged by the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. 
HAINER}, why bas he continued and remained among his despoil- 
ers and oppressors for so many years, when he need travel but a 
short distance to find a home among those who freed him and 
who profess to be his best and his truest friends? Why has he not 
secured for himself a dwelling place in the West or in the North- 
west, under the beneficent land system of the General Govern- 
ment? Why has he not hied himself to Nebraska, or to some 
other new Northwestern State? Yon, gentlemen, who live in 
those States, can perhaps answer the question. 

Some months before his death, Frederick Douglass was before 
the Committee on at a ae of the House asking that pro- 
vision be made for workshops in Howard University, so that 
young men might be taught the mechanical arts. He said before 
the committee that he had but lately returned from Georgia and 
other Southern States, where he had seen colored renters, 
blacksmiths, and mechanics of every kind doing well whenever 
they were industrious and economical. He was asked how it was 
with respect to his race in such avocations in the North. The 
venerable man bowed his head and replied, in despondent tones, 
that colored men had but little opportunity to engage in such 
pursuits in the North. Is this true, gentlemen? Was he, the 
most famous man of his race on this continent, mistaken, or was 
he correct? He said that the rules and regulations established 
and enforced among the trades unions kept the colored man in 
the background. I know nothing about such matters. and will 
not assume to speak upon them. ntlemen who represent North- 
ern constituencies know whether this be true or not. I do not, 
and therefore do not make the charge. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
will allow me—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, the gentleman knows whether that to 
which I have referred be true or not [laughter]; and if there is a 
member of this House who will say that it is not true, I would 
like for him to arise from his seat and deny it. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I do not care to follow you in any 
excursion in T to alleged facts as to unions. 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course not. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I call your attention to the fact 
that you based your former argument on the fact that these peo- 
ple had not received fair treatment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I say that in the North they do not receive as 
fair treatment as in the South. We see colored waiters and 
colored barbers, but not any colored Representatives on this floor 
from the North. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. You count them out. Mr. Chair- 
man, I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that he predi- 
cated his argument on the fact that the colored people had not 
been received on an equal footing, that they had been held down, 
and, therefore, they should have this school. He now makes the 
argument that in the South, where they live, that they receive 

nal aid and facilities in acqniring education. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Then, if they do, what is the 
necessity of giving them this undue advantage, which you do not 
extend to the whites? 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman call this an undue advan- 

e? 

r. HAINER of Nebraska. It is an unequal advantage. I 
understand you to say that the colored children have the same 
advantages in pa State as the white children have? 

Mr. SA YERS. Yes: they have exactly the saime as to common 
free schools. Wil the gentleman answer this question? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Hasa colored boy ever been nominated to the 
Military or Naval Academy from Nebraska? 


1896. 
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Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Yes, sir; I will. I want to say 
that in every district in my State 3 to West Point or 
Annapolis have been determined by competitive examination, 
where there has been absolutely no distinction made with respect 
to the color of any competitor. Now, did yon ever nominate or 
appoint a colored boy to one of those institutions? 

. SAYERS. Certainly not. I never have. 

Mr. HAINER of Retwaake, Did you ever know of a Democrat 
who did? 

Mr. SAYERS. I have not done so. ` 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Why not? You claim to be the 
friend of the colored le. b 

Mr. SAYERS. I will answer the question; because I believe 
the white race to be the superior race, and that an appointment 
to either of the academies would be of no value whatever to a 
young colored man. Appointments to the Academies should be 
given only to those who are fitted to accomplish the course suc- 
cessfully and make good officers. So far, whenever attempted, 
trouble has resulted and no good whatever has accrued to the 
colored student. It is said that the cadets at these academies 
would not and did not receive them on equal terms, and therefore 
their lives there were very unpleasant. : 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. And yet you say you are the friend 
of the colored man. K, 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; I claim to be. I am certainly as good a 
friend to him as is the gentleman from Nebraska. y should 
I not be? I have known him and been with him all the years of 


my life. 

Mr. TRACEY. Now, I wonld like to ask the question I started 
to ask a few moments ago. Have I the gentleman’s permission? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman has. y 

Mr. TRACEY. I wish to ask the gentleman a question for 
information. I do not know very much about this university, 
having had no opportunity to investigate it. Will the gentleman 
be kind enough to tell us of some of the beneficial results that 
have come to the colored people, as a practical matter, from the 
operations of the university and the appropriations heretofore 
made for it? 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman admit that every young 
man or young woman who is educated at this university and goes 
out among his or her people to instruct them, and does properly 
instruct them, is a benefit to the community? 

Mr. TRACEY. Certainly; and that is what I want to know 
about—what the university has done in that way. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, it has instructed many such people and 
qualified them to go out as teachers. 

The CHAIR . Thetime of the gentleman from Texas has 

ired. 
r. SAYERS. I would like to have a little more time. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I suppose it is un- 
derstood that any extension of time that may be given will apply 
equally to both sides. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the time of the gentleman from Texas be extended ten 


minutes, 

Mr. EVANS. How will that leave the general question of time, 
Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN, As the Chair understands, this is a request 
for a special extension of ten minutes for the gentleman from 
Texas, which would leave the general arrangement for time as it 
was before. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I hope that fair- 
ness will be observed in this matter of extending the time, and 
that both sides will be treated erau: 

Mr. SAYERS (to Mr. Haryer). You can have as much time as 
you desire. I don't think your cause is advanced by discussion. 
Haugner] 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Ithank the gentleman for hiscour- 
tesy, but if he is correct he onght not to object to my having more 
time. Mr. Chairman, I desire to modify the request so as to pro- 
Bead 5 — the additional time shall be divided equally between the 

o sides. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection to such an arrangement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
for discussion of this question be extended twenty minutes, ten 
minutes to be controlled by the gentleman from Texas and the 
other ten by the gentleman from Nebraska, Is there objection? 

Mr. SHE I object. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] be allowed five minutes 
more, 

There was no objection and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, much that is irrelevant and 
somewhat unpleasant has crept into this debate. This I d ly 
regret. As to the colored race, I have only to say, further, that 
the section most favorable to their happiness, ity, and ad- 
vancement is the Sonth. He has tried Mexico, and his efforts in 
that direction have resulted most disastrously to him, He has 


Whether my contention in this 


tried Oklahoma and other portions of the West, and there he has 


been equally unfortunate. It is in Dixie that he must live and 
die, and upon the Southern people will devolve the proper solu- 
tion of this, the greatest problem that confronts the country. The 
South, and the South alone—if it can be done at all—can and will 
successfully meet the issue; and this she is attempting todo. Of 
necessity the process of solution must be slow. But I sincerely 
believe that, if let alone and uninterfered with by W e 
but altogether incompetent influences from without, the Sou 
will pursue a policy that will be mutually beneficial to the white 
and colored races, 

Speaking for my own State, Mr. Chairman, I can truthfully say 
that there is not the slightest disposition among her people to do 
the colored man injustice. They have been willing, and they are 
now willing, and. in my opinion, they will always be willing, to 
accord to him every civil right and every political right consistent 
with his capacity, and at no time will they refuse to him that just 
recognition which every human being is entitled to have, for every 
virtue that he may possess, Whenever and wherever and how- 
ever he may show himself to be economical, industrious, honest, 
and law abiding, he will be permitted to reap the full reward of 
such qualities. Every trade. avocation, and profession is open to 
him in our State under the law, and there is no under-running 
current of public opinion that will prevent his hopefully entering 
upon any pursuit which he may desire to follow. In my judg- 
ment, safety to both races imperatively demands that the two 
should, in all matters affecting domestic, educational, and social 
life, be kept rigidly apart and distinct. This our people are 
firmly resolved to do. In matters of business the sitnation 
should be, and is, different; and along that channel they can and 
do move her harmoniously and to the mutual benefit of them 
both. With the right of suffrage cha cos accorded to both and 
respected alike by both: in the ey enjoyment of our magnifi- 
cent common-school system; with the right to adjudicate differ- 
ences and to wrongs upon appeal to the courts Soay 
shared both, and with the right to sit on juries, when qua. iied. 
under a law that is absolutely impartial—under these conditions, 
Isay, the way to further and continued advancement, intellectnal, 
moral, and material, is open and clear to the colored man. Such, 
Mr. i isthe policy of our State, as determined by her con- 
stitution and her laws, sanctioned by the approval of the entire 
people. Under the operation of such a policy I can not doubt that 
the colored man can, if he but will, realize the full fruition of his 
industry, honesty, energy, and economy. 

But, Mr. Chairman, returning to the question directly under 
consideration, I venture to express the opinion that this commit- 
tee will not be driven by the opposition of the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Hater], and of those who concur with him, to 
refuse this 5 which has been annually made with 
the consent of every Senator and Member present when it has 
been under consideration in the two Houses of Congress since the 
year 1880, and thus deprive, without warning, this institution of 
the customary assistance which has thus far for so many years 
been given it. 

Mr, BAILEY, May I ask my colleague a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to know whether there are public 
schools provided for the education of the negro children in the 
District of Columbia? 

Mr. SAYERS. There are such schools. 

x ore BAILEY, But I understand that this is a private institu- 
on 

Mr. SAYERS. It may have been a private institution, incor- 
were as such; but since governmental assistance was first ren- 

ered to it in 1880 it has become in a manner public—that is. its 
tuition has been and now is free to all; and it is required by its 
act of incorporation to make an annual report to the Secretary of 
the Interior, exhibiting the several items of expenditure and the 
objects thereof, and generally the work accomplished by said insti- 
tution—all of which has heretofore been done, year by year. 
The effect of the amendment to be offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Evans] will be to give to it an additional public 
character and to make it more responsible to the Government. 
be true or not may be seen 
from the portion of the amendment which I will read: 
No thereof shall be paid to said university until it shall accord tothe 
tary of the Interior. or his designated — or agents. authority to 
an 


visit inspect such university, and to control and supervise the expendi 
ture therein of all moneys paid under this appropriation. 


Mr. BAILEY. I with my coll e that it is proper to 
provide educational facilities for the children of the Distriet; but 
if educational facilities are already provided at the public schools, 
then it occurs to me that it may be a valid objection against this 
appropriation that it goes to a private institution. 

. SAYERS. I can only oo Mr. Chairman, in reply 
to what has been said by my colleague, that in the city of Wash- 
ington, and the District of Columbia, and by Congress, this insti- 
tution has for sixteen years been as a part of the school 
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system of this city and District. It has been regularly appropri- 
ated for since 1880, and in consequence of such appropriations its 
tuition has been made free to the colored youth, not only of this 
city and District, but also of the States and Territories. By vir- 
tue of the amendment to be offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Evans], it will be impossible to use a single dollar of 
the appropriation for sectarian or religious instruction; and fur- 
ther, it will be put under the immediate and direct control of the 
Secretary of the Interior, to the extent of the aid furnished by the 
Government. These provisions, it seems to me, should be satis- 
f to all who favor . for the education of col - 
ored children in the District. I have heard no one object to such 
sa eae ice 

r. Chairman, I do not care to consume further time. Iam, 
indeed, obliged to the committee for its indulgence and attention. 


[A panan 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, [had no desire or intention to 
participate in this debate until I heard some of the astonishing 
theories of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. The gentle- 
man from Texas now appears here as a special champion of the 
colored race. He favors this proposition in order that the colored 
people may have proper educational advantages. I would like to 
the gentleman if in his own State, in the University of Texas 
or in the Agricultural College of Texas, colored men born in that 
State are eligible for membership? 

Mr. SAX . I Will answer that question. I reply frankly 
no; but the State of Texas supports other institutions for the 
education of the colored race. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ah, the State of Texas supports other insti- 
tutions, but institutions of this class, about which the gentleman 
is so solicitous now, and of which he now appears to assume the 
championship—such institutions in his own State, as in every 
other State of the South, exclude colored youth from their bene- 
fits. The gentleman tells us here that there is a preeminent neces- 
sity for institutions of this kind; that the colored youth receiving 
higher education should be sent as missionaries among their own 
people, where one of them would be the equal of many whites in 
extending the great advantages of education. But in his own 
State, where he and his party have the power—in other States 
where they have the Yor ee to give the colored people 
these advan and reserve efforts of that kind to public 
debate here, where they can secure the applause of the eries. 

The gentleman indulges in the other extraordinary statement 
that the people of the South are better friends of the colored 


ee aggre 5 
. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Though it may seem discourteous, I must 
decline, as I have but ten minutes, The gentleman has forgotten 
some scenes in this House and some evidences that have been 
brought before the House bearing on this question—this House, I 
mean. The people of the South are the better friends of the col- 
ored people in securing them their rights! What wrong, then, 
has been done you if that is true? Let me refer to the proofs in 
the election cases that have been presented here, where it 1 
that you had not 3 ucation of the better kind to the 
colored people, but where it was shown that you had robbed them 
of their civil rights, had refused them the right of suffrage, and, 
not content with stripping them of their rights, had used the stolen 
power thus A Darr you here in this House of Representatives. Is 
it not true that it was shown in an election case here recently that 
many thousands of the colored people in one of the Alabama dis- 
tricts who had refused to vote, who had refused to be registered, 
who knew that their power would be rifled from them and prosti- 
tuted to uses that they did not choose—that those people were 
registered without their knowledge or consent, that they were 
seemingly voted without their knowledge and consent, and that 
those votes were counted in order to give a fraudulent certificate 
to a man who presented it and added his vote to the political 
strength of the minority of this House? 

Mr. Chairman, I could go on with one proof after another if it 
were necessary. Sir, another State, illustrating its great solici- 
tude for the colored youth, has recently ado a constitution— 
a deliberate act, an act intended not for the day, not for this year, 
howd for time. I find among the provisions of that constitution 


Separate schools shall be provided for children of the white and colored 
races; and no child of either race shall ever be permitted to attend a school 
of the other race. 

There is not, Iam told, a single educational institution of the 
her class in the South at which the brightest colored youth in 
the land is eligible for 88 

Mr. SAYERS, Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina, and others. 

That is not true. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If I am in error I am willing to be corrected. 

Mr. OWENS. The State of Kentucky has her normal college 
for the education of colored youth. 

Mr. HEPBURN. With the whites? 

Mr. OWENS. No, sir; by themselves. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, yes; you establish beggarly, ‘‘measly” 
institutions, to which you send persons of the colored race, but 
your institutions of the better class close their doors to them. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is not so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa must not be in- 
terrupted without his consent. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In the North, at Harvard, at Yale, at the 
Michigan University, at the lowa University, and other institu- 
tions, all the doors are thrown wide open and colored people are 
invited to enter. Yet you tell us that you are the friends of the 
colored people; that yoa are their peculiar champions; that you of 
all men are those who best know what is for their good and are 
most solicitous to eet sare it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman allow metocorrect him? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ishall be glad to be corrected. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Icall the gentleman’s attention to Clark 
University, Georgia, for colored people—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. For colored people! 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Sustained equally, by taxation on the 
whole people, with the State university for the whites. There is 
no better institution of learning in the United States than the 
Clark University, supported under the legislation of the State by 
the common taxes of the people of Georgia. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. OWENS. The gentleman from Iowa will allow me to say 
that Berea College, in Kentucky, is open to both whites and blacks. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it sustained by the State? 

Mr. OWENS. No, sir; there are only two institutions sustained 
by the State. one for the whites and one for the colored people. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Was not Berea College founded by the 


abolitionists? [Laughter and applause. ] 
M, „HEPBU N. “I thank thee, Jew, for teaching me that 
word. 


ee OWENS. What was the gentleman’s remark? I did not 
catch it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This is the first time that I have ever seen 
gentlemen on the other side assuming to be the champions of the 
colored race or the champions of Howard University. I commend 
them, however, for this new departure. Iam glad to see that at 
last their eyes are beginning to be opened and that they see it is 
necessary for them to do something for this race. Gentlemen tell 
us that they have, by taxation 

Mr. OWENS. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I must decline respectfully to be interrupted 
now. 

Mr. OWENS. I am only oye g to get on your side of theques- 
tion, if I can find out what side you are on. 5 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I am not seeking support in that direc- 
tion, at the expense of my time. [Laughter,] 

Gentlemen tell us that they are entitled to special credit because 
in these Southern States, . Texas, the white people pay 
nine-tenths of the taxes. hy, they do not payit. Your taxa- 
tion is levied on the property. The property pays it, and you have 
seen to it that the colored people have not very much chance of 
getting rich. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is not true; not a word of truth in it, 
You have not been down there. I dispute the statement. What 
do you know of Texas? [Laughter.] Why such people as my 
friend do not live in Texas 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I appeal from Philip drunk to Philip 
sober.” A little while ago we were told by the gentleman thatthe 
white Eee of the State paid nine-tenths of the taxes 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, if the gentleman will allow me—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind gentlemen that the 
speaker can not be interrupted without his permission and consent, 
I am sure that the members here who are experienced in parlia- 
— affairs will appreciate the importance of adhering to that 


e. 

Mr. SAYERS. Just a moment, if the gentleman will permit 
me. If the gentleman will confine himself exactly within the 
limits of parliamentary debate of course he will not be interrupted. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChairtrusts that gentlemen will observe 
the rule and not interrupt without consent. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is the gentleman from Texas through? 
[Laughter. 

Mr. SAYERS. Go on. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If I indulged in error it was because of the 
statement of the gentleman himself. I learned from him this 
morning that the whites of Texas paid nine-tenths of the taxes, 
and I assume that that taxation is based on the property in the 
State as it is ev hereelse. But, Mr. Chairman, when it comes 
to the head tax, the poll tax, the per capita tax, I ask if the colored 
man does not pay just as much as my friendfrom Texas—just the 
same amount? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly, and he should do it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Undoubtedly; I am not quarreling with that; 
I am only seeking for information. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. SAYERS. The objection I have to my friend is this: That 
all he wants with the colored man is to get his vote and have him 
attend political conventions. 

Mr. . Well, the objection I have to the gentle- 
man from Texas is that he insists on occupying all of my time. 
Gaughan] : 

The C MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. . Chairman, Oliver Wendell 
Holmes, the poet of Massachusetts, told the people that they could 
order up their ascension robes and prepare for the millennium 
when certain things would occur. I am of the opinion now that 
every man, woman, and child in the United States of America, 
particularly those of the colored race, can order up their ascen- 
sion robes for use on the day of the millennium, which is certainly 
near at hand. [Laughter. ! 

According to the statement of my learned friend from Texas 
[Mr. Sayers], the only decent place, the only paradise for the 
colored people is in the South. Itis their paradise; it is their 
home; the only friends they have in the United States are the 
Southern people; the only advocates that they have on the floor 
of this House are the Southern Representatives, elected as Demo- 
crats and unjustly accused of depriving black men of their votes. 
In view of these statements, so earnestly and apparently sincerely 
made, [am convinced now that the end of the world is near at 
hand, and we all ought to be ready to put off things earthly and 
take upon us thin iritual in the unknown land beyond the 
dark river of death. e day has come when the lion and the 
lamb shall lie down, nay, have laid down, together in the South, 


although, grivately, I may say I am confident if we had the X 
rays turned onto the lion we would find that the lamb was inside 
of the lion, and not pleasantly sleeping by his side. [Loud 
laughter. ] 


But what has it to do with the question now before the commit- 
tee whether or not the Southern people make a little tin god” of 
the colored man, or whether or not it is a passport to society in 
the South or a sure ticket of admission to the best Southern insti- 
tutions of learning to be a colored man. re sir, I had no doubt 
when listening to the eloquent efforts and the rhetorical periods 
of my friend from Texas, so fervently were they pressed upon us, 
that all I needed to-day to obtain entry into the most fashionable 
and exclusive society of the South, ially in Texas, was to 
black my face, go down there, and say, lam Sambo Johnson, from 
the plantation fields of old Virginia,” and all doors would fly open 
to receive a colored man, [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman misapprehended me. He would 
not be likely to get into the most exclusive society in Texas. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, I have not been 
very well for some time past, and am filled up with medicine, and 
so did not hear what the gentleman from Texas said, but no doubt 
it was a good thing, for everything that he says is good. 

I have no doubt that from now on when the colored man comes 
toa resentative here or elsewhere and asks for a home for him- 
self and for his family, and when he in addition says that he seeks 
education for himself or for his children; when he says, as many 
of them have said and many more will say, I was a slave, I have 
felt upon my back the lash of my master, I feel now the degradation 
of my position, but, thanks to God, to Lincoln, and the erican 

ple, I am free, and I want my children to taste the blessings of 

at freedom I received so late in life and to obtain that education 

* which every child upon this continent has a right to enjoy ”—I have 
no doubt that we will all unitein one grand acclaim in singing the 
old plantation song and advising him to leave the cold and snowy 
fields of the North and go into the rich cotton fields of the South, 
where only he can find true friends of his race. Then we will 
further tell him that. thanks to the AS from Texas, you 
and your children will be educated in the best colleges the State of 
Georgia or the State of Texas can afford. [Applause and laughter.] 

Does any one of us believe that? Does the gentleman from Texas 

or any other gentleman from the South believe that? If they do, 
then the day of the millennium has come and gone, and we are now 
living in a different atmosphere from that of humanity or even 
that of spirits. [Laughter.] No man has any right to expect us 
to believe it or to accept the roseate-hued picture painted by the 
gentleman from Texas of the kind and loving care taken of the 
colored man and his education by the Southern States as being 
as lovely as it is painted. No man has any right to expect us to 
believe anything except the facts as we know them, and from a 
study of them we feel constrained to differ from the verbal sketch 
of Southern white and black man that has been presented to us. 
But what has this to do really with the question before us? The 
question before us is, Shall we appropriate money for a sectarian 
institution? 1 
The C MAN. e time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 

gentleman be allowed to get to the question. 
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Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman's time be 
extended five minutes. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, the time of the gen- 
tleman from Texas has been repeatedly extended, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from California be 
extended five minutes. 

Mr. WOODMAN. I should like to know how long this discus- 
sion is to go on. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is entirely under the control of the 
committee. This debate is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

pos OODMAN. I want to call the attention of the House to 
one thing 

The C MAN. Debate on this request for unanimous con- 
sent is not in order. 

Mr. WOODMAN. It is to explain my position. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the 
time of the gentleman from California [Mr. JoHNSON] be ex- 
tended five minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California, The question before the House, 
as I understand it, is whether we shall vote money for sectarian 
institutions or not, and that is all the question. 

I understand, and such was my understanding of his remarks, 
that my genial friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, has admitted squarely and 
frankly, as he always does when he admits anything, that this is 
a sectarian institution, and that we therefore are appropriating 
money for a sectarian institution when we pass this amendment. 
Hence there is no escape from the sole and only issue of whether 
we shall appropriate money for the support of asectarian institu- 


tion. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish to correct the gentleman 
in this. I was not present when the chairman of the committee 
made the admission, if he made it, but as a member of that com- 
mittee, and having some knowledge of this institution, I do not 
admit that it is a sectarian institution. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I am taking the statement of 
the chairman of the committee, and I am taking in addition a 
very little of my own knowledge of the matter, and therefore I 
reiterate that when the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations makes such an admission we must face the matter 
squarely as being a sectarian appropriation. It looks to me as 
though we were getting asideentirely from the question when we 
discuss, as we have been doing for some time, the relations of the 
South and North to the colored race and spend many minutes in 
friendly rivalry as to who is and has been their best friend. Let 
us reserve that for other days and other subjects. I will goas 
far as any man—I will take my friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], 
who during the twelve years that he has been a member of t 
House has been known to be always liberal, even to prodigality, 
with the people's money [laughter]—and I will go as far as he 
will in spending the money of the people to take care of the col- 
ored race, but I will not vote one dollar for any sectarian institu- 
tion, I do not care what denomination it is, whether it is this 
that, or the other. [Applause.] I voted with the majority of 
this House, some weeks ago, in favor of striking out sectarian 
appropriations, not because I was op d to any particular reli- 

ion, for Iam not, nor because I belong to any political society 
or Ido not, but because I believe in the complete divorcement of 
church and state. I regard an appropriation to one religious 
association as equally wrong with any other, and shall and will 
consistently so vote. 
am 7 to all sectarian appropriations now, just as I was 
then. e question before us is not whether the colored race are 
entitled to support at our hands, nor whether the North or the 
South takes the better care of the colored people, or is more en- 
titled to their support and friendship; but the question is, Shall 
we appropriate money to carry on a sectarian institution and 
excuse ourselves for so doing because it is one designed to better 
the condition by increasing the educational facilities of the colored 
race? If the question was squarely presented as to whether we 
should st Sao money to take care of a Government institu- 
tion for the colored people alone, wherein they could acquire a 
higher education, I believe it would be carried unanimously. We 
would all like to favor this amendment; but you ought to take 
the Teligigus question out of it. You ought not to appropriate 
money for a colored pore university and permit it to be used 
for sectarian purposes. The color of the students does not cure 
the sectarian character of the college. 

The proviso in the amendment does not in my judgment cure 
the evil. It still leaves it a sectarian institution. It still leaves 
the money liable to be expended for sectarian purposes. It indi- 
rectly at least appropriates the money for sectarian purposes. It 
simply puts it into one fund to be used in one manner; but the 
character of the university is not changed by the verbiage of the 
amendment creating the fund. 

I care not what religion is taught, I am unalterably opposed to 
the appropriation of any public money to any sectarian institution, 


Wa — — — 


the 


I do not follow those who make war on only one religion and 
except all others. They are not true to the noble American doc- 
— 75 that church and state must 5 divorced i 25 So: 
; they are mischief makers. y salutary rule op- 
giving public money to any and all sectarian institutions. I 
ieve in the e laid down in the constitution of my own 
State of California, that no public money shall be appropriated for 
sectarian institutions. - 
Section 22 of Article IV, constitution of California, contains 
these words, namely: 

And no money shall ever be sppropriated or drawn from the State treasury 
for the use or benefit of any corporation, association, 9 orany 
other institution not under the exclusive management control of the 

as a State institution, nor shall any grant or donation of property ever 
made thereto by the State. 38 
And section 30 of the same Article IV of the constitution of 
California contains the following words, namely: 


Neither the legislature nor any county, city, and county township, school 
Ristrict, or othar municipal Fora Sen vo Hal ever pon fhm — 
or pay e fund whatever, or grant anything to or of any 
tain school, coll N h or N — 

an col R ¥ 4 
by any Peligious ch or ee whatever; nor shall 
or 


the. ta 2 — St * — or eee municipal ration 
a an 1 
tor — — ous creed, urch, or ps ian purpose whatever. e 
The State reserves the right to grant aid to institutions “ for the 
support and maintenance of minor orphans or half orphans, or 
abandoned children, or persons in indigent circumstances,” 
with the condition that the State has the right to inquire at any 
time into the management of such institutions and that reports 
shall be made to the legislature and published with the laws at 
each session. 
These are noble words; they ress the true doctrine; they 
voice the sentiment of the people of California. They should be 


adopted by the le of every State in the Union. ey act as a 
eer tiple I Sa 3 and a protection from religious zeal, 
which often runs to bigotry 


We had a long and a hard fight to get that incorporated into our 
constitution. We carried it by alarge masiy. Weare in favor 
of it now, and I believe I echo the voice of the people of my State 
when I say, regardless of the question whether the people of the 
North employ colored carpenters and the people of the South do 
not, or vice versa, or whether there is a school for the col- 
ored people in the South or a good school for the colored people 
in the North—regardless of any and all such facts, I voice the feel- 
ing of Californians when I say that they are opposed to sectarian 
appropriations, and that it makes no difference to them whether 
you say it is acolored man’s religion or a white man’s religion you 
are encouraging, they are both amenable tothe objection. [Ap- 

lause.] It may be that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
fhinks this university is like Parson Brownlow said his paper 
was. I heard Parson 3 say that before the war he pub- 
lished the only religious journal that was published south of 
Mason and Dixon’s line, and God knows,” he said, “ that it was 
not pious enough to hurt.” [Laughter.] So it may be with the 
religion of this institution, that it is not enough to hurt; but if it 
is sectarian at all I am opposed to it, and opposed to the appro- 
priation upon that gronn [Applause. } 
Here the hammer fell.] 
. HAINER of Nebraska. I d ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 


[Mr. MCRAE addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Georgia pa LIVINGSTON]. 

Mr. LIVIN GSTO . Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk 
and ask to have read a petition signed by every prominent colored 
enor and elder in this city, asking to investigate the 

isbursements of the funds appropriated for Howard University, 
and charging not only 5 but grave offenses against the 
management of that institution. ), 

Now, if an appropriation for that university is to be made in 
this bill, I trust that it will not be made available until after this 
investigation shall have been concluded, so that Congress may 
have an 1 e to know whether these charges are true or 
false. I ask that the Clerk read the petition. 

The petition was read, as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., February 2%, 1896. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 


The undersigned, citizens of the United States and residents of the District 
of Columbia, vary respectfully represent to your honorable body: 

That in view of the uent statements and charges made to the public to 
the effect that the ad: ration of affairs at Howard University has been 
marked in recent years by ust a irregularities, and ques- 

n ae to wit: 


tionable methods in using the of said unive: 
By — . — and honest members of 


earnest, efflcien 
ty for personal reasons; 
By improper use of the student's aid fund to debase so-called beneficiaries; 
E A sand pitt eee t use of uni funds in building an 
$22,000; 


for the thereof, at a cost of 


„ building an additional and unnecessary 


chapel at a cost of several thou- 
dollars at a time when buildings of the university already constructed 
were in need of irs, and at a time when the funds for the university 
demanded the strictest economy in their use; 
By the defective methods of cting and graduating students of the 
normal and college departments: and 
Whereas all these statements and charges were presented in writing to the 
board of trustees of said university at their semiannual meeting held on Jan- 
nary 29, 1896, tful request to them to make an immediate inves- 
iga e same, all of which they have failed in doing: and 
h the public press of January 30, has declared 
such investigation to be - 
Therefore the undersigned most respectfully petition your honorable bod; 
to ap a committee to investigate the present administration of Hi 
University as to those statements and charges and to recommend such 
changes in the same, to bnprove the present conductof its affairs, and restore 
to thisinstitution the m and educational facilities and the material inter- 
ests and 9 for the benefit of those for whom this institution was orig- 
inally estab shed, and 


; B. 
northwest; H. Feb. Doyle, Israel M. tan Church, 
First and B streets southwest; J. J. W. Navin, pastor of Saint 
Paul African Methodist Epi Church; James E. Hunt, 2013 


Vermont avenue; D. P. , pastor Ebenezer 
Methodist Church. O street; W. H. Chambers, 
Galbraith Methodist E Zion Church; 8. A. 
Lewis, Mount Zion Methodist Chu 1412 
Twenty-eighth street northwest; R. A. er, John 
Wesley, residence 719 northwest; F. G. Barba- 
does, 124 Eleventh street northwest; W. C. Payne, 1521 


Twenty-seventh street north secretary E. R. Council; 
w. 8 — Baptist Church; J. A. Tay- 
lor, pastor Shiloh Baptist Church; Geo: W. r 


; , , pastor Ver- 
mont Avenue Baptist Church; I. V. asi 


pastor Walker 
Memorial Baptist Church; James H. Lee, rat the Third 
Baptist Church, northwest: Guy H. Berkley, pastor Mount 
Bethel Baptist Church of Howardtown, D. G.; Sandy xX- 
ander, pastor First Baptist Church, West Washington, D. G.: 
William bons, pastor M Baptist Church; 


Rev. Junius I. 1 Fourth: Streek northwest; Rev. Ed- 
ward Hillis, Liberty Baptist Church. 
3 reading of the petition the following took place: 
TA : BURN. Myr. Chairman, how does this come fetore the 
ouse 


The CHAIRMAN. It is sent up by the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. LIvIxGsTON], who desires to have it read. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a par- 
liamentary inquiry. I desire to know whether this comes from 
the Committee on Appropriations or from the gentleman from 

rgia as an individual? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I introduced the petition into the House 
by request, and I am now having it read as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It does not come from the 
committee, then? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No; Iam responsible for it. 

The CHAIRMAN (before the reading of the names attached to 
the petition had been concluded). The time of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. LivrxestTon] has expired. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask that my time be extended until those 
names can be read. That paper is signed by the pastors of twenty 
different churches of this city, including a number of presidin 
elders. Among the signers are Baptist ministers, Congregatio 
ministers, and many other ministers of this city. 

Mr. SAYERS, Allow me to ask the gentleman from Georgia a 
question. Why did he not submit that paper to the Committee 
on 5 when we had this matter under consideration? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will answer the gentleman. This peti- 
tion was.only handed to me yesterday afternoon. I was asked to 
introduce it, and I did so, by request. I had it referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. There has been no meeting of the 
committee since. I will see that the gentleman has ample oppor- ` 
tunity to correct any of those statements, if he wants to do so, in 
the committee room. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I ask unanimons consent that the 
— attached to that petition be read for the information of the 

ouse. : 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I object. 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, let them be read. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Lask consent that the names be all printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I withdraw my objection to 
the 53 I prefer that the names should be read rather than 
that th ould be printed in the Recorp without reading. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the names 
attached to the petition as already given. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I yield the remainder of my time 
to my 5 ANDREWS]. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, the sectarian bias given to 
these discussions should not detract our attention from the cen- 
tral point in the problem. No question which has come before 
us in connection with this appropriation bill has appealed to my 
sympathies more strongly au distinctly than the proposition now 
under consideration. Believing as I do that this m civiliza- 
tion of ours is very largely the result of Christian culture and 
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higher education, I would turn with pleasure to the support of 
any constitutional measure that would enlarge the influences that 
have brought about the benefits that we now realize from the oper- 
ation of these forces during the centuries of the past. But this is 
not a question of sentiment. While the proposition appeals to me 
on the ground of high morals, while it appeals tome on the ground 
of high intellectual development, I come face to face with the 
question of public duty and r msibility: Should pais funds 
be appropriated and expended otherwise than for pu purposes 
and Sai ie public channels? 5 ee ae 

It has been conceded in these debates that this institution is dis- 
tinctively a private institution so far as the Government is con- 
cerned. It has been conceded by the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations that the Government does not own any part of 
the property of the institution. It is also conceded that the Gov- 
ernment does not exercise any direct legal control over the insti- 
tution. Then we are called to pass upon the question of appropri- 
ating money ont of the public Treasury for an institution which, 
so far as the Government is concerned, is a private institution. 
Believing 1 as Edo that we are not justified in making appro- 

riations of public money for private purposes, after those ds 
Taro been secured by public taxation upon all the people of this 
country, I do not see my way clear to 3 this amendment, 
however strongly it appeals to my sympathies. I gladly note the 
fact that higher education has always ired intellectual 
activity of the race and has borne the torch of knowledge from 
Greece to Italy, from Italy to the Continent, from the Continent 
to the British Island, and from the British Island to the land of 
American freedom, where it completed the splendid work of the 
intellectual emancipation of the people. TEA 

J also recognize the ogpalts significant fact that Christianity 
has been the polar star of conscience during the heroic voyage of 
the race from realms of monarchy and intolerance across the 
storm-tossed ocean of human passion into the joyful harbor of 
American freedom, 

Together they waged the warfare of rights andcrowned 
ne 5 victories with civil and religious liberty. Neither could 

e won without the aid of the other. But, united, they laid 
here in this, the land of the free and the home of the brave.“ 
the foundation of the American Constitution, reared upon it the 
best type of civil government the world has ever known. Of 
course such themes should appeal not simply to our sympathies 
but also to our highest admiration, to the highest and noblest 
manhood. 

Nevertheless, the proposed appropriation involves merely the 
question of sworn duty and official responsibility. Then, dismiss- 
ing the questions of education and religion and their sectarian 
bearings, and bidding godspeed to every denomination that is 
unfolding good influences for the elevation of our people in all 
the different walks and stations of life, are we justified as the 
representatives of the American ple in voting public funds to 
an institution over which the vernment has no control, in 
which it has no ownership, and for which funds we have no legal 
right to demand a clear accounting under the shadow of the law 
and the control of the officers of the Government? 

Hence, Mr. Chairman, unless it shall be made plain by those who 
shall follow in support of this amendment that we are izi 
some public benefit which the people who pay the public taxes wi 
admit as a public benefit, I cannot support this measure, however 
strongly I may sympathize with the enterprise, and however com- 
mendable the work may be that this institution or like institutions 
are doing in this country. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the residue of the time to my col- 
sar. Sy Mr. ep 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska has three 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I would like to have the other 
side exhaust at least a portion of their time. 

Mr. EVANS. As I expect to use all the remaining time on this 
side, I would rather that gentlemen on the other side should get 
through before I begin. 

Mr. ER of Nebraska. I think, Mr. Chairman, I have the 
right to close the debate. 

r. EVANS. It is my amendment that is under discussion. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. We are not discussing the amend- 


ment, S 

Mr. EVANS. Oh, yes; nothing else. I admit that some gen- 
tlemen have not done so. [Cries of “Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. HAINER of Nebr: Mr. i , I rise to a parlia- 
3 inquiry. In the present status, who has the right to close 

e debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. The impression of the Chair is that the gen- 
prong from Nebraska, who opened the debate, has the right to 

ose it. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Then I ask that the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] now proceed. 

Mr. SAYERS. 


Before the gentleman from Kentucky begins, I 
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wish to ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the 
RECORD. I entered into the debate without any previous expecta- 
tion of doing so. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iask that other gentlemen who have ad- 
dressed the House may have the same privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that all gen- 
tlemen who have addressed the Committee of the Whole on this 
subject may have the privilege of extending their remarks in the 
3 Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
order 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Before the gentleman from Kentucky pro- 
ceeds, while I have no doubt he is thoroughly familiar with the 
whole subject and will very likely call attention to the point I 
have in view, yet I beg to ask the attention of the committee and 
his attention to the statement, in the remarks of the gentleman 
who recently addressed the House, that this institution is not of a 
public character. I hope he will direct the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that the president of this institution is recog- 
nized as the president of a public institution, in so far as the 
printing of his reports by the Government is concerned—the re- 
port he makes to the Secretary of the Interior—and further, in 
regard to its being a matter of common knowledge on the part of 
the House that as to the appropriations for this institution the 
report submitted shows that he is required to make and does 
make specific statements of the expenditure of the funds appro- 
priated by the Government. 

Mr. DREWS. Let me ask the gentleman how the president 
of this institution is appointed? 

The CHAIRMAN, gentleman from Kentucky is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Kentucky will un- 
doubtedly call attention to the official reports of the establish- 
ment, and at the same time answer the inquiry of the gentleman 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, had I dreamed that the very inno- 
cent amendment—as I supposed it to be—which I had the honor— 
and I esteem it an honor—to submit to the House on yesterday to 
the pending bill would have raised such a breeze, I do not know 
but that I should have sought the assistance of some of the older 
and abler members rather than to have taken upon myself the 
burden of its support. I had no idea that the hubbub which has 
been created would have arisen in connection with the amend- 
ment. But I am here to defend every word of it, and I may fur- 
ther say that I do not fear the call of the yeas and nays, threat- 
ened by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Hater], because I 
for one would have insisted, if the opportunity offered, that every 
member of the House should put himself on record upon the ques- 
tion, and state fairly, fully, and distinctly whether or not he is 
willing for this House, with its hundred and odd Republican ma- 
jority, to strike down an appropriation which the Fifty-second 
and the Fifty-third Congresses. and indeed many previous Con- 
gresses, made without hesitation for thisinstitution. [Applause. 

So far from the yeas and nays having any terrors for me, I te 
the gentleman that if I can 1105 the requisite assistance of one- 
fifth of the members of the House, there shall be no escape from 
the yea-and-nay vote on the question, for I want to know if this 
appropriation is to be stricken down in the House on a false clamor 

at it is the extension of Government aid to a sectarian institu- 
tion. For, Mr. irman, that clamor and that statement have 
no foundation in fact, and I want also to speak in the most em- 
phatic manner on another proposition before I go further into the 
ar ent. 

here is not a man within the sound of my voice who more 
earnestly condemns, or who would more earnestly condemn, an 
appropriation of the public money for sectarian purposes 
woul cy Br I have never voted for such an appropriation, 
although I understand that some of those who are now opposing 
the amendment have heretofore done so. For one. Mr. Chairman, 
I repeat that I have never voted for the appropriation of a single 
dollar of the public money to a sectarian pu and so long as 
I have the right to vote here or elsewhere I shall never do it. 
Furthermore, I wish to say that I am airy J to go still further 
on that line, and am prepared to vote—if I can not secure it in 
any other way—for an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States that will forever forbid such a use of the public 
funds by Congress; and will go still further and settle the ques- 
tion by forbidding that right to any State or Territory. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Do I understand the gentleman to claim 
that this university is not under sectarian control? 

Mr. EVANS. I do most emphatically. I claim that it is nota 
sectarian institution in any just sense of the word, so far as this 
appro on goes or can go. 

. WATSON of Ohio. That is right. 

Mr. EVANS. Undoubtedly it is right. The opposition to this 
appropriation, under all the circumstances, is-the exaggeration of 
sensitiveness upon the subject. We ought to discriminate justly 
and fairly in such cases and not jump to indefensible conclusions, 
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I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that no man can be more tothe 


appropriation of moneys for sectarian p es than I am, and I 

ill state the history of the introduction of this amendment. I 
have no connection whatever with the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. If I were asked to do so, I could not probably name five 
members of this House who are members of that committee. 
know nothing of its business or pocnes except as they are 
developed in their reports to the House and in the discussions on 
this floor. But I happened to see in a newspaper that the appro- 
priation for the Howard University was left out of the bill. I at 
once went, while the bill was under discussion, and got the twenty- 
sgin volume of the Statutes at Large to see in what part of the 
bill this appropriation had 8 been placed, and I found it 
just after the clause providing for the Columbian Institution for 
the Deaf and Dumb. 

1 bs eh an amendment specifically appropriating, and in 
nearly the same terms as was usual, the amount now in the bill, 
and I went to the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole and 
told him of my purpose, and up to the time that the amendment 
was offered no other member had the slightest idea or knowledge 
that it was to be offered or that there was any suggestion of such 
an amendment excepting the Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House. I not time or perhaps inclination to call atten- 
tion to it. There was no special reason why I should do so, or 
why I should not have done so; but, at all events, nobody knew it; 
and when the time came and we had read the bill up to the proper 
point the amendment was offered and read. 

A little manifestation of objection was made, not amounting to 
a great deal, but evidently there was no need to discuss it—and I 
never wish to detain the House in discussion if I can help it—and 
when the time came for a vote it was carried, and I supposed it 
was satisfactory to everybody. But it did chance that in passing 
one of the members of the Committee on Appropriations I inci- 
dentally said to him, without his having the slightest idea of my 
object, ‘‘ Why did you leave out the appropriation for Howar 
University?” He said, “Oh, there was some objection to it on ac- 
count of religion,” and I at once went and prepared the proviso 
which appears in the amendment oe pe which I thought was 
ample to protect the fund appropriated against use by any sort of 
sectarian or religious agency or for any sort of sectarian or reli- 
gious purpose. 

But if that proviso is not sufficient, if it is inadequate for that 
purpose, I want it strengthened, so there can be no doubt about 
its being certain that no part of this money can be devoted in any 
way, directly or indirec y, to sectarian purposes. With the per- 
mission of the House, when an amendment shall be in order, I 
shall propose this substitute for the proviso: 


Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be used, directly or indi- 


rectly, for the support of the theo: 1 department of said university, nor 
for the support of an 1 enominational, or religious instruction 
therein: And rovided further, That no part thereof shall be paid to said 
university until it shall accord to the Secretary of the Interior, or to his des- 
igna nt or agents, authority to visit and inspect such university, and 
to control and supervise the expenditure therein of all moneys paid under 
this appropriation. : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I did not detect, and do not now detect, 
anything sectarian that can possibly be supported or encouraged 
by this appropriation. So far from that, permit me to say that I 
looked entirely to other objects and purposes when I was consider- 
ing this amendment. I considered alone the colored people. If 
I may so state, the chords of memory, stretching back to the play- 
grounds of my earliest years and back to the time when, depart- 
ing from the Beads I, too, much to my benefit in many ways, 
had to work in the field with 25 or 30 of them, I learned to be an 
abolitionist, learned then to hate and abhor slavery and all its con- 
comitants so much that the first time I had the right to vote I 
yoted for Abraham Lincoln, although living as I did in the heart 
of the slave region on the southern border of 5 Ap- 
plause.] The second time I had the opportunity to vote I did not 

rate about my friendship for the colored man and do nothing for 
12 5 but I went to the polls and voted to give him the inestimable 
right of freedom, so far as by my vote I could doit. [Applause.] 
I say my memory went back to those days when I, living in a 
slaveholding family as I did, became an abolitionist. And it has 
always been my idea, not merely to talk on one side or the other, 
but to endeavor to do something for the colored man. 

Iremember, too, that this race has been a useful one, that though 
servile, though once enslaved, it has {been most useful in a hum- 
ble way and place in the development of this country. I remem- 
ber that it has worked our fields for centuries. I remember 
that, though humble, it performs a most important function to- 
day. Iremember that in the time of rebellion the slave, with his 
panoni disposition, the counterpart of which has never been seen 

this or any other age, found an army fighting to keep him in 
bondage, SAA actually labored peacefully at home to support that 
army; and I have thought when the Southern people were talking 
of pensioning anybody in the South that they should at least have 
granted a form of pension certificate to the colored people in their 


midst, which would have given to them the free right to vote, and 
cal 3 from Kuklux or anything of that sort. [Ap- 
plause. 

Jam not saying here that the South mistreats the colored man 
to-day. I hope his rights are accorded to him. Nor do Isay with 
some of our friends from the South that we are doing everything 
for the colored man there, but will not do anything for him in the 
nation at Lam not here to speak from the political stand- 
point or to twit the South with this, that, or the other thing in 
reference to the colored race, and still get up and say that I am 
afraid to vote away a little public money for the benefit of this 
race. On the contrary, Mr. irman, it seems to me that this is 
a remarkable and exceptional case in every point of view. Hun- 
dreds of years ago the slave, against his will, was brought to this 
country from Africa. By brute force he was compelled for cen- 
turies to labor for his master. In the moment of rebellion he was 
made free. He had labored for centuries; and let me call the at- 
tention of my oversensitive friends who fear to make a little ap- 
propriation for this school to the fact that, notwithstanding the 
enthrallment of the colored man, when he came from Afra, not- 
withstanding his years of lowly useful toil without recompense, 
when he was made free you turned him loose: and now this little ap- 
propriation, doled out from year to year by Congress to this little 
university, is the only thing that this Government has ever given, 
as a Government, to the colored race as such for its hundreds of 
years of unrequited toil. [Applause. 

It is an exceptional instance, and I say if there were nothing 
else in this case the people of this country owe to the 7,000,000 
of the colored race at least this much—that they shall not take 
from that race the only place, the only thing whereby they get 
the smallest amount of sustenance from the Federal Government 
for a most useful public purpose. If expenditures of public 
money for educational purposes; if the $75,000,000 or more which 
are annually spent in this country for public schools is justifiable, 
then there can be no just cause of objection to this, because it all 
rests on the same principle. 

Is there any other 7,000,000 of people belonging to any other 
class of our community who get and who demand so little ffom 
the public Treasury as the colored race? Is there any other race 
who asks so little, even those who have only gotten here from 
oes within a few months and want education or other advan- 

you take the foreigners who come and who are gladly wel- 
comed to this country, within a few months after that class of 
men reach here they get more from the Government of the United 
States than the whole negro population of this country. [Ap- 
lause.] Isay it would be an outrage, in my judgment, if this 
publican House in this exceptional instance should strike down 
this little institution, which can not live without this appropria- 
tion, and which has done great good as a means of education for 
the colored race. I have here a letter from one of the professors 
of the university addressed to another member of the House, from 
which I will read only one sentence: 

Howard University was established thirty years ago oF the National Gov- 
ernment ially for the education of colored youth. It isa national insti- 
tution, 42 States being represented by the students now in attendance, Thir- 
teen hundred have been 8 from all departments; between 500 and 
600 students attend annually, and they represent all shades of belief and de- 
nominations. 

Now, it is for this House to decide. You have as much interest 
in it as I have. It is not the act of a politician with me; but I 
speak from the heart when I say that so long as I have known the 
colored man so long have I known him to be a fairly good citizen 
with the best lights before him. Iam willing that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should dole out this little appropriation 
of some $30,000 for the benefit, not of any church or creed, but of 
7,000,000 of our population whom we held in bondage for a hun- 
dred years or more, and to whom we have given as a nation very 
little return for what benefit they did this country as laborers 
during that period, and who now, at least, should be accorded 
this much educational opportunity. It is something unexampled 
in history for 7,000,000 of negro slaves to be set free without edu- 
cation, helpless as babes politically, to be turned loose, and then 
to be refused this little appropriation upon the miserable pretext 
that it is for sectarian advancement, and upon that ground gentle- 
men would take away from these 20 15 that little pittance. If 
I thought this House would do that, I would go home a sadder 
man I expect to be when we adjourn. If I thought this 
House would do such an injustice, or would be misled into 
supposing that a principle with the abstract justice of which 
I fully agree applied to this institution, I say I should be greatly 
shocked, 

What is this amendment? I find that for sixteen i appro- 
priations in some form or another have been made for this insti- 
tution. The items making up the aggregate sum are separated. 
The first is: 

For maintenance of the Howard Universi 


to be used in payment of 
of the salaries of the officers, professors, 


ers, and other employees of the 
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3 balance of which will be paid from the donations and other 
sources, $27,500. 
For tools, materials, wages of instructors,and other necessary expenses of 
industrial department, $3,000. 

And yet I am afraid some gentlemen may find something sec- 
tarian in that item! 

For books for library, law library, bookcases, shelving, and fixtures, $900. 


There is nothing sectarian in that. And then,after the other 
items, comes the proviso: 


That no part of the money hereby appropriated shall be paid to any teacher 
or professor of theology or religion or toany chaplain in said university. 


I believe the proviso is in apt language to prevent any perver- 
sion of this fund to sectarian uses. If it is not, I am willing to 
make it stronger. I am willing that this House shall make it as 
Prong as the most strenuous opponent of sectarian appropriations 
(and I am one) could desire. t us not reject the amendment 
upon the misconception that it is sectarian; but let us leave it for 
the purpose we have in view, of doing something for this institu- 
tion. It has been assisted in this way for sixteen years, upon the 
faith that this would continue. Nearly 500 pupils are now there. 
If we think the time is approaching to stop the custom of making 
this appropriation, let us give timely notice a few years in advance, 
and see if by extraordinary exertions the benevolently inclined 
can supply the deficit. [Loud Appana]. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, the discussion of 
this question has taken a wide range. The advocates of this ap- 
propriation have ingeniously sought an appeal to sentiment rather 
than principle. The practical facts involved have almost, I am 
afraid, been lost sight of. I wish, therefore, in closing to recall the 
attention of the committee to them. Thus far no person has dis- 
puted any proposition of fact which I laid down. This isa private 
institution. Its property is owned exclusively by the corporation, 
which was founded more than thirty yearsago. The Government 
has absolutely no right to determine who shall enter that institu- 
tion, how long a student or professor shall remain there, or when 
he shall be dismissed. The Government has absolutely no right 
whatever to control that institution in its operations. Its entire 
control is vested in the faculty and the board of trustees. 

It is, therefore, a private institution. Infact, it was admitted by 
the president of the institution itself, in the hearing before the 
committee, that the Government has absolutely nothing to do with 
it except to make this appropriation. It is also a sectarian insti- 
tution, for reasons which I have explained, and thatis not denied, 
Even the chairman of the committee practically admits it. It is 
absolutely im ble for any person belonging to a particular 
church to teach theology without teaching the doctrines of that 

articular church. It is not worth while to mince matters. The 

acts are as they are. If this is nota sectarian institution none can 
be found. The gentleman who has just concluded urges this as 
an exceptional case; that we should give exceptional benefits to 
this class because they have so long been downtrodden. Noother 
reason has been suggested. These people do not need any excep- 
tional treatment; and they ought not to have it. They have no 
right to insist upon it. hat they need, what justice demands, 
and what the cause of education demands, is that in all parts of 
this Union, North and South, and East and West, they shall be 

ut upon the same platform and the same standing as any others. 
They are human beings, brothers and sisters of the gentleman 
from Texas and myself, and they should be treated as such. Give 
to them the same advantages and the same benefits that you ask 
for yourselves and your children, and then all will be well, But 
do not deal out cong to them instead of justice. 

Mr. LEWIS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I decline to yield. 

Mr. Chairman, from the beginning of the consideration of this 
bill until its conclusion the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
aba ae et at Pirai step has felt bound to oppose appropriations 

or useful, beneficial, and proper objects, for the sole reason that 
there was no money in the Treasury out of which to pay such 
appropriations. Let gentlemen who propose to vote for this ap- 
propriation go home and say to their constituents, We could 
not have those things which are legitimately demanded by the 
public interest; we could not take care of the maimed soldier; we 
could not establish a national university for all the people; we 
had no money for that; but we could vote an appropriation for 
the higher education, as it is technically called, of a favored few 
in the District of Columbia.” 
Here the hammer fell.] 
r. LEWIS. The question I wanted to ask the gentleman from 
Nebraska was whether he would be willing to go into slavery for 
two hundred years and then take his chance afterward of catch- 


ing up and getting even? 
5 ne Cc MAN. The time limited for this debate has ex- 
pired. 


Mr. CANNON. As the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Evans] was adopted by the Committee of the 


Whole, there will be, of course, a vote on it in the House in a few 
minutes. But before I move that the committee rise I wish to 
ask unanimous con 

Mr. SAYERS. Before that is done allow me a single word. 
During this debate a paper was read, which will appear in the 
ReEcorD, reflecting upon the character of the institution which 
has been under discussion. This is the first time I ever heard of 


that paper. One of the pages has just brought me a communica- 
tion on the subject, which I ask to have read, so that it may 
appear in the RECORD along with the statement already read. 
he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks the privi- 

lege of baving read a communication which he sends to the desk. 
Is there objection? 

Mr.SAYERS. Ihave just received it. Iknow nothing about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. e Clerk 
will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 

Governor SAYERS: 


The ener prene by Mr. LIVINGSTON of Georgia was inspired by one 
Prof. James M, Gregory, who was dismissed from the university for borrow- 
ing money from the students and others and refusing to pay the same. The 
same individual was several years ago appointed a trustee of the public 
schools of the District of Columbia, and was dismissed by the District Com- 
missioners for selling teacherships in the public colored schools. I myself 
aided in bringing this dishonest practice to the attention of the Commis- 


sioners. 
DANIEL MURRAY. 
Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent to return to e 67 
of the bill for the purpose of offering the amendment which | ask 


the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In lieu of the amendment offered by Mr. HYDE, insert, after line 19, page 
67, as a separate paragraph, the following: 

“For beginning the construction of permanent buildin: roviding for 
sewerage, water supply, roads, and other means of communication and other 
necessary improvements, at the military post at Spokane, Wash., to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War, $50,000. 

“To continue construction of buildings at the Fort Riley (Kans.) military 
post, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, $50,000.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the 
amendment just read be adopted in lien of the amendment offered 
yesterday by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. HYDE] and 
adopted in Committee of the Whole. 

. TERRY. What is the total amount which thisamendment 
proposes to give to the Secretary of War for these purposes? 

Mr. CANNON. This leaves the amount for general purposes 
the same as in the bill—$300,000 for the construction of buildings 
and a ny Cans eal posts. 

Mr. TERRY. Do you take $100,000 off that and give it to the 
two places named? 

Mr. CANNON. No. I think the $300,000 should not be dis- 
turbed. But yesterday an amendment was adopted taking $75,000 
of that amount for the construction of a new post at Spokane. 

Mr. TERRY. This does not break in on the $300,000? 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir. This inserts the two $50,000 items, 
and it leaves the general appropriation intact. 

There being no objection, the amendment offered by Mr. CAN- 
NON was adopted, 

Mr. CANNON. There is one other matter in connection with 
this bill which has been left undisposed of—the paragraphs relat- 
ing to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brncuam], I believe, desires to move an 
amendment to those provisions. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Jam in order, I submit the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words Revised Statutes,” line 13, page 17, insert: 

“t Provided, That on and after the Ist day of January, 1897, no postage stamps 
shall be manufactured or furnished by the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing; but seid stamps shall be procured by the Post-Office Department as 
formerly, under the provisions of section 300 of the Revised Statutes of the 


United States, requiring such work to be given out upon competitive bidding, 
after public advertisements for 5 a = 


of order? 

me SAYERS. Iam perfectly willing to reserve the point of 
order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, 1 will ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania whether we had better settle the point of order 
now or does he prefer to have it reserved? 

Mr. BING I am perfectly willing that it shall be re- 
served until I have made a statement to the committee in connec- 
os 8 the amendment, to which I wish to call their special 
attention. 

Mr. SAYERS Ishall agree, Mr. Chairman, that the point of 
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order be allowed to stand until the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
gets through with his remarks. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, in October, 1893, when the then 


pending contract for the supply of adhesive stamps was 
about to expire, the Postmaster-General, in compliance with law 
(section 3709, Revised Statutes of the United States), published 
an advertisement inviting sealed proposals for furnishing stamps, 
such proposals to be received on or before November 15, 1893, and 
upon the receipt and opening of the proposals the bidders and the 
amounts of their respective bids, based aoon the actual issue of 
posos stamps for the year ended June 30, 1893, were found to be 
as follows: 

=< The Hamilton Bank Note Company, of New York, $179,- 


61 aa American Bank Note Company, of New York, 
2,401.51. 

Third. Charles F. Steele, of enc yee Pa., $146,454.71. 

On the 20th of November, 1893, five days after the receipt and 
public opening of the foregoing bids, submitted in compliance 
with law, the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing sub- 
mitted to the Postmaster-General an offer to farnis h the stamps 
called for by the advertisement for the sum of $139,487.52. The 
bid of the Bureau, it will be observed, was at only a compara- 
tively small figure below that of Mr. Steele, of Philadelphia, who 
is my constituent. 

Protests were made by the other bidders against the acceptance 
of the Bureau bid, on the ground that it was in violation of law; 
that it was unjust to private bidders, who had already exposed 
their figures; that it was con to the established policy of the 
Government to do work which could be as well if not better done 
by private enterprise, and that it would be found that the stamps, 

produced by the Government, would cost much more than if 
furnished under the offers of the private bidders. These protests 
were disregarded upon no higher anthority, upon the legal ques- 
tion involved, than that of the Solicitor of the Treasury, the Post- 
master-General and the Secretary of the Treasury having refused 
the request of the private bidders to have the question appealed 
to the Attorney-General of the United States for opinion, and the 
contract was awarded to the Bureau by the Postmaster-General. 

The claim of the Bureau was that its offer would fully cover 
the entire cost of producing the stamps, and that it would entail 
no additional expense upon the Government for furnishing the 
same. The Bureau also claimed to have abundant facilities for 
doing the work. and to be able to do it as well as it was then 
being done under existing contract. 

The offer of the Bureau to undertake this additional work was 
made, as above stated, on the 20th of November, 1893, and the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in his annual report for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1893, submitted under date of Novem- 
ber 1, 1893, twenty days previous to the date of the Bureau bid 
for stamps, made the following statement with regard to 
the inability of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing to comply 
with the requirements of the Internal Revenue Bureau, namely: 

STOCK OF STAMPS IN VAULT. 


76,940,000 stumps. 

It may be well to add here that statements similar to the fore- 

ing were made by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue in 
fis subsequent reports for the fiscal years 1894 and 1895. Thus it 
would 5 the Bureau at the time of bidding for the con- 
tract for ishing postage = was not able to do the work 
without detriment to its regular business, and that it has con- 
tinued up to the present time to furnish the stamps at the expense 
e ta be paid to this Bars the Post-Office Depart- 

prices to be pai e au 

ment for furnishing the stamps were een 

First. For ordinary postage stamps, 5 cents per 1,000. 

Second. Newspaper and 8 stamps, Ftp cents per 1,000. 

Third. P due stamps, 6.05 cents per 1,000. 

Fourth. Special-delivery stamps. 11.40 cents per 1,000. 

In his report for 1894 the Chief of the Bureau in referring to 
the manufacture by his Bureau of postage stamps stated that— 


gaw > it is safe to predict an annual saving to the Government of over 


How absurd this claim was will appear hereafter in the light of 
actual results for the first year of the contract. 

The Burean contract was to begin on the ist of July, 1894, but 
not being ready at that time to comply with its agreement about 


650,000,000 stamps, equal to about three months’ supply, were pur- 
chased by the Post-Oilice Department from the old contractors and 
aid for out of the appropriation for the year ended June 30, 1894, 
hese stamps were turned over to the 8 for issue to post- 
masters on and after July 1, 1894, 

The following statistics, compiled from the official records, will 
show how far the Chief of the Bureau has failed to carry out his 
agreement to produce postage naipe at the price at which he 
agreed to furnish them to the Post-Office Department. 

EXHIBITS OF BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING POR 18% AND 1895. 

At the last session of the Fifty-third Congress the Chief of the 
Bureau was called to show the results of his work in con- 
nection with the production of pos stamps up to and inclu- 
sive of December 31, 1894. The exhibits made were in short as 
follows (see CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of January 25, 1895, pages 
1505 to 1517), namely: 


1. Number of stamps originally printed to December 31, 1804. n 


2. Number of stamps originally printed but unfit for use 615, 087 

Balance acceptable stamps produced . 755,271,168 

: y Per cent. 
r v a a A S E i aa 42. 

Proportion of acceptable work . 57. 5 


Cost of above as given by Chief of Bureau, namely: 


This amount is equal to about 9} cents per thousand for the 
755,271,163 acceptable reais produced to December 31, 1894. The 
foregoing statement, it will be observed, does not include the cost 
of the plant nor of the material entering into the manufacture of 
the stamps. It also allows nothing for the use of the building, 
heat, light, etc. The price paid by the Post-Office De t 
for the stamps was 5 cents per thousand for the acceptable stamps 
and notha t the spoiled stamps. 

The so- acceptable stamps were really not fit for use, and 
they were used only under the spur of necessity. Their bad qual- 
ity was freely commented upon by the public press throughout 
the entire country, and generally by people who were compelled 
to purchase and use them in payment of postages. 

face of the foregoing exhibits the Chief of the Burean, in 
December, 1894, insisted over and over again before the subcom- 
mittee of the House Committee on Appropriations (see pages 35 
to 42 of Hearings before subcommittee of House Committee on 
Appropriations in charge of sun civil appropriation bill for 
1896) that the money to be received from the Post-Office De 
ment for the stamps to be furnished during the year ended June 
30, 1895, would fully cover not only the cost of manufacturing the 
same, but also the cost of the plant to produce stamps, then esti- 
mated at about 850.000. 

STAMPS FURNISHED BY BUREAU, YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 1595. 

Total number of stamps of Bureau manufacture delivered to 
Post-Office Department, year ended June 30, 1895, as shown by 
report of Chief of Burean for that year (Tables Nos. 4 and 5, 

13, Report of Chief of Bureau of Engraving and Printing for fecal 
yer ended June 30, 1895) 2, 180, 229, 948 
umber of ble 


ber 31, 1894, as previously show 755, 271, 163 
Balance to complete deliveries from January 1 8 

e cond 1, 424, 958, 785 
Amount finally received from Post-Office Depart- 

ment for 2,180,229,948 stamps delivered year ended 

Peg AG i: Se Bane be Ea ESOS a ETS $107, 699. 78 
Expended to December 31, 1894, for 755,271,163 ac- 

ceptable sta:nps produced to that date 72,610.72 
Balance remaining to cover cost of manufacture of 

1,414,958,755 irei E required from January 1 to 

June 30, 1895, and to pay cost of plant, finally 

given by Chief of Bureau at 856,243. 35, 089. 06 


What an absurd claim to make to the Committee on 5 
ations of the House of Representatives in the light of such ts! 

The Chief of the Bureau was called upon early in January, 
1896, by letter from myself, as chairman of the Committee on Ex- 
penditures of the Post-Office Department, to furnish a statement of 
the number and cost of the stamps produced for the year ended 
June 30, 1895, in detail of items as above; but up to present 
time he has made no reply to that letter, although requested by 
me to do so, both orally and in writing. 

It is only proper to call attention here to the fact that thereis a 
very serious discrepancy between the number of postage stamps 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3515 


issued Toring the year ended June 30, 1895, as reported by the 
Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing and as reported 
by the Post-Office Department, the number shown in the Bureau 
report being considerably larger than that shown by the report of 
the Post-Office Department. Under a prope system of accounta- 
bility there should not be a difference of so much as a single stamp 
between the reports of the two Departments. 

The utter absurdity of the claim of the Bureau as above, and 
the fact that its annual appropriations were very e 
upon to cover the cost of producing the stamps over and above the 
price paid for the same by the Post-Office Department, will be 
readily apparent from an examination of the figures of the Bureau 
with regard to its work chargeable to annual appropriations. 

First, as to— 

ESTIMATES AND RESULTS FOR THE YEAR ENDED JUNE 3, 18%, COMPARED. 

See Table No. 1, herewith. 


Number of sheets of work to be produced, year ended June 30. 1 

yable out of annual AT riations (see letter of Chief 

Berean, dated October 16, ` page i. Book of Estimates for 
1805. Executive Document No. 5, ty-third Congress. 


* 


on) er- r rr 52, 340, 285 
Number of sheets actually produced during ble to 5 
annual a riations, as shown by report of of Bureau 
for that year (see Table No. 2, herewith) -.....-..--.-.-.-.-- 44, 711, 351 


ESTIMATED COST OF ABOVE. 
Estimated cost of 52,340,285 sheets for 1895, for which appropri- 
ations were asked by the Chief of the Bureau in Book of Esti- 
mates, as above, namely: : 


1. Compensation of employees 
2. Plate printing . 
8. Materials and miscellaneous expenses 


Total estimates 
Average cost per 1,000 sheets 


Appropriations were made in pursuance of the foregoing esti- 
mates as follows: 
1. 8 of employees: 
u 


ndry civil act Au G $378, 000 
Deficiency act Marck 2 1 V 41, 800 
2. Plate printi ei 
nting: 
Sundry civil Sara 8815... 400. 000 
Deficiency act — a a a ae 26,400 498, 400.00 
8. Materials and miscellaneous expenses: 5 
Gundry civil act August 18. isot p e n 181,000 
Deficiency act March 2,188 15, 
196, 200. 00 
1,111, 400. 00 
4 Add salariesappropriated for in legislative act 7,450.00 


Total appropriations as finally made, agreeing with original 
cation aot the Chief of Bureau in Book of Estimates 

Adee referred: eee eee — —ꝛ— 1. 128, 850. 00 
Amount expended out of foregoing appropriations for produc- 


tion of 44,711,351 sheets, as shown by ef of Bureau was . 1,127, 046.12 

Leaving unexpended balance off 903. 88 

A — cost per 1,000 sheets of the 44,711,351 sheets actually pro- <a 
Estimated cost per 1,000 sheets of work to be produced in 1895, j 

as shown above, was ——ṽ—v——kk—kʒ e wens e scene 21.57 


On the 11th of February, 1895, the Chief of the Bureau of En- 
ving and Printing was before the subcommittee of the House 
Gomuniites on Appropriations in charge of the general deficiency 
bill for 1895 and prior years (see pages 72-74 of Hearings before 
Subcommittee, etc.) toexplain his reasons for asking for deficiency 
appropriations sufficient to meet the amount of the reduction of 
his estimates as made by the sundry civil act of August 18, 1894, 
for the service of the year 1895. He then stated that his original 
„estimates were made carefully and down to the lowest figure at 
which they could be made,” and that the cost of the work is 
just what the estimates are.” In his letter to the subcommittee 
of the same date he stated that the number of impressions esti- 
mated to be produced in 1895 is substantially the same as was 
produced in 1894.” 

Estimated when? In his original estimates of October 16, 1893, 
for the year 1895, or at the time he wrote the subcommittee on 
appropriations, on the 11th of February, 1895? 

ow, it has already been stated that the number of sheets pro- 
duced out of annual appropriations in 1895 was 44,711,351, and it 
will be shown presently that this was 7,894,610, or 15 per cent, less 
than the number (52,605,961 sheets) produced out of annual appro- 
piinas in 1894, as shown by the reports of the Chief of the 
ureau. Was the Chief of the Bureau intentionally deceiving 
the committee, or was he in ignorance of the fact, when nearly 


two-thirds of the fiscal year 1895 had gone by, that the year’s prod- 
uct would show a falling off of 15 per cent, or about one-seventh, 
from the number produced in 1894? Either horn of the dilemma 


is bad enough. 

Be that as it may, by his urgent a to the committee on 
the deficiency appropriation biil the Chief of the Bureau got all 
the money for the year 1895 he originally asked for, and he spent 
it all except the insignificant sum of less than $1,000. He repre- 
sented to the subcommittee on the sundry civil bill that he was 
making economies in various directions; t he had reduced the 
wages of printers engaged on internal-revenue stamps at the rate 
of about $23,000 per annum, amounting from the date of the 
reduction to the close of the fiscal year 1895 to about $11,000, and 
that the cost of material was much less than it had been duri 
the previous year. The undeniable fact was that he was obli 
to ein his annual appropriations in every direction to meet the 
extra 9 involved in the production of postage stam 
over and above the amount which he was paid for the same by 
pe aap Department, aud even then he came out barely 


The Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing having 
claimed before the subcommittee on the deficiency bill for 1895, 
as already mentioned, that the number of sheets of work payable 
out of annual e eee for 1895 would be as as that 
produced out of the corresponding a riations for 1894, let us 
now examine the actual results for both of said as shown by 
his reports, to see how far his claim was sustained. The 
in detail for both years, as taken from his annual reports for the 
same, will be found in table marked No. 2, herewith, compiled 
from the Bureau reports, to which attention is invited. The 
exhibits are as follows: 


NUMBER OF SHEETS OF WORK PRODUCED OUT OF ANNUAL APPROPRIA- 
TIONS IN 18% AND 1895 COMPARED. 


Total number of sheets produced year ended June 30, 1894, payable 


out of annual a TT.... ͤ ..... assesses 52, 
Total number pi le roduced year ended June 30, 1895. een 
out of annual ‘appropriations . ---- 44,711,351 
Decrease for 1895 as compared to 189 -5-022222 7, 894, 610 
Or 15 per cent. 


These results are not open to the allegation that the work 
duced in 1895 was generally of a more expensive character 
that produced in 1894, but the fact is that the work of 1895 was as 
a whole of a cheaper grado than that of 1894, asan analysis of the 
figures will prove. ide from United States and other bon 
the most expensive work involved was that under the head o 
United States notes and certificates, together with that on 
national currency,” the cost of which several kinds would aver- 
age about the same for like quantities. 


Number of sheets of United States notes of 1890, silver certificates 


of 1891, currency cates of 1875, and national currency pro- 
Fe be) RR > 776, 124 
Number of sheets of United States notes of 1880, silver certificates 
of 1891, currency certificates of 1875, and national currency pro- 
ROO 220 1000 soi ose dems cence veccmaeewena Spadevapsianmewene EA 11, 721, 158 
Decrease for 1895 as compared to 1894. ...... . . 2,054,966 
Or 14.2 per cent. zaid 


So much for the foregoing, and now for all the remaining work 
(except United States and other bonds), which is generally of the 
same character, namely: 


Number of sheets of United States internal-reventie stamps, cus- 


tom stamps, checks, drafts, certificates, etc., and certificates of 
indebtedness for Cherokee Indians 8 8 88, 736, 251 
Number of sheets of United States internal-revennue stamps, cus- 
tom stamps, checks, — certificates, etc., and tes of 
indebtedness for Cherokee Indians produced in 1805. 32, 803, 043 
Decrease for 1895 as compared to 180 5, 933, 208 
Or 15.3 per cent. 
Number of sheets of United States of Columbia 
bonds, and Pacific Railroad bonds produced in 1891 98, 586 
Number of sheets of United States bonds, District of Columbia 
bonds, and Pacific Railroad bonds produced in 1805 187,150 
Increase for 1895 as compared to 1804 1.220. =..s...-.. =... 584 
Or nearly 100 per cent. * 
Per cent. 
p on of total number of sheets produced out of annual appro- 
priations represented by United States notes, silver and currency 
certificates, and nati currency in 1894 2.22. 2122-2... 2en 2.1 
Proportion of total number of sheets produced out of annual ap- 
propriations represented by United States notes, silver and cur- 
rency certificates, and national currency in 185 26.1 
Proportion of total number of sheets produced out of annual ap- 
propriations represented by United States internal-revenue 
stamps, custom stamps, ch drafts, certificates, etc., in 1894.. 3.7 
Proportion of total number of sheets produced out of annual ap- 
propriations represented United States internal-revenue 
stamps, custom stamps, checks, drafts, certificates, etc., in 1895.. 73.5 
Proportion of total number of sheets produced out of annual 
eee represented by United States and other bonds 15 
Proportion of total number of sheets produced out of annual a 
= tions represented by United States and other bonds a 
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INTERNAL-REVENUE STAMPS PRODUCED IN 184 AND 185 SEPARATELY 
COMPARED. 


By far the largest number of sheets of any single class of work 
done, very nearly three-fourths of the whole, is that of internal- 
revenue stamps, and these stamps are accordingly worthy of par, 
ticular notice, especially as the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing has not been able seine the past two years or more to meet 
the demand of the Internal-Revenue Bureau, or to enable it to 
comply with the law governing the supply of stamps to be kept 
on hand. The exhibit for the grea 1894 and 1895, as appearing 
from the reports of the Chief of the Bureau for said years, is as 
follows: 

Number of sheets of internal-revenue stamps produced year ended 
June 30, jm DODN Se IRE a eS REE 


87, 097, 706 
Number of sheets of internal-revenue stamps produced year ended sma 
d A — 2 ——— 31.545, 838 


Decrease for 1895 as compared to 189 -2.0 ......-------= 5, 551, 868 
Or 15 per cent. 


à Per cent. 
Proportionate number of sheets to total number of sheets produced 


out of annual appropriations in 180i „ 70.5 
Proportionate number of sheets to total number of sheets produced 
out of annual appropriations in 1898 -1-2-4 70.6 


Upon a close examination of the product of 1894 and 1895 by 
classes it will be found that the proportion of the more expensive 
stamps to the whole number was greater in 1894 than it was in 
1895. Thus the total number of stamps produced in 1894 was 
1,060,270,374, and this was an average of 28.58 stamps per sheet. 

The total number of stamps produced in 1895 was 1,016,550,112, 
and this was an average of 32.22 stamps per sheet. The aver: 
number of stamps per sheet was, therefore, 3.64 greater in 1895 
than in 1894. 

The larger and more expensive stamps—those containing from 
one to five stamps per sheet—are pas up in volumes, making an 
additional expense for this work. e number of volumes in 1894 
was 90,818, containing 5,057,800 stamps, and the number of vol- 
umes in 1895 was only 64,728, containing 3,741,480 stamps. This 
was a decrease for 1895 as compared to 1894 of 26,090, or 29.8 per 
cent, in the number of volumes, and of 1,316,320, or 26 per cent, 
in the number of stamps put up in volumes. The decrease in the 
total number of sheets of internal-revenue stamps, in volumes and 
not in volumes, it will be remembered, was at the rate of 15.3 per 


cent. 

Thus it is conclusively proved that an unduly large share of the 
falling off in the total number of sheets for 1895 consisted of the 
larger sized and more costly stamps, and consequently that the 
work on internal-revenue stamps was less expensive in 1895 than it 
was in 1894 for like quantities. 

Here it may be well to quote what the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue had to say in his report, dated November 1, 1895, for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1895, concerning the failure of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing tofurnish an adequate supply 
of internal - revenue stamps up to that time, namely: 

STOCK OF STAMPS IN VAULT. 


The stock of stamps on hand in the vault October 1, 1895, of the various 
classes — — denominations is 126,722,664, and the value of the same is 
$57. 


is very much below the estimated three months’ supply which the 
statute requires to be kept in the vault; but the inability to maintain the 
stock at statutory requirement is due entirely to the failure of the Bureau 
of Engravin; and Printing to deliver the stamps ordered by this Bureau, and 
not to any official neglect on the part of this office. The statement of the 
Bureau of ving and Printing of October 1, 1895, shows a balance due on 
past oniani 151690100 stamps, and the orders for October delivery amount 

102,462,000. 


The Bureau of Engraving and Printing was a delinquent to the 
Treasury Department, the very Department for whose sole use it 
was created, when it voluntarily and with much self-contention 
assumed the work of making postagə stamps for the Post-Office 
Department in 1893, and it was still a worse W to the 
Treasury Department in 1895 as a consequence of making postage 
stamps. The Bureau would have been guilty of a much greater 
delinquency to the Post-Office Department, one entailing the most 
serious consequences to the public convenience and to the postal 
revenue, if the Post-Office Department, at the very outset of the 
Bureau contract, had not purchased about 650,000,000 postage 
stamps, or a supply for nearly three months, from the old con- 
tractors, to enable the Bureau to finally get ready to keep its 
agreement. Even then the Bureau imposed upon the panie post- 
age stamps whose bad quality was a disgrace to the Government 
and the nation. And the question occurs, how much of the de- 
linquency of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing to the Treas- 
ury Department in 1895 was due to the necessity on the part of 
the Bureau of diverting its regular appropriations from the pur- 
poses for which they were provided to enable it to keep up the 
supply of postage stamps? 

GOVERNMENT AND OTHER BONDS IN 18% AND 1895. 
The only item in the list of work payable out of annual appro- 
tions which shows an increase for 1895 over 1894 is that of 
ernment bonds; but this item constitutes too small a propor- 


tion of the total work to appreciably affect the totals of work and 
cost. In neither year did this item constitute as much as one-half 


of 1 per cent of the total number of sheets produced. In 1894 the 
number of sheets of Government bonds produced was 90,646, and 
in 1895 it was 186,150, or a little more than double the number pro- 
duced during the previous year. So far as the cost is concerned, 
there should not have been a corresponding increase, as it is to be 
presumed that the expense of 3 the designs and of pre- 
paring the plates for printing was in the main paid out of the 
appropriations for 1894. In the matter of material alone the 
increase must have been insignificant, as the paper, like that of 
all securities for the Treasury ent, was paid out of sepa- 
zat and independent appropriations not under control of the 
ureau. 

Before comparing the aggregate cost of the work for 1894 and 
1895 it may be well to make some contrast in the items of expend- 
iture for the said years. 

COST OF WORK FOR 18% AND 18% COMPARED BY ITEMS. 

The increase of expenditure for 1895 over 1894 for like quantities 
of work payable out of annual 8 by items, as shown 
by the reports of the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing, is as follows, namely: 

1. 


Salaries: 
Expenditure for 1894 
Expenditure for 1895 


Or 6 per cent. 
Average cost per 1,000 sheets for 1804 
Average cost per 1,000 sheets for 1895 


Excess per 1,000 sheets for 1895 over 1894. 
Amount of excess on 44,711,351 sheets for 1895 
2. Compensation of employees: 
pe: 1801 y 


S e A E sopac wasiee nena’ 
Expenditure for 1808. e 


Or 4.7 per cent. 
Average cost per 1,000 sheets for 1894 
Average cost per 1,000 sheets for 1896 


Excess per 1,000 sheets for 1895 over 1804... .. 
Amount of excess on 44,711,351 sheets for 1895. 


8. Plate printing: 
Expenditure for 1894 
Expenditure for 1895 


e ee eanesnoswesreane duace aren 

Or 7.9 per cent. 
Average cost per 1,000 sheets for 1804 
Average cost per 1,000 sheets for 1895 


Excess per 1,000 sheets 1895 over 1891 -0000an * .85 
Amount of excess on 44,711,351 sheets for 1895 over 1894 
4. Material and miscellaneous expenses: 

Pre A aa eean A eanas 
r . 
%%%%ͤGGGGh o snelinosevahe 8 

Or 5.1 per cent. 
Average cost per 1,000 sheets for 1891 
Average cost per 1,000 sheets for 18905 
Excess per 1,000 sheets for 1895 over 180 
Amount of excess on 44,711,351 sheets for 1895 over 1894 


Totals of (1) Salaries; (2) 9 of employees; (3) 
Plate printing; and (4) Material and miscellaneous expenses for 
1894 and 1895, compared: 


Expenditure for 1804 ũ . $1, 181. 772. 90 
Rr e ——.. AE ea 1, 127, 946. 12 
e e ee E urn dsesnaespremcicned send seetsh 53, 826.78 
Or 4.5 per cent. 

Average cost per 1,000 sheets for 18 ......---00--- -515 -0n5000 mnnn 22.46 
Average cost per 1,000 sheets for 1805. 25.23 
Excess per 1,000 sheets for 1895 over 189 . 2.77 
Amount excess on 44,711,351 sheets for 1895 over 1894 .........--.. 123, 850, 44 


A closer analysis of the foregoing will show the following re- 
sults (see Table No. 3, compiled from the reports of the Chief of 
the Bureau for 1894 and 1895, herewith), namely: 

First. As to compensation of employees: Notwithstanding that 
there was a falling off of 15 per cent in the number of sheets of 
work produced out of annual appro riations in 1895 as compared 
to 1894, there was a decrease of only 4.7 per cent in the expendi- 
ture for compensation to employees. e rate of expenditure 
Was, therefore, 10.3 per cent greater in 1895 than it was in 1894 
for like quantities, in spite of the fact that there was an admitted 
saving of $11,000 for 1895 caused by a reduction of wages. 

The number of employees neata on each of the several classes 
of work is not given by the Chief of the Bureau, but the total 
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average number of employees engaged on all classes is stated in 


his reports at 1,380 for 1894 and 1,427 for 1895. The number of 
employees engaged on postage-stamp work alone in 1895 was given 
by the Chief of Bureau in his testimony before the subcommittee 
on the sundry civil bill in December, 1894, at “less than 100; pos- 
sibly 90 or 95.” Allowing 95 for this class of work would leave a 
balance of 1,332 to poten all the other classes of work, namely, 
work payable out of annual and permanent appropriations. The 
total number of sheets of these two classes produced in 1894 was 
55,516,961, and in 1895 it was 49,012,351. This was an average of 
40,230 sheets to each employee in 1894, and of only 36,796 sheets in 
1895. There was consequently a decrease of 3,434 sheets or 8.5 per 
cent per employee for 1895 as compared to 1894. 

But it is not at all reasonable to suppose that the employees of 
the Bureau suffered such a decrease of efficiency for 1895 as com- 
ye to 1894 as would appear from this exhibit of decreased pro- 

uction. It is more reasonable to suppose, indeed it is susceptible 
of demonstration, that the number of employees actually required 
to do the work on postage stamps was more than double the num- 
ber stated by the Chief of the Bureau. Thus, allowing 1 em- 
ployee for each 40,230 sheets of work, being the average rate for 
1894, would make 1,218 as the number of employees engaged in 
producing the 49,012,351 sheets of work payable out of annual and 
permanent appropriations in 1895; and this would leave 209 em- 
ployees, out of the total force of 1,427, to do the work of producing 
postage stamps in 1895. The Chief of the Bureau stated in his 
testimony before the Committee on Appropriations in December, 
1894, that the employees of the Bureau were engaged indiscrimi- 
nately on the regular work and on postage stamps, no separate roll 
being kept for the different classes of work; and it is reasonable, 
therefore, that the work on postage stamps would require the 
exclusive services of at least 209 employees, especially since it has 
been claimed that the number of employees engaged on this work 
under the last contractor in New York was nearly 200. It is well 
also to remember that the employees of the Bureau work only 
eight hours per day and are allowed thirty days leave of absence 
with pay, while the employees of private establishments work ten 
hours per day and, as a rule, get no leave of absence with pay. 
Now, the Chief of the Bureau, in accounting for the $107,699.78 
received from the Post-Office Department in payment for postage 
stamps, charged only $29,167.84 to the item of compensation to 
employees. Two hundred and seven employees for, say, three 
hundred working days in the year would make a total of sixty 
two thousand one hundred and eighty days’ service for a single 
employee, affording a compensation, out of the $29,167.84 alleged 
to have been expended for employees on postage-stamp work, of 
about 47 cents each per day. W hat a ridiculous compensation 
that would be, and how absurd to suppose that $29,167.84 covered 
the cost of employees for doing the work on postage stamps in 
1895. The real fact is that in the matter of compensation to 
employees, as in all other items of expenditure connected with the 

roduction of postage stamps, the regular appropriations of the 
. were drawn upon to supply the deficiencies in the amounts 
received from the Post-Office Department to pay for the stamps. 

What a pity that the employees of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing were assessed a portion of their hard-earned wages 
in order that the Chief of the Bureau might be enabled to cover 
up his mistake in undertaking to furnish the Post-Office Depart- 
ment with postage stamps at about one-half the actual cost of 
producing the stamps. 

SECOND—PLATE PRINTING. 

The decrease in the number of sheets of work produced out of 
annual appropriations in 1895 as compared to 1894, it will be 
remembered, was at the rate of 15 per cent, while the decrease in 
the rate of expenditure for plate printing was only 7.9 per cent. 
The increased rate of e iture for 1895 over 1894 was, there- 
fore, 7.1 per cent for like quantities, and this increase was in 
spite of the fact that there was, as already shown, a reduction of 
$11,000 in the wages of plate printers for 1895. 

Of the $107,699.78 paid by the Post-Office Department, outside 
of the annual appropriation in payment for postage stamps pro- 
duced during 1895, the sum of $17,622.03 was ged by the Chief 
of the Bureau to the item of plate printing, and this amount was 
to cover the expense of plate printing for a total of 2,180,229,948 
stamps produced during the year. In the detailed statement of 
expenditure in the letter of the Chief of the Bureau of January 
11, 1895, the cost of plate printing the 755,271,163 stamps produced 
to December 31, 1894, was given at 835,318.24. That is to say, the 
cost of printing the stamps produced to December 31, 1894, was 
stated by the Chief of the Burean in his letter of January 11, 1895, 
at more than twice the amount given in his annual report for 
printing nearly three times as many stamps, constituting the 
entire product of the year. Further comment on the subject of 
plate printing is unnecessary. 

THIRD—AS TO MATERIALS AND MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES. 

This item is the only one which shows an absolute increase in 

the amount of expenditure for 1895 over 1894, in face of the largely 


decreased quantity of work produced during thelatter year. The 
decrease in the quantity of work for 1895, it will be remembered, 
was at the rate of 15 per cent, while the increase in the aggregate 
cost of materials was at the rate of 5.1 per cent, making a total 
increase of over 20 per cent of expense for 1895 as against 1894 for 
like quantities. And yet the Chief of the Bureau stated in his 
testimony before the subcommittee of Appropriations on the 
sundry civil bill, in December, 1894, that ‘‘we are buying mate- 
rial for a good deal less than we bought in the past.” 

The average cost of material for work payable out of annual 
appropriations, as already shown, was $3.54 per thousand sheets 
in 1894, and $4.38 per thousand sheets in 1895, being a difference 
against 1895 of 84 cents per 1,000 sheets, amounting on the 44,711,- 
351 sheets produced in 1895 to $37,557.53. 

The amount charged by the Chief of the Bureau for materials 
and miscellaneous expenses against the funds received from the 
Post-Office Department in payment of the stamps was $60,909.91, 
which, added to the $37,557.53 taken out of the annual appropria- 
tions, would make the cost of material used for postage stamps in 
1895, $98,467.44, or only $9,232.34 less than the entire alleged cost 
of producing the stamps. Now, the Chief of the Bureau stated, 
as already mentioned, that he was buying material for a good 
deal less” in 1895 than in 1894, and therefore, except for this re- 
duction, the aggregate cost of material would have been much 
greater in 1895 than it actually was. What is a good deal less”? 

Let us ascertain the amount from his own figures. For the 
year ending June 30, 1894, the cost per thousand sheets for work 
payable out of annual appropriations was $3.54. In his estimates 
submitted to Congress in 1895 for the service of the year ending 
June 30, 1897, he allowed for a total production of 56, 830, 437 sheets 
of work payable out of annual appro riations, and as a part of the 
cost of producing this work he as for an appropriation of only 
$166,650 for the item of materials and miscellaneous expenses, 
This amount on the 56,830,437 sheets to be produced would be 
equal to $2.93 per thousand sheets, being a reduction of 61 cents, 
or a little over 17.2 per cent, in the cost of materials for 1897 as 
compared to that of 1894 for like quantities. Allowing for a re- 
duction of only 15 per cent in the cost of material for 1895 as com- 
pared to 1894—and let us remember that the Chief of the Bureau 
testified before the subcommittee on Appropriations that he was 
buying material for a good deal less in 1895 than in 1894—would 
make the saving for materials used in 1895, as compared to the 
prices of 1894, $34,561.03, as will appear from the following state- 
ment, namely: 

Actual cost of materials for the 44,711,351 sheets of work payable 


out of annual eb produced in 189855 22... 


Amount of whic i 


“ $195, 845. 87 
7 is 85 per cent, to represent cost of 


work for 1895 as compared to that of 1894 for like quantities 230, 406.90 
Gives balance to represent the amount of savings in materials 
payable out of annual appropriations for 1898 2... 34, 561.08 


The saving of $34,561.03 in the cost of material payable out of 
annual appropriations in 1895 was swallowed up by the extra cost 
of producing postage stamps over and above the amount paid for 
the same by the Post-Office Department, and it is therefore prop- 
erly e eable to the actual cost of the stamps for that year. 

So much for materials, and now for other items of expense to 


the Government occasioned by the manufacture of postage stamps, 
RENT OF POSTAGE-STAMP AGENCY. 


The specifications in the contract for postage stamps required 
the contractor to furnish suitable office room for the use of the 
agent and clerical force of the Post-Office Department to supervise 
the manufacture and distribution of the stamps without extra cost 
to the Government. The space available in the Bureau building 
did not admit of these office rooms, and accordingly outside rooms 
for the use of the agent and his clerical force were rented in a 
building on F street northwest, more than 1 mile from the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing in Washington. How well the agent 
could perforin his duties of inspection at this distance from the 
place of manufacture can readily besurmised. Be that as it may 
the rental of these outside office rooms constituted an additio: 
charge upon the work of producing postage stamps. The amount 
of annual rental was $600, and the amount expended during the 
year ended June 30, 1895, for this purpose was $566.67, and it was 
paid, not out of the funds of the Bureau, nor out of the amount 
reimbursable by the Post-Office Department, but out of specific 
appropriations by Congress. 


THE RENTAL OF OUTSIDE QUARTERS FOR OTHER WORK. 


The occupancy in the Bureau building of a large quantity of 
space, given by the Chief of the Bureau at nearly 10,000 square 
feet, necessitated the rental of outside quarters for doing some 
special work on World's Fair business, and the “act (Public—No. 
29) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes,” contains an item of $860 for 
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the rental of outside quarters from April 20, 1895, to June 30, 
1890, at $60 per month. Of the $860 thus appropriated $140 is due 


to the fiscal year 1895 and 8720 to the year 1896, and both 
amounts are properly chargeable to the extra cost of producing 
postage stamps in both of said years. 


ACTUAL COST OF PRODUCING POSTAGE STAMPS IN 1895. 


Having considered the various known elements of expense in- 
volved in the manufacture of postage stamps by the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing during the year ended June 30, 1895. the 

approximate, if not actual, cost of the work may now be ascer- 
tained. There is of course an omission of one element of expense 
not ascertainable in amount throngh the failure to includea proper 
allowance for the use and care of the building in which the work 
is done, and for heat and light of the same, payable out of e 
nent appropriations for the ury Department and not c. 
to the cost of work produced by the Bureau. 

The recapitulation by items of the cost of producing postage 
stamps by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing in 1895, as far 
as known, is as follows: 


L Amount reimbursed at contract price by the Post-Office De- 

partment for 22 stamps produced m $107, 699. 78 
2 Amount expended on production of postage stamps over and 

above the fo ing and taken out of annual 8 

as ascertained by e excess of cost for 1895 over 1594 for like 

quantities of work payable out of said appropriations 123, 850. 44 
8. Amount of admitted savings by reduction of wages of employees 

in 18% absorbed m the cost of producing tage stamps II. 000. 00 
4. Amount of savings by reduction in cost of materials as shown 

for 1895 and absor in the cost of producing portage oe 34, 561. 03 
B. Amount paid for rental of postage-stamp agency for 1895 er 

special appropriation by Congress, and not included in the 

foregoing statement of cost er- 566. 67 
& Amount paid from April 20 to June 30, 1895. for rental of outside 


quarters for World's Fair work, necessitated by use of space 

in Bureau building for producin e stamps and supplied 
by urgent deficiency ee g by. Congress 120. 00 

Total cost of producing postage stamps for 1895, as far as 
ascertains ne. . ͤ———————————TCT0—————— 277,797.92 


Number of stamps furnished by Bureau of Engraving and Printing, year 
ended June 30, 1895, 2.180.220.948. 
Average cost per 1,000 stamps, 12.79 cents. 


The price paid by the Post-Office Department for the 8 
stamps was $107,699.78, as above. The excess of cost over an 
above this amount payable ou: of the general Treasury was there- 
fore $170,098, and this amount represented only a little more than 
three-fourths of the amount of stamps required by the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895, nearly one 
quarter’s supply having been purchased from the old contractors 
by reason of the inability of the Bureau to begin the work at the 
time at which it stipulated to do it. If, therefore, the Bureau 
had manufactured all the pos stamps required by the Post- 
Office Department for the fi year ended June 80, 1895, the 
extra cost of their production payable out of the general Treasury 
over and above the amount reimbursable by the Post-Office De- 
partment would have amounted to about $225,000. 

The foregoing computation of course includes the cost of the 
plant—that is, of the additional machinery required to manufac- 
ture postage stamps. The cost of this additional machinery, orig- 
inally estimated at $40,000 or $50,000, was finally given in exact 
figures in the text of the report of the Chief of the Bureau for the 
year ended June 30, 1895, at 856,243. This amount nowhere ap- 

in the detailed statement of expenditures ont of the various 
aeris of appropriations. but it is of course divided up and cov- 
ered up among the various items of expenditure. 

It is only fair to say, however, that this machinery having al- 

ready been purchased and paid for, while an element of actual 
cost of the stamps for 1895, will not appear asa part of the cost 
of the stamps for subsequent years. 

Let us ascertain the actual cost of stamps, exclusive of the cost 
of the plant, for the year 1895, namely: 


COST OF STAMPS FURNISHED IN 1888. EXCLUSIVE OF COST OF PLANT. 
Total cost of stamps and plant for 1895, as previously shown... $277,797.92 


Deduct cost of plant, as above given -meeue 56, 243. 00 
Leaves balance to represent cost of stamps exclusive of cost of 
plant nee ee ete eee ee eee eee m 554.92 


Number of stamps furnished by Bureau June 30, 1895, as above. 2, 180. 220. 48 
Average cost per thousand stamps exclusive of cost of plant for 11 sean 
VIRB ooo inn a ee Ss —[B—̈— ʒ— — — n 


These figures incinde nothing for the use and care of the build- 


ing in which the stamps were manufactured, and nothing for. 


heating and lighting the same payable out of permanent appro- 
ae iced and not chargeable to the Bureau of Engraving and 
inting: 


Aside from this latter expense, and from the: cost of the addi- 
tional machi „it will be seen that the cost of the stamps was 
more than double the price paid for them by the Post-Office 

t, and consequently that nearly one-half the cost of 
the same was borne out of the general Treasury. 
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Number of stamps furnished by Bureau of Engraving and Print- 


ing, year ended June 30, 1895, as above 2, 180, 229, 48 
Cost to the Government for production of the same, including 

Cust Of plant, AB GHAGG e Savdneccnene $277, 77. 92 
Amount paid by Post-Office Department for same. as above 107, 699.78 
Excess of actual cost to the Government over amount paid by 


the Post-Office Department, as above 170,098. 14 


Cost to the Government at prices in the bid of Charles F. Steele, 

the lowest bidder, under the advertisement for the contract.. 115,120.42 
Excess of cost to the Government Fogg production of the 

stamps over amount in bid of Charles F. Steele 
Cost of the foregoing stamps at the price in the bid of the Amer- 

ican Bank Note Company. of New York, the next lowest bid- 

der for the contract, arar, Sese at 5.85 cents per 1,000 sʒtamps 127, 543.45 
Excess of cost to the Government through production of stamps 

by the Bureau of Engraving and Printin: m lien of the Amer- 

ican Bank Note y pon] aa A nelusive of $54,243 paid for addi- 

tional machinery by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 150, 254.47 

To recapitulate: First, if the postage stamps furnished to the 
Post-Office Department by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 
during about three-quarters of the year ended June 30, 1895, at a 
cost of production to the Government of $277,797.92, had been 
obtained from Charles F. Steele, at the prices in his bid, the Gov- 
ernment would have saved $162,677.50; and, second, if an equal 
number of stamps had been obtained from the American Bank 
Note Company, the next lowest bidder and the old contractor, at 
the price in the bid of the said company, the Government would 
have saved $150,254.47 and, besides, have gotten very much better 
stamps, 

5 STOCK ON HAND AT CLOSE or 1895. 

In the table (No. 12) in his report for the year ended June 30, 
1895. showing the annual production of securities in sheets,” etc., 
the Chief of the Bureau gives only the number of sheets of stamps 
delivered to the Post-Office n making no allowance for 
any stamps remaining on hand at the close of the year, but in the 
text of his report ( 3, report for 1895) he says that the Burean 
had ‘accumulated in its finished vaults a stock of finished stamps 
of the value of $27,754." He must have had some stamps on hand, 
because he could not be expected to deliver stamps fresh from the 
presses, but it is pot likely that he had in stock any considerable 
quantity of stamps that were fit for issue. 

In his letter of January 11, 1895, to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations of the House (pages 1511 to 1513 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RRCORD of January 25, 1895), he admitted that 
he had a large quantity of damaged stamps in his vaults, a part 
of which had been condemned as unfit for use, and a very large 
part of which had been returned from the post-offices as unserv- 
iceable. Some of these senpe he thought might be worked over 
so that they would go, thepublicexpectation having been greatly 
lowered by the quality of the stamps furnished by the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing. Did not the $27,752 worth of stam 
reported on hand on the 30th of June last consist mainly of 
bad work referred to above? 

QUALITY OF STAMPS FURNISHED. 

The bad quality of the stamps furnished has just been referred 
to, and there is need of saying very little more on the subject. 
The Chief of the Bureau professes to be satistied with the quality 
of the work, but that is very much more than the public was. The 
public prints have been filled with complaints touching nearly 
every detail of manufacture, the color, the quality of printing, the 
perforation, and, above all, the gumming. 

Will the Chief of the Bureau urge, in extenuation of the exces- 
sive cost and bad 3 of the work 8 a lack of experi- 
ence, technical skill, and expertness during the first year of his 
contract term? If so, he will be met with his own published as- 
surances to the contrary, to be found on page 4927 of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD of April 25, 1894, namely: 

The Bureau is amply able to do the work on postage stamps. There is no 
kind of work on these stamps that the Bureau is not now doing on the stamps 
for the Internal Revenue u. and aay if it bas, without interruption, 
successfully executed these for the past sixteen years, it can execute the 
work on postage sta The number of sheets of internal-revenue stamps 


executed annually is five times as great as the number of sheets of postage 
stamps that will be required. 


THEFT OF POSTAGE STAMPS FROM BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING, 


One of the principal reasons urged bd the Chief of the Bureau 
of 5 and Printing for having the work on pa stamps 
done by his Bureau was that it might be surrounded with greater 


security than was possible when done under private contract. On 
this point, as well as on the question of cost, he made the follow- 
ing statement, to be found on the same page of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD just referred to, namely: 

Mr. Carlisle has reported to the House that this work can be done by the 
Bureau of bin lores 4 without expense whatever, except within the 
amount appropri: in the pendin ‘ost-Office bill. All the securities of 
the Government are now made by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing with 
absolute safety —< robbery or peculation of any kind that surrounds that 
establishment. It is certainly safer for the Government to do this work than 
to place it in the hands of auy private individual. While no robberies are 
known to have occurred. and probably none have ever occurred in the estab- 
lishment of private contractors who have made the stamps, yet they are lia- 
ble to occur, and may have occurred in the past without the knowledge of any 
one except the perpetrators. z 
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How did the vaunted security of the Burean of Engraving and 
Printing turn out? The Bureau had hardly commenced its work 
before the public prints were filled with the story of thefts by 
employees, under most di eful circumstances, of e 
stamps from its vaults, and these thefts were only revealed to the 
Bureau after they had been discovered by outside detectives, who 
found the thieves publicly disposing of the stamps in large quan- 
tities. One or more of the thieves are now in the penitentiary. 
There is pretty good reason also to believe that these are not the 
only thefts of postage stamps from the Bureau since it undertook 
the work of making the stamps, ; 

An equally striking commentary on the boasted security of the 
Bureau, through its all system of checks and balances to in- 
sure a proper accountability for its product, is to be found in the 
very large aisorepaney. already referred to, between the accounts 
of the Burean and the Post-Office Department as to the number of 
stamps furnished to ters. The accounts between the Post- 
Office Department and its old contractors never varied so much as 
a single postage stamp. 

LIABILITY TO THE v oF ge STAMPS. Garnit 

A great source of danger to the postal revenue is 
liability to the use of washed stamps caused by the bad standards 
furnished to postmasters by the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing. The worst effort at cleansing stamps for reuse is liable to 
escape detection when compared with the wretched standards of 
the Government, and in this way many washed stamps will be 
passed by postmasters because of the inability to detect the differ- 
ence between them and the Bureau stamps which have not been 


previously used. 
COUNTERFEITING STAMPS. 


Another source of danger to the postal revenue from the bad 
standards set up was through the counterfeiting of stamps, and 
this danger materialized by the discovery in the summer of 1895 of 
a large number of spurious stamps in actual circulation. It was 
said in official quarters, and not in an ironical way, that the dis- 
covery of the bogus stamps was due to the superiority in their 
workmanship over that of the stamps produced by the Government. 

Having disposed of the work of 1894 and 1895, let us now turn 
to the estimated cost of postage ee for the year ending June 
80, 1896, the present fiscal year, namely: 

ESTIMATED COST OF POSTAGE STAMPS FOR 18%. 
Number of postage stamps of the various kinds to be 

required daring the fiscal year ending June 30, 

1896, as estimated by the Third Assistant Postmas- 

ter-General (page 25, pamphlet edition, Report of 

Third Assistant Postmaster-General for year ended 
3, 180, 124, 000 
Estimated cost to the Government for production 

of the same by the Bureau of Engravingand Print- 

ing. at — cents per thousand, being the rate of cost 
shown for stamps produced in 1895, exclusive of 

OBIS OL DG ee nae oe a en oe ns eats eats ales 
Estimated amonnt to be paid to Bureau of Engray- 

ing and Printing for furnishing the above stamps 

si Burean ge ee ee 159, 943. 00 


Excess of actual cost to the Government over amount 
to be paid by the Post-Office Department for the 
een 

Cost to the Government of the foregoing stamps at 
the prices in the bid of Charles F. Steele, the low- 
est bidder under the advertisement for the con- 
r mene EE 

Excess of cost to Government over amount of bid of 
Onarles Tl: Steelers sc iscass tee ce eee eau 

Excess of cost to the Government through produc- 
tion of stamps by the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing in lieu of Charles F. Steele 

Cost of the foregoing stamps at the price in the bid 
of the American Bank Note Company, of New 
York, the next lowest bidder for the contract, 
uniform at 5.85 cents per 1,000 stamps 

Excess of cost to the Government through produc- 
tion of stamps by the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing in lieu of the American Bank Note Com- 


8321, 510. 53 


161, 567. 53 


167, 829. 77 


153, 680. 76 
186, 037. 25 


135, 473. 28 


To recapitulate for the year ending June 30, 1896: First, if the 
eee Seer estimated to be required during the above year at 
a cost of production to the Government of $321,510.53 could have 
been obtained from Charles F. Steele at the prices in his bid, the 
Government would have saved $153,680.76 by giving the contract 
to Mr. Steele instead of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing: 
and second, if an equal number of stamps had been obtained from 
the American Bank Note Company, at the price in the bid of said 
company, the Government would have saved $135,473.28 for the 
year 186 alone by giving the contract to the said Bank Note Com- 
pany instead of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 


The American Bank Note Company was the existing contractor 
at the time the various bids were submitted in November, 1893. and 
it had for years SOMAD Y and faithfully carried out its contract 


obligations. To repeat, the Government would have saved $135,- 
473.28 during the year ended June 30, 1896. if the contract had been 
awarded to the American Bank Note Company in lieu of Charles 
F. Steele and the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. which, with 
all its facilities, proved to be no better than an untried bidder, 
Will the Congress of the United States further permit the Bureau 
to do the work at such a greatly increased cost to the Govern- 
ment? The Post-Office Department may claim a trifling saving, 
as it did, by giving the work to the Bureau, but it was largely at 
the expense of the Government as a whole. 


FURTHER EXTRA EXPENSE TO BE INCURRED. 


That the Government may be put to still further expense by the 
voluntary assumption by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 
of the work of producing postage stamps appears from the fact 
that the Secretary of the tae in his annual estimates for 1897 
(Executive Document No. 12. Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, 
page 175) called for an appropriation of $92,000 for the erection of 
additional buildings for the use of the said Bureau. Could not 
this proposed outlay for new buildings have been avoidedif sucha 
large quantity of had not been appropriated by the Burean 
for the work of producing postage stamps? Will Congress give its 
sanction to the enterprise (?) of the Bureau by making the appro- 
priation asked for the new building? 

CONCLUSION. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I have gone over this case pretty exhanst- 
ively, and think I have shown conclusively that the Government 
has indulged in a very costly experiment in transferring this work 
of making 3 to the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing. I opposed this transfer originally, and I have been persistent 
in trying, whenever suitable opportunity occurred, to remedy the 
evil, An injustice was done to all the bidders for the contract, 
who, in faith, submitted their offers in pursuance of the ad- 
vertisement published in compliance with law. It was little short 
of an ou for the Bureau of Eugraving and Printing, after all 
the bids had been submitted and opened, to come in and make an 
offer which was just a shade below the prices named by the la w- 
ful bidders, and without any regard to the expense to which the 
Government would be put in producing the stamps. What mat- 
tered it to the Burean of Engraving and Printing, so that it mag- 
nified its own importance, if the stamps should cost the Govern- 
ment, as they have done, twice the amount at which it agreed to 
furnish them? The private bidders would suffer financially if 
the work should prove to be undertaken at a loss; but the Chief 
of the Bureau could lose nothing in a pecuniary way if he failed 
to produce the stamps at the oe at which he offered them to 
the Post-Office Department. nlike the private bidders, he had 
Treasury of the United States back of him to supply any de- 

ciency. 

The award to the Bureau was especially unjust to Mr. Steele, 
of Philadelphia, my constituent, who was the lowest bidder for 
the work. He should have been given the opportunity to do the 
work, and if he failed the Post-Office Department could have 
fallen back npon the next lowest bidder, the American Bank Note 
Company of New York, whose bid was a reasonable one, and 
concerning whose ability to carry out the contract there was no 
question of doubt. 

The rejection of all 5 bids by the Postmaster-General 
was not only unfair to all the private bidders but it was caleu- 
lated to cause great may to all the engraving and printing inter- 
ests of the country. This view of the case was presented to me in 
the stro: Ueus within the past few days by the president of the 
Western k Note Company of Chicago, a most reputable con- 
cern, who was not even a bidder for the contract, but who, in 
common with others in the same line of business, has come to me 
in the name of the guild to urge me to use my efforts to right the 
wrong which was committed by the Government in the matter 
of this award. The Government works its employees but eight 
hours a day, and gives them thirty days’ leave of absence with 
pay: and, as a preference is always given to employment under 
the Government, outside concerns are compelled to pay higher 
salaries, and to take the chances of having their employees leave 
them under more tempting offers by the Government. Incident- 
ally, the withdrawal of work from the private engraving and 
printing establishments to the Government has the result of caus- 
ing the loss to the private establishments of much work which has 
come here from abroad. notably the South American countries, by 
reason of the r of the engraving and printing talent of 
our workmen. In this way the country suffers as a 5 when 
the Government by its action depreciates the standards of private 


en : 

It is in direct contravention of our institutions for the Govern- 
ment to undertake the production of work which can be done as 
well, if not much better, by private enterprise, 
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of the United States have heretofore taken 
e nations of the world for excellence of de- 


The postage stam: 
high rank among 
sign and superiority of workmanship. Postage stamps are used 
by everybody and go everywhere; and by many people they are 


accep as a criterion of the artistic tastes of wne people of the 
conntry which produces them. How far we have suffered in this 
respect through the circulation of the bad work produced by the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing is simply incalculable. The 
work of the Bureau has met with the derision of the stamp-collect- 
ing fraternity, whose names are legion throughout the entire world. 


In the name, therefore, of fair play, which has been outraged; in 
the name of rt constituents, whose rights were trampled upon; in 
the name of the engraving and printing interests of the United 
States, which suffer as a class; in the name of the Government, 
which is being put to a large and wholly unjustifiable expense; 
and, above all, in the name and for the sake of the majesty of the 
law, which was violated in giving this contract to the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing, I ask that this House in Committee of 
the Whole will sustain the amendment which I have offered, 
depriving the Bureau of a further continuance of the work. 


Appendixes to speech of Hon. Henry H. BrnGHam, of Pennsylvania, chairman of the Committee on Ex 
member of the Committee on 5 of the House of Ropresentatives, on the subject of man 
rinting of the Treasury Department. 


for the Post-Office Department by the Bureau of Engraving and 


nditures in the Post-Office Department and 
‘facturing and issuing adhesive postage stamps 


TABLE No. 1, 


Estimates submitted in 1893 of work to be done by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the 


ry Department during the fiscal year ended June 30, 


Treasu 
1895, compared to actual results finally shown for said fiscal year. 
[Compiled from reports of Chief of Bureau of Engraving and Printing.] 


be Number | N: Number Decrease of total 
* Wee production from 
Description. yok rk ng oF erdoi 5 not An pe of anena 25 From what fund payable. 
by esti- mates not tually pro- W 8 a 
mates. | prod duced. produced. 
bun: accion of test, whaenled a 
notes, series o , unsea 
Silver certificates, series of 1891, un ed sg a e 
cy certificates, series of 1895, unsealed Do. 
JJV bcd gabdicannp eal lade Do. 
National currency: 
Series of 1875 Do. 
Series of 1882 Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do, 
Do. 
Do. 
sages 8 ee ei bond sealed Do, 
r cent re Ml! duvenelseswyp scenen| sansecbearue 
5 ve cent coupon bonds, unsealed Do, 
4 per cent registered bonds, unsealed.. Do. 
4 per cent coupon bonds, unsealed .........-....].-..2- 222... |-2---- --- eee} eee eee Do. 
Total payable out of annual appropriations. .. Do. 
Treasury notes, series of 1891, unsealed (payable 
out of permanent appropriations) 8,850, 000 -------- 4,801,000 4,301, 000 Permanent appropriations, 
Total of estimates, eto 56, 190, 285 1,000 | 49, 012, 351 189,150 | 49,012,351 | + 7,177,934 Annual and permanent 
riati = 
TO) ons. 
AAS postage stamps not in estimates and not fur- 0 
prior to 1895; cost of ee reim- 
bursable out of price pai e stamps by the 
Post-Office De e Reimbursable. 

Total number of sheets of all kinds produced 4æ 70,886, 0 —— PSA Annual and permanent ap- 
propriations and reimburs- 
able. 

* Increase, Net decrease, 
TABLE No. 2. 
showing number of sheets of work produced by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury Department for the fiscal years ended June 


$0, 1894 and 1895, with comparison of same; estimates of work to be produced during the fiscal 
appropriations and estimates of appropriation, and cost of each of several classes of work. 


yearsending June 30, 1896 and 1897; Junds out of which payables 


[Compiled from reports of Chief of Bureau of Engraving and Printing.) 


Classification of work and fund out of which payable. 


L Payable out of annual appropriations: 
UNITED STATES NOTES AND CERTIFICATES. 
United States notes, series ts unsealed 


Silver certificates, |.) eras 
cy certificates, series of 1875. 


Total- (j nanan (( g 


Year ended | Year ended 
June 30, 1894. | June 30, 1895. | Numberof 


Estimated number of sheets 


Number of sheets actually produced. to be produced. 


Year endin 
June 30, 1897. 


Year 8 


sheets. Per cent. June 80,1 


10,375,000 
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TABLE No. 2—Continued. 
Statement showing number of sheets of work produced by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury Department, etc.—Continued. 


Estimated number of sheets 
Number of sheets actually produced. to be produced. 


Decrease for 1895. 


Classification of work and fund out of which payable. 


Year ended 


June 30, 1894. Dunbar, of per cont. 


UNITED STATES BONDS—continued. 
1. 8 out of 8 approp . 
of Columbia registered 


3.50 District of 88 red Baan a |---2217mmnin nnnm mmaa n - 

Pacific Railroad registe mds, unseal 

4 per cent certificates of 2 — for hierso Indians.........|----------------| OU Ta | --- n 
KRE OUTER of ute ee ee ee x 000 

UES pias internal Fovenie stamps 

8 drafts e certificates, Ste.. sausau 


Total, payable out of annual a ct anons ~ 
2. Payable out of permanent a 5 
Treasury notes, series of 189], unsealedd =... .-.-..--..---.- 


able out of annual and permanent a riations.. 
8. Reimbursable by P Post Office Department: icici 
Postage stam: E as la isnt Ramee hk el Pienaar Mes Saas ed 
Grain Cobel Of T 2 oo ons oc ccc es reer eer encom ncayan! 
PRODUCTION AND COST OF SAME. 
9 out ot — appropriations: 
ö 6 crs arena stan T, 


52, 605, 961 44.711.351 7,894,610 15 56,830,437 
Cost of sane as shown by Bureau. $1, 181,772.90 | $1,127, 948.12 $53, 828. 78 4.55 $1, 131, 450.00 
Average cost per 1,000 sheets 82.40 $25.33 92.77 | 12.88 $19.90 
6. Payable out or eee appropriations 
umber of sheets of Treasury notes of 1301, as above 2,911, 000 — 2 25 1.300, 000 47.75 4, 800,000 
Cost GRAIG. as MROWIS Ge ee ee ee $134,030.90 | $195,043.87 | 864,008.97 47.75 $250, 000.00 
PARE COBb DAP 3.000 BORE e ea $46.05 $45.6 $52.08 
6. Pa vable o 2 — of canal and permanent appropriations: 
Mambe ber of aheats, Re abOVe oo ola s So oe So cn ei essen aeann 49, 012, 351 61, 630, 437 
Cont ot same, as Pa E EER $1,315, 812.80 | $1, 325, 980. 99 $1, 381, 450. 00 
cont per r 1,000 sheets 70 $27.05 82. 2 
7. 3 Post-Office 
Number of Sheets of postage stamps, as above +--+ ----..---- 32,430, 600 
5 $107,699.78 64, 585.29 
a. oun 7 . x 
b. Amount appropriated teak $566.67 s $600. 00 
Average coat per. 100) E a, $4.95 $5. 07% 
8. Payable from all sources: 
Grand total of sheets, as abore EEE IS aaa a 94, 051, 037 
Total cost of same, as shown.. $1, 546, 635.29 
Average cost per 1,000 sheets. $16. 44 


Increase. 
Estimate calls for 8,088,575 W of 400 stamps each, extended as above to 32,354,300 sheets of 100 each, the same as given for other years. 
+ Amount of Bureau estimates. Appropriation is 81.157.450. gi 
Nore.—The 44,711,351 sheets of work furnished in able out of annual appro riations, if produced at a cost of $22.46 per thousand sheets—the rate 
of cost exhibited for the work of 1894—would amount ry OL 216.94, or $123,729.18 han the actual cost of the same as shown above. 


TABLE No. 3. 


Statement showing expenditure and funds out of which payable for work done by the Bureau of Engraving and 5 the Treasury Department for the 
of said years, etc. 


fiscal years 1894 and 1895, with comparison of same, average cost per 1,000 sheets of work produced in 
[Compiled from report of Chief of Bureau of Engraving and Printing.] 


Funds out of which payable and items of expenditure. 


1. Payable out of annual appropriations: 
7 A. Salaries 


2 Compensation 
O. Plate e . 
D. Materials miscellaneous expenses 


3. Reimbursable} Post-Office ent ( stamps): 
e y Departm postage ps): 


B. Com: enaation of employees. 
C. Plate prin ploy: 


T 
. Compensation of employees 
Plate prin rinting -~ RET 
. Mate: 


vape 
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w.. nt fore | a See 


enen . . ̃ . ]¾ ͤ . 
‘umber of sheets of work ble out of permanent appropriations, produced in 1894_. 
the —f of sheets of mick parable out of —— appropriations, produced in 1895. 


ar stam strip, series of 
Cigarette stamps, B 


Total ————— — 


produced in 1891 


TABLE No. 4 


Number of sheets of work ble from all sources, 
Number of Sheets of work — 8 — from all sources, produced in 1895 


United States internal-revenue stamps produced by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for the years ended June 30, 1894 and 1895, compared. 
[Compiled from reports of Chief of Bureau of Engraving and Printing.] 


8 Year ended June 30, 1804. 


Classification. 


FRERS 
25858 


BBS 
EEE 


+ 
Eee 
88888 


Re 
BER] 


RE 
£32888 


— 
5 


pp 
3 


aR 
888 


680 
1,274 


1 RSD SEER NS oe RELA 


S Bee Brecos 
=| 8888888 


2 


90, 818 


— 


Number of | Num 
sheets. stam 


ber of Number 
Ds. volumes. 


Year ended June 30, 1895. 


133,300 
211,000 
105,000 
604, 000 500 
p STE oo acon | y 
1,816, 000 339, 000 1. 
56, 000 §, 000 
76, 000 15.800 
198, 000 9, 000 
92, 000 24,000 
2.000 
85600 9.000 
120, 000 7,000 
1.888.000 1. 1.409 8, 
60,000 9,600 
149,420 
12, 760 
SSS | Ae g 
660, 000 80,000 
61, 896, 000 371,000 55, 
12, 460,000 533, 000 9, 
684; 000 48, 000 
52,000 
288.88 000 3 790% a 
672, 000 “eS Fig 
500, 04 7,408 
avi} Pensa eae . soe EN 
PY Saad Wea See RR ie 
263) 210 
12.740 — 
460,000 |... 
ne eee 
060, 270, 874 64, 728 31,545,838 | 1,016, 


Number of 


stam 
sheet. 


85 
88 


r 

612,00 3 

330,000 | 4 

350,000 | 4 

32,000 | 4 

300,000 |... 

66,000 | 4 

36,000 | 4 

96,000 | 4 

8,000 |... aa 

TAR 

1200 | 4 

e2000 | 5 

45,000 | 5 

ei 

A 

710 h 

740,000 

552,000 | 12 

ee. 

N70. 00% 

400, 082 51 

Moo 1 Rede 
i+ 8 z 
8 3 
8 WS 
80 


550,112 | 28. 584- | 82.224- 


Mr. CANNon. Have 2 a deficiency in that matter this year? 
Mr. Jonxsox. No, sir. 
Mr. Cannon. Then, if any inquiries are to be made about that expenditure, 


"NEIL. 


the American 


EXTRACT FROM TESTIMONY OF MR. CLAUDE M. JOHNSON, CHIEF OF BUREAU | and they have to be printed very carefully, and the men who were panting 
OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING, ON THE 18TH OF DECEMBER, 1894, BEFORE | in revenue work were more money than men who were 
THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL FOR ting the faces on the bank notes under the rates which prevailed in 
19%. SEE PAGES 35 TO 4 OF PRINTED COPY OF “HEARINGS BEFORE SUB- urean, and it looks to me like it was a grat of twenty-odd thousand dol- 
COMMITTER OF HOUSE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, CONSISTING OF | lars a year for the men di the work, and I that to ti 
MESSRS. SAYERS, O'NEIL OF MASSAC BROOKSHIRE, COGSWELL, Beavers: and it was reduved 10 per cent. 

AND CANNON OF ILLINOIS, IN CHARGE OF SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION Mr. O'NEIL. What pay ao they make at the reduced rates? 

BILL FOR 1896.” Mr. Jonxsox. They make on an average of from $t to $5 a day under the 
Mr. Caxton: Right at that point. How much is your estimate for postage | e 9 s 8 = 7 x 

Mr JOHNSON. The Post-Office Department has estimated they will a hs Mr. Cannon. I want to ask a question right there. You say between $4 

8,088,575 sheets. which, according to our estimates, will cost $159,798.50. That, | and $ would be their average wages. What is that for, a day of eight hours? 

of course, comes in the Post- O 5 It is repaid to the Bureau Mr. JoHNSON. Yes, sir. 

by them on bills rendered fora number of postage stamps which are Mr. Cannon. How does that pay compare with wages for similar employ- 

delivered. ees in private establishments? 


Bank Note Company? 
Mr. Jonsson. Well. the rates of the American Bank Note 5 some 
ting and 


they would have to be made upon this bill; that is, the Post-Office bill carries ving; but what they call jobs are small. For instance, they will have 
the item for printing for the 28 stamps, and you are reimbursed from | two or three of securities a day to print, whereas the Ant Ree in the 
that appropriation, but as to the Treasury notes, t is a permanent appro- | Bureau have continuous work on one class of wor 
priation by law. : Mr. Cannon. Do they have thirty days’ leave of absence under you? 

The CHAIRMAN. Your next item is “for wages of plate printers.’ Tou ask Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir; and in a private establishment they do not. 
for 8517. 700 for this item. How is it that the estimate is so this year as Mr. Cannon. Do you take that into consideration? 


produced 
estimates and uses more. povns, 
Mr. Cannon. What is this I notice in the public prints about reduction of 


the wipes of ninte prinses 

Mr. Jounson. Well, sir, it is a fact that the rates have been reduced 10 per 
gent on the internal-revenue work only; not on bank-note, or faces, or miscel- 
laneous work, but internal-revenue work only. 

The CHAIRMAN. Why is this? 

Mr. Jonxsox. Because it is a ches) 
nue stamp is made 


or 
the banknotes, which are pictures and portraits, and printed on white paper, 


with povis paars! Now, for 1895 you had an te for 8405, 


e of work. The internal-reve- 


e work and lettering and 
it does to print 


r 
ap 3 of Ia 


paper, and it does not require the same care which 


Mr. CANNON. Do you mean a little more 
for the printers in the Government o 
ter in the private office for ten hours? Do you reckon that by hour: 


ay information is that printers in the Buresu 
vate establishm: 


5 the ? 
Mr. JOHNSON. 
de SOHRSON — ents day by day. 


a little more than in 


Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cannon. You mean the 
lishment which 

Mr. JOHNSON. No, sir; but I was going to say the 
make more money than the printers in private estab! 

The CHAIRMAN. Without regard to 

Mr. Jonxsox. That is counted 
of absence. 


Mr. Cannon. What are the hours of work for pri 
Mr. Jonxsox. My impression is, 


ves thirty days ation 


> e + 


m is, it is ten hours. 


here and the wages of a private estab- 
printers of the Bureau 
lishmen! 


ts in the country. 


e thirty days? 
in, as they get pay for the thirty days’ leave 
. 
+ * 
vate establishments? 


y, hour for hour, or alittle more 
ce for eight hours than for the 


1896. 
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Mr, CANNON. 8 they work two hours less? 
Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, 

The CHAIRMAN. were have thirty days’ leave of absence? 
Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 


The CHAIRMAN. “* 8 vers’, printers’ „ Jou 
ask $200,000. That poy asked last 


Mr. Jonxsox. Yes, sir. ell, we have a great many me 5 — sheets to print. 
nearly 5,000,000, as we say; but we have not asked for much more, we 
are bu fora than wo bought it in the past. 

s 4 * * + 


Mr. BINGĦAM. You have simply Takan eneral A 
or are not the contractor; batas to this line of work is the verifica- 


tion of stamp delivery to the Post-Office t, etc., and he represents 
the Post-Office t? 
Mr. JOHNSON. t is true. 


e CHAIRMAN. I wish you would explain the method you have ado; in 
eer to prevent them from deena lost, and Cy Rg bahia we are be 
you have also ted for distributio) 
—.— 3 ei, in the first piace all paper thatwe we receive for the pur- 
hich postage stamps reg gr is delivered to us and we are 
— with that by the 


The division of loans an 
ceives all the paper; therefore y we 
into what is knownas the “ 


after 
rious branches of the ron 


1 — is lost the money hasto apar be on it. tis kewl 
automa’ je 


The 55 
Mr. Jonnson. Yes, = 


Postage stamps, manufacture of: 
nane 8 General 8 paoe may net E ask Mr. Johnson any 
ons you desire in regard to mfacture 
T DORAN What was — bid per 1,000 5 those 
stamp: S 
Mr. JOHNSON, Five cents for the ordinary stamps. 
Mr. BIN HAM. That is, for the great body of stamps,5 cents per 1000 Toa 
what was bid by the Bureau in 1585? 
Mr. JOHNSON. Really, I can not say. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Was it not 7j cents per 1,000? 
Mr. Jonson. I can not say, as I can not recollect now. 
Mr. BIxHAx. Was not that estimate made by Mr. Sullivan? 
Sera No, sir; that was not made by me; it was made by the ac- 


that 


„55 uae 


countan 
Mr. Braise. The bid of the Bureau in 1893 was 5 cents per 1,000 and in 
1885 it was 7} cents per 1,000, and I am simply asking if you made that bid, 
Mr. Sullivan. 
Mr. SULLIVAN. N 
Mr. BINGHAM. My} — — 
8 Sand 1 1893—a 2 cents per 1,000; bu 
‘ou do not know 
2 SULLETVAN. I did not make the estimate. 
Mr. BIxdahau. What is the cost of man and issuing stamps per 
1,000, as shown b; 
Mr. Jonson. Well, sir, it is our estimate. 
ee Can y give a detailed statement of how you make up that 
cost our 
Mr. 5 No, ar ig Aa a could ae doit now, but I could furnish it. 
Mr. BINGHAM. You can furnish Mr. Chairman, can Mr. Johnson fur- 
nish that statement? 
The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. Mr. Johnson, will you furnish that statement? 
Mr. BINGHAM. Is an — kept of the cost ot postage stamps in your de- 
part from the other work? 
Mr. Jonxsox. Xe sir. 


eee What has been the general quality of the work you have 
one 


haste great. the 
Post- Office 3 insisted upon so many roduced each ie „and 
the Bureau was not fully pre — at that Aier to do that many. è 
not think it was necessary, but they insisted upon it, nd there were a They 
many stamps which went out which were not 1 G 
thinned the gum and ran them through 558 ico tents and te aan 
into the paper and did not stay on the surface. 
. BINGHAM. Inother wo there was a defect in the gumming. Was 
there any defect in the po oneng or printing? 
. JOHNSON. No, sir 
Mr. BINGHAM. Was it not criticised? 
Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir; the color was somewhat weak at first, but the 
stamps are now absolutel ly satisfactory in every 8 
Mr. BINGHAM. well w. about the perforating? Have there been any 
complaints heretofore? 
Mr. JOHNSON. Noa 
Mr. BrxeHam. Just 1 us yi explanation co what is called a 
stamp, the engraving, prin 3 perforating, e You know bet- 
Sag hos ido wine a Stamp means —— 
ORN SON. e stamps now being produ 5 — 
in every particular as to the printing, gumming, and perforating. 


irra viously, as I stated before, issued in the first shipments were not 


‘our — to the committee 


Mr. BINGHAM. You have submitted in 
careful T fur- 


JOHNSON. Yes, 
. BINGHAM. 7 be a sheet of record, and that will 
show whether the work is good or poor. 

The 5 3 5 vou to apa to — — — 
a note of explanation whenever comes ä & an 
as we have no technical knowledge of this sub; ject 

Mr. Cannon. That is, you want all the a 

Mr. Jonunsoy. I will give you all the fac’ 

Mr. BIN dux. In the same 8 ou 7 give me the number — — 
stamps manufactured bg Aca Bureau furnished 9 upon pe. re 
tions of the Post-Office Department up to — That is 
of course, of record? 

Mr. JOHNSON. eee 

* * 

Mr. ONE. When you give this this information Just aimed . 

Btxanax about the return of 55 would also give gam 


ting, presses, that i stamps. 
ears aon all 5 that has been t. 
We will pay for the . — what we call the plant, out of the ap 
for this year which we ve from the Post-Office De t. Of 
course next year we will not 3 any plant to Bc We do not include 
house and t and heat, because those expenses are permanent and on the 
Government before. 

Mr. Cannon. And they are not increased? 

5 JOHNSON. Well, yes; to some extent, but not to any material extent. 
win The CHAIRMAN. How many employees are there engaged in printing these 
mps? 


Mr. Jonxsox. Less than 100; possibly 90 or 95. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are they not paid pin ot the Post-Office a emt 

Mr. Jounson. They are paid out of our SA Ne, course, but we 
get reimbursed fromt the Post-Office Departmen 

Mr. Cannon. One further question. The pa of the presses of which 
—— 2 that an independent expense—I mean independent of the 5 cents 
2 thousan 

Mr. Jonnson. No, sir; it is included in our estimate. 

Mr. Cannon. Your og — was 5 centsa thousand for ae —— ol 
stamps. Now, does that 5 cents a thousand include the cost of 


=~ Jonxsox. It does. a n ra 
CANN ‘ou Wi at 5 cents a 3 
and out of that 5 cents a thousan bani uy the plant? 

. JOHNSON. Yes, 

Mr. CANNON. Without any increased cost? 

Mr. Jonson. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. I would like to ask you another a Will that5 cents 
a — —— d a ae 2 a losses may be incurred in the 
wa per man 

Nr JOHNSON. It will. We expect to come out even on the postage stamps 


this y. 
The Sm will ey be reduced the next year? 
The CHAIRMAN, And aes will ooo under those of the present year? 
Mr. 5s pet s 


too extreme a statement, 
8 3 ͤ ee ee 


as ihe Bu- 
east $50,000 a 


* $ * * * 
ee BINGHAM. Have you as figures there which indicate the amount of 
stock transferred for issue of stamps from the old contractor on the Ist of 

"hie oi how many millions? 
impression is it was about 600,000,000. 


JOHNSON. M 
9 GHAM. was enough to run you for two months or three 
mon 
Mr. JoHNsON. Four months; three at any rate. 
Mr. BIN nx. Therefore — a three months after the commencement 


— our contract 2 get ready for the contract? 
. JOHNSON, Yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I merely wish to show that they had ample time to do the 
work, because they had an amount of stock on hand for three months. 

Mr. Jounson. Let me = right here yo did as . — time. When 
we made the . — = the printing of ps in October, the 
cara Office De did not accept it o poria the . last of of 2 ipaa nearly 
the Ist of Marc: leavin us only four months to the Ist of July, when our 
work 8 of seven, as we anticipated; when we had calculated, we 
had that seven and the three in addition, on account of turning over this 
stock from the American Bank Note Company. It was ete an undertaking 
to prepare. We had to make new machinery. We had to make new presses, 
new es, and new perforators. We had to invent our gum- 
ming machine. There were none for sale in this country—no manufactory 
esta ed in country, that I could find, that could furnish those gum- 


g 
Mr. BINGHAM. Right in that 8 I want to ask, did not you make 
byt estimates after the proposals ha uly advertised and bids opened 
— the D vag Se 9 Did 5 ‘ou submit your estimate to the 
t after all the other eee had submitted their bids, 
ie ‘mae you were at no disadvantage 
Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BIN A. Your estimate came in after all the bids had been opened 
and after all other contractors had submitted their bids? 
Mr. Jounson. We did not bid. r 
Mr. BIxdHAu. Well, you estimated, then? 


Mr. Jounson. We made an estimate and submitted it to the Peperenian 
for their consi that we could do this work at a certain figure, 
we have done. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. What number of stamps were there in the stock of Bureau 


many other = I will submit to you without bringing them in to con- 
sume time. hat is your daily supply to the Post-Office Department? 
Mr. JOHNSON. The Hail 


Mr. BINGHAM. How do you employ your subordinate force in connection 
with this Post-Office work? 

Mr. Jomnson, They are employed as all the other employees. 

Mr. BINGHAM. How are they paid? 

Mr. JoHNsON. As all the other employees. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Un the same roll; in the same way? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Do you 8 distinct roll for this work? 

Mr. Jounson, No; not a distinct roll. 

Mr. BrincHaM. How do you make up the estimate of cost, then? 

— eee We know exactly the employees who are engaged on this 

cular work. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let me ask a question right there. Do we make an appro- 
priation upon this bill for these employees who manufacture pos stamps? 

Mr. JoHNnson. Yes; but the reimbursement comes from the Post-Office 


ment. 
e CHATRMAN. Then, why is it necessary to make an appropriation upon 
this bill, if you get it from the Post-Office Department? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Oh, no; you misunderstand me. You do not appropriate for 
that at all, v we pay, P Sen understand, right along, and we get reim- 
bursed from the Post-Office Department from e to time as we render bills 
for so many stamps. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then I understand you to say in these estimates, while 
they have been increased over those for the present fiscal year, they do not 
result from the fact that you are engaged in the manufacture of 


stamps? 

Mr JOHAN. None in the least. They have no bearing whatever on the 
manufacture of postage stam " 

Mr. BINGHAM. Right in that connection, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
what dis tion is made of the money appropriated for the Post-Office De- 
partment for procuring the stamps? Ro 4 5 

Mr. Jounson, It is paid the Bureau of Printing and Engraving just as it 
was paid to the American Bank Note Company—on its bills. 

Mr. BrnGHam. The $160,000 that will be 1 in the bill for the next 
fiscal year for the Post-Office Department for the manufacture of adhesive 

stamps is paid to your Bureau? 

Mr. Jonson. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. BINGHAM. To whom in your Bureau? 
ee It is deposited to the credit of the appropriations for the 


1 and Printing. on February II, 1895, before the subcommittee 
of the House Committee on 8 in charge of deficiency appro- 


consisting of Messrs. Breckinridge of Kentucky, SAYERS, L 
Cannon of Ilinois, and HENDERSON of Iowa, in charge of deficiency appro- 


The CHAIRMAN. Your Bureau asks for $41,800 for salaries of clerks and em- 
ployees other than plate printers and plate printers’ assistants, $26,400 for 
wages of plate | beg and $15,200 for various materials for sapari and 
printing other than inctive paper. Will you please give us briefly your 
reasons for there being a deficiency, and an explanation of why these amounts 
are necessary for your Bureau? ` 

Mr. Johxsox. The reason for there peng a deficiency is the fact that the 
committee cut down the appropriation that much below the estimates sub- 
mitted for the cost of the work for this year, and those estimates were made 
carefully and down to the closest figure at which they could be made. The 
cost of the work is just what the tes are. 

* + * * * * * 
ae Fe ee Are the wages of plate printers for which you ask flxed 
W. 
. JOHNSON. They are fixed by the Secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN. As these are the two items for which you ask a deficiency, 
I will ask you if it was not within the power of the Secretary or yourself, by 
reducing salaries, to come within the sum fixed by legislative enactment? 

Mr. JOHNSON. It was probably technically within the power of the Secre- 
tary to do it, but whether it could have been done successfully is the ques- 
tion. The rates for plate printing are fixed, I might say, by agreement with 
the plate printers. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Between them and the Secretary? 

Mr. JoHNsON. Not exactly an agreement; but in case of a reduction in the 
rates the plate printers would be liable to strike and cause an interruption 
of the operation of the Bureau. 

The CHAIRMAN. Were not the wages of the plate printers recently reduced? 

Mr. Jonxsox. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much? 

Mr. Jonxsox. Ten per cent on a certain class of work. 

The CHAIRMAN. t was the aggregato saving by that reduction? 

is d it was . The saving for this 


The CHAIRMAN. Was that $11,000 taken into account when you made your 


o, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. Has that been taken into account in making these esti- 
mates for this deficiency? 7 
Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir; we must get this amount to come out even. We 
have been endeavoring to economize on our estimates to keep down the defi- 


ciency. 

Nr HENDERSON. Then your estimates were too low? 

Mr, JOHNSON. I think they were a little bit too low. 

The CHAIRMAN. If you can save that, and if you did not take into account 
the $11,000, your tes must have been at least $11,000 too low. 

Mr. Jonnson. In making these estimates I anticipated a saving. I saw 

places where I could save. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the second item you asked this year for $195,400, and we 
gre you $469,000, which was the amount you spent last year minus $17,000 

anene and this year you ask $26,400 deficiency, which is $9,000 more than 
you spen last year. Why do you estimate for increase? 

Mr. Jonnson. This year we are — —— bonds. as you know, and that is 
very expensive printing Then the work on postage stamps has added to 


partme: 
Mr. JoHNson. The Post-Office De ent hasan agent and we have rented 
an office for that officer in the new building on F street, the Insurance Build- 
ing: There is no suitable place in the Bureau for him. 
r. SAYERS. What does that agent do, now that your Bureau has under- 
taken the printing of postage stamps? 
Mr. Jounson. Ido not see that he has anything to do, if you ask me the 
direct question. 
Mr. Sayers. Why does your De ent have to rent a room for him? 
Mr. Jounson. That is a part of the agreement between the Treasury and 
the Post-Office Department, that we should provide office room for the agent 
of 1158 5 ment. bished wh 
e CHAIRMAN. i ency was esta when the printing of stam 
was done by private contract, and then the Government was compelled 
have some one to represent itin receiving and distributing these stamps; but 
now that the printing of stamps is done by the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing, is it your judgment t there is any necessity whatever for this 


expendi ? 
Ar. Cannon. I should think that it would be entirely proper that these 
oug. 


stamps, which are to be distributed through the coun be look 
after by the Post-Office Department. That ef ht 333 
it and know where they go, or otherwise the De ent uld do the dis- 


tributing; that is to say, the Post-Office De mt takes the stamps and 
becomes responsible for them in their distribution to the 65,000 post-oftices. 
Mr. JoHNson. No; the Post-Office Department never sees the stamps. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, February 11, 1895. 
Sin: In answer to your inte tory as to why the a riation for the 
plate printing for the fiscal year . incnding the deficiency asked, should 
ex the 1 for the year 1894 by something over $9,000, I beg to 
not the case, which will be shown by the following table: 


say that such 
For fiscal year 1894: 
Actof 1, 1893. . 
Act of April 21, 1804__. — 72,665.92 
$541, 665. 93 
For fiscal year 1895: 
Act of August 18, 189 ..----- «„ 409, 000. 00 
CCC ———V—V— 26, 400. 00 
495, 400. 00 
Decrease in amount for 180 =.. ew Se 46, 265.92 
The appropriations for compensation of employees for the year 1804 were 
549. 5 The deficiency asked will make this appropriation for 1895 


9, 800, 5 a decrease in 1895 under the amount appropriated for 1894 
of $20, 749. 47. appropriations for materials and miscellaneous expenses 
are eee same for the two years. Notwithstanding the reduc- 
tions which are thus shown, the number of impressions estimated to be pro- 
duced in 1895 is substantially the same as was produced in 1804. 


Very respectfully, 
X 5 CLAUDE M. JOHNSON, 
Chief of Bureau, 
2 au: O. P. ee eee ba 
irman Subcommittee on ions, 
House of Representatives, Cnited States. 


Supplemental hearings before subcommittee of House Committee on 4 prid- 
ions, consisting of Messrs. Sayers, O'Neil of Massachusetts, Proska: 
well, and Cannon of Ilinois, in charge of sundry civil appropriation bill for 
1896, concerning printing of postage stamps. 


_ TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, January 11, 1895. 

Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2ist 
ultimo, inclosing inte: to Pasa ted by Hon. H. H. BINGHAM, of Penn- 
sylvania, a member of the C ttee on 1 relative to the 
8 of adhesive postage stamps by t ureau, and to submit an- 
swers thereto. 

I desire to say, in connection with said answers, and in accordance with 
your instruction to submit ny additional information pertaining to this 
3 this Bureau submitted estimates to the Post-Office Department 
November 20, 1893, of the cost of printing adhesive postage stamps for the 
sole p of saving the Government unnecessary expenditure of money 
and of giving to the manufacture of about $50,000,000 worth of these stamps 
the additional security of the system of checks employed in the handling of 
the bank notes, bonds, and other securities of the country without additional 


cost. 

These estimates were accepted and notice of the acceptance was given this 
Bureau about March 1, 1894, thus allowing but four months for pre tion 
for this work, whereas the u had expected at least seven months. The 
machines used in the manufacture of pos stamps in this Bureau are en- 
tirely new, of new pattern, and in several instances were invented by em- 


uring as 

July 1, 1894, with, as before stated, an entire new outfit of machinery and 
without a single operative skilled in this particular work on the rolls of the 
Bureau. Therefore it devolved upon this office to educate a great number of 
people in this work and at the same time accomplish the manufacture of 
postage stamps in immense eS to the satisfaction of the Post-Office 

partment and of the e. It would therefore be unreasonable to ex- 
pect that d the six months of this great unde g the same good 
results should be attained as would be shown at the end of the fiscal year in 
the annual report on the operations of the Bureau. In fact, it seems very 
unfair that under these conditions the Bureau should be required to make a 
statement upon which judgment of any kind is to be passed so soon after 
undertaking this work. 

The advantage that would be ed in a statement of the cost of this work 
ata 1 of the year is shown by the fact that from July 1 to Novem- 
ber 30, 1894, the e in prin etc., was 211 per cent, while during the 
month of December alone it was but 14.8 per cent. Lanticipate that the spoil- 
age in the next few months will be reduced to about 5 per cent, which will 
make considerable difference in the general cost of the work. There is no 
doubt that the more familiar the ratives become with the machinery and 
the more experience they have in processes, the less will be the amount 


‘ 
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le required to do the work, 
aes by this 
stamps, 


of spoiled work and the fewer the number of peop 

Dereon cf the cant oF E he LAA B cand ordinary postage. 
urean @ COS g the 1 and 2 cen 

which represent about 00 r cent of the whole amount of these stamps re- 

quired, was 5 cents per 1,000 stamps, or $20 per 1,000 sheets. From a careful 

i we red cs gg roducing these stamps to-day in this Bureau I find 

the total cost per 1,000 sheets to be $18.0178. 

With certain contemplated improvements to the Bureau's machinery, some 
of which are now in course of co: ction, I can safely predict t the 
present cost will be reduced to a considerable extent, and while the experi- 
ence of the past six months will show that this Bureau has apat more than 
the amount estimated for that period, I am 8 to sax 
ence justifies the estimates e, and that the future wiil 
amount of sa’ promised when the estimates were submitted. It should 
be remembered that the difficulties have been so great at the commencement 
of this work that it has not been a question of cost so much as a question of 
supplying, from day to day, the stamps necessary for the business of the 
country, and that a great deal of the work has béen done in over hours and at 
night, which is less productive of good results for the same proportion of ex- 
penditure than work done in the ordinary business hours. is condition, 
now that our operativesare trained to the work, will not exist longer than the 
present month, and after that time I am confident that the cost of this work 
will be reduced even below that of the present time. 

The answers to the interrogatories su tted by General BINGHAM are as 


follows: 
(1) The estimates submitted in 1885 by this Bureau for the manufacture of 
stamps was 8 per 1,000 . . The estimate submitted in 
Res was as follows: y stamps, $0. * 1.000; 9 S duo stam 
1 per pooo he 2 stamps, $0.114 per 1,000. e estimate o 
was submitted after the bids received by the Postmaster-General were 


opened. 
9 The estimate submitted in 1885 included a pro rata of the cost of super- 
intendence and other items that would not be increased by the addition of 
the postage stamps to the work of the Bureau, while the estimate of 1893 
covered only the cost of the additional labor and material required to execute 


e stamps. 
(3) Thee cost of the additional labor and material required for manufactur- 
iig anois the stamps, as shown by the work actually done to December 


apart from that of 
eir manufacture can 


No account is kept of the cost of the postage stam 
other work, but the additional expense on account of 
be asce from the accounts as kept. 

(4) The general quality of the work done has been 
been no 3 7 defects in the prin , perforating, or 
A few of the 2-cent stamps first issued were light co 
at once remedied. The officials of the Post-Office Department made com- 
plaint as to the gor the stamps first sent to postmasters, and in- 
vestigation showed that the applied was too thin and was absorbed by 
the paper to such an extent that cient de: t of it was not left on the 
surface of the stamps to adhere s propon when applied to mailing matter. 
This condition of affairs was the t, in my opinion, of undue haste in the 
gumming of the stamps, caused by apprehension on the part of the postage- 
stamp agent of the Post-Office Department that the s of ones trans- 
ferred from New York would be exhausted before those prepa: by this 
Bureau would be ready for delivery. 

though I assured the Post-Office Department that the Bureau would be 
able to supply all demands for postage stamps, an order was issued that this 
Bureau should finish 10,000,000 stamps a day, which was a greater amount 
than the capacity of the Bureau at that time warranted. Toaccomplish this 
the operatives employed in guinming the stamps thinned the gum, with the 
result aboye indicated. The assi ent to work of inexperienced ex- 
aminers who were entirely unfa: with the requirements and passed the 
chin! A eee sheets was another result of the undue haste referred to. 
The defect was not discovered until the stamps were issued to the mas- 
ters and used to a certain extent by the peonia; but when brought to the 
attention of the Bureau was at once corrected. Since the 25th of October 
the stamps have been gummed to the satisfaction of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, and there is now no complaint as to any of the work on the stam 
except some imperfect perforation of the stamps, caused by the dies of the 
Ligeia a J machines being too much worn, and as the urgency of this work 
required the operation of these machines day and night, there has not, 
until recently, been any opportunity to make the necessary repairs. 0 
machines are now being furnished with new dies and no cause for complaint 
on this ground will any longer exist. 
(5) The number of 2 spoiled in the course of manufacture up to De- 
cn 1 31 7 291,821,700, and this is 19.6 per cent of the total number origi- 
„Di 


rinted. 
(6) The number of stamps of Bureau manufacture furnished to postmas- 
ters upon oi arene of the Post-Office Department up to December 31 was 
683,830,666. Of these 30,298,183 stamps were returned the Post-Office De- 
partment upon complaint of postmasters as to 


their tness for use. The 
unfitness was due to the gumming only. 

(7) The number of stamps of Bureau manufacture in the vault on Decem- 
ber 31 was 305,466,589. Of this amount, 293,727,009 stamps were of the stock 
gonimed prior to October 25 and were not being issued on requisitions, but 

t is believed that a very considerable portion of them are fit for issue, and 
it —— intention to have them examined and assorted when opportunity 
pe 

(8) The synom of checks and balances in operation in this Bureau to pre- 
vent the a i 


and there have 
neral workmanship. 
or, but this defect was 


at apin packages of 1,000 
of the Treasury; is then coun in that office and 


held for issue to this ean upon proper orders and requisitions. On the 
pro e yen? issued by the Post-Office Department, the amount of paper 
or’ 


as it is need: 


y ed quan’ 
for each printer employed 


these parses are combined into larger packages of 1,000 sheets each. The 
imperfect impressions are ne spt into 
olive 


5 
‘ration are put up in packages OF 1.000 sheets each and sent to the perforating 


room. ry Depart- 
ment, as above indicated. Those sent to the perforating room are perforated, 
separated into sheets containing 100 stamps each, and are taken from the ma- 
chines directly to the counters, who count them. The perfect sheets are 
made up into packages of 500 sheets, or 50,000 stamps each, each hundred 
sheets being separated by a printed marker. Each of these is 
counted by two counters, each of whom acts as a check u 
The perfect sheets are tied up between bc ards in bundles of four pac 
each and are delivered to the finished vault. The imperfect sheets are can. 
celed and delivered to the division of loans and currency, sabore nonan: 
ent an 


y th sealing wax and a pa 
is placed on each end. These envelopes and packages are then sent to the 
Washington City post-office and red. 
During the entire ee of t 


It was even then tho) 

r who should have received 50,000 ps „byan 
king, received 100,000 stam In accordance with this theory 
t Postmaster-General sent out tracers to all t masters 
who had been supplied on the same order with the postmaster at Ionia, Mich. 
These tracers had 


Smith. It was found that he had offe for sale postage stamps at a very 
large discount, and that some of the stamps so offered were of the Bureau 
manufacture, which had not been issued to postmasters or placed on sale, 
and which therefore could not have come into his hands except by theft. 
Smith was at once d. 

William B. Smith, the principal, was appointed a laborer and assigned to 
2 int this Bureau June 20,1894. He was at first assigned to packing stam: 
in the 8 and 3 was transferred as a helper in the 
vault. It was his duty to put in Pati il places the stamps delivered to 
the finished vault and to take out for delivery the stamps required to fill the 

ce It was ne his 1 to 
n an n 


ent. 


e. His compensation rash: nei during the time that he was emplo 
in the Bureau, $40.43 a month. He w. D 
of New Jersey; Hon. JoHN W. DANIEL, of V 
son. His statement when he reported for dut 
small place only as a temporary matter and un 
given a better one. 

(10) The number of stamps stolen is as follows: 


eight hours a day, with an allowance for such extra time as he actuall: 
mad ved 
unn, 


nia, and Mr. L. Cabell William: 
was that he accepted the 
such time as he should be 


Fünen neeekekkke E E A E E 40, 


The stamps were missed from this Bureau before their loss was discovered 
by outside detectives, but no circumstance had transpired to throw suspi- 
cion ee 1 of this Bureau or to lead to the belief that ears 
were being stolen until the information was received as above stated. ro 
detective who first discovered that o g were being offered for sale failed 
to communicate the fact to the officers of this Bureau, and thus some time 
yan lost: It is difficult to determine the precise dates when the thefts oc- 
curred. 

(1) The stamps could not haye been missed sooner by this Bureau under 
any system of checks and balances that could be de These thefts were 
the result of dishonesty on the part of an employee who was eo nae to be 
fully trustworthy.and who was therefore in a position to purloin the stamps, 
as he did, from 3 which had been finally Prepared 8 8 
to ters. The thieves were 1 ug ation of the jury. 

) The money appropriated to the Post-Otlee Department for the manu- 
facture of adhesive postage stamps is used by that Department to pay the 
bills of this Bureau for the number of stamps completed and delivered by it, 
and the amounts of these bills are carried by warrant to the credit of the ap- 
propriations for this Bureau, and thus become available by it to pay the 
expenses of manufacturing and furnishing the stamps. This is done in ac- 
cordance with the uniform practice of the Treasury re for years. 
The internal-revenue stamps were formerly furnished by this Bureau 
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8 „and the Treasury notes of 1890 are now being furnished by it in 
same wa; 
a5) N RS 


of the 


ufacture, storage, far as it can be se) 
rated from the a a oe 9,537 8 aoe hace 


however, includes 
ghtening rooms connected with 


cture 
treated asa of the work of the Bureau. and 
Etre tenes piped ert F 
AS — notes and pee and other work for 
rtments of the 8 


th 

and that he be sui e rooms for himself 

nc ce with ent, rooms were furnished the agent 2 the 

ice De: tin this Burean, but, being located so near the space 

in which th the 9 5 packed for shipment, they were not 8 
suita 88 and. Lee 8 and with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the the Postmaster-Gene: rooms were procured for 
him in the Nati: Unten Building, on F street, near Ninth street, city. 
The rental rooms was authorized by Congress fora riod of four 


months, and an appropriation w was made for —— expense thus incurred. 
Fay rooms were selected he postage-stamp agent, with the approval of 
the Postmaster-Gen wie h is sufficient to indicate that they are properly 
located for the tend 
As an evidence of the fact or the work of ne uie stampsi 
to the satisfaction of the Post-O! op ery Bog yin the 
onor to su mit M a letter 8 rom the 


ene 
Very respectfully, CLAUDE M. Abe gl 


EA K Aen DEPARTMENT, 
MASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington. D. C., January 9, 1895. 


SIR: After a careful of the manufact 


Eugrav 
ger any doubt of the abili 


ficient quanti to meet the d 
think, however. a reserve of several h 


Yours, very respectfully, 


Mr. Mette M. JOHNSON, 
hief of Bureau o, of Engraving and Printing, Washington, D. C. 


L 


Copy of blank form of and specifications issued to bidders in 
ance of public advertisement of the oe a dated October 16, 
1888, for 3 ‘or f the Post-Office Department with adhesive 


tutes of the 
or the contract and 


meron ey United States the sum of 
5 FOR ADHESIVE ae STAMPS. 


Tho unde: , doing business in the city of ——, 
submit to 88 Deparlment. in conformity to th — —.— an adver- 
tisoment and tions dated October 18. 1893, a printed y of which is 
hereto attached and made 


hereof, the following proposal for furnishing 
begin 


adhesive work to during a period of four years Ding on the iat day ot Jus, 


1894, the work to be done in — — con! z — feet of av: 
able space in fireproof buil ng d Own ani ignated as ———,on 
Soret te the cle at , and State of „to wit: Á 


In the event of the saceptaùos of the foragnin 
the said agree . ia on daya trom the 


ce, to enter into con 
e of the ad . —.— — — r 


d settled damages, and not as 
to be sued for in the name of f the Un od 


(Signature of the bidder.)* 


—. 
— — . 


GUARANTY, 

We, tee and bind ourselves, and each of us, our and each 
of our heirs, — and administrators, in the event that a contract for 
furnishing adhesive postage stamps, 

tisement and specifications of October 16. 18%, shall be awarded to „and 
in case of failure of the said to enter into contract as above, that we 
will forfeit and pay to the United States the sum of $25,000, for which forfeit- 

will be jointly and severally liable, as liquidated damages. 


— 1803. 


(Signatures of guarantors.) ———- ——., 


CERTIFICATE. 
in the State of 


— — 

PROPOSALS FOR FURNISHING ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMPS. 

[Advertisement.} 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE 9 
. Washington, D. C. 16, 1899. 
Sealed eee es carrying on the business of steel- 
piste en prac or Pheer heer or vao have had experience in conduct- 
that at this Department until 12 clock noon, 
1 the 15th of November, 1508. for ‘or furnishing adhesive 
stamps of the following-named classes, in such quantities as may be ed for 
8 toe ment duringa period of four years, beginning on the lst day of 
aly. 


C —— ae ee 


Postage-due stam 
Special-delive: ea the bi kene t 
Proposals m > made on lank Departmen 
securely enveloped and sealed, indorsed `“ ‘or furnishing adhesive 
and addressed to the Third — Postmaster-General, 


stam 
B. G. 1 be handed in at or before 
the noa Abova ee for the pt thereof; otherwise, they will not be 


is) a 
Blank forms of with full specifications, will be furnished 
plication to the t Postmaster-General. a 
WILSON S. BISSELL, 
Postmaster-General, 


Specifications—Furnishing adhesive postage stamps. 
KIND OF STAMPS. 
Bids are invited for each of the several kinds of stamps, as follows: 


a ed a og by the 


Ordinary stamps for use of the public. 
Newspaper and periodical stamps. 
us stam 
-delivery ps. 


SIZES OF STAMPS. 
The sizes of the stamps shall be the same as those of the corresponding 
5 
stamps. 7 


a hee 6 little over fifteen-sixteenths of an inch 
1 and . i 1 by l. 170 for * engraving, exclusive of blank 


e stamps, a little over twelve-sixteenths of an inch by one inch 
(#4 by for the engraving ving, exclusive of blank 


margin. 
nanpi a littlo over 1 of an — b Rea 


inch and seven (H by ly) for the engraving, exclusive of 
To init of proper perforation, the blank margin between the dif- 
ferent stamps on a sheet shall be of equal wid ipie on the corresponding, 


kinds now issued. 
DIES, ROLLS, AND PLATES. 
The dies and rolls now in use for furnishing postage 
erty of the Government, will F } bid 3 
after the execution bec he proval bh the contractas he may uire them; and 
from such dies and must produce the necessary working p with 
which to provide a pe tent supply of — of the several 


nominations om me deliveries prom as — 7 from the beginni 

the contract te The wor plates ch stamps are now bain, 

farnished will also. if found by ite ih bo turn 

over to the new contractor as soon na tl eir use can be dispe: with under 
new con: 


the present contract, either before or after the 
term. 


The contractor will be required 3 dies, rolls. and plates 
from which the stamps are produced, and to renew them whenever required. 
The several series of stamps comprehended in these specifications 
made up— 


are now 


‘The ordinary stamps, of 11 denominations. 
‘The newspaper an ical stamps, of 24 denominations. 

e 1 
It is e . of th d periodical, the 

n e ne an 

<4 the speclal- delivery sta stamps will be during the exist- 

8 changes in the series of stamps, nothing 
When the or firm, the names of all the persons com- 
posing it must be to proposal or em rein. 
To be signed district or circuit judge of the United States, or by a 
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tive can be now stated, Sanus Sas the present 30 and 90 cent denomina- 


will probably be at once abandoned, and four new denominations—50 
8 e of e cay T 
u 8 a subj 
Sasuneut und oo 5 es, rolis, and plates made in time for 
printing when the contract term k 
It is to be distinctly understood t 


h ones of f ie sta hen he dee: tt 
ht to change the any o e ps w. ever may m 

— r. or to add new nominations, and in any such case the contractor 
drawings, dies, rolls, and working plates without 


with the preparation, renewal, and repair of the 
dies, rolls, and plates shall be done Taber the immediate supervision of the 
contractor and of the Government agent, and in accordance with such regu- 
lations as the Postmaster-General may prescribe. 

The contractor shall not manufacture or permit to be manufactured by 
any person in his employ any dies, rolls, or plates for moug postage 
stamps, except such as may be required for his use in arrine on e con- 
tract, and he shall be liable in 383388 for the unauth manufacture of 
such dies, rolls, and plates, and for the production of stamps therefrom. He 
Shall be responsible for the safe-keeping of the dies, rolls, and plates while 
in his use or custody; when not in use they safely stored and kept in 
such 2 er and under such regulations as the ter-General may 
rescr 
PAM! dies. rolls, and plates made or used at any time in filling the contract 
shall immediately become the absolute property of the United States, and, 
together with those that may be turned over to the contractor, shall be deliy- 


ered in good 8 tothe Postmaster General, or his authorized agent. 

5 discontinued t be required to be canceled or de- 
‘orn-out or mtinu es may 

stroyed at the discretion of . under such regulations 

as he may prescribe. = 


COLORS OF STAMPS. 
The colors of the stamps at the outset shall be the same as those of the cor- 
ding kinds now used; but the Postmaster-General shall have the right 

—— the colors whenever he may think proper. to do so, provided that in 
any puch changes the contractor shall be compe! for any extra expense 
thereby involved; and also provided thatif less er nara co! be selec’ 
the Department shall be credited with the reduction in cost, the amount 
such increase or reduction to be determined by the Postmaster-General. 
Aniline colors shall not be used. 

New denominations, when introduced, shall be of such colors as the Post- 
master-General may select. 

MODE AND QUALITY OF PRINTING. 


No. 2. For stam ted by steam power which a 
of the work, ae — acit piah to bə done by a ae 
No. 3. For stamps printed by presses upon which all the work is done by 


shall „ opened. the 


The printing shall be done from hardened steel plates, 
highest style of the art of steel engra and shall be sub; in every re- 
spect tothe approval of the Postmaster-General or his duly authorized agent. 

PAPER, GUMMING, PERFORATIONS, ETC. 

Tho papar from which the stamps are to be printed must be run and cal- 
endered to a uniform thickness, each sheet to be fair, and free 
from creases and folds, and it shall be equal in ty, sizing, finish, and 
tensile strength to that of the samples attached to these specifications. The 
be watermarked, in the discretion of the Post- 


master-General, with such design of watermark as he shall approve. The 
ane shall be well the best quality of ve gum uni- 
formly laid on. The s shall be perforated in best manner, so that 
every stamp may be readily d ed for use. shall be well 


so as to prevent them from adherin 

the ma oE ne 2 s ——— to beled — more — Pe 
stamps. e si subject in every respect e approval oi 
Postmaster-General or his duly authorized agent, and his right of rejection 
shall be absolute. All spoiled and rejected stamps shall be effectually can- 
celed by and at the expense of the contractor, in such manner as the Post- 
master-General may direct, and shall then be turned over to the Postmaster- 
General or his duly authorized agent for destruction. 


BUILDING, PLACE OF MANUFACTURE, ETO. 


ressed and snitabl ked or put 
R y pac. P 


The stamps will be required to be manufactured ina buil and 
apartments distinct from those in which any other work is done, the 
mises shall be fitted up with a fire and 9 safe or vault, to be 


ico oy provided for storing the finished stamps: the said_building, a; 
ments, and safe or vault to be subject tothe approval of the Postmaster-Gen- 
ill also be made by the tractor 


con for the safe- 
the stamps while in course of 


on, under 

1 p eral or his duly 
authorized agent, and mates to his approval. The building must at all hours 
Postmaster- 


natein his proposal the building in which he proposes to manufacture the 
stamps, ani P the purpose. 
AGENT—OFFICE ROOMS—INSPECTION. 


Boatmaster-General shall also have the ri t at any time to cause an m- 


tion to be made, an t or nts whom he ma d - 
pate forthe purpose, oi Aptis sees 5 and vaults —.— — 
facture and storage of stamps, and of the stamps in course of manufacture or 


The contractor shall furnish the resident agent of the Department and his 
clerks 1 — — properly 3 — rooms 9 with the 
premises on w. e stamps are made, for the transaction business 
of the agency, without cost — — 


STOCK ON HAND, 


will be required to have at the 

term a sufficient stock of the several kinds and 1 
eee gence eee t. and thereafter he shall at all 

keep on hand such a quantity T 

meet the orders of the Department, and bag heaps remeber Foe all con- 

a the of the contract; 


of the or 


his duly authorized agent or . —— The 


shall have the right to uire 
the existence of thi re. 


sum as he merse props for errors made by the contractor in the 

stamps when issued to 

ar a greater or less v: 

ete t that the exigencies of the public service shall require the 
n the even ee e public ce 

acceptance by the Department of any stamps which, in the opinion of the 

Postmaster. eral or of his duly authorized agent, are not f uly up to con- 

tract requirements, the ag rede ia to the Postmaster-General absolu: 

to fix such price therefor, than the regular price. as may seem to him j 

and reasonable under all the circumstances; and payment at this rate 

be a complete discharge of all liability on the part of the Government for 


such stany 
On 5 ap erg furnish. when called for, any of the stamps covered 
the Postmaster-General reserves the right to cause them to 


t. 
Should the contractor, in the performance of work under the contract, 


make unauthorized use of any machinery, or material, or other thing on 
which a patent has been ted by the United States, the Governa ta to 
be made free of all lia for such infringement. 


PACKING—BLANKS. 
When fifty or more sheets of stamps are required to be sent to any ad- 
dress, they must be ked in strong binders’ board boxes, bound on ie 
edges and corners with muslin, and enveloped in two thicknesses of strong 
manila paper; but when less than that number are required to fill an order 
they shall be inclosed in strong manila envelopes equal to those now in use 
for the same p! ; Sach envel as well as b labels of directions for 
the wrapped S, to be furnished by the contractor and addressed by 

the agent. the wrapped and the envelopes inclosing stam 
— maua sealed m oien and a with 3 stamp = weet te = 

ice, or securely fastened with a pa seal of special design, subject to 

P or his dul authorized a ent. The con- 


approval of the 
tractor shall also furnish all blanks required to be in 
will begin on the Ist of July 


DELIVERY. 
Deli of the stam: 
they shall be farniah in such nantities as may be orde: 
ment, daily or otherwise, to fill the requisitions of 
be put up 5 mailing. 
y 


© stamps ma uired to be delivered by the contractor in separate 
packages, as above provi for, at the sara sem in the place where they are 
manufactured, or at such other post-office in the immediate vicinity of the 


place of manufacture as the Postmaster-General may direct, and er such 


tions as he may prescribe. 
STOCK ON HAND AT EXPIRATION OF CONTRACT. 


Any lus over that quantity may be destroyed, at the 
Postunmever- General, without any compensation therefor. 


on 
of such issue. 


REPORTS. 
The contractor will be required to report weekly or otherwise, under 

and in such manner and form as ma bp prescribed 6 

v Aei ů ant kis of stamps manufactured (finished, 

PPA aici toe tad itera ag me the number available for 
ue. 


AWARD—FORM OF BIDS. 


The contract will be awarded, as a whole, to the lowest responsible bidder, 
on the basis of the number of the several kinds of stamps issued during the 
year ending June 30, 1593, as follows: " 


Ordinary stamps for use of the publi- -2-2 22Ã.. 2, 780, 208. 

Newspaper and periodical pum PENS ia * 4,171, 081 
P ue stamps ---- 138.101, 00 
Special-delivery stamps ttt 3, 523, 070 


Each bidder must submit a proposal for fu 
3 and his proposal should 
one 


these ostmaster-Gen- 
eral reserves the right to make a sel .... BOTERE OHO 
bids specified. ot nyt mien es eee be required todemon- 
strate to the satisfaction of the Postmaster-General, within teu days from 
date of notice ven him to do so, that he either has in his possession 
to VVV 
with which to ‘ly commence and 8 the contract. the Post- 
shall be satisfied of the inability of a bidder to ‘orm the 
contract, he may, in his discretion, decline to accept the bid, t notice, 


APRIL 2, 


In case it should be decided by the 5 the Treasury 
bids or estimates for doing the work and furnishing the stamps by the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing, the Postmaster-General reserves the right to 
make award under said bids or estimates, if ey. should be found to be lower 
or more advan us to the Government than the bids submitted by private 
bidders, the work to be performed in such event in general conformity to 
these Sree Tr E such regulations as may be adopted by the Post- 
master-General with the concurrence of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

PROPOSALS—AGREEMENT—BOND. 

Each proposal must be signed by the individual or partnership making it, 
and when made by a partnership the name of each partner thereof must be 
discl ; and it must be accompanied with a ranty, signed by at least 
two responsible guarantors, that the bidder shall, within ten daysafter being 
called upon to do so, execute a contract, with at least two good and sufficient 
sureties of the character and to be certified as hereinafter required, to fur- 
Ra gen FAA and in quantities as ordered the article or articles to be fur- 
nished by him, and faithfully and diligently to keep, perform, and abide b 
each and every of the requirements, provisions, and termsof such contract, an 
these specifications to be thereto annexed, the responsibility and sufficiency of 
the signers to such guaranty to be certified to by a district or circuit judge ora 
district attorney of the United States; and by such contract the contractor and 
his sureties shall covenant and agree that in case the said contractor shall fail 
to do or perform all or any of the covenants, stipulations, and agreements of 
said contract on the part of thesaid contractor to be performed, as therein set 
forth, the said contractor and his sureties shall forfeit and pay to the United 
States of America the sum of $200,000, for which said forfeiture the said con- 
tractor and his sureties shall be jointly and severally liable, as fixed, settled, 
and liquidated damages, and not as a poon to be sued for in the name of 
the United States. such sureties shall justify their responsibility by affi- 
davit, showing that mpg severally own and possess property of the clear 
value in the a gate of $100,000 over and above all debts and liabilities and 
all prope by law exempt from execution, to be sworn to before a district 
or circuit judge of the United States, and to be approved by him or by a dis- 
trict attorney of the United States. 

If the bidder to whom the first award may be made should fail toenter into 
a contract, as herein provided, or if after entering into contract it should be 
annulled by the Postmaster-General because of the contractor's inability to 
properly begin work under it, then the contract may be let to the next 

lowest responsible bidder, if not deemed too high by the Postmaster-General, 

and so on until the required contract is executed; and such next lowest bid- 
der shall be required to fulfill every stipulation embraced herein as if he 
were the original ty to whom the contract was awarded. 

The contract will also provide that if at any time during its continuance 
the sureties, or either of them, shall die or become irresponsible, the Post- 
master-General shall have the right to require additional and sufficient sure- 
ties, which the contractor shall furnish to the acceptance of the Postmaster- 
General within ten days after notice; and in default thereof, the contract 
may be annulled. 

RESERVATIONS. 

The Postmaster-General reserves the right to reject any and all bids if, in 
bis judgment, the interest of the Government shall require it; also the right 
to annul the contract when made, if the contractor shall fail to properly 
gin work under it, or if there shall be a failure at any time to perform faith- 

ully any of its stipulations, or in case of a willful attempt to impose upon 
partment stamps inferior to those saparo 

The contract can not in any case be lawfully transferred or assigned. 

PAYMENTS. 

Payments for stamps actually issued and delivered will be made monthly, 
after proper examination and verification of accounts. 

Payments may be withheld i the Postmaster-General if it shall ap 
his satisfaction that the contract has not been complied with in any cular. 

EXTENSION. 

Should the interest of the Government require, the contract may be ex- 
tended for any period or periods beyond the time named, notexceeding three 
months in all, by order of the Postmaster-General, and the contract prices 
and all conditions herein set forth shall govern in such extended contract. 

ADDRESS OF PROPOSALS. 

Proposals must be made on the blank form hereto annexed, securely en- 

veloped and sealed, indorsed “Pro for furnishing eee poraga 


man 8 addressed to the Third tant Postmaster-General, 
. WILSON S. BISSELL, 
Host master- General. 
Post-Orrice DEP. 


ARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., October 16, 1893. 


COPY OF ORDER (NO. 18) OF POSTMASTER-GENERAL, DATED FEBRUARY 21. 
18%, AWARDING TO THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING THE 
WORK OF FURNISHING ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMPS TO THE POST-OFFICE 
DEPARTMENT FOR AN INDEFINITE PERIOD, AND REJECTING THE PRO- 
POSALS OF PRIVATE BIDDERS SUBMITTED IN PURSUANCE OF PUBLIC 
ADVERTISEMENT DATED OCTOBER 16, 18993, AND IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE 
REQUIREMENTS OF SECTION 3709 OF THE REVISED STATUTES OF THE 
UNITED STATES, ron CONTRACT FOR FURNISHING THE POST-OFFICE DE- 
PARTMENT WITH ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMPS FOR AND DURING A PERIOD 
OF, FOUR YEARS, BEGINNING ON THE 1ST DAY OF JULY, 18%. 

No. 18.—Order of Postmaster-General awarding work rof fred resin adhesive 

postage stamps to the Bureau of Engraving Printing. 

No. 59.] FEBRUARY 21, 1804. 
Ordered: It appearing to the Postmaster-General that the interest ot the 

Government requires it, itis hereby ordered that the proposals received at 

this Department on the 15th of November, 1893, for furnishing adhesive 

age stamps during the four years beginning on the Ist day of July, 1894, be all 

rejected, and that the work of preparing and furnishing such stamps be done 

by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury De: ment, upon 
the basis of its estimate transmitted through the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Memorandum of agreement between the Secretary 27 the Treasury and the Post- 
master General, relative to the furnishing of adhesive postage and special- 
delivery stamps by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

1. The Bureau of Engraving and Printing is to manufacture, substantially 
after the manner of manufacturing now in vogue, furnishing the necessary 
labor and materials therefor, and in all respects subject to the approval of 
the Postmaster-General or his authorized representatives, all the adhesive 
postage and special-delivery stamps, of the kinds and denominations now in 
use or hereafter to be adopted, that may be called for by the Post-Office De- 

ent during the period of four years from the Ist of July, 1804; and it is 
constantly on hand a stock of all such stamps sufficient to promptly 
meet the wants of postmasters as communicated in orders of the Department. 

83 kinds of these stamps now in use and to be furnished are 

OWN as— 


2 stamps. 


— stamps, 

8 -delivery stamps. 

2. The stamps in general are to be turned over daily to the nt of the 

Post-Office Department upon formal orders sent to him by the office of the 

Third Assistant Postmaster-General, — sine. the needa of tmasters 
es as may be therein specified, 


p: 
ciry post-office for dispatch to their seyeral destinations by registered mail. 


up to that time by the American Bank 
=~ 8 stamps. beste de F 

i en fifty or more sheets of stamps are required to be sent to any ad- 
dress they are to be ked in strong binder's-board boxes, bound ni the 
edges and corners with muslin, and enveloped in two thicknesses of strong 
manila paper; but when less than that number are required to fill an order 
they are to be inclosed in strong manila envelopes equal to those now in use 
for the same pu. ; such envelopes, as well as blank labels of direction for 
the wrapped packages, to be furnished by the Bureau and addressed by the 
postage-stamp agent. All the wrapped packages and the envelopes inclosing 
stamps are, after verification by the agent, to be securely sealed with wax 
and impressed with a stamp of s device, or securely fastened with a 
paper seal of special omg Sp subject to the approval of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. The Bureau is also to fw h blank invoices for transmission with the 
stamps, intended to be signed as receipts by the postmasters to whom the 
stamps are sent, which invoices or receipts are to be filled up properly b 
the agent and inclosed with the stamps before sealing. Any other blank 
forms or circulars that may be found necessary to inclose with the packages 
of stamps are also to be furnished by the Bureau. enever necessary the 
stamps are to be so wrapped in paraffin paper as to prevent their adhésion 
9 8 transmission, the wrapping to be to what is now done. 

4. The Bureau is to furnish to the agent of the Post-Office Departmen’ 
contiguous to the rooms where the stamps are to be packed, suitable an 
5 quarters for himself and the employees under him, an 

ve every facility for superintending the manufacture, packing, an 
de ihe Bind the stamps. He is to be the general medium of intercourse be- 
tween the Post-Office Department and the Bureau. is to have the right to look 
generally after the interests of that Department connected with the making 
and pao bon of stamps, and is to be subject only to its orders. 

5. The Burean is to keep securely all the stamp dies, rolls, or plates nowin 


ch 

6. The Bureau is to make oe Seren! weekly reports in detail to the postage- 
1 agent, showing the kinds and denominations of stamps manufactured, 
issued, and on hand, and the number spoiled. And all — stamps are to 
be destroyed weekly, under the supervision and with the cooperation ot the 


ent. 
ag At the end of every month accounts are to be rendered to the postage- 
conc — — by the Bureau, showing the number and kinds of stamps deliy- 
ered during the month, whereupon, after such accounts have been verified 
and approved by the agent, the Post-Office 8 is to pay the Bureau 
e United 8 0 


by warrant on tates Treasurer, cost of man ture at the 

following rates: 

Ordinary postage stam tho d nie 
. ry Gi Ahorn T2 3 5 

Newspaper and periodical stamps a thousand 11.4 

Postage-due stamps a thousand — 6.05 

Special-delivery stamps a thousand a» 4 


8. This arrangement may be modified, with the co: 0 
A the Secretary of the Treasury, at any time when found to be 
ru i 


: J. G. CARLISLE, 
Secre: 0 easury, 
W.. Uu 
Fostmaster- General. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 9, 1894. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] has 
made a point of order. Doss the gentleman in charge of the bill 
desire to sa ee on the point of order? 

Mr. C ON. o; Lam willing to let the Chair rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BrncHam] desire to say anything on the point of order made 
against the amendment? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, Mr. Chairman; but I supposed from the 
statement of the Chair that the matter of the point of order was 
held in abeyance until I had completed my statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied his ten min- 
utes on the merits of the case. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is there any limitation in the time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understood from the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. There was a limitation as to the other matter 
but I do not think there is here, except the five-minute rule, an 
I think it was understood between the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania and myself, with consent of the Committee of the Whole 
House, that he should have such time as he desired. 

Mr. BINGHAM. As I understood the gentleman in charge of 
the bill, when we came to this paragraph there was to be general 
debate. That was the understanding when the bill was first sub- 
mitted to the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman that I have no de- 
sire to prevent his avt such time as he wishes; but I suggest 
to him that it is now past 4. Does the gentleman think we 
can complete the bill this afternoon? How much time does he 
think the discussion will take? 


1896. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. I do not know. $ 

Mr.CANNON. Well, how much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want a very few moments myself; but hope 
that I shall provoke a debate upon the proposition. k 

Mr. C ON. Ihopesuch time as the gentleman desires may 


be given. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will pro- 
ceed, if there is no objection. 


Mr. HAGER. I object. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the committee, the question here involved is simply the throw- 


ing open to public competition of the printing of postage stamps. 
The practical question is, How can postage stamps be printed at 
the lowest cost? 

Mr. Chairman, it may well be that if this point of order be 

ressed by the distinguished gentleman from Texas, who yester- 

y succeeded in having an 1 ion of 830,000 inserted in 
this bill, without the report of any committee of the House in 
favor of it—it may be that if this point of order be pressed, against 
the interests of American labor, the Chairman will feel bound to 
sustain it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want to say to the gensieman that I am going 
to press it, and I am not going to withdraw it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Theinformation is satisfactory 
enough to me, though it was hardly necessary for the gentleman 
from Texas to have conveyed it at this time, especially as it came 
out of my five minutes. But I want to call the attention of the 
committee to this fact, that one amendment in the interest of 
American labor, providing for back Py for three years on leave 
of absence to the next of kin or legal representatives of printers 
employed in the printing office, was passed here without objec- 
tion. Why? Because, although we all knew that this change of 
the existing law was there, we did not care to take a stand against 
the manifest justice of the proposition in favor of the interest of 
skilled labor. 

Now, I speak in behalf of the skilled artisan, the skilled me- 
chanic, in alone great cities; that is, in Chicago, Philadelphia, New 
York, and every city where men are employed by bank-note por- 
ing companies. I say that the statistics show that our bank- 
note companies can make these stamps at a cost varying from 5} 
cents to 5.85 cents per thousand, whereas the same number of 
postage stamps now cost the Treasury . 9% cents. It 
is for this reason that I advocate the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], because the record 
shows that since the change has gone into operation there has 
been a spoilage account of 4,000,000 postage stamps. Isay that 
the printing of these stam should be thrown open to pub- 
lic competition, because in the large cities our skilled mechanics 
with plants that have been in existence for the last half century 
can do the work better and at less cost than the Government of 
the United States can do it; and it is for this reason the amend- 
ment should beincorporated intothe statutes of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the point of order raised by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. SAYERS|— 

Mr. BING I understand the question is upon the point 
of order? 

The CHAIRMAN, Itis. The Chair will say that there is much 
force in What the gentleman from Pennsylvania has said respecting 
that section of the statute, and the bidding of different es for 
the privilege of supplying those articles to the General Govern- 
ment; but it is the understanding of the Chair that the Attorney- 
General has made a construction of that by which the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing can compete for the Spicy or thes 
stamps. Now, as the Chair understands, theamendment er— 

Mr. BINGHAM. That I do not dispute. A fair competition I 
do not dispute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania prohibits the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing from printing these stamps after 1897, which is clearly new 
legislation, inasmuch as it prohibits the Government from becom- 
ing a bidder in competition with private individuals; and for that 
reason the Chair will sustain the point of order made by the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr, CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise 
and report this bill with amendments to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will allow me. 

Mr. CANNON. For one moment, certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now submit the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words“ Revised Statutes,” on line 13, page 17, insert the following: 

And provided, That no part of the moneys herein appropriated shall be 
expended or used for the production and issue of postage stamps, the cost of 
producing and issuing said stamps being reimbursable out of the funds appro- 
priated to the Post-Office Department or procuring the same, and the Chief 
of the Bureau of Engravin 
the cost by items of produ 
work done by his Bureau.” 

Mr. SAYERS. H raise the point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I now ask unanimous consent 
to return to page 2, for the purpose of enabling the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DANIELS] to move an amendment which 
will explain itself. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DANIELS. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


At the end of line 12, page 2, add, asa new paragraph, the following: 

For a brick addition, 1 story in height, extending N 16 feet from 
the northerly side and 10 feet from the easterly end of the United States post- 
oifice building in the city of Buffalo, and 73 feet in depth on the northerly sid 
and 43 feet on the easterly end of said building, a sum not ex g $4,300." 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this pees for a tempor: 
building to be used in connection with the present building, pend- 
ing the construction of the new post-office building in Buffalo. 
Having looked into the matter myself, as the gentleman from New 
York has done, we are satistied thatit is necessary in order to 
carry onthe 1 service there, unless you rent a building outside. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. Imovethatthe committee rise and report the bill 
and amendments to the House with a favorable recommendation, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7664) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 
poses, and had directed him to report the same to the House with 
sundry amendments and with the recommendation that the bill as 
amended do 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 yield a moment to the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans], who desires to offer a sub- 
stitute for the proviso in an amendment offered by him in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and adopted by the committee and reported 
to the House. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which Isend 
to the desk as a substitute for the proviso in the amendment already 
offered by me and adopted by the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Provided, That no part of this 5 shall be used directly or in- 
directly for the support of the theological department of said university, nor 
for the support o ery sectarian, denominational, or religious instruction 
therein: And provided further, That no part thereof shall be paid to said 
university until it s accord to the Secretary of the Interior, or to his 
a ted agent or agents, authority to visit and i t such university 
and to control and supervise the expenditure therein of all moneys paid under 


this appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON. [understand that that is an amendment which 
proposes to strike out the proviso in the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky in Committee of the Whole and to sub- 
stitute the language just read. 

Mr. EVANS. That is correct. 

Mr.BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, Iask to be allowed to extend in the 
ReEcorDmy remarks, which were somewhat limited by lack of time. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 
tion peo the third reading and passage of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not understand what disposition 
was ee 1 the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky 

. EVANS]. 

The SPEAKER. That proposition is pending. 

Mr. CANNON. And the 1 question will operate upon 
it as well as upon the bill and the other amendments. 

Mr. RIC DSON. Does the gentleman offer that as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment which was adopted in the Committee 
of the Whole, or as an amendment to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman offers it as an amendment to 
the amendment adopted in the Committee of the Whole. He 
moves to strike out the proviso in that amendment and to insert 
what has just been reported to the House. 


The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Isa separate vote asked for on any other of 
the amendments? 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I desire a separate vote on the 
amendment relating to the appropriation for Howard University. 

The SPEAKER. A separate vote must be taken on that. There 
is an amendment to the amendment pending. Is a separate vote 
demanded on any other amendment? [A pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The remaining amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] to strike out the pro- 
viso of the amendment adopted by the Committee of the Whole 
and substitute the proviso which has been read. 

The amendment to the amendment was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on agreeing to theamend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, On that question I call for the yeas 
and nays, 
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The yeas and nays were ordered, there being—ayes 58, noes 116 
(more than one-fifth voting in the affirmative). 

Mr. BAILEY. Irisetoa 55 The yeas and 
nays having been ordered, if the House should now adjourn would 
not this question be the first to be considered at the session to- 
morrow? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not desire myself to make the motion to 
adjourn, but I sug; it to the gentleman from Illinois, as it is 
now within three minutes of 5 o'clock. 

Mr.CANNON. There is now ea full attendance of members, and 
the vote will take but a short time. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nays 106, 
not voting 120; as follows: 


YEAS—128. 
Adams, Dingley, Lacey, Russell, Conn. 
Aldrich, Ala. Dolliver, Lawson, Sayers, 
Aldrich, Dovener, Leighty, Sherman, 
see, Pa. Elliott, S. C. te r 
very, Erdman, wis, 3 
Baker Kans, Evans, Lorimer, Sorg, 
Baker, Md. Fairchild, Loudenslager, Sout: 
Barh Faris, Low, 
Fischer, Marsh, Stewart, N.J. 
Bartlett, N. X. Fitzgerald, McCleary, Minn. tokes, 
Belkna’ Fletcher, McClellan, Stone, C. W. 
Benne’ bote, McClure, „W. A. 
Bingha McCormick, Strowd, N.C. 
Boutelle, Gamble, Meyer, ulzer, 
well, Gardner, Miles, 

il, phen PE Milliken, Tawney, 
Burton, Ohio Grisw Murphy, Tayler,, 
Calderhead, Grout, Noonan, omas. 

on. Grow, N STWA, den 

rman, e 

Clark, Iowa Hardy, Overstreet, Van Horn, 
Clark, Mo. r Parker, Walker, Mass. 
Cobb, Mo. Henderson, Patterson, alsh, 
Godding, 1 Pendleton, Warner, 
Cooke, Hopkins, Perkins, Watson, Ohio 
Cousins, Howe, Pickler, e 
Crowley, Hulick. Pitney, te, 

Johnson, N. Dak. 0. Willis, 
Curtis, à Powers, Wilson, N.Y, 
Dayi — Kirkpatrick, Ra: onthe 

yy 
De Wright. 
NAYS—108. 
Allen, De Armond, Lester, Sauerhering, 
Allen, Utah Dinsmore, Little, Shafroth, 
13 Doolittie, Livingston, aroi 
Apsle 
Atwood ; Ellett, Va. Long, Snover, 
Bailey, Gillet. N. Y. addox, Stewart, Wis. 
Barn Gillett, Mass. Pr ant at Ky. Strait, 
Bell, Golo. Graff, McCulloch, Strode, Nebr. 
Berry, Griffin, McDearmon, Strong, 
Bish Hager, McLachlan, Swanson, 
Black, Ga. Hainer, Nebr. McLaurin, 
lue, Hanly, McMillin, Tate, 
Bowers, Harrison, 5 Terry, 
Broderick, Hartman, Meiklejohn, . 
Buck. Hatch, ercer. Tucker, 
Burton, Mo. Hendrick, Minor, Wis. Turner, 
Clardy, Hepburn, Money, Turner, Va. 
Clarke, Ala. Hermann, Moody, 7 
Cockrell, 'Hilborn, Mozley, nderwood, 
Connolly, Hitt, Neill. wisworth, 
Cook, Hull, Ogden, illiams, 
Cooper, Tex. — — Otey, Wilson, Idaho 
Cooper, Wis. Jo „Cal. Otzen. Wood, 
croun . Owens, Yoakum. 
Curtis, lowa em, Richardson, 
Russell, Ga. 
NOT VOTING—10. 
Abbo Denny, Kyle, Reeves, 
Ach — a Latimer, Reyburn, 
Aitken, Draper, Layton, Robertson, La. 
derson, Eddy. Lefever., Robinson, 

Arnold, R. I. Fenton, 5 Rusk, 
Baker, N. H. Fowler, Linney, Scranton, 
Bankhead, Grosvenor, ton, Settle, 
Barrett, Hadley, M Shannon, 
Bartlett, Ga. Hall, Mahany, Shaw, 
1 Harmer, n. ‘Smith, Mich. 
Bell, Harris, McCall, Mass. Southwick, 
Black, N. Y, Hart, MeCall, Tenn. Spalding, 
Brewster, Heiner, Pa. McEwan, Spencer, 
Brosius, Hemenway, McKenney, Sperry 
Brown, Henry, Meredith, Si 
Brumm, cks, Miller, Kans. Stallings, 
8 Hill Miller, W. Va. a 
Catchings, Hooker, Mitmes, Sul 
Cobb, Howard, Miner. N. Y. Tracewell, 

Howell, Mondell, Treloar, 
Colson, Hubbard, Morse, Van Voorhis, 
Cooper, Fla. Huff, Moses, „Va. 

Huling. Newlands, W A 
Cowen, Hunter, Payne. Wi 
Sep. nune, Pearson, Watson, 
Crowther, J ilber, 
Culver: ae apm ne Prince, Wilson, Ohio 

oY. > 

Danford, Kendall, — Woomer. 


So the amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole, 
as amended on motion of Mr. Evans, was adopted. 
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The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. HeMENWAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 

Mr. HADLEY with Mr. McDrarmon. 

Mr. MILLER of West Virginia with Mr. WOODARD, 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. MCKENNEY. 

Mr. SETTLE with Mr. Dinsmore. 

Mr. Hooxer with Mr. MINER of New York. 

Mr. HUBBARD with Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. WHITE with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 

Mr. Epp with Mr. KYLE. 

Mr. LEISENRING with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. Raney with Mr. COWEN. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. BARRETT. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Crisp. 

Mr. Woomer with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. McCay of Massachusetts with Mr. BELL of Texas. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire with Mr. MOSES, 

Mr. CROWTHER with Mr. LAYTON. 

Mr. TRELOAR with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 

Mr. SPENCER with Mr. JENKINS. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Barrett, is 
paired on this question with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Gros- 
VENOR. If my colleague were present he would vote nay,“ and 
Mr. GROSVENOR, 2 would vote yea.“ 

Mr. GIBSON. y colleague from Tennessee, Mr. MCCALL, is 
absent on account of sickness. If t he would vote yea.” 

Mr. MOZLEY. I wish to say on behalf of my colleague, Mr. 
TRELOAR, that he was present and voted ‘‘nay” on the first roll 
call. I believe his name was read with the names of those who 


ee 
r. MADDOX. Myc from Geo: „Mr. BARTLETT, is 
confined to his room to-day by sickness. he were present, he 
would vote “nay.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. [Ap- 


The bin as amended was ordered to be en and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
ages Se when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 55) for the establishment of a light-house and fog- 
signal sinon at or near the entrance to Maurice River, New 

ersey; an 

A bil (H. R. 6408) authorizing the sale of title of the United 
States to certain tracts of land in the District of Columbia to Mar- 
garet Shugrue, Caroline Lochboehler, and John R. Scott. 

RETURN OF BILL TÒ THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution 
of the Senate; which was read: 

Resol That the Secretary be directed to est the House of Re t- 
atives 88 to the Senate the bill (S. S11) granting to the pns agras 
Nebraska Company and the Chi Burlington and Rail- 
road Company, its lessee in perpetuity, a right of over a part of the Sac 
and Fox and lowa Indian reservations, in the States of Kansas and Nebraska. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of the Senate 
will be granted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Pitney, for three days, on account of important busi- 


ness, 

To Mr. Scranton, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Cannon (at 5 o’clock and 23 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
OWS: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting the report of the Attorney-General of the payments made 
from the appropriation for protecting 84 in the hands of 
receivers of United States courts—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. z 

A letter from the Acting of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting — 9 a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 

g estimates of appropriations to pay certain Uni 
States deputy surveyors—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. i 
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A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, giving a 
statement in regard to an account between the Oklahoma and 
Iowa branches of the Sac and Fox (of a yp tribe of In- 


dians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, sub- 
mitting an additional estimate of appropriation for the expenses 
of the Eleventh Census—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein nemed, as follows: - 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs. to which 
was referred House bill No. 5676, re ed in lieu thereof a bill 
(H. R.7862) to provide for the relief of certain officers and enlisted 
men of the volunteer forces, accompanied by a report (No. 1066); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole Honse on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, from the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, to which was referred House bill No. 9, reported 
in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 7864) to amend the immigration laws 
of the United States, accompanied by a report (No. 1079); which 
said bill and rt were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7468) to improve 
Jefferson Barracks and making an appropriation therefor, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied aye report (No. 1081); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DANFORD, from the Committee on 3 and Nat- 
uralization, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 58) 
providing for the inspection of immigrants by United States con- 
suls, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

rt (No. 1082); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Foss Calendar. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1317) to grant cer- 
tain lands to the city of Colorado Springs, Colo., rted the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1094); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. SNOVER, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
eee for the relief of Twyman O. Abbott. (Report No. 
1007.) 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 6431) to pay Peter P. Ferguson $1,765 and interest. 
(Report No. 1068.) 

By Mr. DOWNING, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 1021) granting relief to Albert Augustine for property 
taken for the Ca war. (Report No. 1069.) 

By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
a R.5740) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue a 

uplicate bond to Benjamin March, guardian of Ruth March. 
(Report No. 1070.) 

By Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 1845) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the 
District of Columbia. ( rt No. 1071.) 

Ee bill (H. R. 3705) for the relief of F. F. White. (Report No. 


73.) 

The bill (H. R. 4434) for the relief of P. M. M. Alexander, of 
Holmes County, Miss. (Re No. 1074.) 

The bill (H. R.7161) for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones. (Re- 
port No. 1075.) 

Ser: 8 (H. R. 6137) for the relief of Joshua Bishop. (Report 

o. 1076. 

Se Mr. DE WITT, from the Committee on Claims: 

x 8 (H. R. 596) for the relief of Ellis H. Roberts. (Report 

o. 1077.) 

The bill (H. R. 1121) for the relief of C. W. Michaels, postmaster 
at Yalesville, Conn. (Report No. 1078.) 

By Mr. WOOMER, from the Committee on Mili Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 1515) for the relief of Hugh McLaughli (Re- 
port No. 1080.) 

25 Mr. STRODEof Nebraska, from the Committee on Pensions: 

ze bill (H. R. 3688) to pension James L. McKinney for serv- 
ices in Oregon Indian wars. (Report No. 1083.) 


The bill (H. R. 3939) to pension Daniel Giles for services in 
Indian wars. (Report No. 1084.) 
a P SERN from the Committee o Invalid 5 Sy 
ill (H. R. 3166) granting a pension and arrearage of pension 
George B. Merchant. (Report No. 1085.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill 8 aa es granting a pension to Mary L. Tweddle. 
Jo. 1086. 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 5532) to increase the pension of Josephine Glover. 
(Report No. 1087.) 

By Mr. MILES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 6560) to increase pension of Emily M. Tyler. 
(Report No. 1088.) 

The bill (H. R. 1095) granting a pension to Annie M. Ermer, 
(Report No. 1091.) 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 1066) granting a pension to Ella Hatfield, invalid 
daughter of Maj. David Hatfield, First Regiment New Jersey In- 
fantry Volunteers. (Report No. 1092.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 2396) granting a pension to Isaac Holbrook, late 
private in Company G, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. (Report No. 1089.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (H. R.6039) granting a pension to Margaret 
8 No. 1090.) 

By Mr.S AY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6730) granting a pension to Edward C. Spoiford. 
(Report No. 1093.) 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 1832) granting a pension to Hannah E. Rogers. 
(Report No, 1095.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. DENNY, from the Committee 
on Claims, reported adversely (Report No. 1072) the bills (H. R 
1076 and H. R. 6043) for the relief of George T. Vance and Guy P. 
Vance, executors of William L. Vance, deceased; which said bills 
and report were laid on the table. 


— 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII. bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oie following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7859) authorizing and direct- 
ing certain extensions of street railway routes within the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7860) making an appro- 
priation for the erection of a monument to commemorate the 
services and achievements of the private soidiers and sailors of the 
United States in the late war of the rebellion—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 7861) to protect commerce 
and to counteryail foreign discriminating duties, exactions, and 
conditions—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7868) to pro- 
vide for a commission to investigate the consular and diplomatic 
service with reference to its reorganization—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 7865) to allow the return free of 
duty of certain articles exported from the United States for exhi- 
bition p to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 7866) to require all American 
vessels carrying lifeboats, yawls, gigs, dories, or small boats of 
any description to equip such boats with a provision safe—to the 
Committee on the Mer t Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LITTLE (by request): A bill (H. R. 7867) for the pay- 
ment of arrears of interest to Chickasaw Nation of Indians—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 7868) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the 
city of Boonville, Mo.—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 

ign Commerce. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 7869) to ratify and 
co an agreement with the Indians of the San Carlos Reser- 
vation, Ariz., for the cession and relinquishment to the United 
States of a certain portion of the reservation—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R.7870) to donate one con- 
demned cannon and balls for two pyramids to Coffeyville Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, No. 153, of Kansas—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 7905) to establish and provide for 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 

see consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
‘ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 7736) granting a pension to Mrs. Clifford Neff 
Fyffe—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

The bill (H. R. 8898) granting a pension to Herbert W. Leach— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 7871) for the benefit of George 
W. Herndon, of Campbell County, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7872) for the benefit of Joel H. Hallowell, of 
Covington, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 7873) increasing the pension of 
Ephraim Pringle, of Lawrence, Kans.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COOKE of Illinois (by request): A bill (H. R. 7874) for 
the relief of James McCauley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7875) to increase 
pensions in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7876) to increase the pension of James K. 
Van Matre, late of the Fifth Wisconsin Battery—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, , 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7877) for the relief of Jason R. 
Gossett—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 7878) for the relief of Samuel 
C. Green—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7879) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob 
Ullman, deceased, of McCracken County, Ky.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 7880) to correct the military 
record of Frank D. Sweetser, late captain of Company E, Second 
(Berdan’s) United States Sharpshooters, and to grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 7881) granting a pension to 
Aer G. Kiddy, late a private of Company D, Home Guards, 
One hundred and thirty-third Regiment Virginia Militia—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 7882) to remove the charge of 
5 against William Thomas to the Committee on Military 


‘airs. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 7883) granting a pen- 
sion to Barney Schriver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7884) granting a pension to Isaac N. Cisson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7885) granting a pension to Evan Schriver— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7886) granting a pension to Patrick Lacy—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7887) granting a pension to Clara M. Keath— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7883) for the relief of Martha A. and B. W. 
Hiatt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7889) granting a pension to Josiah Moosa— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7890) granting a pension to 
Samuel G. Trine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7891) to refer the claim 
of Joseph W. Parish to the Secretary of the Treasury for exami- 
nation and report—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 7892) for relief of the estate of 
Charles Labell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 7893) nting a pension to 
Jane Innels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R.7894) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth P. Wethers, of Kansas City, Mo.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7895) for the relief of William H. Trabue, of 
Kansas City, Mo.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7896) for the relief of Cornelius Boyle, of 
Kansas City, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R.7897) to pension Mrs. Kath- 
rine Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 7898) ting an increase of 
pension to Wiliam D. , late a private Company L, Four- 
me New York Heavy Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid 

ons, 


By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 7899) to correct military record 
the government of Greer County, Okla., and for other purposes— | of James Fanning—to the airs 


mmittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 7900) for the relief of Elvy Brewer, 
of e County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7901) for the relief of Miller E. 
Rosier—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7902) for the relief of David Hampton Rosier 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 7908) granting a pension to Mrs, 
Hester A. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7904) to increase the pension of John M. Rob- 
inson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AITKEN: Petition of Gordon H. True and 38 others, of 
Agricultural College, Mich., asking for the passage of House bill 
No. 7251, looking toward the adoption of the metric system of 
weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Protests of certain citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, 
against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of citizens of Washington, D. C., 
containing 47 namés, urging the passage of House bill No. 5220 or 
some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and oppos- 
ing the extension of the tracks of said company until its existing 
lines are modernly equipped and operated—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BAR'SHOLDT: Petition of the St. Louis Association of 
Stationary Engineers, favoring the e of House bill No. 3618, 
to increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime 
Exchange, favoring the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Remonstrance of 120 citizens of the Twenty- 
second Congressional district of Pennsylvania, against the main- 
tenance of the Pére Marquette statue at the Capitol and petition- 
ing for its removal—to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. DAYTON: Petition of T. S. Pumnall, of Cumberland, 
W. Va., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, 
and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class and free matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of W. E. Loughridge and others; also 
of George T. Lonnon and others, all of Louisville, Ky., respecting 
the Marquette statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. FOSS: Pa to accompany House bill No. 783, to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the record of Friedrich Ber- 
tram—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of M. W. Whitney, of the 
Labor Independent, Nelsonville, Ohio, protesting against the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, in favor of the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorials from the State of California, of 
citizens of Oakland, Crescent Mills, Waterford, Farmersville, 
National City, Susanville, San Francisco, Healdsburg, Greenville, 
Escondido, and the county of Alameda, against the appropriation 
of public moneys for sectarian undertakings, and a petition for the 
passage of joint resolution No. 11, to amend the Constitution of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Eighteen petitions of the Liquor Dealers’ 
Protective League of the State of New Jersey, protesting against 
the passage of House bill No. 6668, to raise the license fee in the 
District of Columbia from $400 to $800—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. } 

Also, petition of the American Association of Masters and Pilots 
of Steam Vessels of New York; also of James W. Hoff and other 
citizens of Keyport, N. J.; also of James E. Terry and others, urg- 
ing the p: of House bill No. 5687, 5 $25,000 for 
the erection of a light-house at East Point Shoals, Raritan Bay, 
New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Mrs. M. C. Laviness and others, of Asbury Park 
and Ocean Grove, N. J., protestin ainst the introduction of 
military kane in the public schools of this country—to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Kopera 5 the claim of C. C. Hag - 
3 of Mount Sterling, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Memorial of the International Asso- 


half ounce, and to 
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ciation of Machinists, of Parsons, Kans., for an investigation into 
the treatment of the members of the association employed in the 
Brooklyn Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of leston Post, No. 244, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Wichita, „praying for the passage of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the White Ribbon Women of Pomona, Kans., 
praying for the appointment of a commission of arbitration to 
adjust all troubles between the United States and England—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: Resolutions of De Long Post, No. 67, of 
Auburn; also of Sion S. Bass Post, No. 40, of Fort Wayne, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, in favor of a serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, petition of citizens of Lagrange, Ind., favoring House 
bill No. 5729, for the protection of game, birds, and fish—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LINTON: Resolutions adopted by the Trades League of 
Philadelphia, Pa., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos, 
838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce 
and to amend the postal laws relating to second-class and free 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of John Goldy Post, No. 90, of Milan, 
Department of Kansas, praying for the passage of a service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of the Liquor Dealers’ 
Association of Phillipsburg, N. J.; also of Retail Liquor Dealers’ 
Association of Mercer County, N. J.; also of Hudson County 
Liquor Dealers’ Association, New Jersey; also of Hunterdon 
County Hotel Keepers’ Association, New Jersey; also of Retail 
Liquor Dealers’ Association of South Amboy, N. J., inst the 

ge of House bill No. 6668, amending an act regulating sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. A 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the Brockton Central Labor Union, 
of Brockton, Mass., asking for the unlimited coinage of silver at 
the ratio of 16 to Ito the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 


easures. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petitions of Typographical Union, Trades 
and Labor Council, Cigarmakers’ Union, Journeymen Barbers’ 
Union, Longshoremen’s Union, and Eddison Union, all of Port 
Huron, Mich., for a law restricting immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce 
and Merchants’ Exchange, of Cincinnati, Ohio, indorsing a bill to 
create a department of commerce and manufactures as a branch 
of the executive department of the Government, sped by Fred 
Guckenberger, secretary—to the Committee on the Jadiciary. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Remonstrance and petition 
of A. E. Montgomery and 77 others, of Bay Shore Council, No. 48, 
of Marinette, Wis., against the continuance of the statue of Mar- 
quette in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Resolution of Council No. 92, 
Daughters of Liberty, of Allegheny, Pa.; also resolution of Lodge 
No. 397, Order of St. George, of Washington, D. C., unanimously 
indorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petitionof David Handshaw and 106 other 
citizens of Parkville, St. Joseph County, Mich., favoring the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of Sg, ey 
eure by an export bounty—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 
By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of White & Co., of Charles 
City; also petition of Ice Cave Creamery Company of Decorah, 
Iowa, recommending the passage of House bill No. 5213, which 
laces a tax on the manufacture and sale of filled cheese—to the 
Bommittee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. VAN HORN: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Elizabeth P. Wethers, of Kansas City, Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 3, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupkx. 

The. Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT ST. LOUIS. 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2698) authoriz- 
ing the construction of a bridge over the Mississippi River to the 
city of St. Lonis, inthe State of Missouri, from some suitable point 
between the north line of St. Clair County, III., and the southwest 
line of said county. s 


The SPEAKER, The bill will be read, subject to objection. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby given to the 
East St. Louis and St. Louis Bridge and Construction 1 A of the city 
of East St. Louis, of the county of St. Clair and State of Illinois, a corpora- 
tion organized under the laws of the State of Illinois, its assigns, successors, 
representatives, and successors in interest, to build, 


earing and ropare its recommendations to the Secretary of 


for the p of providing for the e of wagons, vehicles, street cars, 
animals, po) foot passengers, and shall be Geemed and taken as a public high- 
way for the pu: 
forth: Provi y 
d ual 
over 


relative to 
ereto, and in 


com, 
(GAS 
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upon which also no charge shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States, and 
it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post roads in the United 
States; an — ire privileges in the use of said bridge shall pe eo to all 
Lopes ea and telephone companies, and the United States have the 
right of way across said bridge and its approaches for postal telegraphic pur- 


SEC. 3. That in case the said bridge shall be built below the bridge hereto- 
fore constructed and known as the Eads Bridge, it shall be built with un- 


broken and continuous spans, and shall have at least two channel ns of 
not less than 750 feet clear width, each measured at right angles to the cur- 
rent atany and all s of water; and the lowest t of said spans 


par 
not be of less elevation in any case than 75 feet above the St. Louis city direc- 
trix; and in case the said bridge shall be built above the said Eads Bridge there 
shali be at least three channe spans of not less than 500 feet clear width, each 
measured at right hers peed to the current at any and all stages of water; and 
the lowest part of said span shall not be of less elevation in any case than 50 
feet above the St. Louis a directrix plus the slope of the river from the 
foot of Walnut street, in the pity of St. tothe point where the bridge 
pran popon and the piers of said bridge be parallel with the current 
of the river. 


navigation, and riprapping or other protection for imperfect foundations 

which will materiall: 2 — = 5 

in the channel ways of the high spans, and piers which 
0 hall 


col walls are 
found to produce the above-mentioned effects the nuisance shall be abated 

crocker by or at the expense of the persons owning said bridge, and the 
approaches to the channel spans mentioned in this act shall provide sufficient 
waterway for the passage of floods. 

BEC. 5. t the persons owning, controlling, or operating the bridge au- 
thorized by this act shall maintain, at their own expense, from sunset to 
sunrise, throughout the year, and during heavy fogs, such lights or other 
signals as the Light-House Board shall prescribe, and shall also each day 
during the season of navigation have posted in a co: cuous place the clear 
headroom under the channel on that day, the res expressing thi 
height to be readily visible to the naked eye from any point in the 
of the river fora tch of 4,000 feet, of which 3,000 feet shall be above and 
1,000 feet shall be below the channel n of the bridge. 

SEC. 6. That no bridge shall be erected or maintained under the authority 
of this act which at any time substantially or materially obstruct the 
free navi on of said river; and if any bridge erected under such authori 
shall, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, obstruct such Ee al he 
hereby authorized to cause such or alteration of said bridge to be 
made as will effectually obviate such obstruction; and all such alterations 

be made and all such obstructions removed at the hee ee of the per- 
sons OW’ or 5 bridge; and in case of any i 
from any o i eged obstructi 


river, caused or alleged to be caused b; 
2 in the circuit court of the 
0 no 


ving, for a sufficient distance above and below the bridge, the 


topography of the 
the tion and strength of the current at low, medium, and high water 
„accurately showing the bed of the stream, the 


f 
of said corporation or the parties owning the 
said bridge may prescribe. The said corporation or individuals ow 
the said bridge take, receive, and collect such rates and tolls for tra 
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„or e ta Hire er, said bridge and a 


hes as the directors 
time fix and establish: 
or innin 
n over 5 years 
g pan T — for 


or individuals owning mi may from time 

Provided, That the rates c for such travel, passage, 
snall not exceed the following, to wit: For each foot 
of age, 3 cents; for every person on horseback, inch 


every A 2 , cart, or drawn by one animal, 10 cents; for 
7 , cart, or wagon drawn two animals, 20 cents; for 
Srey tou ai dra 2 three animals, 25 cents; 


very buggy, cart, or wagon drawn 
5 cents extra for each animal; for each head of cattle, horses, m 
animals other than those attached to vehicles, 10 cents: for each h 
In case said directors or individuals owning 


truction 
bridge p thereto, in accordance with the laws of the State or 
5 title to such property may be necessary to the construction 
Sec. 12. That the said ration, its as successors, grantees, mort- 
ees, representatives, ——— in interest may, from time to time. 

* m at any rate of interest and issue bonds or other evidences of 
indebtedness bearing such rate of interest and payable at such time and at such 
place or places as may thereby be deemed advisable or proper, and may se- 
cure AR N bonds or other indebtedness by mor of such bridge and ap- 
hes and such tolls and of the privileges, ts, and franchises given by 


act. 
SBC. 13. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. ; 
The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 
tion 1, by inserting after the word passengers,“ in the twenty-eighth 
weet on Behe W. “and shall be . sufficient chins and 
Steaceioue. to provide for the over it of railway passenger and freight 
tion ble tracks therefor.” 
on 9, Py. inserting after the word "St. Louis,” in the fifth line of page 7: 
Lg East St. Louis and St. Louis Bridge and Construction Com F or its 
Guccemnors of sublease shall not agros OF anges to She console On iter, 
any other bridge com across Mississi ver, 
— contens of 3 bridge com with the earnin 


r. or officer or t of the bridge 
provided for: Provided, That if this provision of this act shall at any 
such violation shall, without 


of these particulars, 
legal proceeding, at once forfeit the 8 horehy panteg, and said 3 — 
shall tho of the United States. the Secretary of War 
shall of same in the name and for the use of the United 
States.” 


Section 10, by inserting after the words “to wit,“ in line 14, page 7, the 


words: 
For each freight car loaded or unloaded, $3; for each passenger car (ex- 
clusive of passengers riding therein), $3; for each passenger over 5 years of 
crossing in any passenger car, 15 cents.” 
adding after the end of section 13 the words: 
“Bec. 14. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to ask the gentleman if this bill 
carries any a 8 whatever? 

Mr. MURP! of Illinois. Not a dollar. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Ido not desire to object to the considera- 
tion of the bill if I am given an opportunity to offer some amend- 
ments to it. 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. There is no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tend prove E 5 prides. shall be located not less than 1 
miles and not more {han >) miles south of whatis known as the Eads Bridgs.* 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BARTHOLDT) there were—ayes 4, noes 47. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce were adopted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, in my judgment this bill onght 
not to It passed the committee at a time when I was not 
; and while it is reported here from the committee, it is not 
@ unanimous report. 

This is a proposition to put a third bridge across the Mississippi 
River within a distance not greater than 2 miles from each other. 
It is right across the harbor of the city of St. Louis. This isa 
harbor in which there is a rapid current, in which there is dif- 
ficult navigation, in which there are scores of vessels constantly 
moving about; and it will be a serious impairment of the naviga- 
tion of the river, as was shown by the testimony of a number of 
experts capable of discussing the matter appropriately and intelli- 
gently who appeared before the committee, The only reason as- 

ed for the construction of a new bridge there is that excessive 
tolls are charged by the other two bridges already existing. This 
is an argument that does not have any force, because of the fact 
that this Congress has the absolute control of the entire matter; 
can take from the companies that te the bridges the right to 
let them exist for a day; can modify the regulations in any way 
they please; can establish a schedule of rates, and give to the peo- 


ple the relief they ought to have from exorbitant charges without 
in any way impairing the navigation of the river. 

I wart to remind gentlemen that this is not a matter of inter- 
est to the ciy of St. Louis alone. It is a matter that affects the 
navigation of the entire Mississippi River, and is of deep interest 
to all persons engaged in that navigation. 

Within the last ten years the United States Government has 
expended some $30,000,000 in its efforts to improve the navigation 
of the Mississippi River, and yet here is a proposition to put an 
impediment in the way of commerce, infinitely greater than any 
single yg Tome to be found on the entire river; three bridges 
within a di of 2 miles in a crowded harbor with a current 
of from 4 to 8 miles an hour. It is absolute nonsense for any man 
to say that this bridge will not bea detriment and an impediment 
to the navigation of the river. Every man with an iota of com- 
monsense knows it must be, and yet this is the proposition involved 
in the pending bill, 

I thought it due to the House that it should know the real situ- 
ation the facts involved, and for that reason I have seen proper 
to make this statement. 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce says that this 
bill was reported from the committee at a time when a full com- 
mittee was not present. That may be true, but nevertheless it 
was reported at a time when member of the committee who 
was present voted to report the bill favorably to the House. This 
bill has passed this House once before. The sole object which it 
accomplishes is to reduce the charges for crossing the river. The 

t charge, for instance, is 35 cents for a one-horse vehicle. 
his fixes the maximum charges, and makes them about one-half 
to one-third the present rate. 

So far as obstruction of navigation to the river is concerned, 
this bill provides that the bridge shall be located at a point to be 
selected y three river engineers appointed by the War 
ment, and if in their j ent it will obstruct the navigation 
of the river it will not be built. Iask who is better posted or 
better qualified to tell where the location of such a bridge should 
be than river engineers? That is their business. They are ap- 
pointed by the War Department, and I take it that the Depart- 
ment will appoint competent engineers. The location is to be 
selected by them, after giving 2 notice for a public hearing 
in the city of St. Louis. An after that, reasonable objection 
can be made to it, then there will be no bridge built. It seems to 
me that an objection of this kind should not be presented here. 
If this location was left to me, it might be, different; but it is left 
to three river engineers, to be appointed by the War ent, 
as I have stated. 

Mr. HOPKINS. So that it is under the control of the Depart- 


ment anyway? 
Mr. MURPHY of Ilinois. It is under the control of the War 


Department. 

Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say only a very few words 
with reference to this bill, and to answer some of the statements 
made by the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

This bill is offered by the gentleman from IIlinois . MurPHY] 
for the purpose of bettering the conditions of across the 
5 at St. Louis. e 

Mr. BURN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 


Mr, JOY. 55 

Mr. HEPBURN. your judgment, is it not entirely com- 
petent for Congress to correct every evil of which you complain, 
and to give to you every advantage in the way of fair rates that 
will be obtained through this bill? Can there be any question 
about the right of Congress to prevent these extortions of which 
you 5 

Mr. JOY. There may be no question about the right of Con- 

ess to do it, but itis a fact that these extortions have existed 

or fifteen years now, and I will state the additional fact that a 
bridge, called the Merchants’ Bridge, was built with the express 
understanding and with a provision that it should never be under 
the control of the officers of the Eads Bridge. That bridge was 
to give a lower rate than we have now. That was the proposi- 
tion; but it is a fact that that bridge is now owned and controlled 
by the Gould Bridge or Eads Bridge. These facts show me that 
while it is possible for Congress to correct these evils, itis not 
ponani that it can be done. Every freight car crossing from 
t St. Louis to St. Louis pays an arbitrary charge of $5. Every 
passenger pays 25 cents or more going one way or the other. 
the Merchants’ Bridge they pay 30 cents and upward. This bill 
provides a forfeiture unless the rates are kept down to a maxi- 
mum of less than 60 per cent of the present charges. 

The business interests of the city of St. Louis demand the pas- 
sage of this bill. The bridge, if built, will not be an impediment 
to river navigation. Ihave the statements of men who signed 
the protest that went before our committee, among others the 
statement of the president of the St. Louis and New Orleans 
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Anchor Line, a man Who has been before another committee for 


a long time, seeking the improvement of the Mississippi River, 
Mr. Isaac M. Mason. His statement is that this bridge will in- 
convenience to a small extent, but will not impede or interrupt 
the commerce of the river past the city of St. Louis. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the gentleman a question to see 
if I understand this matter right. This is to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at St. Louis, 
upon . and favorable report by the Engineer De- 


en 
Mr. JOY. Les; a bridge at a point which those engineers shall 


fix. 

Mr. CANNON. Is there due provision madein the bill against 
the extortions now practiced? 

Mr. JOY. There is a maximun fixed, which is less than 60 per 
cent of the present rate. They can not go above that maximum 
without forfeiting their charter. 

Mr. CANNON. If that is what this means, I want to say that 
with the great State of Illinois just across from St. Louis, and 
the great commerce between my State and the city of St. Louis, 
Iam heartily in accord with anything that will give us free ac- 
cess to that city, or access to it at a more reasonable rate than we 
have been compelled for many years to pay. 3 

Mr. JOY. t isthe identical and only purpose of the bill. 
[Cries of “ Vote!“ „ Vote!” 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. S. er, this is the first time since I 
have been on this floor that I have found myself compelled to dis- 
from St. Louis [Mr. Joy], and in this in- 


agree with my coll I 
stance I only partly disagree with him. I thoroughly concur in 
his statement that the extortion practiced by the Bridge 


and by the Merchants’ Bridge should be stopped by additional 
franchises granted by Congress, although I t it may fairly 
be questioned, Mr. Speaker, whether Congress has any jurisdic- 
tion in the matter of rates. My understanding is that Congress 
has nothing to do with the question of constructing bridges, ex- 
cept in so far as pertains to the question of navigation; in other 
words, all we are called upon to determine is whether a bridge is 
an obstruction to safe navigation or not. But I thoroughly and 
entirely disagree with the gentleman, because I represent another 
section of the city of St. Louis. It is merely a local question. 
My friend and colleague [Mr. Joy] desires the bridge to be lo- 
cated in the district which he represents, near that part of St. 
Louis which already has a bridge, while South St. Louis, the dis- 
trict I have the honor to represent, has no bridge; and for that 
reason I presented to this House the other day a petition signed 
by 10,000 citizens and manufacturers in favor of the location of 
the third bridge in South St. Louis. 

That location is the only location to which the river interests do 
not object. I think it ought to be understood by everyone within 
the sound of my voice that it is intended on the part of this com- 
pany to build this bridge only two or three blocks north of the 
present Eads Bridge. A gentleman who has his all invested in 
river navigation, and is an authority on the question—Mr. Hoar- 
stick, of St. Louis—appeared before the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce and told them thatif that bridge were 
located there it would seriously obstruct the safe navigation of 
the Mississippi. But, as is usual in committees, the gentleman 
from St. Louis being on that committee, by co it was left to 
him to say where the bridge ought to be located. gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Murray] says it ought to be left, and is left 
by the bill, to a board of army engineers to decide where the loca- 
tion shall be, but I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
fact, and I wish gentlemen would give attention to the statement 
Iam going to make in this connection, that if that board of army 
engineers should report in favor of the location of the bridge in 
South St. Louis the company will refuse the charter which you 
are now asked to grant them. : 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. Will you build the bridge if it is 
located where you want it? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. If the military board located it in 
South St. Louis, why should not you be satisfied? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. This charter would not be valid. We can 
not build a — under your charter. 

Mr. MUR of Illinois. You can not? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. This bill authorizes an East St. Louis 
company to build the bridge; not us. And I desire to call atten- 
tion to another contradiction, and that is in the third section of 
the bill. It reads as follows: 

That in case the said bridge shall be built below the bridge heretofore con- 


structed and known as the Eads Bridge, it shall be built with unbroken and 
continuous spans, etc. 


Now, what is this provision brought into this bill for? Itis well 
known that the company will not accept the charter if the bridge 
is located below the Eads Bridge, or in South St. Louis. 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. Does the bill say that? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Here it is, 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois, Read it, 


Mr. BARTHOLDT (reading): 

Sec. 3. That in case the said bridge shall be built below the bridge hereto- 
fore constructed and known as Eads Bridge, it shall be built with un- 
broken and continuous spans, 
< 1 of Illinois. They do not say they will not 

mild it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But you stated it before the committee. 
The authorized representatives of your company stated it at a 
meeting of the committee, that they will not accept the charter at 
the hands of Congress if the army engineers should report in 
favor of a southern location. 

Pheer Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

o 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAFF. If the army engineers should locate it at the 
point you wish to locate it, in South St. Louis, what would pre- 
F from building the bridge at the point oe 

ocate it 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Nothing whatever. 

Mr. GRAFF. Is there any provision in the bill which would 
prevent them from taking advantage of it if the army officers 
3 locate the bridge at the point you think it ought to be 

ocated? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I am only contending, Mr. Speaker, that 
this is not in good faith. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. TERRY. If this company that proposes to build this bridge 
is incorporated 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It is incorporated. 

Mr. TERRY (continuing). How can you take the name of that 
corporation and build it? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly we can not. a 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Is there anything in this bill which 
provides that this bridge shall be built at any particular place? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No, sir. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Why can not they build it wherever 
they see fit? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. They can not because the interests of navi- 
gation have to be considered, 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Of course I would not want to inter- 
fere with the interests of navigation. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 5 The Chair understood what was 
going on was merely a conversation between members. The 
House will be in order. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer another 
amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert at the end of line 25 the following: 

“Provided further, That said bridge shall be located eo than 1} miles ~ 
and not more than 2 miles south of what is known as the s Bridge.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. . Speaker, I received yesterday tele- 
grams of protest from the three great lumber interests at Keokuk, 
inmy district, against the location of this bridge as pro d. We 
are spending multiplied thousands and millions of dollars to im- 
prove the navigation of the energy pyi River, and then special 
enterprises come in here to thwart the great national enterprise 
contemplated by our system of Mississippi River improvement. 
Sir, the great lumbering interests and the great shipping interests 
of the Upper Mississippi are a unit against the location of this 
bridge where it will be an obstruction to the navigation of that 
river, and I insist that this bill should not pass until due and ade- 
quate provision is made in its terms for the location of this bridge 
so that the navigation of the Mississippi shall not be hindered in 
the interest of a corporation. 

Mr, BARTHOL Mr. Speaker, for the information of the 
gentleman who has just taken his seat and of the House, I desire 
to state that the river interests, the interests of navigation, are 
supporting my amendment. They are in favor of the location 
mentioned in that amendment, and therefore I hope it will be 


<r 

. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, the pending amendment is practi- 
cally the same as the one that was offered a while ago by the same 
gentleman and defeated, If he desires to have a bridge located 
at the particular point he proposes, let him introduce a bill for 
that purpose. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MURPHY] has 
introduced a bill which he thinks is in the interest not only of 
his own people, but of the people of St. Louis and East St. Louis 
also. There is nothing in the ee of that bill to prevent 
the War 5 having full discretion as to the particular 
location of this bridge. The officers of the War Department are 
in a better position than we are in to be advised as to the best 
place to locate this bridge, and under the provisions of this bill 
as reported from the committee they have full power, in their 
discretion, to put the bridge eTA t the point where the go 
tleman from fisso uri says it ought to be; but he now, finding 
fault with the decision of the committee reporting the bill in its 


3536 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


APRIL 3, 


on the ground that the bridge is likely to be placed 


present sha 
under the discretion given to the War ent at a point 
where it will injure navigation, proposes to put his own judg- 
ment against the judgment of the tment and to limit the 
discretion conferred upon the Department by the bill as originally 


introduced and as rted from the committee. 
„ Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question 


. GRAFF, Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It seems to me that the judgment of the 
engineers of the War Department will be very seriously limited 
by the stand which this company takes in stating before the com- 
mittee that if the bridge should be located south of the Eads Bridge 
it will not accept the charter. 

Mr. GRAFF. But we were advised a little while ago that if the 
bridge is located on the other side the interest the gentleman rep- 
resents is willing to build it. 

Mr. HOPKINS (to Mr. BARTHOL DT). Your amendment, as I 
understand, seeks to defeat this legislation. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I understood you to state to my colleague that 
if the bridge was located down there the enterprise would not be 
carried out. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Ido not intend to defeat this bridge. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But I understood you to make that statement 
to my colleague, and if that is correct it certainly looks as if you 
are simply 27755 he defeat this legislation. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to be misun- 
derstood. Iam in favor of a third bridge. 

Mr.GRAFF. But are you not seeking to hamper and limit the 
discretion of the War Department? Is not that discretion wider 
under the bill as it stands than it would be if your amendment 
were adopted? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will say that rag Pes, sr about the 
matter was formed in the committee room, after I heard the state- 
ments and arguments of the gentlemen representing river inter- 
ests. Those gentlemen stated that the only location to which 
they would have no objection was the one which I am advocating, 
South St. Louis, 

Mr. GRAFF. Is it not true that you said that if the Depart- 
ment, under the discretion given in this bill, located the bridge at 
a point where you do not think that the parties for whom the bill 
is introduced wish it, but at a point you preferred, you were will- 
ing to build the bridge? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAFF. There is nothing in the bill to k you from 
incorporating a company at South St. Louis if the War t- 
ment in its discretion, after looking over the field, should locate 
it at the point which you favor. 

Mr. BARTHQLDT. The gentleman understands that we could 
not use this charter. If it is granted to an East St. Louis com- 
pany we South St. Lonis people could not use it. 

«Mr GRAFF. There is no particular company mentioned in 

e bill. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes; there is, 

Mr. GRAFF. Well, there is nothing in the bill to prevent your 
obtaining the benefits of the charter. 1 understand you could 
obtain this charter should the members of this company men- 
tioned not desire to build at the point finally located. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, again I call attention to sec- 
tion 3. I think it ought to be stricken out, because the company 
say that they will not build below the Eads Bridge. The ques- 
tion is on my amendment, and I ask for a vote on my amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to add just a word before the vote is 
taken on the amendment. Under the bill as reported, according 
to m . the location of this bridge is to be deter- 
5 according to the discretion of the War Department, upon 
the report of three Government engineers, selected by the Secre- 
tary of War. If the view of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BaRTHOLDT] is correct, then this bridge will be located by the 
Government engineers at the point he favors; but if those engi- 
neers, who are familiar with the river and all the points which 
have been mooted in this debate, choose to locate the bridge at 
some other place, they will, if this amendment be not adopted, 
have that privilege. It seems to me that in the interest of com- 
merce this discretion ought to be left with the engineers who are 
to be selected to supervise the construction of the bridge. [Cries 
of Vote!“ „Vote!“ 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BARTHOLDT, 
it Was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MURPHY of Illinois, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


SEWERAGE SYSTEM AT FORTRESS MONROE. 


Mr. HULL. Iask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of a resolution submitted by the War Department. It 


makes no 5 It simply relates to the flushing in con- 
nection with the sewerage system at Fortress Monroe. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint reso- 
lution which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. If it takes any time I will withdraw it. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution to amend the act approved 
August 1, 1894, making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, etc. 
1 L. Ithink I can state this matter more quickly than 
it can be 8 to the House by the reading of the report of 
the War Department. By appropriation already made there is 
akon for the construction of a sewerage system at Fortress 

onroe. As that system is now rapidly approaching completion, 
it is ni to have authority to sink this other well and to con- 
struct pumping works out of the present appropriation, so as to 
flush the 5 system and cere sey it. tis all there is in 
the resolution. It is recommended by the Chief of Engineers of 
the War Department and has been considered informally by the 
Military Committee. 

Mr. SAYERS, How came this resolution before the Committee 
on Mili Affairs? 

Mr. HU It was sent there by the War Department. 

Mr. SAYERS. The matter properly belongs to the Committee 
on Ap . 

Mr. LL. Well, the Department sent it to us. 

Mr. SAYERS. It ought to have been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HU L. Of course, if the consideration of the resolution is 
objected to, I will withdraw it; but I really think there can be no 
good ground for objection. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I object to the consideration of the reso- 
2 it ought to have gone to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being pira bill day 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand that the unfnish ed business on 
the Private Calendar is the regular order. 

Mr. HITT. Does the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICK- 
LER] propos to go to the Private Calendar now? If that is the 
case, I shall have to interrupt him. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; except as to the unfinished business 
on the Private Calendar—the bills that have passed the Commit- 
tee of the Whole and are now ready to have the previous question 
ordered upon them in the House. There are about twenty such 
bills, I think, that have not yet been acted on by the House. 

Mr. HITT. Does the gentleman propose to have debate? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; there has been debate on all of these 
bills in the Committee of the Whole. 3 ` 

Mr. HITT. Iam informed by gentlemen around me that there 
will be debate on several of these bills. 

Mr. McCLELLAN and others. On all of them, 

3 Gentlemen here tell me that these bills will lead 
e $ 

Mr. PICKLER. Notif the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr.S er, I do not know what the recent 
ruling on the subject has been, but formerly, for a number of 
years, the ruling was that such business as the gentleman from 
South Dakota refers to was taken up as first in order after the 
House came out of Committee of the ole on Friday afternoon. 
Speaker Carlisle used to hold that way. Ido not know whether 
there has been any change in the method of conducting this class 
of business. That was the former ruling. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had occasion to rule on this sub- 


ject in the Fifty-first Congress. . 
1 fad ioe recalled the ruling, Mr. Speaker, 


Mr. MCMILLIN. 
when I spoke. 

The SPEAKER. The ruling was that the bills which have 
come out of the Committee of the Whole were unfinished business. 
and therefore would have to be taken up before the House would 
go into Committee of the Whole again. 

The particular case on which the ruling was given was not a 
pension case; but an examination of the authorities as to the ori- 
a the pension evening makes it clear, in the opinion of the 
Chair, that the ion bills would be within the purview of that 
ruling, although the Chair reserves his judgment if gentlemen 
desire to be heard upon the question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam not making the point, Mr. Speaker, that 
that should not be the rule. On the contrary, I think the rulin 
is in accordance with the proper principle, But the practice, 
believe, has been the other way. 

The SPEAKER. The rule has been somewhat changed, as the 
gentleman will remember, in this Congress. The Chair thinks that 
the change in the rule obviates the doubt. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The Chair is undoubtedly correct. I could 
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readily see, after the provision of the rule was adopted, how that 


le should prevail in the consideration of these matters, for 


rinci 
i would seem entirely appropriate that the business which had 


been considered on a preceding day, and had reached a further | 1 


stage of advancement, should come up first. 

eSPEAKER. That seems to be the principle involved. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to call up the bills, Mr. Speaker, re- 
ported frem the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HITT. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
South Dakota to the fact that I am informed by a number of gen- 
tlemen around me that they desire to debate some of the bills, and 
that it is very likely the consideration of them will take several 
hours. Of course I do not wish to antagonize his bills, but I feel 
it my duty to proceed with the consideration of the conference 
report on the Cuban question. 

. PICKLER. I think it the duty of the House to pass the 
private pension bills. Cuba can wait as well as the private pen- 
sion bills. [Applause.] You have plenty of time for that. 

Now, if it is the of the House, of course no bill can be 
debated, because it is within the power of the Honse to order the 
previous question, in which event there will be no debate. 

Mr. Mc IN. The gentleman forgets that even after the 
previous question there may be limited debate. 

The SP. ER. How? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Not, of course, if the bill had been debated 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PICKLER. All of these bills have been debated in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me, this being Fri- 
day, and there being quite a number of pe pension bills re- 

rted from the Committee of the Whole favorably, that these 

ills ought to come up first; and I hope the gentleman from South 
Dakota will call them up and move the previous question on them 
as they are reached. 

Mr. If the gentleman can assure me that he will move 
the 8 question when he calls up the bills, and that there 
wilt be no debate, of course I will not interfere. 

Mr. PICKLER. I can not say what action the House may take, 
but if I can get recognition I will move the pos question. I 
was going to say that all of these bills have been debated in Com- 
mittee of the ole, the reports were read in full, and they were 

i ed of in committee. 
he SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the first bill reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 


RACHEL PATTON, 


The first bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
was the bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pension to Rachel Patton. 

The bill was read at length. 

; Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question on the bill to 
ts passage. 
e question was taken on ordering the previous question; and 
on N (demanded by Mr. ERDMAN) there were —ayes 127, 
noes 6. 

Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). Two hundred 
ee are present—a quorum; and the previous question is 
ordered. 

The question recurring on the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill, and being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. Erp- 
MAN) there were—ayes 115, noes 42. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Icall for the yeas and nays. This is the case 
of a remarried widow, and we ought to have an opportunity of 
testing the sense of the House on Tae he al involved. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS HOLADAY. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 2326) granting a pension to Thomas Holaday, with an 
amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

The bill and amendment were read at length. 

Mr. PICKLER. Idemand the previous question on the bill 
and amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
ERDMAN) there were—ayes 140, noes 0. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Noquorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the objection, stating to 
the House that there is evidently a quorum present. [Applause.] 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted, 
and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question being taken on the passage of the bill, on a divi- 
sion 3 by Mr. ERDMAN) there were —ayes 135, noes 4. 

Bo the bill was passed. 


XXVIII—222 


LEWIS C. SCHILLING. 
The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 2224) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. Schil- 


ing. 
Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question on the bill to 
its passage. 

e previous question was ordered, under the 1 of which 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. RINEHARDT. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the military record of Charles W. Rine- 
hardt and to grant him an honorable discharge. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Will it be in order at this time to have the reports read in these 


cases? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order. The report of a 
committee can be read by a member as a part of his remarks. 

Mr. PICKLER. The reports have all been read, and the bills 
have all been considered in Committee of the Whole. " 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAMSON DURLEY. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 3234) granting a pension to Williamson Durley. 

The bill, with an amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

WILSON KALE. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 1836) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson Kale. 

The bill was read. 

On motionof Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCIS E. HOOVER. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pension to Francis E. Hoover. 

The bill, with an amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCIS WALSH. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 491) granting an increase of pension to Francis Walsh, 
of Stockham, Nebr. 

The bill, with an amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

_ The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JEFFERSON FUESTON. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 3689) granting an increase of pension to Jefferson Fues- 
ton, of Company M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill, with an amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was 3 81795 to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CAROLINE D. MOWATT. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 1139) granting a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

THEODORE WERNER. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 2142) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Theodore Werner. 
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On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH PORTER. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 3993) granting a pension to Joseph Porter. 

The bill, with an amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correcta clerical error 
in line 5. It reads Eighth New York,” and it should be Sixth.” 
Lask unanimous consent to insert the word Sixth“ in place of 
the word Eighth.” 

Mr. ERDMAN. LI object. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I move that amendment, and I demand 
the previous question on the amendment and the bill to its passage. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the bill can not be 
amended in that way. What is the error? 

Mr. PICKLER. It is a clerical amendment, to strike out the 
word Eighth” and insert the word “Sixth.” The previous ques- 
tion has not been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairmisunderstoodit. The gentleman 
from South Dakota moves an amendment, and demands the pre- 
vious question on the amendment and on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. PICKLER was read, as follows: 

In line 5 strike out the word Eighth” and insert the word Sixth.” 

The question was taken on the amendment; and the Speaker an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Division. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand a division on the 
amendment? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 145, noes none, 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

The ae aia reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The bill asamended was 5 and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGIANNA C. HALL. 

The next bill re from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 4182) to increase the pension of Georgianna C. Hall, with 
amendments. 

The bill and amendments were read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the previous question will 
be considered as ordered, 

There was no objection. 

The rei pri recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY ANN TRACY. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mary Ann Tracy, with an 
amendment. 

The bill and amendment were read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the previous question will 
be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | rulin 


time, and 
JOHN DALTON, 
The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill a R. 3221) granting a pension to John Dalton, with amend- 
ments. 


The bill and amendments were read. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were a to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LYDIA A. TAFT, 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill a R. 577) granting a pension to Lydia A. Taft, with amend- 
men 


The bill and amendment were read. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


HORACE TOWNSEND, 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (S. 186) granting an increase of pension to Horace Townsend, 
The bill was read. : 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to a third reading; and it Was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
ALBERT ELLIS. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 108, noes none. 

Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of no quorum. 
[After counting.] One hundred and seventy-eight gentlemen are 
present. The ayes are 108, the noes none—the ayes have it, and 
the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 


inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Speaker has announced that 178 is a 
quorum. One hundred and seventy-nine is a majority, unless the 
Chair intended to change a ruling he has made. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChairdoesintendtochangeit. [Applause 


on the 5 side.] 
Mr. RICHARDSON. This is a mere parliamentary inquiry. 
I make no issue about it and gentlemen need not get excited, I 
understand the Chair in the Fifty-first Congress 
A MEMBER. I understand that other gentlemen have come in. 
Mr. RICHARDSON (continuing). Idonot make any point, as 
there would be no difficulty in 1 a quorum, but there is a 
question of practice involved. e ruling of the Chair, as Iremem- 
ber it, was, the Chair held in the Fifty-first Congress that it took 
79 mem to make a quorum of the House of Representatives, 
and he nowrules that 178 members, which is one less than a 
majority, is a quorum. That would seem to be a new ruling, and 
therefore I call the attention of the Chair to it simply. Iam mak- 


a a 5 on it. 
e SPEAKER. The Chair took occasion at the close of the 
Fifty-first Congress to put on record his views in regard to the 
mume which he made and to which the gentleman from Tennes- 
see alludes. At that time the Chair, as was announced to the 
House, out of abundant caution, the question having risen some- 
what suddenly, or rather the question which was in the Speaker's 
mind having arisen somewhat suddenly, made a decision which 
he intended should be a safe one, which was that 166 was a quorum, 
instead of 164, which the Speaker now believes to have been a 
quorum. In that expression of his views, which were presented 
to the House, and which will be found in the Rrcorp, the Speaker 
stated that he agreed with the rulings which had previously been 
made by various Speakers and the ruling which was made in the 
Senate after full deliberation, if the Chair recollects aright, under 
the lead of the late Reverdy Johnson, whose reputation as a law- 
yer has always been very high. The Chair thinks the ruling 
should have 164 instead of 166; but, as it was made to the 
disadvantage of the Speaker's side of the House, he thought it safe 
to make—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My only object was to have a ruling. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). The Chair desires to make that 


g. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, if the question should ever 
become an important one, I reserve the right to present some views 
in support of the ruling that the number of living members is the 
basis upon which a quorum must be counted, and I shall cite the 
opinion of one of the leading supreme courts of the country where 
this identical question was heard and determined. 

The SPEA The Chair made the ruling towhich the gen- 
tlemen from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] has called attention at 
a time when there was considerable confusion. In making it the 
Chair announced some doubt as to the proper ruling, and subse- 
quently made a statement to the House of the opinion which he 
entertained after careful examination of the question. 

3 question now is on the engrossment and third reading of 

e bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH DESHLER WHITING. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 1050) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
er Whiting. 
The bill was read, 
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Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that this bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Pensions, and upon that I demand the 
previous question. 3 

Mr. D. LS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard upon that 
question. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest to the gentleman from New York 
thatit is better to let the bill be recommitted, according to the 
recommendation of the Committee of the Whole. 

The motion of Mr. PickLER was agreed to, and the bill was re- 
committed to the Committee on Pensions. 

ISAAC N. WILLIAMS. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 1104) N a pension to Isaac N. Williams. 

The bill, with the amendments reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendments were adopted, and the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES P. HURLEY. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 3216) granting an increase of pension to James P. Hurley. 

The bill was read, 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 7 

HENRY V. ANDREWS. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill i R. 2605) granting a pension to Henry V. Andrews, of Ful- 
ton County, III., a survivor of the Black Hawk war. 

The bill was read, with the amendments recommended by the 
Committee of the Whole. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. EUNICE IDA RHOADES. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 3749) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida Rhoades. 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

HELEN A. JACKMAN. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 4968) granting a pension to Helen A. Jackman. 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr, PICKLER, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL H. J. CROUCH. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 5140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being , it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY B. HOUK. 


The next bill reported from the Commitfee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 4606) to grant an increase of pension to Mary B. Houk. 

The bill was read. 

An amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
Was a to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
uae SP. . The question being on the passage of the 

Mr. ERDMAN. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 115, noes none. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER (after a count). There are 183 gentlemen 
present—a quorum. On this question the ayes are 115, the noes 
are none, and the bill is passed. 

ELIZA WILSON. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson. 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

MARIA E. WILSON. 


The next bill sporea from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 1181) for the relief of Maria E. Wilson. 
The bill was read, 


The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The Till as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JANE WEBSTER. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole.was the 
bill (H. R. 2621) to increase the pension of Jane Webster, widow 
of Joel Webster. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to recommit this bill to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and on that motion I demand the previous 

uestion. 
+ The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the recommittal? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
WILLIAM F. GOOD. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 1634) to grant a pension to William F. Good, Company 
L, Tenth Indiana Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill and amendment were read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be e for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH A. COOPER. 
bill (. R. 0 pase from the 8 aan o 8 was the 

3 granting a pension osep per. 

The bill having been read, it was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SP having put the question on the passage of the 


bill. it was declared 
think there ought to be a division on this 


Mr. ERDMAN, 
vote. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 109, noes 1. 

Mr. ERDMAN I make the point of no quorum. There 
to be a 1 to pass on this important measure. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the impression that a quorum 
is present, but will count the House. 

After a count, the Speaker declared 184 members present. 

There being a quorum, the bill was accordingly passed. 

MOLLIE CRANDALL. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (S. 507) to pension Mollie Crandall, 

The bill was read, 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for the previous question. 

Mr. TALBERT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is it in 
order under the peculiar circumstances existing, while matters 
are being run 5 such a heedless manner 

The SPEAKER. ə gentleman will confine himself to a par- 


liamen inquiry. 

Mr. TALBERT: I will try to do so, if the Chair will allow me 
to lay down the premises. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer a parliamentary in- 
quiry, but not a“ premiss.” 

Mr. TALBERT, The parliamentary inquiry is just this: Will 
it be in order to ask that the present bill or any one of these bills 
be passed over on accountof its being an outrage to pass it? Now, 
I ask permission to make a statement. Here is a bill claiming to 


The SPEAKER, One moment—— 
Mr. TALBERT. Claiming to pension a person on account 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. 
1 TALBERT continued to speak while the Speaker rapped for 
order. 


X i SPEAKER. The gentleman will take his seat. He is not 
in order. 

Mr. TALBERT. I only want to ask 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must take his seat. 

The question being taken, the previous question was ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TALBERT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire 
to ask whether it would be in order to moye to amend the title or 
caption of this bill? 

SPEAKER, It would be in order to make such a motion. 

Mr. TALBERT. I move, then, to amend the caption of the bill 
noa to read, ‘‘A bill not to pension Mollie Crandall,” if that is in 

er. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to insert the word 
“not”? Ru hter. 

Mr.T T. I thought the Speaker decided it was in order 
to move to amend the caption of the bill. 

e The gentleman moves to insert the word 
“no 1. 

Mr. TALBERT. Les, sir; the word “not.” 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. TALBERT. Can I be heard on that motion? 
The SPEAKER. Not under the rules of the House. [Laughter.] 


T 
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The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. TALBERT, 
it was rejected. 


MARY A. HALL. 


bills par bill eee, from ~ Se a Whole was the 
. 844) gran a pension ary A, 
The bill was read. i 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for the previous question. 

The 7 question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM HENRY JOHNSON. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 486) for the relief of William Henry Johnson 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announi that the Senate had without amendment bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5736) to authorize the Light-House Board to pro- 
ceed with the construction of the light-house and fog si on 
North Manitou Island, Lake Michigan; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 159) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to prepare and submit estimates for the improvement of the har- 
bor at Portland, Me. 

The m also announced that the Senate had d bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


u $ 

Ret bill (S. 1585) to authorize and direct the Auditor for the Post- 
Office Department to credit the account of George H. Tice, post- 
master at Perth Amboy, N. J., for stamps and money- 
order funds stolen from his office; an: 

A bill (S. 1546) for the relief of Levi Stoltz. 

SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
resolutions were taken from the Speaker’s table-and referred by 
the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 1546) for the relief of Levi Stoltz—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1585) to authorize and direct the Auditor for the Post- 
Office Department to credit the account of George H. Tice, post- 
master at Perth Amboy, N. J., for postage stamps and money- 
order funds stolen from his office—to the Committee on Claims. 

Concurrent resolution— 
the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 ies of the — 8 of a hearing before the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage, January 28, 1896; 2,000 copies for the Senate and 3,000 copies 
for the House of Representatives— 

To the Committee on Printing. 

Concurrent resolution— 


Resolved — the Senate (the House 8 concurring), That there 
be printed at the Government Printing Office, at the earliest day practicable, 
te form, with paper cover, of the paper enti- 
E the Mercur mining district.“ being a part of the 
f the United States Geological Survey, with ac- 
companying illustrations, of which 3,000 copies shall for the use of the 
House, 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 500 copies for distribution by 
the Geol: Survey— 

To the Committee on Printing. 

M. R. WILLIAM GREBE, 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 3139) for the relief of M. R. William Grebe, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole with amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question on the bill. 

The previous question was ord 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
DAN S. PLACE. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 951) to amend the military record of Dan S. Place, first 
lieutenant Eighteenth Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES E. JONES. 
The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 


bill p: 249) gran a pension to Charles E. Jones, with amend- 
ments recommended by the Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Speaker 


Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer an amendment here. 

The SPEAKER. It is the custom of the House, the Chair will 
state, to allow the gentleman in charge of the bill to make such 
motion as he desires first, - 


Mr. TALBERT. I rose to make a motion to amend the bill. 
The SPEAKER. If the House desires to amend the bill it can 
vote down the previous question, and it will then be open to 


amendments. 
Mr. TALBERT. Well, crack away. [Laughter.] 
Is it in order now to offer an amendment? 


The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. TALBERT. 

The SPEAKER. It is not; the previous question has been 
ordered. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBERT. I understood the Speaker to say that I could 
offer an amendment—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair said that if the previous question 
was voted down it would be open to amendment. [Laughter.] 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were k 
The question recurring on the third reading of the amended bill, 
and being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. TALBERT) there 
were—ayes 104, noes 5. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. I e the point of order that that is merely 
a dilatory objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count nevertheless, 

One hundred and eighty-two members are present, a quorum, 
and the bill is ordered to a third reading. 

The bill was accordingly read the third time, the question re- 
curring on its pa CA 

Mr. ERDMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Am I entitled to have a copy of the engrossed 
bill at this time before its ge? 

The SPEAKER. This being a Senate bill, it is already en- 
grossed. [Laughter.] 

The bill was passed. 

JONATHAN SCOTT. ; 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Jonathan Scott. 

Mr. PIC I demand the previous question on the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. ERD I would like to have a copy of this engrossed 
bill if in order. This, I see, is a House bill. 

The SPEAKER. The engrossed copy of the bill, the Chair will 
state, is not here. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask that this bill be passed over without 


prejudice, and the next taken up. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will have to be laid aside if demand 
is made for the engrossed copy. 

The Clerk will report the next bill. 

SOPHIA J. HAMILTON. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 569) granting a pension to Sophia J. Hamilton, widow 
of Charles S. Hamilton, major-general of volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH MARSHALL. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
pill (H. R. 1109) nting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The Previous question wasordered, under the operation of which 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

RECONSIDERATION, 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the several 
votes taken with reference to these pension bills, and move to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELIZABETH DESHLER WHITING. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, the bill (H.R. 1050) granting an 
increase of pension to Elizabeth Deshler iting, which was re- 
ferred back to the Committee on Pensions, has been reported 
favorably again tothe House. There is no objection to the form of 
the bill. The merits were not considered. I now ask leave of the 
House to restore the bill to its place upon the Calendar. It was 
Calendar No. 92, and I ask thatit may takeits former place so that 
it may be considered. The bill has already passed this House in 
a preceding Congress, but not in time to pass the Senate. There 
seems to be no objection to the merits of the bill, so that it will 

uire a very short time to dispose of it. 
ve he SPE The gentleman from New York [Mr. DANIELS] 
asks that the bill H. R. 1050, which by the action of the House was 
referred back to the Committee on Pensions, be allowed to take its 
place on the Calendar of the Whole House, to resume its former 
position. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 
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CUBA, 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report from 
the committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two 
Houses touching the Cuban resolutions. I ask for the reading of 
the report, and of the resolutions recommended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
onthe amendments of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolu- 
tions of the Senate (concurrent resolution 19, pars 5), having met, after full 
and free conference have to recommend and do recommend to their 

tive Houses as follows: 
i A the Hoose fosas from its amendments to the Senate concurrent 
resolution, and agree e same. Nonne , 
} ROBERT ADAMS, Jr. 
JAMES B. McCREARY, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 


C. LO 5 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That, in the opinion of Con a condition of public war exists between the 
Government of Spain and the Government proclaimed and for some time 
maintained by force of arms by the people of Cuba; and that the United 
States of America should maintain a strict neutrality between the contend- 
eee 1 each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and 
te of the Uni States. 

„That the friendly offices of the United States should be 


Resolved further, 
offered by the President to the Spanish Government for the recognition of 


the independence of Cuba. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the two resolutions which have just 
been read, and to which the conferees on the part of the House, in 
committee of conference, have agreed propose, first, that our Gov- 
ernment should accord to the struggling rope of Cuba belliger- 
ent rights; and second, tender friendly offices to the Spanish 
Government for the recognition of Cuban independence. These 
resolutions passed the Senate on the 28th of February by the over- 
whelming majority of 58 votes. The House of Representatives a 
few days later, on the 2d of March, adopted by 245 majority, as a 
substitute for them, declarations very similar in purport, includ- 
ing one additional resolution, that we ought to be pre to pro- 
tect the interests of American citizens in Cuba by intervention 
if necessary. 

When they had gone back to the Senate that body asked of the 

House a conference u the eg, ree votes. In that commit- 

tee of conference, we had discussed the three resolutions 

which had been adopted by the House and the two adopted by the 

Senate, it was agreed by the Senate conferees that the House res- 

olutions were in some respects preferable, and they yielded and 
to our resolutions. 

They and many other Senators made an earnest effort to have 
them adopted by the Senate; but after weeks had away in 
debate which appeared likely to be indefinite in length, the Sen- 
ate, on the motion of the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, who had urgently pressed those resolutions, noncon- 
curred and asked for another conference. We met them again, 
and they assured the House conferees that while they were as 
earnestly of opinion as ever that the resolutions which the House 
had adopted ought to pass, yet they could give no assurance that 
they would at any time pass the te, as there was manifestly 
an organized obstruction, which, under the antiquated rules of 
that body, where there is no means of stopping debate and bring- 
ing on a vote, might continue indefinitely. They asked us to now 
act in the same liberal spirit in which they had met us, to agree 
to the Senate resolutions, take them back to the House, and 
them. This would at once secure final and complete action and 
defeat the dilatory debate. 5 

Remembering the great majority by which the House had 
adopted our resolutions and considering the vote an instruction, 
we who were conferees for the House for a long time insisted upon 
the action of the House being adhered to. e first resolution, 
that which favors the recognition of the belligerency of those 
struggling in Cuba, is substantially the same as passed by the 
Senate and as passed by the House. The second, which relates to 
the independence“ of Cuba, as stated in the Senate resolution, 
and to a government by the free choice of the people of Cuba,” 
as stated more cautiously in the House resolutions, aimed at the 
same thing, the tender of good offices to secure that purpose. 
The third House resolution, which related to the protection of 
American interests in Cuba, though wholly unobjectionable, 
though in accordance with international law, the usage of nations, 
and the practice of our Government, so plainly so that the only 
objection to it would seem to be that it was hardly necessary for 
Congress to make such a suggestion to the Executive—this reso- 
lution ont asked us to drop. r 

It would be in no worse position if it were dropped than if we 
persisted, and all of the resolutions would fail because there was 
no limitation on debate there. All of them would be talked to 


death if they once got back to the Senate, though there were not | and 


a dozen votes that could be mustered against them. Accordingly 


your conferees agreed to the two Senate resolutions. We now 


ask their adoption by the House. 

The second resolution differed from oursin that it pr the 
tender of the good offices of this Government to secure the recog- 
nition of the independence of Cuba by Spain. It was said—I said 
it and others said it on this floor in the former debate—that the 
expression ‘‘independence” seemed harsher than was necessary, 
and we said so to the conferees; but it was urged, and it is true 
that while a proposition to any Government in ordinary time of 

ce to recognize the independence of a part of its territory as 
independent would be offensive, the reason why it is offensive is 
because it is on its face manifestly intended to offend. 

A proposition by the British representative here that we should 
recognize New an yr or California as independent would be 
offensive; manifestly it would be intended as an offense. There 
is no reason in the present state of our affairs, no excuse for such 
asuggestion. But when war between a parent government and 
a dependency has gone on for some time and separation is the 
best solution of the war, it has often occurréd that the mediation, 
the tender of good offices by another to the parent government to 
induce the recognition of the dependency been an easy way 
to peaceful arrangement and has so been received as a truly 
friendly act. That has happened with us several times, and there 
was no objection taken in cases parallel to this, and can be none 
in as case unless there be a captious disposition to seek a 
quarrel. 

When the Spanish Government, in theearly part of this century, 
was at war with its colonies on this continent, in South Amer- 
ica, and Mexico, our Government took the very step proposed in 
this second resolution—tendered its good offices and friendly coun- 
sels with Spain, urging upon Spain the recognition of the inde- 
pendence of the colonies. That was done, bear in mind those of 
you who think that we are going too fast in this, and that there 
is danger of our being called jingoes, by the most cautious and 

rudent of our Presidents, Mr. Madison. That is in the early 

istory, and is a precedent of great Sunori made by the man 
who more than any other may be called the father of the Consti- 
tution; and the Secretary of State who carried it out was Mr. Mon- 
roe, whose name is synonymous throughout the world with the 
wisest and noblest feature of the foreign policy of the Republic. 
That I may not misstate it in the least, I will read the words by 
which the President stated exactly what action he had taken 
touching the Spanish colonies in revolt on this continent after the 
war had gone on for some time. 

In Mr. Monroe’s m , after he was elected President, Novem- 
pe 14, 1820, he relates the negotiations to adjust the differences, 
and says: 

That the col eir of 
short of 3 = a . enn, 

And then states the action of our Government in these words, 
which are almost the words of this resolution: 

To promote that result (independence) by friendly counsels with other 
pawos, including Spain herself, been the uniform policy of this Govern- 
men 

There is the first, the great precedent, eighty years ago, for the 
very action to which your conferees have assented and which they 
recommend to you to-day. I will not follow through all the prec- 
edents, but I will come to one which is brought up so often in 
this House in another light—that of General Grant, when the 
Cubans were en in the ten years’ war with Spainfrom 1868 
to 1878. Gene rant then made a proposition to Spain, that 
she should recognize the independence of Cuba. Those of you 
who care to read it at 1 h will find the discussion in the in- 
structions by Mr. Fish and the dispatches of Minister Sickles at 
Madrid. It is the very case we have in hand. That was an insur- 
rection or rebellion in Cuba not half so extensive as the present, 
and it was near the beginning. Then the good offices of the 
United States were offered to bring the war to a close on the basis 
of Cuban independence, Spain to be paid an indemnity which the 
United States should guarantee. 

The ruler of Spain was General Prim, and he received that 
8 in the same friendly . in which it was made. 

ere was no rupture ofrelations. I will not read all his answers, 
which are contained in and discussed through several dispatches 
of considerable length, but only to show its spirit I will givea 
few words. They may conveniently be foun by members in 
Senate Report 141, if anyone desires to read it. At the conclu- 
mo of his remarks, assenting to the proposition of Mr. Sickles, he 
said: 

Ido not flatter myself that Spain will retain possession of the island. I 


consider that the period of colonial autonomy has virtually arrived. How- 
ever the present contest may end, whether in the supp: 


more to get out of Cuba, but it must be done in a dignified 
hono: manner. 


That was in response to General Grant’s proposition that the 
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dence of Cuba should be recognized and that an indemnity 
should be made to Spain, which would be guaranteed by the 
United States. General Prim, however, made a condition that the 
Cubans must first lay down their arms, and after that there might 
be a vote by the people of Cuba on the question of separation. 
But the Cu people would not consent to lay down their arms. 
They knew those with whom they were dealing. They thought 


they knew them too well to do that, and that s the nogo 
tiations, to er with the fact that the matter © public 
and created excitement in Spain. Subsequent events showed that 


the distrust of the Cubans Was a wise one. No offense was taken 
General Prim at the friendly counsel of our Government that 

e independence of Cuba should be zed. 

I mention this as showing why we can, with reason, come to the 
suggestions of the Senators whom we met in conference, and adopt 
that resolution which the Senate by so great a majority. 
It is only advice that we give to another Government. It is not a 
matter of — importance. It is all in the future anyhow. It 
is possible that Spain will not heed the advice; but whether she 
heeds it or not, we know how events are moving, that the car of 
destiny is bearing the cause of freedom to triumph, and the suc- 
cess and the independence of Cuba with or without the counsel of 
the er or theconsent of in will soon be achieved, accorded, 
and established. [Loud applause.] But the matter now most 
important is not giving advice, it is the proposition for immediate 
action. That is in the first resolution proposing that our Govern- 
ment at once recognize the belligerency of those who in Ouba are 
struggling for their liberty. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, I 
wish to make a suggestion. 

Mr. HITT. Not at all. 

N eee — of us, I 3 spr pao 

of the recognition of belligerency, but the country at large 
does not know just what is to be T. —— by the revolutionists from 
a recognition of their right of be ency, and if it will not break 
into the line of the gentleman's thought, I wish he would explain 


t. 

Mr. HITT. I will endeavor to answer the question as clearly 
and practically as I can, The gentleman has struck the essential 
question—the one that transcends all the rest. That question of 
ats apa Cuban belligerency is the one on which the American 
peop e haye been fixing their attention most iene oy This 

mse has been flooded with petitions and memorials by thou- 
sands from legislatures, chambers of commerce, societies, from 
churches, from associations of every kind, and from individual 
citizens by tens of thousands. Your committee room has been 
choked with them. There is no other subject for years on which 
there has been so vast and multitudinous an ry of the 

ple’s will as this question of recognizing the belligerency of 

e Cubans who are struggling for freedom. They go to the very 
heart of the question. e people know just what is most wanted 
and they ask us to do it. 

Some individuals, generally those who call themselves business 
men, brokers, and financial men, write us letters deprecating action 
of any kind, opposing any agitation or discussion on any foreign 
aron that may disturb the market. They are not in favor of 
the Spaniard; they are not in favor of the Cuban. They care 
nothing whatever foreitherside. Theysimplydeprecateany action 
which will affect the markets in which their hearts are bound up. 
But the unmistakable voice of the people of the United States as 
expressed in the enormous majority given in this House a month 
ee to 17—and in the Senate—64 to 6—is in favor of imme- 

tely recognizing the belligerency of the Cubans. 

Now, to answer the gentleman from Iowa, the effect of 
nizing the belligerency of the Cubans will be, first, to give them a 
flag and a status. If a ship should enter New York Harbor this 
afternoon belonging to the Cuban — par flying the Lone 
Star flag, she would be liable to be treated as a pirate and all on 
board might be treated as criminals, as violators of law, as ene- 
mies of mankind. With recognition, the belligerents will havea 
flag with the same status as that of any other country, and a ves- 
sel fying that flag can go into New York Harbor right alongside 
of a Spanish frigate. But as we stand now, if they should go in 
there this afternoon, the Spanish minister would be at the State 
8 immediately asking to have them seized and treated 
as pira 


colors, entered our por 
oo and 5 be treated as such. Pronounce 
t magic word * belli „recognize those as belligerents 


once give them that advantage and that status among nations in 
cor pora. The word belligerency ” exactly defines and describes 
Ww they are doing. They are carrying on war. Recognize 
them as belligerents and you enable them at once to do all that 
other nations are entitled to do—to carry a flag, to purchase in 


our markets munitions of war and supplies of every kind, to pur- 
chase them openly and take them out openly, just as the Spanish 
Government now does—not hiding and skulking in obscure and 
distant pes by night to escape seizure, dogged every hour by 

ies and informers to give notice to our Government and have 

em arrested. Then men could go sare Be join them, if not in 
armed expeditions. They could negotiate loans and sell bonds 
just as the Spanish Government is doing now. 

Mr. SWANSON. May I ask the gentleman a question for in- 
formation? Does he mean to say that if this resolution, as we are 
going to vote upon it to-day, is passed it will enable the Cubans 


to do all that? 

Mr. HITT, I believe that it will, because I believe that the 
President of the United States is not so recreant to his duty as an 
agent and servant of the ponpe that he will disregard the vote of 
the 1 of the United States as expressed through the House 
of e and Senate by vast majorities. [Applause.] 
The House has already given a majority of 245 upon this question, 
but it has been null because, the action of the two Houses not 
being in accord, it has been in the air; but when these Senate reso- 
lutions have both Houses I have faith that we have a Presi- 
dent who will act as the elect of the people of the United States, 
the agent of the le of the United States, and not their “ruler.” 
Therefore I say that I believe that the of this resolution 
will secure the r tion of the bell cy of the Cubans. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Would it not be a safer and far more cer- 
tain course to ask unanimous consent to strike out the word con- 
current” and insert the word joint“? 

r .I think we can not make that change SSP F cr 
ceeding is not in order on a conference report. Indeed, I think it 
is unimportant, because I have a different opinion from the gen- 
tleman concerning the President of the United States. I will not 
admit that he has yet taken up the conceit which has unfortu- 
nately been expressed of late elsewhere that he is a ‘‘ruler” anda 
“strong man.” He may be a strong man, but he is strong because 
he is our President and not our ruler. [Applause.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, I did not intend, . Speaker, that the 
Se. should understand me as questioning what the Presi- 

ent will do. I only make the t that this proceeding would 
be far more certain to accom the results which the House 
committee contemplate if we should substitute the word joint“ 
for the word concurrent.” 

Mr. HITT. I do not think so. It would then simply require 

the President to sign it or take action necessarily within ten days, 
and would necessitate a different mode of voting here. We get 
at the essence of the matter in this way. Nobody will mistake 
the ose of the American Congress. 
Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman will permit me, in response 
to the gentleman from Georgia, it is proper to statein justification 
of the committee of conference that such an amendment as the 
gentleman suggests would have been entirelyin order. The com- 
mittee of conference had to deal only with questions in dispute, 
and with matters not in dispute they nothing to do, 

Mr. HITT. I will say to the gentleman from Georgia that we 
had no power over the form the resolution; it came to us a 
concurrent resolution both from the House and from the Senate, 
and while we could have changed the matter of the resolutions in 
our conference with the Senators, none of us could change them 
from being concurrent. On the enacting clause the two Houses 
were agreed, and we were to confer on their matters of disagree- 


ment, 

Mr. SWANSON. As I understand, a concurrent resolution is 
simply the expression of an opinion of Congress. It has no more 
force than the action of a moot court. But a joint resolution, if 
signed by the President, would have the force and effect of law. 
Did the committee when it made this proposition simply a con- 
current resolution determine the that a concurrent resolu- 
tion would have? There is some difference of opinion as to that. 

Mr. HITT. The committee of conference no authority to 
approach or touch that question. The difference between the two 

ouses did not relate to any such matter of form; both proposi- 
tions which went to the committee of conference were concurrent 
resolutions. Had one resolution been joint and the other concur- 
rent—had there been any such disagreement involved in regard 
to the form of the resolution—the case would have been different. 
We had the right to consider changes affecting the language of 
the resolutions themselves, but not affecting their form; the com- 
mittee of conference, as a matter of parliamentary necessity, was 
obliged to report them as concurrent resolutions. 

I was trying to explain, in answer to my friend from Iowa A 
HENDERSON], the force and practical effect of the action which I 
have no doubt will be taken in the adoption of these resolutions—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Would not another result follow the rec- 
ognition of belligerency—that the war between the two parties in 
Cuba would have to be a humane war, that 2 captured 
from the Cuban ranks by Spanish troops would have to be treated 
as prisoners of war? 

. HITT. That is argumentative. I am speaking of the 
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immediate effect of our resolutions—of things completely within 
our power—which we can determine absolutely ourselves. S 

Me. NORTHWAY. I hope that the chairman of the committee 
[Mr. Hrrr] will not be f er interrupted while he is stating the 
effect which a recognition of belligerency would have. We de- 
sire to haye his statement on that point in compact form for the 
information of this House and the public. Ihope gentlemen will 
defer their questions until the gentleman from Tilinois is through 
with his statement. : 

Mr. HITT, After we have recognized the belligerent rights of 
the Cubans men can openly leave our shores to aid the Cubans. 
The Cubans can go upon the stock boards in this city or anywhere 
else and publicly offer a loan—offer to tiate their bonds, as 
our fathers did, during the Revolution, in They can 
negotiate loans either with other Governments or with private 
citizens. 

I will give the House a definition of belligerent rights in words 
that will not be questioned. Mr. Canovas, the prime minister of 
Spain, made public last summer a statement in which he discussed 
this very question. No one will accuse him of straining the defi- 
nitionin favor of the Cubans. I will read his words. hat I am 
about to read is no fake.“ This is no unsubstantial or unauthen- 
ticated paper. It comes to us from the President, and is a part of 
House Document No. 224. Says Minister Canovas: 

From the moment of their tion they can send out vessels upon the 
ocean under the flag of the lone ; raise funds in fore countries; move 
about witha freedom that otherwise they could neverenjoy; and they could 
even carry on privateering. 

That does not state all that the recognition of belligerency 
would accomplish, but it states the great and important advan- 
tages that such an act would give tothe Cubans. The Spanish 
Government to-day is doing all those things. It sends its agents 
to Hartford to buy arms; they buy them also in Philadelphia. 
Any man can openiy go from this country to join the Spanish 
forces. He may, if he chooses, announce the t in the news- 

pers and have a reception before he starts, yet go unmolested. 

he Spanish Government is, in fact, buyi plies here. 

Why, sir, the United States is at this hour a of operations 
of the Spanish Government in crushing the Cubans who are strug- 
gling for theirfreedom. Under the pretense of neutrality we are, 
every time the Spanish minister gives intimation to the State De- 
5 running to capture men who may be about to start to 

ba or to seize supplies of arms intended for the Cubans, in any 
port, in any remote corner of the country anywhere. We have 
not even confined our assistance to our own ports. In the case 
of the Hawkins we pursued the Cubans out npon the high seas at 
the behest of Spain. Is that real neutrality? Is that fairness? 
Is it justice? Are we notin spirit and in fact the efficient oppress- 
ors of the Cubans ourselves? 

Much has been said about this proposed action being a departure 
from the custom of our fathers—from the course pursued by former 
Presidents. Why, sir, this is nothing new. That great man to 
whom I referred a few moments ago dealt with this question so 
practically that there is little more left to be said as to the duty 
and the right of a nation to recognize belligerency in such a case. 
In 1815, after Mr. Madison had issued his proclamation touching 
the Spanish-American colonies—the ordinary proclamation of neu- 
trality to forbid armed expeditions the S minister, Cheva- 
lier De Onis, demanded that our President should send orders to 
seize in our ports any ship that came from any of the rebel col- 
onies. He denounced the men on any such vessel as pirates, ban- 
dits, and brigands. 

Do you observe, gentlemen, that these phrases now so glib upon 
Spanish tongues and in the mouths of friends of the Spanish cause 
are not new at all? When a man is not an humble follower of 
oppressive authority, he is a “brigand.” When he is not on their 
side, but . such resources as God has given to him to 
save the liberty that God gave him, then he is a wandering bandit. 
That minister demanded that these ships should be seized and the 
men treated as pirates. He demanded that our ports be closed to 
the revolutionists under the flags of Buenos Ayres, Carthagena, 
and the Mexican Congress, and other places which have, he says, 
“ revolted against the authority of the King, my master.” It is a 
pleasure to read the dignified and noble 1 in reply by a 
great patriot and statesman. Let me read the words; Mr. Mon- 
roe wrote them January 19,1816, as Mr. Madison directed: 

The President thought it proper some time past to give orders to the col- 
lectors not to make the flag of any vessel a criterion or condition of its ad- 
mission into the ports of the United States. 

And again, in reply to that haughty demand of the Spanish 
minister, he said: 

All that your Government had a right to claim of the United States was 


that they should not interfere in the contest or promote by any active serv- 
ice the success of the ble ee ae Dat they continued to overlook 


the por bee reac from se a re eee. — — was 
common colonists. equal justice migh claim we would 
not interfere to their disadvantage— = 


Who thinks of that now in this great contest, where we are doing 
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all that we can to the disadvantage of those with whom every true 
heart now sympathizes?— $ 


that our ports should remain open to both parties 
—— of the prema nr fe our laws 
be changed 


as they were before the 
ting commerce with 
ury. In ‘these principles 


foreign nations should not to their 
the United States have acted. 

I wish, Mr. Speaker, that I could say to-day that on these prin- 
ciples the United States have acted within the last year. 

ow, do not say that this action of President A was lim- 

ited simply to letting the ships come into the ports of this country, 
It was to do more than that. It was a direct practical recognition 
of i cy with all of its consequences. Afterwards Mr. 


Monroe, when he had become President, recited these events and 
their consequences, and stated what had been the conduct of the 
United States toward the participants in the conflict. Mark these 
words; this was the way the t American acted eighty years 


ago to men situated as Cu are now situated: 
They have ed an equal right to purchase and export arms, muni- 
tions 81 war. pana . — y, the exportation of all articles whatever 


be passed comme 
being permitted undor laws which wero pasad long, before the commence 
commerce with each has been alike protected by the Government. 

That is what we ought to doto-day. There is a sentence a little 
farther on which I commend to the attention of the House. Iwill 
not detain Pigo by reading at length even the words of this great 
man, save to give an extract here and there: 

As soon as the movement assumed such a steady and consistent form as to 
make the success of the provinces probable the rights to which they were 
the law of nations as equal parties toa civil war were 

party was ted to enter our ports with its public and 
private ships and take from them every article which was the subject of 
commerce with other nations. 

And then he recites again with emphasis and fullness our con- 
duct toward both parties in the contest. Now, what is the situa- 
tion? Is not thesuccess of the province of Cuba probable? Have 
not these men there in arms shown that they can not be sub- 
dued? The Spanish minister made public an address to the people 
of the United States on the 22d day of Fe , in which he said 
that Spain had sent 125,000 troops. The Spanish war publications 
show that there were 21,000 troops already in Cuba as a perma- 
nent army, holding the people said to be so loyal to the Spanish 
CCC coming of th 

et, er, in sp 0 ese m 
125,000 Ja number—with infantry 2 artillery, iad 
besides that 40 ships of war—to crush the Cu 


will "Sema until province after e has fallen before them; 
and 


ey have passed through 700 miles of vanquished Spani 
territory and Spanish armies. To-day they hold three-fourths of 
the Island of Cuba. 


The apenan troops are practically penned up in the cities. They 
have only detachments outside of towns. The country is Cuban 
and the Cuban army holds it. The Cuban capital, Cubitas, is 
more secure than Habana is to-day. It is not a war of similar 
dimensions to the ten years’ war of 1868 and 1878, That never 
extended. far beyond the eastern province of Santiago, and even 
that it was impossible for the power of Spain to subdue. They 
held that monarchy at bay for ten years, although they had 
not an armed force one-fourth as great as that now under the 
commands of Generals Gomez and ú 
They never were subdued at all. They were induced to treat, 
and General Campos, who had not been successful in subduing 
them, made acompact with them—the peace of Zanjon. This was 
done upon the suggestion of the Government of the United States. 
By that compact the Cubans were to have self-government, re- 
duced taxation, taxation only with representation. They were to 
have the expenditure of those taxes at home in large part. They 
were themselves to share in full proportion in administering the 
On that pledge th — the laid d their 
p , on those , they own arms. 
omise was violated. Every pledge in that compact, fol- 
lowed by submission, though kept to the ear, was broken to the 
hope; 1 kept in form in many cases, was utterly disregarded 
in fact, and they were subjected to oppression as Harsh as ever. 
They were . freedom of elections, representation in the 
Spanish parliament, self-government in the provinces and in the 
cities, the control of the taxation laid upon themselves. There is a 
paper which has been sent to every member of the House, I under- 
stand, and I had a copy of it, sab cia Sr be signed by a number 
of niards in New York. ey do not tend to be Oubans, 
but i , who say in this letter that they know about these 
affairs. seem to have read up or learned in some way, or 
think they have, and they assert that Cuba is a free country; that 
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those people are entirely mistaken in thinking they are not free; 
that Cuba is as free as Canada, and Cubans have ample represen- 
tation in the Cortes or Spanish parliament. 

Now, we have before us a document sent by the Secretary of 
State in Senate Document 166, p: ed, not by Spaniards nor by 
our own people, but by Cubans. ey know of what they speak; 
and while I will not go over the details, I will give the statement 
of one of the real Cuban members of the Spanish parliament, 
who himself tells just what a mockery is the pretended voting or 
suffrage and representation of Cubans, Saya little over 9 per 
cent of the people of Cuba are Spaniards—that is, Spanish resi- 
dents in Cuba whose homes are in Spain; yet that electoral law is 
so framed that as a matter of fact there are only 53,000 of the 
1,600,000 people of Cuba who are on the electoral lists, and the 
Spanish element, with only 9 per cent of the population, have a 
preponderence of the men elected to parliament and everywhere 
else. They administer it all. Here is a specimen: In the municipal 
district of Gũüines the + ogee is 13,000, of whom 500 are Span- 
jards. On the electo; t, out of the 13,000 native Cubans, there 
are 62, and out of the 500 Spanish residents there are 400 who are 


Now, to clinch this whole business, there is a permanent commis- 
sion to revise the electoral list and settle all disputes, and that 
commission is appointed by the captain-general, by Weyler, a nice 
officer to appoint a reviewing board for an electoral list. Here 
are numbers of instances stated of the 3 arbitrary con- 
duct by which the people were disfranchised. There are several 
scores of members of the Cortes sent from Cuba, but they are not 
Cubans. They are the bitterest enemies of the Cubans. There 
are sometimes Cubans elected to the Spanish Cortes, but the men 
who are elected under these forms as Cuban members of that par- 
liament and representing Cuba are of that envenomed class that 
is the most bitterly hostile to them all, the resident Spaniards. 
Says Mr. Varona, himself long a member, in the most favorable 

hs the number of Cuban representatives, out of the dozens 
t are sent, has not exceeded six. 

Now, as to the local government, what kind of self-government 
have they? This gentleman states that of which Cubans know 
not newspaper tales, nor official falsehoods and bulletins. Lately 
in the board of aldermen in Habana there was not a single Cuban. 
In the board at Güines, with a population of 12,500 inhabitants, 
there was not one Cuban found in the council of that province. 
So, too, in Matanzas, there were two, and in Santa Clara there 
were two. These are the most populous provinces in Cuba. That 
is the “self-government” to which they have been treated! 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HITT. Yes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I understand that the ulation of Cuba 
amounts to about 1,600,000. Now, what information have the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, what official information, in respect 
to the 5 of that population en in the effort to throw 
off Spanish authority or in sympathy with that element? 

Mr. HITT. We have a document that was sent to this House 
at the request of our committee, which gives scores of statements 
from our consular officers in Cuba, giving the number of armed 
men. As long ago as last August the force of Cuban insurgents 
in the field was given at 30,000, of whom 10,000 were p well 
armed. They have increased ily since. If the gentleman 
desires information on that subject—and of course the essence of 
it all is, what is the scope, extent, and force of the military power 
of the insurrection—I will say to him that I hold in my hand a 
detailed statement, handed to me since the House was called to 
order to-day, giving the number of troops who are now organ- 
ized, and a arno part of whom are in active campaign for the 
Republic of Cuba. I will have the statement read at the desk if 
the gentleman desires it. 

1 50 PATTERSON. Will the gentleman state the substance 
of i 

Mr. HITT. In the Province of prise de Cuba the total is 
18,900. The divisions and the names of the commanding officers 
and the at which they are located are given. In the 
Principe, which is a small province, there are 2,500. 
ta Clara there are 5,000 troops in the field. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let us have the aggregate. 

Mr. HITT. I will come to that in a moment. In Matanzas 
there are 8,900; in Habana, 8,160; in Pinar del Rio, 5,562, and in 
the armies of Generals Gomez and Maceo, 16,700. The total is 
60,722 men. I will insert the whole statement: 


CUBAN ARMY OF OCCUPATION. 
Province of Santiago de Cuba, 
Mal, Gen. José Maceo (black 
n. 
n 


ovince 
In 


. Gen. Perico Perez (white) 
Brig. Gen. Matias Vega (white) 
Gen. Augustin Ceureco (mulatto). 


155 
g 
: 


900 

Province of Puerto Principe. 
Maj. Gen. Mayia Rodrigues (white) 1,500 
Brig. Gen. Lope Recio (hte) Rees ) 7VFSFVVVFVVTTTTTTTTTCTT Ratan nna 1,000 
TOR onsrsnacundsescs a rra n E S a a l e N 2,500 


1 the . Bartolo Masso; Minister of War 
loff, Minister of Treasury Pina, and all others are white. 


Province of Santa Clara. 
Maj. Gen. Serafin Sanchez (white 
Colonel Roban (white) 
Colonel Rego (white 
Colonel Cortefia (White) 
Col, Felipe Toledo (white) 
Col. Lino Perez (white) 
Lieut. Col. Leon Cio Vedal if 
Lieut. Col. Sixto Roque (w. 


Province of Matanzas. 

Maj. Gen. Francisco Carillo (Wwhite) innana 3, 
Brigadier General Lacret (white). 
Gen. Pancho Perez (White) 
Col. Clotilde Garcia (black) 
Col. Joseph Roque (White) 
Colonel Oulet (White) - 
Colonel Morijon (mulatto)...... 
Col. Demas tinez Pe) —— 
Col. (Alfred Godoy) El Inglesito (White) 
Col. Edward Garcia (white) 


Habana Province, 
Maj. Gen. José Maria Aguirre (white) 
Gen. Rafael de Cardenas (White) 
Col. Juan Masso Parra (White) 
Colonel Castillo (White) ...------ 
Colonel Aranguerena (white). 
Major Villanueva (black) 
Col. Hernandez (white) a 
Lieutenant-Colonel Corbo (white). 
Lieutenant-Colonel Palacios (black) 


| 
E 
> 
8 


Pinar del Rio Province. 


Maj. Gen. Dioniosio Gil (White 
Gen. Perico Diaz (black) 
Col. Perico Delgado (white 
Col, Rafael Socorro (white 

Col. Frederico vest ont (white) (recruits) . 
Colonel Olivia (White 

Col. Miguel Laso (White). 
Col. Estaban Varona (white) 
Major Castillo (black 


— 


ARMIES OF INVASION. 
General-in-chief, Maximo Gomez (White -+--+ 22-222 ...... 5,000 


Lieut. Gen, Antonio Maceo (mulatto) .. 
Brig. Gen. Quinton Bandera (black) 
Brig, Gen. José Miro (Spaniard, white 
Brig. Gen. Bruno Zayas (white) 


n. Estabo Tamayo (White) 

Colonel Nunez (White) 
Gol; Cayito Alvarez White 400 
Col; Roberto Bermudez (WHite) e Nossi N EAS 600 

Total BETTY. I ꝙ ⅛ UUUUÄQQOh 16, 700 

e e dnewanes sus mess peel SREANG „022 

Total of all forces in arms —ꝛ-——— l 60, 722 

Color. 
Officers 
White. | Black. 


In ranks bearing arms, 40 per cent black and 60 per cent white. 


This is a table of officers commanding o ting columns. Each 
of their separate columns is regularly officered as in the United 
States Army, the tables showing color and strength of leader. 

Mr. PATTERSON, Now, one further question. Wbat number 


1896. . 
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of Cubans—I mean citizens of the island, not resident Span- 
iards—what number of Cubans have enlisted in the cause of 
Spain in an effort to put down the insurrection? 

Mr. HITT. It is said there are many Cubans—it is even stated 
Officially. But I understand from Cu who are in earnest in 
behalf of their cause that those who are thus entitled Cubans and 
who are in the Spanish armed forces are the same class as those 
men called“ volunteers.” Perhaps the gentleman is aware of what 
is misnamed a volunteer“ in Cuba. The Cuban volunteer“ 
means a Spaniard in Cuba who is subject to military duty under 
the Spanish law in Spain; but by a provision of the law he is allowed 
the choice of performing service in Cuba, and that is called yol- 
unteering to do duty abroad instead of at home. These are the 
bitterest men, the most implacably hostile and cruel, that the 
Cubans have to meet. They are the men who form the cloud of 
vultures, of officeholders, speculators, privileged spoilers, who have 
made the island poor. It pays $26,000,000 a year in taxes, and be- 
sides that the exactions and peculations. 

Mr. PATTERSON. From what source do you get that informa- 
tion? 

Mr. TUCKER. The gentleman from Tennessee means the 
information about the number of troops. 

Mr. HITT. That was handed me by a gentleman whoreturned 
from Cuba within a day or two—a very responsible gentleman, 
who was introduced tome by members of the House who knew 
and vouched for him as a man of intelligence, integrity, and high 
character. I have not permission to use his name, but it will 
piven me in a moment, if desired, by the gentleman who presented 

m 


im. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then, if I understand it, substantially it is 
about this: The native 3 of Cuba have contributed about 
60,000 men to resist the authority of Spain, that that army is 
maintained by the native population of Cuba, and that the natives 
of Cuba have directly contributed no soldiers to the Spanish 
cause, 

Mr. HITT. Well, I would not answer that I know that fact 
one way or the other. That is a question in dispute. But we 
can infer some things which are so plain that by the laws of moral 
evidence and reason we can not but convinced. I see the 
point of the gentleman’s question. What is the tendency and 
wish of the people? There is every reason to believe, I think, 
that the people of Cuba are most earnestly devoted to the cause 
of independence and are determined to separatefromSpain. The 
insurgent forces have worked in perfect harmony; the people 
recruit them spontaneously as fast as mey fall away from exhaus- 
tion on the march or perish in battle. They have no uniforms, 
no rations. They have all the hardships of war and none of its 

lendors. Their arms were simply rough e Severn of 
the plantations, called machetes, until they captured better arms 
from the Spaniards whom they overthrew an pple of their 
Mauser rifles. If the Spanish Government believed what its officers 
constantly say and publish abroad in bulletins, that Cuban armies 
only represent brigands, incendiaries, and marauders, why do not 
they arm the good citizens and let them drive out the brigands? 
ie, Postal do it if these were brigands. Our people did it in 
the West; did it often in my youth. They organized to catch the 
brigands and executed them. But ins of that being the fact 
in Cuba, we have every evidence that the Cuban people regard 
the Spanish rule with the utmost detestation. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If my friend will pardon me for a moment, 
I will tell him the thought I have in min R 

Mr. HITT. I will be glad to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. PATTERSON. And thatis this: If the people of Cuba, the 
inhabitants of the island, are practically united, or substantially 
united, in an effort to secure their autonomy and their liberty, 
in my judgment they are entitled toit. And if this Government 
would interpose its authority to prevent Spain from acquiring by 
force of arms territory contiguous on the North American con- 
tinent, I do not see why Spain should be permitted to retain ter- 
ritory by means of subjugation. [Loud applause. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman speaks to a point which is not now 
proposed for action, and as T am simply explaining a conference 
report the 8 will not expect me torespond to his remarks. 

. POWERS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. HITT, With pleasure. 

Mr. POWERS. I observe the gentleman from Ilinois is thor- 
oughly conversant with the fact touching this interesting matter; 
interesting not only to Cuba, but to this nation. I would like to 
request him to state to the House what the form of government is in 
Cuba that is directing the action of those insurgents. It has been 
stated, as the gentleman no doubt is well aware, that there is no 
such thing as any form of government there in an organized 
capacity, but that the army is made up of a band of marauders 
fig ting for spoil. Now, if it be true that the army is made up of 
soldiers fighting for civil rights, is there a central power, is there 
a council with an administration that directs the movements of 
that army? 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the government of the insurgent 
movement, the revolution, in Cuba is a republican government, 
with a president; but in its beginning, like all revolutions, the 
very essence is the military power; that overshadows all other. 


They have an organization of civil officers. They have secured 
possession of province after province. In some cases they have 
almost the whole of the territory of a 1 in peaceful occu- 
pation administered by their officers. I have here an official cop: 
of the constitution of the Cuban Republic. They have worked 
harmoniously from the beginning, each obeying his superior, 
showing the highest confidence—a real organization. Organiza- 
tion does not lie in words nor in printed papers. It is a fact. 
They obey their officers; their officers work in harmony. Itis a 
consistent political and military movement, such a one that it 
can carry on war, and has carried it on vigorously, successfully, 
victoriously, from the very start, 

The question as to the unity of the Cubans is a serious one. As 
to their sincerity in opposing Spanish domination, whether they 
are brigands or whether they are patriots, they have a great army 
against them, armed with all the appliances that the modern art 
of war can furnish. They are without pay. No Cuban soldier 
has ever received a day’s pay in all this long year of battle and 
march and suffering. They have no uniforms. They can be 
described in the same language that Cornwallis applied to Wash- 
ington's army when he followed its trail through New Jersey and 
described the soldiers of that army as tatterdemalions.“ 
footed, half-clad, armed only with the weapons they have torn 
from their conquered enemies, those Cuban soldiers have marched 
on from fight to retreat and from retreat to fight. 

Their generals have not let the Spaniards set for them the places 
of battle. I donot know but that the Spanish generals have been 
able men. It is not my part to speak of them otherwise than with 
respect as to their abilities. But if they are able men, then the 
Cu generals are men whose names should be placed beside that 
of Touissant, who organized the black army in Haiti which de- 
feated the French, or by that of Hannibal, who organized savage 
tribes into armies that defeated the finest infantry in the world. 
Their generals have created out of the humblest raw material 
soldiers who have borne what our troops could not bear—delay, 
defeat, retreat, return to action, reattack, and vic That is the 
proof of ability in ee geome and in every individual soldier. 

They have shown all these high qualities and done all these 
great deeds without the sordid hope of reward, bearing them- 
selves more patiently through this incessant struggle t our 
fathers did during the saddest period of our Revolutionary war, 
when they had to change their capital nine times in the course o 
the struggle, when the troops were without ‘pay and clothing and 
were sometimes on the verge of disorder and mutiny. ‘There has 
been no such complaint on the part of the Cuban soldier, who 
humbly took what he could get, ate what he could find, and went 
3 with ae ae hontt; T tere 10 Bloody feet, to 
mee © enemy an again. plause. uch a people 
deserve liberty. They earn it. . Campos complained, cod 
General Weyler has repeated the complaint, that their want of 
success in many instances was owing to the fact that they oper- 
atedina „ they could get no trustworthy informa- 
tion and where they never could rely upon their guides, Mark 
that significant testimony. 

Remember that the guide was in the clutch of those cruel hands 
that love to strangle, and yet, looking death in the face, those 
humble, lowly men and women in the cabins and by the wayside 
in Cuba who were taken as guides would rather face death than 
lead the Spanish troops to the slaughter of their brethren in arms. 
Could there be a more striking testimony than this from the mouth 
85 = ee . e o the devotion of = 

n people eir cause, like t of the early martyrs to the 
Christian faith? 

Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored to explain the reasons which 
led your committee to accept these resolutions, and in doing so I 
have been drawn into talking longer than I had intended. The 
8 has been made more t once that our action, if it 
led to the recognition of the Cuban Republic and its independence, 
would be but an introduction to a period of revolutions and an- 
archy, as in the other South American colonies of Spanish origin. 
But bear in mind one fact, which is never mentioned by those 
who make this prediction. There are only two spots in America 
where the Spanish race in considerable numbers really colonized 
855 aa the Anglo-Saxons in our country. One is Chile; the other 


In all the other Spanish-American countries the population has 
been, and is to-day, almost wholly Indian, with a little per cent 
of Spanish blood ruling. But few Spanish women or families 
ever came. In Chile the Spaniards transplanted themselves 
actually. The European race went to live there, as it did in Cuba, 
and in Cuba to-day there are a million people of the European 
race and only 600,000 others. Forty years ago the securities of 
Chile were good in the markets of the world. It has a comparar 
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tively stable government. Let the people of Cuba, who are of a 


fiber and spirit that knows how to work, a people with heads that 

know how to think—let them once become free and they will soon 

know how torule themselves and to organize a government which 

will be stable and prosperous and which will earn our heartiest 
wishes for its permanent success. 

It is our duty to pass these resolutions, These people are imi- 
tating us. All the traditions of Americans, all our paes; every- 
thing in our own Pact appeals to us to cheer and encourage 
rather than aid to trample upon these men in Cuba who arestrug- 
gling to become what we are. Why, Mr. Speaker, the very men 
who are now blackening the characters of the ‘‘ bandits” will be, 
or their grandchildren will be, among those who will show them- 
selves most anxious to prove that they are descendants from some 
of Gomez's captains lau hter]; just as in the cities along the 
Atlantic coast one PaA and twenty years ago, at the time when 
the barefooted soldiers of Washington were marching over the 
J hills and plains, there were persons not overcharged with 
devo to the cause of freedom, but whose descendants are most 
active in their efforts to discover or to invent stories of pedigrees 
showing descent from those soldiers, organizing ‘‘Sons” and 
“Daughters” of the Revolution. [Laughter and applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). o time of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] had expired. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Task that the gentleman’s time 
be extended to allow him to conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HITT. I do not care to prolong these remarks much fur- 
ther. I will simply answer one suggestion which has been made. 
It has been frequently urged that we are under friendly obliga- 
tions to Spain and that the action here 8 would be ungrate- 
ful on our part, as everybody knows that Spain is most intensely 
averse to our taking this step. Í 

Sir, not long ago the Spanish Government had an opportunity 
to show its friendship for us when we were embarrassed by the 
war of therebellion. TheSpanish Governmentatthat timeorgan- 
ized a fleet, a movement with two other Governments, 
made a naval demonstration in the West Indies, and seized upon 
the Island of Santo Domingo. They held that island for a con- 
siderable time while our country was engrossed in the war of the 
rebellion. they were expelled by the people there. It 
was disclosed 5 a debate in Spanish Cortes by 
the men who as ministers had conducted that business that they 
did it in order to “drive out the Yankees”; that that whole move- 
ment was organized to prevent our getting the naval station of 
Samana; that it was carried on in concert with Louis Napoleon, 
who was organizing a movement on Mexico to overthrow a repub- 
lic there and set up an empire while we were engaged in a great 
duty that prevented our interfering with him. 

Such is the friend that the Spaniard was tous. Weare under 
no obligations to favor Spain and oppression as against Cuba and 
freedom. The truth is that in such matters as these there are no 
friendships. Friendship is no sentiment, any more than would 
be aversions and hates, on which to base a national policy or a 
national movement. The prime consideration in a question like 
this is justice—fairness to all. Enlightened self-interest as to our 
own people and all that concerns them should guide us in the dis- 
charge of our duty. It is our duty now to say we believe that 
these people, struggling as did our fathers, should be recognized 
as men carrying on war, as belligerents. When this utterance 
has gone from the representatives of the people to the White 
House I have faith to believe that the Executive will heed the 
voice of this nation, expressed by such vast majorities in House 
and Senate and by every sign that indicates the wish of the 
American people. [Applause. } 

The cause of Spain is estly waning from week to week. 
The rainy season will soon come on,and then the stars in their 
courses will fight for Cuban freedom. An end will come to Wey- 
ler boasts and savageries. Our action here will speedily be fol- 
lowed by results great and practical, and the sufferings of those 
unfortunate people, their tortures in prison pens and lonel 
marshes and mountain retreats, will come to anend. They 
see the sunrise—the morning of a new and brighter day—and we 
shall all be glad to say that we hailed the coming of Cuba. 


Piorun l y 

À CK. Before the gentleman takes his seat, I should 
like to suggest a question to him relative to the terms of the first 
and third resolutions. 

Mr. HITT. The resolutions to which the tleman refers are 
not those now before us. The resolutions before us are the Senate 
resolutions, which in the print of the document the gentleman 
has in his hand — as struck out. 

Mr. HULICK. en I have no question to ask. The question 
I had intended to ask had relation to the subject of strict neutral- 
a, mg of intervention. 

. HYDE. Allow me a single question. Arewetounderstand 
that if the President should fail to take any action upon these 


concurrent resolutions they would then be entirely nugatory except 
asan expression Duby, groped 3 feeling toward Cuba? 
Mr. HITT. Iwill not assume that such a thing is possible; 
therefore I decline toanswer the gentleman's question. [Applause. 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] too! 
the opposite side in the recent discussion on this subject, and I 
trust the Chair will recognize him, if debate is desired, to control 


the time on that side. 
The Chair will recognize the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. TUCKER. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Mane se BOUTELLE]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to take the floor in my 
own right on this conference report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, then, will recognize 
the gentleman from Maine after the gentleman from Virginia or 
some other member of the committee spoken. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If any member of the committee desires to 

„Iwill e my remarks; but I wish to speak in my own 
right on this conference report, under the rule. 

. MoCREARY of Kentucky. I suggest that as the gentle- 
man from Illinois, the chairman of the committee [Mr. HITT], has 
made a speech in favor of adopting the conference report, it 
would be proper and right now to recognize some gentleman who 
is opposed to the report. I would not like to waive my right as 
a member of the committee to speak later, if I should choose to do 
so, but I do not think it would be well to have now another speech 
on the same side, after the exhaustive argument of the gentleman 
from Illinois in favor of the conference report. I suggest, there- 
fore, that the debate go on and that some gentleman opposed to 
the report be now recognized, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If no member of the committee desires to be 

ized now to oppose these resolutions, I will take the floor in 
e SPEAK te The Chair feels di ecog 

0 pro tempore. e ir feels disposed to r = 
nize first gentlernen on the committee if they deals to take the 
floor; otherwise he will recognize the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understand, Mr. S er, that no gentle- 
man on the committee desires to take the floor now in o ition, 

Mr. TUCKER. I do not know that any member of com- 
mittee desires to take the floor at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Maine in his own right. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, the resolution for which the 

nding one has been substituted in conference committee was first 

rought into this House on the 27th day of February; and at 5 
o’clock in the afternoon the House was requested to take up and 
dispose of that most important resolution from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, which was presented to this body without an 
explanatory report, without any statement of facts upon which 
the resolution was based, and without any information on which 
the members of the House could base their conclusion as to how 
their votes should be recorded on that matter. 

In the exercise of my right as a member of this body, and as I 
believed in the exercise of my duty to my constituents and to the 
country, I objected to that summary method of with a 
matter of such grave importance as the resolution involv Thad 
no idea in so doing that I was the only member of the House who 
objected to acting on asubject of that character in such a manner, 
without proper thought and p r care. The press of the coun- 
try, however, have seen fit to give me a very wide distinction as 
being responsible for resisting that summary procedure. Ihave 
never complained of that distinction. Ihave no reason to ¢om- 
pen of it to-day. I have seen no reason to regret the action that 

then took; and if I needed e of my action on that 
occasion I certainly ought to fully satisfied with that which 
appears of record to-day, when more than a month after- 
wards this measure again comes up for discussion and considera- 
tion in this body. 

It is very obvious, Mr. Speaker, that some one somewhere in the 
United States besides myself has deemed this to be a matter of 
moment, and believed that a subject of so grave a character should 
receive more deliberation than would consist in rushing it through 
the House while the members were putting on their overcoats to 
hurry off to their belated dinners. There is no need for us to try 
to deceive ourselves when we are here together. There is not 
a man within the sound of my voice who does not understand 
how this resolution comes here and why it is here. We have 
had in connection with this question one of the most remark- 
able illustrations that has ever come within my observation 
of an attempt to put into practical o ion the theory of how 
not todo it. We have passed a resolution in this House that 
could accomplish nothing if adopted. That has been proclaimed 
in the other end of the Capitol, and has been practically acknowl- 
edged by the representatives of this body to be the fact since the 
resolution which was passed by the House of Representatives was 
abandoned by the conference and surrendered by its friends 
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because it was conceded not to be so desirable a resolution as the 
one that had been prepared by the Senate. 

Mr. HITT. Not at all, if the gentleman will permit me. I 
said just the reverse of that. If the gentleman will allow me, 
I will state again the fact, because I am sure the gentleman is 
incapable of stating anything that he knows to be incorrect. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I certainly do not desire to do so. 

Mr. HITT. Both the Senate and the House agreed at the first 
conference that the House resolution was preferable as to form, 
and there was one resolution additional , : 

Mr. BOUTELLE (interrupting). If the gentleman will permit 
me, I think I have reversed the order of proceedings with refer- 
ence to the resolutions. F R 

Mr. HITT. I knew the gentleman from Maine would not mis- 

state the facts if he knew it. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. The condition of affairs to which I have 
just referred was brought about, I will say, after mature delibera- 
tion in the committee. In the first conference the Senate con- 
ferees seemed to concede, or did concede, that the House resolu- 
tion was ye aw to that of the Senate. _ 

Mr. HITT. 


That is correct. ; 
Mr. BOUTELLE (continuing). And the House resolution was 
ught before that body. It was 


rted from the Senate and 

debated in the Senate, and man, woman, and child in the 
United States who followed public proceedings had become thor- 
oughly satisfied that it was as d as Julius Cæsar and never 
could that body. It was sent back to the conference, and 
when that conference met the House conferees conceded—parlia- 
mentarily, of course—that the Senate resolution, which was first 
declared to be inferior to that of the House, was more desirable, 
and in that way this resolution has escaped the final entombment 
in the Senate, where it never could have been passed, bya reversal 
of the action of the representatives of this body, who now come 
here and reverse, in fact—for it makes no difference what ex- 
planation is made of the matter, that is the parliamen effect 
of it—reverse the views entertained by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs and the Honse, and recommend the adoption of the Senate 
resolution as better than the House resolution, 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Certainly. 

Mr. HITT. Istated that the conferees of the Senate and the 
House were of the same opinion at the last conference that they were 
in the first instance, but that the Senate conferees told us that al- 
though there were not more than ten or a dozen men, at the out- 
side, who were op to the Senate resolution, yet owing to the 
antiquated rules of the Senate (and there were only 6 votes against 
the resolution) that a half dozen men could delay action until the 
final adjournment of Congress, and therefore owing to these rules 
of the Senate, in the face of the statement of the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations that there was an 5 
majority in the Senate for the resolutions, for all of them, sti 
that this course was necessary under the circumstances to secure 


any action. ee f 

Ir. BOUT. . Now, Mr. Speaker, after this first report 
and explanation of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, I desire to 
say that I do not find myself at liberty to account for any action 
or proposed action of this House by referring to the “antiquated 
rules” or methods of procedure in the Senate of the United States; 
and I will only say, in reply to what has been stated by my friend 
from Illinois (Mr. Hirt], that my information as to the complex- 
ion of the Senate on that matter is very different. Iam informed 
that a large number of Senators would have voted against that 
resolution; and the best proof of that is in the fact that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations in that body—or per- 
haps I ought not to go so much into detail as to say that—that the 
Senate of the United States abandoned the effort to pass that reso- 
lution of the House, went back into conference, and now we are 
here with the Senate resolution before us. We have had thirty da: 
in which to consider it, and every day of consideration has weak- 
ened the feeling in behalf of intermeddling with the foreign affairs 
of other nations. No man who watches the pulsation of what is 
called public sentiment can for a moment believe that there is 
anything like the heat and impetuosity in the public mind to-day 


on this subject that there was thirty days ago. But whether. 


there be or not, my contention remains, that on a question of this 
kind it is the duty of the Congress of the United States to obtain 
requisite information, and to act deliberately and carefully upon 
absolute facts developed. Isay that up to this time I have been 
unable to find, in any of the discussions, in any of the statements, 
in any of the information that has been brought to the public, 
any such demonstration of the actual existence of the fact of 
igerency as is required by the rules laid down and that have 
e ee ee Oron She daya UE FACED WY ONIN HOES, SERS pret: 
ent hour: 
Now, gentlemen may say that this is a light thing, because it is 
not Neder upon our 8 We ought not to trifle with a 
question of that kind. If We propose tointerfere, asa Government, 


in the establishment of the independence of a Spanish colony lying 
along our shore, we ought to do it manfully, boldly, and specific- 
ally, and when my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] says that this 
resolution will be effective; that he assumes that it must be effect- 
ive because the President of the United States will not disregard 


the expression of the Congress of the United States, I want to re- 
mind him that the Congress of the United States had the pe 
had the opportunity, to have put these resolutions into such form 
as would have compelled the action of the President of the United 
States, and that up to the present hour the record shows that Con- 
ess carefully avoided taking such action as would require the 
esident to disapprove or put into force its recommendations, 
Nothing has been more y discussed than the different con- 
structions and operations of a concurrent and a joint resolution. 
There is no joint resolution before this body. The concurrent 
resolution is one that does not affect the action of the Presi- 
dent except by its moral force. And we have abundant in- 
formation—it comes to us in every way that it could come except 
by a special message from the Executive—that the executive 
oe pat of this Government does not believe that a state of 
igerency such as will warrant our interference at this time 
has been demonstrated to exist. 

Now, Mr. S. er, a great deal has been said here about the 
sentiment of the country, about what the people demand. Why, 
everyone who advocates a public measure always says that he is 
the retained counsel or attorney for the people at large. I under- 
take to say that the public sentiment of this country has not been 
proclaimed by authority upon this floor by any gentleman who has 
spoken. I do not pretend to say that I can voice the entire public 
sentiment of this country, but I do say that I voice what I regard 


to be a most r ble portion of the public sentiment of the 
United States. I voice sentiments that I know are entertained 
thoughtful, patriotic men of all parties, of all conditions, of 


relations in life, who deprecate this disposition which they appre- 
hend, on the part of Congress, to be rushing off hither and yon 
to embroil ourselves in all sorts of foreign complications, or even 
to threaten embroilment in foreign wars. I need not cite the ex- 
poe that have come tome. They have been numerous, they 
ve been entitled to consideration, and I say as my experience 
that up to this hour I have not received one communication from 
a person whom I know to be a thoughtful or considerate 
of reliable judgment, in favor of embroiling ourselves in this con- 
tention on the Island of Cuba. 

Gentlemen need not undertake to apply this opposition to what 
they call the moneyed classes of the United States, as I have heard 
upon this floor so often. The sentiment that I refer to comes 
from the quiet, sober, thinking people of the United States, and 
there is nothing novel about it. 

It has been customary for the sober second thought of our 
people to be conservative and wise and pacific. The methods 
that have been employed to stir ap this so-called public sentiment 
are perfectly familiar. Everybody understands how much a cer- 
tain portion of the press of the United States depends upon sensa- 
tionalism, and how it is catered to to-day. I have it in illustrated 
form. I vill not take up the time of the House to show the por- 
traiture, but will state the facts. A few days ago a gentleman 
came tomeand unfolded a sheet of paper about the size of a news- 
paper, upon which was depicted a most revolting scene of the 
execution of a criminal by the use of the garrote. Every detail 
of the portraiture was calculated to harrow up the soul of the 
observer. The taking of human life in any form is revolting to 
humanity. This gentleman wanted to know from me—— 

Mr. S of Michigan. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me 

ight at this point. 
. SMITH of * If you will permit me later, Iwill not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. rtainly. I think perhaps my story would 
be more complete if I should tell it all at once than it would be 
if I proj it in sections. He said a certain prominent news- 
paper of this country wanted my opinion as to whether that sort 
of transaction should be permitted in a civilized age. It repre- 
sented an execution inside of the walls of Morro Castle. Well, I 
told him if he wanted my.opinion on the general subject I would 
give it to him. I told On that that question brought up the 
whole . to the death penalty, and that my friend 
from New York, General Curtis, could give him a whole volume 
on the subject of the barbarity of the execution of men at all. I 
told him that I had never heard from any man who had been exe- 
moea that he was particularly in love with the form of taking his 

e. 

So far as the relative barbarity was concerned I could not give 
testimony as an expert. I had read, I remembered, years ago, 
when the garrote was invented, that its inventor claimed that it 
was the most humane method of execution that ever had been 
devised; thatits ial recommendation was in some sort of back- 
action appliance on the experience of mutadors in the bull- 
fighting arenas of Spain, that to sever the spinal column near the 
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base of the brain was supposed to be the most painless method of 
producing death, and that the garrote was constructed on that 


theory. I did not know whether it was or not. I never had any 
testimony that I could rely on, but I told him that when it came 
to determining whether we should recognize the belligerency of 
the Cuban insurrection by considering whether that was the most 
inless execution that might have taken place, I thought it a very 
allacious sp gal because I remembered well that when in the 
great State of New York, where this paper was printed, the last 
and e reach of scientific ingenuity had devised what was 
claimed to be an absolutely painless method of execution by elec- 
tricity, the i wee through the papers of the first experiments 
made under that law were more harrowing than anything I had 
ever read; and, so far as I could judge, it was regarded as a bar- 
barous punishment, although intended to be humane. 

At this point I was interrupted by the statement that he did not 
want that for the paper. Well,” I said, “ what do you want?” 
He answered that they wanted my opinion about the barbarity 
of the Spaniards in Cuba, They did not want it respecting the 
methods of execution in New York or in this country. I replied, 
Very good; then do not print anything I have said.” He finally 
concluded that perhaps that position was untenable, and said he 
would print what I faa to say. I then said to him that the 
old method that had been in vogue for generations, of putting men 
to death by a rope halter, had produced scenes of barbarity in this 
country that made humanity shudder, such as could not be ex- 
ceeded, that could not be described; therefore I did not see that 
the depicting of an execution was a legitimate method of con- 
victing a cause. Still, when the time came around, the picture 
of Spanish PADATI appeared in all its horrors. I presume gen- 
tlemen here have all seen it. With it were several gentlemen’s 
opinions of the horriblecharacter of this scene, These interviews 
accompanied it; but none of my remarks appeared. It was not in 
the line of ‘‘firing up” sentiment on the Cuban question to print 
anything but an expression of horror at something the Spaniards 
had done somewhere. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that only illustrates the method that is em- 
ployed to stir 1 feeling in this country on one side of 
a controversy about a contest that been carried on in a foreign 


country. 

Mr, STEWART of New Jersey. Does the gentleman from 
Maine mean to say to this House that the feeling of the sober and 
5 people of this country is not in sympathy with the 


87 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I mean to say that 1 will not admit that it 
is the judgment of the sober and intelligent American ple 
Than 1 55 through trying to state my position to this House. 

ughter. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey endeavored to address another 
question to Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I can not yield to the gentleman. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman from Maine yield to me 
while I submit a enone report? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam directed by the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors to report the bill (H. R. 7940) making appropriations for 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works and 
rivers and harbors, and ask that it be printed and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve all points 


of order against this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZzELL). All points of 
order will be reserved. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask that the report may be submitted for 
printing to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, that leave 
will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve the point 
of order on the first ph of the fourth page. I desire to 


have it decided in the House, and I make the point now, so that | P 


I can have it here when the bill comes up in the House. 
ro SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order will be re- 
Serv 


CUBA. 
The SPEAKER 51 55 tempore. The gentleman from Maine. 
1 Mr. ie yess of Michigan, Will the gentleman yield to a ques- 
on now 


Mr.BOUTELLE. What is it? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask a ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Maine. It is very brief. He said a 
moment ago that he had not heard a single expression in favor of 
recognition 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, now, Mr. Speaker, from the way the 
gentleman is proceeding he is going to predicate a question on 


ene I did not say, and by that means he will waste my time 


an 8 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. What did you say? 
. I said I had received no communication of 
e > 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I will ask the gentleman if he has 
seen the resolution adopted by the Republican convention of Mas- 
sachusetts, which declares for the recognition of the belligerency 
in Cuba. 1 8 a et 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will say to the gentleman that I have re- 
ceived no communication from that source. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Read the hearts of the American people 
and you will find that expression. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Very good. Here is one more gentleman 
who represents the American people, 

MEMBER. And he is right. 

Mr. HENDERSON. .I am with them; I can tell you that. 
[Loud ae 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman permit 
me a moment? 

Mr.BOUTELLE. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I wish to correct the state- 
ment just made by the gentleman from Michigan, in saying that 
the platform adopted by the Republican convention in Massa- 
chusetts demanded the recognition of Cuba. No doubt he did 
that unintentionally; but it made no such statement, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Will the gentleman quote from the 


by Spb 

r. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not carry it in mind. I 
only know that they did not recommend the recognition of bellig- 
erency in Cuba. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman doubtless referred to the plat- 

form of the Republicans of Minnesota. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, Mr. Speaker, if I can keep Presidential 
olitics out of this debate until I can get through with my speech, 
should be very much pleased. 

Mr. HENDE N. Who has injected them, Mr. BouTELLE? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have not. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I have not. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. And I have not. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The man who makes that insinuation is 

saying 51776 very far from the truth. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I did not get up in favor of a Presidential 

candidate. It has got to be very nearly a political debate. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, They come very near being the ex- 

pression of public opinion, too. aughter. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Very good; I will take care of that. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. You will in Massachusetts, but we 

will in Michigan. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No; I will not in Massachusetts. Massa- 

chusetts will take care of herself, and she will be taken care of 
5 this floor by the men who have been elected to represent her 


ere. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Not by the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, No, sir; the gentleman from Maine has no 
desire to represent Massachusetts; nor to represent Michigan, 
either. ughter.] 

Mr. SMITH of Michi And Michigan has no desire to be 
represented by the gentleman from Maine. [Laughter. 

Mr. BOUT Very well; if the gentleman will remove 
Michigan from this arena until I get through with my speech, I 
shall feel obliged to him. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That is something that you can not do. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No, sir; and when I say t, I intend, as 
my friend very well understands, no discourtesy to him. 

Mr. ADAMS. I understand that; but I was just going to ask 
who is to be the next President of Cuba? ag ae 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It does seem to me, Mr. Speaker, that if a 
man stands here alone,as so many gentlemen are very anxious to 
have it appear that I do, he ought at least to have an opportuni 
to express his views, and I want to say to you gentlemen that 
ropose to exercise the right to make my own speech. 

r. SULZER, We are glad you stand alone. 
Mr.BOUTELLE. Thegentlemanfrom New York [Mr. SULZER] 
would evidently have been glad to have stood somewhere else a 
few days age , when he stirred up the wrong man here. 

Mr. SULZER. In this case you are the ‘“‘solitary horseman” 
that G. P. R. James used to tell about. E 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, Mr. S er, I desire to resume my 
discussion of these resolutions, which are intended to express a 
quasi recognition of a state of war in the Island of Cuba, and I 
she with ney roe thatif gentlemen in discussing this question 
which is one of international and not of Presidential poia, wili 
be kind enough to keep the Presidential question out of this debate, 
I shall not bring it in. I called attention a few moments ago to 
some of the methods of inflaming public sentiment that have 
resorted to in this Cuban matter, and I denounced those methods, 
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Ido not believe that the opinion of any citizen of the United States, 
or of any Representative of the American people, or of any Senator 
of the United States, ought to be influen by the depicting of 
scenes of alle: horror, about which we have no evidence, con- 
cerning which we do not know the facts. You can not indict 
Spain, you can not indict the Cubans, upon a lithographic repre- 
sentation of the taking of human life under circumstances that 


are unknown to you. 7 

If you could, the ple of this country might stand indicted 
to-day for scenes of horror in the taking of human life which, so 
far as my observation has gone, are unparalleled either in Spain 
or in the history of the civilized world, Itill becomes us to stand 
here and denounce a people as barbarians because life is taken 
among them by means recognized as lawful in that country, when 
ay a few months ago the press of our own country was teeming 
with descriptions of the most horrible orgy in the sacrifice of 
human life ever reported in print. While the memory still exists 
among us of a human being bound to a gridiron of railroad bars, 
burning and writhing in a public 0 amid the applauding 
shouts of a portion of the populace, when the very paper which has 
piyon us this representation of barbarity in Cuba i recorded the 

act that water was put on the despairing victim from time to time 
to alleviate his sufferings for the moment only in order that they 
might become more agonizing by the er ye of the flames— 
while the memoryof that transaction is still fresh in our minds it 
ill becomes us to go into paroxysms of horror over an instance of 
the execution of some man, I know not whether justly or other- 
wise, and to point to that execution as showing such a barbarous 
condition of things that the United States must rise in its wrath 
and cross the Gulf and take possession of the island where the 
transaction occurred. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

r. BOUTELLE. Iwill, if the gentleman feels that he must 
doit. [Lau hen) 

Mr. GROS R. Istherenota wide difference between bar- 
barity perpetrated by national authority, under the law, and 
8 5 by an incensed mob? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will answer the gentleman from Ohio by 
saying that if human life is to be taken, I am always in favor of 
its being taken by legal process rather than by a mob. Lin 
plause.] Iwill say to the gentleman further—and I know he does 
not misunderstand my position on this question, for he knows 
1 well what I am endeavoring to demonstrate, and in his 

eart he believes in it—that it will not do to indict a people or a 
government merely because somebody has been han y it under 
certain circumstances, or because some one has m garroted 
under the forms of law, and I want to say further that my sym- 

athy is always with the people who, if they have to take human 

ife, take it under the forms of law and by legal methods, rather 
than with those who do it by violence and outrage, or who per- 
mit or condone such things. 

Jam not in favor of either. I do not want to see human life taken 
anywhere. Nobody in this House mistakes my attitude in using 
thisillustration. 1 protest against that method of inflaming pub- 
lic sentiment. It is no more just to Spain (whatever may be 
the merits of this controversy) to parade an execution inside 
Morro Castle b: prenne nothing but the bare, naked horror of 
theinfiiction of death than it would be toindict the United States 
or the great State of New York upon an engraving or a lithograph 
showing the miserable victim writhing in the *‘electrocuting ” 
chair, with the smoke of his death fire assailing and offending the 
nostrils of humanity. That is what I am trying toenforce; and I 
undertake to say that two-thirds at least of what has been brought 
to bear upon public sentiment in this country in regard to this 
Cuban 5 on has been through methods like that. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, suppose all this horror is true; suppose that 
barbarities are being carried onin Cuba. Without the interpo- 
sition of a link of logic gentlemen jump instantly from the asser- 
tion or declaration that wrong exists somewhere to the conclusion 
that it is the duty of the United States of America to rise up in 
arms and right the wrong. Idenyit. I deny it on the authority 
of the fathers of the Republic. I deny it in the name of the public 
policy of the United States that has been indorsed by every great 
statesman whose name is embalmed in our history. Wecan not 
right all the wrongs in the world if we try; and if we make the 
attempt we abandon the mission whichis given to us of working out 
the destinies of a free people whose example of self-government, 
of self-control, of the creation of liberty and pr ity within 
their cwn domain, will do more for liberty in every land than all 
the foreign embroilments we could enter upon in generation after 
generation. [Applause.] 

It is not our duty to be the Don Quixote of the earth; and if it 
were, we are not capable of performing the function. Why, sir, 
there are pecple in this country to-day—not my enthusiastic 
friends around me here, but there are old-fashioned people in the 
country to-day—who really entertain serious doubts as to the abil- 


ity of what we call the Government of the United States—the 
ouse, the Senate, and the Executive—to successfully run this 


Government of ours. Thereis quite a respectable number of peo- 
ple entertaining that opinion. Yet here we are, every man look- 
ing into every other man’s face and acknowledging—no man 
denies it to-day—that as we are now situated, with our three coor- 
dinate branches, we can not enact legislation to give this country 
money enough to pay for its daily bread. That is true, is it not? 
If it is not true, let us have some enactment to fusnish revenue for 
the Government of the United States. [Applause.] Weare here 
to-day . in private and in public that this great Goy- 
ernment about which we swell and strut and orate so magnilo- 
quently is not able to enact a law that will enable this country to 
obtain revenue or to borrow money with which to pay its debts. 
Yet we are absolutely aching to waltz out into the international 
arena and lick“ all the other nations of the world. [Laughter 
and 3 I am glad to be complimented by being desig- 
nated, however conspicuously, as one man who does not believe in 
that sort of nonsense. 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me to sak him a 
question? 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish you would not. 

Mr. MAHON. It is a short one. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam just getting under way— — 

Mr. MAHON. If Spain should declare war against this Gov- 
ernment the gentleman will find that we shall have men and money 
and power to take care of her. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is the 5 argument, and I 
will let it stand right in the midstof mine. Somuch weight as it 
carries in answering my statement I hope it will have. 

Mr. Speaker, a few weeks ago the country was startled by an 
experiment of our executive department in this line. Mon 
remember, I remember—I was here; I was lonely here then; I 
am not so lonely now the President of the United States, return- 
ing from a sojourn in the swamps of North Carolina, where his 
prowess in the demolition of waterfowl had been so great as to 
cause him a sudden fit of belligerency [laughter], rose up in his 
wrath and sent out a message that rang with all the emphasis of a 
slogan of war to Great Britain. Oh,itwasaringer! [laughter] 
Inside of twenty minutes after that message came here I was 
“held up” by more than forty newspaper men, who wanted me 
to give my judgment upon this magnificent manifestation of 
Americanism by our great President.“ Why,“ they said, he 
has called Great Britain down; he has told John Bull that he can 
go no farther; he has given the British lion's tail the most terrific 
twist in the history of diplomacy.” 

Mr. MAHON. And England has not gone any farther, either. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, if the paiteman wants to make my 
speech, I will give him the floor. But Iam just at this moment 
getting warmed up, and I am inclined to the opinion that I can 
make a better speech from my point of view than he can. If he 
will let me do it I shall be glad. 

That 5 declaration represented the Chief Magistrate 
with the epaulets of Commander-in-Chief, with a plume 
taller than the one worn by the bandmaster at West Point, with 
a sword 10 feet oes | and spurs 4 feet broad, standing on the shore 
of the Atlantic and shouting across the water, Feel fi! fo! fum! 
I smell the blood of an Englishman.” [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, that was on Tuesday afternoon. It was just before 
the Christmas holidays; and just four days after that (in the in- 
terval of which time John Bull, I am bound to say, had exhibited 
a degree of candor, coolness, and civility that we might well have 
imitated, during which time the only effect on international af- 
fairs the world over was the tumbling home of American securi- 
ties at a rate that created a panic in Wall street and came near 
submerging the country), four days after that, as Congress was 
packing its grip, with a keen appetite for the Christmas turkey, 
and when about wending its way to the delights and recreations 
of home, our great American champion, with his plume broken 
in the middle, his sword dangling between his legs, one epaulet 
lost, and his spurs tangled in his pantaloons, came hurriedly rush- 
ing to the Capitol with the plaintive appeal: For God's sake don’t 
go home; we haven’t money enough to run the Government until 
after Christmas!” [Applause and laughter. 

There are men in this House who thoughf that a marked dem- 
onstration of a strong and vigorous” foreign policy. [Applause 
and laughter.] There are men here now who think ides that 
it was a creditable episode in the career of the United States, and 
how do they seek to prove it? Why, I heard a man within a few 
hours past claiming to me that that was splendidly successful.” 
Why? Because Great Britain, showing more sense than we did. 
had declined to be driven by that course, by that undignified and 
unprecedented message, into precipitating a war with us, for they 

sense enough to know that if we did succeed in getting into 
a war it would have the effect of arresting the march of progress 


by a hundred years, and would inflict untold misery and misfor- 
tune on the two great English-speaking people of the world, who 
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otini to stand side by side in the onward march of Christianity 


and civilization. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. „I do not want to ee e ge I say to 
my fellow-Representatives here, when they talk of what public 
sentiment” is, and what the clamor out of doors is, I want to ask, 
what is their duty here? Why do you not try toelevate publicsenti- 
ment? Why do you not perform your duty, and endeavor to lead 
public sentiment in this country? Whyshould the representatives 
of the people on the floor of the House of Representatives be blown 
hither and yon like waste paper in the street corners on a windy 
day? The people, my associates, are looking to us. They think we 
ought to know more about these things than they. I think we 
ought to know more about them; and I think we ought to know 
a great deal more of the Spanish-Cuban controversy than we do 
now before taking the action that is suggested here and which 
me plunge us into the complications of a foreign war. 

ebody says, Oh, Spain don’t amount to very much any- 
how. We can lick her easy.” How many lives do you want 
sacrifice to do it? Somebody said that the adoption of this reso- 
lution will not bring on a war. But why run the risk? It has 
been sug; , doubtless because of my opposition to this reso- 
lution and the policy it inaugurates, that the opposition was not 
that of a very brave man. I make no boast of bravery, and I did 
not hesitate tosay that war ishorrible. William Tecumseh Sher- 
man said, War is hell,” and he snow pareat deal more about war 
thanIdo. We should not permit ves. We can not afford to 
berushed by popular clamor into what is unjustifiable and what is 
against the best interests of our country. Stop and reflect what 


it is that you propose to do. 
Mr. Speaker, I think I have just as much sympathy, so far as 
my capability for we are all different in our make-up—I 


think I have as much sympathy for parie striving for freedom as 
as any other living man. I think I love liberty just as well, and 
think I sympathize as much with the necessities of other people and 
their misfortunes, as well as their efforts to gain freedom. But, 


Mr. S , at the same time, we present a most remarkable spec- 
tacle , when in our own country, even in the Republican party, 
there has come to be ap tly either a tacit consent or an admis- 


sion that we, with our Constitution, with our laws, and with our 
forms of government, are unable to maintain the independence 
and the liberty of our own citizens. 

It is declared on this floor in every election case. We have that 
great race of people—I do not know of how many souls it consists, 
eight or ten millions of colored people, I believe—concerning whom 
it was said on yesterday by my distinguished friend from Iowa 
[Mr. Hepsurn] and by other gentlemen in the course of the dis- 
cussion that over a vast of our own country there are 
these millions of people who are still denied some of the most 
sacred rights ae to the le of this country in the Dec- 
laration of Independence. With this condition confronting us, it 
iss „indeed, for us to insist that the first duty resting on 
us is to across the Gulf of Mexico and establish and maintain 
the independence and freedom of the insurgents in the Island of 
Cuba. I can not so understand it. I do not believe it to be our 
duty. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, how do we get the information that we have 
upon the subject? I desire to be clearly under: I desire in 
every possible way to avoid anything that might be construed 
into a criticism of either the action or the great ability of the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
But I ize that the or the clamor, the persistence of 
what is called “ public sentiment,” sometimes sweeps a committee 
off its feet, and even Congress itself is at times swept from its 
moorings. But permit me to call your attention to the fact that 
in this great matter we have had no facts officially stated to us 
that would warrant the action proposed in running counter to 
the best judgment of our conservative people, while I am at liberty 
to say, from what already appears as exhibited in the action or the 
nonaction of the Administration, that the President and his ad- 
Wen wonkd fatily cet in eaoking ̃ takin 
such w. justi m in grantin: igerent rig 

I am bound to believe that the Chief istrate of this country, 
with such information in his possession ially, would not delay 
an hour, and the fact that 3 has not been extended is 
evidence that there is no such information, and none such has been 
sent to Congress. We have statements, we have eloquent appeals, 
some of them from questionable sources. My attention was called 
the other day to an article in a New York paper in behalf of Cuba. 


FCC to which I wished 
torefer. I am under great obligations to hi You see this deter- 
mination to interfere with other people’s business is individual as 


peo 
well as collective. ter.] It has taken possession of this 
Wal. r dene bat ed a h it little 
my m is t 5 oug is a more 
eee eo tee’ toe se eee As I say, there was an article 
in a New York paper the other day, a eloquent article, in 
bebalf of the Cuban cause and eee eee I 


t | by gentlemen of S 


was signed by a man named Pierras. He spoke of the horror of 
the outrages upon Cubans, presenting them in the most lurid light. 
It turns out that this same man was once connected with the Pan- 
American Congress here, from some other portion of the civilized 
globe; that he made himself very obnoxious; that he was finally 
sent away br Mr. Secretary Blaine or discontinued in his position, 
and that he then attacked the American people in a most scurrilous 
article, The RECORD which I had here, which some friend of the 
insurgents has undoubtedly abstracted laughter], and very wisely, 
too, contained a debate in the Senate to a portion of which I de- 
sired to refer. When that man was spoken of as sponsor for cer- 
tain statements iy es to the American people, just after the 
adjournment of the -American Conference, Senator HAWLEY 
arose and denounced him as a liar and a blackguard. General 
Haw ey is not a man who often resorts to that sort of explosive 
remark. He ted it two or three times. Ah, my good friend 
from New Yor! Ar. Ray] has rescued the volume to which I 
os 3 refer. is article was read, when Mr. HAWLEY arose 
and said: 

I wish to > 
Ehin .. the Senator knows who wrote 
foreigners and 
irresponsible 

Then Mr. Vest said: - 


Whoever he is, he is the secretary of a society in the city of Buenos A 
and accom the delegation from the 3 Gepabiis tothe Pan 


erence. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I regret, Mr. President, that I must leave to but I wish 
JVC 


A few days later Senator FRYE, of Maine, referred to the very 
same person in the following remarks: 


Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], in a speech made in the 
Senate a few days ago, eee say, caused to be read a letter, in 
my judgment a very infamous letter, in which the writer attacked gross] 
the character and yr upd of the American delegates to this Pan-Ameri- 
qqq with tie Argentina OAIT Tea cok es tenon: 
son was connec e Argentine ublic as 1 under- 
stood resident of that pony — 
woes = matter of fact, Mr. 


City for fifteen years, en; 
Nef lan 


English languages well, 
other way, he became an invited 
their tour of the United States. 
his knowledge of the two preg bee go 
acquainted with each other, when he came back to Washin 
elected as one of the secretaries of this conference. The American delega 


ext place, whe te fair and decorous and civil to 
to respectable tlemen in America to read us that mass 
blackgunrdism. = * 5 


before he began to make trouble. He 
of State. 


He next insi that his was toosmall. His pay was $300 a month; as 


much, I think, as the pay of any head of a bureau in the city of Washington. 
isit not? Lask the Renmin from Missouri (Mr. COCKRELL]. It is al 


ashington 
refused to increase his 
T think, five times the 
rence, and at least four weeks were 
wasted over the and controversies and perplexities induced by this 


man. 

Finally he offered his once too often, and it was promptly ac- 
cep and immediately he was in arms against the delegates representin: 
fae Gaited States, and wrote this letter asa kind of circular to be bu 
all over the Latin-American countries, abusing and traducing the American 
delegates in order to send broadcast over those countries the idea that the 
United States had selected fourth-rate men to meet the tlemen from 
those blics, and that that indicated the estimate which the United States 
was Lge upon the gentlemen who had been sent here as delegates from 


cs. 
I simply desired to make this statement so that it might be understood why 
this attack was made upon the United States and upon its delegates. 

Now, I will not emulate the example of some people in this de- 
bate by saying that that discredits the Cuban cause, that every 
Cuban revolutionist is a “liar and a blackguard.” I have no such 
idea: but I say that is one man whose testimony is being adduced 
to govern the opinions of American citizens and Representatives 
in regard to that matter. 

Now, in regard to the actual status of the conflict, I make no 
confession when I say Ido not know what the facts are: and Iam 
as much in that position to-day as I was when this matter was first 
brought up. I read articles in the newspapers. They are colored 
on the one side and on the other. I sche 


Ni 

8 I said I had no personal knowledge on the subject. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Thegentleman said he had no personal knowl- 
edge. Mr. Speaker, neither have I; but I have the distinct aver- 
ment, that comes from different sources, one of them the paper to 

which the gentleman referred, and which has been sent, I co 
to other members, a tful document, p rting to signed 
ish blood in New York. I do not know who 
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they are. I do not know how truthful their statements may be, 
but I insert the letter in the RECORD. It is as follows: 


New YORK, March £3, 1896. 
To the Congress of the United States: 


pain. 
freedom has been established. S. is now ern 
— oy 3 with 5 = 


par! ent c pe Boge people. = 

In the same way, step by step, liberty has been esta in the Spanish 
colonies. Cuba and Porto Rico are allowed to choose more than 60 members 
of the parliament of 5: 


This is a far greater berty than Britain allows to the neighboring colony 

“A J ane orto mo Dominion of Canada—a far greater one ti Britain ever 
owed toany colony. 

North American colonies choose members of the British 

Had Britain let the No: cam 

co with 

the taxes, not only in Cuba 


ear. 

ach bas fewer People e tho oity of New York. Tta total taxes are 
es of New York for use alone. 8 

j: 8 ch as that of Boston. t Boston and New Po pe tee Hn 


ness by their mothers, wives, and children. Holders of school or college 
ej can vote without 
Ver province has its le; 
chosen by the voters therein. 


These councils and le; ranes 
taxpayers, choose the senators from Cuba in the pur o 


ent 


man 
se rules. The rector of the neh atta of Havana is a Cu 
ulties of all the colleges and the teachers of public schools are mostly Cubans. 

The courts contain 33 ged 27 of whom are Cubans. 
The parliament of . yg with the full consent of Cuba's representatives 
therein, years since abolished slavery. 

he nce of a great mass of en, still burdened with the 

ue to bondage, and the insurrections of a small but turbulent ion 
en, wi orant and idle white 


The grea herp t of ihe le of Cuba, having got what reforms they 
ority o 0 à w 
4 isf Ni 1 0 the Spanish — — But the insurrection- 


forcible separation the eof Cuba do not desire. Though Cubans are not 
req’ to do military duty, 40. are voluntarily Cy Sey | side by 
side with 8 ds to su disorder and crime, uphold law, freedom, 
and safe e img and life, and enable the masses to earn t! living in 

ce. e e oft Cuba are now doing what the people of America did in 

same situation; and they the sympathy of America. They will 
never submit to be ruled by such men as the ins ts show themselves to 


Three hundred 


major-generals through all ranks, are on the rolls of the army; and not one 


Very respectfully, 
B. SONTO, 
LAUREANO F. AUJA, 
QUINTIN GARRETA, 


ARTURO CUYAS, 
ANTONIO CUYAS, In., 


FRANCISCO GARCIA, I. V. ABUO, 

CESAREO VIGIL, MANUEL BUENO, 
JOAQUINO MENENDEZ, ADE SILVA, 

REMIGIS JIMENEZ, F. TOLEDO, 

PEDRO R. DE FLOREZ, V. TOLEDO, 

EMILIO M. CASTILLO, R. TINOCO, 

O. ROSICH, REGINO TRITEZ, 
EMILIO PUIC, CIRIACO VIODERO, 

R. PERA, FELIPE CHIRINO, 

X. CAIRE, Committee, 


Has my time expired, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). The gentleman 
has a half minute 5 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Considering the interruptions to which I 
have been subjected, I will ask the House for a few minutes 
longer. I should like twenty minutes. 

. HOPKINS. I ask that the time of the gentleman be ex- 

tended until 5 o’clock, the time when we take a recess, 


my friend’s time will be extended, 
but I should like to ask him a question right where he is now. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope my colleague will not interrupt me. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I will not interrupt you. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that 
the gentleman's time be extended until 5 o'clock, Is there objec- 


tion 
Mr. SKINNER. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 


ý LIKEN. Mr. Speaker, there are other gentlemen who 

would like to be heard. I should like to speak on this question 

os gag I will yield to my colleague what time there is to-day. 
e 


PEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Illinois that the time of the gentleman from 
Maine be extended until five minutes to 5 o’clock? 


There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I should like to inquire 
whether it is proposed to have a session of the House to-morrow, 
or to adjourn over until Monday? 

Mr. HITT. Thope we can have a session to-morrow. This mat- 
ter has been deferred a long time. 

ing along very fast 
Mr. HOPKINS. order, Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. My time is sli 

Mr. BOUTELLE. . Speaker, I will not abuse the patience 
of the House. I have very few words of my own to say, but 
I desire to call the attention of this House to words that have 
been uttered by men who ought to be heard, and heard respect- 
fully, by the American Congress. First, however, in regard to 
this matter of the actual status in Cuba. I have received another 
document, concerning the accuracy of whose statements I can not 
vouch, but it comes to me under the authority of a respectable pub- 
lication. - It is the or of the building and loan associations of 
the United States. It claims to represent 6,000 of these associa- 
tions, which we all recognize as among the most useful in our 
country. This paper editorially states that it had taken pains 
to look into this matter or iato some contradictory statements that 
had been made, and it gives its conclusions, some of which I de- 
sire to call to the attention of the House for what they may be 
worth. It says: 

0 ee e ae THE ae rts THE “REPUBLIC OF CUBA.” 

ur n 

3 POOP ie of . thelr 
form of government and settle it by pea yote—which pro; 1 will also 
be found in this edition—is so new and so fair that it on prompt and 
wide attention. From many quarters come facts and points which throw 
strong light on the case. 

So much has been said that we have investigated for ourselves. 

Here is what, to our astonishment, we find: 


A 
In 
the Spanish Empire, are the great mass of the people. 
A more astonishing fact is that many Cubans, both there and elsewhere. 


y doing to others. 
We have tried hard to get these gentlemen in this country to speak out; 


but the 
in bitterly that the truth and the views of the great majority of 
are not known to the American press and people—are carefully 


They are fightin, inst it. 
Forty thousand gon are in arms to prevent it. 
Th teered as 


y. TODS volun 
dence; to put down the so-called “ Republic.” 
the . and pay nearly all the taxes of the island. 
ers to complain of the taxes? 


have those who do not pay taxes to make those 


Three 
hold all P I second lieutenants to major-generals. 


Not one of the t 
Rulers—desires indepen ý 

The “army of the hone Gry ” are small 
our civil war, the gue of Spain, the 
caneers of the West Indies. They fly party 
troops come near, they hide in woods, swamps, ns. 

Thetr leaders—Gomez, Gil, and Roloff—are not Cubans. Gomez fought to 
subject his own country, San Domingo, to Spain. He sold the Cuban rebels 
out to Spain in 1878. He later tried to prove in public that Cuba never should 
nied yt 3 These leaders are professional soldiers, adventurers, habit- 

General 8 made N of ng 72 ace 

They are rted e peop! oreigners and absentee 
Qubesa, who pan G know ite t state of +- 

The cry that Cuba’s le are fighting for freedom and self-rule is false, 
They have freedom rule now, except as rebellion prevents. 


i 
ds of Italy an: Sicily, the buc- 
When 
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Spain was a despotism. So was Cuba. Spain was oppremes. and robbed 
05 


ere J sed was ba, but not worse than the mother land. Spain was 
o5 ned. 

Let practical men not confuse their minds by mixing the misdeeds of the 
dead with the doings of to-day. 

pa now isafree country, ruled bya parliament chosen through universal 


suffrage. 

In this parliament Cuba has 64 representatives. 

Forty deputies are elected by all adult male citizens, of every race, who 
pay, or whose families pay, $a year taxes, and all such who have taken de- 

in schools or colleges need noteven pay this small sum. 

Pray province has its legislature; every town its council, chosen by these 
voters. 

These legislatures and councils, with the main taxpayers, choose the 18 sen- 
ators from Cuba. 

The general taxes are laid by the parliament of Spain, in which Cuba has 
these 64 votes, cast by 5 chosen by the taxpayers. 
eae 3 that Cuba is fighting against taxation without representa- 

on“ is a $ 

Cuba's delegation, voting together, can hold the balance of power between 
8 as Spain—can turn out of power any ministry that refuses their 

eman 

Is not this representation“? 

Had Britain given America 50 members in the House of Commons and 20 
in the House of Lords—had she enabled America to vote on the taxes, to hold 
the balance of power in Parliament, and to turn out of pores my party 
and any ministry that refused American demands—Americans would haye 
had no cause to complain, no wrong to resist; the American Revolution would 
not have occurred. 

treats Cuba better than Britain treats Jamaica, Guiana, or Canada. 
No! ge representative from any colony votes or sits in the British Parlia- 
ment. 

None ever did. 

Britain’s Parliament never enacted reforms in these colonies on request of 
colonial members, There were none. 

But the ports of Cuba were opened to the trade of all the world at the re- 

mest of a Cuban deputy, Señor Arango, a leading journalist of Habana. 

e Spanish Government nted all the reforms which he requested in the 
course of many years; sade far from punishing him, made him a member of 
the imperial council for the colonies in d, and later a member of the 
Spanish house of lords, which has since been abolished. ; 
tain never made a colonist an officer of the House of Commons. Butin 
the late parliament of Spain a Cuban, Sefior Francisco Lastres, of Habana, 
was ga d by the Spanish majority vice-president of the house of repre- 
sentatives. 

Britain never made a citizen of Jamaica, Guiana, or Canada minister for 
the colonies; but the late 8 of Spain made a Cuban, Sefior Abar- 
zuza, minister for the colonies, 

-The whole Co eee from Gabe, of all parties, in that liament 
united on a bill transferring the main administration of Cuban affairs from 
Madrid to Habana and creating a colony executive council. This Cuban 
measure the parliament, on motion of that Cuban minister for the colonies 
(Abarzuza), unanimously enacted into alaw. It has been delayed in execu- 
tion only by the insurrection. 

The Cuban delegation, of all es, even the most radical, consented, in 
order to get the executive ad: istration transferred to Habana, consented 
that the home Government should reserve the right to confirm or reverse 
the colony council's acts, should apponi half the members (the other half 
be elected by the taxpaying voters of the provinces according to popula- 
tion), and should continue to appoint the 1 of the colony; 
that he should preside over the council, decide questions in case of tie votes, 
and suspend members if necessary. 

This is the common course when any colony is first intrusted with self- 

vernment. Having got this much by peaceful methods, and these reserva- 

ons being accepted the whole representation of the colony, there is no 

excuse whatever for violence and blood. Peaceful means, step by step, will 
complete the work. 

The parliament of Spain years ago abolished mevers 12 Cuba, established 
freedom of the press, and secured personal liberty to 

If Cuba’s people ever do desire independence, it can, and should, be had 
without war and carnage. 

The greatest of all cr: ns is to begina war. William T. Sherman, General- 

tes Army, said truly, War is hell!” It includes 


d 
The insurgents had no ground for ee war; and their record is a 
frightful mass of eee ee murders, arson, wrecking railroads, ruin- 
ing bridges, 8 buildings and crops, undoing the industrious work of 
and, worse all, starving thousands of honest workmen by forbid- 
ding em to make sugar, These bandits deserve no 
sympathy or recognition from America. They deserve the fate they suffer 
when they are caught, the same that guerrillas met in our civil war. Noact 
nor word of the erican people or Government should give them the 
slightest aid. Nor should the money or blood of our people be spent to help 
thi 


This country has no business meddling with matters elsewhere. With ter- 
ritory as as all Europe and 70,000,000 people—as many as England, Scot 
land, W. ‘ales, Ireland, Holland, Spain, and Portugal ther—far more people 
than Canada, South America, and all America es—we have all we can 
ace 1 berS. e trying, in Congress and outside, to draw this coun- 
try into such meddling are seeking to repeat the stale trick of tyrants— 
make war to divert the pani from wrongs at home—or to fill their pockets 
at the cost of their countrymen’s cash and blood. 

I ate PE pit 

— crushing taxes and wicked bloodshed. 
e toiling masses of country have burdens and problems enough 
without adding these. 

Mr. TUCKER. Where is that paper published? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is 1 in New York; called the 
Building and Loan News. I give it for what it is worth. It is 
published by evidently a EEN paper; andit seems to me there 
must be some modicum of truth in that statement, affirmed by 
these Spanish residents of New York. ie 

I try to call attention very briefly, for my time is limited, 
to the policy of this country in regard to this sort of interference. 
Reference has been made here several times to the action of General 
Grant. I Want to emphasize the fact that General Grant in 1875 
declined to i e belligerency of the insurgents of Cuba 
on grounds stated in his special message to Congress. It was stated 


and so earn their bread. 


here, and truthfully, that General Grant once had prepared a mes- 
sage of recognition, or a proclamation. That is true. Mr, Fish, 
with a calm equipoise that must be admired to-day, declined to 
issue it, and persuaded General Grant to issue the m from 
which I will quote. And within a few weeks the diary of Secre- 
tary Fish, one of the ablest diplomats and one of the greatest 
patriots in our country, has disclosed the fact that subsequently, 
when he desired to retire from his position as Secretary of State, 
General Grant in reply stated that he was under great obligations 
to Mr. Fish, and that on at least two occasions the Secretary had 
saved him from committing mistakes; and that one of those oc- 
casions was when he was about to issue a proclamation recognizing 
the belligerency of Cuba. 
In that message President Grant said (this was in 1875): 

I haye hoped that Spain would be enabled to establish peace in her colony, 
to afford security to the property and the interests of our citizens, and allow 
8 scope to trade and commerce and the natural productions of the 
island. Because of this hope, and from an extreme reluctance to interfere in 
the most remote manner in the affairs of another and a friendly nation, 
cially of one whose sympathy and friendship in the N infancy of our 
own existence must ever be remembered with gratitude, I have patiently and 
anxiously awaited the me — of events. Our own civil conflict is too recent 
for us not toconsider culties which surround a government distracted 
by a dynastic rebellion at home at the same time that it has to cope with a 
separate insurrection in a distant colony. But, whatever causes may have 
produced the situation which so grievousl ects our interests, it exists, 
with all its attendant evils, operating directly upon this country and its peo- 
ple. Thus far all the efforts of Spain have proved abortive, and time has 
marked no improvement in the situation. The armed bands of either side 
now 8 nearly the same ground as in the past, with the difference, from 
time to time, of more lives sacrificed, more property destroyed, and wider 
extents of fertile and productive fields and more and more of valuable prop- 
erty constantly wantonly sacrificed to the incendiary’s torch. 


I understand, Mr. Speaker, that it is not only conceded, but it is 
the boast of those who champion the cause of the insurgents that 
the incendiarism, the destruction of crops, the ravaging and burn- 
ing of villages by the insurgents, is being done in order to weaken 
the cause of Spain and to drive the people of thatisland into insur- 
rection. Ido not understand that it is alleged anywhere—certainl 
I have not heard it that the Government in Spain has entered 
upon any systematic destruction of public or private property; but 
that the destruction of towns, the laying waste of fields, this wide- 
spread disorder and anarchy, is being carried on by those armed 
bands in the name of liberty and of the people. 

Only a few weeks ago we had a proclamation. issued by the 
leader of the insurrectionary forces absolutely threatening any 
man who attempted to produce sugar on his plantation, thus de- 
priving peaceful citizens of Cuba of their only means of providing 
subsistence for their families; the idea being to shorten the sugar 
crop of the world so as to compel interference to put a stop to a 
war that was thus disturbing the comfort of mankind. That was 
the case in 1875, and it is so to-day. Now, says Mr. Fish (and 
however little gentlemen may re my 8 or my opinions, 
I ask them to give calm consideration to this definition by Mr. 
Fish of the duty of a nation under international obligations): 

In contests of this nature, where a considerable body of people who have 
attempted tofree themselves of the control of the superior government have 
reached such point in occupation of territory, in power, and in general organ- 
ization as to constitute in fact a body politic, having a government in sub- 
stance as well as in name, of the elements of stability and equipped 
with the machinery for the administration of internal policy and the execu- 
tion of its laws. pre and able to administer justice at home as well as in 
its dealings with other powers, it is within the province of those other powers 
to rec ze its existence asa new and jüdependent nation. In such cases 
other nations anp deal with an actually e: ng condition of things, and 
reco; as one of the powers of the that body politic which, possess- 
ing the necessary elements, has, in fact, become a new power; ina word, the 
creation of a new state is a fact. 

It is not our duty, nor is it competent for us, to assume to estab- 
lish such a condition of things. Before we can recognize it that 
condition of things must bein factestablished. Every man knows 
that we have no demonstration of the establishment of such a 
condition of things in Cuba up to this time. It was for that reason 
that General Grant refused recognition. 

The creation of a State, as Mr. Fish says, isa fact. It is not a 
matter of sentiment. You can not create“ the Republic of Cuba” 
by voting it in the American Congress to be a State. You can not 
en belligerent rights unless belligerency is an international 

act. 


To establish the condition of things essential to the recognition of this fact, 
there must be a le occupying a known territory, united under some 
known and defined form of government, acknowled, by those subject 
thereto, in which the functions of government are administered by usual 
methods, competent to mete out justice to citizens and strangers, to afford 
remedies for public and for private wron. and able to assume the correla- 
tive international obligations and capable o 8 the corresponding 
international duties icf yee trom its acquisition of the rights of sover- 
eignty. A power should exist, complete in its organization, ready to take 
and able to maintain its pao among the nations of the earth. 

While conscious that the insurrection in Cuba has shown a strength and 
endurance which make it at least doubtful whether it be in the power of 
Spain to subdue it, it seems unquestionable that no such civil organization 
exists which may be recognized as an independent government, capable of 
performing its international obligations and entitled to be treated as one of 

he powers of the earth. A tion under such circumstances would be 
inconsistent with the facts, and would 3 the power granting it soon 
to support by force the government to which it had really given its only 
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claim of existence. In my judgment, the United States should adhere to the 
licy and the principles which have heretofore been its sure and safe es 

Po liko contests between revolted colonies and their mother Cerera G act- 
ing p oniy u ase clearest evidence, should avoid any possibility suspicion 
or putation. 

A 55 of the independence of Cuba being in my opinion impracti- 
cable ani 8 . ‘question Siwe ore 5 itself is that of the 

tion of belligerent ri in the es e contest. 

5 message to Congress I bad oe occasion to consider this question, 
and reached the conclusion that the conflict in Cuba, dreadful and devastat- 
ing as were its incidents, did not rise to the fearful dignity of war. 
it now, after this lapse of time, I am unable to see that any notable success 
or any marked or real advance on the part of the insurgents has essentially 
aa the character of the contest. It has acquired greater age, but not 
greater or more formidable proportions. 


Referring now to another point that has been brought up in 
this debate, the Sunen to our retaliatory disposition, I wish to 
uote the advice of a great soldier and statesman. We are told 
that because Spain did something that we did not like at the out- 
break of the rebellion in this country, therefore we should retali- 
ate now by recognizing the belligerency of Cuba. upon that sub- 
ject 8 Grant used these words, which should have great 
weight: 


uired when the interests and rights of another government or of its people are 
S far affected by a pending civil conflict as to require a definition of its rela- 
tions to the es thereto. But this conflict must be one which will be rec- 
ized in the sense of international law as war. mce, too, is a fact. 
Tho mere existence of contending armed bodies and their occasional con- 
e se — . a Malen ar Bb ore 20 Guba the tests recognized 
ee condition o e 

by Püdlielsts and writers on international law, and which have been observed 
by nations of dignity, Ne Power when free from sensitive or self- 
ish and unworthy moti I to find in the insurrection the existence of 


litical 


such a substantial tion, real, palpable, and manifest to the 
world, having the forms and capable of the ordinary functions of govern- 
ment toward its own ple and to other states, with courts for the 5 —— 
tration of justice, with a local habitation, g such organization of 
force, such material, such occupation of tory as to take the contest out 
of the category of a occasional skirmishes 


mere rebellious insurrection or n T 
and place it on the terrible footing of war, to which a tion of be T- 
ency would aim to elevate it. The contest, moreover, is solely on land. 
itself of a single sea 


rrection has not rt whence it may send 
forth its flag, nor has it any means of communication with fo: powers 
except through the mili lines of itsadversaries. Noapprehi on of any 


of those sudden and diffi 


entails upon the 


d 
ent indefensible as a measure of 5 ig Such 5 der, 
and complica 


flow from it 


carry: 
2 be transported freely and 
without interruption in the vessels of the United | States, to detention ont to 


responsibility 
insurgents, and would invest . 55 with the right to exercise the supervision 
over our commerce on the w SCAS, & Ve: 
ulf States an: 


the peaceful 
doubt to what result such 
supervision would before econ, Mart this nation. It would be unworthy of 
the United States to inaugura 
of questionable right or 
uestion of theore 


be but a delusive hope and 
would not remove the evils which Government and le are expe- 
3 but would draw the United States into complications which it has 
waited long and suffered much to avoid. 

To my mind those are words of absolute wisdom. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if the House would kindly extend for a few 
moments the time for taking the recess, I should like to read a few 
words of 1 Washington. 

. HITT. I ask unanimous consent that the hour for the re- 
cess be deferred for thirty minutes, with the hope of closing this 
debate and this whole proceeding this evening and adjourning 
until Monday. Otherwise we shall have to sit here to-morrow. 
way not close the whole subject this eyening? 

r. TUCKER. Ican not agree to that. Ido not object to ex- 
tending the time as requested by my friend from Maine, but I can 
not consent to closing the debate in so brief a time as my friend 
from Illinois niggas There are a number of gentlemen who 
wish to k on this question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. en I ask that the hour for the recess be 
extended ten minutes, so that I may read a few extracts from 
President Washington. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] 


XXVII— 223 


asks that the time for taking the recess be extended for ten 
minutes. 

Mr. SKINNER rose. 
BOUTELLE. 


Reserving the time of the gentleman from 
North Carolina . SKINNER]. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I can not consent unless the gentle- 
man from Maine will a; to give me one minute in which to 
make a statement in reply to the statement of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts . GILLETT]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will do that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to extending the time 
for the recess for ten minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, in that memorable legacy, his 
Farewell Address, which President Washington left to the Ameri- 
can people as a gift, commensurate with his relations to the new 
nation which he had so preeminently helped to establish, he uses 
some vry instructive and weighty words which, it seems to me, 
ought to find application at the present time. We all know 
the strength of Washington’s advice, and the earnestness of his 
appeal to his countrymen, to avoid foreign complications. In that 
connection he used these memorable words: 


justice and benevolence. Who tan doubt thatin the course of time and things 
hi y repay any temporary advantages whi 
might be lost by a steady adherence to ít? Can it be that 


connected the permanent felicity of a nation with its virtue? The experi- 
ment, at least, is recommended every sentiment which ennobles human 
nature. Alas, is it rendered impossible by its vices? * * + 


In the execution of such a plan nothin; more essential than that perma- 

nent, inveterate antipathies t icular nations and passionate attach- 
ments for others should be excluded, and that in place of them just and 
amicable feelings toward all should be cultivated. The nation which indulges 
toward another an habitual hatred or an habitual fondness is in some de; 
a slave. It isa slave to its animosity or to its affection, either of which is 
sufficient to lead it astray from its duty and its interest. Antipathy in one 
nation t another di each more readily to offer insult and inj 8 
to lay hold of slight causes of umbrage, and to haughty and intreciatia 
when accidental or trifling occasions of dispute oecur. 

Hence frequent collisions, obstinate, envenomed, and bloody contests. The 
nation prompted byi willand resentment sometimes impels to war the gov- 
ernment — the best calculations of cy. The government some- 

es cipates in the national propensity and adopts through passion 
what reason would reject. At other es it makes the animosity of the 
nation subservient to projects of 5 by pride, ambition, and 
other sinister and pernicious motives. e peace often, sometimes perhaps 
the liberty, of nations has been the victim. 

Again he says: 

The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations is, in extend- 
ing our commercial relations, to have with them as little political connection 
as possible. So far as we have already formed engagements let them be ful- 
filled with perfect good faith. Here let us stop. 3 

Now for the application. We are called upon in the name of 

triotism, in the name of brotherhood, in the name of humanity, 
in the name of sympathy. We have had cited frequently in this 
debate the help that France extended to us when we were engaged 
in the struggle to establish our liberty—help that we all recog- 
nize, and our ak tae of which is attested by the portrait of 
our t French ally, Lafayette, that adorns this Chamber. Yet, 
Mr. Speaker, no American familiar with our history can forget 
that, with all that obligation of gratitude—with a knowl 
such as Washington must have had more clearly and deeply than 
any other man, of what we owed to France—we find that later in 
his career he was not swept from his feet by the clamor for inter- 
fering in behalf of France in a European complication, butsteadily 
and firmly resisted crea pee inthe interest of the American peo- 
ple and because he believed our duty was to establish the rights and 
strengthen the foundations of our own Government. He said: 

How far in the discharge of my official duties I have been ee by the 
principles which have been delineated the public records and other evidences 
of my conduct must witness to you and to the world. To myself, the assur- 
— 8 own conscience is that I have at least believed myself to be guided 

relation to the still subsisting war in Europe = proclamation of the 22d 
of April, 1793, is the index tomy plan. Sanctioned by your approving voice, 
and by that of your representatives in both Houses of Congress, the spirit of 
that measure has continually governed me, uninfluenced by any attempts to 
deter or divert me from it. 

I see the keen eye of my distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. 
Hirt] upon me; and I anticipate his statement shortly to be made 
that this was a proclamation of neutrality on the part of the United 
States between France and the allies with whom she was engaged 
in war; and that ‘‘neutrallty ” is what this resolution propones; 
Bat I want to remind my friend and the House that I am ad - 
ing N aes now to that phase of this question which deals with 
the eae eerie assumed to rest upon us to interefere in behalf of 
somebody with whom we have sympathy, how far we are called 
upon to interfere in Cuba because we may sympathize with the 
struggle of the Cuban insurgents, how far it is our duty to embroil 
our nation in a war because we desire to see some ple some- 
where, and perhaps especially in the Island of Cuba, establish 
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reforms and obtain rights that do not now enjoy. It is im- 
possible that any such obligation should be so strong in this case 
as was our obligation to France to aid her in war when she had 
so aided usin war. Yet in all the stress of those circumstances 
Washington stood like a rock against interference. He asserted 
the neutrality of the American Republic between our ancient all 
and her enemies, and sustained himself upon the broadest ground. 
He says further in his Farewell Address: 


After deliberate examination, with the aid of the best lights I could obtain, 
I was well satisfied that our country, under all the circumstances of the 
take, and was bound in duty and interest to take, a neu- 


That is the position I want this country to take in regard to any 
interference with the strife in Cuba 8 

= GROSVENOR. Will my friend allow me a question? 

BOUTELLE, I have just stated what I know my friend 
eats to refer to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wanted to ask whether spon! is any 

ition here to take any other than a neutral position 

Mr. BO BOUTELLE. My friend did not do me the honor to listen 
to my remarks, or he would not have asked that question. 

Mz GROSVENOR. And 1 wanted further to ask, How is it 
an act of war to recognize the belligerency of those who are at 
war with another coun ae 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have just read the opinion of General 
Grant on that subject—an opinion with so much more 

than any words of mine could ress it that I did not 
care to do more read it. If my friend done me the honor 
ae —_ wore I was reading from public documents the expres- 
eat captain of our armies and that President 
at en the nie States he would have observed that I did not attem 
ut upon this proposition my own version, 5 welt 
behind joint Peak of Hamilton Fish and Ulysses S. Grant, 
as I am Sow PUUDE myself behind the judgment and the expres- 
sions of George Washington, of whom I suppose the gentleman 
has heard. 
Further 


ughter.] 
he says: 
Having taken it— 
That position— 
Eleuemined, asfar ns brai Sapend-upen mia, 40 maintain wtih moei- 


verance, 
78... whe mire t the t to hold this conduct it is not 
3535 T I will only observe that, according to 


di of the matter, that so far from denied by an 
Ser aer en Sowers baw e , 55 


belligerent powers, has y admitted by all. 

Again, and I call special attention to the language: 
Observe 77 8 faith and justice toward all nations. Oultivate and 
harmony wee y doon not and morality enjoin d can u 


; this conduct. 


and _ benev: ce. 
. * 8 


porary advan- 
which might steady adherence Ti 


it be that Prov- 
enno- 


that perma- 
against particular nations an: passionate at. | fro 

eee sees r ol them just and 
dbecultivated. The ‘hich indulges 


1 
to offer insult and inj lay 
5 to 3 and intractable when 


Pies 


another 
seri an slight causes of ur ne 
———- or 


instigated by pride, ambitio: 
othe ee by ride, ambition, 


oT event rule of h 
ing our commercial relations, to have 
as possible. So far as we have 
filled with perfect good faith. 

And further on: 


How far in the discharge of m ee ee ee the 
ciples which have been d ted, the oe panis c records and — — evi- 
ces of my conduct must witness to to the world. To myself, the 

is tha: . least believed myself to be 


2A of A tt 104 10 the Sak to say pl 
ex 
mow igh g 


ia to toed — — 18, ti arend- 
A th them as 3 ‘connection 
Here let us stop. 


by any 


Giver vid i nn ot tho ben lights Teng obtain. 
; FCC all the circumstances of the 


paues vin fi å 5 upon me, 

maintain it moderation, perse 

The „ - nt to 5 this his conduct it is not 

necessary on on e observe 

my understanding of the matter, that right, so by any 
the belligerent powers, has been y by all. 


APRI 3, 
The — g% a neutral conduct may be infe without 

more, from e obligation which justice „ on — 
tion, in cases in wie hich Sin ea aT oa amas ae inviolate the relations of 
peace and amity tow: er na 

3 inducements of interest for obse: as conduct will best be ro eg me 

own and e me a predominant moti 
been to endeavor to gain time our country to settle and mature its yet 
to without interru 


command of its own 


I hold in my 3 the writings of Washington, 
edited by Jared in which the President of the United States 
submits to his abinet, in a communication dated April, 1793, 
thirteen questions, as follows: 

PHILADELPHIA, 18th of April, 1793. 


I. Shall a proclamation issue for the purpose of venting interf. 
the citisens of the United States in the war Dabweess France and Groat eit 
— — ent ? Shall it contain a declaration of neutrality or not? What shall it 
II. Shall a minister from the n 
III. If received. — 7 it Oe absolutely without eee and if with 


q „of w. 

IV. Are the United States obliged by good faith to consider the treaties 
heretofore made with France as oe them, oF h to tas resent 8 of the 
par — . they either 7 a] d them suspe ed till the 
Vi Tt they have tho right, st exp tto do either and which? 

appien ; 


ekod they have an option w be a breach of neutrality to consider 

the treaties still in operation? 

VIL 7771 now in operation is the guaranty 
in the 8 of alliance applicable to a 1 only, or to war either 
ovr T Dos e wart hich rod and equ pear to a offi 

oes the war in w a ensive or de- 
seer ag p — * re ei — coal charactor 


„ in even 
sey nt ae whew, z 


azpiz 
What is the effect of a such as that to be found in the treat 
of alliance between the p and France? ty 
z E OR ART ATA E DRAE GE IS Songer EOV ERDE CE TEN OE 
han privateers, of the powers opposed to France from coming in ports 
of the United States to . own merchantmen? Or does 
P mora Anan WNA apply 40 aips of 


France 
XII. Should the future of France send a minister to the United 
States, ought he to be receiy: 


grese with a view 8 — — . It it s vat 
a view 
should be the particular object of such a call? * 
GEORGE WASHINGTON. 
That Cabinet, to which those in ies were propounded, I may 
say, was composed of men who, ae: are of fair repute to- 
day, such men as Thomas Jefferson der Hamilton, and men 
oem goo Re nee tpn peg er apg 
3 a amation issue for citi- 
take part in hostilities upon the high seas with either of 


the the belligerent powers, and warning them of Ities to be in- 
flicted in the 1 that they hodi do so. The e opinion of the 
oe was as follows: 


meeting of the r of Departments and of the Attorney-General 
at the y tho President it wà |, 1798, to consider oe 3 questions pro- 
posed by the Presi termined 


h seas with 
ca 


dinia, the 

on the other, and the duty and of the United States require that 
they should with sincerity and good faith adopt and pursue a conduct friendly 
TE to the 6 


resents 
to observe the conduct aforesaid to ae ‘ers, respec- 
Se and to exhort and warn the citizens of thet United States carefully to 
all acts and E pime a g whatsoever which may in any manner tend to 
contravene such 


I may say in this connection that there is an explana note 

appended to the third question propounded by President at 
ington, which throws considerable light upon the cates 
existing in reference to this question. It is in the fo! 


words: 


5 from the Republic of France should 
be ed Governmont of to this eff: 
That the Governmen’ 


ee au in the y legt 
jot ag sae rise him and the in 5 that — est 


With reference = oe 3 in 8 submitted by Presi- 
dent W. m, I Aem er, to call the special 
attention of lari Aog nii to a letter from enry Lee, so well known 


as ‘‘Light-Horse Harry,” addressed to President Washington 
from Richmond on the 14th day of June, 1793, in which he says: 
My Dran SIR: F policy of Se Sp 


this 
tions of the of the United 


. 
N ou ica a 
‘and fe —— 


on. This disposi 
ruined oe geting circumstances and apa ae in 
class of men receive the aid of the and a 
and therefore in free coun are consi 
are, because they are noisy, clamorous, and impudent. 


y 
[Applause and laughter.] 
wo their weight in society is taken they will be found as light as 
W. 


Laughter.] 


be 6 tor he would 


the same tion 
from the conversations he has h. at taverns, w this order of men 
abound, all night, and all day abusing men and meas: 


ures, however respectable, however proper. 

(Laughter and applause. ] 

Ireturned yesterday from a visit to our arsenal at the Point of Fork, and 
33 F 2 
ur proclamation. ound every person regarding it as highly wise, duly 
ined and all exgresbed & confidence ta FUR edkering invariably $0206 pus: 


pose. 
To my mind these communications were not unexpected, and yet I 
I derived great satisfaction from them because from the clamor 

of the towns and C to fear that the golden 
prospects of feli before us would the 
wisdom and firmness of our Government, and | 


effect, that from the superiority of the enemy's fleet it was the 
Sad Dide toe EAA T huaid om toe 
on 


eff 
hile you did the greate ood to the United Beater y on his ocea 

ou e e ou e 
is Sead ty hale alia ALO ĩ ͤ T 
authorize us to take a part in the war with effect, and to doit pitifully was 
to risk our own destruction without the consolation of affording material aid 


in m es but insinuated that in case the 


hbors. 
o this I opposed our infant situation asa „our love of peace, the 


heavy debt which oppresses us in consequence of the last war, bable 
futi of such vast enterprises, and the certainty that France d derive 
more Benefit m holding within her own means of men an 


out since as I pre- 
sanea) and contended that the sure way to effect their object was to be con- 
tent with defending their own country. 
The im ions which he seemed to entertain when we parted induced me 
se cma That he would never attempt to disturb the system of neutrality 
op 


te conduct. I 

papers nea Oil his wil Pe soci turned rom those 

when here and that our only route to nai prosperity may 
new obstructions. 
sir, let whatever rt rors or be effected, in your firmness we all 
rest, : . STga oan ever yo — oe from that 
line of conduct w ‘our ne seer} best promo public good. 
Pky mote prego our heal a Appia, Iam ever your most affec- 

end and humble ser van 
az HENRY LEE. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. My time has expired and Imust close my 
ar; ent. [Prolo applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute, which the 
Chair understands is to be yielded tothe gentleman from Michi- 


gan [Mr. tee £ 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly, I yield that to the gentleman, and 
hope it will not be necessary to ask a further extension of time 


for a reply. 

Mr. S of Michigan. Mr. S er, I intended, in my in- 
terruption of the gentleman from Maine a few moments ago, to 
say that a sentiment had been expressed in Massachusetts against 
the porone that he was advancing, and in favor of that con- 
tended for by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. I now quote 
the language of the Massachusetts Republican State convention, 
embodied in the platform adopted the 27th day of March: 

W. 
ae be 3 with the Cubans in their sce for independence. As 
humanity to bring toanend the useless and bloody war now desolating Cuba, 
and to give to the people of that island peace and self-government. 


[Prolonged applause.] 


The SPEAKER. 


. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
88117 50 the Chair understands, is entitled to five minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. T had just risen to remind the Chair that I 
had included that in my request for an extension of time. 


Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Speaker, perhaps I represent the most 
ancient and at the same time the most patriotic territory within 
this Government; a terri where 


koa was organized and out of which this great Government 
grown. 

Lonly say that, Mr. Speaker, prefatory to the remarks which I 
am impelled to make when my eyes fall upon the flag which over- 
hangs yo head. Because, as I look upon the Stars and Stripes 
there, I recall the fact that it is the same flag which floated over 
the venerated veterans of the Revolution, which cheered the half- 
fed and half-clad heroes of Valley Forge, which waved over the 
redoubts of Bunker Hill, which floated from the masthead of the 
Bon Homme Richard, which kissed the breezes over the waters of 
Erie and Champlain, which waved in triumph over the immortal 
field of Chippewa. And, Mr. Speaker, when I recall the anxious 
hours gy which the followers of that were fighting for 
life and for hberty; when I turn my eyes to the south and see, a 
few 2 from Florida, the Cuban patriots fighting for liberty 
as our lutionary fathers were fighting, I turn with the Cu- 
bans to that as the. Emperor Constantine did to the cross in 
the heavens, to in hoc signo vinces. As written then, the Cubans 
think in this sign we shall conquer. 

I tell you, Mr. Speaker, the Cubans look upon this 1 as 
the emblem of liberty, as we look upon the cross as ERRES 
of Christianity; and wherever you would ađvance the cross to 
establish the istian religion, I take that flag as the counter- 
part of the cross, as the emblem of liberty. I would place it over 

ba. I would have this flag, the emblem of liberty, floating 
over Cuba, and it ought to wave in triumph over her dominion, 
and she ought to be made a State of this Union. These iative 
measures not concern us. They accomplish nothing unless 
that flag stands for liberty. And liberty to Cuban is as much 
as liberty to Americans. I want to see it established in every 
land and on every sea, not only in America but over every people 
on this continent who ask for the blessings of liberty. 
ere the hammer fell.] 
e SPEAKER. Under the rule the House will now take a 
recess until 8 o'clock, when the gentleman from New York Mr. 
PAYNE] will please discharge the duties of the Chair, 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) re- 
3 its session, with Mr. PAYNE in the chair as Speaker pro 

mpore. 

SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report clause 2 of 

Rule XXVI. i 25 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Pein oe shall N Zeiter at5 paoor s R a 8 TN 8 3 

which eve 
ical disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be ccasid: 
ered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. S. er, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of Whole for the consideration of busi- 
ness on the Private Calendar, under the ial order. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 56, nays none. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on Private Calendar, with Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. 


ELIZABETH DESHLER WHITING. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first business on 
the Private Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
wi, & R. 1050) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth Deshler 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I think that is hardly on the 
Calendar. Thatis the bill which the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. DANIELS] had restored to ia paca to-day. 

Mr. DAD It was restored to its place on the Calendar by 
Ir LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chai I that when the 
; > Chairman, when 

Clerk reads a bill he give us the Calendar pe conch 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill has no Calendar number, having 
been recommitted to the committee, and reported back from the 
committee to-day. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Its former number on the Calen- 
dar was 92, but having been taken off it lost its place by way of 
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number; but by order of the House it was restored to the Calen- 


dar, to be the bill under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill has been read, and the report has 
been read. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. i „ & parliamentary inquiry. 
What is this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill is one which was recommitted to 
the Committee on Pensions, and was reported to-day by unani- 
mous consent and placed upon the Calendar in its old position. 

. DANIELS. Iwill say to the gentleman that the bill passed 
the House in a former Congress, on the 2d of March, but too late 
to the Senate. 

r. ERDMAN. It is not that bill on which the other side of 
the House antagonized the gentleman from New York, is it? 

Mr. DANIELS, Not at all, sir. Lask that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELIZABETH MOORE ENGLISH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1271) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore English. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
eee and Keel to place on the 4 roll. subject to tho. 1 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Elizabeth Moore English, 
widow of Rear-A Earl English, at the rate of $50 per month. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this is a Senate bill with quite 
a lengthy report. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. MILES] 
makes the report, and I ask unanimous consent that he make a 
statement in regard to this bill without consuming the time neces- 

for the reading of a lengthy report. 

eS ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, in view of the railroad pro- 
ceedings we had this afternoon, I think it would not hurt if the 
House heard these bills and reports in full. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the report, 

The report (by Mr. Mines) was read, as follows: 


an 98 3 1 8 to yian ve eee the bill ie 1 — 
grun a ion to Eliza oore Eng opt the accom: g Sen- 
— Ro. 20) as their own, and respectfully recommend ia aeons. 
(Senate Report No. 20, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1271) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Moore English, have examined the same and report: 
Baring the third session of the ty-third Congress both Houses of Con- 
gress passed a bill in behalf of this t, but which went to the Executive 
at Solate: a 3 the session as not to receive consideration. The history of 

e as follows: 
tene House Committee on Invalid Pensions 8 the bill at $50 per 
month, but when passed it was reduced to $30. e Senate Committee on 
nsions recognized the fact that the claimant was justly entitled toa higher 

uence of the near approach of the close of the Fifty-third 
Congress, adopted the House report and passed the bill, which, as before 
stated, did not reach the President in time to receive his signature. 

The present bill to pension the claimant at the rate of $50 per 
aoni Mrs. English’. petition for relief by special act of Congress is as 
follows: 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States; 

The petition of Elizabeth Moore English respectfully represents— 

First" That she is the widow of Earl English, late a rear-admiral in 


the Navy. 
Second. That the said Earl lish entered the Navy as midshi 
25th of pombe M 1840, and — through all the grades to that of rear- 


admiral, the t rank in the Navy under existing laws, and was retired 
on the 18th of February. 
Third. That the said decedent served with distinction through three wars 


and the res and ips of forty-six years on the active list, more 
than twenty-seven of which were spent at sea, twelve years having been 
in the East Indies, where he was severely wounded in an en 
ment at the barrier forts in the Chinese war. Never wavering in his alle- 
ce to the United States throughout his long career, he was hed 
his services, characterized by wisdom and bravery. 
Fourth. That your petitioner's husband died lea her little property, 
and that she is in embarrassed circumstances and without adequate means 
our honorable body will 
Herta È dow of the late Earl Eng- 
a 9 —.— r month. 
The follo is the re rt made in this case: 
Mrs. English ow of Earl English, late rear-admiral, United States 
Navy, whose record is as follows: 
Earl English, rear admiral, Unior Sates Navy. Bornin Crosswicks, Bur- 


inr uae County. N. J., Fe { 
ted midshi from his native State Feb: 25, 1840, 
as attached to line-of-battle Columbus until December of same 
; was then ordered to the frigate Constellation and made the cruise in 
er to the East Indies and around the world, arriving home May 8, 1844: was 
attached to the Princeton, on gun practice, 1844 and 1845; was then ordered 
tothe Naval Academy, where he uated July, 1846; was then ordered to the 
frigate Independence and actively employed on the Pacific station, coast of 
Mexico and California, and participated in the capture of Mazatlan, and in 
other important nayal operations on the coast and in California. After the 
Mexican war he made a year's cruise in the Viren tothe West Indies. He then 
joined the Southampton for two years on special service in the e and 
ornia. Ret he joined the Pa in April, 1853, on deep-sea sound- 
9 the United States and 


ing up the first soundings from m of the ocean at the de of 2. 
the it of which was the laying of the first ocean cable between 
and 1855. ving ed that duty, he joined the Coast 


Survey, and was attached to the schooners Crawford and Varina for two years. 
TTV 


in November, 1856, in the capture and reduction of the barrier forts in the 
Canton River, he was seriously wounded. Returning from that cruise, he 
gonna the 5 and went tothe Pacific station, where he remained until 
0 out of the rebellion, when he returned East and took an active 
until the close of the war, commanding the Somerset and Sagamore in 

he East Gulf sq capturing a large number of blockade runners, Cedar 
Keys, St. Marks, as well as destroying large numbers of salt manufactories 


on the coast. 

Health fı him, he returned North for a short time. May, 1864, he took 
command of the Wyalusing in the sounds of North Carolina, where he re- 
mained until the suppression of the rebellion. Whilein the sounds he assisted 
in the capture of the city of Plymouth and the rebel ram Albemarle, and in 
numerous engagements up the Roanoke River and in various places in the 
sounds. The war ending, he was ordered to the navy-yard, New York, on 
ordnance duty, until, in November, 1866, he took command of the Iroquois 
and once more joined the East India station; was in papas during the revo- 
lution in that country, and when the Tycoon was defeated by Satstima at 
Osaka, he and his official followers fled and took Foraje on board of the Iro- 

'ycoon. He returned 


ome November, 1870, and for three years was on al service with 
Admiral Porter and at 3 ard, Portsmouth, N. H. rch, 1874, he took 
command of the Congress an Joined the European station, and in the absence 


of Admiral Worden the duty of settling a difficulty between the Pasha of 
Tripoli and the United States consul devolved upon him. 

Government was so well satisfied with the result that General Grant, 
then President of the United States, thanked him in person, Returning home 
in 1876, he was ordered as senior naval officer afloat at the Centennial, Phila- 
delphia, where his sailors and marines were given a post of honor in the grand 
procession on the day of the opening. 

July 31, 1876, was ordered as commandant of the Portsmouth (N. H.) Naval 
Station, where he remained until November, 1878. when he was appointed 
Chief of the Bureau of Equipment and 3 Navy Department. While 
in the Bureau he a law passed authorizing the enlistment of 750 naval ap- 
prentices. At the same time Coasters Harbor Island, at Newport, R. I, was 
ceded by the State to the National Government as the headquarters for the 
mening station, where it remains at the present time in a most flourishing 
condition. 

He was instrumental in having President Arthur sign the order increasing 
the pay of the enlisted men and boys in the Navy. September 4, 1881, he re- 
signed from the Bureau and took command of the oropesa station. Return- 
ee, he retired, according to law. February 25. 

motions.—July 11, 1846, passed midshipman; March 1, 1855, master; Sep- 
tember 16, 1856, lieutenant-commander; Jaly 25, 1866, commander; September 
28, 1872, captain; March 25, 1880, commodore; September 4, 1884, rear-admiral. 

‘Admiral English died July 16, 1893, and his widow filed an application for 
pension December 19, 1893, but the same was disallowed April 26, 1894, on the 

ound that the disease from which he died (acute enteritis) could not clear! 

traced to diseases o; ting in line of ong A ap his active service. It 

is believed, however, that a liberal view of the testimony would have justified 

the medical authorities of the Pension Office in allowing the claim, as the hos- 
ital records show that the officer was frequently under treatment durin 

is active service for similar in character to the one which ca 

1 surgeon) who treated Admiral English 

inion that the officer's “long and arduous 

es which sapped vitality and 

isted in bringing about a fatal termination to his illness. 

After a careful and 3 examination of all the facts in the case, and 
in view of the long and valuable services of Rear-Admiral English, your com- 
mittee is of opinion that the relief asked for should be 5 and therefore 
report the bill back with a recommendation that it pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside this bill with 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr.GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, only one word. Isimply want 
the House to understand that this bill, being a Senate bil, was 
also introduced in the House and went to the Committee on Pen- 
sions and not to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; so that a 
separate committee, following their own line of inquiry and from 
separate sources, have reported the bill back favorably, making a 
report v similar to the one which has been read. So that 
the House bill is before the House in the unusual position of hay- 
ing passed one or two Congresses and failed merely to get the sig- 
nature of the President, of having the Senate this session 
and having been favorably repo by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions; and the Committee on Pensions, having a House bill, 
have also favorably reported on it. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. ERDMAN. . Chairman, one weak point in the report 
there is the failure to connect the cause of death with the disease 
contracted in the service. An abstract of the evidence in the 
Pension Bureau, I think, will clearly connect that; and I send it 
up to be read, in order that it may go into the RECORD, to show 
that he died from disease contracted in the service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


yee 5 mend el. 3 2858. 2 8 — ee ier head, 
io; January, $ ; Ap ic derangement; 
ae and wound of spine, congestio e e dysentery; 1857, orchitis- 
rannea, furunculus; 1874, bronchitis gt grain chronic hepatitis; 
entarrhus; 1881, m cachexia; 1892, fe remittens; 1883, pneumonia; 
1892, diabetes incident to long service in line of duty. Died July 16, 1893, of 
ba at enteretis due to long and arduous service in Navy. 

xtract from certificate of death: “Attacked with acute indigestion July 
14, from g of blackberries. After several hours of suffering became 
comfortable. Stage of calm of short duration. Inflammation of small intes- 
tines superyened. Liver became intensely con ed, very painful, and in- 
creased in size. Owing to alteration of tissues, the strain caused perforation 
or rupture of intestines, permitting escape of f@cal matter into peritoneal 
cavity. Peritonitis not very well pronounced, because life was so abruptly 

rminated. Deceased possessed but little iency.” 

“ There is evidence that the disease (or disability) causing death was 
in line of duty, the facts being as follows: Long and arduous service brought 
a train of infirmities which ually sap vitality. Suffered diabetes 
mellitus for many months. angrene of senile character followed. There 
was extensive atheromatous degeneration, which largely prevented removal 
of foot when gangrene threatened its integrity. 

“WM. S. DIXON, Surgeon, U. S. N.” 

Liver much congested, painful, increased in size, and the strain caused per- 
foration of, or rupture of, intestines. 


for obsti- 


1896. 
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Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire if the 
report shows how this claimant stood on the tariff and the finan- 
cial questions. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable report. 

THOMAS CORIGAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1838) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
100) 8 an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan, respectfully report 
as follows: 

Your committee have carefully examined into the facts in this case, and 
find that the soldier served in Company B. Eighty-eighth Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, from July 25, 1862, until he was disc on account of disability. 

At the battle of Chic uga, September 20, 1863, he was severely wounded 
in the left hand, and is now drawing a pension of $30 per month for that 
rendered wholly useless by the wound. At the same 
time he was wound bra buckshot in the neck, and the soldier claims that 
this wound has affected his spine and has produced epilepsy. 

The medical evidence shows that the wound in the neck produces distinct 
crepitus on movement of the neck. The epileptic fits 5 in- 
creased until the soldier is totally helpless and requires t aid and 
attendance and has become almost imbecile mentally. - 

The Pension Bureau in 1892 held that it can not accept the “ fits” asa result 
of the wound in the back of the neck; but no cause is evident, and 
medical evidence has been furnished to show that the wound in the neck is 
the cause of his present condition. 

The soldier's condition is helpless in the extreme, and if the wound in the 
neck is the cause of his injury he would be entitled to $72 per month under 

to criticise the action of the Pension 


Your committee think that the soldier should be pra the benefit of the 
doubt to the extent of being raised to the second grade, or $50 a month. The 
committee is adverse to re iting Bills changing he rate of pension as fixed 
ot Ron Pension Bureau, but in case of extreme helplessness 
where the wound has been followed by such hel and 

condi due to his wound, we are 


evidence to show that the soldier's tion 
inclined to relax the rule. 
question we would probably have 
t arrived at by the Pension Bureau, 


If this case were before us as an o 
come to a different conclusion from 
but in the doubt raised in the case we think that the second grade would re- 


lieve the wants of the soldier and ought to be granted, ly as the 
claimant}was an excellent soldier, highly commended by Gen. W. T. Sharman. 


— his severe wounds received in the battle of uga are clearly 
own. 

A bill granting the same amount of on passed hoth Houses of thin lass 
Congress, but failed of action n 


the 

Your committee 8 the bill do pass. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I recollect this case. It en- 
gaged the attention of the Fifty-third Congress on several Frida 
nights. It engaged the attention of the Committee on Invali 
Pensions for a long while. So much so that majority and mi- 
nority reports were filed. The case was carefully investigated, 
judicially scrutinized, thoroughly discussed; and, in order that 
we may contrast the processes of the Fifty-third Congress in arriv- 
ing at what it considered doing justice in cases of this kind, I send 
up to have read in my time a part of the RECORD, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 5280) to 
increase the pension of Thomas Corigan from $30 to $72 per month, and sub- 


mit the following report: 
Th Co: ty-eighth Ilinois In- 
anuary 24, 1864. 
ickamauga, poprom 9 oy he was Ay aps Bit ree 
wing a pension per fhonth for jury, 
rendered Nal car e b th 
was woun oya buckshot in the neck, and 
wound has affi his spine and has produced epilepsy. 
The medical evidence shows that the wound in the neck produces distinct 
crepitus on movement of the neck. The epileptic fits ö in- 
creased until the soldier is totally helpless and requires t aid and 
attendance and has become almost imbecile mentally. 
The Pension Bureau in 1892 holds that it can not accept the “fits” as a re- 
sult of the wound in the back of the neck, but no other cause is evident and 
medical evidence has been furnished to show that the wound in the neck is 


the general law. We are not disposed to criticise 
u in rejecting this portion of the soldier's claim, but we think that it 
might have very fairly decided the other way under the evidence and ex- 
tion of the medical boards. 

Your ttee think that the soldier should be given the benefit of the 
doubt to the extent of being raised to the second eor S0 a month. The 
committee is adverse to oy poche bills chan the rate of pension as fixed 
by the Pension Bureau, but in a case of extreme helplessness like the present, 
where the wound has been followed by such helplessness, and there is much 
evidence to show that the soldier's condition is due to his wound, we are in- 
clined to relax the rule. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking ont 
“seventy-two,” in line 7, and inserting “fifty.” 

If the case were before us as an question we would probably have 
come to a different conclusion from arrived at by the Pension Bureau, 
but in the doubt raised in the case we think the second grade W. 
relieve the wants of the soldier and ht to be granted, cepecially sa the 
claimant was an excellent soldier, highly commended by Gen. W. T. Sher- 
man, and his severe wounds recol in the battle of ugua are 


The letter of Colonel Sherman is as follows: 


“HEADQUARTERS FIRST BRIGADE, 
“ SECOND DIVISION, FOURTH ARMY CORPS, 
Camp near Blains Cross Roads, East Tennessee, January 10, 188%. 


“To whom it may concern: 9 

* to certify that Thomas Corigan, an enlisted man of the Eighty- 
eighth Regiment Infantry, Illinois Volunteers, and corporal of Company 
same regiment, is a soldier good and true; ever fait in the discharge 
duty, never absent without leave, brave as a lion in action, and always at 
his post. He won the confidence and esteem of his commanding officers 
conduct and soldierly bearing. I therefore take grea’ 


his uniform 
pleasure and testimony to his merit, and request that his wishes 


may be consulted inasmuch as he is disabled from active field service by rea- 
son of wounds received on the hard-fought and bloody field of Chickamauga 
on the th of September, 1868. 

„F. T. SHERMAN 


“Colonel Eighty-eighth Infantry, Illinois Volunteers.” 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass after 83 by 
ees Ante yora “seventy-two,” in line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. ERDMAN. That is not all that I want read. Go to the 
places that I have marked. 

Mr. PICKLER. What has already been read is almost verbatim 
the present report. It is simply to consume time. 

The C MAN. Is objection made to the reading of this 


r? 
W PICKLER. Lou are reading the same report that we have 


iy woes J 
e CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read Rule XXXI, on the 
reading of papers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When the ing of a paper other than one upon which the House is called 
to give a final vote is demanded and the same is objected to by any member, 
it be determined without debate by a vote of the House. 

Mr. POOLE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this paper be read? 

The question was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The noes seem to have it; the noes have it, 
and the committee refuses to have the paper read. The question 
is, Shall this bill he laid aside with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has been 
recognized once upon this question. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Is there any other gentleman who desires to 


Mr. ERDMAN. Then go on. 

Mr. HARDY. I yield my time to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. KIRKPATRICK]. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I will ask for a vote, if that is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is rec- 


ognized. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, the minority report of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions of the Fifty-third Congress is as fol- 
lows on this case: - 


The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the 
bill (H. R.5260) to increase the pension of Thomas Corigan, and submit the 
following statement of their views: 


July 28, IMS to January 2, Bet in Company B. Fighter eichen. Tivos ae 
‘an $ mpan: -e ois In- 
Ley. He w: charged on account of disability from wanton wound of 


cation, filed September 11, 1886, states 
from the effects of a wound there received.” In 1887 he claimed that deaf- 
ness resulted from that wound, and states that the ball was removed in 
the field hospital; in April, 1888, he alleged resulting te ape ane of vision and 
of hearing; in September, 1888, he refers to “buckshot wound in back of 
neck ”; in February, 1892, he alleged affection of sight and hearing and epi- 
lepsy as a result of said wound. 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
iry. Can the gentleman from Pennsylvania, by indirection and 

evasion, defeat in this way the action and vote of this House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is not 
reading. He is ing. ughter.] 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I submit that the gentleman 
= reading, and is doing so in direct violation of the action of the 

ouse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is entitled to proceed, 

Mr. ERDMAN (continuing to read): 

In September, 1892, the Pension Bureau accepted the fact that he had re- 
ceived this wound in the neck, but rejected the claim for additional pension 
on the ground that he had: suffered no ratable disability from it at any time 
since the war, and none of the alleged results were accepted as sequences of 


such wound. This action was taken after a careful special examination of 
claim, and was affirmed by Secretary Bussey on appeal January 3, 1893. 


It will be observed that you are about to overrule General 
Bussey. I congratulate you on your success. 

In his de tion before the special examiner in June, 1892, the pensioner 
stated that he received the wound of neck at Chickamauga; that the doctor 


who took the bullet out puta sticking plaster over the wound and it remained 
until it fell off. = 
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“The first time I felt any serious disabilit 


r wound of my neck 


yas Spoar Be pining ya ago (1878). Iwas a railroad crossing 
felt a cloud nore over mo and i fell down right in the 

= ri * 8 cen Years, ust like have had conyul- 
8 3 Bat not so much unti tho last e eight years. 
I saw thi from my neck. I had it a long time. Ilost 
it. . my ear. The doctor 


ta Co 
vulsion or fit about fourteen years previously. 
— officers of the Pension Bureau September 6, 
wound of the neck, not rated!“ jp pone Tie 


rN bt gp do be ge seem to have been injured, but ee 
thickening of Mott tissues beneath the in 

From the facts stated it seems reasonab: pens as the perenes pres- 
F churgeable to 9 ar rye 
but rather originated in 1 the manner described If and wife. 

1 he is in receipt of a pension of 81 day, and the qu D in- 
volved is purely one for the doterminatiou s the 

commit: rh has repea' y refused to 5 in the did 

tions of the Pension E Barean in a clearly within their jurisdiction and 
presenting no technical hardship — ait —— squarely in violation 
of the primate enunciated in py — 7 — on bills of this char- 
anne © minority do earnestly recommend ay the bill do lie on the 


JOHN J. a alee 
M. R. BALDW. 


os EERDMANS 


The question was afterwards discussed by the 1 

Virginia [Mr. J ows]; the gentleman from Iowa , the 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry], the gentleman hes ‘Ala 

fate. STALLINGS], and other gentlemen. 

The CHAIR . The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation? 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 

JOSEPH W. FISHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 640) 
to increase the pension of Joseph W. Fisher. 
The ane. was read, as follows: 


month, in lien the pension he 


The amendment of the committee, to strike out 8100 * and 


insert 875,“ was read. 
„ when 
Chairman, if there be no objection 


The Clerk was proceedin 

Mr. ANDRE said: 
the reading of the report might be dispensed with, and a 
statement of the facts co by the report might disclose the 
essential features of this case. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I notice that gentlemen on the 

other side are considerate of my wishes in matters of this 

kind; and therefore I think I must insist on having the report | - 


read in full. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Isimp FFF 
fully examined and was well un: 1 
mi t the reading of the 


, otherwise I would not have asked 
be with. 
o report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 
sce e rt on 3 Pensions, to whom was referred tho bill (S. 640) 
crease pension osep. having carefully considered the 
— the reece poe Senate report (No. &) as their prEN a 
recommend passage. 
eee e 62, Fifty - fourth Congress, first session.] 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 610) granting 


on Pensions, 
a pension to Joseph W. Fisher, have examined the same, and re 
to the 


bill was introduced in the -third Congress, erred 
Omen 3 on 5 examined, favorably, and passed the Senate. 
The o Werker the bill ie ‘to increase the Gen. Ji W. Fisher, 
late colonel of the One hundred and ninety-fifth or Ragitnent of N 
3 from $30 month to $72 per month. 
General Fisher at the servi 
a licutenant-colonel of ‘the Fifth Ivania = in J oly 15 15. — 
was promoted to the coloneley of the regiment. He ch for a full 
term of three years, the time of enlistment. 
undred and ninety-fifth Regiment 
the ex Mon ott their terre of enlistment he saen 
as the undred and come gtr — gc ennaylvania olunteers. 
5 anuary 81,1866, when he was finally mustered 
ou 
in all the battles in which e e dod fre- 
8 adier genoral, anå was appoin cers, was recommended 


paralysis; he is 80 88 old and 


by profession a lawyer. He held the office of 
associate justice a thn ones the supreme court of the 
8 eee eee 

opea hundred representative citizens of his town 
8 T7717... ok tae O gives abana: 100 


ment of his condition mentally and p) — emoe . While tho affidavits of two rep- 
resentative who are members of the pension one ag of examiners 
annexed and made a part of this report), confirm the statements 


(hereto 
contained in the petition. 

The committee recommend that the bill beamended by 
7 of the bill, the words Psa pine Pe 
words FF pase two,“ as this will grant to 


out, in line 
and insertin; yee lieu thereof the 
General Fisher a pension equiva- 


at pass) provided for privates in the eens service who are totally 
To the Honorable the of the Senate and House of Representatives of 


Members o 
the Congress of the United States: 


GENTLEMEN: 75 the undersigned citizens of the United States, do hereby 
petition your honorable body to arene a pension to Gen. 
aner Suri of the State — — ania, and for twenty- 


2 12150 of the history of the late 

is riety as fl as f one Tis outered e service in May, 1861, as lieu- 
e Fifth Ivania Reserves; in July, 182, he was pro- 

moted to the colonelcy of the re ent; he served as such for the full three 
ent. When he was mustered out he raised the One 
fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers for one hun- 
ys’ service, g colonel of the regiment, and at the expiration of 

—— term term again N = ent known as the One hundred and ninety- 
. olunteers, of which he was colone), and con- 

tinted in serv in service January 31, 1866, when he was finally mustered out of 


oe now — re from the effects of — last, being unable to peak fluently 
and being extremely weak. He years of age, and Boge for about 
four years last past and =a now 9 unable to follow his profession as 


recover sufficiently to en in an 
f 4 ngago in 


without means o k tioners, therefore, pray that a reason- 
— pe A — —.— — — more case 
ppealed e sense honora’ 5 
(Here follow nearly 300 signatures.) re á 


STATE OF WYomina, County of Laramie, ss: 
CHEYENNE, WYO., April 18, 1894. 


cortify that I 1 — peot 9 = W. 
1890, © subject of a: e; 
with Fisher of * — .. amnesia aphasia. My p — r 
ance continued daily nel the 18th of „and occasional visi 


ROBERT B. GRIMES, M. D. 
Late A. A. Surgeon, U. &. A. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me | Fer lith HRO. of April, A. D. 1891. 
W. P. Justice of the Peace, 


To whom it may concern: 


This is to certify that I have attended J professionally at 
various times within the 3 and 9 fing Soe condition to 
be such as to totali; any sort whatever. 
He — — degeneration, which 


“amnem 9 
unfits him from all —— De purins where me ere memory, a a normal coor 


5 tin of the past months has boen such 
AS to supply his N oe re 
int 2 ——— 


the ears, whic’ 
FTT. the 
t one. 


into consideration his age and his present condition of general senile 
d. eration, it is quite probable that he will 3 "s 5 es an attend- 
ant most, if not all, of the 66 eee 
JOHNSTON, N. 


Secretary Board United States Examining Surgeons, Ci 
April 7, 1891. 
THE STATE OF WYOMING, County of Laramie, se: 


George P. Johnston, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that the facts 
e = 
GEO. P. JOHNSTON, M. D. 


| ER ae ee eee eee April, A. D. 1804. 
[sBAL.] UISE &. Al. Notary Public, 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. — —— I had no objection to the 
sage of the bill which was before us a few moments ago—the bi 
in the case of Mr. Thomas Corrigan. In the last session of the 
Fifty-third Congress that same bill passed, and I voted forit. I 
learned from the gentleman from Iowa . HULL] and his col- 
TROR A that his case was meritorious. investigated 
itm pis and found that the applicant deserved what the bill 
for. I found that he was a true, a tried, a brave, and gal- 
‘ant soldier [applause], who had never turned his back upon the 
enemy except in a legitimate retreat. I found he was a soldier 
who had been complimented as one of the bravest that ever fought 
in any army. For these reasons, I made no objection a while ago 
to the passage of the bill giving that brave old man something 


D., 
Wyo. 
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with which he could take care of himself in his declining years. 
But, Mr. Chairman, right upon the heels of that bill comes this, 


which, like many others that have this House, discrimi- 


nates against the gallant private soldier in favor of the officer, 
and I am to it. Bope it will not become a law. : 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman will allow me to sug that 
this pension is not based upon the rank which this man held. If 


he had been only a private, and were in his t condition, he 
would get $72 a month. He is 80 years old, and has had four 
attacks of paralysis. y 

Mr. TALBERT. Yes; but his case is not presented here as that 

of a private, but because he is an officer. 

Mr. PICKLER. We can not reduce him. 

Mr. TALBERT. The reason adduced in the report in favor of 
nting this ion is that he is an officer; that is the inference 
wn—that there must be a discrimination in his favor as against 

the private soldier. I am opposed to any such discrimination. It 


is not right. It isnot proper. It isnot just. An officer is no 
better than a private soldier. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does the gentleman note the fact that this 
man has had four attacks of ysis? 


Mr. TALBERT. Yes; and it seems to me his case is somewhat 
like that of the man whose case was before us the other night, 


who, according to the statement of his disability in the rt, was 
about ee beyond being dead. And I voted for the bill so 
that he might have enough money to pay his funeral expenses. 
[Laughter] 


Mr. Chairman, I sat here to-day and witnessed the unpleasant, 
uncomely, and unusual spectacle of an attempt to stifle debate. 
I witnessed the unpleasant and uncomely attempt, by means of the 

revious question, to railroad through these und ing hills— 
4 Pills having no merit in them Whatever —bills which, by the appar- 
ent tyrannical and arbitrary rulings of the Chair passed 


without giving anyone an oppo: to make an explanation or 

to learn e about them, ox to have any light wn upon 

ne 3 eee two bills gi ions to remarried 
e y two pensions 

widows in violation of all law, in 0 on of principle of 


right. Not that I am opposed to the ease hos AeA widows, for 
‘I wish they were all married, but the law says when they remarry 
they relinquish their right to the pension; and this House has no 
more right to violate the law than the private individual has. 
This was done to-day; and I claim that it is not right, for when a 


widow knowing the effects of the law, she has no claim 
upon for restoration to the pension roll, She relin- 
quishes voluntarily her claim. 


But, Mr. Chairman, upon the heels of that, under whip and 
spur, the Chairman and the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions railroaded through the House a - 
sion for the widow of a man who was only in the- Army 
months, who never heard a gun fired, and who was never in an 
engagement with the enemy—that is, there is no testimony toshow 
that he was—who claimed that his deafness asserted as his disa- 
bility arose from the firing of a cannon that never was fired and 
that he never heard. [Laughter.] Isubmitit was not right. I 
rose in the House when the bill was under consideration and asked 
if it was in order to offer an amendment to the bill to make it 
“not granting a pension.” The Speaker decided that it was in 
order to amend it, and I madethe motion, but it was ruled ont, after 
it was presented to the House, and no debate allowed atall. Isa 
it was 3 done; it was ical; it smacks, sir, of arbi- 
trary power; and I say we should rebuke such conduct, for if we 
do LE gt so we are laying the foundation for despotism and 
anarchy in this country; the premonitory symptoms are already 
upon us. It is not right. 

I rose when the next bill was under consideration and made a 
similar inquiry as to an amendment, and made the same motion, 
but was again ruled out of order. Iwas thereby refused an oppor- 
tunity of amending the bill. 

A MEMBER. But that was done under the rules of the House. 
The previous question had been ordered. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I know my friend from South Carolina 
does not want to do the Speakon of the House any injustice or any 
Wrong, especially in his a The bill to which the gentleman 
alludes came from the Committee of the Whole, and was debated 
in the Committee of the Whole, and amendments considered and 
adopted. It was not subject to amendment in the House after 
the i errs was ordered, and the S er. of the House, 
on demand of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, submitted the question, and the House ordered the previous 
question. It was the action of the House itself, and the Speaker 
was simply carrying out the rules of the House. 

There was no opportunity for the gentleman to submit his 
the previous question had been ordered by 


the House. [Applause. 

Mr. TALBERT wai that may be; but I do not think there 
is anything to laugh about. I do not wish to do the distinguished 
gen any injustice, and certainly will not do him any injus- 


tice that he does not do to himself, and I accept the correction 
5 t to 5 the f d hip and 

ut I repeat, the House, under whip and spur, put in a pension 
for a man and carried it through, when there is not a scintilla of 
evidence showing that he ever enlisted in the Army or that he was 
ever forced to go onto the battlefield; that he ever heard the 
firing of a gun; that he was ever compelled to take photographic 
pictures of the contending forces or an else, and the evi- 
dence in this case shows still further that he had only a little 
scratch in the back and claims that that scratch caused him to go 
blind without any evidence whatever beyond the mere assertion. 
For what appears in the report of the committee was not satis- 
factory to the House or anybody else. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to be particularly understood on 
this question, for I claim to represent no men or set of men who 
oppose on this floor any claim which is just and right for the 
granting of ions. Pewee no claim that is in justice 
and 5 in right. I ask is fairness and honest dealing in 
these matters. I will oppose any pension that is not based upon 
fairness, that is not based upon principle, and upon right, notwith- 
standing any arbitrary atte gs that have been e to the con- 
trary; and the opposition that I make to such cases is entirely in 
harmony with w I believe to be the proper principle of our 
Government; for I am advocating principles that are founded on 
the solid basis of everlasting truth and justice. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question? Do you think it right and just or gallant on the 
part of a man to assail the of the House in his absence? 

Mr. TALBERT. I never knock a man in the back before his 
face, my friend. [Laughter.] And I want it understood that I 
am not one of those who think that the king can do no wrong.” 
I have rights on this floor as well as the Speaker or anybody else; 
and 8 those who dare to assert them. I make no charges 
upon the er. 

Mr. GSTON. That is, My king can do no M4 

Mr. TALBERT, Well, I have no doubt that the gen 
who asks the question might do a little wrong, if he tried right 

Now, I want my position particularly understood on the ques- 
tion of granting pensions. [Cries of State it!”] 

My friends, I am making this speech now, but if you want to 
make one I will wait until you get through. [Laughter.] Iam 
like the gentleman from Maine or the gentleman from Hawaii, I 
do not know which. But I have the floor; I have got it now, and 
I mean to hold it. 

I feel myself backed up in the position I take by the old soldiers 
of this country, and touching on that very subject I send to the 
desk to have read a letter that I received from an old soldier from 
the town of Olney, III., on this subject, a letter received this 
afternoon, by which Lam justified in saying that the soldiers of this 
country ne peeps the stand that has been taken in support of 
justice and right on this floor. 

Lask the Clerk to read this letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


My DEAR SIR: I have been 
debates in Co: 


OLNEY, ILL., March 51, 1896. 
in the CONGRESSIONAL REOORD the 
ess and I have about come to the conclusion that you are 
about as true a md as the real soldiers have in this Now, I am 
going to 5 1 was one of the very first men in 
this country to enlist. Ie on the 17th of April, 1861, three months; re- 
enlisted an bruary, 


the time, and am 
in cold water in order 


down of nights m me; 80 shi 8 
these old blood — N 


go down in the ion Office and look at account for increase No. 65580, you 
will find just what I have told you; find that in the last two years I have 
been ly helpless. was rejected because I was dra all the 


that 
there is not another case in the United States like this one. My vag! phy- 
pho- 


private bill and work to get a certain general bill through which 
would apply to wounded men like me. 

Now, my friend, I can assure you that the old soldiers are getting mighty 
tired seeing General So-and-So's wife getting $100 per month, when our poor 
wives have sat by our bedsides, night after night and day after day. 
our old wounds, and rg Som been put off with $ and 

Ml to go through heluing wounded scldiersand ahetr piece T A ANIS 
wounded soldiers eir wives. I am 
entitled to $72 per month. I have not been out of my room but four tiaa in 
five months, and am aware that I have not long to stay on this earth; but 
what I want—if you think you could t my pension raised—I want a clause 
in the bill that if my wife lives longer t Ido she is to have the same amount 
until her death. I do not want to displace anyone that has merit, but Ido 
= pete 5 vou wil, please write me what 73 
this kind of a position before i . Foster told me 
and see what tre thought about 8 


5 JOHN S. COCHENNOUR, 
Late Captain Company H, Siætieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 


rmonth. I sup- 
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the reading of the above, 


Mr. G. N. I Want to inquire whether the correspondent of 
the gentleman is in a lunatic asylum? 
Mr. TALBERT. That shows what the gentleman thinks of the 
old soldiers, after he has been spending every evening here pretend- 
to advance their interests. 
is is a brave soldier, and he is not afraid to express his views 
in reference to matters pending in the House of Representatives. 
Besides that, he is not under bond for libel or anything of that sort, 
and he is no lunatic, either. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask, if this letter is to be read, 
to have it read. Let us go on with the consideration of this bill. 
oe Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the letter as 
above. 
Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman 
Mr. NORTHWAY. May Lask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. TALBERT. I want to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
pe Giso N] if he thinks that letter sounds like a letter written 
y 


a lunatic? 
Mr. GIBSON. Iwill take it all back. 
Mr. TALBERT. Iam glad to hear that. I i, Na the gentle- 
man, and I hope God and this House will. [Laughter. 
one N one AY. Have you introduced a private bill to help 
man 


Mr. TALBERT. I just got the letter to-day, and I stand ready 
to advocate anything that old soldier wants in reason and equity, 
and I want to say I stand ready to fight deserters and teamsters 
and photographers and everything of that kind, and I do hope 
gentlemen on the other side of the House will have manhood 
enough, after hearing that letter, to rise up and not bring in any 
more such unmeritorious, infamous, scandalous bills as they have 
been bringing in heretofore. 

Mr. NO WAY. If you will introduce a bill in behalf of 
that man I will stay here and vote for it, if I have to stay until 
midnight, or I will come up to-morrow er re to vote for it. 

Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Woop], as 
the letter says, has that bill in charge. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I will vote to give that man $72 a month. 

Mr. TALBERT. Please let me say I did not have that letter 
read to create any laughter or anything of that sort. I had it 
read in good faith. I believe it ought to have been read here to 
show the sentiment of that grand old soldier who is lying suffer- 
ia Reged with an invalid wife. 

. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. If I understand the gentleman, he is in favor of 
giving $72 à month to this old soldier who has written this letter. 

t true 


Mr. TALBERT. This old soldier does not ask for $72 a month, 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, he does, in that letter. 

Mr. TALBERT. One thing that he asks for is to be put upon 
an equality with some of these colonels and generals who never 
smelled powder, who were always in camp—a great many of 
a who knew nothing about it, but viewed the battle from 

ar off. 

Mr. PAYNE. Are you willing to vote this old soldier $72 a 
month, as he asks in this letter—this private soldier? 

Mr. TALBERT. My friend, I want to say that I will advocate 
what is right for this old soldier. 

Mr. PAYNE. You said yn were willing to give him what he 
wanted. Now, are you willing to Five him $72 a month? 

Mr. TALBERT. Introduce a bill and try me, my friend. I 
never answer a question until I reach it. I never cross a bridge 
until I T to it. But you show your willingness first to do your 


pa 5 

. PAYNE. you are willing to give that soldier $72 a 
month, why do not you allow the committee to fe this other 
soldier from Illinois $72 a month, as asked in this bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. Iwill answer your question by asking another. 
Why is it you stand up here night after night and vote to put 
bummers and deserters and camp followers and coffee coolers 
along with such men as he is? Answer that question. [Applause 
and 1 

Mr. PAYNE. I never have done it. I have not voted for any 
of that class. 

Mr. TALBERT. I say you have done it, and the RECORD shows 


it. I soa to the RECORD. 
Mr.BURRELL. We did not have that kind of men in our army. 
Mr. TALBERT. Ves, sir; you had a number of them, and they 
were in every other army that ever existed, and you know it. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. want to ask the gen tleman a question. 
Mr. TALBERT. I do not know that I am standing a civil- 
service examination. [Laughter.] But my old friend is so good- 
natured—and I know he wants toask something about McKinley. 


[Lanughter. ] 
Mr. GROSVENOR. It will fill up the time just as well as any- 


thing else. Do you remember the time when this old soldier's pen- 
sion was raised in common with that of every other soldier who 
had lost a leg or an arm? Do you remember when the pension of 
every such man was raised from one rate to a higher rate? 
5 17 5 TALBERT. I suppose he is rated according to his disa- 
ility. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I am asking 


you whether you have an 
knowledge i 


of the change in the law that raised his pension an 
the pensions of all the legless and armless pensioners from one 
grade up to a higher one. 

Mr, TALBERT. I suppose he has a rating; but as to keeping 
up with all the laws that you people make, it would take a faster 
man—as fast as I am—it would take a faster man than I am to 
keep up with them, you change them so often; but of course I 
recollect this instance. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to ask you if you have any knowl- 
edge of how many Democrats voted for that increasein the House 
of Representatives? 

Mr. TALBERT. Iam not dealing in statistics just now. We 
are 8 msions and not statistics. 

Mr. GROS OR. If you will find out, you will learn a great 


deal. 

Mr. TALBERT. The other day when I asked the gentleman 
how much money there would haye been in the Treasury if the 
income tax had not been repealed he did not answer, but went off 
into the high seas and went into piracy, [Laughter and cries of 


s: 2 
Mr. DMAN. Why is it that this Republican House and 
Republican majority 
he CHAIR The gentleman from Illinois is recognized. 
Mr. ERDMAN (continuing). Of theInvalid Pension Committee. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized. 
Mr. TALBERT. Ihave the floor. I yielded to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania for a question. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman did not address the Chair, 
and the Chair had no knowledge of that private conversation. 
Mr. TALBERT. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. PICKLER. He has no time that he can yield. 
Mr. TALBERT. IthinkIhave. I have more time than money; 
and I expect the gentleman from South Dakota is in the same con- 


dition. [Laughter. 
The IAR The gentleman says that he yielded for a 


question. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Why is it that this Republican House and the 
Republican Committee on Invalid Pensions, the majority of them, 
have had before the committee for four months a bill to increase 
the rating of the armless and legless which it has not reported to 
this House at all? 

Mr. TALBERT. I will answer the gentleman as far as I am 
able. I want to give him a correct answer, and if I do not state 
it right,I want to be corrected. I suppose they have not got 
through the bills for all the camp followers and coffee coolers and 
deserters. I suppose when they get through with them, they will 
report the bill. 

. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, as the letter which has just been 
read has introduced my 

Mr. TALBERT. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, just right 
here 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. TALBERT. I have the floor. I submit that I have never 
yielded the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that when the 
gentleman started away, after closing his remarks, that he had 
yielded the floor, and has recognized the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, I understand that the Chair has the 
right to so decide, and I have no objection. 

e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order and will 
take his seat. 

Mr. TALBERT. I will stand up, if I see proper, but of course 
I yield to the Chair. 

. WOOD. I will occupy the attention of the committee but 
a very few moments. As my name was introduced in the letter 
which was read at the Clerk’s desk, addressed to the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], E will just state here that 
Captain Cochennour, the writer of this letter, is personally known 
to me, and a more gallant soldier never went out from any State 
in the Union. He lost his leg a gunshot wound in a charge at 
the battle of Jonesboro, Ga., September 1, 1864. It is true, as 
that letter has stated, that, realizing the fact that some pension 
legislation was needed in behalf of the 3 and armless soldiers, 
he 5 requested me to withhold his bill until a general act 
could be put through Congress that would cover all cases. 
I wish that everyone who was a claimant on the bounty of the 
Government or the just dues of the Government had taken the 
same honorable course he has. There can be ae p wed 
the character of that man. He is a good citizen. His neighbors 


about him, who know his condition, have written me repeatedly 


1896. 
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since I have been here. The fact is, that the stump of that leg 


has not healed entirely in all these thirty years. I am glad that 
this matter has come up, for I desire to give notice to the com- 
mittee that on the first opportunity I ask unanimous consent 
to have the bill increasing his pension brought before the House 
and put upon its That is all I have to say. 

Mr, TALBER . Mr. Chairman, I only intend 

Mr, PAYNE. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. TALBERT. I just desire to say that I did not 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). The gentleman has already been 
recognized once upon this question—— 

Mr. TALBERT. I desire only to make an explanation. 3 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). And he can not be heard again 
without consent of the committee. 
oe CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds the point of order well 

en. 


Mr. TALBERT. I rise to a question Ba eta privilege. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state his question of 


personal Etsy Top 
Mr. TALBERT. I just simply desire to say, in reference to 
what the gentleman has said, that I introduced that letter in good 


faith, and without having any thought of raising all this hulla- 
baloo; po that sen brought up — s way and Sans 3 
might do good. laim in ucing it with any disrespec 
that old soldier or to have any levity about it. I did it in good 
faith, am not ashamed of haying done so, and I will stand by it, 
no matter how many points of order the gentleman from New 
York may raise. aughter, and cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. LIVINGST N. Mr. Chairman, I understand that these 
Friday night sessions came into existence for the purpose of meet- 
ing emergencies that are not provided for under the general law. 
These cases that come before us at Friday night sessions are those 
not covered by the general statutes. Now, I find that on this floor 
there are two extremes that are very damaging to the old soldiers; 
and I want to say to my friends on both sides of the House that 
they do an injustice to themselves and to the old soldier by taking 
these extreme positions. We have some men on our side who 
seem to be op to any kind of pensions; you have menon your 
side [addressing the Republican side] who are willing to burden 
this country with any kind of a pension. 

Mr. ERDMAN. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Have you heard any gentleman on this side 

ress himself as o to all pension legislation? 
ir. LIVINGSTON. No, sir. 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side (addressing Mr. ERD- 
MAN). You arel 

Mr. ERDMAN. No, sir; I am not. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is no man on 
this side or on the other, whether he be Democrat, Populist, or 
Republican, who ought not to vote for every meritorious case that 
comes before this body at these Friday night sessions. At the 
same time the chairman of the committee and the gentlemen who 
stand behind him on his side of the House ought to be extremely 
careful that they do not put before the House unmeritorious cases. 
If both sides were thus careful, all this contention and all this loss 
of time would cease. 

It is true we should not have so much political capital on which 
to go before our people when we come to stand for reelection; but 
at the same time the old soldier would fare better. 
have less turmoil and strife in this House at these Friday night 
sessions. Iam not here to-night to make any speech; but I do 
want to say to the chairman of this committee, in all candor, that 
during my membership of this House there have been brought 

here on Friday nights and on private-bill day pension cases which 
ought never to have been passed, but which have been railroaded 
through. It was a dishonor to the old soldier, and it was no honor 
to the chairman of the committee and the majority of this House, 
to put through such pension bills. And on the other side of the 
House the opposition at times to gentlemen on our side who were 
conscientiously opposing pension bills was not at all creditable. 
That is true also. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman from Georgia state what 
case has been reported this session from our committee which 
ought not to have been reported? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, ell, I am not going to particularize 


cases, 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to say to the gentleman from Georgia 
that the most questionable case we have reported in this House at 
this session is one which was favorably reported in the last House. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What I want to say is this: If the chair- 
man of the committee and the majority of the House will only 
take up meritorious cases, I shall insist with all the power and 
influence which I may have that gentlemen on this side of the 
House shall let such bills go through without opposition, without 
dilatory motions, and without unnecessary consumption of time. 


We should | N 


Why can we not do that? Why can we not behave here like Con- 
ught to do; and why can we not legislate for the bene- 

t of the old soldier? 

Mr. PICKLER. Simply because the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania will not let us do so. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, the gentleman is becoming 
What I desire is that we shall stop all this personal crimination 
and recrimination. We ought to do it. All lam saying now is 
in the interest of the soldier and on behalf of the credit of this. 
House and this Congress, and on behalf of the peace and sobriety 
of spirit which should characterize our action at these Friday 
night sessions. [Applause.] 

. POOLE. . Chairman, on last Friday night we had a 
speech from the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] attack- 
ing the work of the Invalid Pension Committee. To-night asimi- 
lar attack is made by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
TALBERT]. It is time that these attacks should be met by the In- 
valid Pensions Committee, and I propo to meet them in a few 
words here to-night. I call attention to the words spoken by the 
on from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] on this floor last Friday 
night: 

Mr. Chairman, I say I can not understand what it is that actuates this Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to neglect the bills that are pending before them 
for sure-enough soldiers, men who carried sword and musket and stood in the 
forefront for years, but who can not bring themselves now within the strict 
letter of the law so as to obtain pensions under the general law. 

Again, the gentleman from Illinois said: 

As to that class of bi bills giving pensions to soldiers and to their wido 
the sentiment that has the enactment of s laws of that kind 
has been sg tee for twenty-five years by oe peop e of this country. We 
are 1—— in passing them; but are we justified in letting such claims sleep 
and bringing to the front bills for teamsters, photographers, camp followers 
ot ser grade and kind, and giving them pensions, while the soldiers who 
are y entitled to pensions are one by one dropping into their graves, 
dying in poorhouses, or living upon the crumbs of ty? 


Now, Mr. Chairman, if those words are true, if this Invalid 
Pensions Committee has been guilty as thus charged, we deserve 
the censure not only of this House, but of the entire country. 
But I say, Mr. Chairman, those charges are a base slander. There 
is no committee of the House that has such hard work as the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. We do not originate many of these 
bills ourselves. We take them as members present them to our 
committee, examine them and the testimony submitted; and I wish 
to show what we have accomplished in that direction. There have 
been presented to the committee 1,863 private eae bills. We 
have made favorable reports in 261 cases up to the 1st day of April. 

I claim, Mr. Chairman, that the committee has been unjustly 
attacked, and I wish to show in a few words what we have done 
and say something in defense of our action. As I said, sir, we 
have made favorable reports in 261 cases. There have been prob- 
ably three times that number of bills presented that we have 
examined and rejected individually as members of the various 
subcommittees who had them to consider. 

Of the bills reported—and I want the House to distinctly under- 
stand just the class reported, and then if we have been guilty of 
bringing teamsters, photographers, and camp followers to the 
front, and e 5 to the rear the soldiers who carried muskets 
and who served the country faithfully, we are willing if that fact 
is exhibited by the work we have done, to accept the censure of 
the House, e following bills were reported by the committee: 


109 
106 
10 
3 


Min 

Permanently helpless: 

pendent daughters of soldiers 
Dependent sons of soldiers 
Dependent sisters of soldiers. 

State militia disabled while in United States service 


Contract ee 
Civilian employees injured in United States service 
Citizens injured doing military duty. 
ee — Peat aie ca ; 
ow of scout and guide (spy). 
Pe a Se a nee 
ope mig Seana s cksus E A A E R 
Mother of civilian employee (boy drowned. 


2 — Rito coh im to bo — 


Total number of private bills referred to committee up to April 1 1, 
Total number of public bills referred to committee up to April 1. 
Total number of Senate bills referred to committee up to April 1 


SPOOR] scenes r aedaragh cegianbeionnamhe wea 2,087 
It will be seen, therefore, from this table that there have been 
261 bills favorably reported by the committee in all. In addition 
to these bills, as will be seen by the same table, we have had 121 
neral bills under our charge for consideration. We have also 
from the Senate 103 bills, making a total of 2,087 bills all told 
that we have had for consideration in the committee during the 
present session of Congress. 
I claim that from this record it is demonstrated, beyond any 
reasonable doubt, that we have worked faithfully and earnestly 
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on this business and that we have not relegated the invalid sol- 
diers and their widows to the rear and 53 the camp 
0 


class, as has been 


followers and photographers and others 
on this floor. 
e case of that photographer, which was argued with so much 
6 in reference to which the gentleman from 
inois [Mr. CONNOLLY] made such an attack, was a case of un- 
usual hardship. I do not propono, Mr. Chairman, to go over the 
evidence in the case again, but merely wish to state that this was 
the man who was wounded in the service of the Government un- 
der circumstances, as I have said, of peculiar hardship; and we 
believed that it was only right and proper that he should receive 
a pension, and thought we were fully justified in giving him the 
pension of 880 a month in view of the terrible inj he had re- 
ceived. He was wounded, I repeat, while doing duty, taking 
photographs of the earthworks of the enemy, by the direct request 
of Maj. . John J. Peck. 

But now let us turn our attention for a few moments to the 
bills that the gentleman from Illinois . CONNOLLY] introduced, 
a gentleman who seems to be so much better than the rest of us. 
Let us see what bills the gentleman from Ilinois presented, be- 
cause we must take the bills that the members present, not our 
own bills, for consideration before our committee. It is right, of 
course, that we should this gentleman only to send us such 
bills as would take care of the interest of what he calls the sure- 
enough soldiers,” the old soldiers, the men who carried the mus- 
kets and performed hard duty in the field, and we should not 
expect that any bill coming from that source would be open to 
the slightest question as to its propriety or the wisdom of its 

in the House. Let usexamine, then, the character of bills 
the gentleman has introduced and see whether they come up to 
the Bret bil I find is the bill (H. R. 4184) ting 

e first is the R. gran a pension 

to Nancy Hollenbank, formerly Nancy formerly ween 
Yeley, a hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion.” She di 
not carry a sword or musket, and does not come under the head 
of the class of soldiers which the gentleman from Illinois thinks 
should only be pensioned. That is the first bill. The second was 
a bill aio pagan rk pawon to William C. Estell, a disabled depend- 
ent son of a soldier. It may be a very worthy bill. Ido not attack 
the bill at all; I am simply asking attention to those eee by 
the gentleman from Illinois, who says that we are bringing the 
camp followers to the front and relegating the old soldiers to the 
rear. I only want to call attention to the character of the bills 
that he has introduced, to see how they compare with those this 
committee has reported. I want to let you see what bills he has 
presented for consideration. The third bill is House bill 7628, 
which proposes to put the name of William T. Evans, late a hos- 
pital steward, on the pension rolls; a man who never carried 
a musket, who never carried a sword. That is the third case. 
The fourth bill that he presented for consideration was to pension 

Bailey Munson, a nurse, a woman, who never carried a 
sword or a musket. Those, gentlemen, are the only bills that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] has presented to onr 
committee for pensioning what he calls sure-enough soldiers. But 
upon looking over the record I find that in addition to those bills 
he has presented to the Committee on Military Affairs some bills 
for the benefit of men who were possibly sure-enough soldiers. 
The first one was the bill (H. R. 4183) to remove the na of de- 
sertion from Peter Gehm. That was a bill for aman who possibly 
at one time did carry a musket. But he deserted. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. What became of that man? 

Mr. POOLE. He deserted from the service of the United States, 
and now the gentleman from Illinois mr CONNOLLY] is tryin. 
to restore his record, and possibly at the next Congress he wi 
present a bill to pay him a pension. 

The second bill, and the only other bill he has presented for a 
sure-enough soldier, was H. R. 5931, to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from William C. Johnson, another deserter. 

Those, Mr. Chairman, are the only bills that the gentleman from 
Illinois has presented to this Congress for the consideration of any 
committee that benefited any man who had ever been a soldier. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know what his purpose was in mak- 
ing this attack u our committee, 

. CONNOLLY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. POOLE. Waitamoment. You had the floor last week. 
It may be possible that the gentleman made this attack last week 
because early in this week there was a Congressional convention 
in his district, and it might have been necessary for him to let the 
people in his district and the soldiers there know how much he 
was doing for the old soldiers of Illinois. 

Now, I do not attack these bills which he has 
not think the committee have examined these The subcom- 
mittee having charge of these bills from Ilinois has not yet found 
enough merit in them to present them to the entire committee. 

Mr. I should like to ask my friend a question right 
there. Did not the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. pokou] com- 
plain last Friday night that these bills had not been consi 2 


bine satis Sou aioe urepu olan gad oes ae coment aoe 
— or sure-enough soldiers n and 
considered, but I claim it is a base slander. 

Mr. MILES. Do we not sometimes have the custom in our 
committee hare such bills as that a pocket veto? 

Mr. POOLE. Certainly we do. Ican prove by my own record 
that Ihave been compelled to abandon more bills than I reported, 
and I have reported 3 as many bills as any other member 
of the committee. e do not waste your time, gentlemen of this 
committee, by presenting bills to you that have no merit. We 
present those bills that our consciences tell us are right. 

Now, we were taunted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
ER ERDMAN], at the last Friday night meeting of this committee, 

t we did not pass these bills. ho is to blame? It is not the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions; it is the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. ERDMAN], who has fought us every night and done 
eve g in his power to prevent our passing these bills—bills 
that he knew were meritorious. [Applause.] 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, with the forbearance of the 
committee, I should like to add just a word or two, in order that 
we may return to the bill under consideration and give a mo- 
ment’s attention to its merits. 

The beneficiary named in this bill is in such a helpless physical 
condition that he needs and must have one attendant constantly, 
and two attendants a greater portion of the time, All of the facts 
presented in this case and stated in the communications that 
came to me before the bill was recommended for passage led me 
to the conclusion that if there is any meritorious case for Con- 

to pass u this is one of the meritorious cases. It must 
remem that this man is 80 years of age, that his life per- 
chance may close any day. I will not intrude upon the forbear- 
ance of the committee further, but hope we can now have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. i — 

The CHAIRMAN. Those who favor laying aside the bill with a 
favorable recommendation will say “aye.” 

The affirmative vote was taken. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Those opposed will say “no.” 

The ive vote was taken. 

The C RMAN. The ayes appear to have it; the ayes have 
it, and the bill is laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 


AGNES A, BLACKMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2151) torestore to the pension rolls the nameof Agnes A. Blac: 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
7K r 

jackman, ow of George rigade s nil tates 
Volunteers, certificate No. 346224, at the rate e 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. KERR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2151) granting a pension to Agnes A. having carefully considered 
the same, respectfully submit the following report: 

This bill ts a pension of $3 a month to Agnes A. Blackman, as widow of 
George G. Blackman, a brigade surgeon in the war of the rebellion. 

This woman applied for pension under the old law, and pending the deter- 
mination of that claim she applied for and was granted a pension of $8 per 
) d in that investiga- 

r presen er cl under o w,and in nv 
validity of her to Dr. Blackman 


tion the question as to the 8 arose. 

. Blackman had been married and divo; in Kentu r to his 
marriage to this woman. This divorce was a limited one, an e question 
was whether under it this su ent em was l 

Before entering into this secon took the advice of 


N. 1 these — j 
against the validity of marriage and claim was rejected, and her 
pension under the law of 1890 stopped. 

The law question app in the following facts, Prior to 1853 the law of 
Kentucky relative to divorce was as follows: 

“CHAP. 47, ART. 3, SEC. 2. No decree of divorce shall authorize or permit 
the party obtaining the same to again until one year after the final 
decree except when it is herein allo in favor of both parties, etc. 
„ the lrights and legal BaP ery Kae 

r acquired, and upon personal rights an car es o T- 
ties, as a divorce from the bonds of matrimony, except that neither shall 
marry again during the life of the other, and except, etc. 

An act approved 10, 1854, repealed the provisions limiting the right 
to remarry and is as follows: 


“An act to amend the third article of the Revised Statutes, entitled ‘Divorce 
and alimony.’ 


“Be it enacted, etc., That a party obtaining a divorce may marry again at 
any time after final decree was ren . 


after one year from said decree. 
The law clerk held chat this did not reach the case of persons divorced from 


one 
from the bondsof matrimony. There was not much question but that the 
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rds of this amendatory act were ample to cover the Blackman case, but 
SS the law clerk’s construction by what he assumed 


ture. 
The weight of authority seems to be with Justice Matthews and Judge 
the is z committee recommend the passage 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, if the Chair will but permit 
his eye to wander over this way, we may get a littlemore Hoguen 
recognition on this side. In reply to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PooLe], when he says that I stand here night after 
night and oppose pensions, I beg to say itis he and le with 
his disposition, who never scruple to vote for any bill, that have not 


sto at teamsters, photographers, bums, and bounty jumpers, 
and, in the language of the gentleman from South coffee 
coolers—— 


Mr. POOLE. Where were you during the war? =e 

Mr. ERDMAN. It is by the act of those gentlemen, driving 
through all bills, refusing to discriminate, that pension legislation 
is delayed and pension legislation is sometimes blocked. I have 
expressed my: on a number of occasions as willing to scrutinize 
every bill and willing to vote for all those that are found with 

merit and willing to vote against all those that are without merit 

what the other side is not willing to do. Now, we had a feast to- 
day, a royal feast, in which many deserters, bounty jumpers, and 
photographers sat down to $20, $30, $50, and $100 a month pension, 
and the crumbs go to the common soldiers. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Scarcely the crumbs. The gentleman 

in his own time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will you name any of them? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Ihave named them. 

Mr. PICKLER. That statement is untrue—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from South Dakota is out 
of order. 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). And you know it. Absolutely 
untrue. 

„ ° beat ant gentleman wants to characterize me 
as © to ion ion—— 

Mr PICKLER. Yes: I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota is out of 
order. The gentleman from Pennsylvania declines to be inter- 


ru 8 
ate ERDMAN. He knows that it is not correct. Now, in re- 
d to that bill that was up a while ago, I desire to have inserted 
in the RECORD some further hi of the claim of General Fisher. 
If there is objection to it, I will read it or have it read in my time. 
I ask unanimous consent to have it inserted. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to have read 
Mr. ERDMAN. No; to insert. 
3 CHAIRMAN (continuing). The paper that he holds in his 
Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman state what it is? 
at ERDMAN. It is a further history of the case of General 
er. 
Mr. PICKLER. Is it from the Pension Office? 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman? [Afterapause.] TheChairhearsnone. The Clerk will 
read 


Mr.PICKLER. Heonly asked to have it inserted in the RECORD. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Fes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let him insert it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that as a 
matter of practice that thing ought to be allowed. Unless the 
gentleman will state 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I shall interpose an objection 
to printing in the Rxconp without any knowledge of the contents 
of the P 

The C MAN. The re@uest was made to the House. The 
Chair stated thatthe gentleman made the request for unanimous 
consent, and no objection was made. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To read. 

The CHAIRMAN. To read and insert. 

Mr. HARDY. I object to the reading. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object to its going in without being 
read, where it relates to the history of a dead man, without the 
House having knowledge of what it is. 

Be ae CHAIRMAN, The objection should have been made 
ore. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was makin: 
or three were talking at once, and I was asking the gentleman 
what it was. The gentleman was proposing to insert it in the 
RECORD, and I wanted him to state whether it was somsthing of 
his own creation or something: 

The IRMAN. Is there objection to the insertion of this 
paper in the RECORD? 

Mr. PERKINS. I object, 


can 


it as fast as I could. Two 


Mr. ERDMAN. I will tell gentlemen on the other side what it 


is, if they care to know. 
Mr. WOOD. I hope the tleman will be permitted to read it. 
If there is anything in it relating to the history of this case, it is 


pape 
. ANDREWS. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDREWS. The bill to which these remarks are intended 
to relate has been , and is not now under consideration. 

Mr. PICKLER. I thought it was to this case. 

Mr. ERDMAN. It is to the case of General Fisher. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection has been made to the insertion 
of the popr in the RECORD. 

Mr. REWS. Task for a ruling of the Chair on the point 
which I submitted. I did not understand the decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection has been made to inserting the 
* in the RECORD. 


ANDREWS. My point is, that the bill to which the matter 
a has already been passed, and that the matter is wholly out 
of order. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I want to say that the matter I desired to pub- 
lish is in advocacy of the bill which has just been asoa; and 
tends to show conclusively that the bill ought to have passed. 
For that reason I wanted to put it in the Recorp. 

‘ae ELEI We do not need any more proof in favor of 

e 

Mr. ERDMAN. I know you! do not need any more proof”; 
that is the way many of these bills come in here. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I have been very much pleased 
with the remarks made here to-night by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Georgia . LIVINGSTON]. t sir, I feel that I can not 
indorse the action at Friday night sessions of the warm friend of 


us all, the gentleman from Pennsylvania . ERpMAN]. Heas- 
sumes the right to criticise the action of ee l 


Pensions, and also the Committee on Pensions, of which commit- 
tee I have the honor to be an humble member. He insists that 
every bill coming before this Committee of the Whole from either 
of the Pension Committees shall be subjected to the most rigid in- 
vestigation and scrutiny. Sir, this is a refiection upon those com- 
mittees that is not warranted, in view of the careful investigation 
they give to every claim before them. k 
MILES. Ope oneetan; if the gentleman will permit me, 


Mr. HARDY. 2 

Mr. MILES. I believe I understood 5 6 to say that the gentle- 
man from P Ivania had on some Friday night 

Mr. HARDY. To-night. 

Mr. MILES. Or to-night. 

Mr. HARDY. Every night. 

Mr. MILES. Every night—as you please—criticised the Com- 


mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARDY. Oh, no; to-night the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. MILES. Of which you are one member. 

Mr. HARDY. Yes, of which Iam one very humble member. 

Mr. MILES. When did he doit? In what case? 

Mr. HARDY. Why, he has criticised on every Friday night 
that we have been in session the Committee on Pensions. and 
demanded and required debate upon every bill in this House, while 
he has stood here on this floor and voted for billssubmitted by the 
Committee on Appropriations and the Committee on Ways and 
Means, voting away $500,000,000 of the money of the Government, 

Mr. MILES. Keep cool. 

Mr. HARDY. Iam cool as an iceberg. 

Mr. MILES. What I wanted the gentleman to do, in fairness 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, was to give to this House 
the name of one case reported by the Committee on Pensions—not 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions—which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has criticised or debated. 

Mr. HARDY. Why, I have stated that the gentleman has 
objected to and criticised nearly every pension bill that has been 
introduced in this House. 8 

Mr. MILES. Name one. 

Mr. HARDY. Why, the last one - the one a moment ago—when 
he wanted to read a voluminous record. 

Mr. MILES. That did not come from your committee; and if 
eg do your duty on that committee, you ought to know that it 

no 

Mr. HARDY. I qualified my remark by saying the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions and the Committee e Peras 

Mr. MILES. Well, it is as to the Committee on Pensions that 


I am ae 

Mr. HARDY. Whatis Fe! objection? 

Mr. MILES. You stated that you were a member of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions and that the gentleman from Pennsylvania had 
5 the Su Well. n from ee 5 75 

. HARDY. e qualify that remar! stati 
the gentleman has opposed nearly every bill that . 
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to this House on Friday nights from either of the Pension Com- 


aoon oe dn 5 
Mr. . Now that the applause has subsided, all I desire 
to say in answer 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield? 

Mr. HARDY. Certainly. 

Mr. MILES. All I desire to say to that is that it is not true. 

Mr. HARDY. Well, I desire to say in reply to you that you do 
not know 5 about either committee. 

Mr. MILES. That is all very fine! 

Mr. HARDY. Now, I do not rise to make an attack on the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. I am a friend of his, and he is a friend 
of mine. But Iam talking simply to this point 

Mr. MILES. I do not know- 

Mr. HARDY. I refuse to yield. If the gentleman does not 
know what he is talking about, I refuse to yield further. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, what I simply desired to say was this—— 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HARDY. I refuse to yield. 

Mr. MILES. Very well, that is right. Now I protest 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland is out of 


order. 
Mr. MILES. Very well, I respectfully yield to the Chair. 
Mr. PICKLER. Sit down. 
Mr. MILES. You must not tell me to sit down. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland is out of 
order. 

Mr. MILES. Les; and the gentleman from South Dakota is out 
of order, but you can not see that. 

Mr. HARDY. Now, Mr. Chairman, what I simply desired to 
say was that the gentleman from Pennsylvania and one or two 
2 es I might say—all friends of mine on that side—— 

Mr. NILES. Do you include me? 

Mr. HARDY, Albfriends of mine, including yourself. 

Mr. MILES. I do not know when the friendship began. 


Mr. HARDY. Many years ago. - 
Mr. ANDREWS. ill the 1 yield for a question? 
Mr. HARDY. Well, if it is brief and pertinent. 


Mr. ANDREWS. Will the 3 who now occupies the 
floor and the gentleman from Maryland kindly consent to finish 
this dialogue in the lobby while we pass a few pension bills? 
1 

Mr. HARDY. I will say to the gentleman from Maryland that 
the gentleman from Songs hess is eminently able to sustain 
himself on the floor of the House against any man upon it. 

What I desire to say is that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
and one or two others on the floor of the House have occupied the 
time of the House on Friday 217 in protesting, by speeches, 

inst the passage of pension bills, and yet at the same time pro- 
PAER themselves to be the friends of the Union soldier. The 
man that proclaims himself to be the friend of the Union soldier 
on this floor, as some of these gentlemen have done, and who oc- 
cupies the position that they have occupied with reference to 
these bills, is not as good a friend of the Union soldier as I would 
be of the Confederates, and I was a noncombatantupon either side. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I merely desire to say further that the 
people of this country, from the districts represented by these gen- 
tlemen and from all over the land, ask nothing but justice to the 
Union soldiers. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

Well, you will vote when I get through; hardly before. 

And furthermore I wish to discuss this point, and I rose mainly 
for that purpose, as to the widow of a dead Union soldier who 
rematries, that she shall, in the event of the death of her second 
husband, lose her pension. In many of these cases the children 
of the dead soldier are gathered about her and dependent upon her; 
and so, if in order to better her condition she has made a mistake 
in marrying again and has a worthless husband whom she can 
not live with, or where the second husband has died, I claim that 
she should be reinstated to the position she held as the widow 
of the soldier. The mere act of trying to better her condition 
should not exclude her from the pension rolls. Love levels all 
ranks”; and many a soldier’s widow, with his children about her, 
has sought to better her condition by marrying again, hoping thus 
to be enabled to support them in a little more comfort. o sec- 
ond husband may have been enabled to provide a better living for 
her, or he may have failed to doso; but whether he did or not, he 
has gone to his reward, and I claim that under such circumstances 
it is not right that the widow, who was the wife of a soldier while 
he was in the Army and serving his country, should have to lose 
her pension altogether. 

Mr. ERD . Mr. Chairman, in this bill we are about to es- 
tablish another kind of a widow, and while we are making these 
different kinds of widows we might just as well pause for a min- 
ute and see precisely what we are doing. 

Thissoldier was married and obtained a divorce a mensa et thoro, 
and thereafter proceeded to marry somebody else. Now, we are 


saying that that is a legitimate divorce, which authorizes a remar- 
riage. The Pension Bureau has said no; and I will warrant the 
assertion that every reputable lawyer and every reputable legal 
authority anywhere, except perhaps in this House, will say that 
it is not such a divorce as will entitle anybody to marry again. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of 
order. I do not think the gentleman from Pennsylvania is in 
order under Rule XIV, clause 6. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that no objection was 
made at the time the gentleman began the discussion. TheChair, 
therefore, overrules the point of order at this time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Now itis pretended that there wasan opinion 
by Justice Stanley Matthews and by ex-Attorney-General Taft 
upon this subject. The gentleman who drew the bill, I warran 
would not produce or publish that opinion, and yet you are abou 
to say that that is the law. 

If that is not another instance of reckless pension legislation, I 
do not know what is. I am told to point them out. Twill point 
them out, and accentuate them as we goalong; and yet I warrant 
that all the gentlemen on the other side of the House, embracin 
among them rege of the best lawyers in the country, will stan 
up and Te for the passage of the bill against their own better 

ent. 


jud 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I want to say but a word 
with reference to the attack that has been made upon Dr. Black- 
man. He was probably the most eminent surgeon that ever prac- 
ticed in the city of Cincinnati; and the reflection that is made 
upon him by the remarks of the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat, it seems to me, ought not to go unnoticed. The facts in 
the case are fully stated in the report 

Mr. ERDMAN „Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Do you assert, as a question of law, that this 
gentleman had a right to marry again in view of the divorce that 
he received? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Ido. Lassert most a as a ques- 
tion of law that he had, and that is the opinion of Justice Matthews, 
of the 1 Court, and of Judge Alphonso Taft, Attorney- 
General of the United States. It is a question that the best legal 
talent in the country has settled. These gentlemen, when con- 
sulted upon the subject, gave their opinion, as a question of law, 
that he had a right to marry again. 

Now, that is all I have to say. This man was divorced. He 
went to these eminent le; authorities, than whom there were 
none better in the United States, and they advised him that under 
the law he had a right to remarry. He did remarry, and he lived 
for forty years with his second wife. This is the woman who now 
5 for this pension. 

e bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the next bill. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I rise to ask unanimous consent in relation 
to Calendar No, 434, granting a pension to Gen. John M. Thayer. 
I will state the point briefly, and if there be objection, I will not 
consumetime. General Thayer, the beneficiary named in the bill, 
is in a very critical condition, He is without means of support 
and dependent entirely upon the charity and voluntary service o 
neighbors and friends, and unless we can reach this bill speedily 
it is probable that we will not be able to extend any relief what- 
ever in his behalf. . 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the request of the gentleman? He 
has made none up this time. : 

Mr. ANDREWS. My request is for unanimous consent that 
this bill may be taken up and passed upon to-night, in order that 
ats may possibly extend relief to General Thayer in the hour of 

s need. s 

Mr. PAYNE. Ihope that will be done, although the next bill 
on the Calendar in the regular order is one in which I am inter- 


ested. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. AN- 
DREWS] asks unanimous consent that Calendar No. 434 may be 
considered. Is there objection? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I hope the 8 will not object. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection? 

Mr. PICKLER. The whole Calendar will be disarranged if we 


n this. 
= LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
8 EBENEZER G. HOWELL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5254) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer G. Howell, late 
a 8 Company F, One hundred and sixtieth New York Vol- 
un 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it en etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll of the United States 
the name of Ebenezer G. Howell, late a private in 1 F, One hundred 
and sixtieth New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of all other pensions. 


The report (by Mr. PooLE) was read, as follows: 


fully report: 
Ehenceer G. Howell enlisted in the war September 5, 1862, as a pos in 
an was dis- 


an- 
charged as sergeant April 25, 1864. He mae isa April 28. isok, as second lieu- 


discharged January 866, 
months. November 3, 1879, he applied for pension for baronet wound of 
right hand u 


Gata from Abril 30, 1866. S 
rom . 
The evidence in this case shows that Ebenezer G. Howell was, on the 6th 
day of March, 1888, badily injured in a railroad accident near Hobart, in 
Indiana. The train upon which he was riding was standing upon the track 
over a high trestle, and was run into by another train from the rear. The 
engine oft the other train telescoped the car in which he was riding, filling the 
wrecked car with steam. He attempted to escape from the car, which is 
known as the caboose, and tried to get upon the top of thecar and save himself 
from being scalded to death. He got hold of the ladder leading to the top of 
the car, but by reason of the injury of his right hand from the bayonet wound 
he received in the Army was unable to hold himself, and consequently fell a 
reaking his right arm near the shoulder and also between 
the elbow and wrist; also injuring his spine and left side to such an extent 
that he has been partially paralyzed ever since. 
The testimony shows clearly that from that time he has been unable to 
dress or feed himself without assistance and is unable to do orau of labor. 
The records of the Pension Office show that Howell made for an in- 


acc 
in consequence of not being ble to halata di on 
of rig! ` ury 


rmanentl 8 for the 
it 8 B 1895, on und of no special 


accident entirely incapacitated for labor, and that to a great d 


was useless since his recovery from the bayonet wound received in 


han ce 
battle at Fort Blakley, Ala., and that he is now 64 years old and is entirely 
without means of support. 5 

While the soldier is not e pend under the present pension laws, it is 
manifestly clear from the facts and circumstances in evidence that his claim 
is a very meritorious one, and that the disabilities incurred in the railroad 
accident were unavoidably received because of his inability to save himself 
from being ag cay cooked to death by steam on account of the injured 
hand for which he is pensioned. It is therefore such a case as should receive 
the benefits of direct 1 z Congress, and a pension of $30 per month 


is recommended by this commi 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a fayorable recommendation. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
mous consent to take up Calendar No. 270. 
that this applicant is ide needy. 

The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
ee abd consent to take up Calendar No. 270. Is there objec- 
tion 


Mr. FAIRCHILD, I object. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. I am satisfied the gentleman 
would not object if he heard the statement. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. All of these cases are equally deserving. 


CAROLINE A, HOUGH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
2604) to increase the pension of Caroline A. Hough, widow of Brig. 
Gen. John Hough. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Caroline A. Hough, widow of the 
late Brig. Gen. John Hough, upon the penalo roll, subject to the provisions 
and tations of the pension laws, an thera pension of $50 per month, 
in lieu of the pension of $17 per month which she is now receiving. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amend- 
ment neng out fifty“ and inserting in lieu thereof thirty.“ 

. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2604) to increase the ion of hate A. Hough, widow of Brig. Gen. John 

ra 8 


Hough, submit the follow: port: 
X examined the evidence in pappor? of the 
ough y: 


The committee have care 
above bill and find that John enlisted as a private in , 1861, in 


„I ask unani- 
I will simply state 


Seventeenth Illinois Volunteers. He was wounded in battle in 1861, which 


„but in 1862 he reenlisted and was made adjutant of 
the Seventy-seventh Illinois Volunteers, and was successively promoted to 
assistant adjutant-general of volunteers with rank of captain, and then 

or. He was chief of staff of Gen. A. J. Smith, and was brevetted as col- 
onel and brigadier-general for meritorious service in the field. He was a 
participant in 19 battles. is record is a most honorable one, receiving the 
commendation of General Smith and General Grant. He remained in the 
service during the whole war except a short period above mentioned, when 
he was disabled by wounds and rheumatism. 

He was pensioned for 8 wound of left foot, with loss of great toe, 
also for rheumatism and resulting disease of the heart, and drew until his 
death $17. His widow has drawn the same pension since his death. 

There is no question but that these wounds and diseases were of service 


origin. 
e evidence shows conclusively that the widow, Caroline A. ogee has 
no income, property, or means except her pension of $17 per month, which is 
insufficient for her support, she being in the sixtieth year of her age and in 


feeble health. 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended b striking out the 
word “fifty” inseventh line and inserting in lieu thereof the word “thirty,” 
and that the bill as thus amended do pass. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to remark that this 
is a case over which this side of the House will make no point. 
It is the second such case in succession. I want that to appear in 
the RECORD, in view of some remarks that have been made to- 
ee This is a meritorious case. ; > 

e amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 

to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
JAMES H. JONES, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4122) nting an increase of pension to James H. Jones. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


compelled his disc! 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase to the sum of $20 per month the pension 
of James H. Jones, of Cusseta, Ga., late of the Georgia Volunteers, In war. 


The report (by Mr. Moses) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill fe R. 4122) 
granting at increase of pension to James H. Jones, have considered the same, 
and report: 

The Want ser ved from May 9, 1836, to 8 2, 1836, as a private in 
Captain Urquhart's opar of Georgia Volunteersin the Florida Indian 
war, and he is now receiving, under certificate 1470, the pension of $8 per 
month allowed by the Indian war act of July 27, 1892. 

Mr, Jones is now about 83 years of age, in a helpless condition N 
and wholly dependent upon his small pension for support. He and 
wife are both almost totally deaf, and they have an invalid daughter, whois 
Sopocani upon them for maintenance. 

Pi view of the above facts, your committee recommend the passage of the 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


EUGENIA R. SWEENEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
3426) granting an increase of pension to Eugenia R. Sweeney, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeney, decea 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eugenia R. Sweeney, widow 
of Thomas W. Sweeney, d late a brigadier-general, United States 
Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pen- 
sion she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. How) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3426) to 
— dg pension of Eugenia R. Sweeney, beg leave to submit the follow- 

report: 

Erections to the third session of the Fifty-third Congress the claimant had 
been in the receipt of a Mexican war pension of $8 per month, when, at the sug- 

ion of her friends, she petitioned Congress, through the Senate of the 
Jnited States, to grant her a pension of at least $50 per month, which was 
referred to the Senate Committee on Pensions (the chairman of which was 
Senator JOHN M. PALMER, who well knew her husband, General Sweeny, 
both in the Mexican war and the war of the rebellion), who unanimously 
declared that— 

“The long and faithful service of the soldier, the wounds that he received 
in two wars, which finally e rns his retirement from the service, and 
the r health and poverty of the widow,make the case one of unusual 
merit, and we therefore recommend that the bill do ye 

In pursuance thereof said report was adopted by the Senate, and reaching 
the House committee for action in almost the last hours of the session for 
consideration by the committee as well as the House of the Fifty-third Con- 
grosa, a modification by the committee was e reducing the sum from 

, and for fear that all might be lost by the failure in conference for the 
want of time for consideration, should it go to conference, the friends of the 
bill decided to accept the reduction, and stated that they would renew the 
application for the $50 per month at the present Congress, in view of the meri- 
torious character of the general's services and the necessities of his widow; 
and therefore your committee recommend the passage of the bill H. R. 2226, 
and at the same time beg leave to 7 Senate Report No. 802 to their re- 
port, and adopt the same as a part thereof: 

[Senate Report No. 802, Fifty-third Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2511) grant- 
tn, — en of pension to Eugenia R. Sweeny, have ed the same, 
an à 


report: 
The claimantunder this bill is the widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeny, 
late of the Army of the United States, who at Astoria, N. Y., April 10, 
1892. The widow is now in receipt of a Mexican-war pension of $8 per month. 
The records show that General Sweeny entered the service as a second 
lieutenant December 23, 1846, and continued in practically constant service 
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FP TC ig fe AS ELL ˙ ˙-—̃ TRE Ut Ree tee ty ae PETE ee | 


until 
received in 
No. 190, reads as f 


May 11, 1870, when he was mustered out in consequence of wounds 
in the FVV Special Orders, 
[Special Orders, No. 190.] 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 

Washington, May 11, 1870. 

A board of examination ha’ found Maj. Thomas W. 5 
piate arny; unassigned, tated for active and that said in- 
capacity is due primarily toa wound received in the of Churubusco, 
M while a second tenant in the First New York Volunteer Infantry, 
of August, 1847, which occasioned tation right 

middle third; secondly. 
right log at the battle of Wilson Creek, 1861, while acting 
as eral to Brigadier-General Lyon, and at which time he (Major 
of the Three M teers, under an 


t 

. long 

with section 22 of the act ia a 8 
ance on appr 
direction of the President, the full De 
C.. 

E. D. TOWNSEND, Adjutant General. 

J. R. MARTIN, Assistant Adjutant - General. 
Mrs. Sweeny's petition to Congress is in the following words: 
To Congress of the United States of America: 


The petition of the undersigned, Eugenia R. Sweeny, respectfully shows: 
I an the 5 of Thomas yS Sweeny, ae 1 — jer- morale United 
States Arm or deceased. Iwas married to at 2 ugusta, Ga., oe 


States 


y husband T the United 
retired. I refer to his honor- 


455 holding the rank of 
able war record from the time he en 
Mexican war 1848, wherein he 


wounds; afterwards on 
C he earned and attained 
ier-general. 


or ins anne, and with bo many de pendent . 
us 8 whale selene was used to his family a comfortable 
5 iy comfortable living, 
property or 
VPC 
nervous prostra’ and am utterly unable to perform manual labor of any 
sort. My m home f ie ozr secured a tion at a small 


„and is 
until latoi in the e One 
salary, but m when 


ore he can earn enough to 


— ad peed with the ies of life. 
lled by my necessities, I marion of Me. pen, ponatis body will 
take noto of t, proven and of my inte husband's lifelong services rendored o the 
accum 
life 8 ion oa icant Sb per month. eee 


EUGENIA R SWEENY. 
Is that she is the pe- 


STATE or New YORK, County of Queens, ss: 


. R. ge ; boing duly sworn, d 
titioner named in the foregoing, potiti C 
knows the contents thereof same is true. 
EUGENIA R. SWEENY. 


.... ee ee ee y of October, 1893; and I 


certify who executed oreg: peti- 
SCC te for tru oA 
in the commu: w she lives, that contents of the 
aboye petition were wn +o her before ing, 
] TER G. SCOTT, 
Notary Public, Queens 


aie ee military record, as furnished by the 


Wan DEPARTMENT, RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
December 20, 189%. 
ee ace ek 


ee A Sweeny was‘enroll at tg Eon and was 
mustered into service scond lieutenant with 
(Burnett's) New York Volunteers, e 1 * pres- 

on the Cg ae e 
e I W. led severely at battle of 
ber 31, 1847, to Fe , 1843, On sick leave from 
October 27, 1847"; 2 70 8 30, 1848, “Absent service October 26, 
1847, General Ord ©. 828, October 28. 1847"; roll for May and June, 188. 
not on 

He was honorabl as second lieutenan 
gag 10K ee appoints be cg . 
1 aid States iner. antry. 

T Sween United was assigned to the 
command of & Missouri militia May 20, 1 8 
mustered out as of "August 14, 1861. 

oe W. Sweeney eed 17 5 ms as pone 2 
Regimen olunteers, anuary 21, 1862, an re 

Boll dated Februnrs 1882, . — with . n d in 

e 25 Ad remark: “ u 
St. Louis, per letter of instructions, dated — Mie 


30, Present.“ with remarks: 
A burg, Henn an 30, 1852, Ab- 
Case of absence; A 18, 1862 


remar 
a 1882"; October 31, 1882, * “Absent,” with remark: “On de- 
comman Second Division” : December 31, 1862, and Febru- 

“with remark: “On detached se ce, commanding First 
Orders, Ne. . 9, “dated headquarters 


ent to date A: 
general pg — 


Seches 


teers. 
The medical records show that Colonel Sween in the arm 
and had his horse shot under him at the battle of — ——— 


— — pas, while onel Fifty-second 
W. S eny was, w e as colonel Fif Minois Vol- 
volunteers Marc! 863, to ran 
commissioned of vol h 11, 1 k 
ovem the commission April 21, 1363. He is 


Division, Sixteenth Army Corps, 

—, 1963; absent with leave to September —, 
on, Sixteenth po Corps, from Se em- 
24, 1864; eres and ordered ashville, Tenn., 


ven; Jan oo 


Be at Brooklyn, 
commanding 
record of — g 

EA aiaa a eos 


August 
iy submitted. 
F.C. 9 
Colonel, U. S. A., Chief Record and Pension O; 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 
Your committee are unanim of 


ously that this case is worthy of 
deration. The long and 


— — service of the soldier, "the 


wounds that he received in two en Py which finally compelled his retirement 
from the service, and the health and poverty of the maan make the 
case one of unusual merit, and we therefore recommend tha bill do pass. 


Mr. MILES. Mr. r from the 
Committee on Pensions. 


—— the Committee on aie any of us. 


NANCY G. ALLABACH. 
The next business on the Private ye e was the bill (S. 894) 


granting a pension to Nancy G. Alla 
The bill was read, as follows: 


colonel One hundred and thirt 
heaton: and pay her a pension at the rate of thirty — 
The report (by Mr. McCLELLAN) was read, as follows: 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill a 804 
a pension to Nancy G. Allabach, having examined and 
House with a recommen: endation that it do pass, 
ding at the end thereof the words in lieu of that 


bmit as CF tod 
the Committee on Pensions, as follows: F 


e Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 894) 
a mt to Nancy G. Allabach, have examined the same, and repo: 
e mili record of Peter who served as colonel One hun- 
The mili rd ot P Allabach, wh: ‘ed as colonel On h 
-first Pennsylvania Volunteers, and also in the Mexican war, 


bach was mustered into service as marcy ag 8 and 
— — -first st Pennsylvania nsyivania Infantry Volunteers Augus to serve nino 


Provisional Br o from m August en 23, 
1862. ws October i 10, Fern “i, 190% and of the Second Bri; 
Army bans Ss to eime —— 1 5 and wa was Fons} out aoe 


pervs eat ne f fold ands s ‘Daw 
it May 22, 1008 the Army 


ds on file in 
y K, Third United States In- 
fantry, at Philadelphia, Company K ‘erred to Company 
—.— map regiment, ptember, 1810. — — was from _ latter com- 
asa 7 at Paso del Norte, N. Mex., November 25, 1849, by reason 

of Te expiration of term of fe mn 
neat ai committee, having become satisfied that the only income petitioner 
the Mexican war pension of $8 by the 


has is month and is sw 
ref of the b 
It be observed that the soldier had an et pone 8 in two wars, 


and that he was a colonel in a pason 
SESE Dee cona under the Mexican war pension law, * 3 for 5 
has not applied for under the act of Jane 27, 1590. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was orde: to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CATHERINE R. JARDINE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 349) 
3 pension to Catherine R. Jardine, widow of Brig. Gen. 
ardine. 


1896. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


t enacted. 17 9 tage K and he is here’ 
„ gid aitécted bo ylaceon dhe 55 
Jardine, widow of Teas ardina into Del 5 the 
United States, and pay her at the rate of $1 
fae 


Mr. PICKLER. This is an e 
think the gentleman from New York (Ar, xtrnorðinarily long report, 
the report can give a succinct statement without it r masta 
sary ng 29 the A rt read. 

Mr. M ‘oo ser pote not oae to uomen to ao it. 
If m Sna GG] were here co o it possibly. 
My colleague J. who was an intimate friend of Gen- 
eral Jardine, would do it better than I. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I think if the House would accept 
a short statement which I could make on this bill it would save 
r ERDMAN. Teuggesg the reading of the first part of the 

suggest the of the 
report, and omit the record from the Record and Pension Office. 

Mr. PICKLER. All right; let that go. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

22 ĩ TTT 


ardine, ate had the same under consideration, and su 
NCC ons, 
At the outbreak of the war, in Edward Jardine, then 3 
recruited a company in New York em joined the Nit Nee New York Volun- 
teers. He was zeni 8 captain to major, from that to colonel, 


and finally made 
Barings connection 


he brou pote rc gg cee weg Sag wher By 
his com ent from the yey „It was 
knowl i — with his bravery, that prow ts pa 
to the su uent success and fame of his regiment, known as the Hawkins 
Zouaves. Ow m Jardine was ‘ly conspicuous in his early ee 
with this regiment in the command of scouting an 

i at the front that 8 rage 


command 
inth New York in covering the retreat of the Union forces after the battle 
of Big Bethel, Va., and bringing away the 8 Lieutenant 
He displayed 9 coolness in the landing of the 
* Loge under the heavy fire of Forts Hat- 


troops at P aay hy let, sale 
teras Rand Clark, in 
At the first bayonet rge or} the war on Roanoke Island, Jardine, in com- 
mand of his company, was am the first to enter the e. me Sinbad 
His services were especially useful at Camden. Winton, and Eli City. 
N. C., and er iSe ee his promotion to the rank of — Apa too! 
an active part in ment es in which was en- 
gaged,and at the attire of Anti 5 —— wus ed b; 8 Paired to 
e temporary comman e y~ ork Regiment, w. 
ards e tion of 


afterw: presen 
the officers and men of that regiment of his ant services wi command- 
ing it. Racers wie that * which well illustrates the character of the 
man, us described 
wat 3 brigaded with oy old regiment, was the Eighty-ninth, to 
as colonel ad leading them over Antictam 
Car, vemos in the water up to their armpits, then up the bank and away 
at their head, never faltering, although he saw the most cherished friends of 
d regiment * like grass before the Le e, until 63 per cent of 
had been killed or eee pausing fora moment as an 
—.— u so gi him an ray tip which was interru 
= the aid and almost blinding Jar- 
from ihe horse which fell dead at his side. The same 
ed the 18 ae was 5 him N Saf to the ground. 


page M ent. 
= who Kepes him dead, * For- 


3 in all about 
e mob, num- 


8 musket to Colonel gy 8 ae but . as it was discharged om 
of the zouaves struck the ro pane . age Jardine’s knee snd 
thigh, making a feigh and, it having boah loaded with a slug made 


froma piece of lead pipe. 

Some of his men managed to elude the rioters and bear him to a nearby 
house, where he we was concealed in the cellar, seemingly in a dying condition. 
While there the was forced, and his life was merely use the 
leader of the mob, on seeing his condition, said he was as good as dead now, 
and there was no use bo g with him. 

From this wound he 3 recovered, | day sig pain; ‘operation 


came so 
bed, which he never afterw: 
FC operations on his thigh, the last one 


being in October, 1 

Daras four m months his death, in which General Jardine was 
confin ardine, for whose relief the bill referred to your 
— ta teak, 3 constant attendance upon him, refusing 


Fo TR ˙ 1 broke down under the strain of constant murs- 
ing and was herself in a physician's care, suffering from complete nervous 


rostration. 
Orn view. of the especially meritorious and nseful services of General Jar- 
and of his terrible 9 — and intense suffering, which incapacitated 
53 to leave for the support of his widow,and of 
the further fact that samt te eight —.— of their married life Mrs. Jardine 
was devoted constant in her ens — biped adem od h 
your 


The bill was ordered to e laid . recom- 
mendation. 
SARAH d. IVES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

Em 90 bl . . 7 to Sarah G. Ives. 
he bill was read, as follows: 

sn enacted, etc., That the Soom iara of the aeiiae 3 9 

and directed. subject to the limitations of the pensi pon the 
3 name of Sarah G. Ives. = Widow of Joseph G: e 
pany A, Iowa Volunteer Infantry, in the war with exico, at the rate of $8 
per mon 

The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4887) 
gran! a pension to Sarah G. ves, have considered the same, and report: 
The 's deceased husband, Joseph C. Ives, was enrolled July 8, 
in Captain organs company. jans 8 (Mexican war), and ni 
out July 15, 1847. He ree: 5, 1847, in the same company and r 
ment,and served until — a tek 1848, when honorably mustered out 


was January 3 under the provisions of the Mexican war sery- 

anunr. 1887, and after his death his widow, the bene- 
ciary, filed a claim un the same law, but the claim was disallowed on 
the ground that the soldier: did not serve in Mexico, on the coasts or frontier 
thereof, or en route It seems that although the enlistment was for 
the Mexican war the regiment was assigned to pont duty at Fort Atkinson, 
Iowa, and to field duty along the Upper Mississip; Pri 

The service is fully Shown by. the 8 of the War Department, and the 
widow would have been pensioned gaaon n her ply e ge at the Pension 
Bureau if Hie aa ae rn — 1 — had prevailed at of the soldier's death 
as when his claim owed. His enlistment was clearly for service in 
Mexico, and his ot were 1 for duty in the North was due to the exigen- 
cies of the situation at that time. 

The claimant is now 63 years old, and her identity aka the widow of the 
soldier is fully established by the testimony filed at the Pension Office. 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the word eight“ 
be stricken out and the word “twelve” be substituted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri moves to 
strike out the word “‘eight” and insert the word“ twelve.“ 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGI R. I hope he will not do that. This is 
in accordance with uniform precedents and under the general 
law all the others are getting but eight. 

Mr. TRACEY. Let us vote on it. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ELIZABETH MOORE ENGLISH. 


Sa a business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


sion to Elizabeth Moore 1223 
2 ) 40 0E N. LAGER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that that bill 


be laid on the table. A similar bill has passed this evening. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Senate bill has passed. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is not in the power of the committee to 
lay the bill on the table, but the committee can recommend that 
it be laid on the table. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Iask that it be reported tothe House 
with the recommendation that it do lie on the table. 

The motion was eed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was to. > 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. PAYNE having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HEPBURN reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House had had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 5343, and had directed him to report the same back with 
the recommendation that it do lie on the table. The committee 
had also had under consideration the bill H. R. 2604 and the bill 
S. 894, and had directed him to report the same with amend- 
ments, and recommended their . The committee had also 
had under consideration the bills H. R. 1050, H. R. 1271, H. R. 1838, 
8.640, H. R. 2151, H. R. 5254, H. R.4122, H. R. 3456, S. 345, H. R. 4887, 
and had instructed him to report the same with the recommenda- 


tion that they do pass. 
The SP. protempore. The Clerk will report the first bill. 


ELIZABETH DESHLER WHITING. 


The first business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 1050) e an increase ng peri! Eliz- 


abeth Deshler Whiting, widow of Lieut. Henry iting 
Mr. DANTELS. I ask for the passage of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third rea ; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, "passed. 


ELIZABETH MOORE ENGLISH. 

The next business 
was the 
English. 


reported from the Committee of the Whole 
bill (S. 1271) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. ERDMAN. For the p of trying to get an under- 
standing with the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
as to the e of these bills, or nearly all of them. 

Mr. PICKLER. What understanding does the gentleman want? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I shall be willing, and shall help to pass all 
the bills that were considered to-night except House bill 2151. 

Mr. PICKLER. When we come to that I do not think there 
will be any controversy. When we come to that we will 

Mr. MILES. You can not pass that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill 
pass? There is no objection to this bill, as the Chair understands. 

The bill was 

THOMAS CORIGAN. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 1838) granting an eee pensionta Thomai Corigan. 

The bill was ordered to be engr for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH W. FISHER, 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (S. 640) to increase the pension of Joseph W. Fisher. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and it was accordingly 
read the third time. 

The question peng on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. TALBERT. Icall for a division. 

iz question being taken, there were on a division—ayes 80, 
noes 1. ; 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. ` 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the gentleman to withdraw the point 
and let this bill lie over. 

Mr. TALBERT. I withdraw the point if the bill is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER tempore. Without objection, this bill will 
be over without losing its place on the Calendar. 

ere was no objection. 

AGNES A. BLACKMAN. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 2151) to restore to the pension roll the name of 
Agnes A. Blackman. 

Mr. ERDMAN. That is the bill that I object to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, this bill will 
be passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

ere was no objection. 
EBENEZER G. HOWELL. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 5254) Parsing an increase of pansion to Ebenezer 
G. Howell, late a private in Company F, One hundred and sixtieth 
New York Volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE A, HOUGH, 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 2604) to increase the pension of Caroline A. Hough, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES H. JONES. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
na bill (H. R. 4122) granting an increase of pension to James H. 

ones. A 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 

it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
é EUGENIA R. SWEENEY. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 8426) to increase the pension of Eugenia R. Sweeney, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeney. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

NANCY G. ALLABACH. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (S. 894) granting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach, 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CATHERINE R. JARDINE. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (S. 345) 5 a pension to Catherine R. Jardine, widow of 
Brig. Gen. Edward Jardine, 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


JOSEPH W. FISHER. 
Mr. TALBERT. As all these other bills 5 I with- 
draw my objection to the bill to pension Joseph W. Fisher. 
The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill (S. 640) to 


increase the pension of Joseph W. Fisher; which was ordered to a 
third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
SARAH G. IVES. 
The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 4887) ting a pension to Sarah G. Ives. 
The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the votes by 
which the various bills reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were passed was laid on the table. 

AGNES A. BLACKMAN. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 
2151) to restore to the pension roll the name of Agnes A. Black- 
man be considered as e and read a third time. This is 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, House bill 
2151 will be considered as engrossed and read the third time, 

There was no objection. 

ELIZABETH MOORE ENGLISH. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
bill (H. R. 5345) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore English. 

The SPE. ro tempore. This bill has been reported from 
the Committee of the Whole with a recommendation that it lie on 
the table. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of half t 10 o'clock 
having arrived, the House, under the rule, stands adjourned until 
to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
eee were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
copy of a report from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs show- 
ing payments by Cherokee Indians to certain intruders—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Thomas L. Shamblin against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a ed of the ee filed by the court in the case of 
John T. Ezzell against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
to which was referred the House bills Nos. 7878 and 6309 and 
Senate joint resolution No. 19, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 
7907) for the protection of the ple of the Indian Territory, ex- 
tending the jurisdiction of the United States courts, providing for 
the laying out of towns, the leasing of coal and other mineral, 
timber, farming, and grazing lands, and for other purposes, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1102); which said bill and report were 
15 877 8 to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. A 

Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 744) providing for a naval 
ages ee on the island of Yerba Buena (or Goat Island), in 
the harbor of San Francisco, Cal., and for other purposes, reported 
thesame without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1111); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
refe: to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Ri Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

The bill (H. R.3714) removing the charge of desertion from the 
mili record of James Charles Cramer. (Report No. 1096. 

A bill (H. R. 7906) to grant an honorable discharge to A 
Hand as first lieutenant of Company B, One hundred and ari 
fourth Regiment 1 Infantry Volunteers, reported 
lieu of House bill No. 1090. (Report No. 1097.) 
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By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
3 H. R. 3650) for the relief of John E. Wilbur. (Report 

o. 1098. 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

e bill (H. R. 989) to amend the military record of Capt. Thomas 
M. Elliott. (Report No. 1099.) 

The bill (H. R. 6686) to correct the military record of Joseph A. 
Blanchard, late first lieutenant of Troop E, First New York 
Mounted Rifles. (Report No. 1100.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 6915) granting a pension to Julia D. Beebe, widow of 
Frank D. Beebe, late assistant surgeon, One hundred and fifty- 
seventh Regiment New York Volunteers. (Report No. 1101.) 

By Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
GER. 1598) for the relief of A. G. White, postmaster at Beaver, 

a. (Report No. 1103.) f 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1310) granting an increase of pension to Shubael Gould, 
(Report No. 1104.) \ : 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 638) granting an increase of pension to John Nichols. 
(Report No. 1105. 5 

By Mr. PIC. R, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (8.1806) granting a pension to George B. Custer, late 
sergeant of Company H, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry. (Report No. 1106. 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 5853) granting a pension to Arminda 
Stucker, of Gallatin, Mo. (Report No. 1107.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 3690) restoring a pension to Henry Mackyill, 
alias Henry Mackey. (Report No. 1108.) 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 2221) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter J. Claassen. (Report No. 1109.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 4930) granting a pension to Mary Forward. (Re- 
port No. 1110.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
55 A 5 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 7908) proniding for the erection of 
alight-house at the middle grounds of the Chesapeake Bay—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill (H. R. 7909) to enable the people of 
New Mexico to form a constitution and State government, and to 
be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 7910) for improvement of the 
national cemetery roadway at Natchez, Miss.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 7911) granting thirty days’ 
leave of absence with pay to the compositors and pressmen em- 
pa in the awards division of the Bureau of Engraving and 

ne Treasury Department—to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

By Mr. ODELL: A bill (H. R. 7912) granting a condemned can- 
non to Fairchild Post, No. 564, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Walden, N. Y.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 7919) providing for the erection 
and maintenance of a charity hospital by the city of Biloxi, Miss.— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS (by request): A bill (H. R. 7939) to amend 
an act entitled An act relating to the limitations of the hours of 
daily service of laborers and mechanics employed upon the pub- 
lic works of the United States and of the District of Columbia 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. FARIS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 161) for the relief 
of James P. Veach—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 162) to amend the 
act approved August 1, 1894, making appropriations for fortifica- 
tions and other works of defense, etc.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A concurrent resolution (House Con. 
Res. No. 38) to print extra copies of the Bulletin of Nut Culture 
in the United States—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A memorial of the Oregon legislature, 
relative to the forestry reserve, and requesting that part of it be 
thrown open for sale, purchase, and settlement—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Oregon legislature, requesting the forfei- 
ture of t in Washington, Tillamook, and Columbia coun- 
ties, in Oregon—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
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Also, memorial of the Oregon legislature, respecting the destruc- 
tion of eggs of wild fowl in Alaska —to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, memorial of the Oregon legislature, for protection against 
fires on forest reserves—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 785g) for 
the relief of William Wheeler Hubbell; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7913) for the relief of 
Joseph 5 the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7914) for the relief of 
le H. Shaw, of Del Norte, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 7915) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Samuel Dollaff, of Turner, Kans.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 7916) granting a pension 
to Allen T. Ontis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7917) toincrease 
the pension of Medora H. Lovell—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 


By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7918) granting a pension to 
David S. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 7920) for the relief of Thomas 
Sutton, late of re eg E, Sixth Regiment Tennessee Infantry— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7921) to correct the military record of Joseph 
Case—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 7922) granting a pension to Car- 
oes Hatch, of Worcester, Vt.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 7923) granting a pension to 
John McGiloray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 7924) granting a pension to 
Daniel B. Young, of Higginsport, Ohio—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R.7925) for the re- 
lief of Christopher Green and the legal representatives of Hugh 
C. Trainor, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 7926) for the relief of Loring 
G. Emerson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7927) for the relief of Loring G. Emerson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to 
John Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7929) granting a pension to Phebe Richison— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 7930) for the relief of James J. 
Person and Isabella M. Person—to the Committeeon War Claims. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 7931) for the relief of William 
Ws 0 the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7932) to purchase the 
portraits of Chief Justices Marshall, Taney, Chase, and Waite— 
to the Committee on the Library. 4 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7933) granting 
a pension to William Lutman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7934) granting an increase of pension to S. H. 
Griffith, alias H. S. Griffith, late of Company G, First Battalion 
e Volunteer Infantry to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7935) to amend the military record of C. Wil- 
son Walker, late of Company H, One hundred and thirty-seventh 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers to the Committee on Mili- 
bag? Affairs. 

y Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 7936) to pension Daniel F. 
poe for services in Oregon Indian wars—to the Committee on 
ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7937) to pension James N. Conklin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7938) for the relief of Roger S. Littlefield, for- 
miany captain of Companies L and B, First sachusetts Heavy 
Artillery—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 7941) for the relief of Essos N. 
Gribble—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7942) for the relief of Jessee Combs—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7943) for the relief of Peter Parris—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7944) for the relief of Elizabeth S. Mullins 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following perans and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of the State Epworth League of 
Wisconsin, to raise the age of consent in the District of Columbia 
to 18 years—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the State Epworth League of Wisconsin, in 
favor of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. ; 

Also, petition of the State Epworth League of Wisconsin, for 
the appointment of a commission to investigate the labor ques- 
tion—to the Committee on Labor. A 3 

Also, petition of the State Epworth League of Wisconsin, to 
substitute volun industrial arbitration for railway strikes—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the State Epworth League of Wisconsin, to re- 
peal the ninety-day divorce law in Oklahoma—to the Committee 
on the Territories. A 4 

Also, petition of the State Epworth League of Wisconsin, to 
enforce the compulsory-education law and suppress child labor 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: Papers relating to the claim of 
Richard Morris, of Henry County, Ga.—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. BOWERS: Remonstrance and petition of 55 citizens of 
San Diego, Cal., for the removal of the statue of Marquette from 
Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of J. G. Ellis and other ex-pris- 
oners of war, citizens of Osage County, Kans., favoring House bill 
No. 306, granting $12 per month pension and 82 per day for time 
served in rebel prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. D. : Petition of sundry citizens of the Twenty- 
second Congressional district of Pennsylvania, asking that religious 
publications be given the advantage of the act of Congress of July 
16, 1894, relative to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of Thomas M. Hicks and others, of 
Louisville, Ky., in relation to the Marquette statue in Statuary 
Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition of Summit Grange, No. 1079, 
Patrons of Husbandry, asking for the passage of House bill No. 
2626, for the protection of agricultural staples by an export 
bounty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of citizens of Worcester, Vt., in the 
matter of granting a pension to Caroline H. Hatch at the rate of 
$12 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska (by request): Petition of B. W. 
Cowan and other citizens of Nebraska, relating to the matter of 
the Marquette statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Remonstrance of T. B. Hammond and 
others, of Butte, Mont., against permitting the statue of Marquette 
to remain in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of the White Ribbon Women’s 
Association of the Woman’s istian Tem ce Union, for the 
adoption of a resolution and appointment of a commission looking 
toward the establishment and continuance of peace—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. a í 

Also, petition and remonstrance of citizens of Oregon, against 
the acceptance of a statue of Pére Marquette, presented by the 
State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of citizens of Aumsville, Oreg., in favor of the 

e of the joint resolution proposing an amendment to the 
— of the United States recognizing God in the pre- 
amble—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of F. W. Chausse, of Grants Pass, Oreg., in 
favor of the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

Also, petition of Milwaukee Grange, No. 268, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Milwaukee, Wis.; also petitions of sundry citizens of 
the State of Oregon, favoring the of House bill No. 2626, 
for the protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, pruson of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Portlan: goreg: $ EY 5 of mnsan of Oregon, protesting 
against Senate bi o. 1055, providing for compulsory mili 
drill in the public schools of ithe States and Territories and for the 
establishment of a bureau of military education—to the Committee 
on Education. 

Also, petition of soldiers and sailors of the late rebellion resid- 
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ing at Forest Grove, „ and vicinity, for the passage of a 
service-pension bill of at least 88 per month to every honorably 
discharged soldier, sailor, and marine who served ninety days in 
the late war on the Union side—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of A. B. Kenyon and 14 others, of 
Alfred, N. Y., favoring a bill to fix the standard of weights and 
measures by the adoption of the metric system of weights and 
measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HULL: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5562, au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to reorganize the organizations of 
the Sons of Veterans as part of the military reserve of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Militia. ° 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrance and petition from citizens of 
Omaha, Nebr.; also from P. A. Rice and 18 others, of Memphis, 
Tenn.; also from L. B. Griffith and 38 others, of Philadelphia, 
Pa.; also from T. A. Lickhart and 114 other citizens of Elizabeth, 
N. J., against the statue of Pére Marquette remaining in the 
Capitol of the United States—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of E. G. Nettleton, also of Lyman 
Nangle, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the — laws relating to second-class matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the Liquor Dealers’ 
Association of West Hoboken, N. J., against the passage of House 
bill No. 6668, to amend an act regulating the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MOODY; Petition of 102 citizens of Gloucester, Mass., 
for the enactment of House bill No. 7866, requiring vessels carry- 
ing small boats of any description to equip such boats with a pro- 
vision safe—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 


eries. 

By Mr. ODELL: Petitions of citizens of Newburg, N. V., in 
favor of joint resolution No. 11, to amend the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAFT: Memorial of the Cincinnati Chamber of Com- 
merce, in favor of the establishment of a department of commerce 
and manufactures—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TATE: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Jessee Combs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Enos N. 
Gribble—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Elizabeth S. Mullins, widow of Alfred W. 
Mullins, of Company B, First Georgia Volunteers, United States 
Army, to remove the barrier to the payment of her claim for 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Petition of Lanesville Post, No. 527, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Harrison County, Ind., favoring 
a general service pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also (b zeguen, ition of N. P. Watts and 85 other citizens 
of N d., asking for the removal of the Marquette statue 
from Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 


By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of N.S. Boynton, mayor, and 316 
other citizens of Port Huron, Mich.; also of Ed. Allurn, master, 
and 128 other citizens of Port Huron, Mich., for the establishment 
ofa 30 to accompany House bill No. 7262—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers of Nathaniel Kennemer, of Jack- 
son County, Ala., relating to his claim—to the Committee on War 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, April 4, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
The. Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
NEW ORLEANS PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. OGDEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
to call up for present consideration the bill (S. 2132) for the re- 
lief of settlers upon lands within the indemnity limits of the 
grants of the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That authority be, and is hereby, given the New Orleans 
Pacific Railroad to relinquish any lands within the indemnity limits of its 
grant, which by decision of the Land Department of the Government has 

awarded it. in favor of any settler entitled to the right of entry under 
the laws of the United States who has been allowed to make en thereof, 
or who has resided upon and improved the same for five years, and to select 
in lieu thereof an uantity of other lands. from any of the public lan: 
not mineral, and wit e limits of its t and not otherwiseappro: 
at the date of selection, to which it receive title the same as 
originally granted. 
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Mr. OGDEN. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa to make an 
lanation of the bill. b 
he SPEAKER. Is there objection to its present considera- 
tion? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before consent is given I would like the gen- 
tleman to make an explanation of the effect of the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. This can be done, Mr. Speaker, in a word. 

There are 75 to 100 settlers who have taken possession of lands, 
which proved to be railroad lands, lying along the line of this 
road. After a contest they were adjudged to belong to the railway 
company. The company, however, is averse to turning the set- 
tlers off the land, and is to take wild lands in lieu of those 
the settlers are occupying, and the Department requests that this 
permission be given to them. That is all the bill does. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. The lands when selected in lieu will be ordi- 
nary lands? 

Mr. LACEY. Les; ordinary wild lands. Perhaps not so good 
as those on which the settlers have made their homes, but the rail- 
road company does not want to disturb them any more than pos- 
sible. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered 
to a third reading; and Pane read the third time, it was passed. 

On motion of Mr. OGDEN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


PUBLIC LANDS, VALVERDE COUNTY, TEX. 


Mr. NOONAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration for 
the bill (H. R. 7395) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States to reconvey to the former owner the said tract 
of land in Valverde County, Tex. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


ompa by deed of conveyance, did convey 


in Kinney County, now in Valverde County, Tex.. containing 
and fully described in said aforesaid deed of April 15, 1880, for the purposes o 
a military garrison and reservation; an: 

Whereas the United States of America, not wishing to use said land for the 
said pu aforesaid, and having by its proper officers renunciated title to 
said 4. and is willing to persica Sed the same to the grantees, the said San 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to its present consideration? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was considered, and ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and oug rod the third time, it was 
On motion of Mr. NOONAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
REPORTS OF SUPERVISING INSPECTORS OF STEAM VESSELS, 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. S. er, on behalf of the Committee on 
Printing I desire to submit at this time for present consideration 
a concurrent resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed. tor the use of the Treasury Department, Steamboat on 
Service, 300 coves each of the proceedings of the Board of Supervising 


tors of Steam Vessels for the years and 1896, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the concurrent resolution? 
There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and 
agreed to. ; 
REPORT OF UNITED STATES COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


“Mr. PERKINS. I am also requested, on behalf of the Commit- 
tee on Printing, to ask consent for the present consideration of 
the joint resolution (S.R.116) authorizing the Public Printer to 
po the Annual Report of the Superintendent of the United 

tates Coast and etic Survey in quarto form and to bind it in 
one volume, 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That h 8, section 73, of the act of J: 1896, 
providing for the publie printing and Ending. Prap be 3 fi 
out all of said 8 after the word!“ reg N at the end of the first an 
be of the second lines, and substitu lieu thereof the following 
words: Two thousand eight hundred ies uarto form, bound in one 
volume, 200 for the Senate, 600 for the M0 < 2,000 for distribution by 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey.“ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. PERKINS. The committee recommends an amendment 
8 ay resolution, and I report it in the shape in which it is desired 


passed, 
The SPEAKER. The question will be taken on the joint reso- 
lution as reported from the committee. 
oe being =i * . N was graced to 
engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 4 


CIRCULAR, BUREAU OF EDUCATION. 

Mr. PERKINS. On behalf of the Committee on Printing I de- 

sire to submit another resolution for present consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed and bound, in paper covers, 25. additional ies of Bureau of 
Education Circular of Information, No. 200, Catalogue of the American Lit- 
erary tion Library; 5,000 oopen for the Senate, 10,000 copies for the 
House of Representatives, and 10,000 copies for the Bureau of Education. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and 
agreed to, 

COMMERCIAL RELATIONS FOR 180 AND 1895, ETO. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I have one more resolution from 
the Committee on Printing. 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PERKINS], on 
behalf of the Committee on Printing, presents a concurrent reso- 
lution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurri ), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed $6 rint, for 
distribution b; Rela 


the De nt of State, 2,500 copies of Commercial 

for 1894 and 1 and (in separate form) 10,000 ies of the Review of the 
Soas commerce,” etc., being pages 1 to 235, inclusive, of said Commercial 
ions, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 
ere was no objection. 
e concurrent resolution was eed to. 
On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 
DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS. 
Mr. FISCHER. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 


esk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Reso! etc., That t y 
3... EEE 
by Congress, and that he deliver to each Senator and Representative, for 
dleteibation, the quota of seeds to which he is entitled, and that the 
be made up as Senator and Representative may direct. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, that resolution ought to be 
amended yA that these packages shall be done up in fives. 

Mr. FIS . “As each tor or Representative may di- 
rect.” One may want 5 and one may want 10. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is too indefinite. 

Mr. FISCHER. Some may want 5 and some may want 15. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. In blocks of 5.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


SEWERAGE SYSTEM AT FORT MONROE, VA, 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. This is the same resolution which was offered by the gentle- 
man from Iowa . HULL] yesterday. Upon an informal consul- 
tation with members of the Committee on Appropriations, I am 
directed to report this resolution and to ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 163) to amend the act approv: mak- 
ing pene for fortifiontions * 9 . ete. 


Resolved, etc., That the act approved August 1, 1894, entitled An act mak- 
ing 9 for fortifications and other works of defense, for the 
armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and serv- 
ice, and for other * be, and the same is hereby, so amended as to 
remove the on that the United States shall bear only one-half of the 
expense of the cost of construction of the sewerage system at Fort M 
Va., provided for in said act, in so far as may be necessary to authorize the 
Secretary of War to expend for the completion of the construction of said 
sewerage system, including a Dashing ayran therefor, so much as may be 
necessary, not exceeding $5,000, of the nce now remaining from the appro- 
priation of $37,500 made in said act for the construction of one-half of said 
sewerage system, the funds to be immediately available and the work to be 
done by contract or otherwise, as may deemed by the Secretary of War 
most economical and advantageous to the Government. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, in further explana- 
tion, I desire to send to the Clerk’s desk a letter from the Chief of 


eers, 
he SPEAKER. This requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, yesterday morning I objected 
to the consideration of this resolution. I have examined it, and I 
1 my objection. I think it ought to be passed, and I hope 
it wil 8 : 

The SP . The Clerk will read the letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 


March 9, 1896. 
Respectfully submitted to the tary of War. y 
Congress, by act approved 1801, appropriated $37,500 for one-half 
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of the cost of construction of a sewera; 
other half to be paid by the owners of nonmilitary buildings at the fort. 
Plans were prepared and approved for a sewerage system, which, with con- 
mcies, tions, superintendence, etc., was estimated to cost $45.000, 
and on that estimate the moiety was assessed inst and collec from 
nonmili interests, thereby making the sum of $22,500 available from the 
nde m made by Congress, and leaving a balance of $15,000 from the ap- 
riation. 
Phe construction of the sewerage system under the approved plans is now 
nearing completion. 

A fi system will be necessary in connection with this sewer, for which 
there is no adequate supply of water vided. Experience has shown that 
the well recently sunk for the Chamberlin Hotel at Fort Monroe does not 
yas potable water. The funds appropriated for an artesian well at Fort 

onroe are not sufficient to sink a well of materially greater depth than that 
of the Chamberlin well, and as these funds were appropriated upon estimates 
submitted to provide a water supply for the fort, it is believed t mer are 
not available for the sinking of a well for the procurement of a supply of 
water that could be used solely for flushing the sewer. 

It will be necessary, therefore, to provide a supply of water, by pumping 
or from some other source, for the flushing system of the sewer, and it is 
thought that it will be in the interest of economy that this water supply 
should be provided by the Government alone, and not jointly with the non- 
mili residents, yasa fi g arrangement would be necessary 
for the United States sewers if there were none other. 

I have, therefore, the honor to recommend that Congress be asked to 
authorize at once the use of $5.000 of the balance of the sum ag ada for 
the construction of one-half of the sewerage system at Fortress Monroe for the 
completion of the sewerage system and for providing a flushing system for 
the sewers, the funds to immediately available and the work to be done 
by contract or otherwise, as may be most economical and advantageous to 


Government. 
W. P. CRAIGHILL, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
joint resolution? ; 

There was no objection. 2 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to state that this 
question was up yesterday. There was a question of 1 
involved. I still think it should have gone to the Military Com- 
mittee, but at the request of some members we have turned it 
over to the Committee on Appropriations, on account of the im- 
portance of having it at once passed. Lask that the Military Com- 
mittee be discharged from the further consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The Committee on Appropriations do not 
object to the passage of the resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the Committee on 
Military Affairs be discharged from the further consideration of 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It is ipso facto discharged, because the bill 
has passed. 


system at Fort Monroe, Va., the 


BENJAMIN F. JONES. 


Mr. SPENCER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 7161) for the relief of 

Benjamin F. Jones. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr.S er, I should like to have the report read. 

Mr. ODELL. Mr. Speaker, I object to the present consideration 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


JOHN S. BURWELL. 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of John S. 
Burwell, administrator of the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? ; 

Mr. ODELL. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 


Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6403) to amend an act entitled 
475 act to provide for the protection of the salmon fisheries of 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act 5 7 ppl March 2, 1889, and entitled“ An 
act to provide tor the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska,” is hereby 
amended and reenacted as follows: 

“That the erection of dams, barricades, fish-wheels, fences, traps, pound 
nets, or any fixed or stationary obstructions in any part of the rivers or 
streams of Alaska, or to fish for or catch salmon or salmon trout in any man- 
ner or by any means with the purpose or result of preventing or impeding the 

on or salmon trout to their spawning ground, is d red to be 

unlawful, and the Secretary of the Treas is hereby authorized and directed 
toremove such obstructions and to estab and enforce such 
as may be necessary to insure that prohibition and all other 

oes of law relating to the salmon fisheries of Alaska are strictly com- 


“So. 2. That it shall be unlawful to fish, catch, or kill any salmon or salmon 
trout of any variety,except with rod or spear, above the tide waters of any 
of the creeks or rivers of than 500 feet wide in the Territory of Alaska, 


regulations and 
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or to lay or set any drift net, set net, or seine for any p , across the 
tide waters of any river or stream, for a distance of more one-third of 
the width of such river, stream, or channel, or lay or set any seine or net 
within 100 yards of any other net or seine which is being laid or set in said 
stream or channel, or to take, kill, or fish for salmon in any manner or by 
any means in any waters of the Territory of Alaska, either in the streams or 
tide waters, from noon on Saturday of each week until 6 o’clock postmeridian 
of the Sunday following, or to fish for, or catch, or kill in any manner or by 
any 3 t by rod or spear, any on or salmon trout in any 
stream of less than 100 yards in width in the said Territory of Alaska, between 
the hours of 6 o'clock in the morning and 6 o'clock in the evening of the same 
day of each and iret Rice: fi of the week. 

“Sec. 3. That the retary of the Treasury may, at his discretion, set 
aside certain streams as spawning grounds in which no fishing will be per- 
mitted; and when, in his judgment, the results of fishing operations on any 
stream indicate that the numberof salmon taken is larger than the capacity 
of the stream to produce, he is authorized to establish weekly close seaso 
to limit the duration of the — 175 season, or to prohibit fishing entirely for 
one year or more, so as to permit the salmon to increase. 

“Seo. 4. That to enforce the provisions of law herein, and such regulations 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may establish in pursuance thereof, he is 
authorized and directed to appoint one inspector of fisheries at a salary of 
mer. day, and two assistant ors at a salary of $6 each per day, and he 

annually submit to Congress estimates to cover the salaries and actual 

traveling expenses of the officers hereby authorized and for such other 

. as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of the law 
erein. 

“Sec. 5. That any person violating the provisions of this act, or the regu- 
lations established in pursuance thereof, „upon conviction thereof, be 
punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000, or imprisonment at hard labor for a 
term of ninety days, or both such fine and imprisonment, at the discretion of 
the court: And provided further, That in case of the violation of any of the 

rovisions of section 1 of this act, and conviction thereof, a further fine of 
pao per diem will be imposed for each day that the obstruction or obstruc- 

ions therein are maintained after notice to remove the same; said notice may 
be given by any Government officer or private citizen.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. S er, this is a measure of so great impor- 
tance that I hardly think it ought to pass by unanimous consent. 

Mr. KNOX. It has been to the committee and I have here the 
report of the inspector. It has been carefully gone over by the 
committee in connection with the Treasury Department. The need 
for immediate consideration is thus stated: The run of salmon 
commences on the ist of June, and unless the bill can be passed 
and got through the Senate these provisions will not be put into 


active 9 durin ng this season. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair thinks the gentleman’s remarks 
must be addressed to the Chair and through the Chair to the 
House. If gentlemen would keep their seats and cease conversa- 
tion it might be possible to hear in this Hall, although, of course, 
that is a question. 

Mr. OX. Mr. Speaker, the present bill is a bill which has 
been reported from the Committee on Territories, and its object 
is the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska. In the Fiftieth 
Congress, in chapter 415, it was provided: 

That the erection of dams, barricades, or other obstructions in any of the 
rivers of Alaska with the purpose or result of preventing or impeding the 
ascent of salmon or other anadromous cies to their spawning grounds is 
hereby declared to be unlawful, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and directed to establish such lations and surveillance as may 

nece: to insure that this prohibition is strictly enforced and to other- 
wise 88 the salmon fisheries of a; and every person who shall be 
found guilty of g violation of the provisions of this section shall be fined not 
less than oF each day of the continuance of such obstruction. 

Sud. 2. That the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries is hereby empowered 
and directed to institute an investigation into the habits, abundance, and dis- 
tribution of the salmon of Alaska, as well as the present conditions and meth- 

the fisheries, with a view of recommending to Congress such additional 
legislation as may be necessary to prevent the impairment or exhaustion of 
these valuable fisheries and placing them under regular and permanent con- 
ditions of production. 

Under the provisions of this law passed by the Fiftieth Con- 
gress an inspection has been made carefully of the various streams 
of Alaska and the various canneries that are established upon 
those streams, and a careful inquiry made by the inspector, Mr. 
Murray, upon consultation with those who are interested in the 

reservation of those fisheries, as to the best method of preserv- 
ing them, and the report, which is a very careful and voluminous 
one, compares the provisions of this country with those in Scot- 
land and those in England, which have been tested, and which 
have preserved for generations the salmon fisheries in Scotland 
and other countries. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is a danger of the present supply of 
fish in Alaska being destroyed by the method of taking salmon. 
The streams of Alaska, with two exceptions, are small, runnin 
into the interior to the extent perhaps of 20 miles. The fish tha 
go up there to the spawning grounds are caught by damming the 
streams and faking them out or scooping them out in hundreds 
and hundreds of thousands, thus preventing the propagation of 
the species, until in but a few years the great industry of the sal- 
mon fisheries of Alaska will be utterly destroyed and the food 
supply of the natives gone, and a very great source of supply and 
profitable industry to the ple of the United States exhausted, 

Mr. PERKINS. Willthe gentleman permit me one moment? 


Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. In addition to what he has stated, in regard 
to the origin of this bill, I think that it may be stated that the 
excuse for bringing this matter in this morning to ask for unani- 
mous consent is that this legislation is required immediately to be 
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effective, as the salmon to run about the ist of June, and 
unless this legislation can be had in advance of that time it will 
be ineffective for the pope intended. I believe the gentleman 
has stated that this bill emanates from the Treasury Department 
in pursuance of the section of the statute which he has read. It 
was carefully prepared in the light of all the facts 5 the Treasury 
experts, and it is asked by those who have aoe of the preserva- 
tion of that industry that this legislation be without delay. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker—— > ’ 

Mr. KNOX. Lhave not yielded the floor. I will answer ina 
moment. I was about to say that that was precisely what I stated 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] in the duet that I 
was obliged to maintain with him in order to be understood at 
all—which was that it is represented by the Treasury Department 
that the necessity for this immediate action rests upon the ground 
that the salmon run commences the 1st of June, and in order to 
get it through both Houses and to get any of this supervision in 
operation it will be necessary for immediate consideration, if the 
bill is thought one that is worthy and proper to pass. 7 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
whether his committee has heard from the interests that are to be 
affected by this bill, not only through the Treasury Department 
but directly from the interests themselves? And, in connection 
with that question, let me say to him that a * many of our 
people on the Pacific Coast, in the States of ifornia, Oregon, 
Ei Washington, are largely interested not only in the fishing in 
the streams of Alaska but also in the canning of the salmon, and 
therefore it strikes me that until he shows the House that those 
interests have had proper representation before his committee he 
ought not to ask to have this bill considered under these circum- 
stances. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear 
this bill reported again, if it can be done under the rule. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made to the consideration of the 


bill. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not object, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from 


Oregon to object. 
Me HERMANN No, Mr. Speaker, I did not object. 


The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the Clerk will again 
report the bill. 

. HERMANN. I do not object to the consideration of the 
bill, but I think we ought to have a little more explanation with 
reference to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. LOUD. I do not think the gentleman can put this bill 
through in this way. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I understood that, 

nding objection, an explanation of the bill would be made, and 
Pask to have it read ayem, 

Mr. LOUD (to Mr. Knox). It seems to me that you ought to 
consider those interests 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I would say to the gentleman that 
those interests have been heard before the committee, not only 
through the Treasury Department, but through the inspector, Mr. 


Murray. 3 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is the gentleman unwilling to let 
the House know what his bill is about? 

Mr. KNOX. Certainly not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then why do you not let it be read 
again? 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the bill will be again re- 
ported to the House, but if any gentleman intends to object to its 
consideration, it is hardly worth while to repeat the reading. 
The Clerk will again report the bill. 

The bill was again read as above. 

Mr. BARHAM. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man to let that bill go over for two or three days, so that we ma: 
consider it. It may be just what we want on the Pacific Coast; 
do not know. Our people there are very much interested in the 
subject of the bill, 

r. KNOX. Well, if the bill may be considered as up for con- 
sideration without objection, I will agree to that. 

Mr. BARHAM. I must reserve the right to object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. BARHAM. I object. 


JOHN C. HOWE, DECEASED, 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take up the engrossed Senate bill (S. 32) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of John C. Howe, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 4 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the 8 be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to pay to the legal representatives of John C. Howe, 
deceased, $66,907, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the same being compensation in full for the use by the United States, 


to wit, in 66,907,313 cup-anvil cartridges, of the invention secured to John C. 


Howe and his eon by letters mt of the United States issued to him 
August 16, 1864, and numbered 1, during the entire term of said letters 
peran as ap rs in the findings of law and of fact made by the United 

tates court for the district of Connecticut in the case of Forehand 
and others vs. Porter, reported in volume 15 he Federal Reporter, at page 
256, and as further a in the findings of fact made by the Court of 
Claims, after full testimony and full hearing in Congressional case No. 
entitled Forehand and others us. The United States, heard on reference 
the matter to said Court of Claims by the Committee on Claims of the Senate 
under and pursuant to the act of March 3, 1883, commonly known as the Bow- 
man Act, said findings of fact Bating been certified to the Committee on 
Claims of the Senate by said court on the 26th day of April, 1889. 


2 0 PERAE EIG Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bi 

Mr. AVERY. Mr. Speaker, has this bill been considered in 
Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. This bill has passed the Sen- 
ate twice unanimously; it has been reported twice by the Senate 
committee; it failed in the House on two occasions because it was 
not allowed to be brought up for consideration; it has been reported 
unanimously by two committees at this session, the Committee on 
Claims and the Committee on War Claims, and it was reported by 
the Committee on War Claims favorably at the last session. * 
E AVERY. Has it been considered in Committee of the 

ole? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. It has not; but it has been 
passed twice by the Senate. Itis one of the most meritorious bills 
that has come before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. AVERY. I object. 


GEN. JOHN M. THAYER, 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. e I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6644) granting a pen- 
sion to Gen. John M. Thayer, United States Volunteers. After 
the reading of the bill and report I shall ask consent to make a 
brief statement in explanation of the merits of the bill. 

The bjll was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place on the eee roll, subject to the provi- 

sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. Thayer, late 

be wa igo and brevet major-general of volunteers, at a pension of 
a month. 


The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6644) granting a pension of $100 per month to John M. Thayer, late brigadier 
and brevet major-general of volunteers, having carefully considered the same, 
respectfully report as follows: 

In 1855 the Territorial legislature of Nebraska provided for the organization 
of the militia and for the calling out of volunteers for the defense of the set- 
tlers, and elected John M. Thayer brigadier-general to command the troo 
on the frontier, and subsequently elected to be major-general. It de- 
volved on General 2 to defend the people of the frontier settlements 

inst the hostile Indians. He was not only protecting the settlers of the 

erritory of Nebraska, but was defending what was then the frontier of the 

United States. This service he performed continuously from 1855 to 1861, and 
has never received any compensation therefor. 

In 1861 he raised the First 7 Nebraska Infantry, took it to St. Louis, 
and reported to General Grant at Pilot Knob, Mo. In ‘the battle of Donelson 
General Thayer commanded a b; e, and at a critical moment, when Gen- 
eral McClernand’s division had exhausted their ammunition and were com- 
ponad to fall back closely pursued 57 the enemy, General Thayer rushed his 

rigade forward, got in the rear of the retiring division, formed a line of bat- 
tle, met General Buckner’s army, and drove them back into their works. For 
this t service he was given at credit and honorable mention by Gen- 
eral Grant. He commanded a brigade in tho battle of Shiloh, at the slege of 
Vicksburg, led his brigade as a storming column at Chickasaw Bayou, had 
his horse shot from under him in the battle at Arkansas ‘ost, end partici- 
pated in other battles. e 

The records of the War Department show that he was promoted from col- 
onel to brigadier-general of volunteers October 4, 1862, and that he com- 
manded a brigade from that time until the close of the war; that on March 
13, 1865, he was made a brevet major. general of volunteers for gallant and 
meritorious service during the war.” 

The evidence in this case shows that General Thayer is now 77 years of 
and that he is wholly without means of support, and a subject of charity for 
his neighbors and friends. 

Dr. W. G. Hontz testifies: 

+ + * “ That for the last four years he has had the said John M. Tha 
under his care and medical treatment, and much the ter part of that 
time he has been wholly unable to do any kind of manual fence, and for man 
weeks at a time he was confined to his bed. Determination of blood to 
head is of such frequent occurrence as to . threaten apoplexy. 
Loss of locomotion (locomotor ataxia) unfits him to be left without some one 
to be constantly with him and care for him.” 

N. S. Harwood, president of the First National Bank, of Lincoln, Nebr., 
testifies as follows: 

For the last four or five years he has been in a helpless condition; the onl 
means of earning a livelihood has been by his pen, and but very little of t 
period has he been in sufficient health to enable him to do this. He is a very 

roud and sensitive gentleman; he will not let his poverty and helplessness 

known, and it is impossible for friends who would gra render him as- 
sistance to doso. Ithink he would rather starve or die oP. neglect than to 
opi He is now dangerously ill at the home of his comrade in arms, 
Capt. Adam Bax, who is himself broken in health, and whose family is in no 
table condition to care for him.” 

There is abundant evidence establishing the fact that the said John M. 
Thayer is wholly without means of any kind and that he is entirely unable 
todo anything for hisown su rt, and that his condition is such as to require 


some one to be with and care for him all the time. 
recommend that the bill do pass. 


Your committee 
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A . Is there objection to the present consideration 
this bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill what this pensioner is now drawing? 

Mr. ANDREWS. He is drawing nothing. He declined to 
accept any assistance in this direction so long as he was able tocare 
for himself, and he has consented to permit his friends to make 
this effort on his behalf now only because he is no longer able to 
care for himself, as the report shows. 

It has been the pride of General Thayer’s life, so far as I know 
him, to serve his country from a true spirit of genuine patriotism. 
In the time of his country’s need he gave the best services of his 
life for its preservation and advancement. After the close of his 
brilliant military career, briefly sketched in the report, he served 
with honor and distinction in the United States Senate. 

Ata later date the poopie of Nebraska elected him twice to the 

vernorship of their State. In every station he has served the 

terests of his State and nation with marked fidelity and ability, 

and now, in the hour of his weakness, the people of Nebraska and 

all who know him and have learned to love him will greet the 
of this bill with most hearty approval. 

The Nebraska delegation upon this floor earnestly request that 
unanimous consent be granted for the immediate passage of this 
bill. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I must not intrude upon the time of the 
House, although I would gladly extend the history of this brave 
patriot, soldier, and statesman. I esteem it one of the privileges 
of my life to have the honor of requesting the ere of this the 
first bill placed in my charge on the floor of this House. What 
we do must be done speedily, as it may be too late to give relief. 
Let him have at least a token of his nation’s gratitude for his loy- 
alty to the flag and the Union. Let him know that we will care 
for him in the hour of his weakness as faithfully as he cared for 
the Union in the hour of its need. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And he is in a needy condition? 

Mr. ANDREWS. Absolutely so, and also in a very critical 
condition of health. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And he is 77 years old? ` 

Mr. ANDREWS. Yes, sir; and I hope we can have a vote on 
the bill. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
REPRINT OF RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a 

rint of the river and harbor bill. 
ge was no objection, and it was so ordered, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


A MEMBER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order isdemanded. Theregular 
order is—— 2 

Mr. HITT. The conference report on the resolutions in relation 
to Cuba. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to yield to 
me for a moment while I present a privileged report. 

Mr. HITT. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

ELECTION CONTEST—GOODWYN Vs. COBB. 


Mr. DANIELS. Iam directed by the Committee on Elections 
No. 1 to submit their report on the contested-election case of Good- 
wyn vs. Cobb, from the Fifth Congressional district of Alabama. 
The majority of the committee report that Mr. Cobb was not 
elected and that Mr. Goodwyn is entitled to the seat. The com- 
mittee have eed to give to the minority of the committee one 
week from Monday in which to prepare the statement of their 
views; and we expect to bring up this case on Monday week for 
the consideration of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not hear the statement of the 

tleman from New York [Mr. DANIELS]. The House will please 
in order. 

Mr. DANIELS (after order had been restored). Mr. Speaker, 
we desire to bring up the case of Goodwyn vs. Cobb on Monday 
week for final action; in the meantime the minority of the com- 

ittee will e the statement of their views. 

The SP. . This report of the Committee on Elections 
will be ordered to be printed. How much time is desired for the 
minority to file their views? 

Mr. DANIELS. A week from Monday next. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to allowing the minority of 
the committee that time? The Chair hears none. 

ELECTION CONTEST—ROBINSON VS. HARRISON, 

Mr. LEONARD. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Elections No. 1, I present their report onthe contested-election 
case of Robinson vs, i from the Third Congressional dis- 
m of Alabama. I ask for the consideration of the report at this 

e. 
The SPEAKER. Is it a unanimous report? 
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5 Mr. LEONARD. It is a unanimous report in favor of the ccn- 


estee. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House will pro- 
ceed to the consideration’ of the report. 
There was no objection. 
The resolutions appended to the report were read, as follows: 
Resolved, That W. C. Robinson was not elected a Representative in the 


Ro 
Fifty-fourth Congress for the Third Congressional district of Alabama at the 
election held in said district on the 6th day of November, 1804, and is not 


entitled to the seat. 
Resolved, That P. Harrison was elected a Representative in the 


Fifty-fourth Congress for the Third Congressional district of Alabama at the 
election held in said district on the 6th day of November, 1804, and is entitled 


to the seat. 
The resolutions were agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. LEONARD, a motion to reconsider the last 


vote was laid on the table. 


Mr. DANIELS. Lask that the report in the case just disposed 


of be printed. 
The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order will be 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 


motion to reconsider the vote on agreeing to the report of the 
committee in the election case of Robinson vs. Harrison and to lay 
that motion on the table. 


The SPEAKER. That motion was made by the gentleman 


from Pennsylvania [Mr. LEONARD] and was agreed to. 


CUBA. 
Mr. HITT. I now call up the regular order—the conference 
report in reference to Cuban belligerency. As the last speaker 
was opposed to the report, I will ask the Chair to recognize the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ApAams], a member of the 


committee. 

The SPEAKER. For how much time? 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to speak in my own right. 

4 SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
AMS] is recognized, 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, it had been my full intention not to 
address the House again on this subject, because when the question 
was up before I occupied a short time in endeavoring to state as 
briefly as possible the reasons which led the subcommittee to the 
conclusion expressed in the resolutions which were at that time 
under consideration. But, sir, in view of the extraordinary re- 
marks made yesterday by the gentleman from Maine Mr. 
BOUTELLE] embracing statements of which I can only say that Ido 
not know from what source he could possibly have obtained his in- 
formation, and in view of the fact that the many questions inter- 
jected into the remarks of members of the committee have indicated 
a desire for further information by members of the House on this 
subject, and in view of the fact, also, that when I last spoke m 
time was so limited, I desire now to restate briefly the reasons whic 
led the subcommittee to come to their conclusion in favor of the 
resolutions originally reported here, 

In the first place, it has been claimed by the gentleman from 
Maine, and has been asserted in other quarters, that the sentiment 
of the American people is not behind these resolutions, and that 
therefore the House is not justified in adoptihg them. I should 
like to ask what better evidence can the representatives of the 
ple have as to the sentiment of the country than the expressions 
which have come to us in behalf of these resolutions? If members 
here had seen the numbers of petitions coming to this House from 
all parts of the country, they would have ized how deeply the 
people are interested in this question, and how eagerly they have 
exercised their constitutional right of petition in order to convey 
to Congress their sentiments in behalf of these resolutions. Ihave 
heard some of the members of this House longest in experience 
here state that never have they known so many petitions to be 
filed in fayor of any proposition pending before Congress as have 
been filed here in favor of doing ee to aid the struggling 
Cubans in their fight for liberty. 

It was my office, as chairman of the subcommittee, to go over 
these petitions. They numbered hundreds; and the thousands of 
2 appended to them represented every class and condition 
of life in this Republic. There were official petitions from boards 
of trade and business bodies; there were the individual petitions 
of men who, moved by u spirit of patriotism which reg bares not 
repress, felt it incumbent upon them to appeal to the Congress of 
their country to do something to assist these lovers of liberty. 
Some of these petitions had been placed in public places such as 
drug stores and others, where the passer-by unsolicited might 
affix his signator to this call upon the representatives of the 
country to do something for the Cubans. 

Under these circumstances, Mr. Speaker, how a Representative 
of this House can rise here and say that the sentiment of the 
American people does not demand the passage of these resolutions 
I am at a loss to understand. 

Furthermore, in nse to the petitions, these resolutions were 
passed both by the House and Senate prac y unanimously; 


1896. 
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and does anyone dare to say at this time and under these circum- 
stances that we, the representatives of the people on this floor, are 
false to our duties, false to our oaths, that we sat here and cast 
our votes in diametrical opposition to the wishes of our constit- 
uents, and that it was not in obedience to the will of the people 
of the country that we have acted? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, what proof can we ask further than what 
we have right before us at this time? , i 

Now,the gentleman from Maine claims that this sentiment 
among the le has changed. He stated that when these reso- 
lutions reac the other branch of Congress, after being debated 
there, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations of that 
body found that they could not pass, and therefore had them sent 
back to the conference, so that it might be taken out of the juris- 
diction of the Senate. I do not know where he got that informa- 
tion. TheSenators who argued against the adoption of the House 
resolutions were just the same as those who opposed the adoption 
of the Senate resolutions. There were no accessions apparently to 
their ranks. The same arguments were repeated over and over 
again. It became apparent in the course of the discussion, from 
the nature of the remarks made, that they were not seeking to 
amend the resolution, that it was not the subject-matter of the 
House resolution to which they objected, but that the men who 
spoke were in opposition to the ed appa on the part of the Amer- 


ican le of any sympathy with the struggling people of Cuba. 
Mr BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 


Mr. ADAMS. I decline to yield. The gentleman from Maine 
denied me the courtesy yesterday of an interruption. He must 
excuse me now for not granting it to him. 5 

The gentleman from Maine may criticise the sentiments em- 
bodied in the resolution. This was done during the discussion in 
the Senate on the part of afew of the members in that body who 
desired to defeat all expressions of 5 on the part of the 
people of this country with Cuba. e Senator from New York 

: ait he did not like the resolution because it enunciated the doc- 
trine that this country would protect American property wherever 
it was situated. He did not like, he claimed, pecuniary motives 
or considerations to be incorporated in a solemn resolution ex- 
pressive of sympathy. . 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, he was at a loss for some criticism in order to 
sustain the Position of opposition that he took to the resolution. 
And, in another t of my remarks, I will refer to the position 
taken by several Senators on this point. 

Another gentleman objected on the ground that the grammar 
of one of the sections was not strictly correct, but he took good 
care not to state what the section or paragraph was or to cite the 
rule of Murray to which it would not acco Another had ob- 
jections on the ground that the Senate should adhere to their own 
resolutions, and not be coerced, bulldozed, or carried away by 
the House of Representatives. In other words, it was a claim 
that Senatorial dignity must be maintained. y 

When the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
found it was obstruction and not opposition with which he was 
confronted, he asked leave to withdraw the report and letit go 
back to the conference committee. I do not wish to disclose in 
any improper way the proceedings of the conference committee, 
but, inasmuch as assertions have been made which were entirely 
inaccurate, I know of no other way to remedy them except by a 
statement of the facts. No claim was made by the conferees on 
the part of the Senate that the resolutions of the House could not 
pes the Senate; but it was stated that a small number of Senators, 

om 6 to 10, at the outset of the controversy had announced a 

urpose to filibuster, if necessary, to the end of the session to 
defeat the express will of the whole American people and not allow 
the resolutions to go on the records of Congress. When that sit- 
uation was made known to the conferees on the part of the House, 
we saw that if we wished to carry out the will of the people, there 
was but one way, and that was to acquiesce in the Senate resolu- 
tions, withdraw them from the consideration of that body, and 
bring them back to the House of Representatives, which is closer, 
nearer, and dearer to the people of this country, and where we 
could see that the wishes and sentiment of the American people 
might be embodied in the resolution of sympathy and put on the 
records of Congress, and that this, the mother of Republics, was 
ready to hold out the hand of relief in any part of this continent 
to our struggling sisters who were seeking the establishment of 
self-government, The members of the Senate who were in the 
majority saw that under the rules of the Senate they could not 
force a vote to be taken on the resolution; and hence this was the 
only parliamentary solution of the difficulty. It is for this reason 
that the conferees, having held out for the adoption of their own 
resolution, agreed to accept the Senate resolutions and bring them 
back and recommend their passage by the House of Representatives. 

Now, another claim has been set up here that there is no gov- 
ernment in the nature of a Republic in Cuba; that these men were 
bandits; that it was a negro uprising or insurrection, and that we 
ha ve no information here to warrant us in extending belligerency 
to those people fighting for liberty on the Island of Cuba. 


I wish to state, sir, and I do it on the most accurate informa- 
tion which, after two months of investigation, I have been able 
to obtain, that that charge is absolutely untrue. There was a 


congress held at Jimaguyu, a town in the Island of Cuba, at 
which there were representatives from every province of that 
island. They adopted a constitution. So careful was their consid- 
eration and so well weighed was their action that when it was 
Shope to establish a military dictatorship it was not allowed. 
ey said they would have a civil form of government, that the 
military should be subservient to it and under its direction, and 
a regular civil government was organized then and there. I will 
ive you a list of the men who constituted the president and cab- 
inet of this Republic, because I wish to show their character; that 
they are not adventurers; that they are people of standing and 
pom non that they are patriots who are striving, as did our fore- 
athers over a century ago, to establish the eternal right of self- 
government on the Island of Cuba, almost the last vestige of land 
on this Western Continent of ours that is subject to royal control. 
The president is the ex-Marquis Santa Lucia, a man whose love 
of li was so great that he laid down his title and became a 


plain citizen. 
The vice-president is Bartolomé Masso, 
The secretary of foreign affairs is Rafael Portuondo, who was 


= attorney of good standing, and assistant district attorney under 
pain. 

The secretary of war is General Roloff, a man well known as 
being always ready to lend his aid to the cause of liberty. 

The subsecretary of war is Mario Menocal, an engineer, a name 
well known in our country, and he is the nephew of the man who 
has had so much to do with the Nicaragua Canal. 

The secretary of the treasury is Sarcio Pina, a man of good 
family and of high distinction. 

The secretary of the interior is Dr. Santiago Canizareo, who was 
port physician under Spain. : 

The subsecretary of foreign affairs is Dr. Dominiquez, one of 
the survivors of the massacre of the students by the volunteers, 
ee such a stain on the last war that was waged in Cuba 
in > 

The subtreasurer is Dr. Joaquin Castillo, who is known proba- 
bly to every man in this House as having been a member of the 
Jeannette expedition to the polar regions. 

Sir, there is not a colored man in the whole list that I have read. 
There is not a man who holds a high commission in the insurgent 
army, except Maceo, who is not a white man. When these claims 
are made in order to deprecate these struggling patriots it is time 
they should be 5 on the floor of this House, and that the 
truth may prevail. 

Now, sir, to sustain this position, that even in the ranks there 
are plenty of native Cubans, I will quote from the official letters 
of the consuls of the United States. These are not newspa 
reports, These are what the subcommittee waited for before they 
reported these resolutions to the House, in order that they might 
have official information. Consul Hyatt writes: 


D the past week about 100 men have left Santiago to join the t 
8 of these men belong to the best families the 89 


gives a new phase to the uprising. 

Another consul writes: 

Men are constantly leaving the large centers of ulation to join the in- 
surgents, and the public opinion is rapidly going in that direction. 

There is another letter here somewhere, of similar import, which 
I can not at this moment find. 

Now, sir, the charge has been made—was dragged into this de- 
bate yesterday, and I do not see how it applies—of the great bar- 
barity that has been 3 in Spain. It was held up here, 
and the method of public execution described. How was it an- 
swered? Sir, when the gentleman from Maine rose in his place 
and in order to palliate the legalized cruelties of other countries 
cited the illegal acts of his own, and began to putin the official 
record of Congress the story of lynchings and tortures that had 
taken place in our country, it shows the weakness of his argu- 
ment. In the one horrible case which the gentleman cited as hav- 
ing occurred in this country, he did not even give the cause of it. 
He did not state that the mob was roused to its point of fury in 
avenging a crime that was so atrocious that I can not name it on 
the floor of this House. 

Sir, it is a bad cause and a weak argument when a man has to 
derogate his own country in order to mitigate the crimes of other 
lands when cruelty is charged against them. Sir, I care not 
whether oting be cruel or not—the gentleman says it is the 
legal deat Lyon bas Spain—I only know that in the last case of 
which I read in the papers it was stated that the public execu- 
tioner and his assistant fled from their work and could not pursue 


it. It was even too much for men trained to execute their public - 


function. 

Sir, all the cruelties that exist in this case are to be placed at 
the door of the Spanish as against these insurgents. I ask any 
man of fair judgment to read the official proclamation of the new 
governor-general, Weyler, who has taken his place to put down 
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this rebellion because Campos, who closed the last rebellion, not 
by force but by 3 has not succeeded in putting down 


this one. Campos closed the last rebellion by promising to these 

le autonomy, representation in the Cortes, and reform in the 

tion. These were p i after the vain endeavor for ten 
long years to put down the rebellion by force. Not one of those 
promises, practically, has been kept, and that is the reason for this 
new outburst on the of the Cubans against Spanish imposi- 
tion and Spanish cruelty, in order to free themselves from the great 
burden of taxation which has been imposed upon them. 

Now, sir, I come down to the question of belligerency. It has 
been much discussed on the floor of this House. eare told that 
these people are not entitled to the rights of belligerents, first, 
because ew have no capital; second, because they do not possess 
a seaport, and third, because they fly no flag on the high seas. 
Gentlemen, these are not requisites under international law for the 
granting of the rights of belligerency. The fact of the existence 
of a capital permanently located is the best evidence probably of 
the existence of a permanent government. The ion of a 
port shows they are able to hold it against the force of the parent 
government, So far as this cause is concerned, they have got a 
capital; it is located, I will admit. on the Cubitas Mountains; but 
it is so strong and so impregnable that, although 6,000 Spanish 
troops have occupied a position fora space of one year within 6 miles 
of that place, they dare not attempt to take it. The gentleman 


from ine has said that this is one reason why belligerency 
should not be nee 
I wonder, Mr. Speaker, if when some sturdy delegate to the 


Continental Congress when he arrived at the city of Philadel- 
phia, to take his place there and represent his district, had found 
that the capital of the then struggling Republic of the United 
States had been moved to Lancaster, would he have said, Our 
cause is lost; our cause is not just, because our permanent capital 
has been removed”? Methinks he would have pursued his travel 
to Lancaster; and when he arrived there, and found that the capi- 
tal of the Republic had been moved farther on, do you think that 
the heart of that sturdy old New England delegate to the Conti- 
nental Congress would have failed him and that he would have 
said, The Republic is lost; our cause is a hopeless cause; the 
capital has moved back to the mountains of Pennsylvania, to 
York”? No, sir; methinks he would have gone to the mountains 
of Pennsylvania, where was located the capital of our Republic, 
and when there he would have voted for new supplies and made 
arrangement for the raising of new men, and not have said that 
the cause of the great American people was hopeless or lost be- 
cause the capital had been moved to the mountains. [Loud ap- 
lause.] But, sir, the tone of New England was different in those 
ys from what it is now; and we in the Middle States look for 
inspiration to Plymouth Rock, and not for cold water and argu- 
ments against the people who are struggling for liberty. 

Now, sir, belli mcy means a state of war. Whenever men 
can establish under international law that astate of war has been 
maintained for a reasonable time its people are entitled to bellig- 
erency. I will ask any rational man if, when the official records 
of Spain show that 120,000 Spanish troops have been sent to Cuba 
in the past year, that is not a state of war? I will quote froma 
Spanish 8 to show that my sources of information are 
utterly imparti It says (I will translate): 

t of our troo 000 ts. Thirty thousand of them 
as Sr eae {referring tot the 9 SATs armed. 

This is from El Pais of the 9th of January of this year. 

Can any man maintain that an army of 120,000 troops, reenforced 
by 40,000 volunteers in Cuba, on the one side, and on the other 

000 men, who, in spite of the disparity of the numbers to-day, 
at the end of eighteen months of battle, the Spaniards have not 
even gained a foot from the Cubans, but have lost, lost until they 
have gone to the very gates of Habana, the capital of the island; 
and had they had artillery or had they more arms to equip a suffi- 
cient number of men they could have captured the city and swept 
the Spaniards into the sea. 

Now as to the m of General Grant, which was quoted 
here as a precedent. o man, sir, should stand higher or have 
more poet wh with the people of this country and with its repre- 
sentatives, especially on a question of war, than the great captain- 
general who saved our country. But, sir, one fact must re- 
membered: General Grant personally always gave his ai hae ref 
and would have recogni the belligerency of the Cubans if it 
had not been for the advice and influence of his Secretary of State. 
In a recent interview with the Hon. Hamilton Fish, his son, now 
living in Albany, he gave out a portion of his father’s diary, where 
General Grant was just about to recognize the Cubans, when the 
Secretary of State sent for him and persuaded him against it; and 
General Grant, with 5 breadth of mind for which he was 
so much credited, at the advice of the Secretary of State, did not 
carry out his purpose. Sir, with all due respect to Hamilton Fish, 
whom I honor and admire and whose acquaintance I possessed, it 


was the same influence upon Secretary Fish—the business inter- 
ests of New York—that had great weight with him, and the same 
that makes a Senator of that State stand on the floor of the Sen- 
ate and oppose it to-day. The business interests and the stock 
market do not represent the sentiment of 70,000,000 people of our 
great Republic. 

Now, sir, I claim that under international law they are entitled 
to belligerency, because they have an established government of 
their own. They have gained possession of almost the entire 
island, and have an independent government of the island. 
They have governors in their provinces who control the civil 
authorities. They have prefectos in every district who administer 
justice, and who levy supplies and forward them to the army; 
and while that may not be called taxation, that is what it is toall 
intents and purposes, for the money is generally used just as if 
it were raised by taxation. 

There is one other point of international law that I wish to refer 
to before I close. It is a well-admitted principle which has been 
enforced time and time again, that when the material interests of 
any country are affected by strife, either internal or foreign, going 
on in a neighboring state—when the commerce, the manufactures, 
or the sources of commercial supply of that country are seriously 
interfered with—its government, under the law of self-preserva- 
tion, has a right to intervene to put an end to the strife. 

Before emphasizing this e I wish to advert for a mo- 
ment to another point. It has been asserted here that the ple 
in the towns in Cuba are not in sympathy with the revolutionary 
movement and that it is limited entirely to the agricultural dis- 
tricts. I have here a copy of a set of resolutions adopted by the 
officials of the town of Mantua, one of the towns that the insur- 
gents captured and held for quite atime. The original of these 
resolutions, attested by the seal of the town, is in possession of 
Senator SHERMAN, so that there can be no doubt as to its authen- 
ticity. In that town when the people were free, under the protec- 
tion of the insurgents, and had full liberty to express their opin- 
ions, they these resolutions: 

Pedro Sauchez 
certifies that in ae, . chktee oo 9 
bad literally says: 


Uinutes: In the town of Mantua on the 23d day of the month of January, 
1895, there assembled in the town hall the most important residents of t 
eee without distinction of politi opinions, eae over by the mayor. 

he following were present at on: The lieutenant-general and chief 
of the invading army, Antonio Maceo, accompanied by his chief of staff, Briga- 
dier Jose Maceo, and the chief of the First Brigade of Las Villas, Juan Bruno 

as. I declare as follows: 

First, that the town of Mantua is in the western extremity of the island, in 
the Province of Pinar del Rio. 

Second, that General Maceo with forces under him has occupied the town 
lives and all kinds of 


s — Jose Granda, 
Branio V. Blanco, Antonio Menendez, Manuel Quintana, Jaime Vives, Jose 


H. Pelaez. 
The secretary of the council, Pedro Sauchez, and at the zeguen of Brigadier 
Jose Miro, I give the above copy with the assents of the p dent, in Mantua, 


on the 23d of January, 1896. 
(SEAL OF THE TOWN.) PEDRO SAUCHEZ (signed). 


The President Torts (signed). 


Now, Mr. Spake, I revert to the principle of international 
law of which I have just spoken, the right of a country to inter- 
vene where its material interests are affected. Our own country 
is dependent on the Island of Cuba for some of the necessaries of 
life. It is also dependent on that island for some of the materials 
which go into our great structural buildings. It is also dependent 
on that island for some of the fruits in most common use. It is 
also dependent on that island for several of its luxuries. Now, 
when the condition has arrived in which the material wealth of 
our country, the necessities of our people, the luxuries of our 
people, the materials which go into our manufactures, the trade 
and commerce in which our merchants make their profits—when 
the condition is reached where those great interests have been 
materially interfered with for a period of one year, we have the 
right, under the 8 of international law which I have cited, 
to intervene in this dispute. If the war in Cuba continues, the 
island will be devastated from one end to the other in such a wa 

and to such a degree that fifty years will not suffice to restore it 
to a condition which will enable it to supply us with those necessa- 
ries and luxuries which we have heretofore obtained from there, 
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The time has come, therefore, when something ought to be done, 
and if the granting of belligerency tends in the direction of putting 
an end to this struggle, this House will be fully justified in pass- 
ing these resolutions, 

ut, Mr. Speaker, there is another consideration, a higher 
consideration. I believe, sir, that this Western Hemisphere of 
ours has been dedicated to the right of self-government. One by 
one Spain has lost her colonies. Following the example set by 
this. the mother of republics on our Western Continent, they 
have separated from the mother country. One by one they have 
established themselves as republics in North, South, and Central 
America, until now Cuba and Costa Rica alone remain. Spain 
can not hold Cuba. That island is bound to follow the inevitable 
law of nature. Spain will lose Cuba just as she lost her other 
colonies. For seventy years this warfare has been going on in 
the Island of Cuba. As I have already stated, the last rebellion 
was put down only y compromise. It was never conquered. 
Those people never will be conquered. 5 

Meet them; see the spirit that animates them; look how they 
fight! The well-trained soldiers of the regular army of Spain 
can not withstand the onset of those Cuban patriots, armed sim- 
ply with the machete; they can not withstand the onset of those 
men fighting for liberty. The Spanish troops dare not go beyond 
their own fortifications. Whenever they do so they are compelled 
to retreat. On the other hand, the insurgent forces wander at 
will from one end of the island totheother. The Spaniards, with 
all their warlike appliances, their armed railroad cars, their can- 
non, and their well-trained troops, can not prevent the insurgents 
from traveling from one province to another. They have had 
them hemmed in time and time again, but never have been able to 
hold them there. The continuance of the conflict is inevitable 
and can have but one result. Why? Because it is a war waged 
on the part of liberty as against oppression; because it is waged 
by a people who are fighting for the same cause that sustained our 
ancestors—the right not to be taxed without representation. 

The people of Cuba are overtaxed, and not only that, but the 
appointments of collectors of taxes are limited entirely to minions 
0 ppan who are sent to Cuba from the mother country. Even 
the Cuban volunteers, so called, that they claim are fighting for 
ppan are Spaniards, not Cubans. They not arm the Cubans. 

ey raised a regiment of native Cubans and sent them into the 
field. as soon as they met the insurgent forces the entire regiment 
deserted, under the command of the lientenant-colonel, and the col- 
onel of the regiment (Cineros) was so mortified that he committed 
suicide. The so-called Cubans who are fighting for Spain are not 
native Cubans; they are Spaniards who have gone to Cuba in times 
of peace, many of them to escape the five years of military service 
required in Spain, oe to serve in Cuba, where the term is 
but three years. The Spaniards can not get white native Cubans 
to fight against their country. The native Cubans are with the 
insurgents in the field, and I believe that if they could get into 
the towns nearly everywhere would be heard similar expressions 
to that which I have read you from the city of Mantua. 

Sir, the conflict will go on until victory crowns the efforts of 
those men fighting for freedom. Spain will never conquer Cuba. 
Cuba will join the list of the great Republics founded in this our 
Western Hemisphere, and soon from one end of the continent to 
the other there will be only that form of government which is 
dedicated to the rights of mankind, where white and black shall 
have the same civil and religious rights, and where the people 
shall have that free government which is their right, undictated 
to sad a by any power of Continental Loud 
applause. 

“| r. Hrrr addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Powers). The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] is recognized. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I am aware 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman from Massachusetts 1 KN Ox], 
who has a letter he desires to read from his co Mr 
DRAPER], a member of the committee, would like to 

i for seven minutes. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I have no objection to yield- 
ing for that ee 

e SPEAKE pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Knox] will proceed. 

Mr. KNOX. . Speaker, I have intrusted to me a letter from 
my colleague, General DRAPER, a member of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. He has sent me this letter that 1 may ree it to 
the House. I differ with him, much to my regret, in the position 
he takes. He is opposed to these resolutions, while I am in favor 
of them. Idiffer, with similar regret, from others of my colleagues 
from Massachusetts. It seems to me that the . of the 
patriots of Cuba can not but excite the sympathy of a people 
and their earnest solicitude for the success of those who in the 
love of liberty and the desire for a free government have taken 
up arms and appealed to the God of battles, This I understand 


urope. 


recog- 


to be the sentiment of the Republican platform in Massachusetts, 
That platform expresses not merely sympathy for the Cubans, but 
desire for their success, and urges the United States (of which we 
here are the 1 to take measures to put an end to 
this cruel and barbarous war. Now, if we fail to express in some 
practical and efficient manner such sympathy and solicitude for 
the Cuban patriots we shall incur, I think, not only the loss of our 
own self-respect, but the contempt ol foreign nations. 

There are two ways in which this sympathy may be expressed, 
If it shall be made to appear that this war is carried on with bar- 
barity, cruelty, and atrocity on the part of the Spanish soldiery, 
is attended with the slaughter of noncombatants and women 
and children, then it would be the duty of this Government (if 
such course should be necessary) to interfere in the interest of 
our common humanity. The locality of this contest is so near 
that we could not be indifferent. We could not shelter ourselves 
by saying that we were ignorant of the facts; and if such crimes 
were permitted by one great power of the Western Hemisphere, 
we enoui be held responsible for them in the eyes of the civilized 
wor. 

But in the absence of such evidence there are other ways by 
which we can show our sympathy. One is by the adoption of 
such resolutions as those now pending, in favor of giving igor 
ent rights to these struggling This course all the undi 
puted facts clearly point out as correct. It can be said with no 
extravagance of statement that if there ever was a revolution 
which was absolutely justified it is that now in progress in Cuba. 
Long years of misrule, of oppressive taxation wrung from the 
people with no beneficial returns, the denial of common right and 
— 7 — to numbers of those people, left no course to the Cubans 

ut an appeal to arms. That appeal has been sustained by an or- 
ganized . and officered, which has made marches 
and fought es and endured privations and sufferings that 
challenge the admiration of the world. And somewhere, Mr. 
Speaker, in the mountains of Cuba, those ancient fastnesses of lib- 
erty, there has been a government established, founded on justice 
and the 1 of man. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Cubans may point, as to the permanence 
of this revolution, not alone to their present achievements, but to 
their past histo: That history is glorified by deeds of valor, by 
endurance of suffering that always accompany a struggle for free- 
dom wherever it is carried on. They surrendered in 1878; but 
they were unconquered, although they had met the whole power 
of Spain for more than ten years in open warfare, unaided and 
alone. Is there any reason to suppose, Mr. S er, that the pres- 
ent war will be less prolonged? n anybody say with any foun- 
dation of fact or reason that this is but a temporary revolution— 
a mere ebullition of 55 discontent? No, sir; it is war, bitter 
and prolonged war, and can have but one result the freedom of 
Cuba or the annihilation of the native population of that island. 

If we consider the facts as they exist, and judge the future by 
the past, we should give to these men the rights of belligerents. 
If we fail to do it we shall be false to that changeless tradition of 
our own country, to that love of liberty which has here its higli 
est earthly exemplification, and shall be unfaithful to a duty that 
is laid upon us and which we have no choice but to discharge. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, lest my time should entirely expire, I 
will discharge the duty imposed upon me of reading this letter of my 
distinguished colleague, with whom I differ with so much regret. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 26, 1896. 
My DEAR FRIEND Knox: I am unfortunate asa Representative in Con- 
ess in having a business that makes occasional imperative demands, and 
hese demands sometimes come at unfortunate times. Asa member of the 
Foreign Affairs Committee, I have formed some definite ideas on the Cuban 
question, and though I expressed them fully in committee, I was compelled 
to be away when the resolutions were brought before the House some weeks 


8 no idea that they would be back again in any form, I have made en- 
ments necessitating my leaving for New England to-morrow, and now 
it seems probable that resolutions in some form according belligerent rights 
to ee will be reported from the conference committee during 
my absence. 
Under these circumstances, if you will get time during the debate and 
re s no * xp y absen 
ad this note in the course of your remarks, it will explain my absence to 
those who feel as I do, and wha might expect to hear from me as a member 
of the committee. 
I am opposed to any resolution according belligerent rights to the Cubans 
under present circumstances for at least two reasons: 
First. The facts do not warrant according them, if the writers on inter- 
national law have any weight in such matters. . 
Second. These unnecessary disturbances of our foreign relations are hav- 
ing and will have a disastrous effect upon business in our own country. 
should say much more if I had opportunity to speak, but perhaps this is 
all of gour time that I ought to occupy. 
incerely, yours, 
Hon. W. S. KNOX, 
House of Representatives. 


I read this letter during my own time, and regret that I can not 
agree with the opinion therein expressed. Iam in favor of grant- 
ing belligerent rights to the Cubans, that they may have their 
freedom, that their country may be as free as ours. [Applause.] 


WILLIAM F. DRAPER. 
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Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I should be glad if we could agree as 


to the time at which to take the vote on these resolutions. A 
number of gentlemen have asked to speak, and I do not think 
there is any disposition to curtail debate unnecessarily. A great 
mnf gentlemen, however, are desirous of voting today: the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER], who is aware of the 
claims upon his side of the 1 for time, can suggest an hour 
when we may take a vote, I hope it will meet the assent of the 
whole House. 

Mr, TUCKER. If my friend will postpone his request until 
after the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] has 
spoken, I think we can agree upon a time. 

Mr. HITT, How much time does the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts desire to pe ae oe 

Mr. GILLETT. of husetts. Possibly not more than a 
few moments myself. e 

ro tempore. How much time does the gentle- 
(Mr: Hirt] yield? 
Massachusetts. The Chair will excuse me. 


time. 

Mr. HITT. No; my proposition was to arrange a time for tak- 
ing the vote. As the Phaser soos from Massachusetts expects to 
occupy but a few moments—— 

7 TT of Massachusetts. I desire there should be no 
misunderstanding. Iwas recognized and yielded to my colleague 
. Knox]. He spoke in my time. Now, [Iagain have the floor. 

‘Mr. BOU LE. There has been no limitation of time. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts was recognized in his own right. 

Mr. TUCKER. We will agree on the division of time here- 


after. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois if he has yielded time to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. HITT. There has been no adjustment of time yet, and no 
one has been designated to controlthe time. Thegentleman from 
Massachusetts desired to be recognized in his own right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will then recognize 
the gentleman in his own right. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I am aware 
ened it is useless as well as unpopular to oppose these resolu- 

ons, 8 

The overwhelming majority by which the resolutions presented 
before were passed showed the temper of the House, and for my- 
self I am ready to admit that I do not believe that it exaggerated 
public opinion. But with all due deference I do not think that 
public opinion ae to guide us in this instance, because I do 
not believe that public opinion observed the details of this meas- 
ure but looked at it simply as an expression of a sentiment of good 
will and friendliness toward the straggling people of Cuba. That 
I think, is a sentiment in which we a aang We all feel 
and would all be glad to 5 sympathy with Cuba, but everyone 
will admit that when the House of Representatives comes to ex- 
press an opinion, not on a gereret question of sympathy, but on 
a very delicate question involving constitutional and international 
law, it is not for us to be guided entirely by our sympathies or by 
public pathies, but it is our duty to analyze the question before 
us and decide it according to the law and the evidence. 

For myself, I sympathize most heartily with the cause of the 
Cuban insurgents. I do not see how an American citizen, with 
the historical memory 1 0 eave from our own Revolution, 
can feel otherwise toward an erican colony struggling against 
a European power, though I do not admit that the Cuban insur- 

ts are of the same stuff as were our Revolutionary ancestors. 

dif my sympathy was not enough, I might point to the fact 
that self-interest also calls for the absolute independence of Cuba, 
for Cuba free and independent would present an opening to our 
market and our industries and for the investments of capital and 
a reciprocal trade greatly to our advantage. 

So, in. Speaker, I freely admit at the outset of my remarks that 
not only motives of sympathy with the cause of struggling Cubans, 
5 of self-interest as well, make us desire the success of 

But that is not the question presented to us to-day. We arenot 
here to-day either to express sympathy or annex territory, and I 
think it is n for us to use special caution lest unwitting] 
to ourselves we mix the motives of love of humanity with self- 
interest, and lest when we think we are merely influenved by those 
feelings the real motive might be mercenary. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ApAms] said we were 
not in the habit of hearing from Massachusetts or New England 
voices against human freedom. That is true; but, Mr. Speaker, 
it is not simply love of freedom that characterizes Massachusetts. 
It is love of justice as well. And I think when a question of law 
is presented to us on which we must pass judgment, a grave ques- 


tion of intricate, delicate, constitutional law, she will insist upon 
her 5 not deciding from sympathy or sentiment, Dut 
she will expect them to hear the evidence, and if the evidence is 
against their sympathy she will expect them to stand by the dic- 
tates of judgment and justice; and although her sympathy, like 
ours, would naturally be with these resolutions, I think she will 
not blame us if we are compelled to decide against them, nor will 
she be ashamed if we.are in a small minority, when we are sup- 
ported by the words of George Washington and Ulysses S. Grant 
read yesterday. 

What is the resolution before us here? We are asked to express 
an opinion upon the rights of Cuba to. belligerency. Now, the 
fact that this is a mere question of opinion, a question of which 
we have no jurisdiction, is not tome an insuperable objection. If 
I sat on the other side of the House, if I recently argued and 
yoted for the doctrine that the House had no right to express an 
opinion on the conduct of a foreign ambassador because it was be- 
yond our jurisdiction, I might myself feel constrained to oppose this 
resolution on that ground. I think, however, this House has a 
right to express an opinion on any subject. Itis aquestion of ex- 
pediency; and the question reused now is whether it is wise on the 
part of Congress to express an oe on a moot question of inter- 
national law. To that there is this objection: The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hirt] yesterday admitted that this resolution accom- 
plished nothing. He admitted that by expressing our opinion that 
they are entitled to belligerent rights we do not give them those 
rights. Another department of the Government decides that. So 
we are here arrogating rights which are not given tous. Weare 
here usurping a jurisdiction which is not ours, simply in the hope 
of impressing the judgment of the Executive, who by the Constitu- 
tion has that jurisdiction. 

Now, it seems to me that on a delicate question of international 
relations it is not wise for us to express an opinion unless it 
amounts to something. It is not wise for us to usurp a jurisdic- 
tion and to express our opinion when we know and it is admitted 
that that opinion has no force. It does not bind Cuba. It does 
not bind Spain. It does not bind the United States. It binds no 
one but ourselves; and if our decision is right, if itis in accord 
with constitutional law, it does not help constitutional law any, 
and it does not help anyoneelse. If it is wrong,if we are making 
a mistake, if it is against constitutional law, it does not hurt con- 
stitutional law, but it does hurt the House of Representatives, 
It establishes a bad precedent for no useful purpose. That is one 
reason why I decline to vote for these resolutions. 

And there is another reason still more infiuential. I think that 
when we come to assume a jurisdiction that does not belong to 
us, and ress an opinion on a question of fact and of law which 
is not of right ours to decide, which is intruding upon another 
department of the Government, I think we ought tohave evidence 
to support it beyond all question. If there is adoubt on the mat- 
ter, if we can not be sure, if the evidence is conflicting or if it is 
vague, then I think we ought to abstain from any opinion. 

ow, in this case there is no question that the evidence is vague 
and contradictory and insufficient. What is it that they must 
provet I wish to read just one sentence, stating the constitutional 

w as General Grant understood it. He says in his message to 
Congress during the former Cuban revolution: 

To justify are tion of belligerency there must be, above all, a de facto 

litical on of the insurgents sufficient in character and resources 
constitute it, if left to itself, a state among nations, 

What do we know about the political organization of the Cuban 
insurgents? Dowe know that they are able to take their placeas 
a state among nations? Why, criticism has been upon 
Spain because in our civil war it prematurely recognized the Con- 
fed It has been said that was an improper and unfriendly 
act, and it has been argued upon that und that we ought to 
recognize Cuban belligerency. When Spain recognized the Con- 
federacy it held within its own exclusive power all the jurisdic- 
tion which it ever aimed tohold. It had driven from its borders 
the only hostile force. The courts were in session. Municipal 
government existed. States existed, all recognizing the supreme 
power of the government which was organized, and there was a 
unanimity among the people supporting it greater than there was 
among its opponents. There were also armies formed, recogniz- 
ing the jurisdiction, not merely pro for guerrilla skirmishes 
or for deyastation, but armies which, if war came, were sure to 
make a terrible and prodigious conflict. And there was no cause 
for them to make an attack. Unless the armies of the United 
States advanced to attack them, they not only would be recog- 
nized as belligerents but as independent. So that at that time 
they controlled all their territory. Their political organization 
was in full power, and they had an army ready to resist attack. 
It seems to me, when compared to that, it is preposterous to say 
that the present condition equally demands recognition. And yet 
we then complained that it was an improper, unfriendly act for 
Spain to recognize belligerency; and it seems to me if that did not 
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justify recognition, then we can not possibly claim to-day that 
recognition of the Cuban insurgents is justifiable. 5 

But my main objection, as I said before, is that this is an intru- 
sion upon an executive function which we ought not te undertake 
unless we are absolutely sure that the evidence warrants it. We 


are not sure. The evidence is doubtful, unreliable, and conflicting, 
and upon that ground we ought not to interfere with the execu- 
tive function. č 

Then 5 another 33 * et 5 A 
recognition o igerency does not depend simply upon the con- 
dition of the belligerents. Even if the facts justify it, there must 
still be decided the question of e iency. First, the facts must 
authorize it, and second, it must be expedient. 

Is it expedient to grant it? That is not for us to say. A de- 
partment of the Government has been constituted to decide that 
question, and if this House intrudes there, again we are usurping 
an executive prerogative. Now, why is recognition expedient? 
Does it do Cuba any good? Is it helpful to Cuba? The gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. Hirr] yesterday brought forward as the main 
` advantage to Cuba the fact that it would give her power and free- 
dom upon the sea. I do not know that there are any sailors in 
Cuba. The insurgents have no ports, rou have no aap Of 
what advantage will it be to recognize her belligerency and allow 
her to have her flag and her impossible vessels upon the sea? 

But there is another advantage to Cuba which I fear may fol- 
low. It will be likely to embroil us in war with Spain, and I be- 
lieve that is the main reason why the Cubans desire the passage 
of these resolutions. Their best hope of independence is a war 
between the United States and Spain, and the passage of these 
resolutions is one step toward it. I do not believe we have any 
moral right to enter upon war with Spain for this purpose. 
However we might think that we do it from love of humanity, 
certainly the other nations of the world would say we did it for 

ed of Cuban territory, and it seems to me it is wise for the 
Gnitea States, if it is going to wage war as a champion of hu- 
manity, to do it in a cause where we can not be accused of using 
humanity as a mere cloak for ambition. It is wise for us not to 
attempt to rescue Cuba in the name of philanthropy and leave it 
open for other nations to say we are aggrandizing our own terri- 
to 


Nr. WATSON of Ohio. Is there any attempt in these resolutions 
to rescue Cuba? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. There is no attempt in these 
resolutions, Mr. Chairman, but the argument that supports these 
resolutions, the reason that the Cubans desire them—and the only 
reason they would do Cuba any good—is because it may lead to 
that. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Do not the resolutions declare neutral- 
ity on our part. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. They do. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Has the gentleman any objection to ambi- 
tion when ambition is founded on humanity? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No, Mr. Speaker; only I think 
if the basis of our action is ambition we ought to make it known. 
I do not especially object to ambition for aggrandizement. Eng- 
land has been attacked very much for her ambition; but I thin 
if the United States is going to be actuated by ambition she ought 
to say so, and not say she is actuated by philanthropy. I think 
hypocrisy is a vastly worse vice than ambition or greed of terri- 


tory. 

Nowe, Mr. Speaker, the second resolution, which suggests that our 
friendly offices should be tendered to Spain, expresses my feelin 
and I should be glad to have the United States use any friendly 
offices and do anything it could in the way of kindness and peace- 
ful intervention in order to effect the independence of Cuba. The 
gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Hrrr] yesterday assured us that this 
resolution could not give just offense toSpain. I do not see why 
it could. This same step, as he said, has taken before. In 
the seventies the Uni States Government tried to intervene. 
She had negotiated a partial arrangement by which we should 

tee the obligations of Cuba and Cuba should be declared 
ee. I should rejoice if such an arrangement could be made to- 
. Gladly we might pay 8100, 000,000 to secure this. 
ut, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this very resolution shows 
the folly of at cb eos conduct. Does any man think that we 
can to-day usefully intervene? Does any man think, with the state 
of public opinion in Spain, 8 intervention of the United 
States would be possible? course it would not. And why? 
Because the Congress of the United States has stepped beyond its 
proper province and has used words which have offended the 
sensitiveness of Spain, so that no friendly intervention from this 
country will be allowed, and it seems to me that that very fact 
illustrates the folly of the House of Representatives engaging, out- 
side of its province, in matters of diplomacy. It seems to me that 
it is very possible that when intervention was before attempted 
it may have been acts in the United States that prevented its ful- 
fillment. Suppose our President, our Secretary of State, had at- 


tempted within the last year to offer his friendly offices; sup; 

negotiations have been going on, would not the conduct and the 
words that have been spoken in another branch of the Con of 
these United States have entirely stopped any such negotiations? 
So, it seems to me, this last resolution, whose spirit I heartily 
approve; has been rendered impotent by the acts and words of 


ngress, 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. In that connection—and I am in entire 
sympathy with the argument of the gentleman—on page 2343 of 
the RECORD, dated March 2,when we had these Senate resolutions 
under consideration, the distinguished chairman of the committee, 
for whom we all entertain the highest respect, expressed himself 
in reference to this second resolution which we are now asked to 
vote for, and said that it would be an insult to Spain. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Well, if the chairman of the 
committee said that at that time, certainly he said ganay quite 
the contr. I know that Philip was sober in both cases [laugh- - 
ter], but Ido not know which to accept, so I will accept the one 
which is most in accord with my own judgment, and that is the 
statement made eN. 

Mr. HITT (to Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts). If you say that 
I have made two contradictory statements, tell us what they are. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I did not say so. The — 
paon was made by the gentleman who interrupted me (Mr 

LACK of Georgia]. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Icalled attention to the fact that on 
the 2d of March, when we had these resolutions under considera- 
tion the first time, the gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, said this: 

The resolutions of the Senate, for which those of the House committee now 
offered are a substitute, are two in number; the first substantially the same 
as that reported by the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the second 


proposing that our Government should offer its friendly offices to Spain for 
the recognition of the independence of Cuba. z 


Now, on that second resolution he said: 


Every gentleman, on hearing that suggestion made or that proposition pre- 
sented to him, must think in a moment what would be the 8 if a prop- 
osition were made to our Government, for example, by the British minister, 
presenting resolutionsadopted by the British Parliament asking and desiring 
us to consent at oncé to the 5 of Texas, of Florida, or of Michigan. 
How long would he remain in Washin after presenting such a ition 
as that—after the self-respect of our Government had been thus insulted? 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. If the gentleman from Ili- 
nois desires to say anything in reply to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia now, I will of course yield for the purpose, but if he had just 
as soon wait until I finish—— 

Mr. HITT. As the gentleman from Massachusetts himself has 
expressed an opinion about my having made contradictory state- 
ments, if he had done me the honor to listen to what I said on 


ogee OPE 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts (interposing). Mr. Speaker, 
the gentleman must havemisunderstoodme. Isimplysaidthatthe 
gentieman who now stands before me [Mr. BLACK of Georgia] had 
that there was a contradiction between the two state- 
ments of the gentleman from Illinois, and I also said that my own 
judgment was in accord with the statement made by the gentleman 
from Illinois on yesterday, which I did him the honor and myself 
the pleasure to listen to with great attention. 

Mr. HITT. Then, if the gentleman did me the honor to listen to 
what I said, he knows that there is not the slightest contradiction 
between what I said yesterday and what I said on a former occa- 
sion. Lexplained yesterday that an offer of that kind made by 
England to our Government in time of peace would be regarded 
as unfriendly and offensive, and meant to be so, but that such an 
offer to Spain by our Government as was done by two of our Presi- 
dents to Spain when war is actually in progress would be a friendly 
act, and had been so received twice by Spain. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I did not say that the 
gentleman from Illinois had made contradictory statements; I 
simply called the attention of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
to what the gentleman from Illinois had said about this second 
resolution which we are now asked to vote for. 

E Mr. T eee r — the 8 e 
repeat again, Mr. Speaker, t I entirely agree with and acce! 
the opinion which the gentleman has expressed. 

Mr. HITT. Which gentleman? Two gentlemen have had a 
confidential conversation over there, none of which could be heard 


here. AEN x 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I accept implicitly, as Ihave 
already said, the statement which the gentleman from Illinois 
made yesterday and which I listened to with great pleasure and 
ofit, and it is because I do agree with him, because I do not be- 
ieve that this resolution conveys an insult to Spain, because I 
believe it is a friendly suggestion on our part—it is for that reason 
that I approve it and would gladly vote for it. But, as I said 
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before, I also think it is useless, and our friendly intervention with 

Spain would now be ineffectual, because in another branch of 

this Congress words have been spoken which have aroused the 

sensitiveness SHN os to such a point that no friendly interven- 
ta 


tion by the Uni tes will be accepted. It seems to me that 
this case illustrates very well the wisdom of that provision of our 
Constitution which places the power of dealing with these matters 
in another branch of the Government and not in Congress, where 
public excitement, the desire for applause, the desire to be on the 
popular side, may lead to speeches which are not discreet and 
which may excite foreign complications in connection with mat- 
ters that ought to be dealt with in a secret, restrained, reserved 
manner, in order that finally some friendly intervention may be 
made effectual. In short, I think the obvious fact that this last 
resolution would now be ineffectual is a conclusive proof of the 
folly of introducing and discussing these resolutions here. 
ow, Mr. Speaker, I do not think this House has any occasion 
to go into sucha discussion. It may be different elsewhere. It is 
an old trick of European sovereigns when the people are restive 
under their restraints to try to divert their attention from mis- 
government at home by directing it to foreign war and conquest. 
Tcan imagine something of that sort in this country. It is not, I 
believe, parliamentary to mention the other branch of Congress, 
but I can conceive that if there is anywhere on this hemisphere a 
legislative body which has forfeited public confidence, which is 
distrusted and discredited, which, when legislation for the good 
of its constituents has been presented to it, steadfastly put it 
to one side, which sees the country in bankruptcy and purena, 
trade dull, commerce paralyzed, industry dead, everybody appeal- 
ing to it for aid, and then which deliberately refuses that aid, I can, 
I say, conceive that if there were anywhere such a body as that, it 
might well try to divert public attention from its own misconduct 
by stirring up an excitement about foreign affairs, a sentiment for 
war, a fever of martial ambition and military glory, even if thereby 
they still further disturbed business and shattered public confi- 
dence, and might hope, by exciting some such gale of factitious 
enthusiasm, to turn from itself the reprobation it deserved and 
fan itself back into popularity and power. 

I do not believe this House needs to engage in any such discus- 
sion. I believe that its members have vigorously, energetically, 
wisely tried to improve the deplorable condition of the country 
and better the welfare of their constituents. If their efforts have 
not succeeded, the people know where the responsibility rests; and 
I believe it is not only for the pons good of this House, but for 
our permanent popularity at home and the good of our constit- 
uents, to continue devoting ourselves to the legitimate province of 
Con and the best interests of this country, letting it be 
understood that this end of the Capitol is here for business and 
not for ‘‘buncombe.” I believe such a course will ultimately 
tend to the strength of the House as well as to the good of the 
country. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I suppose I shall undoubtedly be misrepre- 
sented outside for the ground I have taken here. I shall be ac- 
cused at home of being a friend of Spain and an enemy of liberty. 
But I hope in this House I shall not. I hope it will be explicit y 
understood that, as I have stated, I am in entire sympathy wit 
the independence of Cuba. I hope there may be established a 
stable, permanent, and successful republic. I wish it because of 
my sympathy with Cuba and also because of a sentiment of self- 
interest on the part of the United States. So 1 0 I would 

ladly vote for any resolutions of sympathy But I will not vote 

or this resolution recognizing belligerency, which calls upon us 
to decide on doubtful evidence a question of fact and of law on an 
important international issue which is beyond our province, binds 
EE but ourselves, and accomplishes nothing except to estab- 
lish a precedent which may come back to piagno us. [Applause.] 
Mr. B r, I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman can not reserve the remainder of his 
time, if the arrangement which I am about to suggest should be 


made. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not desire to reserve the 
time for myself. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman can not reserve it for anybody else. 
If an arrangement for takin, Akg? vote should now be e, as I 
trust it may be, I should be glad if the House would assent to the 

roposition to have the vote to-day—at 4 o’clock or 5 o'clock. 
Cries of “Now!” “Now!”] 

Mr. TUCKER. There are gentlemen on this side of the House 
who desire to be heardon this question, and I think there would 
be desired on.this side about an hour and thirty minutes—perhaps 
an hour and forty-five minutes. 

Mr. QUIGG. Then we could not vote to-night. 

Mr. HITT. I suggest, then, Mr. Speaker, as there is a desire on 
the part of many members to address the House, that it be agreed 
by unanimous consent that the remainder of this day’s session, 
poog to whatever hour the House may see fit, be devoted to 

discussion of this conference report, and that the vote be taken 


on Monday morning, without further debate, immediately after 
the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I suggest to the chairman of 
our committee [Mr. Hirr], and also to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Virginia Mr. TUCKER], that we have 
a vote this afternoon. Let the question be discussed from now 
until half past 4 o’clock or 5 o’clock, and then let the vote be taken. 
[Applause. 

Several MEMBERS, Let us vote now. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Next Monday is suspension 
day, and other matters of importance will come up then. I think 
we might have a vote this rnoon at 5 o'clock, [Cries of All 


right.” 

Ar, TT. I ask unanimous consent, then, that the vote be 
taken at 5 o’clock this afternoon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hirr] asks unanimous consent that the vote be taken on the 
pending question at 5 o’clock this afternoon. 

Mr. MAHON. I object. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then I suggest 4 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois 
modify his request by substituting 4 o’clock? 

. As objection has been made, my request is now at 
an end. 

Mr. TUCKER. I hope the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] will not be adopted. There are gen- 
tlemen here who want to be heard on this question and who have 
a right to be heard. 

. McCREARY of Kentucky. I withdraw the suggestion for 
a vote at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. TUCKER. Iam perfectly willing that we should have a 
vote this evening; but these gentlemen have the right to be heard. 

Mr. HITT. There has been objection raised by so many gen- 
tlemen to any proposition to close debate this afternoon that it 
would seem impossible to secure consent for any proposition of 
that kind. I therefore make the motion—I do not ask unanimous 
consent—that the time for debate on this conference report be 
limited to this day and that the vote be taken on Monday after 
the 8 Journal without further debate. 

Mr. RIC DSON. It is not in order, I will suggest to the 
gentleman, to make the motion. I think we can agree by unani- 
mous consent on a time. 

Mr. HITT. Objection is made to the request. I make the mo- 
Ponpa Speaker, if in order; and on that demand the previous 
question. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill make no objection to the motion; al- 
though it seems to me that the gentleman can get unanimous con- 
sent if he asks again. I know of no way of closing debate except 
by moving the previous question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Isuggest that the gentleman make the 
request again. 

Ir. HITT. Then I will make the request again, Mr. Speaker; 
the same request, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that the debate close to-day, and that the vote be taken on 
Monday morning eee Pg the reading of the Journal, 
without further discussion. there objection? 

Mr. MAHON. I will object to that if the gentleman will not 
include also a night session to be held for debate. 

Mr. QUIGG. y do you want a night session? 

Mr. MAHON. There are men here, let me say to the gentleman, 
who wish to be heard. Why not have a session to-night and give 
them a chance? This is a very important 8 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

Mr. MAHON. I object unless we can agree to have a night 


session. 

Mr. HITT. Then I will put it as a part of my request that the 
House at 5 o'clock take a recess until 8 o'clock, to continue in ses- 
sion, say until 10 o’clock, for debate only on this question, and that 
the vote be taken on Monday immediately after the reading of the 
Journal without further debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the gentleman’s re- 
quest to the House. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that the House, at 5 o’clock, take a recess until 8 o’clock, 
the evening session to closè at 10 o'clock, for debate only on the 
conference report, and that a vote be taken on Monday morning 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, without further 
debate. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HITT. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will recognize some 
one on either side to control the time we can make some arrange- 
ment or adjustment of it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If it 8 bra a motion, I would 
move that the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Hirt] have the con- 
trol of the affirmative and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
TUCKER] the negative. 
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The SPEAKER. That would require unanimous consent. If 
there be no objection, the Chair will recognize the gentlemen 
named to control the time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HITT. Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from Texas 

2 g 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with a great 
deal of interest to this debate from its inception to this time, and 
have felt no disposition at all to enter into any discussion of the 
ee as presented by the resolution before the House. But as 

ere has been no one from my of the country who has seen 
fit to exffress any views on the subject at all, at the solicitation of 
some of my friends I agreed to make a few remarks, 

I have no disposition to go into an extended or elaborate argu- 
ment on the question; but I do desire to answer some ar ents 
that have been presented by gentlemen on the other side of the 
question. Now, it has been said by my friend from Pennsylvania, 
who sits before me [Mr. ApAms], that those who oppose these reso- 
lutions declare that there is no one supporting the resolution except 
the people of the country. That may be so to some extent, but I 
have long since learned that the country =e as a rule are gen- 
erally on the right side of all questions. I have also learned, and 
have learned since the discussion of these resolutions commenced, 
within the last two or three weeks, that there is a certain class of 
men who live on the continent of America (and who ought to 
have more patriotism) who have been covering every member’s 
desk for the last two or three weeks with cries that the commer- 
cial interests of the country will be ruined, that the money inter- 
ests were all involved in this question, and“ for God's sake stop 
this hue and cry about Cuba.” I received some of these circulars 
this morning, and after reading them came to the conclusion that 
there was a great number—no; I will not say a great number; I 
will take that back—but that there is a small number of people 
who claim to be American citizens, and if their combined patriot- 
ism was all condensed into a small space it would not exceed the 
size of a copper cent. [Laughter and applause. ] 

They have forgotten the duties and obligations, it seems to me, 
that they owe toa struggling people—Cuba; and when I read the 
history of the struggles of this nation in its infancy, when that gal- 
lant General Washington was being driven from post to pillar by 
overwhelming forces, how any man on this floor can say that the 
Cubans are not entitled to belligerent rights because they failed 
to face the Spanien army and fight some great battle—that they are 
always on the retreat—I can not understand way boy should be 
condemned for this method of warfare, for this always been 
the policy of a wise general in command of an army, to adapt 
himself to the conditions surrounding him and make, if necessary, 
a skillful and successful retreat in the face of an overwhelming 
enemy; and the general who can do that is a greater general than 
he who fights and has his men slaughtered that he may hold the 
battlefield, 

It is the policy of a wise general to husband his resources, to 
husband the lives of his soldiers, to husband the lives of his men, 
through which alone he can e: t to succeed against overwhelm- 
1 And I say y that Maceo and Gomez have 
exhibited a degree of generalship that has never been excelled in 
the history of this or any other nation. Onan island not larger 
than my district, not containing as much territory as there is 
in my Congressional district, Spain has landed 125,000 troops to 
put down what it says is a mere faction in that island, who are 
mere bandits. In addition to that, the gentleman from Maine 

Mr. 1 3 said that large numbers of Cubans 

d entered the field on the side of Spain. He said about 40,000 
had done so. These, with 125,000 sent by Spain to Cuba, make 
165,000. So 165,000 men who have been upon the trail of these 
patriots for more than a year have never been enabled to hold 
any of the territory of Cuba out of the reach of the cannon of the 
Spanish gunboats. 

These Cubans are struggling for liberty, and it will be a blot 
upon the American name if we do not raise our voices in defense 
of these people; and not only that, but take whatever steps are 
necessary to uphold the hands of these struggling patriots while 
they wrestle against an overwhelming force. 

ow, if these people are not entitled to belligerent rights, what 
was our condition during our struggle for independence? We 
never had in the American Army more than 38,000 soldiersat any 
onetime. The British never exceeded over 68,000, and for seven 
long years we struggled with might and main. Never have a 
people struggled harder than we did. Our rights were i 
nized. While we were driven from our capital, while we held 
none of the coast, while we had no navy, yet the nations of the 
earth said to us, You are entitled to belligerent rights.” And 
yet Americans in this day and time tell us that these strugglin: 
Cubans are not entitled to N rights. If I had my wart 
should go further than this resolution goes; but as the committee 
in its wisdom has seen fit to accept these resolutions as they come 
from the Senate, Iam willing to accept them, not as an antidote 


for all the crimes that have been perpetrated, but I say to-day that 
we owe it to these struggling patriots upon our border to acknowl- 
edge their independence. That is what they deserve. [Applause.] 
They have won the right to that recognition, and are entitled to 
it. If I had my way I should take this old wolf Spain, which 
has had all of its colonies by the throat for the last hundred years, 
and has sucked the life blood out of them until they could stand 
it no longer and have revolted, and as my friend to-day said, 
Sas has lost the last colony which she has upon our border—I 
tell you it is an act that we owe to these people to take this old 
wolf by the throat and tell her that she must take her Weyler 
and her murderers off the Island of Cuba and give its people their 


independence, 1 

Mr. HITT. it er, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. WoopMAN]. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, it seems time that the matter 


of recognition of the Cubans was disposed of. It has been drag- 
ging along week after week, while some of the honorable gentle- 
men at the other end of the Capitol have been talking eloquently 
against it and against time. 

Now, I submit that itis time to act, The butchery and outrage 
of the Spanish commander in that island is daily going on, and 
the brutality of it is recorded in the morniog pa rs every day. 
Only a day or two ago was the record published of five men, cap- 
tured as prisoners of war, who were garroted as murderers, vio- 
lators, and incendiaries. 

Mr. Speaker, this nation should enter a protest against such 
inhumanity and such arrant cowardice as is involved in the butch- 
ery of prisoners of war. The ting of belligerent rights to 
Cuba will do more than to enable the government of that island 
to purchase arms, ammunition, and supplies in the United States; 
it will place upon Spain the necessity of conducting its warfare 
according to the recognized rules of war. It is considered in 
international law that any nation has a right to interfere in any 
conflict if such interference be on the grounds of ordinary human- 
ity. And the rules of war do not encourage, under any circum- 
stances, the massacre of defenseless pons who may have been 
captured. There is one pertinent fact in this connection. All 
the prisoners taken by the Spanish army are executed, while the 
Spanish troops, when taken by the 8 of Cuba, either join 
the Cuban army or are confined till Cuba shall be free. 

Much has been said of the incendiarism of the patriots. That 
is simple. The orders of the Republic of Cuba were that no cane 
should be ground, as the product of the cane fields produce a large 
revenue for Spain. It is probable that the fields of such planters 
as disobeyed the order may have been burned, just as any army 
would destroy supplies to prevent their falling into the hands of 
the enemy. On the other hand, Spain insists on treating Cuban 
patriots, the men who possess and maintain control of almost the 
whole island, except a few seaports, as murderers and incendi- 
aries, and executes them forthwith. It is a violation of humanity; 
it is a violation of the rules of warfare; it is a violation of all the 
principles that men hold most dear, Consequently, I say that it 
is true that Congress should put its seal of condemnation on the 
practices of Spain in Cuba, and give to those who are struggling 
for freedom the rights which nature and nature’s God demand. 
[Applause. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to my col- 
ae 
r. 


Mr. ELLETT of Wirgina]: 
LETT of Virginia. T. Speaker, the House is now con- 
sidering a question ot great momentand importance, and the result 
of its deliberations will affect most gravely not only our owncoun- 
try, but Spain and her struggling dependency—Cuba, “the Gem of 
the Antilles.” As an individual, as a simple American citizen, I, 
from the bottom of my heart, would rejoice toseeCuba free. My 
warmest s puna go out to every people struggling for the 
blessings of liberty, to every man who, following the example of 
our patriots of the Revolution, is seeking those blessings which 
we have enjoyed for over one hundred years. 

Addressing this body, however, and in this presence, I have 
what I consider a higher duty to perform. We are not here to 
express our individual sympathies, preferences, or prejudices, as 
seems to have been the case withmany. Weare hereas the direct 
representatives of 173,000 people of our respective districts, but 
over and above that we are here as the representatives of this 
great Union, and in that capacity our responsibility becomes those 
of judges in this matter. 

‘herefore we should approach and discuss this question with 
deliberation and not with passion and prejudice. e should not 
endeavor to inflame the passions of this House by such terms as 
the wolf of Spain,” „the tyrant Weyler,” and by introducing 

ictures from illustrated papers with long citations from preju- 

ced journals, but should approach the subject with that cates 
deliberation worthy of the dignity of this great Republic. We 
should consider the international laws relating to belligerency 
and be puca thereby, and this country should act as becomes 
one of the friendly family of nations. : 
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Mr. Speaker, i, f cy is a pure question of fact. The defi- 
nition of the word belligerent = “actually at war.” And the 
uestion of ition of belligerent rights is not one inherent 
in the country which is seeking recognition, but it is one entirely 
at the will and pleasure of the country granting that recognition, 
and they must take the responsibility therefor. I should certainly 
be inclined to defer to the great will of the majority as so numer- 
ously expressed here, were I not well fortified by the past histo: 
and precedents of my own country and sustained by no less a sol- 
dier than General Grant, who, when President of the United 
States, and acting under identically the same circumstances, laid 
down this as the rule that should_govern the Congress of the 
United States at that time. 
Before I read it, however, permit me to state that, while I was 
not here, I have been authoritatively informed, that the same 
ions and prejudices were rushing through both branches of 
Dongress at that time as seem now to prevail. This message not 
only allayed that feeling, but caused the question to pass from 
discussion by both bodies of the Congress and by the people of the 
whole country. 
of fact, not_to be decided 
Ley at ney dar na eee The relations between 
ee must amount in, fact, to war in the sense 
national law. Figh ig, though fierce and d, does not alone consti- 
arar paderi Ba neers nye moter need cartels oxchang ng eno oie 
merit — ere m be above all a de facto 


inter- 


Applying the best information which I 
whether from official or unofficial sources, inch 

statements which each h party. gre to all that may prejudice 
give credit to its own side o 

condition of the contest in Cuba, 
stitute war in the sense of international law. 


no o ion for the receiving and col- 
revenue; no seaport to Which a prizo may be 

had by a f. power 
and mountain fastnesses which Y occupy. The 


x e 
presen an geet constituency is more than doubtful. 
n the finer: — tha hangs around tho entire insurrection there is no 


palpable evidence of an election, of any delegated authority, or of any gov- 
ernment outside the limits of the cam —— from day to da; the rov- 
com re is no commerce, no „either 


of insurgent troops. 
8 no manufactures. 

Mr. S. „that was written by the President of the United 
States, Gen. Ulysses S. Grant in 1870, and I, without fear of con- 
tradiction, claim that it applies to the present situation, and that 
the present situation is identical, so far as the facts are concerned, 
with that which existed at the time when this message was 
written, ; 

Why, it is claimed that they have a small capital in the moun- 
tains of Cuba protected by about 1,500 men in an impregnable 
fastness. This capital is situated on an elevated plateau contain- 
ing about 15 square miles, the valley being surrounded by moun- 
tains. Isthataground for the recognition of a government? Why, 
in Tazewell County, Va., we have Burke's Garden, containing 30 
square miles of beautiful blue-grass country, with only one outlet 
in the mountain defiles, which could be protected by 1,500 men. 
If the Southern Confederacy had permanently held that one place 
only, with small bodies of troops scouring the rest of the country, 
recklessly and wantonly destroying the property of their own peo- 
ple, do you sup that Spain, France, or England would have 
1 to her a phi rights? Why, of course not! 

Another thing. here is the insurgent * where is or- 

ized war? ere is the t battle that been fought, 
such as Bull Run or Gettysburg? None. All the news that 
comes to us comes under a cloud and shadow; and then again, the 
distinguished tleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] said 
y that hs would favor independence of these people pro- 

vided they were unanimous in this rebellion; but the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams] and all others whom I have 
heard speak in favor of the resolutions, concede that there are 
58,000 insurgents on the one side and 43,000 Cubans enlisted on 
the eon Ay ish gE 1 Ae 

Again, Mr. er, here is wha . Fish, Secretary o 
addressed to Mr. Motley, then at the Court of St. James: 


The President does not — 2 on the 5 he maintains, that ev sov- 
— aarti decides for itself, on its responsibility, the question whether or 
not it at a given time, accord the status of rency to the insurgent 
subjec 


ts of another power, as also the larger 3 of the independence of 
such subjects and their accession to the fami tes. 

But the tfulness of such an act de 
stances, and it is an act, like the so 
the public law and practi 


ce requires 
just, in reference to surrounding facts. 


y of sovereign stai 

nds on the occasion and the circum- 
act of war, which the morality of 
uld be deliberate, seasonable, and 


Deliberate! How can men saturated with the war spirit which 


seems to pervade this House be deliberate? 


National 8 indeed, like national independence, being but an ex- 
2 y — as such, without Which eln 
+ * 
+ 


ch. 
of a particular lin: of 
* * 
ces might arise to call for it. A 


e of policy. 
* * 
But circumstan: of the insurgents ht 
appear in the port of the neutral, or a collision . 
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on the neutral the necessity to act. Or actual hostility might have continued 
to zat in the theater of insurgent war; combat after combat might have been 
fought for such a period of time; a mass of men may have en ed in actual 
war until they should have acquired the consistency of military power, to 
repeat the idea of Mr. Canning, so as evidently to constitute the fact of bellig- 
erency, and to justify the recognition by the neutral. Or the nearness of the 
seat of hestilitiesto the neutral may compel the latter to act; it might be his 
sovereign duty to act, however inconvenient such action should to the 
legitimate Government. 


Mr. Fish says: 

The question of according or 7 of belligerency must be 
judged, in every case, in view of the particular attending facts. * * + 

his conflict must be one which will be recognized in the sense of interna- 
tional law as war. Bel rency, too, is a fact. The mere existence of con- 


tending armed bodies and their occasional conflicts do not constitute war in 
the sense referred to, 


Now let us see what President Woolsey, one of the highest mod- 
ern authorities on international law, has to say on this subject: 


There may be a difficulty in ascertaining when the fact of war begins, and 
this difficulty is the greater in cases of insurrection or revolt, where many of 
the antecedents and onitory tokens of war are wanting, where an msur- 
rection may be of little account and easily suppressed. and where war bursts 
out full-blown, it may be, at once, Our Government has more than once pro- 
fessed to ern its action by the following criteria expressed in Mr. Monroe's 
words re 


ting to the 8 South American revolts: As soon as the moye- 
ment assumes such a s! and consistent formas to make the success of the 
probable, the hts to which they were entitled by the law of 


you mako gar omg A of success the criterion of right in the caso, you have 
er circumstances before being able to judge which is most proba- 


And last but not least I will request the Clerk to read in full the 
note of Richard Dana to Wheaton’s International Law, which is 
admitted to be the clearest and ablest presentation of this doctrine 
Seopa: and I submit it fully sustains the position I have 

en. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The occasion for the accordance of belligerent 


ts arises when a civil 
conflict exists within a forei 


righ 
state. The reason which na and can 
alone justify this step by the Government of another countr: that its own 
rights and interests are so far affected as to require a definition of its own 
relations to the parties. Where a parent Government is seeking to subdne an 
insurrection by municipal force, and the insu! ts claim a political nation- 
ality and be rent rights which the parent Government does not concede, 
a Bian Pangea y a foreign state of full be rent rights, if not 3 by 
ni ty, is a gratuitous demonstration of moral support to the rebellion 
and of censure upon the ent Government. But the situation of a forei 
state with reference to the contests, and the condition of affairs between the 
contending parties, may be such as to justify this act. It is important, there- 
fore, to determine what state of aff: and what relations of the foreign 
state, justify the recognition. 
It is 8 that the state of things between the parent state and insur- 
gents must amount, in fact, toa war, in the sense of international law—that 
JF ssp and rights of war must be in actual exercise; otherwise the recog- 
on is falsified, for the recognition is of a fact. The tests todetermine the 
question are various and far more decisive where there is maritime war and 
commercial relations with foreigners. Among the tests are the existence of 
a de facto political organization of the insurgents sufficient in character, 
population, and resources to constitute it, if left to itself, a state among the 
nations, reasonably capable of disc >. Sage duties of a state; the actual 
employment of military forces on e, acting in accordance with the 
es and oms of war, such as the use of flags of truce, cartels, exchan 
of prisoners, and the treatment of captured insurgents by the parent state 
as prisoners of war; and, at sea, snp oyment 752 the insurgents of commis- 
sioned cruisers, and the exercise by the mt Government of the rights of 
blockade of insurgent ports against neutral commerce, and of stopping and 
searching neutral vessels at sea. If all these elements exist, the condition of 
is undoubtedly war; and it may be war before they are all ripened 


things 
into activity. 

As to the relation of the foreign state to the contest, if it is solely on land 
and the foreign state is not contiguous, it is difficuli to imagino a call for the 
rec ition. If, for instance, the Uni States should formally recognize 
belligerent rights in an insurgent community at the center of Europe, with 
no seaports, it would require a hardly supposable necessity to make it else 
than a mere demonstration of moralsupport. But a case may arise where a 
foreign state must decide whether to hold the 
acts done by the insurgents or to deal with the 
ernment. (Mr. Canning to d Granville on the Greek war, June 22, 1826.) 
If the foreign state recognizes belligerency in the insurgents, it releases the 
parent state from responsibility for whatever may be done by the insurgents, 
or not done by the parent state where the insurgent power extends. (Mr. 
Adams to Mr. Seward, June 11, 1861, Dip. Corr., 105.) In a contest wholly 
upon land, a contiguous state may be obliged to make the decision whether 
or not to regard it as a war; but, in practice, this has not been done bya gen- 
eral KAO ey at declaration, but by actual treatment of cases as they 
arise. ere the insurgents and the parent state are maritime, and the 
foreign nation has extensive commercial relations and trade at the ports of 
both, and the foreign nation and either or both of the contending parties 
have considerable naval force, and the domestic contest must extend itself 
over the sea, then the relations of the foreign state to this contest are far dif- 


ferent. 
the liability to political complications and the 


nt state responsible for 
surgents as a de facto gov- 


In such a state of things 
questions of right and duty to be decided at once, usually away from home. 
by private citizens or naval officers, seem to uire an authoritative an 
. decision as to the status of the three parties involved. If the contest 
a war, all foreign citizens and officers, whether executive or judicial, are 
to follow one line of conduct; if it is not a war, they are to follow a totally 
ifferent line. If it is a war the on sers of both sides ma 
, Search, and capture the foreign merchant vessel, und that vessel m 
e no and must submit to adjudication by a vrize court; if itis 
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the ships of war of the foreign state may attack and capture any cruiser per- 
gistin: on 


nt ports by r decrees only. If itis a war, the insur- 
1 a Ex foreign citizens and officials, at sea and in 


but under the category of piracy or of crimes by munici W. 
se iti pi Aad and all 6 and judicial 
tical department of their 


for all ible contingencies by the simple declaration that the contest is or 
is not A be treated as war. 
must be made the political San ep of the government. It is not fit 
that cases should be left to be decided as they may arise, ig Os ase citizens, 
or naval or judicial officers, at home or abroad, by sea or It is, there- 
fore, the custom of nations for the political de tof a foreign state to 
make the decision. It owes it to its own citizens, to the con paue, 
and to the peace of the world, to make that decision seasonably. issues 
a formal declaration of belligerent rights prematurely, or in a contest with 
which it has no complexity, itis a gratuitous and unfriendly act. 3 
government complains of it, the complaint must be made upon one of these 
ands. de whether the recognition was uncalled for and prema- 
re requires something more than a consideration of te facts and 


the nd pe and Sn ge acts of s contending —8— — foreign 9 — is 
boun en consider the preceding e parties, the mag- 
nitude and completeness of the political and tions and 


0 
parations on each side, the probable extent of the conflict by sea and land, 
the probable extent and rapidity of its development, above all, the 
probability that its own merchant yessels, naval officers, and consuls may be 
precipitated into sndden and difficult complications abroad. The best that 
can be said is that the foreign State may protect itself by a seasonable deci- 
sion, either upon a test case that arises or bya eral e eee decision; 
3 on ne peg J ganse eas it 85 the recogni 8 tion 8 . it is N 
the icion of an unfrien 7 Dopo 0 n recogni- 
tion of balli rent rights is not solely to the advantage of the insurgents. 
They gain the great advantage of a status, and the unity 
to employ commissioned cruisers at sea, and to exert all the powers known to 
maritime warfare, with the sanction of f. nations. They can obtain 
abroad loans, military and naval materials, and enlist men, as inst oray: 
thing but neutrality laws; their flagand commissionsare acknow. thi 
revenue laws are respected, and they acquire a quasi-political ition. 
On the other hand, the parent government is relieved from responsibility for 
acts done in the insurgent t ; its blockade of its own ports is re- 
spected; and it acquires a right to exert, against neutral commerce, all the 
powers of a party to a maritime war. 

Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. Third. Now, Mr. 5 er, let us 
look into the character of this war. It is alleged that the Span. 
iards, and especially General Weyler, are guilty of butchery and 
cruelty. Iam not here to accuse or defend them. We have such 
vague and exaggerated reports that it is almost im ble to form 
a satisfactory opinion except on one point, and that is that both 
insurgents and Spaniards are engaged much more in marauding, 
murdering, burning, and devastating than they are in carrying on 
war, and in the eyes of civilized nations this is not belligerency, 
but atrocious barbarism. 3 

I again quote President Grant's message, describing the state of 
affairs in Cuba when it was written, and it can but be admitted 
that this accurately portrays the present situation: 

ETN the six months which have passed since the date of that m 
co} 


small and illy-armed bands 


g. wi sel. 
pulated regions of the island, a m ambush convoys an ama 
ds of troops, burning plantations and the estates of those not sympathiz- 
3 t gained d. it 18 true that Spain 
u e on no ed ground, 
has not suppressed it. Climate, e, aud the occasional bullet have worked 
destruction among the soldiers of Spain; and although the Spanish authori- 
ties have possession of every seaport and every town on the d, they have 
not been able to subdue the hostile fee! which has driven a considerable 
number of the native inhabitants of the d to armed resistance 
Spain and still leads them to endure the dangers and the privations of a roam- 
ing life of guerrilla warfare. 
either side a contest has been conducted and is still carried on with a 
lamentable disregard of human life and of the rules and practices which mod- 
ern civilization has prescribed in mitigation of the necessary horrors of war. 
The torch of Spaniard and of Cuban is alike busy in carrying devastation over 
fertile regions; murderous and revengeful decrees are issued and executed 
by both ies. Count Valmaseda and Colonel Boet,on the t of Spai 
have startled humanity and aroused the indignation of the civilized 
world by the execution, each, of a score of prisoners at à time, while General 
sada, the Cuban chief, coolly and with opna unconsciousness of aught 
than a proper act, has admitted the ughter, by his own deliberate 
order, in one day, of upward of 650 prisoners of war. 2 


It is but human nature for either side in civil strife to charge 
the other with brutality, whether with or without just cause. 
The English to-day claim that we were guilty of brutality in the 
execution of André, and Americans e a like charge against 
Benedict Arnold and Tarleton. 

But the facts must rule in these matters. Why this picture 
which has been so vividly drawn this morning by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams] of five men who were gar- 
roted in Moro Castle, Habana? 1, like the gentleman, had read 
the harrowing description of these executions in the New York 


World of Sunday. My blood boiled to think that patriots should 
be executed as felons. Ido not believe in quoting mere n 


r statements, but as the gentleman from N 
is charge on the basis of the World's report, it is to answer 
him in kind. Who were these five men, the subjects of this bun- 
ling execution? Patriots? No! but felons of the deepest die. 
ere is what the Post of yesterday says of them: 
HABANA, April g. 


Jose to Tijiragua. On 12 José Castillo, the owner of the 
house, just left it, his wife, four daughters, and three friends rem: 

there, when the gallo } the house on the 
highway aroused the inmates as if by a presentiment of the wretched fate 


machetes, and ordered everyone in it 


of Castillo’s wife that she should give 
house. She gave them two gold pieces, 


rting 
But some of the wretches, in ransacking the house, found 36 more gia 
ieces, which brought the men up to a state of fury over the d 
D Paok with the keen edge 


The negroes, seeing the blood of their first victim, became 
with and put to death all but one of the inmates, the ex being 
one of the visitors, who was left so badly wounded that he soon after 


giving testimony of the affair. 

Gentlemen, I do not know anything about the garrote. Iam 
not here to defend it, but I hear that it is a very quick and sharp 
chisel that cuts the spinal cord, and death is caused more quickly 
than by hanging. I say if these men were guilty of these crimes 
they most richly deserved the punishment inflicted upon them in 
Morro Castle. 

But that is going a little away from the subject. This war, in 
its character, is one of pillage, devastation, fire, and ruin upon the _ 


part of the insurgents. é 
Here is what the arp Cuban organ in this country boast- 
fully says of the methods and actions of the insurgents: 


Maceo's Great Raid—The Insurgent General has Devastated the Whole of 
Pinar 0. 


del Ri 
That is the name of a province. The next heading is: 


Thirteen Towns Burned—All the Tobacco Crops Destroyed and People 
Wandering About Without Clothing. 


What is the next heading? 
Spain Beaten Everywhere. 


That is the method, Mr. Speaker, that the insurgents are taking 
to beat Spain everywhere—‘“‘thirteen towns burned; all the to- 
bacco crop destroyed ”—" people wandering about without cloth- 
ing.” Here is the report in full, with further heading: 

The true story of the result of the raid made by Antonio Maceo into Pinar 

del Rio is beginning tocrop out. So effectual was the work of the insurgent 

general that 13 towns held by the Spaniards have been destroyed and the 
rich tobacco lands hont the province have been laid waste, — 
cally all of the island west of Habana is a wilderness. This news has hereto- 
fore been suppressed 8 Spanish censors, and it is believed that matters 
are much worse than the news depicts. 


HABANA, March 5. 


The reopening of tel hic communication with the ion of Pinar del 
Rowe sis de ed. information of affairs in Sint TEGV for sev- 


This is where the insurgents had been with their bands in pos- 
session of this territory for several weeks, and were at last driven 
out, when the Spanish troops occupied the territory, and then, as 
this Cuban organ says, for the first time light was let in on the 
situation. Now, let us see how these patriots in their struggle 
for freedom dealt with this province: 


The condition of affairs disclosed is little less than The rich 
Vuelto Abajo tobacco district seems to have been put to the and is 
apparently reduced to a wilderness. 

ole towns have been obliterated or reduced to a heap of ashes, and their 
inhabitants are wandering helpless over the face of the country, without a 
pace to lay their heads or wherewithal to be clothed, and many of them 
8 8 


TOWNS DESTROYED. 

The villages and towns of Cabanas, Bahia Honda, San Diego de Nun 
Santa Cruz de los Pinos, Los Palacios, Piso Real de San Diego, and San Diego 
de los Banos are knowneto be reduced to e FEE reports of others will 
3 number destroyed up to thirteen. of these were important 
and thriving centers of population and business, 

The last town which has succumbed to the ins nts’ torch is San Juan y 
Martinez. The tobacco from this town is famous the world over to all con- 
noisseurs for its matchless flavor. Its cultivation brought great to 
the people of the district Sos pavo material fora large commerce in the town 
and sport to over 1,000 es. 

San Juan de Martinez is, however, no more. 

WAITING FOR HELP. 


When the first column of Spanish troops arrived on the site of the town 
they found only débris and smoking ashes, and all around a seemingly limit- 
less sea of fire. A hundred desolate families had taken refuge in poor 
outside of what was once the town and were waiting 1 any as- 
sistance that would save them from starvation. They were wi 
. ͤ ͤ k A OD IER oe 


either. 

San Juan y Martinez is erased from the map. eS e re ce eae 
Luis had a narrow escape from the same fate, but escaped almost by a miracle. 
Tue inhabitants had already fled outside, seeking a refuge from the flames 
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which the torch was ready to apply, when General Cornell, at the head of a 


8 of 8 e his appearance on the scene, and the insurgents 


evacua e town. 

Such is the result of Maceo’s raid. 

A committee Sd cheer aah, See Chamber of Commerce and the Spanish Ca- 
sino called upon Captain-General Weyler to-day and assured him of their 
patriotic adhesion to him in his policy. 

WEYLER’S PROCLAMATION, 


In consequence ef the distribution of a circular containing General wE 
ler’s lamation requiring the concentration of all country people with 
the ts of the towns for protection, there have been many delegations of 
farmers coming to Santiago de Cuba to inquire of the mili authorities 
how far the requirement applies to them and foran intrepation of its pro- 
a The consuls of foreign governments are seeking the same informa- 

on. 

Generals Bernal and Vicuna have arrived here for a conference with Cap- 
tain-General Weyler. 


Mr, Speaker, after the above description, can it be claimed that 
that is civilized war? Freedom is not secured nor the blessings of 
liberty acquired 8 methods. Neither fight their battles that 
way. Should such people drive out the Spaniards I doubt their 
capacity for self-government. 

you call the burning of dwellings, the destruction of planta- 
tions, and the devastation of the whole country war? Is that 
ublic war? Do you call the taking of 650 prisoners and slaugh- 
them in cold blood war? General Quesada did that in the 
prior rebellion, and his example has been followed on a smaller 
scale in this one. We learn from information as authentic and 
accurate as any that has been produced on the other side that the 
insurgents, as well as the Spaniards, are carye on this fight not 
in accord with civilized warfare. I had intended to make fur- 
ther quotations setting forth the horrors of this war; but, gentle- 
moan, 3 is not to my taste, and I hope that your ears do not desire 
to hear them. Iwill spare your feelings and not harrow them by 
such blood-curdling recitals. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, permit me to say this: I represent, in part, 
> 165 this floor a grand old State whose history is familiar to you 

. Some may be surprised that I k here as a man of peace, 
but I believe that the sentiment of that State is behind me in op- 
ing thismeasure. The people of this land have weighed in the 
Talina the Fifty-third Congress and found them wanting. The 
le of this land will soon weigh in the same balance the Fifty- 
ourth , and, if we are not careful, we too shall be found 
wanting. e have done nothing for the public interest, and 
while all through this land the pockets of the people are 


empty 

the SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
e - 

ar TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes more to my 


coll e. 

Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. All through this land the business 
interests, the farming interests, the laboring interests, all inter- 
ests, are clamoring for the Congress of the United States to give 
them a remedy for the financial distress which prevails, but in- 
stead of that we fritter away our time by trying in the most offen- 
sive manner to intermeddle in the affairs of other nations and in 
making attacks on oneof America’s purest and most conscientious 
statesmen; and for what? Because of two speeches that he made 
in England. I may not approve in full those utterances, but I 
say to you that you might as well censure General Sherman be- 
cause, k a moment of excitement, he happened to strike one of 
his troops on the back with his sword, as attempt to censure a 
man who has given a lifetime of pure, efficient, and able service 
to his country. Thomas F. Bayard, I am proud to say, is not 
injured thereby, but other countries are amazed at the lengths to 
which we will permit the petty politics preceding a Presidential 
2 to carry us, and Congress loses in dignity and the esteem 
of the e. 

Mr. FISON of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 


on 

Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Do you approve of the language which 
Ambassador Bayard used? 

Mr. ELLETT of Virginia, I will be perfectly candid, sir; I 
think it was slightly indiscreet, but I say ib was beneath the dig- 
nity of the Congress of the United States to take notice of so sm 


a matter, 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. That was not my question. My ques- 
tion was whether you approved of the language that Ambassador 
Bayard used. 

Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. I have replied to that, sir. Turn 
our attention, gentlemen, to our own internal affairs and let the 
usiness of other people alone for a while. Do not keep the mar- 

kets of your country jumping up and down, the business of your 
country stagnant, while you waste the people’s time and money in 
this Con . As I remarked a while ago, I represent in part the 
State of Virginia, and I believe my pope are against the expen- 
sive amusement of frittering away the time and attention of Con- 


pe upon measures in which they have no direct or immediate 
terest and which tend to war. If the honor of this country 


should be in any way involved, the people of Virginia would be 
among the most ready to respond; but their history has been this. 
They have, as a State, always taken the position that Laertes was 
advised to take by Polonius: 

Beware of entrance to a quarrel, but being in, 

Bear it that the opposed may beware of thee. 

At the time of the Revolution Virginia was not the first to sound 
the tocsin of war; but when America was struck she marched to 
the North to assist her Northern brethren. Su uent to that 
her voice, through John Randolph and others, was always raised 
in the councils of this nation on the conservative side, against 
war, unless it became a dire necessity. Coming down to the war 
of the rebellion, as you term it on the Republican side of this 
Chamber, but to the war between the States, as it should be prop- 
erly styled, Virginia had the honor to originate the Peace Com- 
mission, the purpose of which was to prevent, if possible, war 
between the States. Virginians are ready to-day, as they have 
been always, to take up arms to preserve and defend the honor of 
their country. In my district there are 25,000 ex-Confederates, men 
who know what war is. In defense of their country they are 
willing to contribute millions of men and money, but they will 
never, without a protest, give one man or one stiver for the pur- 
pee of intermeddling with the affairs of other peoples. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. Hrrr. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Nevada 
[Mr. Newraxns). 

Mr. NEWL S. Mr. Speaker, the Senate resolutions are sub- 
stantially the same as those which were passed recently by the 
House; though they are not, perhaps, couched in language so dip- 
lomatic and courteous. Two objections are urged against these 
resolutions. One is that there is not a state of public war in Cuba. 
The able and convincing . of the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs [Mr. Hirr] has fully established that there is 
a state of public war in Cuba. One hundred and twenty-five thou- 
sand soldiers have been employed for a long period of time in at- 
tempting to suppress the rebellion, and, notwithstanding the great 
strength employed in that effort, three-fourths of the island is 
now in the hands of the insurgents, 

It is true that the insurgents have not been able to meet the 
army of the oppressor with the force and vigor with which equal 
armies meet. ey have been obliged to resort to the tactics al- 
ways employed by insurgents against a strong and despotic power. 
They have been obliged to resort to guerrilla warfare—the war of 
attack and retreat and reattack, as the chairman of the commit- 
tee so a ee yesterday. They have been guerrillas, not 
banditti. e latter attack only for plunder, but the Cuban in- 
surgents have had a high and noble purpose—the liberation of 
their country, and though their destruction of property has been 
great, it has its justification in the fact that only by destroyin 
the sugar crops and thus impairing the revenue of the Spanis 
Government can its efficiency in of e the rebellion be 
impaired. But the war so conducted has been effective. An or- 

ized government has been created which now wields its power 
in three-fourths of that island; and the captain-general of the 
Spanish forces has declared that he will require at least two years 
more to suppress the rebellion. I take it, then, that there is exist- 
ing in Cuba a condition of affairs which justifies us in asserting 
that there is a state of public war and that the insurgents are 
entitled to belligerent rights. 

The next objection urged is that Spain is a friendly nation and 
friendship requires that we should not intervene in a difficul 
between a friendly nation and her colonies. International law is 
appead to. But that law is not a rule of action which can be 
enforced by any tribunal. It is acodeof etiquette between nations. 
And what does that code of etiquette require? Why, simply that 
nations should bear toward each other the general friendliness and 
courtesy which individuals in organized society entertain, but 
whenever a nation, like an individual, puts itself in a position 
where it is chargeable with the repudiation of the obligations of 
honor and with acts of perfidy and cruelty, then the friendship 
may well cease in the case of a nation, just asin the case of an 
individual. 

Nations are not really friendly to each other. They are simply 
either at peace or at war with each other. War necessarily im- 

lies enmity. Peace does not necessarily involve friendship. And 

take it that a t and powerful nation like the United States, 
the greatest and most powerful nation in this part of the world, 
has a certain duty to perform to other nations, just as every indi- 
vidual in our social 5 has a duty to perform to other 
individuals, and this duty is the higher and the stronger in pro- 
portion to the power and the strength of the individual or the 
nation. I take it, then, that just as the powerful nations of Europe 
have felt that et he the right again and again to interfere in 
the affairs of Turkey for the purpose of securing to a people cru- 
elly oppressed and downtrodden a certain protection, a protec- 
tion which we have demanded in behalf of those people in certain 
resolutions recently passed, an equal obligation is imposed upon 
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the most pore nation on this side of the world to protect a 
country that lies at our very doors inst perfidy, cruelty, and 
pression, for it should be remembered that the ten years’ rebel- 
ion from 1868 to 1878, was only ended upon certain guarantees of 
autonomy and representative 8 made by the Spanish 
Government tees which were repudiated when peace was 
restored and that Spain’s perfidy lit the fires of a new rebellion. 
In these resolutions what do we do? We simply express the 
opinion of the two Houses of Congress that Cuba is entitled to bel- 
ligerent rights and that the friendly offices of this Government 
should be used to insure the recognition of free Cuba. We have 
extended the hand clothed in velvet, but it should be understood 
that under the glove of velvet is concealed the hand of iron which 
will ultimately by vigorous action break the bonds which hold an 
outraged colony to a perfidious, cruel, and despotic Government. 
I think this country has some duty to perform besides a duty to 
its own people, We have not the right to pursue the policy of 
selfish exclusion any more than an individual has in organized 
society. I think we havea duty to perform to all the Republics of 
this continent that now, with the exception of Mexico, cast dis- 
upon the very name of republicanism. of maintain- 
ing the policy of selfish exclusion which we have maintained for 
ears, saying to the great powers of Europe, and particularly to 
gland, Hands off! we will not permit you to extend to these 
countries the government of law and order,” we have a certain 
duty to discharge to humanity and to civilization in seeing that 
those countries are no longer dedicated to disorder and violence. 
There is a certain duty as protector that devolves npon the people 
of this country with reference to the nations on this continent. 
It should be exercised through the Pan-American Congress— 
through treaty relations for mutual cooperation and support—by 
all the moral influence which a great nation .can exercise in its 
communion with weaker powers, and, if necessary, when civil war, 
anarchy, and mutual destruction blot the fair name of republican- 
ism and substitute military despotism, by an armed intervention, 
commanding order and goa government, 

Now, of course, we all understand that the people of the Latin 
race are not so well fitted as those of the Anglo-Saxon race for 
free government. We through generations and through cen- 
turies have had a training for freedom—in our trial by jury, in 
our legislative system, and by all the machinery of our forms of 
government—so that it ma; said that the Republic of America 
was the very evolution of the education of ages. The Latin race 
has not been prepared for such an evolution. Yet must we say 
that the colony of this European despotism must be kept always 
under the heel of the oppressor because its people are not fitted 
for self-government? Shall we keep people in darkness in order 
to train them for the light? I apprehend that the very fact that 
disorder and violence exist in the Central American and South 
American Republics, that the Latin race is illy fitted for free gov- 
ernment, is no objection to a bold and decided stand on the part 
of this country in favor of the independence of Cuba, for I claim 
that the very first step in the evolution of liberty is to break the 
shackles that bind a A opi colony to a op eras country. 

So from every point of view my judgment is that we should take 
a firm, self-reliant, and powerful position with reference to this 
entire continent—with reference to the Central American and the 
South American Republics and with reference to dependent colo- 
nies suffering under oppression and Solan In that view, regard- 
less of the talk about the friendship which should exist between 
nations and the etiquette that should control friendly nations in 
their dealings with each other, I say that some duty devolves upon 
us toward civilization and humanity and human liberty, and this 
duty is best discharged by prompt and vigorous action with ref- 
erence to this struggli poun at our very doors. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. HITT. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from New 


Jersey 5 n ` 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. bpd yesterday I was 
astounded and surprised at the stand and argument of the bril- 


liant, persistent, but inconsistent man from Maine. His argu- 
ment, forsooth, was because our peng Stars depleted by the 
unwisdom and maladministration of the Democracy that there- 
fore we should close our hearts to charity and close our mouths 
to words of pity and sympathy. He charges that we should not, 
on this account, because our is empty, protest against 
the bloody hand of Spain and the cruel proceedings of that blood- 
thirsty, cruel, and vindictive nation that has looked on in all the 
years of history with bloodshot eyes on all the nations of the 


e 7 
Why, Mr. Speaker, it is an inherent right in all nations to ex- 
ercise a just, proper, and reasonable discretion in recognizing the 
belligerency of other nations or peoples struggling for liberty. It 
er ee act of war, and does not necessarily place us under the 
of war. 
More than a month before the battle of Bull Run, Spain had 
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recognized the belligerency of the Southern States of the Confed- 
eracy, when that government simply existed on paper, and be- 
fore it had shown itself able to resist in any degree the armies of 
the United States. What sympathy, then, does America owe to 
Spain? But, on the other hand, do we not owe every considera- 
tion of compassion to our downtrodden and persecuted neighbor, 
Cuba? How like our case in the dark and lonely days of the O- 
lution is hers! She now jgexveriencing her Valley Forge,” and 
her sufferings—how like ours in the dreary and hopeless swamps 
of the Carolinas! 

I appeal to this House in the name of humanity, in the name of 
all that is just and right and pure, in the name of human sym- 
pathy and pity, to recognize poor, struggling Cuba, and give her 
the rights to which she is justly entitled in order that she may 
have a better standing before the world. [Applause.] 


[Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York pi. ae 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I will merely occupy the time of the 
House for the p of putting myself on record in favor of the 
resolutions offered here, and for the purpose of correcting an im- 
pression which might have been gathered from the remarks of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams] who spoke here this 
oes. In the course of the eloquent speech that he made in 
favor of the resolutions, in nearly all of which I heartily and sin- 
cerely concur, he attributed to the Senator from the State of New 
York a motive which is as foreign to him as it can be to any man 
in public life who enjoys his enviable record. The ygan eman 
from Pennsylvania suggested that Senator Davin B. L, in his 
ae toward this resolution, reflected the sentiment of Wall 
street. 

Now, Senator HILL has his 5 and, I suppose, his 
weaknesses, like most men. He has his friends and his enemies. 
There are those who praise him and those who censure him; but 
all must admit that if there is one lesson we can gather from his 
career it is that throughout the whole of that career he has been 
in touch, in sympathy with, in harmony with the plain people of 
the State he 3 and of the United States. He has not 
advanced a single step in favor of the money power except so far 
as its welfare was incidental to the general 5 His = 
sonal integrity can not be questioned. His alliance with that 
poro can not be shown in a single sentence he has uttered. In 

act, he has been opposed to those who haye made alliances with 
Wall street; that is, with exponents of inordinate speculation, 
and has made that opposition emphatic in every act of his on the 
floor of the Senate and long before he came to the Senate. So 
when Senator HILL says he is in favor of these resolutions for 
humanitarian reasons, I say we should attribute to him the full 
credit that such an utterance from such a man invites. Iam for 
the resolutions for the same reasons. The Cubans are struggling 
as our fathers struggled, and they are entitled to encouragement 
from us. If another reason were necessary for favoring these 
resolutions, it is that while America has proclaimed her belief, 
whether sentimental or real, in the Monroe doctrine, what can 
we expect from that great power England if in our present situa- 
tion we back down from that weak power Spain? 

We have a right, gentlemen, to interfere for Cuba. Sheis our 
neighbor. She is contending for all that is right and true and 
beautiful in human character and in the character of nations. 

I trust that these resolutions will pass with an almost unani- 
mous vote in this House, and that we shall give emphasis to any- 
thing we do here by showing that the Congress of the United 
States is behind the department of this Government which has 
the power to declare for belligerency in any reasonable length to 
which that department may go for the relief of these struggling 


people. [Applause. 
Mr. TURNER ee Georgia. Mr. Speaker, before making my 
statement I should like to ask of the gentleman from Illinois 
Hirt] if any reason exists why we might not have a brief debate 
on Monday on this 8 When gentlemen will all be in their 
seats—say half an hour on Monday, to be equally divided between 
the two sides? I call the attention of the gentleman to the fact 
that the House is not now full, and that gentlemen seem to be 
weary of the week’s work. I would suggest that we take a recess 
earher and take half an hour on Monday in order to conclude this 
ebate, 
Mr. WHEELER, It would be better to have two hours on 


Monday, an hour on each side. 
Mr. I am obliged to ask the House to act as soon as 
possible. 


I made several Tenesta to-day, to all of which there 
was objection, until I yielded so far as to allow the vote to go 
over until Monday. I do not think gentlemen onght to press me 
to go further. A number of members of the House told me they 
would object to anything which should carry this matter further 
into Monday than the mere taking of the vote. 
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Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I was not in the Hall at the time 
to which the gentleman refers. I hope he will not feel that I am 
pressing him. I withdraw my request. 

Mr. E . I understand the gentleman’s position very well. 
I was simply endeavoring to say that a number of gentlemen told 
me they would object to making any encroachment upon Monday, 
for anything other than the mere vote. Those gentlemen have 
now left the Hall, and I must keep faith with them. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I withdraw my request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request is withdrawn. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, repeating what I said 
on a former occasion, I regret that in so grave a matter, involving 
delicate foreign affairs, we haye so little information on which to 
predicate our action. 

I yield to no man in my sympathy for a people who may be 
struggling for freedom; but this is not a question of sympathy. 
It is a question which affects our own interests and which relates to 
our duty as a member of the family of nations. The we pro- 
pose to take to-day also concerns our duty under treaty stipulations. 

In the Island of Cuba, Mr. Speaker, there are peculiarities of 
topography, population, and social conditions which are very little 
known to the rest of the world. The white population live chief 
on the coast and surround the island. The interior is still a WII. 
derness. It consists of mountain fastnesses and swamps, without 
highways. These insurgents, so called, are said to occupy these 
fastnesses and swamps and contiguous territory, while the people 
loyal 5 Spain occupy the coast towns and fortifications and their 


No safe access, as a general rule, exists from one side to the other 
pending hostilities, and no actual, reliable information has reached 
us as to the condition of this struggle so far as the insurgents are 
concerned. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] read yes- 
terday a statement which undertook to give the military force 
of the insurgents. It was an anonymous statement; its author's 
name was suppressed. But even taking that statement as printed 
to-day in the RD, it is apparent there are only 16,000 men 
engaged in active o tions on the side of General Gomez and 
General Maceo, and nothing is said of the character of their 
arms; the rest of the 60,000 thus loosely reported is said to form 
abe pan of occupation. What that means the statement does not 


ose. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will my friend yield to me, in that connec- 
tion, just one moment? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I will. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I desire to state, before I answer the ques- 
tion, that the matter that influences—— 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I asked my friend no question. 
Hir PATTER i 

Mr. PA SON. I understand that; but I was going to ask 
you a question. It is this: Is it not impossible for the Cubans to 
carry on the character of campaign which they have carried on, are 
now conducting, and hay conducted, without practical unanimity 
upon the part of the Cubans in the support of their cause? The 
question is this: From your knowledge of military operations, 
would it not be impracticable to carry on and conduct the char- 
acter of a campaign which they are conducting unless the Cubans 
were practically unanimously their friends? If they were sur- 
rounded by an . it would simply be impossi- 
ble, in my judgment, for them to do it. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman has answered his 
own question, then. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think so. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman has interjected into 
in Pes space the argument to which he desired to address him- 

on this question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, perhaps so. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. He has relieved me of a very con- 
siderable embarrassment, no doubt. [Renewed laughter. ] 

We know, Mr. Speaker, that in very recent history, within a 
day’s ride of this city, when a country haying the greatest armies 
and the greatest resources of modern times was engaged ina great 
war, Mosby, with a few guerrillas, was able to carry on hostile 
operations in the sight of the Dome of this Capitol for months and 


years. 

Mr. PATTERSON. And simply because he was operating in 
the midst of a friendly population. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. rapes) that the army of General 
Lee occupied largely the attention of Mosby's foes, still he oper- 
ated successfully against great odds, because he was sheltered by 
mountains and could concentrate or disperse his small force at 
reyes The country he ves a was 5 depopulated. 

Cubans have a still better field, which they seem to have im- 
proved for military operations with the torch. 

I do not amg: Mr. Speaker, that these people may be in 
ajust cause, I do not wish to prejudice their character; from 
it; but what I insist upon is that we ought to know something 
about them before we commit our people to an attitude which may 
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involve us in the most serious consequences. War is a serious 
business. The most of us have had some experience of its hard- 
ships; and 1 know that if the people of this great commercial and 
agricultural country should become engaged in a foreign war its 
consequences may bring unutterable woe to millions of our coun- 
trymen. At this time we are entering manfully upon a struggle for 
our old dominance on the ocean; war would drive our commerce 
from the sea 2 in neutral bottoms. The flag of England, our 
great rival, would float above our trade, while our own, except on 
our ships of war, would disappear from the seas. The of 
cotton, already low, would go still lower. The section of the 
camay already desolated by war would be still further impover- 


_ Ishould have no fear of Spain or any other country in the world 
in a physical conflict with our country so far as mili success 
is concerned; but the waste and woes of even a successful war are 
irreparable. There is nothing so melancholy as a victory won, 
except a victory lost, said Welli n. Just at this time, when 
we have not yet recovered from the horrors of civil war and their 
fearful consequences, I am not willing to take the risk of another 


war, 

But, sir, I had wandered somewhat from the e which I 
had intended to discuss. I recur to it. Amonth elapsed since 
I challenged my honorable friend from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] to give 
us reasons for this proposed action. A long debate has 
place elsewhere, and the newspaper of the country has been 
engaged in sifting this matter from day to day und week to week, 
and yet it has nowhere and in no way ap that the conditions 
prescribed by all the authorities for recognizing a new power as 
a belligerent have been fulfilled by these Cuban insurgents. Plan- 
tations have been burned and vi destroyed, but where have 
they mnda any real achievement in ponte war? if 

ask again, atter the interesting and learned argument of m 
friend from Illinois, what at last did he give us as the basis for 
our action here except the statement of an unknown author? 

If these resolutions be postponed for thirty days I would be will- 
ing if at the end of that time we should not have more definite 
information as to the condition of the struggle in Cuba, to favor 
an official inquiry. : 

It must be noted, Mr. Speaker, that during the interval which 
has elapsed between the former debate in this House and the 
present time some discussion of this question has taken place at 
the other end of the Capitol, and it is now said that the House 
resolutions could not be in that body. I undertake to aay 
sir, that the Senate resolutions we are now considering wo d 
encounter indefinite obstruction in that body. The second sober 
thought has ensued, and the only way in which the gentlemen 
interested in this measure could bring it to a direct result was to 
take it away from the deliberative body at the other end of the 
Capitol and force it to a votein the House of Representatives. In 
my opinion nothing on this subject would now pass the other 
House of Congress; and I believe that when the vote is taken it 
will be shown that many gentlemen here have reconsidered their 
views of this subject. 

Allow me now to refer to the effect of a po eyes of belliger- 
ent rights which has to some extent been defined by the gentle- 
man from Illinois. When a force is recognized as a 3 
power, certain results ensue; but it must be remembered that in 
this particular case we are governed also by a treaty existing 
between this country and Spain, ratified and approved in 1795. 
That treaty contains a provision that if war ensues between 
Spain and any other power, she shall e to rr ped mer- 
chantmen on the high seas and search them for articles contra- 
band of war. 

According to all the authorities that treaty would operate if 
we should recognize the force in Cuba as a belligerent power. At 
the present time it does not operate. On the authority of our 
courts, notably in the Itata case, originating in the late Chilean 
war, each party to a civil war has the right of access to our mar- 
kets for the munitions of war. The Cuban people have that might 
at this time. They can buy all the munitions of war that y 
desire in our ports and there is no authority which can say them 
nay; and when those goods are shipped in accordance with law 
as merchandise, in a regular way, there is no power on earth, in 
the present state of things, that dare go on the decks covering 
those munitions of war and assert the right of search, or that dare 
look into that vessel’s hold to see if she contains articles contra- 
band of war. ` X 

The Cubans are buying munitions of war already in this coun- 
try. According to reports in the papers they get their supplies 
from this country and from no other. Now, if we should recog- 
nize them as a belligerent power, while it might have the effect of 
giving them access to our ports with prizes captured on the high 
seas and the advantage of coming in and having their prizes con- 
demned, a further effect would be to confer on the Spanish King 
and the Spanish Government the power to search every merchant- 
man that might ge from our ports in that direction. 
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In my opinion, the present condition of things is more advan- 


us to the le en; in thes le against the Spaniards 
in Fuba than aula nee condition if we should actually give 
them recognition of belli nt rights. I need not pause to cite 
the authorities on which this conclusion is reached. I take it for 
granted that they are familiar to all lawyers and to all gentlemen 
who have studied this subject, so that I need not dwell upon the 
point. I have them here. a 9 a 
Mr. Speaker, I approach now a subject involving some delicacy, 
but I trust that I shall not be suspected of sectional bias or im- 
proper feeling when I refer to events of recent occurrence in our 
own history. Perhaps the matter is too recent to admit of the 
impartiality with which history will hereafter record the events 
following our great civil war. However, having had experience 
in this matter after the war was over amid the most trying cir- 
cumstances of which I have ever read, I want to remind gentlemen 
that in the Island of Cuba there is a condition of things even worse 
than that which prevailed in the Southern States after the civil 


War. 

Mr. Speaker, the race to which we belong is one which has the 
instinct of self-government. You may put a thousand or ten 
thousand of this race in a country where no floats—in some 
corner known as no man’s land —and they will meet together 
and make government; they will establish order, they will pass 
laws, they will create courts. It is the proudest boast of our race 
that they have this great and glorious endowment. [Applause.] 
But, sir, there is no other race on earth that has it in so high a 
degree. There is the Spanish race, with whose descendants we 
sympathized in their struggle for freedom in the colonies to the 
ahia hy of us, and we gave them recognition. 

And how have they prospered since their freedom has been es- 
tablished, in comparison with the country in which we live? 
Revolutions and anarchy have been their portion, 

But my friend from Ininois said yesterday that the pure race 
settled in largest degree in Chile and in Cuba. But, Mr. Speaker, 
IT answer that the example of Chile is not particularly inspiring 
yet I presume that there are in that country very few persons of 
African descent. Mexico is the most progressive, perhaps, of all 
the Spanish-American Republics, but her most distinguished 
statesmen were not the descendants of the Spaniards; they were 
of the natives. Juarez and Diaz were of pure Indian bl 

A MEMBER. How about the Argentine Republic? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. My friend suggests the Argentine 
Republic as a successful Government. Mr. Speaker, I will not 
undertake to state anything with which I am notentirely familiar; 
but if I have not been misled and misinformed as to that country 
the best hopes of the Argentine Republic to-day consist in the de- 
velopment of that country by the sturdy Scotchmen and Germans 
who have gone there and taken possession of the wild plains. 
[Applause. } 

But, sir, if the Spanish people, once so im in the world and 
having the noblest and fairest portions of the American conti- 
nent, have lapsed from their proud position, it is not for us to 
reproach them in their decline. How is it with the other race 
which constitutes nearly half of the population of Cuba? We 
know that the African race, while perhaps it has admitted of larger 
growth and progress than many of us anticipated, has never 

et manifested that genius for liberty and “good. government and 
tes institutions which has characterized other races of the earth, 
but the misfortune is that in Cuba both of these races are trying 
to govern, each of which has never been eminent in the business 
of governing. According to information published in the papers, 
the struggle there pending is largely a race conflict. You have 
them there contending with each other for the mastery. 


Now, my friend from Tennessee, who is doing me the honor to 
hear me. see the serious situation in which those people in the 
Island of Cuba would at once be placed if we could go to the ut- 
most hopes of some of our people and set them free from Spain. 


I for one, Mr. Speaker, have had enough of reconstruction; and I 
would not be willing to be a party to such an experiment under 
the conditions which are said to exist in that island. I confess 
that I have no definite information on the subject. I wish I knew 
more about it. I can respect a black patriot, or a Cuban patriot, 
or a mulatto patriot, or a patriot anywhere in the world if he has 
the capacity, the courage, and the disposition to organize and 
maintain good government rather than anarchy, revolution, 
spoliation, and barbarism, Let us not forget Haiti and San Do- 
mingo. 

Mr, Speaker, I have rapidly gone over considerations which 
appeal to my judgment in this grave ear iy At this late 
hour I will not further detain the House. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. QUIGG. Much has been said, Mr. Speaker, concerning the 
obligations that we owe to a friendly nation. I want to remind 
gentlemen that if there is any quality that has especially distin- 
guished the attitude and conduct of the United States toward for- 
eign countries it is r t for their rights and consideration of 
their susceptibilities. This has been due not entirely to the ab- 


sence: on our part of a selfish concern in their affairs, nor entirely 
to our preoccupation with our own, but a sincere desire in the 
American people, always and 3 reflected by their Gov- 
ernment, todo unto others as they would have others do unto them, 
No nation can in fairness find less fault with us than i 
For, with no interests in common, with many opportunities of 


controversy, and with our sympathies naturally attracted in direc- 


tions antagonistic to her purposes, we have well and faithfull 
performed to the Government of Spain every obligation video 
from her own point of view is implied in the existence of fri 
relations, : 

Spanish control in Cuba, Mr. Speaker, has been exercised at our 

erance for more than fifty years; and in the light of human 
nature, and in view of our commercial and other relations to that 
island, it is not too much to say that nowhere in history is there 
an example of such forbearance as we have shown to Spain. For 
we have been the life and breath of Cuba for all of half a century. 
We have opened her mines, builded her railroads, cultivated her 
plantations. We have taken into our markets substantially the 
whole of her surplus product; and although ectly conscious: 
that every dollar of the enormous sum ann by Spain. 
from the Cuban people is a tax on American capital and American 
enterprise, we have assumed and in good faith performed the part 
of a stranger to Cuba and a fair friend to Spain. 

We have shut our eyes to public abuses and private 
com: with which the grievances that drove our fathers into 
revolution were an amiable caress. The evils against which the 
Cuban people have risen are not new. They began, sir, with the 
Spanish conquest. They result from the eren character. They 
follow from the Spanish point of view. ey are 8 from 
the colonial rule of Spain, and for the reason that the chance to 
perpetrate them have supplied the motive of Spanish control 
wherever it has been exercised on the soil of these continents. It 
is a government of the sword for plunder, and not of the head and 
heart for the high purposes of civilization. 

We have known this, Mr. Speaker. Even while our officials 
were inditing proclamations forbidding us to manifest our senti- 
ments about it, we have known it I mean that we shall 
have the credit, if in it credit can be found, for the fair and gen- 
erous course our Government has pursued toward the Govern- 
ment of Spain. We have known that its treatment of its “Ever 
faithful isle” was that of a selfish oppressor; that by the denial 
of such political rights as are elementary in our system, by forms 
of taxation that would be to us utterly unendurable, it has earned 
the enmity of the people whose interests it should have dearly 
cherished. We have known that its continued exercise of sover- 
eign power in Cuba was at conflict not only with Cuba’s inte 
but our own; that it exposed our trade to unfair exactions 
our properties to the risk of 55 agitation, and 
that it interfered with the 8 of friendly and neighborly 
arrangements that would highly beneficial to our commerce 
and our national position. 

And above and beyond all of this, sir, we have known that the: 
cause of the Cuban ins nts is the cause of human liberty; that 
they are applying the doctrines we have taught, acting on the 
motives we have inspired, and 3 lives for principles 
we have declared to be the common birthright of mankind. 

When we haye read in the newspapers idential proclama- 
tions warning us against giving aid and comfort to Cuban 
insurgents, we have known in our hearts that they deserved both. 
We have watched our cruisers chasing their little privateers on 
the high seas, profoundly rrr a fruitless result. And we 
have seen the powers of our judicial department bent to the undo- 
ing of the plans of their little bands of patriotic adventurers with 
less pride at the way in which the obligations of friendship work 
being met than mortification and regret at the prostitution to our 
Government to the office of a tyrant’s policeman. 

It may be possible to confuse the American peop about the 
requirements of international customs and public law, but 
know their own history, Mr. Speaker; they know the lesson 
teaches and the duty it enforces. There is one obligation of a. 
king to a king; there is another of a people to a people. The 
royalty that frowns at his royal cousin’s rebels frowns to antici- 
pate hisown, Our function, we may well remember, is another 
and a nobler one. On our faith in free government, on our alle- 
giance to the creed it proves, we are bound to listen when above 
the din of revolution the voice of an injured people cries out that 
they are, as of right they ought to be, a free and independent 
state. [Applause. ] 

I think it may be fairly claimed, Mr. Speaker, that in so far as 
any obligation to Spain exists, under the rules that govern the 
intercourse of nations, from the mere fact that we have no direct 
cause of quarrel with that country, it has been well and faithfully 
perform: The time has now come when we may fairly consider 
whether, in the situation that exists in Cuba, there is not an obli- 
gation to ourselves and to the Cuban i ts. And Iam frank 
to admit that Ifor one approach the consideration of that question 
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from the point of view of one who fails to discover any reason 
whatever why any American community should longer be held in 
subjection to a Earopean crown. [Applause] 


e progress of the human race is the one high purpose of gov- 
ernment, and no political relation between two communities that 
has become injurious to either or that is not affirmatively benefi- 
cial to both is entitled to be perpetuated. To the maintenance of 
this doctrine and to its firm application within the limits of our 
natural and proper influence we are invited both by its propriety 
and by ourinterests. A new gospel has taken the place of the 
gospel of royal prerogative. The reign of the common people has 
come to all the earth, and with it an end to the fancy that a great 
and beautiful country, capable of maintaining millions of inhabit- 
ants in happiness and plenty, can forever remain the unchallenged 

roperty of a foreign prince, hundreds of leagues distant, merely 
— — certain adventurers, owing allegiance to one of his ances- 
tors, happened to discover it three or four centuries nep: It is not 
ight; it is not reasonable. [Applause.] The day has dawned 
8 things are, not because they have been, but because the 
should be. The sovereignty of Cuba resides, in justice, as it s 
in fact, wherever the welfare of the Cuban pooni places it. 

Mr. Speaker, I hardly think it worth while to discuss the moot 
question of whether the conditions that exist in Cuba are or are 
not a state of war; and even of less importance is the quaint con- 
tention of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] and the 
mtleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], that belligerent rights 
Should be denied the Cuban people because they are not fighting 
according to the rules of warfare laid down by the professors of 
international law! [Laughter.] ee 

How are they fighting? Why, sir, they are fighting in a way 
that has enabled them within a single year to extend their authorit 
from a single spot in a single province all over the island, until 
only three or four seaport cities remain to the Spanish Crown. 
They are fighting in a way that has increased their armies from a 
little band of 500 rebels into a magnificent force of 60,000 victorious. 
well-disciplined, and well-equipped soldiers. They are fighting in 
a way which has exhausted the resources of Spain to maintain an 
ineffectual and hopeless resistance. They are ietoga a way 
that has enabled one Cuban to contend successfully against three 
Spaniards; and not their bravery, nor their patriotism, nor the 
brilliant leađership of their generals, nor their unqualified success 
can be impeached by calling them brigands or by alleging that 
their methods are not the methods of civilized warfare. 

The way to fight, 1 take it, is to fight to win. [Applause.] And 
that art, sir, the Cuban soldiery has learned in a degree that com- 
mands the admiration of all the world: Army after army has 
been sent into Cuba only to encounter defeat and humiliation. 
One general has displaced another, and yet, even with the assist- 
ance of a very resolute and very indefatigable press censor, who 
has converted defeat into victory upon innumerable occasions, 
who has captured Gomez and shot Maceo half a hundred times, 
who has exterminated more bands of Cuban rebels than there are 

lms in the Cuban forest, who has converted a maddened popu- 
fation into a loyal and contented colony, who has changed acts of 
infinite cruelty into acts of com ion and gentle mercy—even 
with his aid it has not been possible to con the fact that Cuba 
is forever lost to Spain. [Applause. ] This may not be war, sir; 
but I give you that it is no summer's holiday.“ phenenter: | 

Mr. S er, I believe it is the duty of the Government of the 
United States to bring the war in Cuba to a close. Nor do I urge 
this view solely for the sake of the Cuban people. We must bear 
in mind the fact when we come to vote upon these resolutions that 
the e of this war is being paid, and must be paid hereafter, 
not by Spain, but by the American people. When Spain has lost 
Cuba, what has she lost? Simply an annuity. The invested cap- 
ital engaged in devoloping the resources of the island is ours. 
Already our losses have been prodigious. Our mines have been 
closed. Our plantations have been burned. Our mills and rail- 
roads destroyed. 

And even this measures only a fraction of the loss to us of what 
has already occurred in Cuba. Our principal sugar and tobacco 
supplies are obtained from this island. We must look elsewhere 
for . now and get them at a greater expense. And when the 
war is over it is from our reinvested capital and our recovered 
trade that the revenues must be drawn wherewith to pay an enor- 
mous accumulation of war debt. We have lost more than 
we can afford, and more than we should endure. e ground 
popon which we can intervene is the just, firm, sensible ground of 
self-interest. 

Gentlemen say that the intervention contemplated in these reso- 
lutions is a dangerous thing and may actually involve us as a prin- 
cipalin theconflict. That, of course, is mere speculation, as would 
be any reply that I might make. But,sir, lapprehend that a war 
with the United States is not an enterprise upon which any Eu- 
ropean nation, even the most sufficient, will lightly wish to engage. 
This is not a consideration, obviously, that entitles us to do an 
unfair or an ungenerous thing. On the contrary, it warns us, as 


the test force among the nations of the earth for p: and 
civilization, to act the part of an enlightened and honorable Gov- 
ernment. 

Our country is at peace to-day, and it is the duty of every citi- 
zen here or at home to strive to keep itso. We seek no quarrel, 
We make no causes of quarrel. Our time and energies are con- 
sumed in efforts to e the earth better and happier for our 
existence as a nation. For the European war lords, strutting 
about in their anxiety for combat, our sentiment, if not wholly 
respectful, is thoroughly charitable. But we have small interest 
in their ambitions, and only commiseration for the unfortunate 
people whose blood and treasure must soon become the price of 
their royal vanities. 

The land we live in is a land of peace, of liberty, of progress 
and of Christian civilization. But, sir, itmust not become a lan 
of pusillanimity. It must not rd its place in the family of 
nations, nor the duty which that place im , of 8 
the respect and the influence of a power no less competent than it 
is benignant. The ends of peace are not promoted by cultivatin 
among the poopie asentiment of dull mae. ce forevents in whic 
are involved their commercial welfare and their national author- 
ty The policy that would have us shut our eyes and ears to 
what is going on around us, that would have us allow our neigh- 
bors without protest or intervention to be subjected to humilia-- 
tion and injury, to be despoiled of their territory, to be embar- 
rassed in the exercise of their sovereign rights, to be confronted 
with a foreign fortification flying a European flag, is not possible 
to a nation of our responsibilities and our destiny. The United 
States are no longer a little string of Commonwealths along a lit- 
tle strip of coast. From the blue of their starry banner blaze not 
thirteen brilliants, but forty-five. They stretch across a conti- 
nent and launch their fleets in either ocean. We must accept our 
part in the affairs of mankind, faithfully performing its duties and 

ravely accepting its consequences. 

Although a war with the United States is not within the imagi- 
nation, much less the purpose, of any responsible Spanish states- 
man, the consideration that should constrain us in the adoption of 
these resolutions is far remote from that. The end we seek to 
attain is peaos; and not war; for a desperate and distracted 
people who have made the only choice that men can make when 
confronted with the alternative of abject slavery or revolution. 
They come to us with a petition for fair play. ey do not seek 
to involve us in their quarrel. They ask no favor. They ask 
hi Regen this is the significance of our resolutions—that we 
shall hold the scales even between them and their enemy. If we 
refuse this reasonable request; if we deny to them the position 
that their cause justifies and their valor has won; if we declare 
them to be wanton rebels, nay, plundering disturbers of the pub- 
lic peace, I say we shall be f: to our history, false to the genius 
of our people, and false to the mission that it is ours to serve in 
the development of mankind. [Loud 1 

Gentlemen say, do nothing. But we can not do nothing. We 
are not on earth to do nothing. [Applause.] And by doing 
8 they mean is to do something that is very bad in- 
deed. By doing nothing they mean that we shall take the part 
of Spain as against this struggling colony, our neighbor and our 
friend. By doing nothing they mean that we shall take the part 
of despotism as against liberty. To do nothing is to accept the 
Spanish view—that the insurgents are not entitled to belligerent 
rights, that their armies are brigands, their ships pirates, and 
their flag not an emblem of national life, but of anarchy and of 
crime. 

Iam very frank to admit to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BOUTELLE| and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] that 
it is a matter of regret that the necessity to do something has been 
imposed upon the Congress of the United States. It would have 
been much better if the action contemplated in these resolutions 
had been taken by the Executive long ago, and not left to Con- 
gress [loud applause]; but his failure, which I submit tomy Demo- 
cratic friends is chronic and characteristic Panehter) properly to 
represent the views of the American people, does not excuse us 
from so doing. On the contrary, it renders our duty all the more 
imperative. 

baad protempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired, 

. QUIGG. I will yield to myself five minutes more time. I 
have charge of the time on our side. [Laughter.] 

There are only one or two other points that I desire to notice. 

It has been said that the Cuban forces fightin disorder. So did 
the farmer lads at Bunker Hill. They say that the Cuban Goy- 
ernment frequently moves. So did the Continental Congress, 
They say that the Cuban armies are little bands of guerrillas. So 
were Marion’s men. So was Sumter's brigade. So, indeed. were 
all the armies of the Revolution, the total number of whom were 
not half the force that is now engaged for Cuba free? I say to 
gentlemen that it is not for us, the sons of the ragged and forlorn 
miserables who froze at Valley Forge and starved in the swamps 
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of the Carolinas, but out of whose glorious aspiration and noble dar- 
ing free government was born, to sneer at the distresses through 
which the men of Cuba, brave with the samehope, fierce with the 
same passion, are fighting their hard way to om! [Great 


applause. 
"Saba a ht to be free, Mr. Speaker; Cuba must be free. pe 
newed 5 Aye, and by the favor of a just God, to whom 
serfdom is hateful and all is good that tends to the advancement 
i of His creatures, Cuba shall be free! [Loud 
applause. > 

1 A . I yield thirteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama. 


[Mr. WHEELER addressed the House. See Appendix.] 
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia rose. í 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Irise toa question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of rgia. Mr. Speaker, on the 19th of 
March last a debate occurred in this House in which a circular 
issued by the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. GIBSON, was used 
by the gentleman from New York, Mr. SULZER. The matter was 
the subject of newspaper comment and subsequently of a prose- 
cution. All that I desire at this time is to call attention toa 
statement made by the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. GIBSON, 
contained in the papers of yesterday afternoon and of this morning, 
and to make a statement of my own. It is proper to say that had 
I been present this morning and not detained by my work in the 
committee room, I would not at this hour interrupt the House. 
It is stated in the newspapers that on the trial it was developed 
by the testimony of the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. GIBSON, 
that Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia, and not Mr. BARTLETT of New 
York, was the man who had obtained and furnished the circular 
in question. ` 

. Speaker, it is true that circular was given to me by a printer 
to whose office I went for the purpose of haying some business 
transacted. It is true that without any purpose or intention of 
having the same used in debate, but as a mere matter of curiosity, 
I brought that circular to the House, and that it passed from my 
hands to the hands of other gentlemen and reached the hands of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER]. Ihad no concern 
or connection with his using it. 

All I desire now to say is that I hold in my hand a statement 
which it is not necessary to read, unless called for—from the 
printer, which shows that I came by this circular legitimately; 
that upon my going to his business place for the purpose of pro- 
curing some printing done for myself, he called my attention to 
these circulars and showed them to me. My recollection is—the 
printer’s recollection is not itive about it—that he handed me 
one of them, and I simply said: Can I have it?“ and he said that 
Icould. I brought it to the House in my pocket. Upon taking 
it out, as I said, it was passed from hand to hand. 

Now, I want to say that this statement of the printer which I 
hold in my hand shows that I got that circular legitimately, with 
his knowledge and consent. The use made of it afterwards I am 
not responsible for, I desire further to say that I made no state- 
ment to anyone that the gentleman from Tennessee was sending 
these circulars to his constituents under his frank. 

This is all I desire to say now, Mr. Speaker, I simply desired 
to call the attention of the House to the matter as it stands and to 
the statement which I hold in my hand signed by the printer who 
furnished the circular to me in order to show that my possession 
of it was legitimate and proper. Having said this, I have nothing 
further to say unless it should become necessary. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, all I wish to say is that I am satis- 
fied from an investigation of the facts of the case that the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] obtained that circular with 
the consent of the printer; and any implication to the contrary 
in the remarks I heretofore made I am glad to withdraw. Iam 
also glad to learn from the gentleman from Georgia that he did 
not state to the gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER] that I 
was sending that circular out under my Congressional frank. 
wish only to add that hereafter, when the gentleman from Georgia 
has a pore of that character, he be a little more careful of it 
when ħe is within reach of the gentleman from New York. 
egner] 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Pardon me a moment. I did not 
distinctly hear the remarks just made by the gentleman; but I 
understand him to withdraw any statement that he has made to 
the House or elsewhere reflecting upon me or implying that I got 
that circular 1 

Mr. GIBSON. I withdraw ey ing whatever that reflects 
mR 3 I am glad to do so. k 

. BARTLETT of Georgia. That is perfectly satisfactory. 


CUBA, 


Mr. TUCKER. I yield eight minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. ANY]. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, it is an easy and a gracious thing 
to speak upon the popular side of any public question; butit is also 
at times wise and expedient to give some attention to the consid- 
erations involved in the opposite contention. I desire to say at the 
outset of my remarks that I intend to vote for these resolutions, 
but I vote for them under protest at the manner in which they 
have been brought before this House. 

When these propositions, involving an important international 
question affecting the relations of comity between two Govern- 
ments, were first brought before the House of Representatives, 
the distingnished chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

Mr. Hirt] proposed to “railroad” them through on a debate 

imited to twenty minutes on each side. Now, lam anew mem- 
ber and a young one, and far be it from me to seem even remotely 
to criticise the methods of procedure that obtain in this House. 
But I have seen this legislative assemblage spend hours and hours 
in what appeared to me idle and fruitless disputation on sub- 
jects infinitely less important than this. Were I to cite an exam- 
ple, I might refer to discussions on such questions as whether eight 
or ten more pages should be employed in the service of this House, 
or whether the compensation for ten or twelve more charwomen 
should be included in a general appropriation bill. It would seem 
to me, therefore, that the way in which the Cuban question has 
been brought before the House of Representatives is neither in 
accord with the sentiment of the American people nor consistent 
with the dignity of this body. 

I for one decline to believe that the applause of the galleries is 
the voice of the American ple. I have an impression that the 
great body of thoughtful citizens in this Republic deprecate the war 
talk of this House and of the other legislative branch of the Goy- 
ernment; and lam convinced that the conservative sense of this na- 
tion is against idle and officious intermeddling affecting relations 
of friendship between this Government and foreign powers. 

I desire to say in addition that it has occurred to me that the 
House Committee on Foreign Affairs was established to prevent 
exactly the condition of things which that same committee has 
brought about on the floor of this House. By any proper concep- 
tion of their duties they should have acted as a brake upon the 
war talk and war clamor which have disturbed and are disturbing 
the business interests of this Republic. As one of the majority 
loyal to that committee I must enter a protest against the manner 
in which, onthe contrary, they have seemed to lead the procession 
of jingo enthusiasm. 

Isay I am going to vote for these resolutions, and why? Be- 
cause, Mr, Speaker, I yield to no man in my devotion to human 
liberty or in my feelings of sympathy for the struggling patriots 
of Cuba. [Applause.] But, sir, between sympathy and inter- 
national procedure, between impulse and government, there is a 
wide dissociation. What sort of a government are we asked to 
recognize? A government whose seat is a saddle, whose capital 
is a burro, whose cbief of state is a general in the field. But let 
no . understand me as casting any reflection on these 
conditions, because in that saddle may ride human liberty and on 
that burro may depend the hope of a nation’s success. 

But, my friends, by all the established rules of international law 
we recognize only such governments as those with which we may 
actually treat, The gentleman from New York [Mr. Quice] who 
spoke next before the last said we should brush aside all considera- 
tions of international law. In that expression he appears to voice 
exactly the methods and procedure of the committee of which he 
is a member, because, to judge from their attitude toward the 
international questions that have come before this session of the 
House, they are of the belief that we should dispense with the State 
Department altogether and carry on our foreign affairs by legis- 
lative precipitation! 

We have here, Mr. Speaker, unquestionably a great duty to per- 
form. But if we desired to place the sentiment of this country on 
record in behalf of the Cuban insurgents we could have done it in 
a manlier way by adopting straight and aboveboard resolutions 
of 5 with that struggling people. But it was the duty of 
the Foreign Affairs Committee not to place us in the false position 


I | that if we voted against these resolutions of possible intervention 


we might thereby seem to exhibit indifference or hostility to the 
efforts of those gallantly struggling for national freedom. As the 
case now stands we are given no choice in the matter. We are 
forced to vote for the resolutions lest by proceeding along the estab- 
lished lines of international law and n them we should 
strike down a people that for over a year have won the admiration 
of the entire world by their heroic efforts to gain their independ- 
ence, a consummation which it is the fervent hope of every patri- 
otic American the Cubans may in the fullness of time secure. 
(Applause. 
e SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that the gentleman 
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conducting the negative proposition promised me an opportunity 
to yield time on our side, I yield seven minutes to the gentleman 
from Louisiana B Buck]. 


Mr. BUCK. peaker, as both an explanation and perhaps 
apology for taking the floor at this late hour, not only of theday, 
but in the discussion of this question, I ask to have read to the 
House a tel which was received yesterday within an hour 
after the pending measure had been taken under consideration by 
the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


New ORLEANS, LA., April 3, 1896. 
Hon. CHARLES F. BUCK: 


= THE TIMES-DEMOCRAT, 
BAKER. 


Per D. C. OMILLY. : 
Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, the papers represented by those who 
signed that telegram are all the important and influential daily 
papers in the t city of New Orleans, publishedin the language 
of the land. i had it read, among other things, for the reason 
that it has been said upon this floor by the gentleman from Maine 
3 asain! that a change had come over the spirit of the 
erican people since barely four weeks ago, when resolutions 
more Vigorous, more comprehensive, than these we are now con- 
sidering went through this House upon a wave of just sympathy 
with struggling humanity by an almost unanimous vote. If there 
has been a change of sentiment, that message testifies that the 
t least so far as the constituency from which it comes is 
concerned—is one of emphasis in favor of speedy and effective ac- 
tion by this House. The le which I have the honor in part 
to t have always in 5 with the people of 
Cuba; but they have been though and conservative, and if 
to-day they send us this message, it is because I think they feel 
that the time has come when inaction ceases to be virtue and 
silence is no longer honorable. X 
As we are lying there at the very gateway to that island, close to 
the scenes of conflict, it may be that the cries of its despair and the 
wails of its uncertain hope strike the more deeply into our hearts, 
and the daily stories of ou and atrocity in to sound in 
the ears of American freemen like reproaches to our common hu- 
manity. [Applause.] 5 Be 
Mr. 8 no one upon this floor has a higher admiration for 
, or the judgment of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. than myself, since it has been my fortune 
and my pleasure to sit on this floor and take instructions him; 
and no one realizes or feels more comprehensively than I do the 
magnificence of Anglo-Saxon civilization. But the Anglo-Saxon 
people are not the only nations of this world whose hearts are in- 
i by the instincts of freedom. The Greeks were not Anglo- 
ons; the Gauls were not Anglo-Saxons, when a century ago, 
following in the spirit our philosophy, which declared the equality 
of man, they overturned the d es of centuries and put for- 
ever a check upon the power of kings and the traditions of feudal 
and Middle Agedespotism. The instincts of liberty belong to the 
human heart, as a portion of its divine being and its immortal 


irations. 
Tis Speaker, I will not w the patience of this House by re- 
ting a word or a thought t has been expressed. We are 
fold that we should hesitate, because we know not the condition 
of the Cubans. We do know that they fight, we do know that 
they lay down their lives upon their blood soil, Is not this 
war? 
Nature's primeval state returns 
When man stands hostile to his fellow-men. 
And we also know that if we have not all the knowledge ms 
as 


the genius, the eloquen; 
TURNER 


yield to them the dignity, for the time being, of an equal nation 
upon the and light will come them and go to them, 
and then it will be demonstrated whether they are right or whether 


power of the Government, which controls all others, subject only 
to express constitutional limitation, the very branch which ex- 
clusively holds the power to declare war, should not have the power 
to declare the policy and shape the action of the nation when inter- 
national complications confront us. The House has settled this 
question, not only in this case but by ahundred precedents. Argu- 
ment would be the very idleness of declamation. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the gist of all opposition to these resolutions 
is the contention that neither the magnitude nor the manner of 
the warlike operations are such as indicate the existence of a 
national autonomy entitled under the law of nations to be ac- 
corded ‘belligerent rights” by neutral powers. I have alread 
conceded that possibly we do not know the whole truth; and 
have shown the reason of it and e the belief that we 
know enough to bind us, in the interest of freedom and humanity, 
to give to the weak and the oppressed the benefit of the doubt. 

As to the magnitude of the o tions, I am content to rest the 
question on the information submitted to the House by the honor- 
able the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations. As to 
“the manner” of them, it may be true that no great battles have 
been fought, that no 5 is given or taken, and that no pris- 
oners are exchanged; t no instances of magranimity or forbear- 
ance on either side have come to light to soften somewhat the 
gruesome picture of a wholly savage warfare; that atrocious acts 
of outrage and crueltyare common incidents. Who is responsible? 
Spain is the master power of the two, and she claims to be the 
sole power. She dictates and determines the conditions of the con- 
flict. On her and her alone civilization and humanity will place 
the responsibility for the consequences. Spanish methods in war- 
fare against her colonies or 6 are matter of his- 
2 If the Cubans practice ic cruelty,” it is not far to 
1 for the masters whose instructions“ they but better.“ 
The romantic and eloquent Castelar says: ‘Spain's Government 
is free, liberal, progressive.” Granted; but, if so, only at home.” 

Heaven forbid I or any 1 on the floor of this House 
should utter a word to offend the dignity, prejudice the interests, 
or question the honor of any nation with which this country is in 
peaceful and harmonious relations; but the facts of history are 
the property of mankind, and truth is the only thing that is per- 


manent, 

Spain is proverbially proud; but her pride is rigid with cruelty 
snd her cruelty has 3 in the blood of fanaticism. Great, 
and perhaps free, at home, she has ever been unjust to her colo- 
nies; and in consequence has lost them all but one, and that one 
is irrevocably fixed in its determination to follow the others to 
freedom and independence. 

She is ever the mistress, they the slaves; she rules tooppress and 
8 to destroy. Somewhat over two centuries back a Duke 
of Alva gave to Brabant and Flanders the peace of the churchyard 
and the charnel house; and in our enlightened days a General 
Weyler will accomplish the same fate for Cuba if she gets no en- 
couragement from the ‘‘outer world” until she places grand 
armies in the field, establishes custom-houses, and sends ambas- 
sadors to the nations of the earth. = 

It is said Spain will declare war against this country if these 
resolutions are adopted. That might be a 2 calamity, but 
Spain would have no just cause for war. Under the principles 

both international comity and law the United States of Amer- 
ica as a nation have the right to determine the fact of belliger- 
ency,” and to declare it, whether in the pursuit or protection of 
TREM interests or in the assertion ofaprincipleof human liberty 
and justice. 

Mr. Speaker, if that which we are about to do is right, it is right 
that we should do it even at the hazard of war. Life and pr 
erty are not the best of earth’s possessions; to nations, as to indi- 
viduals, all is lost when honor is not maintained. 

It would be idle to reason on the possible effects or foretell the 
probable consequences of a war between this country and Spain; 
it might be deemed vain boasting and perhaps convey the sting 
of offense, which is not intended; but every American schoolboy can 
play the prophet and predict its results. 

In the nature of things, from the virtue of necessity, if you will, 
we know that if ever flag of this great country is borne aloft 

inst a foreign foe, it will never turn back to be furled in the 
gloom of defeat; it will wave high on the ramparts, even amid 
ruin and disaster, until at last, resplendent in victory and reful- 
gent with the very blaze of glory, it shall plant itself on the 
achievement of an honorable peace. 

The SPEAKER. According to the unanimous consent hereto- 
fore given, the House will now be in recess until 8 o'clock this 
evening, when the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. MCCALL, 
will please discharge the duties of the Chair. 

EVENING SESSION. 

The recess havin: ag the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., resumed 
its session, with . MoCaLL. of Massachusetts in the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, 
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Mr. QUIGG. Mr. S er, I yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri Ge Dockery] five minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. r. Speaker, to the student of history it is 
not a matter of surprise that the people of Cuba should now be 
engaged in a struggle for independence. A little more than one 
hundred years ago our fathers declared the great fundamental 
doctrine that governments derive their powers from the consent 
of the governed, and that before the law all men stand upon the 
plane of absolute equality. This cardinal tenet of republican in- 
stitutions was not then, as I now recall, believed in or recognized 
by any government of the world. It was born on this continent, 
and grew into strength and power here, its champions being the 
descendants of the rugged pioneers who settled the New World. 
Around this doctrine their hopes and aspirations twined and 
clustered. To them it was the language of freedom, and it seemed 
as though the air, the mighty seas, and the rivers proclaimed it. 

Mr. Speaker, it is unnecessary to recite the familiar history of 
the wondrous struggle which resulted in American independence, 
The doctrines of freedom and self-goverment have made marvel- 
ous progress since that period and have exercised a beneficent 
influence upon all the governmentsof the world. They haveleaped 
the barriers of the Atlantic and substituted written constitutions 
for the despotic will of absolute monarchs, It should not, there- 
fore, Mr. Speaker, be the occasion for comment or criticism when 
the people of Cuba, so closely allied to and identified with us in 
commercial relations, aspire to independence and self-government. 

Sir, I am not familiar with international law, and do not claim 
to be advised as to its technicalities and intricate proprieties. It 
may be that under the strict terms of this code a state of war 
does not exist on the Island of Cuba which justifies the United 
States in according to the Cuban patriots belligerent rights. To 
the untutored layman, however, seeking only to know the truth 
and to deal justly, it would seem that the warfare now devastat- 
ing that island rises far above the level of mere guerrilla strife. 
If not, Mr. S er, Why is it that the armies of Spain, so repeatedly 
reenforced by veteran battalions, have thus far been unable to 

ress the people of Cuba in their efforts to achieve national 
in dence? The spirit of American freedom seems to have 
been wafted to Cuba across the Gulf of Mexico, and I bid the 
Cubans go in their efforts to establish a free and independ- 
ent nation. [Applause.] : 

Mr. Speaker, possibly the situation may not be unvexed with 
doubt, but if doubts there be, I shall resolve them here and now 
in favor of the struggling patriots of Cuba, and cast my vote in 
favor of the Senate resolutions. [Appana] 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. , 1 yield ten minutes or more to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. DANIELS]. 

Mr. DANIELS, Mr. ker, I design to do no more than 
simply to vindicate the vote which I shall give when these resolu- 
tions come before the House for adoption. I have considered this 
to be somewhat important upon my part, for the reason that 
when the resolutions that the House were up for a vote 
I voted for those resolutions. I vo for them, not because I 
approved the second and third resolutions by any means, but I 
was heartily in accord with the first of the resolutions, providing 
for neutrality between the two belligerents on the part of the 
United States. The first of the resolutions we have now proposed 
to the House for adoption is substantially the game as the resolu- 
tion which was then adopted, and seems to be free from all sub- 
stantial doubt as to its rk Lege 

This resolution provides for the neutrality of the United States 
between these two 5 upon the Isle of Cuba. It is 
not the purpose of the United States by this resolution to intervene 
in any respect between these two contending parties, but to allow 
the struggle to go on with the understanding, nationally, in this 
country, and of course in others, that the United States is a neutral 

wer, standing between these persons and acknowledging the 
232 of the forces engaged in the insurrection upon this 
island. So far I see no impropriety whatever in the resolution; 
but it (the second resolution) goes a step further than that; and 
the next step, to my judgment, is fraught with danger to the 9 
the stability, the quietude, and the responsibility of the nited 
States as a nation. It has been the piy of the United States at 
all times since the Government was formed to abstain from all en- 
tangling relations with European powers and not to permit Euro- 

powers to acquire any standing or to exert any national pol- 
icy or influence that is adverse to the institutions created by the 
people of the United States. 

t was the declaration of policy of the first President of the 
United States. It has been observed faithfully from that time 
down to the present time; and the United States upon all occasions 
has abstained from interference with the domestic affairs of 
E Governments. Besides that, when the South American 
— lics had acquired what the United States believed to be their 
independence and the Holy Alliance was set on foot in Europe to 
reconquer those States and to aid or assist S in doing so, and 
to reestablish its government, the United States took decisive 


ground at that time, declaring substantially that the same 


which had prevailed in reference to foreign interference shoul 
also be applied to this newly existing state of things, and that the 
United States would not permit any European country to plant 
its institutions in this country or maintain them by force of 
arms, regarding that as a solemn menace to the stability and safi 

of our own institutions; and a counterpart or eqnivalent of this 
doctrine was also asserted, that the United States would not in- 
terfere adversely in the affairs of European people; and that has 
been a part of the policy of the Government, maintained from that 
time down to the present hour. And it is only a few weeks since 
that a solemn asseveration by this House and the body at the other 
end of the Capitol asserted that we should not interfere with the 
affairs of other nations, but we should not permit their interfer- 
ence with the affairs of the American nations to their detriment, 
or to an encroachment upon their soil. 

Now, what has this second resolution provided for? Simply for 
intervention on the part of the United States in this 8 that 
is proceeding between the insurrectionists in Cuba and the Gov- 
ernment of in. It is true that the resolution has been couched 
in very measured terms: 

That the friendly offices of the United States shonld be offered by the 
5 to the Spanish Government for the recognition of the indepen 
g 


That is perhaps not of itself, abstractly considered, any danger- 
ous exercise of authority; but when we look back at the history 
of nations we see that slight causes, slight disagreements, have 
often precipitated the most remarkable and the most dangerous 
consequences between them. We see that it is a delicate subject 
for one nation to attempt to interfere in any manner in the inter- 
nal affairs of another nation. And no one nation of a civilized 
character and standing can interfere with the affairs of another 
of equal standing, N of inferior authority, without exciti 
resentment on art of the nation whose affairs are interf 
with. And if the United States should undertake to exercise this 
authority, as the second resolution „in the future, we can 
see at once that it is not going to t in the independence of 
Cuba or the success of the insurrectionists, but it is going to result 
in a feeling of exasperation on the of the Spanish Government 
against the Government and e of the United States. They 
are already excited very much, and an interference of this char- 
acter might exasperate that excitement beyond a point of all reas- 
onable restraint and precipitate upon our country a series of con- 

uences that every member of the community would deplore. 

e can not for ourselves portray with certainty what would 
be the effect of such interference by the President of the United 
States. It would be the exercise of a new and undefined authority. 
It never has been recommended or.acted upon under similar cir- 
cumstances, and it is not to be e ted that it can be exercised 
now without exciting animosity and resentment on the part of the 
Spanish people. It is true that ered people are inferior in power, 
vastly so, to the people of the United States; that their resources 
have been seriously drained in the contest that has been going on 
for over a year upon the Island of Cuba; but it is to be remem- 
bered that in controversies of this character other nations 
come in to sustain the hostilities that Spain may enter upon 8 
this country and produce a series of disasters that we can not now 
either anticipate or measure. 

It is necessary in matters of this kind for every nation to take 

counsel of its own prudence and not to allow itself to transcend 
the bounds of propriety in reference to the affairs of other nations— 
certainly not to place itself in an equivocal posson whereby its 
intentions and its influence may be misunderstood, provoki 
national resentments by which war may be brought precipitately 
upon the country interfering in this manner without any suspicion 
of the danger lurking beneath the efforts attempted to be made, 
It is because of the danger that may lurk in the exercise of this 
authority, that may accompany it or follow it, that it strikes me 
that these resolutions as they are now combined together ought 
not to receive the vote of this House. 
. If the first resolution could be presented to the House sepa- 
rately and distinctly, simply acknowledging the belligerency of 
Cuba and asserting the neutrality of the United States between 
the insurrectionists and the Government of Spain, I should see 
no objection to that, because it could not be regarded, in any pos- 
sible view, as an effort on the part of the people of the United 
States or their Government to interfere in the deplorable condition 
of affairs existing on the Island of Cuba at the present time. It 
would be nothing more than a declaration that the United States 
generously desired to see the insurrectionists upon that island en- 
joying the nee of belligerents, so that they might be protected 
against the allegation that they are criminals or traitors to the 
Government of Spain because they have arisen and endeavor to 
overthrow the government of the island. 

There would be no harm, rg whys nor any danger in declar- 
ing that to be the position of ple and the Government of 
the United States. There would be in that no reason for Spain’s 
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taking offense. But when it comes to the question of intervention, 
even possible intervention, we can see at once that this is the first 
„Which may result later in forcible intervention and bring 
about a warlike condition of things between the two Governments, 
and we can not be too cautious in the exercise of authority of such 
a character. It is because of the danger that may follow the attempt 
on the part of the United States to interfere to secure the inde- 
pendence of Cuba even by the aid of our moral influence that it 
strikes me that this second resolution is improper in its character. 
When I found on consultation with the gentleman who intro- 
duced the resolutions that no vote was to be had upon them sep- 
arately, but that they were to come before the House and be either 
accepted or rejected as a whole, I was astonished; for while the 
doctrine embodied in the first resolution is unobjectionable and 
might be entirely acceptable, the other, as qualifying the first res- 
olution and this exercise of neutrality on the part of the United 
States, is such as to indicate certainly a possibility, and indeed a 
robability, that, by our attempting to interfere through the ac- 
ion of the President in the existing situation between the insur- 

rectionary forces and the Government of Spain, there may be 
recipitated a war that would be dangerous, lasting, and destruc- 
ve to many of the interests of our country. 

And, Mr. Speaker, we should receive no equivalent, no recom- 

, for that state of things brought about by our intervention 
in the dispute that is now existing between Spain and its subjects 
upon the Island of Cuba. In case of war it would become an in- 
dependent assault against our Government, against our people, 
against our seacoast cities, and no person can measure in advance 
the extent to which the injury might be carried resulting from 
hostilities carried on against us by Spain and very likely to be 
joined in by other Euro powers. 

Such an be the result, and where would be the recompense, 
where would be the equivalent, coming to this country as the result 
of such an intervention, if it should by any possibility produce 
such co uences as I have indicated? It is true we may exer- 
cise a moral influence without offense. It is true we place our- 
selves thereby in a position of hostility to Spain; but if that action 
on our part should lead to another and to still another and finally 
to a state of war, certainly there would be no equivalent that the 
people of the United States could receive, no recompense that 
would in any considerable de; counterbalance the resulting 
disadvantage and the injury. It is for these reasons, Mr. Speaker, 
that I desired to present my views to the House as justifying, and 
not only as justit ing, but as requiring that, as these resolutions 
that the House, ea Gea they are presented for adoption or rejection, 
must be presented together, they shall be voted down, and I hope 
will reject the resolutions. 

Mr. QUIGG. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the resolutions which 
this House in its wisdom adopted a few weeks since were much 
more in accord with my individual views than those which I pre- 
sume will be adopted on cg fae he resolutions which have 
come to us from the Senate. There seems to be a diversity of 
opinion among the members of this House in regard to what the 
sentiment of the country is. More than that, there appears to bea 
diversity of opinion in regard to our duty as a nation in regard to 
this subject. I believe, sir, that if the 175,000 citizens of my dis- 
trict were ap ed to to say whether, on this question, I should 
cast my yote in the interest of human freedom by voting for these 
resolutions and gore! expressing my sympathy with the cause 
of humanity, 174,999 of those citizens would say, Vote for those 
resolutions.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, I go a little further in my sentiments than 
the resolutions now before us. I have no disposition to criticise 
the committee for what they have seen fit to report to us. They 
are doubtless better informed on this question than we can possi- 
bly be. But, sir, we know not only that there is existing to-day 
in the Island of Cubaa state of war, but there is existing a very 
inhuman war. We know that Spain has been using her great 
power for the last twelve or fifteen months to subdue those people, 
and that at this cular time she is not in actual possession and 
control of more than one-fifth of that island. It is impossible for 
us to know just what the prany condition is there. But, sir, I 
believe for myself in the declaration that was adopted by our 
forefathers. I believe in a government of the people. I believe 
in the formation of those laws and the recognition of those rights 
which will guarantee to a people that they shall be at least treated 
in a humane way. 

If Cuba had in the past been treated as citizens of any govern- 
ment should have been, our duty at the present time would per- 
haps be different. But we know that they have been 8 0 
oppressed. We know that people of the Anglo-Saxon or Englis 
race would not have tolerated what they have been compelled to 
submit to for years past. We know that history proclaims to the 
world that they have been debased; that 5 been taxed 
beyond all reasonable power of endurance; t they have been 


denied the in of trial by jury; that they and their families have 
been deprived of the essential rights of freemen. In consequence 
of being thus treated they have seen fit to rise up in rebellion. 
Sir, on this question there is a law as broad ashumanity, as deep 
as human affection, that appeals to the American people to-day 
in such a ol, Hoge we dare not do otherwise than express for the 
people of Cuba our sympathy. I can not conceive how it is pos- 
sible for any American citizen to allow his imagination to be so 
worked upon as to induce him to believe that we shall give Spain 
any cause of offense if we should try to use our g offices in 
bringing to a 8 termination the struggle now being carried 
on in Cuba. two men are engaged in deadly conflict and a third 
pe tries to interfere in order to separate the combatants, it is 
rely possible that they will not appreciate his efforts; but if he 
steps in with power enough to command the peace, not only wijl 
they honor him, but every other man must do the same. 

That is the condition, as I understand it, existing in Cuba to- 
day. The people now struggling there are not those that have 
had the advantages of education and other improving influences 
such as we haye had, In their struggle to-day they are acting 
with the best light that they have been able to enjoy. They see 
a great nation on the north of them that is enjoying the blessings 
of civil and religious liberty, the blessings of national prosperity. 
They see themselves, on the other hand, in a condition of abject 
slave They have risen in rebellion; they have appealed to the 
God of battles; they have gone forth to make the sacrifices that 
only true, brave, and courageous men dare make in order that 
the cause of liberty and humanity may move onward and upward, 
[Applause.] Sir, T would dare to say to "nono poopie mana I do 
not believe that I am the only member of this House ready to say 
so—‘“‘In God's name we wish you success in your undertaking; 
we give you all the words of encouragement that it is in our power 


to give.” appini 
Mr. S er, I had hoped that we should have had presented to 
the two Houses of Congress resolutions recognizing Cuban inde- 
3 I would be only too glad to vote for such resolutions, 

have no idea that there would be any danger of our being obliged 
to back up that act by force of arms. But, sir, he whose cause is 
founded in righteousness and truth is doubly armed; and if it 
should be necessary in the onward march of the nineteenth cen- 
tury that this great Government of ours should take a stand in 
the cause of humanity, let us bid those who are struggling in that 
cause Godspeed; let us give them the assurance of our cordial 
sympathy, our moral support, in the struggle. 

How far we should go in extending our sympathy and aid to 
people struggling as the Cubans now are I know not. Possibly I 
am too radical in my views on this question. But I say this, that 
in adopting these resolutions we take a step which I have no 
doubt future generations willapprove. More than that, I believe 
that the cause of humanity, by reason of our action in behalf of 
Cuba, will take new vigor; the cause of education and of civil 
and religious liberty will receive an impetus that will help for- 
ward the progress and elevation of the human family. Let us, 
then, take this step. Let us give Spain the means of knowing 
just how we do stand on this question. That is exactly my feel- 
ing in regard to this subject. 

t us meet the issue like men; and I will take that issue, so far 
as my people in Kansas, and particularly my district. are con- 
cerned, and have not a doubt that every member of the House will 
be more than satisfied with the result that attends the passage of 
these resolutions, because we have assurances from the chairman 
of the committee, assurances that ought to be fully satisfactory to 
the members of the House, that the resolutions will accomplish 
the happy result we all so much desire. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. ON. Mr.Speaker, perhapsI ought to have kept quiet 
during this discussion, but some things that have been said against 
the passage of the resolution induce me to occupy the floor for a 
short time, and I do not think it would be out of place for me to 
give the reasons that actuate mein voting for the passage of the 
resolution. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 1 on yesterday said 
that a picture was presented to the members of this House, a hor- 
rid picture of a man suffering death by a ‘ote, which was sent 
out for the purpose of trying to create a false sentiment of sym- 
pathy. Isawthatpicture. It is the execution of a man ina Span- 
ish prison in the Island of Cuba; not that he had committed murder 
or a foul crime of any kind, but simply a human being brought 
to death in that barbarous fashion because he had—after his pow 
pie for over three hundred years had been struggling to gain their 

iberty—saw fit to join the Cuban patriots and had been captured 
as a prisoner of war and was taken to prison and was put to death 
as there exhibited. That is the reason that that picture was sent 
throughout the country; not to show how they put to death men 
guilty of heinous crimes, but to show how they deal with men 
who desire to secure their liberty. Apia 

Mr. Speaker, thereis no nation on ace of this globe which will 
countenance putting political prisoners to death with that horrible 
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instrument that deserves any consideration at the hands of any 
civilized or any Christian government. [Loud applause.] During 
the war of the great rebellion, at a time we classed our brethren 


across Mason and Dixon’s Line as rebels and them only 
as insurgents, and while they were captured at the first fight— 
Bull Run—in a war that continued for four long years in this 
country, a war in which 600,000 men went down into untimely 
graves, no man in that strife who had lifted his arm against this 
Government, no insurgent or rebel, lost his life except in battle. 
Notasolitary man during that long war was executed, either with 
the garrote, or by a rope around his neck, or by any other means, 
We recognized during that Sg le that they were blood of our 
blood and flesh of our flesh, and, remembering the teachings of 
Him who came into the world eighteen hundred years ago to teach 
men and point the way of ete life and how to live in this world 
as citizens and as men, remembering His teachings, recognizing 
the principles taught by Him, I say that no man in that great strug- 
gle was put todeath in thisbarbarousmanner. Thatisone reason 
why, Mr, Speaker, I shall vote for the resolution. 

N. ow, there is another reason. I claim that this Government, 
as a government, has a right to recognize any people in any part 
of the world who are struggling for their liberty where a state of 
war exists. I do not propose as a member of the American Con- 
gress to ask Spain, that superannuated old giant, that bronze 
corpse, a cipher among the alphabet of the nations, whether she 
likes it or not. The only question to me is, is it right? I believe 
we ought to recognize the Cuban patriots who are struggling 
against the Spanish Government with every prospect of success, 
and I propose to vote for these resolutions, be the consequences 


what they may. [Prolonged applause. ] 
I was surprised to hear in this American Con in the past 
few days that this great Government of ours had no right to give 


to the Cubans belligerent rights, and to do so was an insult to 
Spain—a declaration of war. Why, sir, during the late war, as 
we have been told in the debate here, before a battle was fought 
on land, the Government of Spain, 8,000 miles away from us, 
knowing but little abeut us, knowing nothing about our do- 
mestic troubles, with indecent haste poked her nose into our 
affairs and gave to the Confederate States belligerent rights. Did 
this Government recognize that act as a cause for war? Did we 
declare war against Spain? No. And why? Because this Gow- 
ernment recognized that all the Governments of Europe, if they 
saw proper, had a right, if they believed that a state of war ex- 
isted, to recognize the Confederate Government as belligerents; 
and I propose that this Government of ours, so far as my vote and 
influence are concerned, shall give to the Cubans all the rights of 
belligerents, with the hope that they may gain their independence 
in the near future. [Applause.] 

Now, I want to make a reply, in the very brief time allotted to 
me, to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BourzLLxk], and I will 
read a short extract from a h of his delivered in the Fifty- 
third Congress, and as I read this extract from his speech I want 
you simply,in your own mind, to insert the word ‘‘Cuba” in 
place of “ Hawaii,” and see where he stood in the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, iba yah was ready to anvoy oor cans rg in A 1 if 
necessary for the purpose of giving these Hawaiian people their 
freedom. I with him in that fight, and I was ready to vote 
for his resolution if an opportunity was given, and I am with him 
on that controversy. The reason that he then set forth in sup- 
port of his action on the Hawaiian question, Mr. Speaker, influ- 
ences me in giving my support to the resolutions now pending, and 
I shall vote for the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. TUCKER. Will not my friend allow a man time for re- 
pentance? 

Mr. PICKLER. We hate to see him fall from grace. [Laugh- 


ter. 

aM MAHON. Now, Mr. Speaker, ga will find in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD of the Fifty-third Congress, second session, 
volume 144, page 8003, the following: 


Mr. BOUTELLE. * * + I understand further, Mr. Speaker, that it has 
been the uniform policy of the United States to be prompt and earnest in 
encour: g and izing all movements tending toward the establish- 
ment of free republican governments, in whatever parts of the world the 
may be. I understand this to have been the settled policy of the Unit 
States from the foundation of this Republic. I need not enforce upon the 
mind of the House the fact, it seems to me, that the establishment of a re- 
public in the Hawaiian Islands is an event that, under all the circumstances, 
appeals to the sympathy of the people of the United States with the most 
peculiar and extraordinary strength. 


And a few days afterwards he offered a joint resolution (see 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, second session Fifty-third Congress, 
volume 144, page 8010) “congratulating the people of the Hawaiian 
Islands on their peaceable assumption of the powers of self-gov- 
ernment and recognizing that cee fens as free, sovereign, and 
independent.” That was the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bou- 
TELLE] in the Fifty-third Congress. He has departed from that. 
I say that the doctrine laid down by the gentleman in that speech 
is sound i doctrine, and I am willing to vote for the 


resolutions on the speech he made in the Fifty-third Congress, a. 
part of which I have just read. [Applause.] 

Mr. MAHANY,. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. MAHANY. Do you not recognize the difference between 
a government which has only a general in command of an army 
in the field and a government established and able to maintain 
law and to preserve order? 

Mr. ON. Well, Mr. Speaker, these people fifteen months 
ago commenced with three or four thousand struggling patriots, 
without arms or munitions of war. They have grown until to-da; 
they have a magnificent army of from fifty to si . 
men. They have fought their way from one end of that island to 
the other, and have hovered around the capital of Cuba. They 
have whipped one of the great generals of Spain and sent him 
home under a cloud, and, mark my word for it, they will whi 
the man who is in command of the Spanish armies on the Islan 
of Cuba to-day. (Applause. They have kept the field against 
an army of 120,000 well-trained Spanish troops. They have never 
had a dissension in their ranks, they have never had a deserter 
from their ranks, and for fifteen iong months they have contended 
successfully against this well drilled and disciplined army of 
Spain. Yet you state to me to-day that they are not entitled to 
the same recognition that those people were in Hawaii. 

Mr. Speaker, we are told that the Cuban army is composed 
largely of mulattoes, men not fit to govern themselves. I assert 
that as a class of men they stand much higher in intelligence and 
morality than the majority of the people of the Hawaiian Islands, 
and are at least as well fitted for self-government. I suppose if 
the Hawaiian Islands had belonged to Spain, a great deal. of the 
patriotism and fighting spirit that almost submerged the Fifty- 
third Congress would never have been heard of. Mr. Speaker, 
this great Republic is the foster parent of all republics in the 
Western Hemisphere, and we must, in the language of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE], “be prompt and earnest in 
encouraging and reco ing all movements tending toward the 
establishment of free republican governments.” The passage of 
these resolutions is not a declaration of war. Asa great nation 
we have a ect right to give to Cubans belligerent rights. If 
Spain sees fit to declare war, she must take the responsibility and 
the co uences. The conflict will be short and decisive. Cuba 
will belong to the United States and Spain will have learned a 
lesson she will never forget. One more victory will be won over 
en Se and inhumanity. [Applause.] 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


ired. 
IME: MAHON. If there is no objection, I should like to extend 
my remarks in the RECORD. I could have completed them in 
about five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks leave to 
extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there objection? 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I think general leave to print has 
been extended. 

Mr. QUIGG. Oh,no; I do not think so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the gentle- 
man’s request? 

There was no objection. r 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to my col- 
longan [ME OTEY]. 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Speaker, it has been said that doctors practice 
on their own patients, but that members of Congress, especially 
when they are on the Cuban resolutions, practice on the patience 
of others. I propose to take advantage of that prerogative for the 
few minutes allowed me. 

There is a story told of a man and his wife who quarreled as to 
what they should have for dinner. The one wanted terrapin stew 
and sherry, and the other wanted canvasback ducks and cham- 
pagne. y bas e and SS pine and finally compromised 
on cabbage. [Laughter.] e have had the terrapin stew of the 
Senate and the canvasback duck of the House, and now we have 
ae in and compromised on cabbage, in the form of this resolu- 

on. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
should like to ask him a question. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OTEY. Les, sir; with pleasure. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to ask you if you have 
not misstated the facts? Do you not mean that they have had the 
canvasback ducks at the White House? [Laughter.] 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Speaker, I can only answer that question in 
this way. It is said that Chief Justice Chase was talking to a 
nigger one day. I mean no disrespect to the colored — 75 by 
saying ‘‘nigger.” It isa word most appropriately derived from 
“niger,” meaning black. He said to this coon—negro, I mean 
[laughter]—“‘I have always thought that it was very strange that 
acoon wore his fur on the outside. When I have a coat with fur 
on it, I generally put the fur on the inside. I find that it is warmer 
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to wear it that way, and I do not see why a coon should not wear 
it in that way. y is it?” Well,“ said the negro, *“ you'd 
know if you was de coon.” [Laughter.] “ Why?” asked the Chief 
Justice. Because,” said the negro, „von would have more 
sense.” Without reflecting on your intelligence, sir, and with the 
utmost of pleasantry, you have a complete answer. [Laughter.] 
I never visit the ite House. Iam a spring chicken of this 
House and do not go there unless sent for to be consulted about 
+ matters of state, and I do not suppose the gentleman from 
ichigan does. Ido not know snything g about what ati have 
there to eat. But a spring chicken better stay away. I have 
only been there once or twice, and I do not know that I will ever 
go there again. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we hear a great deal of talk about war. I 
am opposed to war. Thirty-five years ago I talked about war, and 
I was red hot for it. [Laughter.] But, sir, in the language of 
that great man—I do not know whether I pronounce it right or 
not—veni, vidi, vici; Icame. Yes, sir; I. came” to the front, and 
for four years I stayed there. Iremained there. No surgeon's 
certificate, sir, ever sent me home; and in the language of a great 
judge in Virginia, a friend of my friend Mr. TUCKER, no one sent 
me there to have “the perpetual enjoyment of the rascally im- 
munity of bombproof security.” flaps oa I Was not to be 
heterogeneously bamboozled by the unsophisticated audacity of 
any man,” as an old soldier said. [Great laughter.] No, sir; I 
was not; but veni, I say, I came. en vidi, I Saw. Yes; I saw 
rebels there in thousands, with belligerent rights. Iknow, fam 
tlemen, that you do not know yet which side of this question I am 
nae pg? „although you can guess which Iwas on then. I 

get to t presen The trouble about it is that I have 
not been able to tell which side a great many now are on, because 
they have been talking about national law, and international law, 
what General Grant, Henry Clay, Madison, and Monroe said, and 
all that sort of thing, of which the average Congressman knows 
but little. 
Yes, sir; I saw the rebels in thousands and thousands, with bel- 
trights, marching toward agallant foe. Isaw them charge, 
I saw them stand, I heard them yell, I heard the thunder of their 
cannon, maintaining belligerent rights. It is not out of pas, 
therefore, for me to say lastly that, after veni and vidi, vici, I con- 
quered. But, sir; not until the big guns at Fort Delaware, where I 
had been invited to stay a few yA by Uncle Sam [laughter], 
ust one month before the surrender—not until ‘these big guns 
undered there and informed me that the name of Ap ttox 
had been made immortal, and that the great Army orthern 
Virginia had surrendered, making the name of Ulysses S. Grant 
immortal, not until then did I conquer; and then I conquered 
what? My insatiable desire for renown as a belligerent! [Great 
laughter.] That time came and I bowed to the inevitable. Icon- 
fess, sir, that ever since then I have had no more thirst for gore. 
[Renewed laughter. ] i 
Now, Mr. po gee why all this talk about war, and all this 
talk about rights and principle, international law and justice, and 
all such things? Mr. Speaker, just let us see what would be the 
application 5 right, and international law under certain 
umstances. Let us — a case - ou all would not su 
it was a supposable case but just suppose a case Danghter!, and 
that is, suppose that the Northern had seceded and that 
the Southern States had undertaken to maintain the Union. What 
would have been the result? Exactly the sameasit was. [Great 
laughter and applause.] Secession would have succeeded then. 
No doubt about that. You all had too heavy for us.and too 
many people, and it mattered not which was abstractly right, the 
same causes would have produced the same effects. erefore, if 
the cause of the Union Had been the whale represented by the 
Southern States, then it would have been the whale that the fish 
swallowed, instead of the fish that the whale swallowed. See? 
There is no question about that. Now, sir, nobody doubts this 
roposition of international law; but the inent inquiry now 
K what has this to do with Cuba? [Great laughter. About as 
much as perigee against these resolutions. 
The SP protempore. The time of the gentleman has 


. TUCKER. I yield five minutes more to my colleague. 
Mr.OTEY. Thanks. Iam much more pleased than I make out 
Iam. Well, sir, I was going on about the question of right and in- 
ternational law when I was hammered out, etc. These things of 
right and justice in international affairs are settled by the arbit- 
rament of arms, That settles the question, as a general thing. 
Of course secession was wrong, because the arbitrament of arms 
settled it. I am not going to discuss secession, gentlemen, not 
only because I know that has nothing to do with Cuba, but be- 
cause it is, as we know, a new question. In dealing with Cuba 
we should remember that the United States does not follow the 
of other nations in starting anything. We do not need 
— s9 ow 1 5 oner roa Bay one Was do not Gaugi 
to see what Englan ing to do, than Lord. — 
ter.] We ought not to 5 and I hope we will not wait 


to see, What England is going to do about finances or any other 
thing. I hope we will make precedents instead of waiting for 
them. I do not believe with some of my friends on the other side 
of this Chamber that the people of the United States can whip the 
whole world, but I do not believe that the whole world can whip 
the United States [great 2 and laughter], and hence we 
should act independently and courageously. 

Now, sir, I am not like that gentleman who delivered a Fourth 
of July oration on one occasion, when he said that the American 
eagle had plumed her wings and soared aloft and had scanned 
the whole world and then lif in America, with one foot in the 
Atlantic Ocean, the other foot in the Pacific Ocean, with her tail 
flopping in the Gulf of Mexico, and picking grass in Canada, 

Great laughter.] No, sir; I do not believe that. But Ido be- 
ieve, sir, that the United States is big enough to take care of her- 
self in maintaining any opinion which it may express through us 
in this Honse—I being one of ‘‘us”—and capable of giving bellig- 
wae rights to Cuba [great applause], even though they be 
rebels. 

My time is so limited that I will have to skip a great deal of 
my speech. [Laughter.] I was somewhat inclined to the other 
side when this question was first before us, and had prepared.a 
great speech on that occasion. I lost it coming down here |laugh- 
ter], and I think Mr. Tucker or Judge TURNER found it, and I 
believe you will probably hear part of that speech to-night from 
my colleague, Mr. TUCKER. [Laughter.] However, after hearing 
the arguments of the gentlemen against the resolutions, I was by 
men: persuaded to go for them and for the belligerent rights of 

u 

Now, to come down to the point, everybody that has spoken on 
the other side has suggested something about war. Mr. 3 
Isympathize with people that are struggling for their independ- 
ence. I sympathize with rebels. I was a rebel once myself. 

rep ciel 12 fact, 2 do = aye ay of yS on this pe can 
pa g with re 4 ughter. © people of the 
United States being a free people, the in the world, ought 
to want to see everyone else free, and our 5 Cuba, as we 
know, is not free. Ido not believe that the 
to go to war about Cuba, and I have not the slightest idea that 
they are going to do so. However, I am beyond military 
myself, so it would not make so much difference to me personally 
if they did. [Laughter.] It might increase my sugar Sonaat 
But we shall not go to war. I do not believe we ought to meddle 
with other people's business. Of course we should not. But no 
one has * that we should interfere with other people's 
business. opinion is our business. 

It is true something has been said about intervention, but that 
was in a pickwickian sense. The real question here is whether 
there is war in Cuba; not whether we are going to war. Is there 
war in Cuba? If so, these resolutions are right. If not, they are 
wrong. That is all there is in the whole matter. Cuba 
this snap a reybdlution in 1849, and she failed. She took it up 
again in 1854, and she failed She made another attempt in 
1873, and she failed. If she fails in this time, some of these 
wise gentlemen, like my friend Mr. TUCKER and others who have 
spoken here, will say, I told you so.” ughter.] Well, if she 
does fail, we shall not be in any worse fix than Spain and all the 
nations of Europe were in when we of the South failed, because 
they all Sy ed us—everyone of them. [Great laughter.] 


he SP: pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, as I do not expect to deliver the 


h that my friend has referred to laughter], I will yield him 
ve minutes more of my time. 

Mr. OTEY. Iam much obliged to my colleague. As I said 
before, gentlemen, Ie ted to practice upon your patience on 
this occasion, but I have never done it ore except once, and 
then there was nobody in the House. I beg pardon; I ought to 
havesaid Hows. [Laughter.] We are not inviting war by these 
resolutions. What are we doing? We are simply expressing our 
opinion. Well, has not the Houseof Re tatives of the United 
States a right to express its opinion? Do not we do that out here 
in the cloakrooms, and everywhere else? ughter.] Did not 
we oe our opinion the other day about Mr. Bayard? Of course 
we did. And has Mr. Bayard got mad about it and resigned? 
ee recognized him as a belligerent then. It was 

ess. id it hurt anybody? No, sir; not at all. Cuba is 
not going to A mad about this, Is Spain going to get mad about 
S% t if she does? 8 ae bose Barr Pe As N 
only expressing our opinion, Which is enablerig! ugh- 
. We are not inviting war, as I said before. i 
do these resolutions say? Im all this war talk and this 
talk about international law gentlemen have lost sight of these 
resolutions. A friend with whom I talked a few minutes ago did 
not know which were the resolutions. He thought the ones that 
were struck out were the resolutions we were considering, and 
that the ones that we are considering were those that were struck 
out, [Laughter.] I do not believe he is the only man here who 


nited States ought. 
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Was in that state — gar aro e say aok know fag Saa S Ea reso- 
Iutions myself until I pi ‘up this copy. ughter. esay 
in these resolutions that in our opinion a condition of public war 
exists in Cuba. Let us consider that for a moment. Can anybody 
deny that war exists in Cuba? Does . exists 
there—I do not say public war, but war? hat isthe meaning 
of war? War, as they tell me in the dictionary, is an old English 
word which originated in the laws of Canute—you all know who 
Canute is. You remember Canute. [Laughter.] It originated 
from the word ‘‘w-e-r-r-e” in old French, and in modern French 
guerre, and it means vexation, strife, confusion, broil, The verb 
means to embroil, to bring into confusion, to entangle. 

Do not all of these conditions exist in Cuba? They certainly do. 
Well, if they do exist it is clearly war, and if war at all, it must 
be public, not private war. Now, that is what this resolution 
says, that in our opinion a condition of public war exists there. 
If war does exist in Cuba, and if it is public war, you ought not 
to be afraid or ashamed to say so. [Laughter.] You ought to 
say so if you really think so. The question is, it exist? It 
certainly does exist. I have demonstrated that so conclusively 
that even my colleague, Mr. Tucker, can not gainsayit. [Laugh- 
— My ar: ent has been complete in this respect, and the 
authorities I have given can not be questioned. [ies hter. | 
Again, if public war does exist in Cuba, between whom does it 
exist? It exists between Spain and her subjects (so called) in 
Cuba, who are supposed to be rebels. Now, if war exists between 
Spain and those people, then that is just what this resolution says. 
It says that war exists between the Government of Spain and the 
Cubans, and has been for some time maintained by force of arms 
by the poops of Cuba. The question now arises, Has it been 
maintained? Well, it looks very much that way. [Laughter. | 
This is a war carried on as other wars, for either th 
advantage, revenge, for lust of gain, territorial 
and sentiment, civil liberty, or some kindred cause. Those are 
the objects for which wars are generally carried on, and when a 
war is so carried on it is a public war, and such a war clearly 
exists between the Government of Spain and the people of Cuba. 

The fact that 100,000 men are under arms, all soldiers of 
Spain, with a powerful navy, experienced generals, all the muni- 
tions of war at its beck and call, and still held in Cuba, when there 
is no warthere, is astonishing if not absurd. Whocan assert under 
such circumstances that war does not exist in Cuba, and public 
war at that? 

When this resolution says this, it could not have uttered or pro- 
claimed a more potent truism than if it had said that a state of 
public war does not exist in the United States of America. 

How should we act, then? The resolution says we should main- 
tain a strict neutrality. Anything wrong about that; if so, what? 

Now, as to the second resolution I shall have very little to say. 
It is true that some are in fayor of the first and yet object to the 
second resolution. Why, this is putting thecart before the horse. 
The objectionable part, if any, isin getting ourselvesin trouble by 
maintaining perfect neutrality, thus according to both contending 
parties belligerent rights. The second is so very inoffensive that 

would as soon have it stricken ont as not, but not for the same 
reasons as those a Semas by others on this floor, It is so harmless 
that I would not object to its being stricken out. But I sup; 
thereis something in the mist surrounding international law which 
hides the great t which such a resolution gives to a friendly 
power. 

Why, I would vote for just such a resolution to be addressed to 
England in to Ireland. What does it sapt Only that our 
friendly offices should be offered to Spain for the recognition of 
the independence of Cuba. Why, I would vote fora constitutional 
amendment that the friendly o of the United States should 
be offered by the President to every Government for the i- 
tion of any of their people who were struggling to become 
and independent, if such struggle develop to such proportions as 
to keep an army of 100,000 men a year or more MFE to quell the 
disorder. Strip these resolutions of all war talk, of the dark mantle 
of legal lore and international erudition which has been thrown 
over them and turn on the search light of common sense, and we 
find them unadorned but in all their beauty, a great nation telling 
rei eo humanity everywhere that it sympathizes with them, 
that they have a right to fight for liberty, that it will ever espouse 
the cause of freedom, and dare to tell their oppressors that our 
hearts are with the oppressed, and we tender our good offices to 
secure them just such rights as those for which we suffered and 
fought and which we secured. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


> F , I thank the Hows and you all for 
allowing me = ari upon your patience so long. Iam not 
co 


resolutions if I had had a little more time. I could see the work 


of conversion manifesting itself, [Laughter and applause.] 


Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I will ask my friend from Virginia 
3 whether he desires now to occupy further time on 
g 


Mr. TUCKER. There is no one on this side of the House who 


desires to 8 now. - 
Mr. 1 G. Then I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine . MILLIKEN] 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I had not hitherto expected to 
say a word on this question, although my convictions upon this 
subject have from the beginning been settled. It is a question 
upon which, fortunately for myself (differing in this respect from 
some others), I have never had any doubt in my own mind. 

Sir, we approach these resolutions. to-night in a somewhat. dif- 
ferent attitude from what we would occupy if this were absolutely 
a new question, or if the question were whether we should recog- 
nize the rebels in Cuba as 1 or should donothing. Now, 
sir, the Senate has adopted, by a large majority, resolutions in 
favor of recognizing the Cuban patriots as belligerents. When 
those resolutions came up for consideration in this House we 
passed a somewhat different and stronger proposition, substan- 
tially, however, the same. We have a committee of confer- 
ence; and the question to-night is whether we shall adopt the res- 
olutions as agreed on by that committee or repudiate the action 
that has been taken and defeat the committee’s report. 

We are now so placed that we must speak either for or against 
the patriots in Cuba. We must give to the Cubans struggling 
for independence our moral influence, our encouragement, our 
indorsement, or we must give countenance and encouragement 
to Spain in her effort to crush this struggling people. In adopt- 
ing these resolutions, as I have no doubt we shall do next Mon- 
day, this great Government, with all its influence, will voice, as 
I believe, almost the universal sentiment of our people and 
indorse the efforts of a people battling for freedom on a neigh- 
boring island, bravely striving to throw off the yoke of - 
haps a0 page a tyranny as has cursed mankind in modern 
times. , on the contrary, we should vote these resolutions 
down, what would be the effect? Who would be encouraged by 
our action? What kind of word should we send forth to the 
world? How would our action be looked upon by the Cubans? 
How would it be looked upon by the Spaniards? How would it 
be looked upon by the great nations of the earth? 

Why, gentlemen, this Government ever since it has been estab- 

lished has been the great fortress and home of freedom the 
face of the 9 It has been the only great, well-organized, well - 
established ublic on the earth. Everywhere. in every country 
where men and women were hoping and struggling and prayi 
for freedom, for better government, for equal laws, for in a 
ence from nny, they have looked to this great Republic as the 
mariner looks to the north star for guidance. This ublic has 
been their hope and their encouragement, And, sir, I believe 
that if this Republic in its struggle st the rebellion had been 
destroyed, the loss of our influence in the earth would been ca- 
lamitous to mankind. If we had not maintained the integrity of 
the Union, France would not be a Republic to-day; Brazil would 
hot have put off the panoply of monarchy and pat on the habili- 
ments of a democratic government; England and Germany and the 
other Governments of the Old World would not have been liberal- 
ized as much as they have been. The success and the benign in- 
fluence of this great Republic Fay an impetus to liberty and the 
equal rights of man such as they have received from no other 
great human achievement. 
Now the question recurs, whether our influence shall continue 
in the samedirectionin which it has heretofore gone forth—whether 
we shall continue to be the beacon light for every people strug- 
gling for free government, for 3 for the liberty of 
the individual and the masses, or whether we shall take a back- 
ward course and throw the influence of this great nation in favor 
of oppression. 

My colleague [Mr. BOUTELLE], from whom I dislike to differ, 
talked yesterday about the sentiment of the people of this country 
being stirred np DI pictorial representations in the newspapers. 
Ah, I think if he could feel the pulsations of the great heart of 
the people of this country he would find that no pictorial illustra- 
tions are necessary to stir up a sentiment in favor of a le 
struggling for liberty. [Applause.] That sentiment is a living 
one with Americans, and needs only a just cause tokindleit. Our 
pou have not forgotten the history of their owncountry. They 

ve not f tten the seven years of war for independence, when 
the patriots of the Revolution showed perhaps as much fortitude, 
as much courage, as much persistence, as much of a spirit of self- 
sacrifice, as much readiness to suffer uncomplainingly for the 
cause in which they were „as any on the face of 
the globe have done since the dawn of 8 And I ask my 
friends on the other side, have these Cuban patriots shown any 
less a spirit of self-sacrifice, any less determination to achieve 
their independence than our forefathers did? Have they not done 
quite as well? 


3596 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


e said that 


Why, sir, I was rather amused when my coll 
40,000 Cubans are now fighting in the ranks of the Spanish army 
in Cuba. The prime minister of Spain says that Spain has sent 
125,000 soldiers there. There were about 21,000 on the island be- 
fore, making 186,000 well-trained, well-organized, well-equipped 


Spanish soldiers upon the Island of Cuba, according to their reck- 
og . Yet this band of insurgents, as they are ed, these scat- 

freebooters, who, as somebody—I do not remember who— 
said in this House, number only 16,000, have, in the face and 
against the resistance of those 186,000 of Spanish soldiery, marched 
over the Island of Cuba and to-day occupy and control and tax 
and administer justice in more than three-fourths of it. 

Ah, gentlemen, either our friends are mistaken as to the num- 
ber of men fighting upon the Spanish side in Cuba or else these 
Cuban patriots are 1 be strategy, a courage, a skill in arms 
which the armies of Hannibal never showed upon the battlefields 
of Rome. I say that a people who can thus maintain their strug- 

le so long against such an enemy, who can continue to extend 
eir jurisdiction over that country, can continue to achieve vic- 
tory after victory, can not only maintain themselves but drive 
so great an army as gentlemen say the Spanish haye into the 
fortresses and the cities of Cuba, so that they hardly dare come out 
except once in a while to send a detachment to meet the Cuban 
patriots when they taunt and defy them close to the walls of 
their strongholds—a people who are doing this and are to-day in 
control of almost the whole of the Island of Cuba have earned 
their independence and are entitled to recognition as belligerents 
at the hands of this great, liberty-loving, democratic Republic. 
[Loud a eos 

The 8 BAKE protempore. The timeof the gentleman from 
Maine has SEa 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that I am entitled to 
more time from the predecessor of my friend from New York, and 
I prefer not to accept the curtailment that he has made on the time 
yielded me by his predecessor, I hope he will see his way clear 
in allowing me to continue for the time to which I am entitled. 

Mr. QUIGG. After so graceful a request, Mr. Speaker, I could 


not, of course, deny the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I am always graceful to the gentleman who 
is so graceful himself. I can not help being graceful to my 
friend, and I thank him for his courtesy. 

Now, our friends on the other side proclaim that they have an 
immense amount of sympathy for the insurgents in Cuba. Their 
hearts are on fire with love for them and their eyes are filled with 
tears on account of their sufferings, but they can not see their way 
to help them or to offer them any encouragement in their hours of 
trial and tribulation. They can not vote for the recognition of 
their belligerency. This is the kind of friendship which sounds 
well, but the fellow befriended does not care for it. Why can not 
they believe that the Cubans are entitled to recognition? Oh, be- 
cause they say the Cubans have no government. Is that true? 
Of course they have not as stable a government as we have, but 
they have about as stable a government as our forefathers had 
when they had been fighting for eighteen months for their inde- 
pendence. Has Spain any right to complain of us if in the interest 
of humanity or of common justice we recognize the Cuban patriots 
to-day as entitled to belligerent rights? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, if I recollect right, it was hardly forty days 
after the first gun was fired by the rebels 928 Fort Sumter be- 
fore they were recognized by Spain. Were they more entitled to 
recognition then than Cuba is to-day? It is true that they had a 
government. They had a form of 1 hearaan They had a place 
for their capital, as indeed the Cubans have to-day; but had they 
made more progress, according to the numbers fighting, than the 
Cubanshavemade? Had they, in forty days after the first gun fired 
upon Sumter, invaded any part of our territory, driven us into 
our fortifications, captured any large body of Federal troops, or 
in any other manner established the fact that they were able to 
cope with the powers of theGeneral Government?) Why,I think 
not. Even the disaster of Bull Run, which was the first victory 
of any consequence achieved by the rebels and the first serious 
disaster to the Union arms, had not occurred when Spain recog- 
nized the belligerency of the Confederates. Indeed, there had 
then been no battle fought between the Confederates and our- 
selves, unless you call the bombardment of Fort Sumter a battle, 
when Spain recognized them. The rebels had merely declared 
their intention and were getting ready. 

Now, after eighteen months, when the Cubans have taken con- 
trol of three-fourths of the Island of Cuba, when the only places 
almost which they do not occupy are the fortified cities that the 
insurgents can not take because they have not artillery to batter 
down walls and fortifications, when it are not retreating but 
are advancing, daily, continually, tirelessly fighting and whipping 
theSpaniards, further and further gaining accretions to their forces, 
showing a skill in the movement of armed forces that perhaps has 
never been excelled, when we find that they are acting together 
with perfect harmony, with no breach in their ranks, no squabbles 


among their leaders, no division among them, but a uniform, stead: 
purpose to achieve their independence, when we find them band 
together by the strongest ties that can bind humanity, by all the 
ties of patriotism in the heart of each and every man, when we 
find them pushing forward for the one great object of their strug- 
gle, the independence of their country, I ask if, under these cir- 
cumstances, if sustaining themselves as they have sustained them- 
selves during all this time against the power of Spain, they are 
not quite as much entitled to recognition at our hands as the Con- 
federates in our war for the suppression of the rebellion—in forty 
days after the first gun was fired and before the battle of Bull Run 
had been fought—were at the hands of Spain? 

_Why, my friends are talking as if war was right upon us if we 
give to the Cuban patriots this recognition. They seem to assume 
so much. Mr. 3 some of the statements that have been 
made here remind me of the story of the old maid, away up in the 
seventies, who wasstanding before a burning furnace, and the poor 
old woman began to cry, when someone standing near her asked 
what was the matter, why she was crying? Why,” she said, I 
was just thinking that if I should ever get married, and should 
have a child and it should fall into the furnace, what a fearful 
thing it would be!“ [Laughter and applause.] And so our friends 
on the other side are asserting here what a fearful thing it would 
be if we should have war with Spain on account of recognizing 
as belligerents the Cuban patriots a year and a half after they 
have begun the struggle and have been making their marvelously 
successful fight for independence, when we know that Spain recog- 
nized the Confederacy so soon after the beginning of hostilities; 
and yet, notwithstanding that action, no threat of war was ever 
made in this whole broad land on account of that action of the 
Spanish Government. e And be it remembered, too, 
that Spain recognized the Southern rebels when the stake was not 
the retention of an island 3,000 miles away, but the life of our Gov- 
ernment, the existence of our National Union. Indeed, had the 
rebels a better cause to fight for thirty-five years ago than the 
Cuban patriots have now? They were contending to destroy the 
grandest, justest, and most beneficent Government ever insti- 
tuted among men. The Cuban patriots are fighting to overthrow 
a despotism which has robbed them of their substance, dwarfed 
the development of their resources, hindered progress, repressed 
improvements, ground them with taxation too burdensometo bear, 
75 ated all promises, and practiced the brutalities of the Middle 


ges. 

Gentlemen on the other side say, Who knows all these things? 
Why, they are as notorious as is the existence of Cuba itself, and 
the best evidence of any fact, next to an ocular demonstration, isits 
universal and indisputable notoriety. 

Spain, by her cruelties and barbarities in Cuba, has richly earned 
the title of the Turkey of America. We have formally expressed 
our sympathy for the outraged Armenians, and have condemned 
the great Christian nations of Europe. We have called them self- 
ish and cowardly because, controlled by their fear of each other 
and their own interests, they have raised no hand to arrest the 
butchery of Armenians 2 the thousands. And shall we have 
another Armenia, with its inhuman cruelties, in this hemi- 

here, and close to our own doors, and hear the crying md et of 
the oppressed, without so much as a formal protest, washing our 
hands, like Pontius Pilate, of responsibility? We can not escape 
responsibility by saying, like Cain, as do gentlemen upon the other 
side, “I am not my brother's keeper.” [Applause.] 

Thomas Jefferson said, I tremble for my country when I re- 
member that God is just.” He referred to the Se tama rant of 
his countrymen for maintaining human slavery. is solicitude 
was well founded. Four years of civil war, the death by slaughter 
and disease of 300,000 brave, devoted Americans, and the destruc- 
tion of billions of dollars’ worth of property were a part of the 
penalty which we have paid for that national crime. 

I believe in God's justice. I believe that Europe will pay dearly 
for her cold indifference to the bloody butchery of the Armenians. 
And if we shall show equal indifference to the barbarities com- 
mitted upon the Cuban patriots, struggling as our forefathers 
struggled for liberty and independence, if we shall give them no 
friendly recognition, but by defeating these resolutions send word 
to them, to Spain, and to the world that great, free, republican 
America casts her weight into the scale of the oppressor, then I 
believe we shall have another crime to answer for, the penalty of 
which we can not measure and can not 1 applause. } 

Do we prize liberty only for ourselves? S men lose their 
souls when they aggregate into a nation? 

Let us doright; right in the eyes of God and humanity; right in the 
eyes of men who have freedom and know what it costs, who can 
understand the longings and aspirations of patriotic hearts, and 
who believe that every oppressed people struggling for freedom is 
entitled to the sympathy and help, so far as it can be extended, of 
every nation that is free. In this direction lie safety and honor, 
In any other direction lie dishonor and danger. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. QUIGG. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 

Michigan [Mr. AVERY]. 
Mr. AVERY. Mr. Speaker, I am not in a general way disposed 
to be belligerent. I have seen something of war and do not care 
to see any more of it. It does not produce a pleasant sensation 
to stand up and be shot at. It has a peculiar effect upon the 
knees that renders a man a little unsteady in his gait and gives 
him an awkward appearance. I do not think anyone really en- 
joys such a position. But no man likes to be called a coward, 
and no nation can afford to acquire such a reputation. A man 
standing by to see a brute pound a helpless woman would be 
branded a coward. If he should witness a murder which he had 
power to prevent, and made no effort to prevent it, he would be 
regarded as a to the crime. 

e civilized world has stood aghast at the tacle of the great 
wers of Europeeyeing each other while the Turks, in full view, 
ve been butchering the helpless Christians of Armenia. These 

barbarities have even aroused the indignation and called forth a 
vigorous protestfrom our friends in Massachusetts and other New 
England Btates. Here aa" our very shores lies the fairest island 
of the Atlantic Ocean. For three hundred years it has been under 
the iron heel of a cruel and merciless despot, whose only effort has 
been to extort the last farthing of revenue from its hapless people. 
This despot first enslaved and then, in less than one hundred years, 
exterminated the native population, and then he supplied their 

lace with slaves stolen from Africa and overseers brought from 
Bpain. And from that day until this the whole conduct of Spain 
toward this island has been marked by every act which may 
define a tyrant.” 

No chapter in the history of the last three hundred years is so 
crowded with acts of oppression, cruelty, barbarities, and suffer- 
ing and with such heroic efforts to throw off the oppressor as that 
which relates to the conduct of Spain toward her fairest colony. 
And now this long-suffering and heroic people are engaged ina 
life and death struggle for the God-given right to govern them- 
selves—‘‘a right inestimable to them and formidable to tyrants 
only.” These people, in sight of our shore, are engaged in actual 
war for liberty and the right of self-government. ey stretch 
out their hands across the narrow waters which ‘separate them 
from us and ask the poor boon of being recognized as igerents, 
For one, I know that my constituents e t and desire me to vote 
to accord them all the rights of war which ee to a brave po 
ple engaged in actual war for liberty; and I would be glad indeed 
to vote to acknowledge them as a free and independent nation, 
and, if need be, to vote money to aid them in maintaining their 
independence. By her long course of tyranny orar Cuba Spain 
has forfeited every right to its ownership; and the same law which 
would deprive a cruel parent of the control of his child should be 
invoked to sg sit Spain of any further control over Cuba. I say 
this with a appreciation of the effect words spoken in this 
Hall may have upon the relations of this Government with other 
nations. 

Cuba lies at the entrance of the great gulf that washes our 
Southern shore. She commands the entrance to that gulf, to the 
mouth of the Mississippi River, and the Nicaragua Canal, when- 
ever it is built. In the possession of a strong naval power she 
would be a constant menace to our commerce and a van ground 
from which to threaten our whole Atlantic Seaboard. Spain has 
a treasury as empty as our own and a credit not quite so good. 
She needs money. England has money to loan, and she is con- 
stantly on the lookout for good investments and for strategic posi- 
tions. Where can she find a stronger naval position than the 
harbors of that island or better security for investments? 

Possibly the shadow of the Monroe doctrine may deter her for a 
time, but let trouble arise between this Government and England 
and the harbor at Habana will be the point from which demonstra- 
tions will be made along our eastern and southern coast. Cuba 
belongs to this continent; she hasaright to befree. Self-interest, 
self-defense, humanity, and duty alike demand that the United 
States should aid her to attain this right; and all liberty-loving 


peono everywhere will rejoice to welcome free Cuba into the great 
amily of Western Republics. [Applause.] 
Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 


man from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT]. 

The SPEAKER pro ape The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Qurad] that his time is exhausted. 

Mr. QUIGG. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] has 
courteous] eed to yield to me some time. 

Mr. TU R. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. QUIGG. Then, Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes of that 
time to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT]. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, in the short time allotted to me 
I shall not be able to go into the details of this question, but it 
seems to me that if talking and speech making would do the 
Cubans any good, they would have been relieved sometime ago. 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that the time for talking has ceased 
and the time for action has come. I for one stand here ready and 


willing to do an 
of action that wi 
and burdens under which they are laboring. 


ing that is honorable and upright in the way 
relieve these Cuban patriots from the distresses 
[Applause.] What 
are they fighting for? Are they fighting for the blood of their 


brethren? No! Are they fighting for conquest? No! They are 
fighting for a word. It is that word that led downtrodden 
Israel through the bowels of the Red Sea; it is that word that 
rendered Marathon and Salamis and Thermopylæ immortal ideas; 
it is that word which sanctified even the blood upon the blade of 
Brutus; itis but a word, and that word is liberty.“ [Applause. 
They should have it; and if they need anything at the hands o 
this great, grand nation, the greatest upon the face of the earth 
we should not withhold it, but give it to them in sympathy and 
in help, not only in words but in deeds. 

I, sir, shall not only vote for these resolutions, but I stand ready 
to go further and to vote for a joint resolution calling upon the 
President to take decisive action, and if necessary to go down 
there and see that they do have an independent government set up 
for themselves. [Applause.] While they are fighting for that 
word “liberty,” that word which will go sounding down the ages 
until the Jordan be dried up at its fountain and the Agean rolls 
no more upon its shores, why should we, this great and powerful 
nation, stand here fearing to help our little neighbor when we can 
do it? Talk about the power of the United States. A distin- 
guished Fourth of July orator has said, and I believe it is almost 
the truth, that the great United States could whip the world; that 
she had on two occasions whipped Great Britain; that she had 
whipped Mexico several times; that every time she got at leisure 
she would go out and whip the Indians, and finally the top and 
bottom of the map fell out and she turned in and flogged herself, 
and that is what the last war meant. [Laughter. unded as 
she is on the east by the turbulent Atlantic, on the west by the 
smooth Pacific, on the north by the Aurora Borealis, and on the 
south LAs Day of Judgment, why can she not take care of that 
little baby down there, if necessary, and annex her and have her 
as her own, haying her own sugar in her coffee and plenty of 
molasses to lick. aughter. | 

Talk about the Cubans being guerrillas! Let me call your atten- 
tion to those brave South Carolinians—Marion, the swamp fox, 


and Sumter, the gamecock. Did they have any particular place 
to fight? Did they go ont and meet the enemy? No; they hung 
upon the flanks of the enemy and baffled them. They are the men 


who repulsed the bloody Tarleton at Kings Mountain, when the 
spirit of freedom and independence was slowly ebbing. They 
turned the tide and gave us this great, gab glorious Govern- 
ment of ours—the land of the free and the home of the brave 
where every man can worship under his own vine and fig tree, or 
not worship at all, if he likes. 

Then let us recognize that these Cuban patriots are striving for 
freedom, are striving for abaty, and let them have that hel 
which they need at the hands of this nation. The spirit which 
imbues them, the spirit which pushes them on, is that same spirit 
of freedom which actuated our forefathers when the flag of revolt 
was flying to the breeze against the black-hearted despotism of 
Great Britain when our independence was achieved. Let us do 
all that we can to help the Cubans, who are struggling in that 
same spirit, for independence, liberty, andfreedom. [Applause.] 

Mr. QUIGG. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. KIEFER]. 

Mr. FER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, nearly six weeks 
have elapsed since these resolutions, having reference to the situ- 
ation in Cuba, were reported to the House by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. We had been impatient, and I believe the 
country had been impatient for a long time prior to the 27th day 
of February, when the report was finally brought in by the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the committee, Mr. Hirt of IIlinois. I 
had filed many petitions from my people, and I know of my own 
personal knowledge that the heart of every true lover of liberty 
within the confines of the Fourth Congressional district of Min- 
nesota is in sympathy with those struggling patriots in Cuba,who 
have for years been denied the privilege of self-government. And 
I doubt not that my district is but a fair indication of the senti- 
ments and the 3 of the people of this country from one 
end to the other. e have received no protests against the pas- 
sage of these resolutions, Andso great was the pressure of public 
opinion in favor of the recognition of the belligerency of the 
Cubans when the resolutions were first reported that the up 
branch of the Congress—the Senate, which generally moves with 
such deliberation as to cause the wish to be often expressed in the 
public prints and elsewhere that that body might reform itself— 
the Senate of the United States in this instance actually discounted 
our efforts, and before we could call the previous question on the 
resolutions the other branch of Con sent to our doors a set 
of resolutions declaring that a state of public war existed in the 
Island of Cuba, and that the straggling people in that benighted 
land should be duly accorded the rights to which every nation is 
entitled in the event of hostilities with another nation, 
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This House saw fit to amend the Senate resolutions in a few 
minor details. The main and central idea was not changed in the 


least. By an overwhelming vote we passed them and sent them 
back to the Senate with s <— amendments. But, alas, where 
was the spirit of liberty and the genius of representative govern- 
ment which had marked the brief but eloquent and soul-stirring 
debate only a few days 3 Liberty seems to have fled from 
the Senatorial semicircle and an evil genius ie in, and, like the 
t at the ear of Mother Eve, whispered ‘‘delay.” And then 
Hake eave way to darkness, patriotism to distrust and doubt, and 
the Senate abjectly capitulated and refused to maintain its former 
position or stand by its first declarations, I know not why this 
was done. I do know that it presents an absurd position to the 
country. For months we have ample evidence that a state of war 
existed in Cuba. The army of invasion has been pouring in. 
Spanish men-of-war have been unloading munitions and provi- 
ons to lay siege to the citadels of the Cubans. Why delay action 
a moment longer? Both House and Senate have once said that 
we should declare the belligerency of the insurgents. There need 
be no fear of war with Spain. effete and crumbling mon- 
archy, which for ages mpi e the freedom of the individual, 
is now making its last y to perpetuate primogeniture on the 
Western Continent. I venture the assertion that if we declare in 
favor of the Cubans other nations will soon follow, and there will 
be a new aepublis established within the next year. So I say, let 
us pass the Senate resolutions, and thus prevent any more delay. 
Liberty is the watchword of the American people. Do not let us 
hesitate to declare for the same rights: for others which we our- 
selves enjoy and which cost so much to secure during the first 
hundred years of this Republic. [Applause.] 

Mr. QUIGG. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from South 
Dakota . PICKLER]. S 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I sony: desire to express my 

pathy on the side of the Cuban people, and to say that I am for 
8 resolutions. Gentlemen say there is some risk in taking this 
step. I think that, as far as that is concerned, the risk is small; but, 
Mr. Speaker, there comes a time to nations as well as to men when 
to achieve the ri ht, when to stand for principle, when to work 
out the best ts; nations as well as men must take a stand on 
the side of humanity and progress. , 

Only afew weeks since, when that ringing message came from 
the President in regard to upholding the Monroe doctrine on this 
continent, we heard the same prediction, that war was inevitable. 
But this House stood by the other House and by the President— 
stood for the right, stood for the voice of this people as a nation— 
and the clouds of war have disappeared, and the decision of this 
people is 9 unanimous that Congress was right in the 

tion taken. 
Verhe darkest blot, ae upon the national history in re- 
cent years was the re of sympathy with the Hawaiian Gov- 
ernment in the time of her trouble; and the nation will never be 
satisfied in regard to that struggling Republic until we have had 
an opportunity to evince the sentiment which this poole have 
always entertained, and which was misrepresented when the repre- 
sentatives of our Government hauled down the flag upon that 
island. When freedom, from her mountain height, gave that old 
standard to this people she required of them that they should keep 
this old banner in the sky, not only as the emblem of the freedom 
of her own people, but for liberty struggling people everywhere; 
that men 3 liberty, men battling for freedom, should 
<- behold its folds, be encouraged, and thus be aided in achieving 


victory. 

Strug ling Republics always look to this Government: And 
why? ply because we are recognized as the greatest Republic 
on earth; and when gentlemen say we are totake a risk, I would ask 
them if itis not worth while, when we consider that notwith- 
standing what it has cost this nation in treasure and lives to up- 
hold a republican form of e that our liberties main- 
tained and blessings enjoyed compensate for the great cost, is it 
not worth our while to take such a risk, as we shall in this case, 
to seek to encourage a people who are striving for liberty and who 
seek our sympathy in establishing a like form of government, and 
who are in the same position that we know our fathers were at 
the institution of this Republic? 

There are times; Mr. Speaker, when patriotism can not be meas- 
ured with dollars. There are times when commerce can not be 
set off against liberty; and I believe the time has come in this na- 
tion as regards the future of that island that for mere mercenary 
reasons we can not afford to longer remain silent; and the time 
has come now, in my opinion, when we should speak and when 
we should k unanimously. I believe that the people of this 
nation, Mr. Speaker, after more than a year’s reflection, have come 
to the conclusion not only in the mountains of New England and 
in the valleys of the West, but on the great prairies beyond, that 
Congress should act in this matter. I know, Mr. Speaker, that in 
my own State, where brave pioneers are building homes, syapa- 
thy for the struggling people of Hawaii and Cuba, the desire 

the enforcement of the Monroe doctrine and a vigorous American 


| leon 


policy abounds; and they are willing to assume the msibility 
or an affirmative declaration on the resolutions before this: House, 
The people, after mature re ion, have come to the conclusion 
that it is our duty as a people loving liberty, disregarding the tech- 
nical and refined constructions, if need be, of international law, it 
is our duty as a people honoring our fathers, who fought for free- 
dom, to recognize this people; and, Mr. Speaker, I believe that in 
this case the voice of the people is the voice of God; and that it is 
tay 8 out the wishes of the people of this great Republic. 
Pplause. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, on a former occasion I gave to 
the House my views on these resolutions, and as the House has 
doubtlessly cherished those views very sacredly, I shall not inflict 
myself upon it to-night but foramoment. But in closing this 
debate, sir, I want to call the attention of gentlemen to the- car- 
dinal principle involved in these resolutions, We are inaugurat- 
ing in this second resolution a departure from the precedents of 
this Government, which, if followed, will return to plague the 
inventor, Itisa ir eee of interference in the domestic policy 
of other nations with whom we are on friendly terms that may 
be brooked by Spain, but the time will come when, if persisted in, 
we will meet a foeman worthy of our steel. 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the: resolutions because they are 
not ig ae Sympathy for freedom, for liberty, is cheap and beau- 
tiful tI say to my honorable friend from Maine [Mr. MIELI- 
KEN], who always appeals to the warmest sympathies of my heart, 
that I in my heart ter sympathy for 70,000,000 Ameri- 
cans than for a million and a half Cubans. What will it profit 
this Government if ya free Cuba but enslave your own people? 

Mr. MAHON, It is not our purpose to do that. 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no danger of that. 

Mr. TUCKER. Ahl no danger of that. What business have 
you to interfere with the domestic policy of a foreign country, 
invite war, and increase the debt of the country? 

Mr. MAHON. What business had she to interfere with us? 

Mr. TUCKER. When did she interfere? 

Mr. MAHON. In 1861. [Loud 3 

Mr. TUCKER. Why, she did exactly right. 

Mr. MAHON. Then we are doing right now. [Renewed ap- 


plause. 
Mr. ‘AUCKER. Let me say to the gentleman that he is speak- 
ing of the first resolution; Lam speaking tothe second. The first 
resolution is abstractly right, as the honorable gentleman from 
New York [Mr. DAN LS] has shown us to-night; but, Mr, 
eaker, the resolution refers merely to belligerency, What 
right has this House to declare belligerency. The honorable gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts who oae this evening amply de- 
veloped that subject, reas: that the recognition of belligerency 
is an executive function, and not a legislative one. And but a 
few weeks ago we heard gentlemen on this floor criticising the 
Secretary of Agriculture and Mr. Bowler, the Comptroller of the 
Treasury. Why? Because they had attempted, as parts of the ex- 
ecutive. of the Government, not to execute its laws, but to make 
them, as was claimed. Now, what are you doing? With your 
powers asa legislative body you are simply returning the com- 
liment and attempting to interfere with an executive function. 
‘ake the beam out of thine own eye. 

Mr. TRACEY. We are trying to hold up his hands. 

Mr. TUCKER. Whose hands? ` 

Mr.SMITHof Michigan. Iwill ask the 9 Virginia 
what section of the Constitution or what law of the United States 
vests Te power to confer belligerency in the Executive of this 
nation 

Mr: TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, if I had the time, which I have 
not to-night, I could convince even my unwilling friend from 
Michigan of the correctness of that proposition. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Can you name a section of the Con- 
stitution or a law of the United States which vests that power in 
the Executive? 5 

Mr. TUCKER. Ihave authorities here by the cart load more 
than my friend could carry home with him. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If you do not name such a section of 
the Constitution or such a law, I shall deny that it exists and defy 
you to name a constitutional provision or a statute that confers 
that power. 

Mr. TUCKER. Well, I shall have to take my friend’s defiance 
for the present. All I mean is this, and my friend himself must 
recognize it, that whether it is in the Constitution in words or 
not the right to accord belligerency is an Executive function. 

Mr. S of Michigan. I do not recognize it. 

Mr. TUCKER. Then my friend is in a minority. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I say to my friend from Virginia 
that Henry Clay, a rcs, ieee Representative coming from the 
South, as the gentleman himself does, said in the House of Rep- 
resentatives that when the Executive fails to do his duty, itis the 
duty of the Legislature to prod him to it and to force him to it, 


. And I suppose the gentleman, knowing the 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


weak character that is now sitting in the White House [laughter], 
B by these resolutions to force him to do his duty. 
ter. 


ughter. 

Mr. 8 of Michigan. We want to call the roll on him. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from IIlinois took 
that view of this matter, that we, as a legislative body, are kindly 
givin advice to the Executive as to what he ought todo. But, 

8 Speaker: I am not going to take up further time, because I 
have promised to yield what remains to me to my friend from 
New York. I hope these resolutions will be defeated for the bene- 
fit of Spain, for the benefit of Cuba, but more than all, and above 
all, for the benefit of the free American people of this country. I 
hope they will be defeated, because it is the beginning of apolicy 
that means the destruction of our old-time American policy. 
Unless the United States proposes to become the guardian for all 
of the weak, puling countries in the South American continent we 
must not vote for these resolutions. 2 
— oe yield the balance of my time tomy friend from New York, 

. QuIGG. 

Mr. PICKLER. Before the gentleman sits down, I would like 
to ask him if he does not think that Cuba is alarmingly near the 
United States for Spain to be upholding such a government there? 
p 1 a long way from home to maintain a government of 

at ? 

Mr. TUCKER. Not farther from home than my friend is on 
this question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, by the law of nations the dis- 
covery of new lands, followed by actual ion, invests the 
discoverer with good title. Spain having discovered and colonized 
Cuba, she is entitled to the possession of the island against all the 
world, except it be the Cubans. The claim that the Cubans assert 

the country and the right to an independent government rests 
upon a different principle. 

An island or provinos situated remotely from the parent gov- 
ernment and held after the province has sufficient population, 
intelligence, and resources to maintain a government and desires 
its establishment is, as a rule, held for revenue only. History 
abundantly proves that remote possessions have usually been by 
the parent government negligently or criminally go — in 
the very nature of things they could not be fostered and protected 
as are the people of the home government. The government for 
Cuba has m no exception to this rule. She has been denied 
equal representation in the Spanish Cortes, and there has been 
scarcely any limit to the taxes imposed on the people. Every 
species of taxation which the ingenuity of man has been able to 

evise since the beginning of civil government has been imposed 
in Cuba. These burdens have been laid on both their imports 
and exports, on every sort of occupation, and in addition to these 
a per capita tax has been imposed. è S 

Cuba much more to complain of against Spain because of 


unjust and burdensome taxation than the American colonies had, 


when they so heroically resisted the stamp act and the Parliamen- 
tary tax upon tea. ; 1 7 

The title of Spain, derived through 3 and colonization, 
does not carry with it the right to oppress. ere is no such nat- 
ural or acquired right as this. Governments are no lo: main- 
tained for the benefit of kings and princes, though some, I confess, 
are a little slow in learning this great truth. 3 . 

Spain's relation to Cuba, from equitable considerations, is some- 
what analogous to that of guardian and ward, Having planted 
her colonies on the island it was her duty to promote their welfare 
until the colonies had reached their majority; that is, until they 
were able and desirous of maintaining a government for them- 
selves, Spain can have no title to the inhabitants—to human 
beings—and the Cubans have, through taxation, paid the Spanish 
Government for the island more than a hundred fold. In panite 
she would not be bound to pay for the lands after the long an 
continuous occupancy, but the fact that she has paid the full value 
many times over ought to strengthen the claim of her people. 

Cuba is now past her majority and asserts her right to freedom. 
She bases her claim upon her long occupancy, upon the broken 
promises, mismanagement, and oppressions of the parent Govern- 
ment, and upon the assertion that she is amply able to 
establish and maintain a form of government better suited to the 
wants and conditions of her people. 

I take it that any people situated as the Cubans are with refer- 
ence to Spain, when they are prepared for self-government, even 
if there were no systematic oppression, would have a good claim 
to independence, and would be entitled to fair consideration from 
other nations. Separated by the ocean,and thousands of miles 
from the home Government, Cuba would almost of necessity be 
neglected. Add to this neglect the broken promises of 1878, long 
continued abuses, and misgovernment, and her cause most forcibly 
appeals to everyone who believes in fair dealing and good govern- 
ment. I take it that it will not be denied that the right of reyo- 
lution to establish independence is inherent in every people which 
are e by the seas from the parent Government 
as is 


But the serious question and the one about which there are 


some differences of opinion is, What are we going to do about it? 
Our Government is republican in form. our institutions are 
founded and condu upon the idea that the people rule. It is 
therefore natural that our people should sympathize with those 
of every land who are contending for better conditions and for 
larger liberties. 

I understand that there is a treaty with Spain which prohibits 
in this country the o ization of military companies for the 
purpose of aiding revolt in any of the Spanish ms, but 
this treaty in no sense precludes our Government from recogniz- 
ing the fact that a state of hostilities exists in Cuba. 

y the Chinese restriction act, passed a few years ago, Congress 
annulled a stipulation in the treaty with China regarding immi- 
gration to this couutry, and the Federal Supreme Court sustained 
this act. Hence the law is well settled that Congress has power 
to annul or modify an international treaty. Iam willing to con- 
cede that such legislation is not defensible, except in extraordi- 
nary cases, but every nation has the undoub right to self- 
preservation so long as it is endeavoring to e and perpetuate 

government. But where a province adjacent to the United 

tates is striving to throw off the yoke of oppression and establish 
a republican form of government this Government has the right, 
and it is its duty,to see that fair treatment is accorded to such 
rovince. And I say in all candor that I believe the time is at 

d when the Chief Executive of the United States should accord 
to the Cubans full belligerent rights. I know this is an important 
step, and should always be taken with due sense of the responsi- 
bility, but when questions of humanity and free government are 
involved this, the greatest of Republics, should not hesitate to 
assert its judgment. When emergencies present themselves re- 
sponsibilities must be taken. Mr. Lincoln drove the French invad- 
ers from Mexico near the close of our great civil war. It required 
courage, under the circumstances, but Mr. Lincoln was equal to 
the occasion, and he was sustained by his countrymen. 

Mr. Speaker, lam not unmindful of the fact that by international 
law there are certain tests to be applied by a zen govorom 
in determining when belligerency should be exten to a revolt- 
ing state. I understand the chief test is whether a state of actual 
war, as r from a mere insurrection, exists. Another 
test requires that the revolting state must have made some effort 
to set up a government, for there should be some tangible organ- 
ized civil authority or some government in process of formation 
to supersede the former government, if the revolution should suc- 
ceed. In the case of Cuba, there can be no question but there 
exists to-day a military conflict within its borders. Civil govern- 
ment is suspended, or set at naught, except in a few places. The 
Spanish authorities are, and have been for many months, treating 
the military operations of Cuba as a forcible revolt against the 
parentalsway. These evidences, coming to us in the mostauthen- 
tic manner, settle the question that Cuba is prosecuting a contest 
by military force for independence, and that Spain is resisting 
such contest with all the military force at her command. Every 
gentleman on this floor must be satisfied that there is public war 
in Cuba. It is waged by the Cubans on the same principle that 
our patriot fathers made war against British authority in 1776. 
It can not be expected, nor has it ever been required, that there 
should be a fully equipped civil government in operation before 
belligerency should be accorded. It is sufficient if there is an honest 
effort being made to 1 anew government. The Cubans are 
making this effort. e evidence on this point is conclusive. 

In considering the war between Spain and her colonies in 1825, 
Mr. Clay, then eee of State, said: 

No statesman can have contemplated the colonial relations of and 
continental America without foreseeing tnat the time must come when they 
would cease. That time might have been retarded or accelerated, but come 
it must, in the great march of human events. 


The former relations between Spain and most of her American 
colonies did cease abont that time, but Cuba still remained under 
ental control. From 1868 to 1878 she made a heroic contest for 
om, but was finally reconciled by promised reformation. 
These promises have been broken, or at least have not been kept 
in faith, and Cuba has again asserted her right to a separation. 
She has caught the spirit of the age, and is going to be free. Her 
cause can hardly be retarded much longer. 

It has been said that Cubans are not prepared for self-govern- 
ment. This charge was made against the American colonies. It 
has been made against every people who were struggling to free 
themselves from the oppressions of old governments. New re- 
sponsibilities develop latent powers. pona has demonstrated 

self-government produces independent thought and the abil- 
ity to meet additional obligations. I am convinced that when 
Cuba becomes free she will be able to establish and maintain a 
far better poreon than — has ever given her. Believing 
this, I shall heartily support these resolutions. 

The tendency of the times for nations, as well as for individuals, 
is toward ter freedom. All peoples are seeking better condi- 
tions. This onward march can not be checked. Napoleon once 
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declared that ‘‘ the highest quality of a great general is the ability 


to see things as they are, and not to make pictures in his own 
mind.” e see to-day this battle being waged everywhere. As 
Americans, we ought to send greetings to every poopie who are 
engaged in this struggle. Every member who ken npon 
these resolutions has asserted his aropo with Cu z - 
larations upon the floor will give ittle relief, but we can give 
substantial aid and sympathy by adopting these resolutions, and 
I trust it syill be done by an unmistakable majority. e ee 

The SPEAKER pro e Hi The hour of 10 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair, in accordance with the previous order, declares 
the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. LACEY, from the Committee 
on the Public Lands, to which was referred House bill No. 7718, 
reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 7945)) to provide for the entry 
of lands in Greer County, Okla., to give 8 rights to set- 
tlers, and for other purposes, accompanied by a report (No. 1113); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

pr Mr. HANLY, from the Committee on Claims: 

e bill (H. R. 574) for the relief of Maj. Charles A. Woodruff. 
(Report No. 1114.) 

The bill (H. R. 1625) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to determine and pay certain claims against the Fond du Lac 
Indians. (Report No. 1115.) 

8 5 bill (H. R. 5701) for the relief of Julius Stahel. (Report 

o. 1116.) 

5 (H. R. 953) for the relief of William Gray. (Report 

o. 1120.) f 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 4281) granting a pension to George John- 
son, of Lenox, Iowa. (Report No. 1123.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
5 oe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 7946) to reorganize and 
increase the efficiency of the 8 of the Navy of the United 
States—to the Committee on Nayal Affairs, 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 7947) to amend section 2502 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 7948) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to recognize the organizations of the Sons of Veterans as 
part of the military reserve of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Militia. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. 
No. 89) concerning the distribution of seed—to the Committee on 


Be, ae 
y Mr. PICKLER: A resolution (House Res. No. 235) to fix 
time for consideration of H. R. 5549—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

B Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 7949) to increase the pension 
of garet E. Pierce to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 7950) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Radcliffe, of Wheeling, Ohio County, W. Va.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 7951) to pension Rhoda L. Day 
and Jettie Annis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 7952) granting a pension to Mary 
J. 1 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANLY: A bill (H. R. 7953) to increase the pension of 
Philip Caslow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 7954) to pension James H. Rath- 
burn, father of Charles B. Rathburn—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. b 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 7955) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the naval record of William Kiernes—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 7956) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of John S. Cadamy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. i 

Also, a bill (H. R.7957) to remove charge of desertion from 
military record of Thomas Reyeal—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7958) for the relief of Edmund E. 
Schreiner—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R.7959) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert W. Groves—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7960) granting an increase of pension to John 
Dow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 7961) for the relief of John 
Mellifont and Ellen Riordon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7962) granting a pension to 
Horace Perry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7963) grating a pension to Bertha 
Loyings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 7964) granting a pension to 
Annie E. Bassett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 7965) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of Joshua 
Newcomer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7966) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the estate of John Middlekauff, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. £ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7967) to carry into effect a finding of the Court 
of Claims in favor of William Garrett, late of Montgomery County, 
Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7968) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of H. Harrison Beeler—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 7969) to increase the pension of 
Joseph E. Vantine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R. 7970) for the relief of Christian 
Hahn, in accordance with the award of the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pos and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AITKEN: Petition of the Michigan Agricultural Col- 
lege, in favor of a bill to fix the standard of weights and measures 
by the adoption of the metric system—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois: Petition of residents of the First 
Congressional district of Illinois, favoring a bill to fix the stand- 
ard of weights and measures by the adoption of the metric sys- 
tem—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. BARHAM: Petition of citizens of Santa Rosa, Cal.; 
also of citizens of Tehama County, Cal., asking for the passage of 
House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural staples by 
an export bounty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of the Christian Temperance Al- 
liance of Pennsylvania, in favor of a national commission to inves- 
tigate and report upon the liquor traffic—to the Committee on 

coholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of the members of Wood- 
son Post, No. 185, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of 
Kansas, of Yates Center, and citizens of Yates Center, Kans., for 
. passage of a service- pension bill to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Affidavits in support of House bill No. 
4376, for the relief of Christian Daniels to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Papers to accompany House bill to in- 
crease the pension of Margaret E. Pierce—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of W. W. Badley and 47 other resi- 
dents of Wheeling, W. Va.; also of Washington Council, No. 1, 
Order United American Mechanics, of Wheeling, W. Va., praying 
for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committtee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of Marion Gordon and others, of 
Louisville, Ky., in relation to the Marquette statue in Statuary 
Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. FARIS: 3 8 5 accompany House bill No. 6079, for the 
relief of Jeremiah Sullivan to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HANLY: Evidence to be filed with and accompany 
House bill to increase the pension of Philip Caslow—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEAT WOLE: Petition of citizens of Minnesota, pray- 
ing for the protection of game, birds, and fish—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Resolutions of Council No. 61, American 
Protestant Association, relating to the matter of the Marquette 
statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HULICK: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, indorsing the proposition to create a department of 
commerce and manufactures as a branch of the executive depart- 
ment of the Government—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of C. C. Terrell, of Forest Home, 


4 


1896. 


Iowa, asking that religious publications be given the advantage 
of the act of Congress of July 16, 1894, relative to second-class 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of George E. Wilson, of Royalton, Minn., for re- 
lief—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Memorial of the American Society for the 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, protesting against the passage 
of Senate bill No. 2261 (H. R. 6508), providing for an international 
humane and sahitary conference—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. ` 

By Mr. LEONARD: Remonstrance of citizens of Lycoming 
County, Pa., against permitting the statue of Marquette to remain 
in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. : 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of Charles H. Bement, of Lain 
burg, Mich.; also of G. H. Slocum, of Caro, Mich., in favor of the 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relatin 
to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office an 
Post-Roads. X 1 

Also, petition of Frank H. Rose, of Corunna, Mich., protestin 
against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the boaii 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the pas- 
sage of joint resolution No. 11, that neither Congress nor any 
State shall pass any law ting the establishment of religion, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 3 

Also, resolutions adopted by the National tion of the 
Agricultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers of the United 
States, asking that the Interstate Commerce Commission publish 
certain statistics—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition signed by citizens of Saginaw County, Mich., ask- 
ing that a bill be passed taxing filled and skimmed cheese—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCL Y of Minnesota: Petition of the Department 
of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the bill éstab- 
lishing a military park at Vicksburg—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

y Mr. PRINCE: Petition of W. H. Gibbs and 110 other citi- 
zens of Galva, III., in favor of the passage of the joint resolution 
No. 11, proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the J sag 8 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of the Liquor 
Dealers’ Association of Connecticut, against Led e of House 
bill No. 6668, to amend an act regulating the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Petition of George H. Harries, of Pueblo, 
Colo.; also of J. N. Counter, of Colorado, for the ge of House 
bill No. 4566, relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Colorado Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, Mary Jewett Telford, president, favoring the enactment 
of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Longmont and Boulder County, 
Colo., favoring the passage of joint resolution No. 11, proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. i 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of Wayne Council, No. 90, Order United 
American Mechanics, unanimously indorsing the Stone immi 
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of Detroit Manufacturers’ Club of 
Detroit, Mich., for financial legislation—to the Committee on Bank- 
in Ra Currency. i 

y Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Annie Bell Carswell, coun- 
cilor, Benjamin Leacock, secretary, and 73 others, of Lady Went- 
worth Council, No. 18, Daughters of Liberty, Manchester, N. H., 
praying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: Petition of Fred Reather Post, No. 420, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Missouri, of Mont- 
gomery City, praying for the passage of a service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: Petition of Mrs. R. T. Viers, of Mont- 

omery County, Md., praying that the war claim filed by Wil- 
fan A. Viers, now deceased, be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of D. H. Wyand, executor, asking aid in the 
settlement of the war claim of Frederick Wyand-to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Basil L. Bean, of Montgomery County, Md., 
praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of James Orme, deceased, late of 
1 County, Md., praying reference of his war claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, petition of John Mullieau, of Montgomery County, Md., 
raying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
mmittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James T. West, of Montgomery County, Md., 
praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William R. Beall, of Montgomery County, Md., 
praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of B. L. Fox, of Montgomery County, Md., pray- 
ing reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Alexander F. Boswell, of Montgomery County, 
Mä., praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Patrick Connolly, deceased, late of 
Montgomery County, Md., praying reference of his war claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 6, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance 
with the provisions of the act of March 2, 1895, a report from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, together with a report from Indian 
Agent D. A. Wisdom, of the Union Indian Agency, Ind. T., show- 
ing payments by the Cherokee Nations to such persons as would 
accept the same and the amounts awarded them by the appraisers 
appointed under the provisions of the act to appraise the value of 
improvements of intruders in that nation; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting, in compliance with the act of Con- 
gros oË 25 ie 1888, the claim of R. M. Ridgely, postmaster at 

pringfield, III., for credit on his postal account for postage stamps 
and key-deposit funds stolen from his office April 3, 1895; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the American 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, of New York, 
remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 2261, provid- 
ing for an international humane and sanitary conference; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, praying for the appointment of an impartial 
national commission of inquiry to investigate and report upon the 
alcoholic liquor traffic, its relation to crime, pauperism, and the 
general welfare of the poto; which was 3 the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the assembly of the State of New 
York, praying for the enactment of legislation establishing a mil- 
tag 1 to commemorate the campaign, siege, and defense of 
Aes burg; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, praying for the establishment of a department of 
commerce and manufactures; which was referred to the 


mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty and students of 
Tualatin Academy and Pacific University, Forest Grove, Oreg., 
and a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Wisconsin, praying for the establishment of an international 
board of arbitration between the United States and Great Britain; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Unity Lodge, No. 309, 
International Association of Machinists, of Cleveland, Ohio, anda 
petition of Lodge No. 438, International Association of Machinists, 
of Canton, Ohio, praying for an investigation of the treatment of 
employees of the Brooklyn (N. Y.) Navy-Yard and other navy- 
yards of the United States; which were referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FE EE ee ~ petition of J Mean Silver, of Aber- 
deen, S. ., praying for the enactment of legislation requiring 
the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem Government obligations 
in gold and silver coin alike; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of A. N. Lee and 18 other citizens 
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of Kansas, and the petition of E. E. Warner and 183 other citi- 
zens of Randolph County, Ind., praying for the passage of Senate 
bill No. 239, to amend the internal-revenue laws of the United 


States so as to prohibit the issuance of dee to sell intoxicants 

in the State of except to those Who hold permits issued by 

oad laws of that State; which were referred to the Committe on 
ance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented sundry petitions of citizens of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1886, or 
some simi measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and 
remonstrating against “halen 3 the e of thst id 

until its existing lines are m. y equi and operated; 
Which were referred to the Committee 8 District of Colum- 
bia. 

He also presented petitions of the tions of the Christian, 
Methodist Episcopal, and Congregational churches of Romeo, 
Mich., and a petition of the Woman’s Humane Missionary Union 
of the Congregational churches of Michigan, praying for the 
enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented specs. the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Northeast Washi m (D. C.) Citizens’ Association, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to compel the Washington 
Gas Light Company to publish a list of names of persons who 
have deposited money with that company for the purpose of secur- 
ing the payment of bills; which was refi to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented the memorial of Marcus Mason and 
sundry other citizens of Beaufort, N. C., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation abolishi compulsory pilotage; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented the petition of James E. Shepard, Rev. J. S. 
Derry, Rev. S. H. Witherspoon, Rev. A. Shepard, Hon. J. H. 
Young, and 96 other citizens of North Carolina praying for the 
passage of Senate bill No. 886, to provide a nati home for 
and infirm colored people of the United States of America; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MILLS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Greer 
County, Okla., praying that they be relieved from the present un- 
certain condition of their lands, and stating that it would be to the 
best interest of that county to cede or sell these lands to the State 
of Texas; which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition, in theform of resolutions adopted 
by the Chanter of Commerce of Louisiana, of New Orleans, La., 
and a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted by the Bangor 
Board of Trade, of Bangor, Me., praying for the establishment of 
ade entof commerce and man tures; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. è 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented the memorial of Dr. A. Slaman 
and 89 other citizens of the United States, remonstrating against 
the adoption of the proposed religious amendments to the Consti- 
tution of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 5 5 

He also presented the memorial of Thomas Austin and 17 other 
citizens of Davison County, S. Dak., and the memorial of James 
S. Hunter and 15 other Mop eee of pe Vernon, S. Dak. premon: 
strating against the introduction of military training in pu 
lic ne of the country; which were referred to the Committee 


Mr. BURROWS presented the memorial of William Jackson 
and 34 other citizens of Detroit, Mich., and a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Michigan, remonstrating RE tke placing of the 
statue of Père Marquettein Statuary ; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Dan F. e pastor 
and the co tion of the Park Congregational urch, of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the enactment of a Sunday- 
rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of 125 citizens of Grand Rapids, 
Mich., remonstrating against the appropriation of money for sec- 
tarian purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 

riations. 
R Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Gen. Francis A. Walker, 
president of the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, and 33 
other citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the adoption of a 
uniform metric system of weights and measures; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Minnesota, praying for the establish- 


ment of a mili k to commemorate the campaign, siege, 
and defense of Vicks ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 


Vor ha prennit eee the Grana AY of te Begot 
ic, Department of Minnesota, praying for the speedy recogni 
as | tsof the Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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Mr. TURPIE (for Mr. VOORHEES) presented sundry Nee 
of citizens of Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce, and also to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class and free mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) presented a memorial of the Ameri- 
can Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of Senate bill No. 2261, providing for an 
international humane and sanitary conference;*which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Miss L. E. Reed, editor of the 
Organizing Publishing Company, of Indianapolis, Ind., and a 
memorial of sundry citizens of New Albany, Ind., remonstrating 
against the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial signed by sundry citizens of 
Nebraska, Idaho, and Washington, remonstrating against the 
passage of a Pacific Railroad funding bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sidney, Nebr., 
be ing for the enactment of legislation granting to the State of 

eb: for educational purposes, the grounds of the old Fort 
Sidney Military Reservation; which was referred to the Commit- 


tee on Military 
Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Rev. Hugh Johnston, pas- 
tor of the M itan Methodist Episcopal Church, of Washing- 
ton, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
ee gambling; which was referred to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 
He also presented the petition of Charles A. Burnham, of Derry, 
N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to pay him an 
amount of money claimed to have been unlawfully withheld from 
his grandfather, Maj. John Burnham, an officer in the Revolu- 
tio war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. IS 838 a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the ber of Commerce of Nashville, Tenn., pray- 
ing for a discontinuance of the discussions in Congress on inter- 


national questions, and also for a wise and careful consideration ~ 


of our currency and finances; which was ordered to lie on the 


table. Ke 
He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Tennessee, 
remonstrating against the placing of the statue of Père Marquette 


; which was referred to the Committee on the 


à TLE presented the memorial of T. B. Hammond, W. 
Winlan, F. E. Curtis, L. M. Boyce, and sundry other citizens of 
Butte, Mont., remonstrati inst the placing of the statue of 
Père Marquette in Statuary ; which was referred tothe Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. VILAS presented the petition of Rev. S. H. Anderson and 
Rev. Wiliam A. Gerrie, pastors of the Methodist and Congrega- 
tional churches of Clintonville, Wis.; the petition of David J. 
1 pastor of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Platte- 
ville, Wis., and a petition of the South Central Wisconsin Chris- 
tian Endeavor Union, praying for the enactment of a Sunday- 
rest law for the District of Columbia; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

AMENDMENT OF HOMESTEAD LAWS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I present an argument made by Hon. H. R. 
Pease, before the Senate Committee on Public Lands, April 3, 
1896, on Senate bill No. 1571, proposing. to amend the homestead 
laws. I move that the paper printed as a document, and that 
= 5 to the Committee on Public Lands to accompany 

e bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1209) providing for an additional circuit 
judge in the sixth judicial circuit, reported it without amend- 
ment. . 

He also, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5217) making one year's residence in a Terri- 
tory a prerequisite to obtaining a divorce there, reported it with 
amendments. i 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. au) for the relief of James G. Reed, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the 
bill was med indefinitely. 

Mr. P S, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2022) to amend an act entitled An act to pro- 
vide for the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska,” reported 
it with amendments. - 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1082) for the relief of 
Irwin Tucker, postmaster at Newport News, Va., reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom the subject was referred, reported an amendment intended 
to be pro to the sundry civil appropriation bill, the amend- 
ment authorizing the use or lease of Sibley Island, in the Missouri 
River, near the city of Bismarck, N. Dak., for public assemblies, 
etc., and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. , from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2635) granting a ion to Caroline Watkins, 
es gt it without amendment, and submitted a re thereon. 

. GORMAN. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. Grsson], who 

is detained from the Senate by illness, I have been requ to re- 
port for him, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, with an amend- 
ment, the joint resolution (S. R. 89) directing and authorizing the 
Secretary of the Navy to appoint a board of three officers of the 
Navy to proceed to Navassa Island, in the West Indies, and exam- 
ine and report upon the cost of establishing a coaling station for 
the United States Government on said island. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be placed 
on the Calendar. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2725) to establish a railroad 
bridge across the Dlinois River at a point within 5 miles from 
= above ae per limits of orun and a point m 8 

unty, in said State, opposite or nearly opposite the said poin 
in pry ase County, alt in the State of Tinos; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2726) to amend 
an act entitled An act to provide for the adjudication and pay- 
ment of claims arising from Indian depredations,” approved 
8, 1891; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredations. A 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2727) to relieve Alfred 
Burgess from the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred tothe Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2728) for the relief of George 
T. Vance and Guy P. Vance, executors of the estate of William 
L. Vance, „late of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Ar FJ K introduced a bill (S. 2729) granting to 

2 E in u a bi granting a pension 
Emma Weir Casey; which 3 read 8 by its ee soa; with 
the accompanyin pers, refe: to the Commi on Pensions. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2730) for the relief of 
Kate Winter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2731) for the relief of 
Thomas H. Atkinson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2732) for the relief of G. M. Wood- 
ruff; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2733) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public buildin 
thereon at Lead, in the State of South Dakota; which was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

. TURPIE (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2734) 
granting an increase of pension to Jesse C. Yocum; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill son ) to give 
a special rating to certain wounds received by soldiers and all ors 
of the late war of the rebellion, and other wars not heretofore 
rated in former pension legislation; which was read twice Tos 
title, and, with tbe accompanying papers, referred to the - 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2736) granting 
a pension to James McCarthy; which was read twice by its title, 
R with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2787) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Henrietta Bixler; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Char 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. VooRHEEs) introduced a bill (S. 2738) eaan 
an increase of pension to William A. Brown; which was r 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2739) to confirm the title to 


the Aspen town site in the State of Colorado; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
ittee on Public Lands. 


Mr. CHILTON introduced a bill (S. 2740) to establish and 
vide for the government of Greer County, Okla., and for o 
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purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2741) to reclassify rail- 
way postal clerks and prescribe their salaries; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, ; 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2742) for the relief of 
Charles Fletcher, alias James H. Mitchell; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2743) to determine the lineal rank 
of medical officers of the Army upon entrance into the service; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanfing 
papere, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 2744) for the relief of An- 
drew Lindsay, of Rancher, Custer County, Mont.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Depredations. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
120) to declare the intent and meaning of the act of Con; ap- 
proved January 29, 1887, granting pensions to the soldiers and 
sailors of the Mexican war; which was read twice by itstitle, and, 
m the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution B R. 121) to 
amend an act granting to the Duluth and Winn: Railroad 
Company aright of way through the Chippewa and White Earth 
Indian reservations, in the State of Minnesota; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, providing for 
the erection of a public building at wood, S. Dak.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him tothe general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN (for Mr. Grsson) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be pro to the naval appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the ist instant approved and signed the following joint resolutions: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 111) to authorize Benjamin Harrison 
to accept certain medals presented to him while President of the 
United States; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 114) authorizing and directing Bernard 
R. Green to exercise the duties and powers heretofore conferred 
upon the late Gen. Thomas L. Casey, in relation to the construc- 
tion of the Library of Congress. 

THE REVENUE BILL AND SILVER COINAGE. 

Mr. MANTLE. I give notice that upon next Thursday, at the 
conclusion of the morning business, I s call up the resolution 
submitted by my colleague [Mr. CARTER] February 19, 1896, pro- 
posing to recommit House bill 2749 to the Committee on Finance, 
and with the indulgence of the Senate I shallask permission to sub- 
mit a few remarks thereon. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 6614, being the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The motion was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wereorrf. 

WAR IN CUBA. 

Mr. CALL. I propose to ask the Senator from Iowa if he has 
any objection to the consideration of the joint resolution in rela- 
tion to Cuba, which I introduced on the last legislative day? The 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] is ready to submit some re- 
marks upon it if there is no particular reason for urgency in 


regard to the a riation bill. 
r. ALLISON. [shall gladly yield to the Senator from Florida 
to take up any question that will not lead to debate, but certainly 


no more important question can now be brought before us than 
the consideration of the appropriation bills. I much regret to 
decline to yield, but I must do so, as I presume the joint resolu- 
tion will lead to more or less debate. 
_ Mr. CALL. Igive notice, then, that I shall ask to-morrow morn- 
pr abe the conclusion of the routine business, to take up for con- 
si tion the joint resolution relating to Cuba that I introduced 
on the last legislative day. 

Mr, HALE. What is the condition of the resolution offered 
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dar, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a joint resolution, and it has 
gone to the table. 

Mr. HALE. Under the rule a resolution going over goes to the 
Calendar on the second day. 

Mr. CALL. I asked that it should be laid upon the table in 
order that it might be taken up at any time the Senate is willing 
that it shall be considered. I shall ask to-morrow morning, after 
the morning business, that it may be taken up at least for some 
55 to be made by the Senator from Indiana and perhaps 

y myself. 
mme VICE-PRESIDENT. In response to the parliamentary in- 
ay of the Senator from Maine, the Chair will state that the 
resolution introduced by the Senator from Florida is a joint reso- 
lution, and it has gone to the table. Itcan be taken up by motion. 

Mr. HALE. I so understand. It can only be taken up by 
motion. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill 85 R. 6614) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1897. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe the pending question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], and that 
he is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand that the amendment now in 
order is the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 
par LODGE] and 8 by me from the Committee on Post- 
ffices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALLISON. I may be mistaken, but I understood the Sena- 
tor from Florida at the Tast day’s session to offer an amendment 
to that amendment. 

Mr. PASCO. It was in connection with the same subject mat- 
ter, but I decided, for the time being at all events, not to offer it 
as an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. So I understood. 

Mr. PASCO. I will let it stand on its own merits for the present. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I find it necessary to ask the 
indulgence of the Senate for a few moments more in reference to 
the amendment which was offered originally by the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], and which was afterwards re- 
ported by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and 
referred upon the recommendation of that committee to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and which, unfortunately, from the 
point of view Traka; was not reported from that committee. 

I find that we were all of us in some error on Thursday last as 
to the phraseology of the amendment, and if I shall not only ask 
to correct it, but also ask to add to the amendment, and if these 
constant amendments seem rather of a blundering character, the 
Senate will understand that when the pending appropriation bill 
was brought in for consideration it was the first time that the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads or any member of it 
had seen it. There is perhaps no reason why we should have seen 
it; and yet if an opportunity had been tendered to the committee 
or its members in have seen something of the provisions to be in- 
serted, if we could have been advised somewhat as to the character 
of the amendments recommended by the committee or which were 
to be rejected, it is possible we might have saved a little of the 
time of the Senate, Athough I do not know that we could have 
hoped to have illumined the intelligence of the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

pon Thursday we unanimously excluded the use of the word 
“superintendents” upon the suggestion of the chairman of the 
committee that there were no such persons as superintendents in 
the postal service. I find that under the provisions of law there 
are superintendents who are very much alive and very much 
needed in the postal service. These superintendents fill a recog- 
nized function, and the presence of the word“ superintendent ” 
is absolutely essential in the amendment and should not have been 
stricken from it. I refer the chairman of the committee to section 
451 of the postal laws, at the top of page 200: 

Superintendents of stations, 10 classes, salary graded in even hundreds of 
dollars, from $1,000 to not exceeding $2,000 per annum, except at New York, 
N. Y.. where the salaries of the superintendents of stations A“ and “D” 
shall be fixed at $2,500 each per annum, and superintendents of stations“ E“ 
and F shall be fixed at $2,200 each per annum. 

These superintendents take the place wherever a second-class 
post-office is consolidated with the other post- offices under the clas- 
sification of clerk hire. The clerk in charge of these stations is 
known as a superintendent of the office, and therefore this word 
should have been retained in the amendment. 

There are in the postal service the post-office, the station, the 
substation, and the stamp agency. To the public at large it isa 

ffice, but these distinctions are the distinctions recognized 
the Department. The t-office has its boxes, its money 


e 
orders, its registry vision, ue stent, its carriers, and its clerks, 
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if it is a free-delivery office. The person in charge when it 
becomes a station is-a superintendent, and his salary is fixed at 
from $1,000 to $2,000. The substation under the consolidation 
plan of the Department ordinarily has no boxes, although it some- 
times has. It does not have free delivery—that is, the free de- 
livery in the community, if it is a substation, comes from the 
main office. It does have the sale of stamps; it has registry; 
it has money orders. These clerks are compensated under the 
provisions of section 451 and paid from $100 to $1,000. A substa- 
tion is usually located in a community where there is free de- 
livery, but the free delivery is not from the substation itself— 
that is, the carriers do not start on their rounds from the substa- 
tions—but the public is equally served from the substations. 
Stamp agencies are common in all cities of the country, and the 
compensation of a stamp agent is $24 a year. There is no clerk 
hire in third and fourth class post-offices, and whenever clerk hire 
is to be awarded, as it often must, it comes under the provisions 
of law which provide for compensation where there are separat- 
ing offices; for instance, at the terminus of a railroad there will 
be mail distributed for a half dozen stage routes, and there there 
sane Hee clerk hire needed. 
en, under the clause of the appropriation bill which applies 
money is allowed the third and fourth class offices for separating 
offices. So the offices are gathered together for the efficiency of the 
service. For instance, there is the main office in the city of Chi- 
cago. There are 26 stations; there are 69 substations; there are 
190 stamp cies. And to secure this result there were 59 post- 
offices consolidated inside the city of New York and its suburbs 
and brought under one management, and some of those offices are 
15 miles from the city. They have not lost their separate names 
to the public at large; they are still separate post-offices, but as a 
matter of fact they come under one compact, simple business man- 
ment, where there is upon the ground and in the immediate 
vicinity a 3 head, who inspects the offices regularly and 
looks after the management of their affairs,and sees that they are 
conducted upon business principles, and instructs new postmas- 
ters in their duties. 

Mr. President, do 2 know that we are now making fourth- 
class post-offices, and have done so for the last ten years, at the 
average rate of 2,013 a year? At 50,000 of the fourth-class post- 
offices of the United States the postmaster has an annual com- 
pensation of less than 850. It is utterly impossible under present 
ps dieser to make any sort of investigation and inspection 
of all these offices. I am told that there are offices where for 
fifteen years no inspector has been able to go, because there are 
too few inspectors. They are called upon to report as to the 
changing of routes, as to the construction of new buildings, and 
as to a thousand other things; indeed, when there is a specific 
case of robbery; but as to the general inspection of this great 
army of 70,000 postmasters it is utterly impossible that from this 
main office, where there is no intermediate authority to super- 
vise and to inspect and to govern, there should be any sort of 
efficient management of those offices. 

Meanwhile from the central office at Washington there are 
70,000 separate accounts to be kept, increasing, as I have said, at 
the rate of something like 2,000 a year; and it goes not only to the 
supply of stamps and stamped envelopes, but if there is twine 
needed, or wrapping goter, or canceling stamps, or the thousand 
and one little items tgo to make ap the small business of a 

stmaster in a little town, he is compelled to send his requisition 

ere to the Post-Office Department, which has to opon a separate 
account with him, sometimes four or five thousand miles away, 
with the same particularity and the same precision and the same 
separateness with which it would be compelled to deal with the 
postinaster at San Francisco, Cal. All this is to be averted and 
avoided by putting in central communities an inspection power, 
a supervisory power, whichis to reach out and take in these post- 
masters. 

There are no politics about it. Politics cut not the least figure 
in it in the world; it is efficiency of management. Of all busi- 
ness in the world which the Government conducts, there is none 
which should be so free from political taint as the post-office. It 
is essentially a great, huge business. The man who has to receive 
our letters and transmit them for delivery ought not to be a man 
whose employment and detention in office depend upon whom he 
voted for for President of the United States aud as to whom he will 
vote for next. It ought to be based upon his integrity, his ability, 
his intelligence, and upon neung e Just so long as we base 
these employments upon political service alone, just so long will 
there be constant deficits in the Post-Office revenues as against its 
expenditures, and just so long will the people be prevented from 
having that low rate of letter postage which is the goal to which 
we all look forward, which is the reform which every Postmaster- 
General hopes to see some day attained. 

Mr. President, the Senate is composed of men of consummate 
wisdom, butit seems that the assembled wisdom of the Senate on 
Thursday last was not sufficient to embrace the subject of the 
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civil service, and so far as I know no one of us knew what the pro- 
vision of the civil-service law was. At least, no one was able to 
. enlighten us, and the consequence was that we all talked a great 
deal more e we would probably have done if we had 


known anything about it. We had a great deal of pathos wasted 
here about the old postmasters at the country stores, who had 
served for years, reading everybody's postal cards, and, as the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] suggested, finding some- 
body going down Oak lane and getting him to carry a religious 
newspaper to his neighbor, and he feared these men were to be 
turned adrift upon a cold and unfeeling world and their place 
supplied by somebody who knew something. s 

a matter of fact, Mr. President, the provisions of the civil- 
service law adopted in 1893 provided for the general classification 
of these clerks. As post-offices were extended, widened out, more 
offices embraced, then the clerks of the classified service were to 
be embraced in the office. But as late as November 12, 1895, the 
Civil Service Commission promulgated a proclamation by the Pres- 
ident of the United States which entirely protected the people 
now employed in office by amending as follows: 

And whenever, by order of the Postmaster-General, any t-office shall be 
consolidated with, and made a part of, another post-office where free delivery 
is established, all the employees of the office thus consolidated, whose names 
appear on the roster of said office approved by the Post-Office ee e 

and including the master thereof, shall, from the date of said order, be 

employees of said free-delivery office, and the person hol on the date of 

VFC 

a ponents Gtaigantion under the clnseitioxtion act which the 8 
neral may direct. 

Clerks were provided for in 1893. In 1895 it was expressly pro- 
vided by law that when an office is consolidated the 3 in 
charge shall be covered into the civil service as a clerk and shall 
continue to be employed. So far as the post- offices are concerned 
in the little stores, they will continue to be kept in the same little 
places. The local habitation of the post-office is not changed, but 
instead of its being swapped aronnd whenever there is a change 
of Administration so that the Democratic grocery store keeper gets 
it one Administration and the Republican grocery store keeper gets 
it the next Administration, instead of being run as a sort of polit- 
ical machine, irrespective of the integrity or the ability or the 
training of the person who has charge of the letters, at some 
proper place within each Mas $ the little post-office is established. 

he clerk put there is under the immediate supervisory power of 
some postmaster near by who can keep him inspected and see that 
he does his duty, and see that he does not keep letters a month 
until he finds somebody going down Oak Lane to deliver them, 
ana ees the office is managed so that the public gets the ben- 
efit of it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 

"tion? A clerk goes from Baltimore to Laurel to take charge of the 
t-office there, and the old postmaster is dismissed. Who is go- 


ing 15 ae the office? The clerk is not supposed to be a resident 
of the e. R 
Mr. WOLCOTT. The old postmaster is not dismissed. If the 


Senator from Connecticut had done me the honor to listen to 
this proclamation of the President he would see that the 

ter is e by the fellow who goes down from Baltimore 
to Laurel. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But what is the fellow who goes down going 
to do when he gets there? Your civil-service clerk is sent down 
from Baltimore. He can not run the post-office. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand that the old postmaster is 


retained. 
Mr. HAWLEY. But what is the new man going to do when 
he gets there? 
. WOLCOTT. If the old postmaster is retained there is no 


need of a new man. 
But how do you know that the old postmaster 


Mr. HAWLEY. 
wants to be a clerk? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the old postmaster resigns and gets out of 
the office then the new man goes there. He goes around to two 
or three stores in the village and they are all tickled to death to 
get the post-office, because it brings trade. He looks around and 

nds that here is the cleanest and best place, with the least sus- 
pieton of rumselling about it, a place where little children and 
ies would go to get their mail, and he rents that for an office. 
He makes an arrangement a great deal better for the Government 
and a great deal better for the persons who get their mail than 
the old arrangement which gave the office as a reward for party 
service. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then you would have two postmasters there? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. You would not have two postmasters. If 
the old postmaster should resign he would probably go out West 
and grow up with the country. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And the new man has to go around and beg 
for a place in which to hold the post-office. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No; the Government pays the rent. He has 


not to beg for anything. The statistics of the consolidated offices 
show that they have a t deal better service, and that it costs 
much less money than by the old system. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It shows that to be the case in the big cities, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It shows it in the country towns, too. Now, 
I will come to what the Senator from Connecticut is objecting to. 
You would find sometimes in the limits of a city a whole lot of 
different postmasters. I will call the Senator’s attention to some 
of these Oak Lane places. Here is the post-office at New Haven, 
Conn. Within the city limits of New Haven there is the 
office known as Westville, and the population served is about 
2,000. Westville is distant from the city of New Haven about 3 
miles, while just outside the city limits, and in some cages actually 
ree Be ew Haven post-office, are the following independent 
post-offices: 

West Haven, 2} miles from New Haven post-office; salary of 
postmaster, $1,400. Population about 3,000. p 

East Haven, 5 miles from New Haven post-office; salary of post- 
1 trom New H t-office; salary of 

ontowese, iles from New Haven post-office; s of post- 
master, $1,100. Population about 2,000. 

Whitneyville, 5 miles from New Haven post-office; salary of 
postmaster, $1,000. Population about 2,000. 

Highwood, 2} miles from New Haven post-office; salary of post- 
master, $327. 

The total salary and allowances of the six independent offices 
named above is $5,530. Stations and substations in lieu of these 
offices could probably be maintained for less than $5,000 and far 
better service given. 

Now, I will ask the Senator from Connecticut if he thinks there 
is a place where these Se es os to be kept. 
Every one of these places is within 4 or 5 miles of New Haven, and 
Iwill show him in a moment where, within the limits of the cities 
of Connecticut, they have post-office after post- office. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought the Senator asked me a question. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I did. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I willsay, then, while the Senator is looking 
at his papers, that I distinctly said last Thursday, when this mat- 
ter was up, that this consolidation would work excellently well. 
For example, taking Boston, there is no reason why Brookline, 
Roxbury, Cambridge, etc., all within easy reach, should not be 
under one system. So with places in the immediate vicinity of 
Baltimore. Everybody knows that it is necessary in the city of 
of New York to have some substations, etc. What Iam objecti 
to is the spreading of the system all over the land, so as to take in 
the country post-offices in the United States. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will show the Senator the reason for it in a 
minute—as soon as I look over the papers I have here. I under- 
stood the Senator to say that he favored civil service generally; 
that he was the father of the law; but that he did not believe init 
in this case. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not believe in carrying it to an extreme. 
i me ALLISON. May I ask the Senator a question for informa- 

on 

Mr. WOLCOTT. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the Senator from Colorado to 
maintain that the Postmaster-General can not, under existing law, 
consolidate the post-offices in the country surrounding New Haven 
with the office in the city of New Haven? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Postmaster-General can do so, but under 
S prann law he can not do it efficiently. 

. ALLISON. Then I will ask another question. Having 
abolished the minor offices and made them a part of the New 
Haven post-office, is there not ample authority to provide the 
necessary clerk hire for the substations without additional law? 

Mr. 17 No; and it is to that I will address myself in 
a moment, 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishall be glad to hear the Senator on that 


oint. 
? Mr. WOLCOTT. If the Senator will bear with me until I show 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEY] how these towns 
are built up in New England, which seem as if they needed con- 
solidation, I will come to the question he suggests. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The organization of cities in New England 
seems peculiar to that section of country in this, that within the 
limits of many cities we find several other cities or towns with 
separate post-offices. For instance, the city of Gloucester, Mass., 
has five post-offices within its limits, in addition to the main office 
at Gloucester. Annisquam, with a population of 900, which is dis- 
tant from the main office at Gloucester 44 miles; Bay View, with 
a population of 1,000, is 5 miles distant; Lanesville, with a popu- 
lation of 1,900, is 6 miles distant; West Gloucester, with a popula- 
tion of 400, is 44 miles distant; and Magnolia, with a population 
of 1,500, is 44 miles distant. These five offices are to be abolished 
and stations established at Annisquam, Bay View, and Lanesville, 
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kaa substations established at olia and West Gloucester, and 
four additional carriers added, for Bay View and one for 


ag Seay 
l- Medford, Mass., has three within its limits besides the main 
office—West Medford, with a population of 2,811, which is 1} miles 
distant from the main office; Wellington, with a population of 
458, which is 1% miles distant, and Tuft’s College, five-sixths of a 
mile distant. These are to be abolished and substationsestablished, 
with two additional carriers to deliver mails to the patrons. 
Manchester, N. H., has three additional post-offices within the 
city limits—Massabesic, with a population of 300, which is 4) miles 
distant from main office; Goffs Falls, with a population of 150, 


which is 4 miles distant, and Amoskeag, with a population of 2,000, 


Chestnut Hill. 
Northampton, Mass Bas s ER 


Smiths Ferry. 
West Farms 
Duluth, Minn Lakeview 


Brooklyn, N. . onocon 2000s 
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Seattle, Wan 000205 0001a+ 
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which is 1} miles distant. These are to be abolished, and five 
substations to be established, as follows: At West Manchester, 
East Manchester, Amoskeag, Goffs Falls, and Massabesic, with 
one additional carrier for the main office. 

Fitchburg, Mass., has two additional post-offices within its 
limits—West Fitchburg, with a population of 3,000, and South 
Fitchburg, with a population of 1,000, which are both made sta- 
tions to Fitchburg. 

This is true of most, if not all, of the New England States, and 
it is true also of many towns in Connecticut. I seem to have mis- 
laid for a moment the memoranda referring to the Connecticut 
towns. The following statement shows some of the independent 
offices within city limits: 


Rent, 
and light. 


Mag 8172 
3 149 
l 188 
57 188 
it 5 
i 20 13,2 
2 2,100 9,065 
at 2,400 5,581 
5 443 LET 
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41 20 815 
4} 1,900 7,575 
34 — 2.20 10,013 
31 Loe 3.270 
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5 000 433 676 
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+ 200 300 439 
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8 B 40 
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5 89 o7 
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6.5 6 TL 
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r aay |i 
5 57 
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* New ofice. 


Mr. President, the theory of thisattemptof the Post-Office Depart- 
ment is to gather all these offices, as far as possible, under one 
nt, and under the provisions of the civil-service law, 
as I have stated, every old postmaster is retained; but wè must 
face the fact that as to the new postmasters, as to those who are 
to come after, they are to be clerks, pure and simple. Koir 
amend, if we like, the civil-service law, whereby these clerks 
be appointed from the counties or from the towns in which vacan- 
cies occur if there are proper persons there who offer to be em- 
pored: otherwise they are to come from the State the residents 
which furnish the material for their employment, : 

But, Mr. President, the carriage of letters is not a sentimental 
business. It is built up just like any other business. You put 
stamps on sale and give the people ample post-office accomm 
tions, and they will few pat and write letters. The experience 
of the Department is that wherever the people are given special 
facilities for the exchange of ideas and of getting their period- 
icals the business comes, and the people write as they are en- 
couraged to write. 


What earthly difference does it make in these little towns in the 
country whether or not a man who lives there is postmaster, or 
whether or not some efficient clerk, whose business is solely that 
of looking after his duties asa fiice clerk, and is not that of a 
merchant seeking trade, who does not want to gather in the poor 
people who come after letters in order to sell them molasses or 
rum, but who wants to give them the benefit of delivering their 
letters Perey and receiving those written s . and nothing 
else? the great business of the Post-Office 3 which 
represents an expenditure of so many million do and the loss 
of so many million dollars, what is there incongruous with the 
system of our institutions if these people can be better employed, 
because they are intelligent and they give their whole time to the 
business of the post-office; and we say: Mr. Postmaster-General, 
employ as many in that way as you want; you can not look per- 
sonally after 70,000 people when they want a bundle of twine ora 
package of wrapping paper; take these Fh pas gs and put them un- 

er competent heads who can supervise and manage all these 
small details.“ Thatisthetheory. _ 
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Now, I am very proud to say that the Post-Office Department 
under this Administration is sought to be properly conducted, so 
far as I know, and it has been,so far as I have observed, since I 
have been in public life. I am not by any means friendly with 
this Administration or with the administration of the Post-Office 
Department; I have nothing to do with them, but I do know that 
the affairs of that office are ably and intelligently conducted, and 
that the object of this movement is to remove it from politics, 
and not make it more political. Those who want the loaves and 
fishes need not be afraid, for if they worked night and day they 
could not take in a thousand offices between now and the time 
when there will be achange of Administration. Weare establish- 
ing 2,000 post-offices a year and more. There is nothing political 
in this provision. It simply means better and more efficient 
service. 

I tell you I think this love and appreciation of civil service is 
an acquired taste, and I think when you once get it it never leaves 

ou. [Laughter.] I think, further, that any man who can stay 

ere in public life during four years of an unfriendly Administra- 
tion in his own party and who finds whenever he goes to seek 
appointments to office, even when Yes” is said to him, it is said 
in the most offensive fashion; and when he is in public life with 
an Administration op to him he sees appointed in the State, 
whose interest and w: e he has at heart, unworthy men who are 
not fit to hold office, men whom their own fellow-citizens would 
never elect to an office or put into a place of public confidence, 
discharging these important duties, unintelligent and unprinci- 
pled as many of them are, and even people who are receiving the 
reward for political dirty work done in some other States than 
the States in which they are appointed—I say he can not fail to 
appreciate from a selfish point of view some of the beauties of 
civil-service reform. 

I should be very glad, for my part, if this business could be 
taken from us and from patronage and given where the public 
could get their letters more promptly, where they could have 

ter facilities for obtaining post-office accommodations, and 
where the business could be conducted more like a business and 
less like a political job. 

The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations has asked 
me about the authority of the Postmaster-General to make these 
changes. Without the amendment, as the matter stands now, the 
Postmaster-General may establish or close any post-office he desires. 
He has the general power given to him to establish post-offices 
and the power to close and do away with offices; but the appro- 
priations which are given by the committee are for clerk hire for 
post-offices. Unless some provision of law is adopted, when he 
closes a post-office the Postmaster-General puts it under clerk hire 
employment. He has to take the money for the clerk out of the 
appropriation for clerk hire, and the money for the salary of the 
postmaster lapses. He has not the power to-day, and therefore we 
must have some amendment to the law which will permit him to 
use the money no longer needed as salary for the postmaster, 
where the office has been consolidated. If the amendmentis made 
in the form I seek to make it, then he will have the necessary 

Wer to consolidate offices and to make all proper arrangements 
ea carrying on the business. With that in view there is an 
amendment suggested by the chairman of the committee which 
permits us to put back the word superintendent,“ so that it may 
stand as it was originally and cover the people who have been 
postmasters in second-class offices, and who become clerks under 
the title of ‘‘superintendents,” which is their title at free delivery 
offices. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator they are not given 
that title by law. That is the title, as I understand, by the regu- 


lations of the ent, not by law. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I think not. 
Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator show me where they are 


called ‘‘superintendents ” by law and where they are provided for 


law? 
aA WOLCOTT. Iam looking at section 451 of the Postal Laws 
and Regulations. I take it that that is a section of the Revised 
Statutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not a section of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have not the statutes before me. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that is only a section of the Postal Reg- 
ulations. Thereason Istated itwas not n to insert super- 
intendents“ was that I did not know of such a designation in the 
statutes. Of course, if there are superintendents of these offices, 
so designated by statute, that is a proper phraseology, but if the 
are not so designated, then we inject into the law an office whic. 
is not known to the law. I know there are superintendents of 
those stations; there are superintendents of mail delivery at local 
offices in cities where there are a number of railroad stations; but 
they are mere designations under the Postal Regulations; and the 
officials are paid either from the mail-messenger service or from 
the clerk-hire service. The only reason why I suggested that the 


rintendent“ should be stricken out was because it is 
a word not known to the law in this connection. If the Senator 
can point me to a law that recognizes the superintendent locally 
in charge of mails I should be very glad to agree to restore the 
provision, but otherwise I should object to it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, it does seem to me, with all 
deference to the Senator from Iowa who is chairman of the Com- 


word “su 


mittee on Appropriations, that it is rather hypercritical, because 
that word ‘‘superintendent” is not in the Revised Statutes, but is in 
the regulations of the Department under which we are doing busi- 
ness, and under which the Senator’s committee has year after year 
reported bills giving money to the Department, for the Senator to 
say that it is now injecting a new word into the law. Certainl 
the superintendent is included in the rules of the Department, and 
if the word superintendent” is stricken out the Department will 
not have the ability to apply the appropriations to the persons 
who fill the position of superintendent of the mails. 

Mr. ALLISON, I do not wish to disturb the Senator’s line of 
argument, but there are three 5 of these officials in the 
appropriation bills as to the conduct of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, One is the designation of postmasters, another is the 
designation of clerks in post-offices, and another is the mail-mes- 
senger service. Those are the three designations under which all 
the employees of the postal service are paid in the management of 

ces, 


the post-o 
The Senator said a moment ago—and I mention that in connec- 
tion with what I am about to say—that the reason for this c 
was that if these t-offices are consolidated less money 
be needed for the salaries of postmasters and more money will be 
needed for the salaries of clerks. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions made full provision for that. We have reduced or rather 
failed to appropriate to the extent of $750,000 for the salaries of 
poe below what the present estimate of those salaries is, 
ut we have increased the appropriation for clerk hire $150,000, so 
as to cover the clerk hire of those consolidated offices, if they are 
consolidated, thus leaving absolutely free play to the Postmaster- 
eel to do what we think he can now do under existing 


W. 
I will say now to the Senator from Colorado, if it is his purpose, 
under the guise of an amendment in the nature of a proviso, to 
reorganize the postal service of the United States and consolidate 
counties into a single post-office, it will be better for the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads of this body to deal with the 
subject in a separate bill and not upon an appropriation bill, so 
that such reo, a may be thrown around it as will protect the 
revenue as well as protect those who are patrons of those 
offices. That is my objection to putting it in in this way as a new 
relation and as a new condition respecting all the t-offices in 
the United States. I did not so understand it on Thursday 
and I do not so understand it now, except from the argumen 
made by the Senator from Colorado, If that be the purpose, I 
submit that the amendment should be more carefully framed than 
it is as it stands now. . 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, of course this apparent doubt 
does not xuy exist in the mind of the Senator from Iowa. He 
knows perfectly well that the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads is not, as a matter of fact, in the guise of anything else in 
the world, attempting to do anything except exactly what the lan- 

of the amendment shows it is intended to do, the purpose 
of which has been stated with entire frankness by everybody who 
has spoken upon the subject; and nothing I have stated this morn- 
ing changes in the slightest degree either the apparent or the real 
meaning at least of this member of the committee or of any other 
member who has seen fit to address the Senate on the subject. 
The fact is, that it is not under the guise of an This isa 
simple, honest attempt to bring about a knowl of the question 
as to whether or not it is not wise that the lesser post-offices of the 
country should be consolidated as nearly as Retr and as fre- 
quently as ible, and as often as practicable, with the greater 
commercial centers connected with the small offices by improved 
methods of transportation, whereby the public will be better, more 
efficiently, and more cheaply serv tis the only guise under 
which we are here uerading. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, I meant what I 
said in no offensive sense. But the Senator in his ent stated 
that, under existing conditions, if a postmaster 5, miles away 
wanted to secure a bundle of twine or the necessary wrapping 

to conduct the business of a small office, he must send to 
W ashington for it and have it sent to him; and therefore, if this 
consolidation could be made, it would concentrate the distribu- 
tion of the supplies necessary to the conduct of the t-offices 
more nearly to those offices, If that be true, it would require a 
change in our entire arrangement and adjustment, not only of 
the post-office regulations, but also in theappropriations; because 
now it is true t if a postmaster in San Francisco or in the 
neighborhood of San Francisco, or in Oregon or Alaska, needsa * 
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bundle of twine or wrap ing. paper, he would have to make a 
the Pos 


requisition and send to t-Office Department here for it. 
That requisition would, under the contract, be filled up, a supply 
of the articles sent to the postmaster himself, and an account kept 
of it. That was what I said, that if it was the intention to so en- 
large the amendment as to gather in all the suggestions made by 
the Senator from Colorado, I thought it was too important an 
amendment to be placed upon an appropriation bill. That is all 
I meant to say. : 

Mr. WOL T. Mr. President, nothing has been said on that 
subject that was not said with a great deal more emphasis on 
Thursday last. It was, in effect, that those of us at least who be- 
lieved in the policy of this amendment looked forward with the 
most pleasurable anticipation to the time when all these small 
offices would be consolidated with the offices nearer tothem in such 
a way that the public would be better and more cheaply served, 
and the De ent saved from the necessity of opening trivial 
accounts with postmasters thousands of miles away, where they 
can not be properly served and can not be properly ec ee 

On Thursday last, 1 am inclined to think—althongh I had not 
been to see the Postmaster-General—I did a great injustice re- 
specting the post-office at Ellicott City. I am advised that there 
was no sort of politics affecting that change, and that, instead of 
being 14 miles distant, it is 9} miles distant from Baltimore, and 
that all the leading offices around Baltimore have been consoli- 
dated with it. It is true that dissociated and unconnected offices 
in the country have not been so consolidated, but where they were 
in the direct line of the business of the Department the post-offices 
were sought to be gathered together. - 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Certainly. : f 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator, of course, is now only making a 
statement which comes to him secondhand. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Certainly; and I am subject to correction. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator does not speak of his own per- 
sonal knowledge. I desire to say to him that his statement is not 
correct and that he has been misinformed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. In what respect, will the Senator state, am I 
misinformed? 

Mr. GORMAN. I will tell the Senator. The Senator’s state- 
ment was a little inaccurate on Thursday last, when he said that the 

offices between Baltimore and Ellicott City on a direct line had 
Beas jumped over and Ellicott City included in the classified service. 
The fact is, that there was first an extension from the Baltimore 
City office, embracing the villages near at hand, Towson, 
Catonsville, and Stephenson. Nat satisfied with making the serv- 
ice apply to villages within 2 miles or 2} miles of the city limits 
of Baltimore, a circle of 10 miles was drawn around the city of 

Baltimore, including agricultural communities, and embracing 

within the Baltimore City service nearly all the post-offices within 

that 10-mile circle, while the only direct communication between 

Baltimore and Ellicott Cityis by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, 

which runs out to the Relay House and then up the Patapsco 

River, and whenthey came to the Relay House they jumped next 

to Ilchester, within the 10-mile limit, which they exempted. Then 

they came to Ellicott City and embraced that; and then above 

Ellicott City, still within the 10-mile limit, they left out the little 

office there. There can not be any questionof personal knowledge 
- about it, for it is in my own county. I know all about it, and the 

Senator from Colorado is simply misinformed. 

When it comes to the reasons for making this proposed change, 
I hope I shall be able to show the Senator from Colorado that at 
3 of us who represent Maryland know a little more about 
the affairs of that State than my distinguished friend the chair- 
man of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iwill say that I do not assume to understand 
the political affairs of Maryland. 

Mx. GORMAN No. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. And I certainly do not undertake to keep 
track of the quarrels of the Senator from Maryland with members 
of his own party. 

Mr. GOR I have no quarrels. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam simply endeavoring to do my duty here 
and endeavoring to meet the most astounding amendment that 
the most solemn body of people, known as the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, has ever put on an appropriation bill, to the effect 
that no post-offices conld be discontinued where they were at 
county seats; and then the Senator from Maryland accepted the 
exception in favor of 5 There had never been but three 
county seats where the offices been consolidated, two of them 
in Maryland and one in Massachusetts, which were excepted from 
the provisions of the law, and the Committee on Appropriations 
is very much afraid that under the guise of doing something we 
want to do something else respecting this amendment, and has 
finally brought in an amendment which provides that the office 

at a county seat shall not be consolidated. 


The information that I received as to Ellicott City from the 
Post-Office Department is as follows: 

Although there are a few small offices on the steam-railroad line between 
Ellicott City and Baltimore not taken into this consolidation, their receipts 
are very small, ranging from $40 sp to about $200, and the postmaster’s 
8 ranging from about $30 up to $150; and the moment they are consoli- 
dated they must be taken care of by the clerk-hire appro, riation, and at the 
same time, there being no electric lines to these places, their service would not 
be increased, as was the case with Ellicott City, and temporarily were left 
out of the consolidation. This 7 7 for the same reason to other small 
post-offices within this radius of 10 miles. 


Excepting it apparently in good faith. Of course I can not speak 
from my own knowledge; I can not walk through that county and 
look at those post- offices and examine the books, but I must take the 
statement of the Department, which is the statement I have, and 
upon that statement I relied in perfect good faith until the Sena- 
tor from Maryland corrected me. If there are errors in the state- 
ment, I have no doubt the Senator will point them out. But 
whether or not there are political differences of opinion between 
a Department of this Government and any one of these Senators, 
if the public service is to be furthered and a sr and increased 
by the consolidation of these offices, then I say that private differ- 
ences should give way for the public service. 

For one I shall be very glad to reach a vote upon this amend- 
ment. To me personally it is a matter of entire indifference 
whether the amendment passes or not. I can see that the amend- 
ment will probably fail. It does not meet the approval of the 
Committee on Appropriations; it was reported by the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; it has not the approval nor the 
important seal of the confidence of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; but, Mr. President, the agitation of the question ought to 


bring before the people the knowledge that the affairs of the post- 


office should be conducted as a business, wisely and economically, 
and that they are not so conducted because the legislative depart- 
ment of this Government desires that they shall be controlled as 
a political machine, which will, in its time and in its own good 
season, work its own cure. The time will come when the people 
of this country will invest the smaller post-offices of this Govern- 
ment in proper hands and will not require one officer at the seat 
of Government to personally conduct the affairs of 70,000 offices, 
50,000 of which bring in less than $50 a year, and which are in- 
creasing at the rate of over 2,000 a year. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wo.cott] seems to place the discussion of this question on an 
unusually low plane for him. He seemed in his closing remarks 
to intimate, if he did not state, that this is a mere personal or po- 
litical ak If it be a political question, I congratulate the 
Post-Office Department that a distinguished Senator on the other 
side of the Chamber is its defender. There has been a suspicion 
on the part of a great many Democrats that many acts of the Ad- 
ministration in Maryland could best be defended by some Repub- 
lican; and I am delighted that the Senator from Colorado comes 
forth as the champion of a Department which is departing from 
the usage and also from the law, as I think, and which is now 
advocating the consolidation of all the post-offices in the Union 
under a hundred or a fewer heads, and to take from the people the 
right to select their own servants, the little fifty-dollar 8 
in their localities. I understand the Senator to say that is pre- 
cisely what he is inaugurating, a system which will consolidate 
under some great city head and embrace within the civil service 
all these little country post-offices. 

Against that, Mr. President, I protest. I protest against it not 
because of any political differences, not because the appointment 
of a postmaster for political purposes amounts to anything. I 
will say to the Senator from Colorado that I have served in the 
Senate under Republican Administrations and. Democratic Ad- 
ministrations, and the mere appointment of a postmaster has 
never been of any especial interest to me. 

What I desire, if I can get it from Congress, is a provision in 
the pending bill that the post-office at the county seat in which I 
reside, and at every county seat, shall be maintained as an inde- 

ndent office. The Ellicott City post-office is as old as that of 

altimore City. It is a community as intelligent, it isa community 
as wealthy per capita as any county in the Union. The people 
there have a pride in having their office, and J insist that it shall 
be restored to them, knowing full well from recent events that 
any recommendation I might make for a postmaster would be 
ee It is therefore the office and not the officer that I con- 
tend for. 

Mr. President, this attempt to place in the classified service all 
the fourth-class post-offices is civil-service attempt run mad. We 
passed an act authorizing the President by his proclamation at 
any time to place in the civil service the offices of the Govern- 
ment. It was intended for the great offices in Washington and 
the large custom-houses and t-offices in the cities. o man 
dreamt that it would be extended to the country post- offices at $50 
each. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Worcorr] says it will 
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ive better service; that it will give a service which will do no 

justice to a locality; that under the order of the President and 
the Postmaster-General the local man who is in office will be 
retained. Sohe will beretained, but the moment a vacancy occurs 
by death or resignation then you go to the civil-service list under 
the order and take one of the first three who stand the highest 
upon the roster, no matter from what part of the State he may 
come, and send him to your village and to mine to distribute the 
letters and to look after our affairs. 

It is not political, says the Senator from Colorado, The friends 
of the abit aa protest that itis not political, They protest 
that it will give us better service. I see before me the distin- 
guished Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas], who in sentiment 
is a thorough and complete civil-service reformer, as Ihave always 
understood him. He believes in applying it to the great Depart- 
ments of the Government. Heat one time held a high position in 
the Post-Office Department, and he did place the men in official 
positions in that Department here, and possibly the railway mail 
clerks, under civil service. 

Mr. VILAS. There was no extension of the classified service to 
any of the offices of the Department during the time I was in the 
service. There were ample reasons, peculiar and special to the 
time, which were sufficient to require it to be delayed. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then it followed by order of the successor in 
that office of the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin, I think. 

But what was the operation of it? Under that Administration 
about one-half of all the railway mail clerks were changed and 
new men were installed. The Postmaster-General reported great 
efficiency in the service from the injection of new blood and new 
men. Then, under Postmaster-General Dickinson, came an order 
from the President of the United States placing them all under 
the civil service. Nosooner had the Administration changed and 
Mr. Wanamaker become the Postmaster-General than that order 
was suspended, that the political friends of the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Colorado might be installed. When they were, civil 
service was applied, and cay enc to-day within the classified 
service. The Senator from Colorado says there is no politics in 
this movement. I could read to him from a statement of the civil- 
service reformers of Maryland that the very office in Baltimore, so 
far as it could be made, was a partisan machine and is a partisan 
machine. They did there the most extraordinary thing. On the 
2d day of November a year ago, when the service there was all 
placed under the civil service, eo fone artes were permitted to be 
made because the postmaster had verbally notified several gentle- 
men that they would be removed later on, but who were not re- 
moved until after the order went into effect. So far as my experi- 
ence with the matter goes, the men who are shouting for civil 
service first aim to get their friends in office and then by an order 
they hope to keep them in for all time. 

r. President, what is proposed here? The Postmaster-General 
says frankly that he proposes to extend this system, as the Senator 
has well said, until it covers all the offices in the country. The 
reorganization of the Post-Office Department so as to place it un- 
der a closer and more compact business arrangement has been the 
work of every Postmaster-General as the service has grown. It 
was Postmaster-General Wanamaker who conceived or rather 
enforced the idea that the whole country should be divided 
into a hundred districts and a principal officer stationed within 
each district to supervise the business of the small offices, con- 
solidate the reports, and send them to the Post-Office De 
ment. That was his scheme. It was so extreme, however, it in- 
volved so much, that Congress, both Republican and Democratic, 
has not authorized that it be carried out. The people are jealous 
of their right to go to the headquarters of their Government. 
Now comes the Postmaster-General, installed in office because of 
the success of the Democratic party at the last Presidential elec- 
tion, who makes a rule, adopts a line of action that was never 
contemplated by any of his predecessors and which no Congress, 
in my judgment, would ever have tolerated, absolutely by an 
order to wipe out any number of those small offices and consoli- 
date them under one great head. 

Chicago and Baltimore and New York and Boston and Brook- 
lyn were contemplated. ney were enlarged. In Baltimore 

rst only the villages which had communication with the city by 
electric cars were involved, and then came the agricultural com- 
munity which I have described. When it comes to the great city 
of Brooklyn, listen, Mr. President, to what the Postmaster-General 
says, that it would be well to consolidate under the 5 

t- office all the offices on Long Island, a stretch of land 90 miles 

length, The plain intimation from his report and from the 
letter of the Postmaster-General to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, which is on the desk of ove 
Senator, is that his intention is to-proceed as the business wi 
permit and bring within the embrace of each of those cities all of 
the t-offices in their vicinity. I take it, it would embrace the 
whole State of Maryland in the one post-office at Baltimore. 


It does seem to me, sir, that there is a deliberate, a well-or- 
ganized attempt, a thorough determination on the part of some 
gentlemen both in and outside of the Democratic party to take 
froin the poopie of this country the opportunity to determine who 


shall be their public servants—to eliminate, to take away, as the 
Senator says, from Congressmen and Senators the bother of look- 
ing after the people’s interests. In my view of it, no man has the 
right to be upon this floor or in the other House who thinks that 
his time is so valuable or his taste so esthetic that he can not lis- 
ten to the appeals of the people in his neighborhood who wish to 
have their little affairs attended to. 

It is complained of the agitation about the small post-office, at 
the corner grocery, with the people excited and struggling for the 
office. This right is the very corner stone of our form of govern- 
ment. It is the agitation which keeps the waters from becoming 
stagnant. The people should assemble; and if controversies occur, 
have they not occurred by the thousand heretofore? Who is the 
worse off? Who suffers by it if the Postmaster-General or his 
numerous assistants are compelled to listen to their appeals? They 
had better be engaged in listening to the appeals of the people from 
those small places than to be delivering lectures upon the tariff, the 
currency, or any other question. When he accepts this employment 
he is the servant of the poople. When he accepts it and attempts 
to consolidate his power, as is being attempted in this case, at the 
same time proclaiming that he is doing it in order that we may 
have a better civil service, one freed from politics, we had better 
go back to the old idea of the people in the country, and remem- 
ber that when a man is constantly proclaiming his virtue and his 
honesty and distrusting 5 he can not meet with favor. 

But the Senator says we are to have more frequent service, bet- 
ter service, more economical service. I donot understand how it 
is possible to have five or six more deliveries of mail in vill 
all over the country and more frequent collections of mail without 
multiplying the offices and increasing the pay in the aggregate. 
It will decrease some of the Presidential offices, which may be abol- 
ished, but it will increase by hundreds the carriers and the small 
clerks and will increase the army, already grown to 200,000, in the 

stal service. But it will do another thing that the Senator from 

lorado does not take into account. It will give greater compen- 
sation to the railroads—the electric railroads and the steam rail- 
roads—and there is where the extravagance comes in the appro- 
priations for the postal service. The distinguished Senator from 
Wisconsin demonstrated a year ago that the extravagance which 
exists in this De ent came from that item, and those of us 
who have been giving attention to the amount of appropriations 
have looked forward to the time—and have hoped thatit would be 
at the present session—when, with a revenue not sufficient to sup- 
port the Government, the Post-Office Department, as one of the 
great De ents of the Government, would present a bill 
omnes e Post-Office Committee cutting down those extrava- 
gant c ges and saving the people money without reducing the 
service. stead of that we come to the proposition presented by 
the distinguished Senator from Colorado, to take from the people, 
under the guise of reform, their right to select their own postmas- 
ters in their neighborhoods. 

The Senator from Colorado was not quite frank, and it was un- 
like him. He read the order of the President of the United States 
embracing within the classified service the postmasters who are 
already in. That is true. But it lasts ae long as the present 
incumbent lasts. When he passes away from any cause—by re- 
moval, death, or resignation—then you go tothe eligible list of the 
civil service, and it is nine chances out of ten that no man would 
be selected as a clerk in my village who is a resident there. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Maryland—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Koem e Senator from Maryland yield to the Senator from Colo- 

0 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Maryland will recall that 
I distinctly stated that it applies only to the presni incumbent; 
that when he passes away or leaves another clerk will take his place. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ioverlooked the Senator’s statement. Iunder- 
stand the correction. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator will find it when he looks over 
my remarks. 

r. GORMAN. I ask the Senator whether he advocates dis- 
tinctly a proposition that would end in bringing a man from a 
distance, from another neighborhood or another county, to act as 
postmaster in his own town or county? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I would with the same cheerfulness that I 
take my letter which is brought by railway post in a car from a 
man who may live in Kalamazoo or Calcutta. I do not care where 
he lives so long as he brings my letter on a railroad train. What 
do I care as to the place of his birth or his residence? It does not 
1 the slightest difference in the world to me where the man 

ves. 
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Mr. GORMAN. Then I can—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I may say that the presiding ret of the 
Post-Office Department in Colorado comes from West Virginia. 
It is not satisfactory, but so long as we get our letters we do not 


care. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Postmaster-General? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No; I refer to the inspectors of our post- 
offices in Colorado, 

Mr. GORMAN. Thatis the general departmental service here. 
Now, the Senator would apply this system to the little postmaster 
at the corner store in my own neighborhood and his, and merely 
because some man from the city of Denver or the city of Balti- 
more has passed the examination he would like to have him located 
in his neighborhood. Is it not monstrous that we are to have men 
imported from other localities to hold local offices? Are we to see 
it inaugurated here under the name of civil service? Does the 
Senator from Colorado or any other Senator know of a postmaster 
in one of the great cities who does not deal in politics to some 
extent? He ought to do it. He ought to take an interest in the 
affairs of his country, no matter what his politics is. Then human 
nature follows; it has followed, or it exists, and to a certain ex- 
tent he uses the force he has to carry out his own views. He may 
proclaim his virtues every morning, but he nevertheless uses the 
power and the information which he has from this great corps of 
men to promote his own views or the views of the master who 


a ts him. 

r ir, the safety of our institutions, the safety of the Government, 
depend on having this power distributed, permitting the people to 
de ein their own way who shall be their servants in these 
important little places in their localities. I trust, Mr. President, 
that Congress will not give its sanction to this beginning of the 
consolidation of the great power of this Postmaster-General or any 
other Postmaster-General. I hope to see the time when we shall 
have a Postmaster-General, no matter what his politics may be, 
who will reform the Department, who will cut down its expendi- 
iures without diminishing the efficiency of the service, and when 
we have that it will be done on the lines I have indicated by cut- 
ting down extraordinary compensation for the carriage of mails 
and high salaries, and promoting the interests of the small post- 
offices which are in touch with the people. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, during my service here I have not 
been connected with any of the great committees which have 
supervision of the affairs of the Post-Office Department. My at- 
tention was arrested last week when this discussion commenced, 
and I noticed that for the first time an effort was being made to 
establish by law a system providing for stations and substations 
and post-office districts. It is quite probable that very many ad- 
= may come from such a system, as the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. Worcorr] stated to us in his remarks this morning, but 
it is new legislation, and in this apparently innocent amendment 
we have really a very great change in the statutory law of the 
country. The amendment provides— 


That whenever, by order of the Postmaster-General, an ffice is con- 
solidated with any office so as to become a station or su m of the same, 
the salary of the superintendent or clerk in of such station or substa- 


tion may then be paid out of the appropriation, e 

Ispeak of the amendment as first introduced. Lam satisfied that 
if the amendment shall be adopted the word station“ or “ sub- 
station ” will appear in the legislation of the country for the first 
time in connection with the Post-Office Department. Ihave exam- 
ined the statutes with reference to postal affairs from the beginning 
of the Government, and nowhere do I find any authority what- 
ever for the establishment of a station or substation of the Post- 
Office Department. We were informed by Senators who took 

in the discussion on Thursday that this condition of affairs 
existed ever since the formation of the Government; that it 
was established when Benjamin Franklin was made Postmaster- 
General. But I have been unable to find any authority whatever 
for that statement. 

The first time that anything of the sort is found in the legisla- 
tion of Con is in 1862, when there was a provision e for 
the establi ent of branch post-offices; and I understand that 
upon that foundation all this subsequent action has been based. 

is law ap in the twelfth volume of the Statutes at Large, 
and is as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
by ess assembled, That tire eee eee be author- 


ion of the t-office in i wing ek in th opini f the 
rat any city or w e on oi 
— N vile enn accoutmodations for the con: 


eral to prescribe the rules and 
may be established by virtue of act. 

Then it on to provide that there shall be additional postage 
on letters deposited and delivered through those branch offices. 
It will be seen that this legislation provided that the branch offices 
should be for the convenience of the inhabitants and that they 


should be operated in the city or place where the original post- 
office was established. It was not contemplated that there should 
be any exercise of authority beyond the limits of the city or the 
town where the principal office is located. 

This remained the la w until 1872, ten years later, when a general 
law was passed consolidating the laws which related to the Post- 
Office Department. Itis a law approved June 8, 1872, entitled 
An act to revise, consolidate, and amend the statutes relating to 
the Post-Office Department.” Section 98 of that statute provides 

That the Postmaster-General, when the public convenience requires it, may 
establish within any post-office delivery one or more branch offices, for the 
receipt and delivery of mail matter and the sale of stamps and envelopes; 
and he shall prese: the rules and regulations for the government thereof. 
But no letter shall be sent for delivery to any branch office contrary to the 
request of the party to whom it is addressed. 

The main difference between this law and the one passed in 
1862 is that the branch offices were to be established within the 
post-office delivery, and,in my judgment, the piaja meaning of 
that was that it should be within the limits of the city or town 
where the principal office was located, and that it should not be 
extended beyond. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Florida read that clause 
again? I did not fully hear it. 

Mr. PASCO. It provides: 

That the Postmaster-General, when the public convenience uires it, 
may establish within any t-office delivery one or more r for 
the receipt and delivery of mail matter and the sale of stamps and envelopes, 
and he shall prescribe the rules and regulations for the government thereof, 

There was no provision that a station should be provided for 
the city of Cambridge or the city of Worcester or the city of Low- 
ell, in husetts. They were not within the delivery of the 
Boston post-office. They were separate and independent offices, 
and it could not have been within the contemplation of those who 
passed this law that there should be any general authority to 
wipe out, to discontinue, and abolish all the post-offices in a par- 
ticular district of country and establish in their places a lot of 
stations and substations. 

There is no hint at any such power in this statute, and there cer- 
tainly is none in the statute which preceded it. There is no other 
statute that I can find which relates to this subject-matter, and 
in neither of these statutes is there any mention of or authority for 
the establishment of stations and substations. The establishment 
of such stations and substations was not the work of Congress, 
but,in my judgment, purely the result of departmental construc- 
tion. It was not Congressional law, but departmental law. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to ask the Senator from Florida a ques- 
tion. When did I understand him to state that the establishment 
of substations was first authorized? 

Mr. PASCO. I say it was never authorized by Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN. It never was authorized? 

Mr. PASCO. It never was authorized. I say that the branch 
post-offices were first authorized in 1862, and that when this sub- 
sequent statute gathering together all the legislation with refer- 
ence to the Post-Office Department was in 1872 the statute 

ssed in 1862 was incorporata with a little change in the new 

w, and the statement that this system and condition of things 
date back to the days of Benjamin Franklin is a mistake, and so 
far as I can find has no substantial foundation. 

Mr. ALLEN. When was the Postmaster-General first author- 
ized to convert a regularly established post-office into a substation 
of some other post-office? 

Mr. PASCO. Ihave not been connected with the work of the 
Post-Office Department through soy eg the committees of this 
body in such a way as to enable fne to give the Senator the 
information. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida who 
made the statement that the power to establish substations dates 
5 time of Benjamin Franklin and where the statement is 

‘oun 

Mr. PASCO. I find it on page 3485 of the RECORD. 

Mr. ALLEN. It was made by the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. 1 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] said: 

The law as it stands now gives the Postmaster-General power to establish 
or discontinue a post-office at pleasure. It gives him power to establish sub- 
stations within any post-office district, and it is wit his power to define 
what the post-office district shall be. 

Thereupon the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] said: 

Then I understand the Senator to assert this—— 

The Senator from Wisconsin went on: 


But I wish to add that it is not to be presumed that a law which has existed 
like that since the beginning of the Government, since the establishment of 
the Post-Office Department under Benjamin „is to be abused as is 
indicated by that question. 


After an interruption by the Senator from Nebraska, which 
interruption was as follows: 


Mr. ALLEN. But I do not understand that since the time of Benjamin 
erstand that 


Franklin the law has existed to establish subpost-offices. I und 
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the power to establish or abolish a post-office exists, but what I want to 
know of the Senator 


The Senator from Wisconsin said: 
It has existed since the system was begun. 


Mr. VILAS. I wanted to understand the Senator's reference. 
I will make that statement plain in a few moments. 

Mr. PASCO. If there is any other authority than that which 
I have read, any statute in this country authorizing the estab- 
lishments of stations or substations, I should like to see such au- 
Dont or statute now, or to have it produced during the prog- 
ress of this discussion. As I said before, in my opinion it is the 
result of departmental construction, and it is not Congressional 
law. Ican not state, in answer to the question of the Senator 
from Nebraska, when this system was commenced, but I find that 
at the present time it is going on at a rapid rate. The report 
offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr], and from 
which he read this morning, shows that during last year the num- 
ber of post-offices discontinued has been 94, and in their place a 
lot of stations and substations have been established in different 

laces, in Illinois, Maryland, New York, Massachusetts, and other 

tates. This statement is found on 5 and 6 of Report No. 
592, ss by the Senator from Colorado in reporting the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like also to ask the Senator from Florida 
what he understands the delivery of a post-office to be under the 
law to which he has made reference? 

Mr. PASCO. I think that history teaches us, certainly it is 
within the experience and knowledge of every Senator who has 
lived thirty or forty years, as the Senator from Wisconsin and 
myself have, that the delivery of an office was always understood 
to be the country within reach of and immediately around the 
office, occupied by the people who did business with the office and 
who went there to receive their letters and went there to mail their 
letters; and it never was contemplated that the 8 Rad a post- 
office extended 30, 40, 50, or 100 miles off from the p where 
the post-office was established. There is nothing in any of the 
statutes ing what deliveryis, butin connection with the prior 
statute which I read, which says that these stations and substa- 
tions were to be established within the city where the post-office 
was located or established, I think the 3 and fair construc- 
tion is that branch post-offices, to use the statutory designation, 
were to be established within the limits of the cities and towns 
where the office was established. 

Now, Mr. President, on looking a little further into the matter 

have not had much time to examine it since Thursday, when 

e question came up before the Senate), I find that a project is 
on foot to establish distri icts which may, when the system is car- 
ried out to the full extent, extend all over the country. Already 
there is a proposition to consolidate all the country in the eastern 
part of Massachusetts into a single district, and the postmasters 
at those different offices are to be mere superintendents of stations 
and clerks. I suppose the amendment of the Senator from Col- 
orado is for the purpose of facilitating the carrying out of this 
scheme, and giving it for the first time some legislative rocon 
tion. I was very glad the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopGe] excluded from the operations of this intended arrange- 
ment the city of Cambridge, the seat of the grand old university 
of Harvard. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from Florida will on me, by 
the exception Cambridge is kept within the metropolitan district. 
The object of my amendment was to ent its being taken out 
and reestabli as aseparate post-office, because the service is so 
much better. 3 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator then wishes Cambridge to be simply 
a substation? 

Mr. LODGE. Cambridge is now and has been for years a part 
of the metropolitan district of Boston. 

Mr. PASCO. Then, Mr. President, this matter has gone on a 
great deal further than I knew anything about. I supposed that 
the amendment offered K Senator from Massachusetts was 


to spare Cambridge from being put down simply as a substation 
of the Boston fice. 
Mr. LODG The proposed change in the law, which was put 


in by the Committee on Appropriations in order to oblige the 
Senator from Maryland, a member of the committee, included 
Cambridge; that is, because it is a county seat, it took it out of 
the present metropolitan district. As the change was made many 
years ago and resulted in better service, and nobody I knew of 
wanted it changed back again, I asked to have Cambridge remain 
. J 11 did that change take place? 
. . How many years ago p 
Mr. LODGE. I do not recall how many, but a good many years 
to It has been so for a long time. 
. PASCO. It then took place long since the Senator and I 
were at college? 
Mr. LODGE. Les, since I was in college, I am sorry to say. 


Mr. PASCO. Now, Mr. President, I am not in favor of wiping 
out the old-fashioned post-office. Ido not believe there will be 


any advantage to the ciyil service of the country in establishing 
these districts and subdigtricts instead of post-offices. They may 
cover a large territory, perhaps entire Congressional districts. 
They may extend over two or three States. me of the smaller 
States ore Sa swept into a district of another State. Iam notin 
favor of abolishing the lines of towns and counties and States. I 
believe in retaining the post-offices in the same form and coverin 
the same territory that they have had ever since the foundation 
the Government until this new scheme, which has crept into ex- 
istence through the action of a Department, has made a change. 
I do not believe that we are going to escape political interference 
simply by changing post-offices into postal districts. I am in 
favor of a reasonable civil-service reform, but I do not believe 
that this will advance it. 

When we divide up a State into two or three postal districts we 
make vast organizations, and we make, in one sense, vast machines; 
and as long as the condition of things exists in this country that 
exists to-day, whenever we have these vast machines there will be 
some way or other of managing them in a political sense; they 
will be political factors, no matter what you callthem. You may 
have all the civil-service rules that exist and a t many more, 
but you will not by that means take these organizations out of the 
operation of political influence. They who are united in the man- 
agement of these post-office districts, whether as clerks or as super- 
intendents, or in other positions, will in some way work ther 
and bring their action together, and they will havetheir influence 
upon the politics of their districts and of the country. 

I hastily prepared an amendment on Thursday for the purpose 
of preventing the extension of this change and of bringing back 
the postal service of the country in this respect to what it was for 
a hundred years after the Government was organized. I hesitated 
whether to offer it as an amendment to the pending amendment 
or as & separate amendment. I believe I will test the views of the 
Senate on this question, and it is a very interesting and important 
one. I regret very much that it is brought in here in the fag end 
of a debate on an appropriation bill, I think if this great change 
inthe postal system of the country is to be made, if it is to be recog- 
nized by law, it should be done in a separate and independent 
statute; and we should know well what we are doing when we 
make a change of so great importance and consequence as this is, 
I offered the amendment, but without stating definitely whether it 
was to be an amendment to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Colorado or not. Ishall now offer it as an amendment to 
that 33 It is found on page 3490 of the RECORD. I Will 
read it: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the establishment 
of any substation or branch office beyond the limits of any city or town in 
which the principal office is established. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to pro- 
pose an amendment right here to that amendment? 

Mr. PASCO. Iwill listen to any suggestion the Senator from 
New York may wish to make. 

Mr. WO. TT. Isuggest that, inasmuch as the Senator from 
Florida says he does not know whether he is going to offer this 
as an amendment to the pending amendment or as a separate 
amendment 

Mr. PASCO. Oh, no. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Perhaps the Senator from New Vork would 
like to ascertain where the tail of his kite is to land. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Colorado misstates me. He 
was not li ing to what I said. 

Mr. WOLCO I did listen, and I will ask to have read what 
the Senator said. 

. Mr. PASCO. Istated that on Thursday I was uncertain whether 
to offer it as an original amendment. { 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understood the Senator to say he was not 
certain whether he would offer it as an amendment or not. 

Mr. PASCO. That shows the Senator was not listening. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I now understand the Senator to say that. 
I hope he will correct me. Iam in perfect good faith about it, 
Does vel the Senator now say so? Senators about me so under- 


Mr. PASCO. If the Senator is through I will state what I wish 
to —.— He keeps on interrupting me. I Will wait until he has 


I said on Thursday, when this matter was up, I was uncertain 
whether I should offer it as a separate amendment or as an amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado, but 
that, in order to test the sense of the Senate upon this legislation, 
which I went on to say I regarded as important and that I did not 
think it ought to be Pono in at the fag-end of the discussion 
upon an app iation bill, but that, being a very important mat- 
ter, and in er to test the views of the te, I should offer it 
now as an amendment to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Colorado, and at that stage I was interrupted by the Senator 


* 
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from New York, to whom I very cheerfully yielded to propose a 
modification of the amendment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to explain to¢heSenator from Florida 
that I regret extremely if I misquoted him. I did not intend to 
do so. I certainly did not mean to rufie his feelings. 

Mr. PASCO. I do not suppose that the Senator from Colorado 
desired to misquote me and his statement is satisfactory, but my 
wish is to test the question by offering my amendment as an 
amendment to his, and this is now my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. HILL. I will wait until the Senator is through. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to hear the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. After the word “authorize,” in line 1, I suggest to 
insert the words ‘‘or permit“; after the word establishment“ 
to insert the word “hereafter”; and in line 2, after the word 
“ beyond,” to insert the words ‘5 miles outside of.” Will the 
Senator from Florida pardon me a moment? 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. When the amendment of the Senator from Colo- 
rado was first suggested, I believed that it had reference to the 
consolidation of post-offices very near large towns and cities. In 
that view I was disposed to sapport it. For instance, Boston was 
cited as one of the places where theamendment could well apply. I 


, 


can see no reason why, in certain cities where the boundaries are- 


very limited in their character, where towns have grown up in the 
immediate vicinity that really constitute a part of the city in fact, 
but not according to law, it would not be proper to have substa- 
tions, and in that view I can see no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. President, from the debate already had it seems to me the 
scheme embraces something far beyond this, and thatit is an enter- 
ing wedgeforsomethingnew. I simply suggest to the Senate that 
if some grand new scheme is to be inaugurated that is to overturn 
the system which has been in existence for years it had better be 
done in some other place than onan appropriation bill. I am dis- 
ped to vote against any amendment of this character whatever 

an appropriation bill, but we find before us an amendment re- 
lating to the subject, and if the bill is to be amended at all in this 
respect it should be amended correctly. 

I am not going to discuss the great question of civil-service re- 
form which has been so well discussed here this morning. If we 
are to have a change in the post-offices of the country upon that 
basis let the Post-Office Committee or some other committee bring 
in a bill to that effect and we will discuss it on its merits. If the 
whole of Long Island, which embraces three county seats, a vast 
territory 100 miles and over in length, is to be embraced in one 

ffice substantially and all the rest are to be substations—if 
that is the scheme I want to know it. I will discuss it when the 
question comes up; but I must object to this 1 being in- 
serted in this way if it means that. Iam with the Senator from 
Colorado on the general proposition of including the small post- 
offices within the incorporated limits or just within the outskirts, 
and such places are numerous. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
will nd. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty 
of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, the 
title of which be read. i, a 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing the 


Secre of the Interior to open for public entry all that certain 
part of the public domain in the State of Utah known as the Un- 
com dian Reservation. j 


M. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be informally laid aside in order that we may continue 
the consideration of the appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFF CER. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. Is there objection? The Chair hears none; and the 
Senator from New York will proceed. 

Mr. HILL. Let us proceed one step at a time. I do not believe 
that there is really any objection here to the scheme of consolidat- 
ing post-offices within the very reasonable distance of a great city. 
If that is what is contemplated, and it requires additional legisla- 
tion to do it, then we are in favor of it. My amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida simply fixes the limit. 
There must be some arbitrary limit. Five miles is a sufficient 
limit. I am not familiar enough with the territory around Boston 
to know how far Cambridge is from the limits of the city. I pre- 
sune itis not over 5 miles, but I am not familiar with it; it may 

more. 

Mr. President, there must be some limit. Five miles will give 
a chance to consolidate all the little post-offices on the outskirts of 
cities, and I am with the amendment to that extent. Iam dis- 
poseg to object to it beyond that, at this time, on an appropriation 

. Whether this scheme isa wise one or not (and we haveheard 
many arguments from the Senator from Colorado that it would 


it affects the country. 


be a wise one), let it be brought in as a separate bill that we may 
direct the Postmaster-General just what he shall do or shall not 
do. Let us know just what is to be done. I object to legislating 
in the dark and to have such measures for reform carried out by 
departmental officers and the first thing we know about it is when 
we are confronted with the scheme. Ishould like to consult with 
the people of Long Island, embracing three counties, before any 
department of the Government shall abolish all the offices within 
that Territory of a hundred miles in extent. I want to see what 
is proposed; I want to see how it affects the whole State, and how 
If we are to proceed to legislate upon the 
true lines of civil-service reform let the whole scheme pre- 
sented, so that we may act intelligently. 

I do not pro to discuss the great question involved here any 
further than I have done. Lam willing to goto the extent of limit- 
ing the consolidation to within 5 miles of the cities. That would be 
far enough, in my judgment. Of course the limitation as to the 
county seat can remain in—it is there now; that they shall 
not take away the post-office from a county seat. Therefore, if 
there is such an instance where a county seat is within 5 miles I 
do not think it should be consolidated. The two provisions can 
stand together. The change shall not be made at county seat 
and it shall not be done unless within 5 miles of the limits of the 


city. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. PASCO, Iwould rather settle the question as to the amend- 
ment before I give up the floor. I suggest to the Senator from 
New York that his amendment is rather doubtful with reference 
to the limit. Has he examined it carefully? I understand the 
perp and object of it. The words come in after beyond.” 

Mr. HILL. Yes; beyond 5 miles outside of the limits of the 
city or town.” 

Mr. PASCO, Would it not be better to say 5 miles beyond 
the limits”? 

Mr. HILL. Yes; that makes it a little better. 

Mr. PASCO. I merely want it to na the meaning. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Florida permit me to make 
a suggestion? 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. A limit which might be proper in the case ofa 
large city would be entirely too great in the case of a small city. 
I have in my mind certain small towns which are clustered com- 
paratively near together, and it would bea very great hardship 
to consolidate all the post- offices in the limits of a town that might 
be no oy than some of the neighboring towns. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Florida allow me a 
minute? 

Mr. PASCO, Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I have an amendment to propose which I think 
will cover and meet the views both of the Senator from Florida 
and the Senator from New York. Will the Senator from Florida 
give me the floor? 

Mr. PASCO. Will the Senator from Minnesota have his amend- 
ment read? 

Mr. NELSON, I will read it, and I should like to make a few 
remarks, 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I offer an amendment, to come in at the end of 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopan) 
that was adopted at the end of line 6. His amendment excepte 
from the proviso the post-office at Cambridge, I think. At the 
end of that clause, I move to insert the following additional pro- 
viso: 

And provided further, That no post-office situate in the midst of a farmin 
community and not directly connected by streets and street-car service o 
any kind with the -office with which it is proposed to consolidate the 


same 3 be consolidated with any other post-office or abolished or discon- 
tinued. : 


Mr. President, in support of this amendment I ask leave to say 
afew words. I was astonished the other day when I heard the 
claim made by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILas] as to the 
powers of the Post-Office Department to consolidate, and I was 
still more astonished when I heard the statement of the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] as to the fact that the post-office 
at Ellicott City had been consolidated with Baltimore. I know 
something about Ellicott City. I carried a musket in the streets 
of that city in 1861 and I know that it is as disconnected from the 
city of Baltimore as is the city of Alexandria from Washington. 
You might as well consolidate the cor of Alexandria, across the 
river here in Virginia, with the city of Washington as to consoli- 
date the city of Ellicott Mills or Ellicott City with the post-office 
at Baltimore. It is entirely disconnected. On a branch line going 
by rail from Baltimore it must be upward of 14 or 15 miles from 
the city of Baltimore, and it has no other than an ordinary rail 
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connection on a branch line; it is not on the line between Wash- 
ington and Baltimore. Lay 

More than that, Ellicott City is the county seat of one of the 
prosperous counties in Maryland, and it is in the midst of a fine 
farming community. There are a large number of farms between 
that place and the city of Baltimore. I confess that when I heard 
the other day the fact that it had been consolidated and made a 
substation of Baltimore I became perfectly frightened, not know- 
ing what might happen in my own part of the country. I did not 
know but that if this scheme of consolidation should prevail they 
would undertake to consolidate all the little offices with the office 
at the county seat, making one great post-office for the whole 
county. 

Within recent years there has been a revolution going on in the 
commercial world in the way of stores, commerce, and traffic. 
A few years ago we had little stores, each handling one line of 
goods. We had clothing in one store; we had dry goods in another; 
we had stores for boots and shoes; we had hardware stores, and we 
had furniture stores, each store managed by the owner himself, 
with the aid of a few clerks who were treated almost as his equals, 
and the public were well accommodated. All that is being fast 
done away with. It went out of existence by that devil-fish af 
modern society, the department stores. The department stores 
have crushed out everything in the commercial world, and wehave 
a great big chief man who sits in his office and plans how to con- 
solidate all the different varieties of trade and commerce under one 
single.roof; his clerks andemployees are treated pracnealy asan 
army of serfs, and the public at large get, to be sure, cheaper 
FEA but they are oftentimes nastier. 

Mr. President, I believe that the department stores are a curse 
in the commercial world, and I should like to see them eliminated. 
I am opposed to injecting the department system into the post- 
office system. I do not believe in reducing it to the mere basis of 
a department store, a mere matter of dollars and cents. i 

In most of our local and municipal affairs the people deal with 
the constitutions and the laws of their respective States. Itis 
only in little matters that Hey occasionally come in contact with 
the Federal Government. Those who are wealthy and who do a 
large business have the luxury of coming in contact with the 
Federal Government in the United States; but with the most of 
us in the everyday affairs of life the connecting link with our 
Federal Government here at Washington is the Post-Office De- 

rtment. Would you, Mr. President, for the sake of a few dol- 

ars and cents, sever this connection and reduce our postal system, 
just for the sake of the roa pe dollar, to the mere principle and 
basis of a department store? I hope that the American people 
have not got to that low level. From what little I know of the 
feeling of the public at large, it is that there is no fault found 
with the expenses of the Post-Office Department. There is not a 
Department of this Government in whose affairs the people take 
so much interest and the expenses of which are so cheerfully 
borne. IL am sorry to see that this Department is put on the mere 
basis of dollars and cents. We want a good postal service, and 
we want that service to be on the old fashion, so that the post- 
masters of our little places in the country can be a part of the 
community in which they live and be looked up to as leaders. 

It does not cut much figure whether the postmasters be Demo- 
crats or Republicans. The great body of the American people 
belong to one or the other of these parties, and they do not care 
to have a mere machine, a mere Department clerk, put intoa post- 
office. We want a representative of our common humanity, 
whether he be a Democrat or a Republican, and we want him 
there as the representative of our great Government. If we put 
no limitations upon it and leave to the Postmaster-General un- 
limited power of consolidation, there is no telling to what it may 
lead. I have before me a letter of the Postmaster-General on this 
subject. He first cites the opinion of Postmaster-General Wana- 
maker, in which he recommended that the country be divided into 
districts, and a head placed over each district. Then he cites the 
opinion of Postmaster-General Bissell, in which he suggests some- 
thing of a similar kind. Then the Postmaster-General adds: 


Fortunately, the natural growth of the coun t 
opment of the postal service, has suggested a lan which, by the test of ex- 
periments already made, promises to effect this substantial improvement 
without further legislation than an increase in the allowance for clerk hire, 
more than counter need by a still larger decrease in the appropriation for 
the salaries of postmasters. : 

plan contemplates the consolidation of smaller and contiguous post- 
offices with the free-delivery offices. 


There is no limit to this, and unless we in this legislation inject 
some limit, this thing may go on without limit. As I say, there 
is nothing under it to hinder the Postmaster-General from taking 
and consolidating all the offices in a rural community, with the 
Office at the county seat, and having all the little offices mere 
suburban stations, with one great office in the county. 

I wish to say that the American people want nothing of that 
kind. They want the old system as we have had it in the country 


and the consequent deyel- 
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in many forms. It is all right if you consolidate the little sub- 
urban towns that are connected with the large cities by electric 
cars and by interurban cars and streets at places where men do 
business, and go and spend their evenings and stay over AARS 
That is all right; but you do, as has been done in the case of - 
timore and Ellicott City, a great wrong to the people of the United 
States and a great wrong to the whole postal system, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PASCO. IL had the floor and yielded it, and I should like 
to dis of the proposition to amend the amendment that I 
offered. It will take but a moment, if the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will yield to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly, I only desired to speak to the amend- 
ment which has been pending. 

Mr. PASCO. I suppose I had better put the amendment in 
proper shape before it is discussed. I think the amendment as I 
originally offered it might enable us to test the views of the Sen- 
ate with reference to the establishment of these substations, and I 
prefer the lan in which I have already prepared it to that 
offered by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], and without 
adopting the suggestion offered by the Senator from New York 5 
HILI. J. I do not accept any of the proposed amendments, and 
offer the amendment in the lan ein which it was originally 
proposed, and with that language will submit it to the Senate. 

r. STEWART. Does the Senator offer the amendment now? 

Mr. PASCO. I have already offered it. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, a great many objections have been 
made to this amendment which has been moved by the Senator 
from Colorado and which I originally had the pleasure of pre- 
senting to the Senate for the consideration of the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

I think as the debate has proceeded we have got gradually down 
to the real objection to the amendment. We were first told that 
it enlarged enormously the powers of the Postmaster-General. 

t does not add to his Paves, nor 
will it deduct from his powers. The 7 5 85 Which he has had 
from the beginning is the Eola to establish and discontinue post- 
offices. The Post-Office Department can not be carried on with- 
out that power, and nobody proposes to take that power away 
from the Postmaster-General, and nobody can. Under that pone 
this matter of the establishment of branch offices, that is, o post- 
offices in another form, has grown up. It can not be sto ped; it 
is bound to goon. The only question is whether we shall strug- 
gle against it and show how far behind the times we are, or 
whether we shall provide for its being done properly and sensibly, 
The modern department shop may be a terrible thing, but youare 
not going to prevent people doing business in the cheapest, most 
expeditious, and best way by assailing them in the Senate. The 
best methods of doing business, whether in the postal service or 
m epee going to prevail, and there is no use of trying to stop 
it by legislation. 

Another objection that has been made is that post-offices are to 
be abolished. Nobody proposes to abolish post-offices. It is a 
perfectly disingenuous objection. There is to be substituted for 
one kind of post-office another kind of post-office, and that is all— 
for a clumsy 4 a better system. Then lurid pictures have 
been drawn of sweeping the country post-offices of a whole State 
into a metropolitan district, thus introducing into a town ora 
I ess some dangerous stranger from the classified serv- 
ice who happens to haye been born in another village of the same 
aaa TS these awful pictures have been conjured up to frighten 

e Senate. 

Mr. President, the Postmaster-General has the power of put- 
ting offices into a single district, and he is going to exercise it with 
reasonable discretion. There is no possibility of providing b 
law against every conceivable abuse of power. It is to be assum 
that a Cabinet officer will exercise his Jes reasonably. He is 
not going to rush out and take in all the country post-offices 
in a State or do any other absurd thing; but where a large cit 
is so situated that a number of suburban post-offices can at 
vantageously consolidated with it, it is going to be done. Itis 
certain to come sooner or later. 

Mr. President, the system of consolidation which has been going 
on for some years has brought economy. That is a matter prov- 
able by figures. It is not true to say that it is said to have brought 
economy; it has brought it. In 90 post-offices consolidated last 
year the average saving has been $350 annually per office. The 
system of consolidation also brings better service as a matter of 
fact. It is not a matter of experiment or prediction. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] is quite aware, from 
his familiarity with business, that consolidation in railroads, in 
mills, in telegraph offices, and anything else almost always brings 
greater economy in the management of the business. It requires 
fewer persons, perhaps, and 5 better service in the end. 

But, Mr. President, none of these objections is the real objection 
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to this amendment. The amendment will give better service and 
will give more economy. It abolishes no offices; if does not add 
to the Postmaster-General’s power; if does not deduct from it. 
The real objection and the foundation of the opposition to it here 
is that it facilitates changing certain kinds of ffices into post- 
offices of another kind. The postmasters at those new offices will 
cease to be the creatures of patronage, and will become clerks. 
That is the real source of the opposition to this amendment. 

The Senator from Minnesota ect NELSON) has just told us that 
he wants the postmasters to belong to our common humanity and 
not be men taken from the classified service. I should like to 


have the post-office, which the Senator from i 
the corner stone of American Government—think of it, fighting 
over aoe post-offices the corner stone of Amercan Govern- 
ment f 
As to the county seats, that amendment has been put in the bill 
by the Committee on Appropriations so that they can not possibly 
be consolidated, and it that there are county seats 
affected, two in Maryland and one in Massachusetts. I ed to 
have Cambridge omitted because it was consolidated some years 
with the Boston office. I have never heard it questioned that 
result was better service. This outrage, Mr. ident, was 
consummated on the people of Cambridge almost without their 
knowing it. That is a city of 70,000 inhabitants. It is quite as 
old a es and—I say it with all respect—it is quite as famous a 
city as Ellicott City, near Baltimore, and yet the people of Cam- 
dge seem to have borne this ou on their rights with perfect 
philosophy. They have not been stirred up to anger, but, on the 
poh think they have welcomed the better service that they 
have obtained. The only reason that Cambridge is brought into 
this discussion is because it happened to be a county seat. There 
are a number of other large cities of separate corporate limits near 
to Boston which have been consolidated with Boston's postal serv- 
ice, but, not being county seats, they do not necessarily come upin 
this discussi 


on. : 

I have said, Mr. President, that the real objection to this amend- 
ment was because it took away a few fourth-class or 
second or third class postmasters, and turned them ultimately 
into the classified service. It takes very few. As the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr] has s ted, it perhaps in one 
year would take a thousand, and we should make 2,000 fourth- 
class offices in that time. Personally I am very glad to have them 
consolidated and have them put into the classified service, but it is 
a very trifling advance in right direction, as it seems to me. 
I wish it went much further and that every fourth-class office 
could be taken finally out of politics. But I am glad to get any- 
thing that tends in that direction. 

Ihave listened with a great deal of interest to the pathetic ap- 
peals which have been made to leave the people their rights; to 
the earnest obiections that we were riving the people of their 
rights by taking from them a fourth-class or third-class as- 
ter here and there and changing him ultimately into aclerk in the 
classified service. I think we might as well be honest about this 
business. 

Mr. President, the only people Senators are disturbed about in 
this connection are themselves and members of the other House. 
The le do not select the postmaster under the present system. 
Under resent s there is a struggle of factions m a town 
or city, and then 8 is appointed on the recommenda- 
tion of the member of the House of resentatives, with the in- 
dorsement, perhaps, of the Senator. That is the way postmasters 
are now selected. We all know it; we have all done it; and we 
might as well be honest about it and not talk about the people be- 
ing so much injured by our giving up something which we have 


ves. 

I do not in the least undertake to put forward any superior 
claim to virtue in this respect for myself or anybody else who 
thinks as I do in regard to this amendment. I have recommended 
men for post-offices when I was in the other House, and I have 
no doubt I shall do so again; but when I doit and recommend a 

ter for 5 to office, I am not going to get up in 

e Senate and object to having that patronage en from me 
on the pretense that the ple are going to be interfered with. 
The only persons who will be interfered with by a consolidation 
of are those who now have the gift of those offices, and 
those are the members of the House of tatives 
and of the Senate. I do not think that patronage onging to 
the Senate or the other House ought to stand in the way of the 


proper administration of the postal service of the Government. 
t is a great business service; it comes home closer to the people 
than any other part of the Government service. You may be 
perfectly certain that if the people get bad service through con- 
eee offices they will remonstrate and they will bring it to 
an end, 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask the Senator a question there? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. s 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is it not their habit now under the present 
system to remonstrate against bad service? 

Mr. LODGE. I did not say it was not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the difference? 

Mr. LODGE. The argument I am trying to meet is that this 
amendment is taking treri the people something which belongs 
to them. I say it takes from them nothing whatever. It takes 
away from Senators and Members of Congress a certain amount 
of patronage and lulls it; but that is not taking anything from 
the people. The people are not going to submit to a bad service 
under a consolidated district any more than they will submit to 
bad service very long from a fourth-class ter. They mean 
to have service; and if they have a good office, well man- 
aged, well lighted, with a civil clerk and a civil tmaster, that 
contents them, as the Senator from Colorado said. That is what 
they want. They are not worrying as to whether the friend of 
some Representative or Senator has got the place or whether he is 
a Democrat or Republican. They want to get their letters, and 
they want to get them in the best way. They want to get as 
many deliveries as they can have and as many mails as they can 
have. Those are the wishes of the people; and they are troubling 
their heads very little about how many offices members of the 
other House and Senators may have to dispose of. 

In the few words I said about this amendment when it first came 
up I did not undertake to argue it on civil-service grounds, because 
I am sorry to say that I think that is only a very small part of it. 
It does not seem to me to go very far in that direction. I wish it 
went much further. Incidentally it takes a few offices out of the 
present system and puts them into another, which I think is an 
excellent thing. 

But the great argument for it is that it is going togive usa better 
and more economical postal service. Five hundred thousand dol- 
lars can be saved in one year. That is admitted by the Committee 
on Appropriations, and yet better service be given. There is no 
need of conjuring up bugbears or seizing in imagination whole 
States and wiping ont the delightful and delectable country 
post-offices in order to interfere with and stop a measure of econ- 
ge good sense. 

ether the amendment carries or not, attention has been called 
to it, and I think Senators will find that what the people reall 
want is the best possible postal service, and that this ond 
ment helps in that direction. They want the greatest economy, 
because economy in the postal service means in a very short time 
cheaper letter postage to them; and if we keep or make a more 
capons system, we simply deprive the people of the advantages 
which they ought to have and will ultimately get. If they donot 
get this reform this year they will get it later. You can no more 
pat back the wheels of progress in a thing like this—a pure ques- 
ion of intelligent business management—than you can put back 
the course of human invention or human enterprise. 

It has been intimated that there was politics in this. I can not 
conceive how there should be any politics in it. This is the 
scheme of a Democratic Postmaster-General. I think it carries 

ut the principles which have been advocated by Postmasters- 
eral of both parties. It certainly has been advocated on this 
floor by a former Democratic Postmaster-General—the one man 
here who, by actual experience, knows more about the adminis- 
tration of the post-office than all the other members of the Senate 
put together, use he had to run it and knows exactly what it 
18. e have, in fact, the opinion of every man who has been 
charged with the duty of postal administration in favor of the 
principle of this amendment. 

The present Postmaster-General is not of my party. I disagree 
with his policy in regard to the tariff, for instance, as widely as 
one man can differ from another, but that does not prevent me 
from realizing and saying that he has made an excellent Post- 
master-General, and that when he proposes an improvement it 
ought to be pans; and that his support gives great weight to the 
argument. I can not for the life of me see any politics concealed 
in this thing anywhere. It seems to me purely a case of improved 
administration. That is the reason I introduced the amendment; 
that is the ground on which it has been advocated by the Senator 
from Colorado and myself, and that is the reason why I hope it 
will be adopted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
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votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House of Rep- 

resentatives to the concurrent resolution of the Senate in regard 

to the insurrection in Cuba. 
The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with 


its request, the bill (S. 941) granting to the Atchison and Nebraska 


Railroad Company and the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Rail- 
road Company, its lessee in perpetuity, the right of way over a 
part of the Sac and Foxand Iowa Indian reservations in the States 
of Kansas and Nebraska. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

= bill (S. 186) granting an increase of pension to Horace Town- 
send; 
A bill (S. 344) granting a pension to Mary A. Hall; 
A bill Ta 345) granting a pension to Catherine R. Jardine, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Edward Jardine; 

A bill (S. 507) to pension Mollie Crandall; : 

A bill (S. 640) to increase the pension of Joseph W. Fisher; 

A bill (S. 1271) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore English; 


and 

A bill (S. 2132) for the relief of settlers m lands within the 
indemnity limits of the grant of the New Orleans Pacific Railway 
Company. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution with amendments; in which it 

uested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 249) granting a pension to Charles E. Jones; 

A bill (S. 894) granting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 116) authorizing the Public Printer to 
print the annual reportof the Superintendent of the United States 
Coast and Geodetic Survey in quarto form and to bind it in one 
volume. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mary Ann Traty; 

A bill (H. R. 486) for the relief of William Henry Johnson; 

A bill (a R. 491) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Walsh, of Stockham, Nebr.; 

A bill (H. R. 569) granting a pension to Sys jose J. Hamilton, 
widow of Charles S. Hamilton, major-general of volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 577) granting a pension to Lydia A. Taft; 

A bill (H. R. 708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 951) to amend the military record of Dan S. Place, 
first lieutenant Eighteenth Indiana Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 1050) ting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Deshler Whiting, widow of Lieut. Henry Whiting; 

A bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pension to Francis E. Hoover; 

A bill (H. R. 1104) granting a pension to Isaac N. Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 1109) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 1139) 8 a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt; 

A bill (H. R. 1181) for the relief of Maria E. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pension to Rachel Patton; 

A bill (H. R. 1602) for the relief of A. P. Brown, late postmas- 
ter at Lemars, Iowa; 

A bill (H. R. 1634) to grant a pension to William F. Good, Com- 
pany L, Tenth Indiana Cavalry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 1836) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson 


Kale; 
ian bill (H. R. 1838) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
gan; 

A bill 1 R. 2054) to correct the military record of Charles W. 
Rinehardt and to grant him an honorable discharge; 

A bill (H. R. 2142) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
aaa | record of Theodore Werner; 

A bill (H. R. 2151) to restore to the pension rolls the name of 
Agnes A. Blackman; 

A bill (H. R. 2224) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 
Schilling; 
_ A bill (H. H. 2284) ting a pension to Joseph A. Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. 2320) for the relief of Samuel Burrell; 

A bill (H. R. 2326) granting a pension to Thomas Honat; 

A bill (H. R. 2604) to increase the pension of Caroline A. Hough, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough; 


A bill (H. R. 2605) granting pension to Henry V. Andrews, of 
Fulton Toana III., a suryivor of the Black Hawk war; 
A bill (H. R.2698) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 


the Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of Mis- 
souri, from some suitable point between the north line of St. Clair 
County, II., and the southwest line of said county; 
A bill (H. R. 3046) for the relief of Frederick Van Guilder; 
A bill (H. R. 3139) for the relief of M. R. William Grebe; 
5 3 (H. R. 3216) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
urley; e 
A bill (H. R. 3221) granting a pension to John Dalton; 
A bill (H. R. 3234 granting a pension to Williamson Durley; 


A bill (H. R. 3426) to increase aang e of Eugenia R, 


Henie widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeney, deceased; 
A bill (H. R. 3689) granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 
Fueston, of Company M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry; 
8 (H. R. 3749) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida 
oades; 
A bill (H. R. 3993) granting a pension to Joseph Porter; 
A bill (H. R. 4122) granting an increase of pension to James H. 


Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 4182) to increase the ion of Georgianna C. 
Hall, dependent mother of Maj. John W . Williams, deceased, late 
surgeon, United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson; 
Henkin (H. R. 4606) to grant an increase of pension to Mary B. 

ouk; 

A bill (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Sarah G. Ivès; 

A bill (H. R. 4968) granting a pension to Helen A. Jackman, đe- 

ndent hter of Lieut. William Jackman, late of Company I, 

ourteenth Regiment of Maine Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, late of 
eae M, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry; 

A bi ox R. 5254) nting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
G. Howell, late a private Company F, One hundred and sixtieth ` 
Nu H. A8. ) tin to Gen. John M. Tha; 

ill (H. R. 6644) granting a pension n. r yer, 
United States Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R.7395) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States to reconvey to the former owners a certain tract 
of land in Valverde County, Tex.; 

A bill (H. R. 7664) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 


and for other p ; and 
A joint resolution (H. . 163) to amend the act a 


Au 1, 1894, making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, etc. 
The mes also announced that the House had a con- 


current resolution Es for the 9 25,000 additional 
copies of Bureau of Education Circular of ormation, No. 200, 
Catalogue of the American Literary Association Library; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution providing for the printing of 2,500 copies of 
Commercial Relations for 1894 and 1895, and 10,000 copies of the 
Review of the World's Commerce, etc.; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution providing for the printing of 300 copies of the 
Proceedings of the Board of Supervising Inspectors of Steam Ves- 
sels for the years 1895 and 1896; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

NANCY G. ALLABACH. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 894) granting a 
pension to Nancy G. Allabach, which was, in line 9, after the word 
month.“ to insert“ in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

Mr. PALMER. That is an unimportant amendment and I 
move that the Senate concur in it. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

PROCEEDINGS OF BOARD OF INSPECTORS OF STEAM VESSELS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed Tr the use a the Treasury Department, Steamboat 

Service, 300 copies each of the Proceedings of the Board of Supervising 

ors of Steam Vessels for the years 1895 and 1893. 


CATALOGUE OF AMERICAN LITERARY ASSOCIATION LIBRARY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate 
be printed and bound. Ei paver: covers, 25,000 additional copies of Bureau of 
Education Circular of or mation, No. 200, Catalogue of the American Lit- 
erary Association Library; 5,000 ies for the Senate, 10,000 copies for the 
House of Representatives, and 10,000 copies for the Bureau of Education. 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS FOR 184 AND 1808. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate precenting Za 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed t, for 
distribution by the 1 . Commercial ms 
for 1894 and 1885, and (in separate form) 10.000 copies of the Review of the 
F pages 1 to 235, inclusive, of said Commercial 


“A REPORT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 116) 


concurring), That there 


That the 


F 
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authorizing the Public Printer to print the annual report of the 
Superintendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Surve 
in quarto form and to bind it in one volume, which was, in line 4, 
to strike out six and insert five.“ 

a HALE. I move that the Senate concur in the House amend- 
men 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mary Ann Tracy; 

A bill (H. R. 491) granting an increase of pension to Francis 

Walsh, of Stockham, Nebr.; 

A bill 5 R. 569) granting a pension to Sophia J. Hamilton, 
widow of Charles S. Hamil ton, major-general of volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 577) granting a pension to Lydia A. Taft; 

A bill (H. R. 708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 1050) panan an increase of pension to Elizabeth 

Deshler Whiting, widow of Lieut. Henry Whiting; 

. R. 1094) granting a pension to Francis E. Hoover; 
R. 1104) granting a pension to Isaac N. Williams; 
R. 1109) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall; 

È 5 1139) ting a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt; 
R. 


1 


— 


BEE 


. 
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1181) for the relief of Maria E. Wilson; 

1185) granting a pension to Rachel Patton; 

R. 1634) to gn a pension to William F. Good, Com- 
th Indiana Cavalry Volunteers; 

. R. 1838) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


R. 2151) to restore to the pension rolls the name of 
ckman; 
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R. 2224) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 
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2234) granting a pension to Joseph A. Cooper; 
. 2826) granting a pension to Thomas RENI 
. 2604) to increase the pension of Caroline A. Hough, 
20000 chats I 
5 a pension enry V. ews, o 
A 115 a vite E the Black Hawk war; 
. 3216) granting a pension to James P. Hurley; 
i . R.3221) granting a pension to John Dalton; 

A bill (H. R. 3234) granting a pension to Williamson Durley; 

A bill (H. R. 3426) to increase the pension of Eugenia R. Sweeney, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeney, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 3689) granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 
Fueston, of Company M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer arali 

A bill (H. R. 8749) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida 
Rhoades; 

A bill (H. R. 3993) granting a pension to Joseph Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 4122) granting an increase of pension to James H. 


Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 4182) to increase the pension of Georgianna C. 
Hall, dependent mother of Maj. John W. Williams, deceased, late 
surgeon, United States Army; : $ r 

A bill (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson; 

bill (H. R. 4606) to grant an increase of pension to Mary B] 


A 

ouk 

A bill (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Sarah G. Ives; 

A bill (H. R. 4968) 3 msion to Helen A. Jackman, 
Cy nee daughter of Lieut. William Jackman, late of Company 
I, Fourteenth Regiment of Maine Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, late 
of Company M, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry; and 

A bill (H. R. 5254) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
G. Howell, late a private Company F, One hundred and sixtieth 
New York Volunteers; and 

The bill (H. R. 6644) grantinga pension to Gen. John M. Thayer, 
United States Volunteers, was read twice by its title. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 486) for the relief of William 1 5 Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 951) to amend the military record of Dan S. Place, 
first lieutenant, Eighteenth Indiana Volunteers; ; 

A bill (H. R. 1836) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson 


Kale; 

A bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the military record of Charles W. 
Rinehardt and to grant him an honorable discharge; 

A bill (H. R. 2142) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Theodore Werner; 

A bill (H. R. 2320) for the relief of Samuel Burrell; 

A bill (H. R. 3046) for the relief of Frederick Van Guilder; 

A bill (H. R. 3139) for the relief of M. R. William Grebe; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 163) to amend the act approved 
A 1, 1894, making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, etc. 

The bill (H. R. 1602) for the relief of A. P. Brown, late post- 
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master at Lemars, Iowa, was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 8 

The bill (H. R. 2698) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
over the Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of 
Missouri, from some suitable point between the north line of St. 
Clair County, III., and the sonthwest line of said county, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 7395) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the United States to reconvey to the former owner a certain 
tract of land in Valverde County, Tex., was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 7664) making 3 for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1897, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to present a conference report, which 
will take but a moment. No action is required upon it, the other 
House fae ioan from its action. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The eet W l be read. 

The 8 tary read as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of tho two Houses 
on the amendments of the House of Representatives to Senate concurrent 
resolution No. 19, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment to the Senate concurrent reso- 
lution and agree to the same. 

JOHN SHERMAN 
JOHN T. MORGAN, 
H. C. LODGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


McCREARY, 
Managers on the partof the House, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is adyised that no 


action is required on the report. 
Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio 
to the report as it appears upon the Secretary’s desk. Of course, 


the ordinary procedure would have been for the House of Repre- 
sentatives to have receded from its disagreement to our resolution 
and agree to it, but the report, as it appears on the Secretary’s 
table, simply says that the House of Representatives agree to the 
conference report. I do not know what the Journal of the other 
House may show, but that Journal certainly ought to show that 
they have agreed to the resolution of the Senate. The report does 
not show it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That is the action of the House. I do not 
know how the report is worded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the report be read again. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us again hear the conference report? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be again read, 
: The Secretary again read the report of the committee of con- 

erence, 

Mr. HARRIS, That covers the whole case. 

Mr. ALLISON, Let the message be read which was just laid 
before the Senate. 2 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Is THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 6, 1896, 
Resolved, That the House agrees to the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
House to the concurrent resolution of the Senate in regard to the insurrec- 
tion in Cuba. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] 
dee whether that is sufficient. Ithink it covers the whole 

ound. 
apres HARRIS. I think clearly the House of Representatives 
recedes from its disagreement to the Senate resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The House does not say so. 

Mr. ALLISON. The message does not show that; and that is 
the point I am making. 

r. LODGE. The report of the conferees shows it. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not the Sue submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS, I think it does clearly show that the other House 
has agreed to the Senate resolution, receding from its amendment 
to that resolution. If the report shows anything, it shows that 
unquestionably, as it seems to me. 

r. SHER. If the Senator will allow me, I am told that 
the report was KRN to by a majority of 244 to 27. 

Mr. ALLISON. Asa matter of fact, the committee of confer- 
ence did not need to make a report in this case. Whenever the 
other House agreed to recede from its disagreement to our resolu- 
tion that settled the whole question. The conferees have made a 
report. That report has gone to the other House, and the report 
here at our Secretary’s desk 3 that that House have agreed to 
it. It does not show, and they have not reported to us, that they 
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disagreement to the Senate resolution 

3 is the at pake. 7 i 

MAN. ey have agreed e conference report, 
disagreem 


have receded from their di 
and have a; to it. 

Mr. S 
which shows that the House have receded from their di ent 
to the Senate resolutions. 

Mr. ALLISON. I defer to the Senator from Ohio. I assume 
for myself, at least, that the House of Representatives have not in 
form receded from their amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks no action is 
required upon the report. 

`  POST-OF FICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6614) making appropriations for the sery- 
55 155 the Post-Oftice Department for the fiscal year ending June 

0, 1897. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the discussion of the pending 
amendment which took place on Thursday last and which has 
taken place so far to-day is arevelation to me. I have learned 
from the remarks of the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wol- 
coTT], of the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. — 505 and 
also of the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] that 
we have had in this country since its 5 a tyrannical 
system of administering the affairs of the Post-Office De ent. 
I believe the people of the United States will be deeply interested 
in reading the discussion of Thursday last and in reading that 

rtion of the discussion of to-day which has taken place up to 

is hour. I turn to e 3483 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
Thursday last, when this question was under discussion, where I 
interrupted the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] and put 
him this question: 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator how far can the Postmaster- 
8 the postmaster, for instance, in Baltimore, extend these 
su 2— 

Speaking at that time of the substations around the city of Bal- 
timore— 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no doubt he may embrace the whole State of Mary- 


land. 
Mr. ALLEN. Over a hundred miles? : 
Mr. GORMAN. There is no limit ani the amount of money at his epee 
8 ji the postmaster at Baltimore would be practically the 
postmaster of Maryland’ 
Mr. GorMAN. He would be, and it would be the same in any other State. 
There is absolutely no limit except as to the amount of money. 


Further along in the discussion the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. WoLcorrt] used this language: 


Mr. President, my understanding, unfortunately, is that the effect of this 
amendment is not to enlarge the power of the Postmaster-General in the ap- 
poson of the fund. Ishould be very glad if it did. I understand—Ishould 

lad to have the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations correct me 
if lam wrong, as Iam very apt to be [laughter]—that the effect of this amend- 
ment is simply to declare the opinion of Congress that it recognizes the right 
of the Postmaster-General to so distribute, coalesce, and consolidate these 
offices as the public business shall require. The nec effect will be ata 
subsequent Congress pa the necessary appropriations be changed from 
such sums as are applicable to fourth-class 58 so that they will be 
ually applied, as necessity may require, to the payment ot clerks. I take 
t that that will be so. I should be very glad if amendment did enlarge 
the powers of the Postmaster-General; but Ido not see that it does, and I 
ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to tell me if it does. 


Later in the discussion I had the honor to interrupt the senior 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLAs], who was discussing this 
matter, in the following language: 


Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin a question or 
two which I as very important. Do I understand that as the law ex- 
ists now and as it is eh to perfect it the Postmaster-General may, for 
instance, say that a post-office 50 miles from the city of Omaha in the coun- 

shall be a subpost-office of Omaha?’ 
r. VILAS. The law as it stands now gives the Postmaster-General power 
to establish or discontinue a post-office at pleasure. It gives him power to 


establish substations within an t-office district, and it is within his power 
to define what the post-office ict shall be. 
Mr. ALLEN. Then I understand the Senator to assert t 


x his— 

Mr. VILAs. But I wish to add that it isnot to be presumed that a law which 
has existed like that since the beginning of the Government, since the estab- 
lishment of the Post-Office Department under Benjamin Franklin, is to be 
abused as is indicated by that question. cna 

Mr. ALLEN. But Idonot understand that since the time of Benjamin Frank- 
lin the law has existsd to establish subpost-offices. I understand that the 
porer to Meenas or abolish a post-office exists, but what I want to know of 

Senator 

Mr. VIL AS. It has existed since the system was begun. 

Mr. ALLEN. What I want to know of the Senator is how long there has 
been a law upon our statute books that would authorize the postmaster of the 
city of Baltimore, for instance, to create subpost-offices beyond the corpo- 
rate limits of that city? 

Mr. Viias. I think since the system was Bat gre T een 

Mr. ALLEN. Since the system was originally dev ? x 

Mr. VILAS. Yes. The la now directs, and always has directed, eve g 
within the postal service to be done by the Postmaster-General. e law 
says the Postmaster-General shall stamp and back stamp letters. The Post- 
master-General carries the mail. The Postmaster-General does everything. 
Con simply provides him with igi at, to employ means to do it. 
Originally postmasters were known as and ed deputy postmasters, be- 
cause they were the deputies only of the Postmaster-General. The phrase 
“deputy ™ was afterwards dropped. 

. ALLEN. The question I put to the Senator, which he does not answer— 
at least I have not heard his answer—is, how long bas the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral had the right, for instance, to create a subpost-office to the main 
office = the city of Baltimore beyond the corporate limits of the city of Bal- 
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Mr. Lopon. He has always had it. 


Mr, VILAS. I think he has enjoyed the same pens that he now has since 
the Government of the United States was institu and the Pust-Office De- 
t was established, if I am not mistaken. 


partmen 

Mr. LopGe. He has always had it. 

Mr. VIL AS. He has always had it. 

Mr. ALLEN. How long has the system of substations been in existence? 

Mr. VILAS. A very great many years. I can not undertake to tell the 
Senator when the substation was established. Probably it was in the 
city of New York. But it must be heart Boke that there is a vast difference 
in the character and classes of substations. The Postmaster-General now 
has in the city of New York, etc. 

Further along there occurred the following colloquy: 

Mr. ALLEN. If the position of the Senator from Wisconsin is correct, what 
is there to prevent the Postmaster-Generalfrom making, for instance, a post- 
office 400 miles across the entire width of the State of Nebraska a substation 
of the post-office at Omaha? 

3 ILAS. We do not as a rule have Postmasters-General made of that 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask what is there in the laws to prevent it? 
Mr. VIL AS. There is nothing in the law to prevent it. 

So the discussion runs on over several pages of the RECORD of 
Thursday last, revealing what is to me at least the astounding fact 
that the Postmaster-General from the organization of the Govern- 
ment has been a supreme and unlimited dictator in the adminis- 
tration of the affairs of that Department. The senior Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas] seemed to think it was something 

uliar that a man should show cag Ss eee upon the subject. 

f course the senior Senator from Wisconsin, having himself at 
one time occupied the important position of Postmaster-General, 
is entirely familiar with the laws governing that Department. I 
take it he states the law as it exists when he says there never has 
been a time when the Postmaster-General could not abolish or 
establish an office at any place in the United States where he might 
see fit, and that there has never been a time when the Postmaster- 
General could not take a post-office removed three or four or five 
hundred miles from a given post-office and make it the substation 
of that office. In fact, the Senator in the discussion on Thursday 
last stated that he could do so with an office a thousand miles dis- 
tant, or any distance. I think I can find the remark, and I shall 
find it before the discussion is over. 

Now, what is pro ls it pro to limit the power of the 
Postmaster-General, whose power is plenary, unrestrained? No, 
sir, It is proposed to enlarge it if it were possible to enlarge un- 
restrained power. The Postmaster-General is to have the power 
to absorb all the little 55 in a State or in two or three 
States and make them subpost-offices of some central point, and by 
that means make them all tributary to a central point. Why 
should that be done? Why does the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. WoLcorr] or the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
VILAS] ask the Senate to adopt this amendment? They say to us 
that it is in the interest of civil-service reform, and that we will 
get better service from it; that it is proper to put all those offices 
in the classified service, because thereby the people of this coun- 
Los Oi obtain for less money better service than they now enjoy. 

ere has not been one word said here, there has not been a fact 
adduced in the discussion, showing that the service would be im- 
proved. It is true we have heard the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. WoLcorT] and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE] and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] so argue, 
but not one fact has been adduced by any of those gentlemen to 
rove that the service as it now exists would be improved by en- 
lasting the powers of the Postmaster-General or by giving him 
power to absorb all these offices. 

Then, what is the purpose of the amendment? The honorable 
Senator from Colorado and the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setts say that there is nothing of sentiment in this matter; that 
it is a mere business transaction. There is something of senti- 
ment in it. There is a great deal of sentiment in it. We are 
told by the advocates of civil-service reform that a republican 
form of government upon this continent is a failure, for that 
is what it means, Why not continue the system as it is? Why 
have a man who wants a fourth-class t-office answer 400 or 
500 questions that may be put to him by some boy who is just 
out of his knickerbockers and who has recently left the graduat- 
ing class of a high school? Why not continue the service as it is? 
Certainly there is no complaint coming from any responsible 
source that the little fourth-class post-offices are not properly ad- 
ministered. It is just and right that this power should be diffused 
among the people, and among all classes of people, so far as it can 

Ə done. 

Weare told that the boy who graduates from school to-day, 
under better advantages than his father enjoyed, by force of that 
fact is more clearly eligible to the service of his country than is 
his father, and the father who did not enjoy those opportunities 
and who can not answer the questions which a few gentlemen 
put to him is by virtue of that fact denied the privilege of enter- 
ing the civil service of his country. Senators say that the people 
do not complain. They do complain. If the question were y 
put to the people of this country ye popular vote whether sub- 
stations should be created and clerks sent to them from a distant 
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po of the country to administer them, for instance, in a neigh- 
hood where some old man has administered the office for ten, 
fifteen, or twenty years, the vote would be almost unanimous 
inst the adoption of the system. The aes look u those 
offices as theirs, and they are theirs. Sir, the people of this 
country are supreme. They are supreme in electing everybody 
from the roadmaster of an obscure to the present occupant 
of the White House, and anything that looks like absorbing 
power, anything that looks like taking power from the people, is 
wrong. It is not only not democratic or republican, but it is not 
American. 

How much education must a man in this country have to run a 
fourth-class post-office which has a salary of one hundred, or two 
hundred, or Eve hundred dollars attached to it? With some of us 
it was a misfortune that we did not enjoy an opportunity to pro- 
cure an education. We were not to blame for it. I remember 
distinctly when my education began in al 
State of Ohio, where I was born, and when uated from a 
sod schoolhouse in the State of Iowa, to which [had removed. I 
had no opportunity to procure a more complete technical school 
education. I had not the means to procure such an education if 
the opportunity had otherwise been presented. Yet millions of 
citizens of this country who were born in or who in early man- 
hood went to the great West and Southwest are, under this system 
of classification, to be deprived of their interest in the Govern- 
ment, and of the right to participate in the administration of the 
affairs of this and other Departments of the Government in con- 

uence of a lack of a perfect technical school education. 
Bi President, I venture the statement that there is not a Sena- 
tor in this Chamber who, without some preparation, can go down 
to the Civil Service Commissioner's office and pass an examina- 
tion in any classified department. Necessarily the man or the 
boy who is freshest from the books passes the most creditable ex- 
amination. Yet all of the men who, under the rule laid down by 
the Senator from Colorado and the Senator from Massachusetts, 
are deprived of the right to icipate in the affairs of this Gov- 
ernment in holding these little offices and in holding little offices 
in other d ents of the Government have a right to vote as 
American citizens, They have a right to choose other officers. 
They have a right to choose the very officers who appoint the Civil 
Service Commissioners, as well as those who create the law au- 
thorizing the existence of such a commission. Yet because they 
do not pass a icular examination or answer correctly a certain 
percentage of questions which may be put to them by the ex- 
aminers under the civil service, they are rendered ineligible to 
hold the position of postmaster of a fourth-class post-office. 

Senators say that the ple have no interest in this matter. 
There are hundreds and thousands and tens of thousands of little 
towns scattered through the country where the post-office is the 

at which the men of the neighborhood meet to discuss polit- 
cal and other questions. It is an important matter to them to 
have a man chosen from the community with whom they are 
acquainted and who will be responsible to them for the adminis- 
tration of the affairs of the office. Does the honorable Senator 
from Colorado believe, does any candid man believe, that a man 
sent into that community from another community to hold this 
little office and administer its affairscan bein sympathy with the 
people who reside there? Not at all. He is notanswerable to the 
le. He isanswerable alone to some ter situated three 
or four hundred miles from the office or the substation he occu- 
pies. Would not appeals from the people of that community fall 
upon deaf ears if they should comp of the manner in which 
that man administered the affairs of his office? 

Sir, he may not be a voter in the community. He may not 
have reached the years at which he is eligible to vote. He is not 
ataxpayer. He in not icipate in the affairs of the com- 
munity. He is not responsible to the Bet ead of the community, 
and therefore he has no sympathy with them and gives ear to no 
grievance which they may lay before him or before the office to 
which his station is tributary. But what can he do? He will 
carry out the behest of the man who pune him in working 
political schemes in that neighborhood. It is the most gigantic 
attempt ever made in this country to control the political affairs 
of the nation. Here is an army of 150,000 men ble, not to 
the communities in which they discharge their duties, but to some 
central point, who are not in sympathy with those communities, 
who are there for the purpose of working i the interest of a par- 

w 


schoolhouse in the 


ticular political party or organization ch they represent, 
The Civil Service Commissioners tell us that the appointees are 
not to take any in politics. There was an illustration of that 


under the Administration of Mr. Hayes, I think. The very first 
order that was issued by the late President Hayes was his cele- 
brated Order No. 1. Under it no man holding an office was per- 
mitted to go to a convention or a caucus and participate in the 
affairs of the community or locality or State in which he resided. 
Was it observed? Were not those who advocate the system of 
civil-service reform, as they call it, the first to trample down 


Order No. 1 of President Hayes? Was it not openly violated and 
flagrantly abused by them from that time on? So 3 the 
protest of the Republican inst the issue of order 
that there was not the slightest attempt to carry it into execution, 
and the old order of rewarding those who worked during the heat 
and burden of the day in the campaign was reinstated, and, Mr. 
President, it is in practice in this Government to-day, notwith- 
standing the sham pretense of civil-service reform. 

How was it under a Democratic Administration? The great 
Mogwump of this pedo pet day is installed in the White House. 
It is very difficult to tell whether Mr, Cleveland is more Mugwump 
than he is imperial Democrat, but certainly he has led the hosts 
of Mugwumps in this country for the last ten or fifteen years. 
Has it not been a common thing under the present Administra- 
tion to remove for political causes men who were holding posi- 
tions under the so-called civil-service reform? What became of 
Mr. Johnston, a member of that Commission, two years ago? I 
refer to George D. Johnston, of Louisiana. He had the temerity 
to di with Teddy Roosevelt, the great New York Mug- 
wump, second only to Cleveland himself. He did not agree wi 
him as to the administration of some of the affairs of that office. 
Mr. Johnston seems to have been an honest reformer. It did not 
seem to have dawned upon his mind until about the time he was 
removed that civil-service reform was an absolute sham; a sham, 
Mr. President, under which dishonest men undertake to work 
political ends and then claim t virtue for having done so. 

Mr. Johnston disa with his associates, 8 and 
Mr. L n. Immediately he was removed. The President of the 
United States could not even suffer this Commissioner to entertain 
an independent opinion. We are told that this system is desired 
so that men can be free from annoyance for expressing their opin- 
ions upon political questions; that it shall be non isan; that a 
man, if he is a Republican and well qualified, can hold his office 

h a Democratic Administration, and that a Democrat who 
is well qualified can hold his office through a Republican Admin- 
istration. Yet when one of those Commissioners at the head of 
this branch of the service disagreed with his associates and seemed 
to block the way of re out political schemes and purposes 
in the Commission itself; w. he seemed to think that the law 
was an honest law and should be honestly administered, suddenly 
he found the President calling for his resignation, and offering to 
transfer him to a different line of the public service. 

I wish to call attention to some le which appeared in the 


press some time ago: 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, November 25, 1893. 
DEAR Sm: I am sorry to hear through your friends, Senator CAFFERY and 


Mr. Secretary Herbert, who conveyed to you my nest that you uicsco 
in your transfer from Civil Service Commission to another post of o 
1 


able duty, that you decline the T and refuse to resign your 
ion. Iam so certain that public poea requires a change in the Com- 
mission, involving your retirement, that Lam constrained to uest you to 


reco: er your decision and put me in possession of your on as ear’ 
as Monday afternoon the 27th instant, at 4 o'clock. * 
ours, very truly 
: GROVER CLEVELAND. 


Hon. GEORGE D. JOHNSTON. 


The world, however, has remained in ignorance of the good 
that the public service would derive by the transfer of Mr. John- 
ston from the Civil Service Commission to the consular service of 
the Government. What had Mr. Johfiston done? Had he been 

uilty of violating any statute? Had he said or done anything 

t was not proper for him to say or do? No. He had simpl 

seen fit to enter a dissenting opinion upon some question of 1 
construction entertained by his associates, Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. 
Lyman. The President might as well say to a man whom he is 
about to appoint a justice of the Supreme Court,“ I have appointed 
a Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States who 
believes that every corporation has wings, who believes that cor- 
porations have all the rights and the people have none. Now, I 
appoint you as an associate justice upon that bench; but, mark 
you, whenever you manifest any independence of opinion or char- 
acter or disagree with the Chief Justice you will be removed.” 
Here were three commissioners appointed with coordinate powers, 
the office of one as high as the office of the other, and yet use 
Mr. Johnston saw fit in the exercise of an honest conviction to 
disagree with his associates he was removed for the good of the 
public service from that Commission and was to be transferred to 
the consular service. But where did he go? He went where all 
such men go under this Administration. 

Now, Mr. Johnston replied to this letter, and he eae in per- 
fectly polite lan . He wrote under date of Washington, 
November 27, 1893,” two days later, and said: 
The PRESIDENT. 


SIR: Your letter of the 26th instant is received. Senator CArrERyYand Mr. 
Secretary Herbert 5 tome your offer of the consulship at Victoria, 
which meant, of course, you propose to retire me from the Civil Service 
Commission— 


The President was ready to dicker with him; he was ready to 
transfer him to the consulship at Victoria if he could only get rid 
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of him, get him off of the Civil Service Commission and give his 
henchmen a full opportunity at that tribunal— 


my retirement, nor Erg! ron ever spoken to me in regard to 

matter 3 Bio e a — 

mission or its work. Though conscious * 0 

my office faithfully, and. as I believe, in furtherance of the best interests of 

the people and the Government, I would prompti. — 1 in your wish 

that I resign had you given me an opportunity to be before you decided 
your action. Under PEO however, I can not, consist- 

ently with my sense of duty to myself or my friends who recommended my 

1 consent either to resign or accept a position inferior to the one 

Š Respectfully, GEORGE D. JOHNSTON. 


Mr. Johnston had not been informed of the charge made against 
him. He had not been called to the White House and given an 

portunity to explain anything. He had been the victim of a star- 
9 judgment upon the part of the Chief Executive of this 
nation. He was not even permitted to go before some person rep- 
resenting the President and lay his cause before him. I suppose 
that is Democracy according to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. President, without knowing the charge against him, and 
being ignorant of the charge against him to this day, for that 
matter, as I am informed, except that he disagreed in the con- 
struction of a statute from his associate Commissioners, this man 
was removed after the President could not purchase him and dis- 
pose of him by sending him as consul to Vietoria. Then his maj- 
esty—or his excellency, I should say—sent the following letter to 
Mr. Johnston: 

Hon. GEORGE D. JOHNSTON. 

BI 


He ceased to be Dear sir.” In the first letter it was Hon. 
George D. Johnston, dear sir,” an affectionate sort of a letter, but 
when informed that Mr. Johnston would not resign and could 
not be bought—for that is what he undertook to do with him— 
the President for the first time shows his hand in the cold and 
stereotyped expression, ‘‘Sir”— 

Hon. GEORGE D. JOHNSTON. 

Sin: You are hereby removed from the office of United States Civil Service 

issioner. 


"Touma, truly, GROVER CLEVELAND. 

For what cause was he removed? Why was this man, who was 
at the head of the Civil Service Commission of the United States, 
taken, so to speak, by the nape of the neck and thrown out of 
office without a charge being made against him, without being 

iven an eg sabe | to be heard in his defense? Will the Presi- 
25 of the United States hear a charge that involves the charac- 
ter, the integrity, or the manhood of a public officer and not give 
that officer an Gp sige A to explain it or to be heard upon it? 
If he will do that, Mr. President, then he is a di to the great 
office he occupies, and he should not be returned, as he doubtless 
will not be returned, to gh porion 

Mr. TELLER. Ishonld like to make an inquiry, if the Senator 
from Nebraska will allow me to ask him a question. 


Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator himself know what was the 
alleged cause of Mr. Johnston's removal? 

Mr. ALLEN. I can not give it in detail. I read it at the time 
and I have read it since, but it is not important here. That is not 
the question I am discussi I have discussed the action of a 
Peers bad Hie Ola Eatin © ee who il nae einige ea 

and the ey, a who w an 
ainst the character or i rice ia of s men hold- 
ing a public position and remove him without givi im an op- 

8 to be heard in his defense. Then Kr. 5 ac- 
55 the receipt of the letter of removal, as follows: 
e that yon ha oved me from 
72 8 


d. 
Respectfully, GEORGE D. JOHNSTON. 


And Mr. Johnston passed from an important office in this coun- 
try, with headquarters in this city, into private life, not knowin, 
the accusation made against him except that he had eee 
with his associates in some respects. 

Now, Mr. President, this is civil service. What is to be gained 
by the introduction of such a system of civil service when it is 
rotten at the very fountain source, when it is used by the Chief 
Executive, when it is used by his Cabinet officers, as a mere cloak 
to the accomplishment of their political and personal desires and 
purposes? There may be a few persons in this country who are 
gullible enough to think that this is a wonderful scheme for reno- 
vating offices, putting competent men at the head of affairs, re- 
ducing the crimes in offices and the cost of their administration. 
There may be a few such people, I say, but there are not many. 
There are but few of. the people of the United States who do not 
know to-day that the so-called civil-service reform is a snare, a 
fraud, and a delusion, and that it is made to work out political 
ee pth lion na GLI ayatam did before the introduc- 

of the present system. 


Mr. President, if the Senators who advocate this measure are to 
be believed, every man who enters the classified service is a saint; 
there is some peculiarity in the blood that courses through his 
veins; and every man who is not eligible to it is by force of that 
ras eget or unfit to be mp pepe tps a citizen of the ones 

tates, or he is a mere undling with water coursing throu, 
his veins instead of eee It counts for nothing that the as a 
tionary fathers established this Government for all, not alone for 
the educated man, but in the interest of the man who was not edu- 
cated. It matters not to the distinguished Senator from Colorado 
or the Senator from Massachusetts that those men spilled their 
blood from Concord to Yorktown in rescning our country from 
the yoke of English oppression. 

It matters not that their descendants from that time to this have 
upheld the flag of this country in every great struggle we have 
had for the maintenance of our Government and the maintenance 
of our freedom. After this country has been brought in safety to 
its present position we are to have this un-Demoeratic, un-Repub- 
lican, un-Populistic, un-American distinction introduced into our 
ne that the man mho A copy with apo? p” is to have 
an ce against another w who was taught forty years 
to spell it with two p's.“ That is the distinction. T is the 
crown of the distinction. And a lot of men, boys from school, 
who have never done anything in defense of their country, who 
might prove the most impotent of all if called upon to di 
any great public service in the hour of danger, are to be enthroned 
in the most important offices of the country, and the old men and 
the old women, the middle-aged men and the middle-aged women, 
who did not enjoy equal opportunities of education with them, 
are to be placed in the ‘ound, 

Now, what can be accompli by the scheme before us? We 
are told that there are something like 150,000 persons in the mail 
ee as raa country, I will ask the Senator from Wisconsin if 

am 


Mr. About that number. 
Mr. ALLEN. Howaretheytobeused? They are to benonparti- 
san. Mr. President, you and I know how this non i civil 


service works. You w, and so does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, what would be the result if the postmaster at Milwaukee, for 
instance, should say to the clerk who is holding a subpost- office 
50 miles from there: See the people in your community and get 
as many of them to go to the 3 you can and 
support the ge old party.” 

President, do you su that clerk would refuse to carry 
into execution the order? Suppose it were not placed as an - 
ment, but said to him, ‘‘Now, would it not be a pretty at gh aes 
for you to see some of the old men in the communities where your 
subagents are and see if you can not induce them to go to the town 
caucuses and get on the delegations from the towns to the county 
conventions,” do you not sup the clerks would into ex- 
ecution the request and wishes of their master? Sir, the clerk 
does it to-day in the classified service and out of it, and if in the 
classified service he is not answerable to the people upon whom 
he would commit and does commit such an outrage. 

Mr. President, it has been a common thing since I have been a 
member of this body to have employees in the Departments in this 
city come to me (I am not at liberty to call their names, nor am 
I at liberty to speak as plainly as I should upon the subject for 
fear that some Civil Service Commissioner or his agent may be 
around and chase them down and chase them out of their offices) 
and say that they had risen under the civil service from a six or 
eight hundred dollar job a year up to $1,800, and sometimes as high 
as 82,000 or more, and they had been in the service for years. 

When Mr. Harrison went out and Mr. Cleveland came into 
power they were told that they would have to take a reduced po- 
sition. I will venture the remark that 50 per cent of 3 
licans that are in appointive positions in this a to-day have 
reduced from the position they occupied when ison went out 
of the White House and Cleveland wentin. They were told that 
they must take a reduced position, and some Democrat in the same 
service, who came in later than they did, or who has been ap- 
pointed to the service since the present Administration, was pro- 
moted above them. 

I could call the names and the offices this moment if I were per- 
mitted to do so, but the interests of those persons will not permit 
me. I have known a few instances where the occupants of the 
office thought the law was to be observed, where they had 
not discovered that it was a mere cloak under which political 
parties were 3 their purposes. I recall an instance right 
now where a man been in the service for over ten years in one 
of the Departments in this city. I have known the man personall 
for twenty-five years—a thoroughly competent, honest, and w 

ui man. 

ithin a short time after Mr. Cleveland came into power in 
1893 it was indicated to this gentleman that he must take a re- 
duced position at $1,200 a year, as the chief of the bureau wanted 
his place for a Democrat. He rebelled. Did not the statute say, 
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does not the President say, do not the Civil Service Commissioners 
say, do not the Mugwumps say as well, thata man in such a posi- 
tion can not be removed for political causes, that if he is a gentle- 
man and qualified and in the classified service he can remain 
whether he is a Democrat or a Republican? They all said this, 
the law said this,and the man construed the statute and he con- 
strued their words to be honest and as showing the evident pur- 
pose of the framers of the statute. When he informed the chief 
of the bureau under whose charge he was that he could not take 
the reduced position, the chief of the bureau said to him, Well, 
ou will have to resign, because I want your office for a good 
ocrat here.” He did not resign; the chief could not get rid of 
ay that way; but finally he did get rid of him by abolishing the 
office. 

You know we permit these Departments to establish a limitless 
number of offices and fillthem. The office was abolished. Then 
the victim of civil-service reform discovered for the first time that 
it was a delusion and a snare, and he went out into the cold, chilly 
atmosphere of the world to struggle for himself, and he is down 
along the cool waters of Babylon, I presume, at this moment. 
Now, what was the result? e Republican had not left that 
office three weeks until the office was created again, and it was 
filled by the Democrat who sought it. 

Mr. ident, I a of this not as an isolated case. Cases 
can be found by the hundreds right in this city and in other cities 
and centers of 3 in this country. Vet Senators will 
stand in this Chamber and advocate the adoption and enforcement 
of this iniquitous system of doing business. They will say, not- 
withstanding this, that the great booy of the American people 
should be shut out of holding these little offices that are scattered 
throughout the States and Territories of the Union. Why, Mr. 
President, what would you do with one of the little fellows who 
had been reared in the civil service and who could not tell a horse 
from an ox except that the one has horns and the other has not? 
What would 55 do with such a person as that, who feels him- 
self above al nsibility in a moral, a social, and a business 
sense to the people whose office he administers, in putting him 
out at some country crossroad store to administer the mail sery- 
ice, at a salary of $100 or $200 a year, for the people who congre- 

te there, when some young man living in the community who 

as a little store and carries on a little business can administer 
the affairs of that office in the interest of the people who live 
around it and who are tributary to it? Under the system advo- 
cated by these gentlemen a man might be sent a distance of 100 
or 500 or 1,000 miles to administer one of these offices and the 
ple of the community where he went be given to understand 
hat he was sent there because there could not be found in that 
community a man who had intelligence enough to discharge the 
duties required of a little fourth-class postmaster. 

But the Senator from Wisconsin says this is Democratic. I 
think I heard him say on Thursday last that this is Democratic, 
and the Senator says now thatitis Democratic. Well, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it may be Democratic, I do not know; I would not say that 
it was not modern Democracy. It is certainly not ancient Democ- 
racy. What did the fathers of the Democratic party teach in this 
country? They said liberty was most secure when the power of 
administering the affairs of the Government ramified all commu- 
nities and was held in the hands of the common people. I sup- 
pose after a while we shall be carrying the rules of civil-service 
reform into the New England town meetings, and the junior Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts will tell the people of that Commonwealth 
that it is necessary for the efficient administration of the public 
service in these communities that only the highly educated classes 
shall be permitted to levy the taxes and discharge the various 
duties devolving upon town offices. 

This spirit has run wild; it has gone to the very verge of idiocy; 
it stands stamped with the condemnation, in my judgment, of 
every man who is a true friend of this country, of every man who 
does not want to erect upon this continent a ruling class and a 
class to be ruled. I imagine it would be a remarkable scene, if 
it could be so, to witness the senior Senator from Wisconsin dis- 
cussing this question with the illustrious Jefferson. I imagine 
if Mr. Jefferson could rise from his grave to-day and walk into 
the Senate Chamber and hear the Senator from Wisconsin declare 
that this is Democratic doctrine, he would believe that his great 
rival, Hamilton, or the descendants of Hamilton, had come into 
control of the Government. Jefferson did not believe this doc- 
trine; it was not even believed in by the most radical men of that 


e. 

Mr. President, it proves another thing. There is no difference 
between Cleveland Democracy and gold-bug Republicanism. I 
classify gold-bug Republicanism because it leads to many other 
heresies, but that is the chief one. What distinction is there be- 
tween the opinion of the junior Senator from Colorado or the 

unior Senator from Massachusetts and the illustrious Senator from 
isconsin upon this subject? They are glad to embrace, so says 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts, and he walks over toward 


the senior Senator from Wisconsin as though he were going to 
embrace him on this subject; he is glad to agree with him upon 
this great, iy oars proposition of the hour, civil-service reform. 
There is not the slightest distinction between them upon any other 
great political question now agitating the 8 They are 
simply agreed upon these great propositions, except that the senior 
Senator from Wisconsin is on the Democratic stage driving the 
team, and the Senator from Massachusetts is on the Revabhisan 
stage driving a like team. They are in perfect harmony, in per- 
fect accord upon this, as well as upon other great political ques- 
tions which are now agitating the poopie: 

Of course, Mr. President, men like myself are away behind. 
We have not had the opportunities of seeing the beauties of ciyil- 
service reform as administered under the Administration of Mr. 
Cleveland and under the Administration of Mr. Harrison. We 
are not supposed to have cultivated taste enough to appreciate it 
if we came in close contact with it. The great masses of the peo- 
ple are supposed, according to this system, to be absolutely inca- 
pable of conducting their own affairs. When you say that that 
distinction shall be erected, that it shall be incorporated into our 
laws and applied, do you not say to the great majority of the peo- 
ple of this country that they are incapable of self-government and 
that self-government is a failure? 

You say to these men, Yes, you can pay taxes, that is all right; 
you can support the Government in discharging your duties as a 
citizen in the payment of taxes; you can support the Government 
by discharging your duty as a juror when called into court, in 
determining great questions that are submitted to you; you can 
support your Government by taking your musket and joining the 
Army and fighting your country’s battles, if you will; you do not 
have to spell very well when you do that; no, you are a good citi- 
zen when you do that; you can fight in defense of your country; 
you may stand by its flag on 1 when it is imperiled and 
endangered by its enemies. these as a citizen of this country 

ou can and must do; but when you come home yon find the dudes 
intrenched in the civil service, and if you fail to pass an examina- 
tion such as is described in this book [indicating], you can get 
nothing out of this Government, not even a fourth-class post- 
office.” We who do not believe in this are told that we are not 
zesthetic, that we do not rise to that high, keen intellectual appre- 
ciation of how this great Government should be run by the few 
and the masses excluded from any responsibility. 

There is nothing politicalinit; of course not. You let Mr. Wil- 
son, the present Postmaster-General, have all these great offices, 
some 68,000, I think, consolidated with your substations at 40 or 
50 different points in the United States, with a superintendent 
over grey Mar acai and every postmaster or clerk in.every divi- 
sion will be throwing up his hat for the Democratic party this 
year, or, if he does not, his office will be abolished, and after a 
while the office will be restored and a Democrat put in his place. 

Mr. President, I recall a year ago last fall, in 1894—and I am 
speaking now of the bond o . which exists between Dem- 
ocrats and Republicans here the great contest for the office of 

overnor in my State, where the present chief executive, a Popu- 

ist, was finally elected by 3,100 majority over his Republican com- 
petitor. When the news first came to the centers of population 
in that State, it was that his Republican competitor had been 
elected. Every Cleveland Democrat in the State of Nebraska sup- 
rted the Republican candidate for governor, every man who be- 
ved in the gold standard, every man who wore a collar round 
his neck labeled ‘“‘ My dog,” every Government official walked to 
the ballot box and cast his vote for the Republican candidate for 
governor. When the news came that he was elected—it was a 
mistake, however—there were a dozen or more places in the 
State of Nebraska where the postmasters walked into the streets, 
threw their hats into the air, and almost split their lungs in cheer- 
ing for the supposed triumphant election of the Republican can- 
didate for governor. It was only two or three days after that 
when they discovered their mistake and found that the Populist 
had slipped through and that the Republican had not succeeded. 

What difference is there between these parties? I say, Mr. 
President, that the gold wing, the Cleveland element of the Demo- 
cratic party of the State of Nebraska, has supported the Repub- 
lican ticket for the last seven or eight years in that State. So it 
has been in other sections of the country. Those gentlemen who 
are solidified upon this question and upon other questions would 
rather see a certain element of the Republican party win, or a 
certain element of the Republican party would rather see a cer- 
tain other element of the Democratic party win, than to see any 
person win who is in full accord and sympathy with the masses 
all the time. 

Mr. President, this is not a 5 of sentiment, these gentle- 
men say; it is a question of efficiency of the service. I say it is a 
question of sentiment to a certain extent. There is nothing to 
which the people of this country are more securely attached, espe- 
cially in the rural districts, than to the postmaster and the ad- 


ministration of the little post-offices in which they feel a personal 
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interest, a place where they can congregate and get their mail; 
where they can exchange ideas upon neighborhood and other 
subjects, if they see fit. To send a stranger among them, who 
is not of them or for them, who does not pay a cent of taxes in 
the community where he has been sent, who is not a and 
parcel of their organization, and not eligible to any other office 
there, would be like sending a man from Russia or from some 
distant country into their midst to administer the affairs of their 
community. 

The process has begun; the process of absorption has already 
taken ince: In the last fiscal year the number of post- offices dis- 
continued by order of the Postmaster-General was 94; the num- 
ber of stations established in lieu of the 94 independent post-offices 
was 74, of the carrier stations 20, and the substations 54. How 
long will it take under this system until all the principal States of 
this Union will be affected by this process of absorption? 

Then, Mr. President, these gentlemen are not contented with 
turning over the entire Post-Office Department to so-called civil- 
service reform, but it will appear from this bill that they are 

oing into partnership with the manufacturers of bicycles. We 

ve suffered every trust in this country to organize with im- 
punity that wanted to do so without restraint. Notwithstanding 
we have statutes containing ample provisions against the forma- 
tion of trusts of various ds, we sit here powerless, and the 
different branches of the Government sit here powerless to en- 
force these statutes, or refuse absolutely to enforce them, in many 
instances refusing to enforce the statutes against these trusts 
because they are depending upon the trusts for a campaign fund 
to conduct the Presidential and other important campaigns of this 
country. I heard it charged openly but a short time ago that 
8 was raised by certain parties in Wall street, New York, 

or the nomination of Mr. Cleveland for the Presidency in 1892, 
and that the same identical individuals raised a like sum to secure 
the nomination of Mr. Harrison as the Republican nominee in 
the same year. The statement was made in the presence of some 

entlemen who sit here at this time and who ought to know, and 
it was not denied, and if there is any denial to be made to it I am 
perfectly willing that it should be made now. 

Mr. GRAY, ere not some such charges made against Mr. 
McKinley? 

Mr. ‘ALLEN, T have not read the latest evidence upon the Mc- 
Kinley case. I have the primary evidence, however, in my desk 
here, which I shall use at the proper time. 

It was ch , furthermore, that nen to four weeks before the 
election of 1892 these gentlemen in Wall street, who manipulate 
the affairs of this country,and all of whom are civil-service re- 
formers, of course, did not know whether they would support Mr. 
Cleveland or support Mr. Harrison. Their affection was divided. 
Of course the average Wall street shark has nothing like patriot- 
ism about him. It is only a question, as has been said, of cent per 
cent with them; a question as to whom they can control and 
manipulate to the best advantage. So they were divided in their 
affection. 

Mr. Harrison had swung around the circle, and had given utter- 
ance to that phrase, which finds expression in the Republican plat- 
form, that he was in favor of every dollar being as good as every 
other dollar. Noman ever saw one dollar that was not as good as 
another; but he coined that phrase, and it went into the Bepa 
lican platform of 1892. Finally they concluded that Harrison was 
a little too far West; that he could not be depended upon at a criti- 
cal time; that Cleveland had his office on Wall street, and that his 
associations and sympathies there were such that $400,000 of money 
went from those people into the campaign fund, and Cleveland 
was elected and ceria defeated. One of those gentlemen who 
contributed so largely to this fund was Mr. John J. Van Alen. I 
think he gave $50,000. He was one of those American citizens 
who has become ‘‘so English, you know,” that when he can not 
find a genuine fox to chase, he puts a darky on a horse, ties a 
piece of white paper to the horse, sends him through the woods, 
sets his hounds after that, and he and his friends chase it. 

That man gave $50.000, as appeared in the sugar investigation— 
it is in a public document, and there is no question about it—to 
the Cleveland campaign fund, and in the course of events, Mr. 
Cleveland found something in his views of civil-service reform 
which permitted him to appoint that individual as minister or 
ambassador extraordinary to Italy. We had quite a contest over 
it, and that man was finally confirmed. Here was a man who 
gavo $50,000 to the Presidential campaign fund, who was getting 

is quid pro quo in the form of a foreign appointment, and suc 
a man as that received the approval of this Bena 
vote. 

Was it any different when Mr. Harrison was elected? Not at 
all. The proat and good Mr. Wanamaker, the superintendent of 
Sunday schools, it is said, gave $400,000 for the elevation of Ben- 
jamin Harrison to the Presidential office, and after a few suns had 
Tisen and set, after a few months had elapsed, the President saw 


te by a majority 


fit to invite the great and good John into his Cabinet to act as 
Postmaster-General from that time on, and he did. 

I speak of these things as conspicuous examples of civil-service 
reform. This rotten s is 1 the very foundations 
of the Government itself. This placing of the Presidential office 
on an auction block for bids, and selling it to a man who will pa 
the most boodle for it, can go on uninterruptedly; but when it 
comes to a question of disposing of a little fourth-class ne 
with a salary of $50 or $100 a year attached to it, civil ice 
reform must be enforced and insisted on! 

Mr. HAWLEY, May I interrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I take it for granted that neither the Senator 
from Nebraska nor anybody else in the world supposes that John 
Wanamaker gave $400,000 to make Benjamin Harrison President. 
Mr. Wanamaker is an active and influential politician, and I have 
no doubt that all he did was to circulate a paper for subscriptions 
and that he raised a large sum of money—how much I do not 
know, but I heard the sum mentioned once at 810,000. That, 
however, is the private business of the gentlemen contributing, 
and nobody supposes that Mr. Wanamaker gave $400,000 or that 
he bought his office, and I do not believe that there is a respectable 
Democrat in the United States who will say that he believes that 
Benjamin Harrison would have gone into any such contract or 
that anybod 1 ‘ed him or that he bought anybody else. 

Mr. AL There was never a man in this world caught in 
doing what he ought not to do who did not have an apology and 
some spars Sag offer for his conduct. I say that charge was 
made against Mr. Wanamaker and ex-President Harrison Opat 
through the press of this country, and it never has been deni 
from that moment until this, when the distinguished Senator from 
Connecticut rises at his desk and denies it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Whichcharge? Idonot understand distinctly 
what the charge is. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will makeitso distinct that you can understand 
it—that John Wanamaker contributed $400, to the Harrison 
campaign in 1892. That is the charge I refer to. 

Mr. WLEY. I wish to say that I do not believe it, and Ido 
not know of anybody else besides the Senator who believes that 
Mr. Wanamaker contributed any such sum. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, there is not a Democrat on this 
side—mark you, now, a Democrat; I do not mean a Democrat sail- 
ing under Democratic colors whois a Republican—who will get up 
and say he does not believe it. No; they are perfectly silent here; 
but a bitter, uncompromising partisan of Harrison and of Wana- 
maker can say he does not believe it, and that he does not believe 
that anybody in this country believes it but me. I do not know 
whether it is true or not; I know the charge was made; that it 
rang from Maine to California, through the press of this Chaat 
and I have never heard it openly denied until this moment. The 
statute of limitations has run against it, I suppose, by this time at 
least, Harrison served out his term and sed into private life. 
To-day he undertakes the discharge of additional duties, and I 
suppose the American people will forgive him. 

. Cleveland will pass from the White House within the next 
eleven months back to his office in Wall street, to enjoy the fruits 
of his fortune, if he has one, made out of the misfortunes of this 
country, and the people will lose sight of him, and the crime that 
was committed in 1892 in contributing to his campaign fund will 
be forgotten; but the Mugwump who stands on his heel and 
howls every time he gets an opportunity about civil-service re- 
form or the civil-service reformer, who has himself been particeps 
criminis in these greater offenses, will still continue to stand up 
and howl that all the old men and the old women in the little 
sigh tad 777 ang must be swept aside for the dude. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I desire to say a very few words. 

Mr. ALLEN. I send to the desk an amendment which I desire 
to offer at the proper time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend by inserting, on page 
2, after line 6, the following, as an additional proviso: ; 

Provided further, That no subpost-office or station shall be established out- 
side of or beyond the corporate limits of the town or city in which the prin- 
cipal office is established, nor shall a postmaster or clerk of any such subpost- 
office or station be appointed to administer the affairs thereof who is not at 


the time of his sap ointment a bona fide resident and elector of the commu- 
nity in which subpost+office or station is located. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I desire to say a very few words on 
the amendments. The amendment which the Committee on 
Appropriations put into the bill requires the establishment of a 
poera ce at 2570 f county seat, restoring tna where they have 

n discontinued. The present amendment proponos to give 
authority to the Postmaster-General to apply the money appro- 
priated to the payment of any superintendent or other officer who 
may be substituted in place of the discontinued postmaster. 

ere is no doubt that the power to discontinue a post-office is 
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involved in the power to establish it. There is no question that 
the power to establish a post-office was conferred in the creation 
of the Department; but, as has been truly said, the importance 


It makes the selection of that officer from the general list of eli- 
gible persons having been examined and having passed. So from 
all parts of the United States, not from the State alone, a person 
eligible in the highest degree may under the amendment be as- 
i to the performance of the duties of ter atany place; 
t brings up the whole question as to how faritis consistent 
with the theory of this Government to divorce the appointment 
of officers from the source in which the Constitution of the coun- 
has placed it. That is the question. The superior efficiency 
of such an organization may or may not be questioned, but cer- 
tainly it could be attained equally by requiring the postmaster in 
any particular region of country to report to and be under the 
supervision of some one person in that particular locality. So it 
is not of the essence of the amendment that there should be supe- 
rior efficiency to that which exists. But upon that subject it may 
be said that the constitutions of government are not formed upon 
the sole idea of efficiency. I believe it is Blackstone who in his 
Commentaries says, quoting from Montesquieu, that the best gov- 
ommani in the wea isa 3 provided Lar 1 assured 
e greatest wisdom an e greatest integrity in the person 
of the monarch. Certainly the test efficiency and the most 
direct execution of the law is to be found in the person of a mon- 
arch, a single person. But other considerations require that there 
should be Sifferent forms of government. Personal liberty, the 
tion of the rights of every man as against arbitrary power 
constitute the foundation upon which liberal governments are 
established. 

Now, what do we find upon the subject of civil-service reform, 
as itis called? We find that in this country the power of Execu- 
tive as A was carefully considered and framed. And where was 
it placed? Where was the power to create offices and to fill them 

by the Constitution? I need not say that it was in the 
ident of the United States and in the Congress of the United 
States, who are authorized to create inferior offices and vest the 
pointment in the heads of Departments. Is it an idle purpose 
to vest the appointing power of officers created by Congress in the 
heads of Departments? Has it any utility at all? Is it to be sup- 
posed that it has no purpose in this form of government and that 
the Executive power, the President of the United States, should 
have all power of appointment, of even the smallest officers of 
this Government, which may be created by Congress? 

It is the proposition of those who advocate the amendment that 
the whole power of appointment of officers created by Co: 
shall be vested in the President of the United States and in three 
Commissioners, who shall execute this power under the sole will 
of the President, an officer who holds two-thirds of the legislative 
power of the Co of the United States in every vote that is 
cast less 1 vote. t is the scheme which is now proposed in 
this and like amendments, that a single official, having two-thirds 
of n power of this Government in his ds less 1 
vote, have the sole power to appoint every officer in this Goy- 
ernment from the smallest to the highest. 

Now, is it safe to so intrust this power, contrary to the provi- 
sions of the Constitution? In the midst of this vast concentra- 
tion of power, in the alienation of the franchises of taxation 
into private and individual hands as property, when the great 
corporations of this country, owned by a few men, some do- 
mestic and largely foreign, collecting t times the tax that 
the Government itself can collect, when a few individuals have 
accumulated by the power of taxation upon the people from one 
to five hun million dollars each, is it wise and according to 
our system of Government, is it consistent with the preservation 
of this Government, that you should vest the power of appointing 
every officer from the lowest to the highest in the President of 
the United States and three men who are his creatures and subject 
to his will? 

It seems to me that there is a consideration which should give 
us pause. It does not matter what the provisions of the statutory 
law are. It is true that the amendment of the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELson] ought to be adopted which limits the 
power of creating substations and of putting into them, not post- 
masters of the vicinage, which ought to be required, for every 
postmaster ought to be selected according to the will of the patrons 
of the office in the locality, but persons selected from a list of 
eligibles embracing all the people of the United States. I =nder- 
take to say that if we continue the system by which yon disfran- 
chise from eligibility to office every man over 40 or 45 years of 

and every man or woman under 20 years of age, and leave to 

e individual possessing this great power, the Presidency, theright 
still further to limit the qualifications, he may limit them to per- 
sons over 21 years of age and under 30 years of age. He therefore 


possesses the absolute power of iving of eligibility the larger 
portion of the le of the United States. . . 
But it is said that you must consider that officials will interpret 
the law reasonably and execute the law reasonably. That is not 
the proposition upon which constitutions and institutions of goy- 
ernment are formed. They are formed upon the idea that public 
officials will not execute the laws fairly and justly, and restraints 
and limitations and checks and prohibitions are imposed upon the 
theory that the people shall be guarded against the abuse of power. 
So when it is proposed now that a list of eligibles shall be formed 
from persons who are over 20 and under 40 or 45 years of age, the 
power of ay See to be conferred not upon the heads of De- 
but upon rules formulated by a single man, the Presi- 
dent of United States, in my judgment you overthrow this 
form of government or place it in a condition where it may be 
subjected to great danger. But at all events, upon the pending 
1 bill a scheme of such great influence should not be 


OW ò 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, it appears that the consideration 
of the pending amendment does not involve necessarily, or, indeed, 
at all, any criticism either of the President of the United States or 
of the Postmaster-General. While I am not in favor of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wotcorr], and while I 


believe that the N with which we are to some extent threat- 
© CO 


ened, looking to msolidation of remote post-offices with city 
„Is a bad one, I express that view without feeling that 
am criticising anybody particularly. I have great personal 
respect for the Postmaster-General, but I also have my own views 
upon this subject. 
In the report of the Postmaster-General made during the i 
ent session, page 40 of House Document No. 4, I find the follow- 
ing: 


The question of extending civil-service methods to the selection of fourth- 
class postmasters has eats A received i attention since I have been at 
the head of this Department. It is beset with difficulties which my ex - 

tative in of a large country district d three 
——_ of t home to me more clearly than they 
might appear to a theoretical reformer or to the Re tative of a city 
constituency. I have studied various bills introdu: in both branches of 
Sonaro in recent years and welcomed suggestions from other quarters, 
But I do not find myself able to make, as 8 c recommendations 
on this important subject in the line of the on which has been pro- 


Here is a statement, therefore, made a eE the Postmas- 
ter-General to Congress, wherein he notifies us that, in his opinion, 
it is inadvisable, as the matter now appears to him, to pass any 
of the bills 3 postmasters 
of the fo c 

Mr. President, there is an effort, as we learn from the discussion 
here, at least by some of those who advocate the amendment, indi- 
rectly to do that which the Postmaster-General does not feel that 
he is pre to recommend, 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from California 
to read the next paragraph following the one he has read. 

Mr. WHITE. I shall do so with pleasure. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator will see, then, that all the suggestion 
there is in regard to this amendment isin line with what the Post- 
master-General has said. 

Mr. WHITE. I will read the next section: 
The order which you have recently a ved. 
Postmaster-General shall consolidate with a f livery office any other 
pn such consolidation shall carry into the service at the 

bast Prine the Post-Office Department roster of erin pp of the 
office conso ted, including the —— may be accepted as the begin- 
ning and foundation not only of a better postal service of the public, a better 
and more business-like accounting to this Department, but also a wise exten- 
sion of the civil-service m to postmasters. It is my pur to proceed 
under the authority of this order as discreetly as I can, and in the long run 
as far as experience will justify, so as to secure these commendabie results. 


Is that all the ere from Wisconsin alluded to? 
„Tes. 


Mr. VILAS 
Mr. WHITE. Reading that portion of the report of the Post- 
master-General I arrive at a conclusion enti opposite from 
that su by the interruption of the Senator from Wisconsin. 
It is well known to us all that as a rule the fourth-class post-offices 
are small affairs. As a thing there are no clerks. In 
many of the rural regions of the United States some one attends 
to the post-office duties in his own house. This recommendation 
lainly has reference to larger offices where more business is done, 
8 the Postmaster-General says: 
The order which you have recently Bos: ity meal 8 that when the 


elivery office any other 
classified service at the 


livery office the Post-Office Department roster-of employees of the 
office 2 eto. 


I would construe that recommendation, coupled with the other 
which precedes it, as meaning that the Postmaster-General does 
not favor consolidation in the case of small fourth-class offices, 
but that he does as to larger offices situated near a free-delivery 
office. Such would be my construction. However, as to what he 
intended perhaps others know better than I do. 


ding that when the 
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Mr. President, I admit that the evil which must result from 
this amendment will depend upon the extent to which the Post- 
master-General carries theauthority with which heis to be clothed. 
T agree, also, that it is dangerous to extend power too far, but I 
likewise concur in the observation made by some one that it is 
impossible to place a nice, an absolutely correct, limitation, But 
we must construe the intention of the officers who are to execute 
this authority by what they have recently said, even since this re- 
port was written. 

We find a suggestion by the Postmaster-General on page 4 of 
Report No. 592, as follows: 

A few days ago an order was issued from this office consolidating with the 
Brook! ost-office 14 inde t offices hitherto exist: in the cor- 

te limits of that * ee on Long Island might thus 
co! ted with the Brooklyn post-office, with an improvement.of the 


My attention was directed to the radical change proposed in the 
administration of the ‘tment the statement that every 
post-office on Long Island Sound might properly be consolidated 
with the Brooklyn post-office. Such an extensive and radical alter- 
ation in modes of procedure heretofore adopted seems to me worthy 
of more than pasing consideration, and when I reflect that this 
discussion and this matter are injected into an a iation bill, 
when it is impossible for us adequately to place ‘ore our view 
and to fully consider and act upon the various phases of the sub- 
ject, I at once think that the amendment should be retired, so that 
it may be more fully and completely di 5 

My distinguished friend the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wor- 
corr] referred to several cities in the United States within the 
corporate limits of which I understood him to say there were post- 
offices which should be or could be successfully consolidated. He 
has, I believe, a list before him officially prepared, I suppose, as 
he tells us he has obtained the information reliable sources— 
showing that within certain municipal jurisdictions there are 
various post-offices which really should be under central control. 
If I remember rightly,in the case of San „which was the 
only instance in California sgt i him, he referred to Point 
Loma and Sorrento and Lajolla North San Diego as places 
within the jurisdiction or limits of the city of San Diego. : 

I wish to call the attention of a Bago to this proposition. 
Point Loma is a very small office. Senator hi will ob- 
serve by looking at the returns that certainly it can not contrib- 
ute more than a hundred or two hundred dollars per annum to 
the Government coffers. I do not believe it contributes that 
much. It is located 8 miles from the city of San Diego. Lajolla 
is 12 miles from the city of San Diego, not within the municipal 
limits at all. Sorrento is 15 miles di t, and they are all very 
small offices. It would be impracticable to bring them under one 
jurisdiction. 

But it seems to me it would be bad policy at least to adopt an 
system which must result in sending a young man who has 
a civil-service examination from some of our cities, on his bicycle 
or by other mode of conveyance, to distribute mail in the rural 
regions to persons with whom perhaps he is not acquainted and to 
whom to some extent he may be a cause for Surely the 

cular instance cited by the Senator from Colorado as - 
ing a justification for co idation does not come even within the 
theory which he has advanced, and therefore I simply submit that 
he has been misinformed regarding it. 

It is true that we ought to have the best service we can but 
it is likewise true that there are thousands of small ces in 
this country in towns where there reside a population who wish 
to administer the post-office as nearly as they can es, and 
in most cases they do. I know it has been said here, and it is true 
in many instances perhaps in larger offices, that communities do 
not obtain the men for postmasters whom they desire. But that 
is not generally true, especially in the smaller places where some 
one accepts the office really as a matter of accommodation to his 
neighbors. Take counties and Iam thinking of some in my own 
State—where there may bea town of eight or ten thousand inhab- 
itants, and where there is a man of a higher class, so far as educa- 
tion and attainments are concerned, in central than 
in some of the country post-offices. I would not, for that reason, 
place the smaller offices under his jurisdiction. They get ary 
very well. Of course, there may be burglaries committed; but 
submit that the burglar will be just as liable to get into the office 
when it is attended by a gentleman who rides a bicycle as he will 
when it is attended by some old farmer in the country, who would 
be far more able in dealing with an unwarranted intrusion. 
There is nothing, I think, in the matter of loss. 

When we come to the matter of embezzlement, I do not think 
there would be an 


nsolida' 
ce. 


to create a great post-office trust and to put all of those 


ple under one central control, practically I believe it will lead 
a great deal of trouble. 
For myself, so far as the patro: is concerned, I do not believe 


it is of any benefit to an individual to enjoy patrona; I do not 
think it is any satisfaction to an individual | to have the authori! 
to fill fourth-class post-offices throughout the United States. 
would welcome a law which would consign to instantaneous death 
a member of Congress who would apply for any sort of an office for 


anybody. 

But Ido not think that now at this date we should add anything 
to the bill in this direction. The Senator from Iowa informs us 
that without any particular mention in the bill of the matter, 
$750,000 have been diverted into the clerk-hire channel, so as to 
enable the Postmaster-General to further experiment. I am un- 

illing to add anything to his power in this matter, because Ido 
not think that a theory which is supported by an example which 
tells us that all the post-offices on Long Island Sound can be suc- 
cessfully consolidated in Brooklyn is a good system. It has noth- 
ing to commend it to me, or if there were any commendatory 
features they are overborne by others. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I know the Senator from California wishes 
to be accurate. May I suggest to him that the post-offices pro- 

to . are not on Long Island Sound, but on 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Colorado will lend me his 
ear, I will read to him from the report of the Postmaster-General 
upon that subject, and it sounds to me as though I were right: 


ffi Island Sound 
— — oe Se might thus be consolidated with 


So I said, or intended to say if I did not, that the proposition of 
the Postmaster-General was to consolidate all of the t-offices 
on Long Island Sound and bring them within the Brooklyn juris- 
diction, and I think I was right about that. It rather astonished 
me, but I stated it upon that authority upon which I was told 
later in the discussion the Senator from Colorado largely relied. 

I desire to Sy (ones I do not consider it essential to this con- 
troversy) that I do not wish anything I have said to be construed 
into any reflection upon the civil-service system. Properly ap- 
plied I approve of it, but I agree with the Postmaster-General 
that it is inapplicable to the conditions surrounding the service 
of the fourth-class postmasters of the country. 

That is all I wish to sag Be the matter, Mr. President. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, Ihave listened to the 
of the junior Senator from Massachusetts . LODGE] with a 
good of interest, particularly that ee of it in Which he 
said that the business could be conducted so much more cheaply. 
I have heard that from several. There is no doubt that the wh 
Government could be carried on much more cheaply if we trusted 
entirely to one man; but the question is, would it be as successful? 
All the ents in regard to consolidation that I have heard 
have a tendency to advocate a system of one-man power with 

to the Post-Office Department. We all know that the post- 
office has been exceedingly popular, and that, although the Execu- 
tives under different Administrations have sometimes appointed 
unfit men, they have invariably suffered politically for it, for it is 
the only outrage that can be usually met with ad te punishment 
if any political party attempts to interfere with the post-office. It 
belongs to the people in their local capacity, so much so that it 
has been very popular ever since I can remember to advocate the 
election of postmasters by the people, leaving the Executive the 
power of removal. Many Congressmen have been in the habi 
when they were allowed to nominate, so to speak, or 
the appointments in their districts, to submit it to a vote of the 
people. I think that very few members of Congress who have the 
responsibility of recommending a postmaster will now disregard 
the views of the citizens in the ity. 
With regard to the post-office, the people have more to do with 
it. We are aware that republican government costs more to con- 
duct than a monarchical government, but here is a branch of the 
service which has been regulated practically by the people and we 
see how pe the post-office is. The post-office is the most 
ar branch of the public service; everybody refers to it as a. 
efaction, and I believe it is, because it has been brought clearly 
home to the people. 

With reference to supplying the local post-offices in the small 
localities, at the crossroads, under any civil-service arran. 
it would be impossible to do it aa satisfactorily as the service is 
now performed. Ibelieve nine times out of ten in very small places 
the man who takes the post-office is the country storekeeper at 
that point, or he has a drug store where everybody goes, and he 
is appointed practically by the people by nnanimousconsent. If he 
does not act right, complaint is promptly made. There are generally 
eee. one I t and one ublican, where poe | are 

i FFV one 
or the takes it when his party is in power, and both of them 
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conduct the office satisfactorily. 
factory, there would be protest, and it is generally heeded. 


If either should prove unsatis- 


I would be opposed to any consolidation that interfered with 
the favorite system of popular self-government as it has been con- 
ducted with regard to the Post-Office Department. Before we 
make any serious changes it should be discussed on something 
besides an ap ro anon bill, and the manner in which it can be 
carried out should be considered more at length than is possible 
at the present time. This is all I have to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I hope to finish the bill to- 
night, if practicable. We have now spent about five hours in the 
debate upon this proposition. 

Mr. PEFFER. ill the Senator from Iowa yield to me just a 
moment to pore an amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield a moment for that purpose. 

Mr. PEFFER. I propose an amendment, to come in at the 

r Hea I ask that it be read for information. 

The CE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided further, That when two towns or cities lie adjoining, but are sit- 


uate in ‘erent States, the post-offices in said towns or cities shall not be 
consolidated in one office. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is only an added reason why I should 
make the motion which I propose to make. I think the Senate 
thoroughly understand this question, and I move to lay the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado, with all the amend- 
ments thereto, upon the table. 

Mr. PASCO. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me one mo- 
ment? In orderthat there may be adirect vote on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Colorado, and without having it 
affected by the amendment which I offered, I will ask leaye to 
withdraw my amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my motion for that purpose. 

Mr. PASCO. Then the question will be settled entirely upon 
that amendment, 

Mr. VILAS. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not make that 
motion yet. I wish to engage the attention of the Senate for a 
few moments in respect to some things that have been said regard- 
ing the remarks I made on Thursday. I do not believe the Sena- 
tor would gain anything in time by pressing a vote on this sub- 
ject unreasonably. I doubt whether it would be possible for us 

dispose of the bill to-night. 

Mr. ALLISON. I certainly do not wish to press the bill 
unreasonably or the disposition of the amendment unreasonably. 
Tf the Senator from Wisconsin could indicate tome how much 
time he desires I would withdraw the motion for that purpose; 
or if I can have an understanding that the amendment shall be 
voted upon after the Senator from Wisconsin has concluded his 
observations I will yield to him. 

Mr. VILAS. So far as the time required by me is concerned, it 
will be just such as I find necessary to make the few remarks I 


desire to make. Ican not engage for a vote for anybody else 
after I am done. 
Mr. ALLISON. After the observations to be made by the Sen- 


ator from Wisconsin I will test the sense of the Senate by moving 
to lay the pending amendment on the table. f 

Mr. VILAS. I trust the Senator from Iowa will withdraw that 
motion, because it cuts off debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that. 

Mr. VILAS. And no debate is practically going to be cut off in 
that way: I certainly trust the Senator will not insist upon mak- 
ing the motion. 

Mr, ALLISON. I understood the Senator to make that threat, 
and I understand perfectly well that the Senator from Wisconsin 
can make such observations as he chooses upon the bill at such 
time as he chooses; and that being true, I to test the sense of 
the Senate upon the amendment; that is all. 

Mr. V. . The Senator from Iowa did not understand me 
correctly; Iam sure he did not. Isimply made a request which 
I think it is very common to have granted in the Senate. Icer- 
tainly trust the Senator from Iowa is not, in his urgency to pass 
this appropriation bill, going to adopt a course of practice that is so 
unusual in this body. I have not engaged the attention of the 
Senate at length upon the subject. Several things have been said 
by the Senator from Florida on my right [Mr. Pasco] and the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALE with respect to some obser- 
vations I submitted to the Senate on Thursday that demand brief 
reply. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wanted to yield to the Senator from Wis- 
consin and was asking him about how much time he would re- 
quire, when he said to me that he did not expect to limit himself, 
but would occupy such time as he chose, and then notified me 
that the bill coti not be finished to-night. If wə are going on 
in this way, without having any arrangement, of course the - 
ator will make such motions as he sees proper to make. That is 
all I wish to say to the Senator from Wisconsin, 


I desire to get through with the appropriation bill in a reason- 
able time. I desire also to give every Senator an opportunity to 
debate the ponang uestion. But we have now spent from half 

ast 12 until 5 o’clock upon this single amendment of the Senator 

rom Colorado. I do not know, but from everything I can see 
about me the sense of the Senate is against the amendment. I 
only desire to test the sense of the Senate, not to cut off debate, 
Now, I will yield to the Senator from Wisconsin to make such 
observations as he chooses, and I give notice that after he has fin- 
ished his remarks I shall renew my motion. y 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to inquire of the 
Senator from Iowa whether he withdraws his motion to lay the 
amendment ef the Senator from Colorado on the table? 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw it for the time being. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Themotionis withdrawn. TheSen- 
ator from Wisconsin is recognized. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield tome 
for a moment? 

Mr. VILAS. With pleasure, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I shall try not to trespass upon the time of 
the Senate for more than three or four minutes, if I have to do so 
at all; but in view of the fact that I reported the amendment, it 
may be possible that I shall ask the Senator from Iowa to pa a 
moment to me to respond to one or two suggestions which have 
been made. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishallcertainly yield for that purpose. What 
I want is to have the bill disposed of before we adjourn to-day. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ihave no desire to take up any time. 

Several SENATORS. Let us adjourn. 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator from Iowa does not insist upon 
oing on to-night, I am willing that that motion shall bemade. I 
o not feel that I am at liberty to yield for the purpose of making it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill try to be as amiable as possible. If wə 
can fix an hour to-morrow when the ponding bill shall be dis- 
posed of without further debate, and amendments made to it 
or 18 to it hereafter shall be disposed of without debate, 
and the bill shall pass before final adjournment to-morrow, fixing 
an hour, I will yield to the wishes of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That there shall be no debate upon any other 
amendment? Is that the Senator's suggestion? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not. My suggestion is that we shall fix an 
hour to vote upon the bill and all amendments relating to it, and 
after that hour we shall proceed to vote without further debate. 
Then I will yield to the disposition of Senators as respects ad- 
journment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have only to say that except as to the amend- 
ment respecting experimental offices, which I desire to call to the 
attention of the Senator from Iowa, I suppose very briefly, I know 
of no other amendment, so far as I am concerned, which will take 
any time in discussion. 

r. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent, then, that to-morrow 
at 3 o’clock we shall proceed to vote, without further debate, upon 
all amendments to the bill then pending or of which notice has 
then been given. 

Mr. VILAS. Isuggest to the Senator from Iowa that he ask that 
the vote be taken to-morrow, without fixing an hour. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill ask unanimous consent that we may vote 
at 4 o’clock, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa one question. 
Why not take the bill at the conclusion of the routine morning 
business and discuss it up to a certain hour, and then proceed with 
it under the five-minute rule for an hour or so and consider other 
amendments, and vote on it at 40’clock? Agreements upon other 
measures, such as the one proposed, have shut out the offering of 
amendments, the Senate having fixed a definite hour upon which 
to vote and the discussion having occupied the entire time up to 
that moment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I will modify my proposition, in view of 
the suggestion made by the Senator from Nebraska. I request 
that we agree to take the bill up immediately after the routine 
business in the morning, proceed with it until 3 o’clock, and at 3 
o'clock proceed with it, say, from 8 to 4, under the five-minute rule 
as provided by Rule Vill, and that at 4 o’clock we shall proceed 
to vote upon the bill and amendments without further debate. 

. . And during which time amendments may be 
offered. 

Mr. ALLISON, If they can be disposed of in the meantime, of 
course I shall make no objection, 

Mr. VILAS. I suggest again to the Senator from Iowa that he 
simply ask the Senate to agree that a vote shall be taken to-mor- 
row. We have had only one day’s debate, practically, on the bill. 
There were some things said on it in a hurried way in the latter 

of the afternoon for two or three days last week, but there 
been very little discussion upon the bill of as much consequence 
as this is, and unfortunately, as I think, a good deal of it has been 
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devoted to this very simple amendment to-day, taking a wide 
range beyond perhaps what the nature of the amendment called 
for. That is uncontrollable, but that ought not to prevent the 
discussion of the bill in other particulars in which it may be nec- 
essary to present some amendments and observations on the part 
of different Senators. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I will modify my request still further 
and ask the Senate to agree that we shall proceed until half past 
8 o’clock to-morrow with the general debate; that from that hour 
we shall debate the bill under the five-minute rule, and at 5 o'clock 

roceed to take a yote upon amendments and on the bill without 
urther debate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Unless it is sooner disposed of. A 

Mr. ALLISON. Unless it is sooner disposed of. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Iowa pardon me? I 
have an amendment that I want to offer to the bill which might 
be ruled out on a point of order if the chairman of the committee 
objected to it. I should like permission to have the amendment 
read, so that I may know whether it would be objected to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to my friend from North Carolina 
that I will be reasonable in respect to amendments and as to 
points of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. But, if the Senator from Iowa will pardon me, 
if the ees of order should be made against my amendment, it 
would have to go before the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, which will not hold a meeting until Wednesday morning. 

Therefore, I much prefer the bill should not be acted on before 
Wednesday, so that the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
could make a report upon it, in which case it would not be sub- 
ject to the point of order. Will the Senator from Iowa permit 
me to have the amendment read so as see if there is any objection 
to it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwould prefer to have that subject considered 
when we reachit. Of course I know that it is within the power 
of a Senator to object if he chooses. Iassure him that I will be 
reasonable with him as respects the amendment, 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not think there will be any objection to 
it, but I want to protect it against objection, which may be done 
by having the amendment read. It will take but a moment's 
reading. 

Mr. KLLISON. The Senator will see that in making an adjust- 
ment now fora vote to-morrow I can not accept such a condition.’ 
Therefore I must decline his suggestion. Of course he has it in 
his power to object and thus to prevent me from obtaining the 
agreement which I very much desire. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa? ; 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwant just one definite understanding and then 
there is no objection on my part. That is, that at any time dur- 
ing the discussion under the five-minute rule amendments may be 
offered up to the hour of 5 o’clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly, up to 5 o’clock. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to call the attention of the Senator, under 
that suggestion, to the fact that I shall desire to strike out from 
the bill the provision for necessary and ial facilities on rail- 
roads, and if that amendment be not adopted I shall ask the Senate 
to reduce the amount to $175,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will take no advantage of Senators as respects 
amendments. All I desire is to complete the consideration of the 
bill to-morrow and have unanimous consent that it may be done. 
I do not wish to detain the Senate here beyond a reasonable hour 
on that day. Therefore I have made every proposition that will 
facilitate what I wish to have done to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits again, Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator from Iowa? The Chair 
hears none. It is so ordered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to send to the desk an amendment to 
come in on page 7, line 25. 

GEN. JOHN M. THAYER. 


Mr. THURSTON. I ask unanimous consent to make a mo- 
mentary statement concerning a bill that cama over from the 
House to-day, and then I shall ask unanimous consent to have it 


passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the uest of 
the Senator from Nebraska? TheChairhearsnone. The bill will 
be read for information, 

The Secre read the bill (H. R. 6644) granting a pension to 
Gen. John M. yer, United States Volunteers, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. Thayer, late briga- 
ee eee and brevet major-general of volunteers, at a pension of a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 3 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the ole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CULLOM. I rose to call up a pension bill, but I yield to 
the Senator from Iowa to make a statement. 
Mr. ALLISON. Lasked the Senator from Illinois to yield to 
me that I might state the unanimous understanding as respects 


the disposition of the Post-Office appropriation bill to-morrow. 
The request I made was, that immediately after the completion of 
the routine business in the morning the bill should be taken up 
and continued under the general rule of debate until half past 3; 
that from that time until 5 o’clock it should be considered under 
the five-minute rule, and at that hour we should proceed to vote 
upon all amendments and upon the bill without further debate. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the right to move to amend up to what 


hour? 
Mr. ALLISON. Up to 5 o'clock. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. wish to ask a question for information. 


For instance, an amendment is to be offered suggesting that the 
experimental free-delivery offices be discontinued. The discussion 
upon that when it comes will be limited to the five-minute rule 
under this ent? 
Mr. ALLISON. If it does not come until half past 3 it will. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. It is very certain, of course, not to come 
until Sy Ts 3. d 
Mr. PASCO. Before we pass away from the appropriation 
I ask leave to offer an amendment. I ask that it may be prin 
in the ordinary form and also in the RECORD., 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
Mr. Pasco’s amendment is as follows: 
On page 2, after “seat,” in line 6, insert the following additional proviso: 
“And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the 
establishment or maintenance of any station, substation, or branch post- 
office beyond the limits of any city or town in which the principal office to 
which such station, substation, or branch office is attached is located.” 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; 
and m were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 2912) granting to the Atchison and Nebraska Rail- 
road Company and the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad 
Company, its lessee in perpetuity, the right of way over a part of 
the and Fox and Iowa Indian Reservation in the States of 
Kansas and Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 4632) for the relief of Frederick B. Betts, surviving 
partner of the firm of Betts, Nichols & Co.; 

A bill (H. R. 5736) to authorize the Light-House Board to pro- 
ceed with the construction of the light-house and fog signal on 
North Manitou Island, Lake Michigan; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 159) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to prepare and submit estimates for the improvement of the 
harbor at Portland, Me. 


MISS MARY E. HULL, 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senate to put on its pasigo the bill 
H. R. n pense to Miss Mary E. Hull. dependent 
sister of John A. Hull, deceased, late of Company F, Eighty-first 
ee of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late war of the 
re on. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place upon 
the pension rolls the name of Miss Mary E. Hull, dependent sister 
of John A. Hull, deceased, late of Company F, in the Eighty-first 
Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late war of the 
rebellion, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. GALLINGER 
February 27, 1896, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1141) 
e N a pension to Miss Mary E. Hull, have examined the same, and re- 


port: 

The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Repre- 

a hereto appended is adopted, and the passage of the bill is recom- 
meni 

HOUSE REPORT. 

The evidence fully establishes the fact that the beneficiary in said bill was 

= sister of James and John A. Hull; that said James died in the service of 

coun’ 


a single woman. 

That her brother John A. was a widower when he entered the service of 
the United States in the war of the rebellion; that she lived with and was 
keeping house for him at said time; that he then had three young, helpless 
children, and the said Mary E. took charge of them during his absence, 
for and educated them; that she had no money or pro’ 11 of her own, but 
devoted her energies and life to her said brother John A. and his children 
pote As ba the war; that her brother John A. remained a widower 

That he died about eight years ago, leaving no property or money, and that 
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or money, is near 63 years of age, from disa- 
rself, and is . ee upon her friends for 
bilities 


n A. Hull contracted while in the line of 

duty in the service of his country in the late rebellion from which he never 

recovered and of which he died; that he was at the date of his death drawing 

a pension for said rag E. was dependent upon her 
d brother his life 


„and since his death on the 
charity of friends; that fro furnished your committee 


— is now, from age and disability, unable to work or labor to support her- 


That she is and always has been a lady of good and irreproachable char- 
acter and reputation, respected by those who know her; that said Mary E., 
by her devotion to the family of her said brother John A., for and 
rearing them from childhood to maturity, lost and abandoned the oppor. 
tunities of young womanhood, and your committee, fully belie that r 
FFT the Union and his children she 
should in her old days be cared for by a generous Government, recommend 
that said bill do pass at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PERRY COUNTY, TENN. 


Mr. BATE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of House bill 4053. It is purely a local bill which has 
passed the other House. It will take but a few moments. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4053) re chap- 
ter 148 of the Supplement of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. It proposes to repeal the act of March 3, 1875, chapter 
148 of the 8 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, and that the county of Perry, in the middle judicial dis- 
trict of the United States in the State of Tennessee, shall hereafter 
compose a part of the western judicial district of the United 
States in that State; and all cases now commenced or depending 
in the district affected by this act shall be heard, tried, and de- 
termined in the same manner as if this act had not been passed; 
and the prosecution of all crimes heretofore committed in the dis- 
trict s be prosecuted and punished in the same manner as if 
this act had not been passed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAPITAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. WALTHALL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Senate bill 888. | ` 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 888) to amend an actenti- 
tled “An act to incorporate the Capital Railway Company,” ap- 
proved March 2, 1892. : ey. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with an amendment, to strike out all after the words 
“striking out,” in line 6, and insert: 

In the first section all after the words a common seal,” to the end of the sec- 
tion, and inserting the following: Said ration is hereby authorized to 
construct and lay down and complete a 
. — at tag the District line 

route: ata on e near 

the Potomac River southeast el Shovheni's Farry. thence 
shall be approv the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to the 
south side of the a River at the ler Gg Bridge; 
to Eleventh street east; thence north on Eleventh 

A west on M street toa point to be located 

connecting with the 
returning over the same route to 
t 3 at the eastern end of the Navy-Yard 
easterly along Monroe and Harrison streets and Good a soe and 
Hope road to the District line, over such route as District 
shall a and returning over the came route to the 
of : Provided, That within the city of Washington a double- 
railwa: be constructed.“ 

Sno. 2. That the monre pora to be bear Arip e ee 
shall be the unde d electric 8 within the city of Washin and 

head trolley system outside the city of Washington. For crossing 

the said company may, in the discretion of the Com- 

use ei horse power or the under- 

round electric system to propel its cars; and the said co shall have 
Soe pot of carrying an electric across the said Navy-Yard 
idge in such manner as the said Commissioners of the District of Columbia 


SEC. 3. That e Capital Railway Company and the Capital Traction Com- 
pany are hereb: uired to issue free transfers at the point of intersection 
We their veapectivs tines, 0 that for the yment of one fare a passenger on 
either road privilege of riding of both. 

SEO. 4. That the portion of the company's route from 

ts to Shepherd's Landing shall be 
te of the of this act. 
reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 3 

ELIZA CRAIG HECKMAN. 

Mr. ahela en 18100 out consent for sno present con- 
sideration 181 ting a pension to Eliza Craig 
Heckman, widow of Sig Gen. Charles A. Heckman. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place the 


ies; t 


int 


name of Eliza Craig Heckman, widow of Brig. Gen. Charles A. 
Heckman, on the pension roll at $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CUSTOMS OFFICERS AND ASSISTANT TREASURERS. 


Mr. WHITE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 972) to provide for the continuance in 
office of customs officers and assistant treasurers until successors 
shall haye been appointed and qualified. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that hereafter 
all customs officers and assistant treasurers Gps rag by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate of the 
United States, for a term of four years, shall hold their offices 
until their successors shall have been duly appointed and qualified 
8 to law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RAILROAD DEPOT GROUNDS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. CHILTON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 5672. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5672) to grant to 
railroad companies in the Indian Territory additional powers to 
secure depot grounds. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with an amendment, to insert at the end of the bill, as a new sec- 
tion, the following: 

Serc. 4. That all lands acquired under the provisions of this act shall be 
used for railroad purposes strictly, and not more than 20 acres of land at any 
shall any AAAA Wendl be os AIRIA Wun to ant SA took 
ps poral eee for railroad 5 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


A. H. M'LAWS. 


Mr. GORDON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5083) granting an increase of pension 
to A. H. McLaws. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes toincrease the 
pension of A. H. McLaws, of Dublin, Ga., late second lieutenant 
in Captain Dill’s Company (B), First Georgia Regiment, Mexican 
war, to $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RIBEONS OF HONOR, 


Mr. SHOUP. Task unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 85) relative to the medal 
of honor authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862,and March 3, 1863. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amend- 
ment to strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to issue to any 
person to whom a medal of honor has been awarded, or may hereafter 
awarded, under the visions of the joint resolution approved July 12, 1862, 
and the act approved March 3, 1863. a rosette or knot to be worn in lieu of the 
medal, and a ribbon to be worn with the medal; said rosette or knot and rib- 
bon to be each of a pattern to be prescribed and established by the President 
of the United States, and any appropriation that may hereafter be available 
for the contingent expenses of the War Department is hereby made available 
for the p of this act: Provided, That whenever a ribbon issued under 
the provisions of this act shall have been lost, destroyed, or rendered unfit 
for use, without fault or neglect on the part of the person to whom it was 
issued, the Secretary of War shall cause a new ribbon to be issued to such 
person without charge therefor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out the proviso from that 
amendment. I do think it is too small a business for this Govern- 
ment to engage in to be furnishing ribbons to men who have had 
medals. It is small enongh, I think, to furnish them in the first 
place; but when a man loses or defaces his ribbon, then to have 
the Secretary of War solemnly issue a little piece of ribbon to him, 
and send it to him by mail or express, seems to me to be absurd. 
I move to strike out that part of the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator if he knows 
of what the cross of the Legion of Honor is composed, which all 
French soldiers prize more than they do their lives? 

1 COCKRELL, I do not. Is there any little ribbon attached 
i 

Mr, HOAR. «Oh, yes. A x 

Mr. SHOUP. Yes; there is a ribbon attached to it, and if it 
wears out, it is 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Why could not the man replace it himself? 

Mr. SHOUP. The demand for these ribbons will be so small 
that dealers will not be justified in carrying them in stock, and 
the cost is but trifling. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The cost is such a minimum and such a 
little thing that I do not think the Government should be called 
upon to furnish the ribbons; and I must insist on my amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri, to strike out the proviso 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is e to strike out the proviso at the 
end of the amendment, which reads: 

Provided, That whenever a ribbon issued under the provisions of this act 
shall have been lost, destroyed, or rendered unfit for use, withont fault or 
neglect on the part of the person to whom it was issued, the Secretary of 
ide —_ cause a new ribbon to be issued to such person without charge 

ereior. 

Mr. SHOUP. I hope the Senator will not insist on that. 

The amendment was rejected. 
ope COCKRELL. I object to the further consideration of the 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the bill 
will go over. 


CONDEMNED CANNON TO GUILFORD BATTLE GROUND COMPANY. 


Mr. BUTLER. Task unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of the joint resolution (S. R. 112) donating a con- 
demned cannon and some shells to the Guilford Battle Ground 
Company, near Greensboro, N. C. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was re to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr: for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, 

FOG SIGNAL AT MENOMINEE HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5363) authorizing the construction 
of a fog signal on the north pier of the entrance to Menominee 
Harbor, Wisconsin. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 
from the Committee on with an amendment, in line 4, 
after the word Harbor,“ to strike out Wisconsin“ and insert 
“Michigan”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., There is hereby authorized to be 5 
north pier of the entrance to Menominee Harbor, Michigan, a fog to 
cost not exceeding $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill authorizing the 
construction of a fog signal on the north pier of the entrance to 
Menominee Harbor, Michigan.” 

W. H. L. PEPPERELL. 


Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the t consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 250) for the relief of W. H. L. Pepperell. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Postmaster- 
General to cause the accounts of W. H. i Pepperell, late post- 
master at Concordia, State of Kansas, to be 
and cause the credit to be certified tothe Auditor of the 
for the Post-Office ent, being on account of the loss of 
$1,345 in postage stamps and $200 in postal funds stolen from the 
post-office on August 27, 1887, it 3 the loss was with- 
out fault or negligence on the part of the late postmaster, and ap- 
propriates $1,545 to pay the claim. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
April 7, 1896, ut 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 6, 1896. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
William A. Little, of Georgia, to be Assistant Attorney-General. 


PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Asst. ineer Willits Pedrick, of New Jersey, to be a 
chief engineer in the Revenue-Catter Service of the United States. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

John C. Keenan, of Stringtown, Ind., to be t for the Indians 
of the Neah Bay Agency in Washington. oon 
POSTMASTERS. 


Ansel E. Chamberlin, to be postmaster at Dalton, in the county 
of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 

Martin McCabe, to be postmaster at Winchenden, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 6, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. 
cas Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
prov 
SEED DISTRIBUTION. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask the regular order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 1 wish to make a brief an- 
nouncement, with the consent of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield for a 
moment? 

Mr. HITT. Certainly. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. er, I ask that the following 
letter be read for the information of the Honse. It is from the 
Se, of Agriculture and relates to the subject of seed distri- 

ution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C, April 6, 1896, 
$ 1 
sis davies ol tie Trias or ae renk serike hate kiada ae rna borar 
packets (making LUS O00 packages Instead of 075000) for #5000 cxtee memes. 
2 has been accepted, and seeds will be so . N 


N J. STERLING MORTON, Secretary. 
Hon. J. W. WADSWORTH, $ A j 
Chairman Committee on Agriculture, House of Representatives. 


Mr. HULICK. That is right. 
[The reading of the letter was received with applause. ] 
CUBAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. W psy I call up the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, the vote will 
now be taken on the report of the conference committee on the 
resolutions relating to Cuba. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HITT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the yeas and nays, 

Mr. HITT. I withdraw the demand. 

Mr, TUCKER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were e 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 247, nays 27, 
not yoting 80; as follows: 


YEAS —247. 
Abbott, Cannon, Hemenway, - 
Adams, Catchings, Dolbver, Hend 
Aitken, Chickering, Doolittle, Henry, Ind, 
drich, Ala. Clardy, Dovener, Hepburn, 
Allen, Utah „lowa 1. Hermann, 
Arnold, Pa. Clark, Mo. i Hilborn, 
Avery, Cobb, Mo. Evans, Hill, Conn. 
Babcock, Cockrell, Fairchild, Hitt, 
Bailey, Codding, Fenton, Hooker, 
Baker, Kans. Colson, E Hopkins, 
Baker, N.H Connolly, Fletcher, Howe. 
Barham, Cook, Wis. Howell, 
ney, Cooke, III. Gamble, Hubbard, 
5 Cooper, Gibson," Auster, 
Cooper, Wis. Graff, H 
Bell, Colo. Corliss, Griffin, Hunter, 
Tex. Griswold, Hurley. 
Crowley, Grosvenor, Hyde, 
Bishop, Cramp, Grow, Jenkins, 
Blue, Cum Hadley. Johnson, Cal. 
Brode: Curtis, Iowa Hager, Johnson, 
Brosius, Ga X po nate Kem om 
Brown, Danford, Hanly, Kerr, 
Brumm. yton, Hardy, Kiefer, 
Buck, De Armond, . Kirkpatrick, 
Burrell, Denny, Knox, 
Burton, Mo. De Wit. Hartman, Kulp, 
Burton, Ohio Dingley, Hatch. Lacey, 
Calderhead, Dinsmore, Heatwole, Latimer, 
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Lawson, Meredith, Ray, Sulloway, 
FV 
s es, eyburn, wanson, 
Miller, W. Va. Richardson, Taft, 
Milliken, Robinson, Pa. Talbert, 
Lester, Milnes, Royse, te, 
Minor, Wis. Russell, Conn. Tawney, 
Linney, Mondell, Sauerhering, Tayler, 
ton, Money, yers, ‘erry, 
Little, Mozley, Scranton, Thomas, 
Li Murphy, Shafroth, Towne, 
Long, Newlands, She Y, 
Loudenslager, Noonan, Shuford Treloar, 
Low. Northway, Smith, IÙ. Underwood, 
Maddox, Odell, Smith; Mich. egraff, 
Mahany, Ogden, Southard, Van Horn, 
Mahon, Otey, Spalding, Van Voorhis, 
Marsh. Otjen, Sparkman, alsh, 
McCall, Tenn. Overstreet, Spencer, Wanger, 
i eee S eings 
cClure, ‘atterson, e ashington, 
e , Pele Sienn Wallington” 
, Ky. n. phenson, e n, 

Cortes, Pendleton, Stewart, N. J. Wilber, 
McDearmon, Perkins, Stewart, Wis. Willis, 
McLachlan, Phillips, Stokes, Wilson, Idaho 
McLaurin, Pickler, Stone, C. W. Wood, 

0 Powers, Stone, W. A. Woodard, 
McRae Prince, Strait. Woodman, 
Meiklejohn, Pugh, Strong, Yoakum. 
Mercer, Quigg, Strowd, N.C. 

NAYS—27. 
Arnold, R. I. Daniels, Lefever, Turner, Ga, 
wood, Draper. ayers 
Berry, Ellett, Va. McCall, Mass. ‘adsworth, 
Black, Ga. Elliott, S. C. Moody, Walker, Mass, 
Black, N. X. Gillet, N. Y. Poole, Walker, Va. 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass, Simpkins, Wright. 
Culberson, Grout, Tucker, 
NOT VOTING—80. 
Acheson, 3 Joy, Russell, Ga. 
Aldrich, III. Crowther, Kendall, Settle, 
Allen, Miss. Dalzell, Kyle, hannon, 
Anderson, Downing, Lorimer, W. 
Andrews, rdman, Loud, Skinner, 
i thea — 4 11 Snover, 
"Baker, rald, cCleary, Minn. i 
1 Foote, Me. wane Southwick, 
tt, Fowler, McKenney, tallings. 
Bartlett, Ga. Hall, Mo. Miller, Kans. Strode, Nebr, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Harmer, Miner, N. Y. Tracewell, 
mn, Morse, Turner, Va. 
Bowers, Heiner, Pa. Watson, Ind. 
Brewster, Hendrick, Neill, Wheeler, 
Henry, Conn. Parker, te, 
Clarke, Ala. Hic! Pitney, Williams. 

„ Ala. Howard, ice, Wilson, N.Y. 
Coffin, Huling, Raney, Wilson, Ohio 
Cowen, Hu n, Robertson, La. Wilson, S. C. 

x, Jones, Rusk, Woomer. 


So the conference report was adopted. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Crisp. 

Mr. WILLIAMS with Mr. HUTCHESON. 

Mr. WoomeEr with Mr. Sora. 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. Moses. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. DOWNING. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 

Mr. BREWSTER with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

Mr. Hulud with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. Watson of Indiana with Mr. WILson of South Carolina, 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. COWEN. 

Mr. WHITE with Mr. HARRISON. 

Mr. SETTLE with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. CROWTHER with Mr. LAYTON. 

Mr. MILLER of West Virginia with Mr. WOODARD, 

Mr. Hulk with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. Loup with Mr. KYLE, 

Mr. ANDREWS with Mr. Miner of New York, 

Mr. TRACEWELL with Mr. HENDRICK. 

Mr. LORIMER with Mr. MAGUIRE. 

On this vote: 

Mr. DRAPER with Mr. GAMBLE. 

Mr. Jones with Mr. TURNER of vaga 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia with Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia, 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. ERDMAN. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. LORIMER, is 
necessarily absent to-day. If present, he would vote “yea” on 
this question. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I have a general pair with the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CROWTHER], but it was express! 
understood that I might vote on this . and he aske 
me to state that if present, he also would vote yea.“ 

My colleague, Mr. Sore, was called suddenly away, and requested 
me to announce that if present, he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. JONES, Mr. Speaker, I find that I am paired with my col- 
league, Mr. TURNER, and therefore withdraw my vote. 


Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. Chairman, I find that I am paired with 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN]. I voted yea,“ but 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DRAPER. I understand that I am reported as being paired. 
I paired when going away, a week ago, with the understanding 
that the pair would expire on Saturday last. The pair related to 


political questions, and has 
question; and I therefore vo 
in the ers 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I inadvertently voted on this resolution, for- 
getting the fact that I was paired with the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Hurcueson]. I voted “yea,” and withdraw my vote. He 
would vote“ ao 0 if present. I wished to explain this fact. 

Mr. TRACEWELL. Mr. Speaker, I see that I am paired, by a 
friend, with the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. HENDRICK]. If 
not paired, I should have voted “yea.” 

Mr. MERCER. My colleague [Mr. ANDREWS] is paired. If 
present, he would vote in the affirmative on this question. 

Mr. McDEARMON, I was erroneously reported as paired. I 
voted, and wish the announcement of the pair to be withdrawn. 

Mr. WHEELER. I should like to have my vote recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall and listening 
to his name? 

Mr. WHEELER. Iwas detained at the door talking to a man, 
and when my name was called, in the confusion, I did not catch it 
in time to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening for his name? 

Mr. WHEELER. I was, as well as a man can who is talking. 
I should like to have my vote recorded in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain a request under 
the rule, as the gentleman is aware. 

Mr.FOOTE. Mr. Speaker, I was in the corridor when my name 
was called. If present, Ishould have voted “nay.” 

Mr. DAYTON. My colleague, Mr. HuLInG, was called home 
unexpectedly. If present, he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. S. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to ask that the 
gentleman from Alabama be permitted to record his vote? 

5 5 The Chair can not entertain the request under 

e rules. 

Mr. NEILL. I desire to have my vote recorded, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Was the 5 present? 

Mr. NEILL. I was in the House during the second call. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule that is not sufficient. 

Mr. NEILL. Ican not say whether I was actually present when 
my name was called or not. I came in during the call. I should 
have voted ‘‘ yea,” if present. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Lask a recapitulation of the vote. 

Mr. WHEELER. Would it bein order to state that I should 
have voted “ yea”? 

Mr. DALZELL, I find that I am paired with the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. I voted yea, but not knowing how 
he would vote, I will withdraw mine. 

Mr. HULICK. I find, since recording my vote, that lam pa 
generally with the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. I learn 
that he would have voted ‘“‘ yea,” if present, and with the under- 
standing that he would have so voted, I desire to let my vote stand. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my name recorded, 
I was in the Hall when the first roll was called. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening to his name? 

Mr. FOOTE. I was just across in the cloakroom—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not allowed to entertain a re- 
quest, under the rule, unless the gentleman was present and failed 
to hear his name. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
ACHESON, is unavoidably detained from the House. If present, 
he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr, RICHARDSON. My colleague, Mr. Cox, is absent by per- 
mission of the House. If present, he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. JOY. Isupposed, Mr. Speaker, that I was paired, and did 
not vote when my name was called. I find by the list of pairs, 
however, that the information given me was erroneous, and I ask 
to have my name recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to entertain the request 
under the circumstances. 

Mr. JOY. I desire to say that I should have voted ‘‘ yea,” had 
Inot been under the impression that I was paired. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The announcement was received with prolonged applause. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table, 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. groan I moye to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

ThesPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom New York [Mr. ia ogee | 
ae to sugpend the rules and pass the bill which the Clerk 
repo: 


ired; besides, this is not a par 
and desire my vote to be recorde 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 7977) making a riations for the construction, re and 
1 of certain = 8 rivers and harbors, and for other 


purposes. 


M . Mr. Speaker, I ask that a second be considered 
as ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. oe is it not pro to read 
this bill at all? I understand that it carries ten millions of appro- 
priations and authorizes about $50,000,000 of contracts. 

Mr. HOOKER. This is generally the way this bill is passed. 


It passed this DiN the last Congress. S 
Mr. DOCKERY. A bill carrying $62,000,000 of obligations 
ought to be read. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask that the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. - The bill will have to be read, if gentlemen 
desire it, of course. : TP 

Mr. HOPKINS. Every member is familiar with this bill. It 
seems to me it is useless to take up the time—— 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. HOOKER] 
has the floor. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, after a second shall have been 
considered as ordered, or has been ordered by the House, I pro- 
pose to ask unanimous consent that debate upon the pending bill 
may be extended. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered. Is there objection? 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I simply want about five min- 
utes to k upon this bill. Can I have that? 2 

Mr. HOOKER. You shall have the time. There will be no 
objection to that. 

. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to consid- 
ering a second as ordered, but I shall object to dispensing with 
the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, a second is ordered. 
The gentleman from New York. 

. COLSON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. COLSON. I rise to ask if any changes have been made in 
the bill since it was printed? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes; there have been some changes. I will 
state to the gentleman that there have been some immaterial 
c ordered by the committee this morning, which changes 
I will explain when the bill is being considered. 

Now- Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the time for 
debate be extended until 3 o’clock. 

TheSPEAKER, Thegentleman from New York [Mr. HOOKER 
asks unanimous consent that the time for debate be extended un 
8 o’clock. Is there objection? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Is it to be general debate? 

Mr. HOOKER. General debate, under suspension of the rules. 
i Mr. CATCHINGS. What was the request? I was unable to 

ear it. 

hee Stra That the time for debate be extended until 3 
o'clock. 

Mr. OWENS. I object. 

Mr. HOOKER. Unless some agreement can be had, then only 
the debate can be had which is provided by the rule. I hope no 
objection will be made. 

r. GIBSON. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums of money be, and are hereby, 
appropriated, to be d out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to be immediately available, and to be expended under the 
. — on of the Secretary of War and the supervision of the Chief of Engi- 
neers, for the construction, completion, repair, and preservation of the public 
"S 5 den, Me.: Contin im t. $10,000. 

m arbor a en, Mo.: rovemen 
tapes : harbor at Rockland, Me.: Fair Aa ae rovement, including 
roject recommended Chief of Engineers under date of December 14, 
$25,500, of which $1,500 may be expended for the removal of an old hulk 
in the harbor: Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the 
Secretary of War for such materials and work as may be necessary for the 
completion of said projects for the improvement of said harbor, to be paid 
for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, not to exceed 
in the aggregate $700,500, exclusive of the amount herein and heretofore 
approp: à 


proving Mooseabec Bar, Maine: Continuing improvement, 8 

Improving Portland Harbor, Maine, according to the report of the Chief of 
Engineers dated April, 1896, and continuing improvement of Back Cove, ac- 
cording to existing project, $20,000: Provided, That contracts may be entered 
into by the 5 of War for such materials and work as may be neces- 
sary for the completion of such projects, to be paid for as appropriations may 
from time to time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate $810,000, ex- 
clusive of the amount herein appropriated. 

Improving harbor at Belfast, Me.: Continuing improvement, $8,000. 

For construction of breakwater from Mount Desert to Porcupine Island, 


Maine: Continuing improvement, gga in with ea 
2. accordance approv' 


ern patie at Sullivan 

TO; . 

z Improving Carvers Harbor, at Vinal Haven, Me., $10,000, in accordance with 
by the Chief of Engineers. 


submit- 

channel shall be 

minimum width of 1,000 feet and a minimum hey 5 of 27 feet, to 
0 


=x rovide that said 
a 
be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be law, in the 


te not to exceed $1,145,000, exclusive of amount herein and heretofore 


appropriated. 
Improving harbor at Lynn, Mass.: Continuing improvement, paa 
Improving harbor of refuge at Nantucket, : Continuing improve- 
men a . ~ 


Improving harbor at Plymouth, Mass.: Completing improvement, $1,500. 
Improving harbor at Provincetown, Mass.: Comple improvement, $1,500. 
Improving harbor at Newburyport, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $16,000, 
Improving harbor at Scituate, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 
Improving barbor at Hyannis, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $6,000, of 
which sum $2,500 shall be expended for dredging. 
grapes bor at Vineyard Haven, Continuing improvement, 


improving harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, Cape Ann, Mass.: Continuing 


improvement, $150,000. 
Improym harbor at Gloucester, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $34,000: 
Provided, t of this appropriation a sum not exceeding $2,000 may, in the 
from Gloucester 


discretion of the Secretary of War, be expended in remo’ 
Harbor a pinnacle rock in the outer harbor, a rock called s Rock.“ in 
a inner. harbor, and a rock near the ferry landing at Rocks Neck, in the 


er r. 
88 Woes s 15 — onson mae) I Massachusetts, $20,000, in accordance with 
ro, approver 0! eers. 
8 * se Har 8 Massachusetts: The Secre 


shes bor, of War is directed, out 
of the appropriation on hand, to make a resurvey of Manchester Harbor with 
a view of straightening the el between its mouth and tors Point, 


Improving harbor at Bridgeport, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $18,000, 
in accordance with the modified project for the improvement thereof. 
Pl breakwaters at New Haven, Conn.: Continuing construction, 


and 


m Harbor, 888 
for the completion of a dike or water break aroun 


improvement, $8,000, in accordance with the modified and approved proj 
pro thor at Norwalk, Conn., $10, acco; ce with the ap- 
proved m ed 8 tor the 3 thereof. 
Improving harbor at Westport, Conn., in accordance with approved proj- 
ect for the rovement thereof. The Secretary of War is hereby author- 
and ected to expend the sum of $3,100 out of the balance unexpended 


Conn. 
Improving harbor at Buffalo, N. Y.: Improvement 


of said extension to Stony Point and the sand-catch pier extension 
be constructed, to bo id 


ork: Continuing improvement, 


0.000. 

Improving harbor at Charlotte, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $12,000. 

Improving har bor at W. „N. X.: For dredging and maintenance. $5,000. 

Improving harbor at Dunkirk, N. V.: Continuing improvement, $10,000, in 
accordance with the modified project for its improvement: Provided, That 
contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War for such materi: 
and work as may be necessary to complete the modified project for its im- 
3 to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made 

y law, not to exceed in the aggregate $308,258, exclusive of amount herein 
and heretofore appropriated. 

* barter at Flushing Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 


Improving harbor at Glencove, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $8,000. 

Improving Ba: midge; Gowanus Creek, Red Hook, and Buttermilk chan- 
nels, and removing ngular area between Red Hook and Bay Ridge chan- 
nels, in the harbor of New York, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, 000: 
Provided, That the work shall be be at the southerly end of Bay R: rok 
Channel and continue 8 it and the others northerly until completed, 


so that each shall have a ‘orm mean low-water depth of 26 feet and width 
as recommended for each: And provided further, That out of said sum $5,000 
shall be expended g wanus from Percival street to — 
ilton Avenue Bridge: An ided further, That contracts may be entered 
into by the Secretary of War for the completion of the whole or any part of 
said work, to be pai f 


for as appropriations maros made from time to time 
te $777,500, exclusive of the amount 
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of commerce, it is hereby further provided that such piers as 
may be — 85 between Seventee 
Creek, and F. 


the authorized bulk 


For the of Rbraiehtening the channel of Gowanus Bay, the harbor 
Une of the eee shore of Gowanus Bay, instead of extendin, trom a point 
on the easterly side of Court street (as said Court street e: and wa laid 
out 20, „distant 500 feet southerly from the intersection of the said 
easterly side of Hurt street with the southerly side of ‘Bryans street tas said 
Bryant street existed and was laid out May 875), running thence westerly 

with said Bryant street and 500 feet therefrom, 380 feet, and 9255 — 
aut angles to the last-mentioned line and with 
eet, to the exterior sea wall = at presen paren NNR 
shall extend from the point first above described in ht line in asouth- 
westerly direction to aaas ut where the 1 Une parallel with 
ie street and 393 feet in length intersects the above-mentioned exterior 


wall line. 
9 Newtown of the harbor at New York: Continui 
vement in accordance with modified project 3 in report of 
M. Adams, of Engineers, United States Army, dated March 24, 1 
,000: Provided, t contracts may be entered mto by the Secretary o: 
— 7 for such materials and work mer necessary to complete the modi- 
ect of improvement, to be paid for as edt in yy may from time 
og time 2 by law, not to exceed in on te $420,000, exclusive of 
the amount herein and heretofore appropr 
p proving harbor i 20 Great Sodus Bay. ae York: Continuing improve- 
a 
Tnproving harbor at Little Sodus Bay, New York: Continuing improve- 


20 Y.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 
; Continuing . $60,000, in 
accordance with the e e pr ject for Khe 
Improving harbor at 8 ao — $2,500. 
Improving New York NY: Sean im — — $60,000. 
. — harbor at 9 N. Y.: For completion, $2,500. 
. — harbor at Port Chester, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Tonawanda bor and N a River to the north line of the 
village o of Y North Tonawanda, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $50,000. 
proving channel between Staten Island an the New Jersey shore, New 
oly und New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $13,000, ont of which sum 
He ar en Lee e 
at Hun nuing . ee 
aa bor at Larchmont, N. y: improvement, 005 
Improving harbor at Port Jefferson Inlet, Row 3 Yor! 
Improving harbor at Pultne e, N. X.: Continuing provement, $1 $1,500. 
N. Y., in accordance with 


y Cal. G, te Gillespie; Corps of gere, November i, 104 $10,000. 
rs, November 
harbor at Mattituck, rding to the approved project 
for the improvement 7 — go. 
o Vir cent, N. Y., according to the approved proj- 


V., acco 
Improving harbor at 
ect for the eee 

Improving harbor at Raritan, Bay, New Jersey: Continuing improvement 
in . with modified Now $50,000. 

Improving K exons pag EA: if J ASA For 3 $2,500. 

Improving harbor at Erie, Pa. o Secretary of War is hereby directed 
to cause a resurvey to be made jth the harbor 1 5 Erie, Pa., ous of "the unex- 
pended mone 8 appropriated for the im rovement of said harbor. 

a ware Breakwater, Delaware: tinuing improvement, 


Constructing harbor of zonae; ar Bay, Delaware, in accordance with 
lans submitted by the Chief af eers January 29, 1892, $5,000: Provided, 

ans contracts may be entered att y the Secretary of War for such material 
and work as may e ete said bor of refuge, to be paid 
for as bcs bee ty may from time to time be made by law, 3 not to exceed 


8 and at 
Clinton street 303 


in the 5 of the amount herein a 

Impro rent rat penginan and Christiana River, ware: Con- 
tinuing improvement, $20,000, in accordance with the modified project for the 
improvement of the same: Provided, That contracts may be qusered into be 


the Secretary of War for such materials and work as may be necessary 

complete the project of improvement, not including eatiinnte for Wanna 

basin and extension of jetty, to be paid for as appropriations may from time 
exceed in thi $225,846. 


to time be made by law, not to e 

For maintenance and T of iron pier, Delaware Bay, near Lewes, Del.: 
Continuing improvement, 1 

Impro Rock Hall Harbor, land: Comple improvement, in ac- 
e ee with report . by G 8 William P. ghill in House Ex- 


ecutive Document No. 200, Fit Congress, third session, $, 
Im Queenstown fey tied Meryinnd: 9 improvement, 


Improving harbor of Southwest Baltimore 8 2 Må., in accord - 
ance with 8 Col. Peter C. Bats, aa 7. 1896. f or constructing 
channel t wide on oie ne bosom, 4 

The proviso relating vtae appro priation of of $10,000 for continuing the im- 

vement of Ri att Va., and its approaches, as con- 
ed in the act of Jr I d bo. and e same is hereby, re ed. 

Improving harbor at Norfolk and its approaches, Virginias Continuing 
improvement: $100,000. 

proving harbor at Beaufort. N. C.: 5 improvement, $4,000, 
Im „Improving harbor at Winyaw Bay, Sou th Carolina: Cot Continuing improve- 


$110, 

K of Savannah, Ga.: Continuing improvement, $5,000; pins gente Sat That 

contracts may be entered into by the tary of £ War for such materials 

and work as may be necessary to complete the project of further im vi 
mt recommended by Capt. O. M. Carter in 


me his reports of December 7. 

and July 1. 1895, 9 rages lete the project for the steamboat pecan pe 
tween Savan a., recommended by Capt. O. M. 
Carter in his Se December tel „ and mentioned in that report = 


route 2; to be paid 1 as appropriations 1 may from time to time be made by 

law, not to exceed the amounts recommended in said reports, the te 

= which for 2 ee is $1,093,950, exclusive of amount herein or —— 
‘ore 4 


=e entitled for such 24-foot de ac out of moneys e es 
ated by said river and har bor act for in said act 


shall be made by an experienced anune of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, 
be nannaa byt the Sacretary of W. of W. 2 
Impro Cumberland Sound. 1 Continuing improvement, $5,000: 
Fuel at contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War for 
such material and work as may benecessar T 5 complete the resent project, 
to excell in the foras e muy from time to time be ma law, not to 
te $1,641,500, exclusive of amount herein ots heretofore 


_ | appropria 
ere harbor at Darien, Ga.: Continuin improvement, 0,00; andthe 
tary of W. is hereby directed to E — is necessar; done 

23 By Sn known as Doboy Bar to 24 Pert mean hig Ro tg 
whether ¢ the present obstruction can not be removed by means of dredging, 
and what the estimates of cost may be. 

e at ‘Apalachicola Bay and River, Florida: Continuing im- 
provemen 

Improving harbor at Pensacola, Fla.: Continu: improvemen 00,000. 

Improving entrance to harbor at Key West, Na 0 Continuing 5 


mane sine moar Harbor and Pease_Creck, Florida: Continuing im- 
provement, 

Carrabelle Bar and Harbor, Florida, $10,000, which sum shall 
8 3 channel from the mouth 5 Carrabelle River to ihe 


Impro d passes of Calcasieu River, Louisiana: Continuing 
83 wih 1000 . That contracts may be entered into by the 
plete the. of ir for sach. materiais and 5 — pe necessary to com- 
p e P nreo ec provemen ‘or as approprints 3 
may fro to time be made by law, 8 gate $320,- 
000, Eo ped wey of the amount — and heretofore appropri 


improving and maintainin ee , Texas: Con- 
tinuing improvement acco the existing proj 
8 channel in West Green Base Teves tent Continuing improve- 
mimi 3 5 05 Continuing im ent, $50, 
TOV! arbor at ine xas: e 0 
vided That t contracts may ee entered into by tha Beare o ar for 


— 85 pran TAN and work as may be necessary to AT a 5 proj- 
ect of improvement, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time 
be made by law, not to exceed in the > sgerogate $1,408.46, exclusive of the 


amount herdin and heretofore a appropria 

Improving harbor at Ashta 88 improvements, $50,000, 
of which amount not less than $40,000 shall be applied toward the construc- 
Gen of breakwaters according to a survey and recommendation approved in 


harbor at Black River (Lorain) Ono N improve- 
ments, including necessary dred ae between piers, 000; and the Secretary 
of War is auth d directed to cause a — of said harbor to ba 
made with a view to recomm such improvements as may be necessary 


to e better access to said harbor and safety of boats herein, 


a ge eine harbor at Cleveland, Ohio: Continuing improvemen 
bused f ne extension of breakwater, acco. g to to plans 8 
adopted in accordance with the recent re and recommendation of 
the neon pws Col. Jared A. 


relocation, when desirable, of the pare and 
and for widening and exten t 
e necessary de 


outer harbor and maintainin 

retary of War is is here authorized and direc to enter into contracts for 
the completion of the above > projecte, to be paid for as appropriations may 
from time to time be 8 law, the cost not to ex in the aggregate 
$1,354,000: And provided also, t the Secretary of War be directed to cause 
a survey to be made of the said breakwater, as here ang planned, with a 
view of determining the advisability of changing the plan thereof, so as to 
abandon the pro construction of the custern shore arm, and in lieu 
thereof exten the said breakwater eastwardly in a 3 1 


allel with the shore; and the sums hereby appropria zed to 
expended, ey be expended in such manner as the Secretary of War may 
deem best for the improvement of said harbor, 

Improving harbor at Fairport, 8 3 Reset provanenh, $30,000, of 
which amount not less than 3 — 8 the construction 
ef a breakwater according N 54 soe Doe for the improvement 

ereof. 


Improving 7 at n Continuing improvement and making 
bor re Port Clinton, Ohio: Continuing improvement, includ- 
ede re 


pairs, $6,000. 

roving harbor e Ohio: Continuing improvement, $40,000; 
Secretary of War is directed to cause a survey to be made of the bar 

ar the mouth of the harbor, with a view to recomme: 8 such means as 

shall secure and 2 1 a permanent navigable channel of sufficient depth 

next to Cedar Point. 


e 10 BAO, of of a breakwater cording to fine latest approved project 
recommended for the improvement the: 

poponu outer harbor at Michigan City, Ind.: Continuing improvement, 
Improving inner harbor at Michigan City, Ind.: Continuing improvement, 


Improving outlet to Wolf Lake, In in accordance with the approved 
Peston for the improvement thereof, 88 
2 Calumet Harbor at Chic Mai core ning improvement, in- 
einai the 3 21 ect proposed by Maj „of the Sonne 
of Engineers of th of the U States Army, under Palka of Jung 50 1895, 75.000. 
1 harbor at go peewee III.: Continuing 5 Fi 000. 
er denny ee at 5 and entrance to e Lake, Michigan: 
Continuing improvement, $20,000. 
— harbor at Frankfort, Mich.: Continuing improvement and re- 


Improving harborat Grand Haven, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $20,000, 
au tt harbor of refuge at Grand Marais, Mich.: Continuing improve- 
men 
Ths m roying harbor at Manistee, Mich.: Continuing improvements, and for 
Provided, That all money heretofore a oprea and now 
nded may also be used in this same 
‘bor at Holland (Black Lake), ae Continuing improve- 


on hs oes unex: 
Improving 
men 


000. 
ota fg harbor at Monroe, Mich.: Continuing improvement by dredging 
harbor at Muskegon, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $30,000, 


channel, 
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— OEE BNE Continuing improvement and for 
ee 3 
* 


according to the existing 
improving 6 3 . Mich.: Continuing improve- 
8 ving Benton Harbor Canal and harbor at St. Joseph, Mich.: Contin- 
— — 
ving harbor at South Haven, Mich.: Continuing 122 — 815.000. 
8 harbor at White Lake, Mich.: 9 aa te improvement. 
Improving harbor at te, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $24,000. 
Improving harbor at Lu m, Mich.: Continuing improvement, 
etek ft ee perme Diag yy cere oy eer 
at vemen: 
750 „Mich. and Wis.: peels 
ag ving Che aayi se Continuing 
—— 4 8 Alpena, — my tin i 
‘bor of refuge at Presque Ish 


8 le 
rnd ance with rt of Chief of En 
6 No. 318, of Fifty-fourth C 


Improving harbor at Ahnapee, Wis.: provement, $5,000. 
8 harbor at Green Bay, Wis.: Continuing ti improvement, $25,000, of 
w ae: „in — the Secretary of War, be expended 


S me 
Improving harbor at 8 Wis.: 
— harbor at Manitowoc, Wis Gon 
—.— = 88 and a 
House 


fourth | 
8 Boot contour ukee, Wis.: Woehe improvement 
at Milwaukee, 
$20.00: Provided, That the tary of War may enter into contracts for 
pons material and work as may be to 


ect of said harbor of refuge, to be paid for as app ions may from time 
to time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate goes exclusive 
of the amount herein and h ted. 


eretofore appro 
Improving harborat 1 Wis.: maintenance, 
barbor a Washington, Wis.: * — 


. proving harbor at ages Wis.: Continuing $27,000; of 
which . eee or repairs of piers and 


* ving harbor at She 
g har’ a 
— harbor a 


g ba bor = com Wis. “a apu AE cto $4,000. 
e: is.: For tenance. 

an Bay and Lake Michigan Ship Canal: Sontinning im- 

Phe © 


rovne harbor at South Milwaukee, Wis., in accordance with Shoe 
and p 8 mitted by Capt. Carl F. Palfrey, Corps of Engineers, July 8, 


‘or oth proving the harbor at Duluth, Minn., and , Wis. at the west 
end of Lake Superior: Continuing improvement, $50, whereof "$30,000 shall 
be expended upon the Duluth portion of said harbor, and $20,000 shall be 
expended upon the Superior portion thereof; and contracts may be entered 
SE edt cgr pele nip on map g es ga ae 

com t rr ‘or r an e em ces 
~ to the ar tory eg = commission 


thereto, reported to Departmen’ of 
appointed meer 2e 0 joins re resolution of x gets June . 1904, 


Sears, 3 tor 10 ae sea from tim time be — E 
to as appropria ons may e to y 
law, not to exceed in the the sum of ve of the 
amount herein and heretofore appropriate: project of 
improvement may be subject to cation in the interests of comme: 

as the Secre e ADUSA work how- 
ever, increasing te: And led 


iA harbor at Grand 3 Minn. : Soka improvement, 
harbor at Agate Bay, Minnesota: Continuing improvement, 


roving harbor at Oakland, Cal.: Continuing . 

$12,000, or so much f E — 
E art eat * t 
ow low tide. 


Improving harbor at San Diego, Cal.: 
Improving harbor at San Luis Oui Gan a 
Harbor, Calif in accordance with the 
ee ee eae IE 
Fifty-third Congress, third session, $50,000. 
i, SBA ing entrance and 5 at Coos Bey, Oregon: Continuing improve 
men 


roving Yaquina Bay, Oregon: 
vided That contracts may be entered int ae Secretary of 
3 und work as 
mended by the board of o 
yala “pe Pa appropriations ma 


m may from time to time be mado ty tan W. 
E 


exclusive of amount herein 
8 octane 


Pees ide harbor at Coos Bay, Oregon . to com pa go m ys 
"That so much of this sum as malian 

Sep 2 now on hand for the 8 on or on or purchase oi ofa 3 

tha be contracted for in th: Engi- 
n of the bay as may 1 found 


Improving Port ord Harbor, at Grave ard Point, Oregon, a to 
pian recommended by . Thomas -Armo of the Corps of rs, 
r House Document No. 513, Fif Congress, t bo Fae sary 
50, to cost not to excond 
appro’ T ͤ ———— — kee 
bor of refuge on the ic coast by transferred to be expended on 
this improvement. 


harbor of amia ha at Sand d Beach, — — improvement 


eee eee eee W agama 


Pu 
That contracts may be pp face 2 . for such mate- 
rials and work as may be 5 pdt — 
tor as appropriations may FTF 

ap ted. 


improvement, 2. 


in the $990,000, exclusive of the sum herein 
Im ning Olympia Harbor, Washington: Continuing 
2 — — NS Deschutes River at its entrance in 


the 
are with a view 3 its improvemen a 

proving Everett „Washington: improvement. $20,000. 
Improving Bagaduce River, Maine: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving „Maine: Continuing improvement. $40.000. 
Improving N. ugus River, Maine: Continuing improvement, $5.000. 
an get | Saco — including breakwater: Continuing improve- 

ment, $10, 


Lubec Maine: Con im 
Impro ving Georges River, Maine in „ 
Col. D. P. Heap. Jan 


10. a 
r. ia lan submitted by Col. D. P. 
Heap, December . 104 SS 2 oe sel 
gene Cocheco River, New Hampshire: Continuing improvement, 
Improving Otter Creek, Vermont: planispina im 009. 
proving Powow River, Massachusetts: Con ERNST 812.000. 
Improving Tarnton River. Massachusetts: : Continui om monroe $5,000. 


e of which WD sh Shall bo used in the improvement of Weymouth Back 


Improving Essex River, Massachusetts: Continuing im vement, $5,000. 
| and Malden rivers, Massachusetts 5 improve- 


ouse 
the Merrimac River, Maszachusetts, the 
and Haverhillof 255 150 feet 

the estimate bo 


e draw of the the Stone DEOD Pelaan enre cT Eag nee 

Im ere Pawtucket River, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, 

pimproving ran Fade ys River, Rhode Island and Connecticut: Continuing 

ane River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island: Con- 

E Shoal, Providence, R. L: Continuing improve- 

8 Connecticut River below Hartford, Conn.: Continuing improve - 

Sk Housatonic ree Connecticut: Continuing improvement, 
SS 

tinuing improvement, 

Improving Browns Creek, Sayville, Long Island, New York: For mainte- 


On 
to Port Day, in 8 
ted by river and harbor act of August 17, 1894: Continuing im- 


‘O00; 
sik 5 n won improvement, 


South River, New Ji Contin 
„5 e 
Im Dennis Creek, New Jersey, in accordance ce with the approved 

project for its pee int sania 
—— vement, $3,160. 


improving Elizabeth River, 7 Jersey: Contin 
Mattawan if 


- Improving 2 eee 8 dredging. ging, 1 

m 8 Rancocas River, New Jersey ntinuin rovemen 
ae — shall be expended in the . = berge 
of said river. 


eS ore 


Improving Shoal N. A : Continuing 
improvement: 1 — which sum shal “fo — 
ed channel farther toward 


the im- 


. .— 
be A 
in rebuilding the dike on Govern- 


ment reservation in the . — pnan at Woobury Creek. 
Im Allegheny River, Pennsylvauia: Continuing improvement, 


For completion of lock and dam at Herr Island, Allegheny River, and con- 
struction of the two locks and dams referred to in the report of R. L. 
Hoxie in * — Document No. 204, Fifty-fourth Congress, first 000; 
Provi t contracts may be entered into by the & Secretary of War for 


3 rement, 9 bo paid for as appropriations may pres . aot be = 
y law, not to ex © aggregate „500, exclusive amount 
herein and heretofore 


riated. 
Improving Schuylkill. Riv ver, Pennsylvania: Continuing improvement, 
Improving a ba River, from Trenton to its mouth, Byline and 


New 3 tinuing improvemen w 000 shall be ex- 

Bp orien on the M anongabela Hive sayivantia: mie Be Secre! of W. 
ver, e ar 

is hereby 3 and direc ie See and carry N 


fetes a rovisions 
e Feb: 19 18 76 N 


t 
the United States for ni proceeding given 
wane . appeal by, either party to the = Gourt of the gan 


ta his op: 
ment is ere r SA o atA and directed to draw his 


rin 
purtenances shall have been 1 by the l Ees Sta 
chase or condemnation, the 8 War thereof and 
the same shall pape od be subject to the mone ae 2 on 4 of an act 


entitled „An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of f certai Jul ubl: a * on rivers and harbors, and for other 
" approv 
P Improving Appoquinimisik River, Delaware: Continuing improvement, 
proving Smyrna River, Delaware: Contin = vement, $5,000, 

33 Murderkill River, Delaware: Contin Rap. Virginia 500. 
Impro the inland waterway from 5 nia, to Dela- 

ware Bay, a eee eat gag Ay ye ng Ake y to Indian 

River: Continuing improvement, $25,000: perme no part of this 


8 Broad 18 River, Delaware: Continuing improvement 1 
Improving Choptank River, Maryland: Continuing prov auan 
Improving Chester River, 8 ee improvement, 


. Manokin River, improvement, 000, of 
whee tan Wc ene e river between Dashiells 


Creek andi a nde Bont on on said river known as the Red or County Wharf. 
Improving Wicomico River, Maryland: Completing improvement, $3,700. 
3 ä Continuing improvement, $ $5,000. t. $2,000. 

rovin; eae ver, rovemen 
-$ 2— 1 to — — 1 3 


Impro River and r maintenance, for 
W ig Sige Seo alto Curtis Ba 


„000. 
Improving . River, De aware and Maryland: Soy Maj. Wii F. 
ment, in accordance with report and plan submitted b rr 
— dn ponse Executive Document No. 33, Fifty- third Gon 
0 
= roving Potomac River, Washington, D. C.: e WEN 


TA roving Appomattox River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, 
improving prey ee River, V Virginia 8 9 
Improving James River; V. Virginia: tinuing improvement, $120, 
improving Mattaponi River, Vir; ter Contains improvemen $2,500. 
mini Creek, V : Continuing i — rovement, 
Improving Pamunkey — irginia: Continuin „ $2,000. 
ock 9 758 hrm Contineing rovement, 
Virgini a: 88 improvement, § 30. 
: Continuin, 


8,000. 
na Creek, 


„000, 8 Ksa ae 
proving Aquia Creek, Vir; * Continuing in improvement, 

Improving uan Creek, irginia: Cont 1 . 2 500. 

Improving Lower Machodoc Creek, Virginia? ¢ Con uing improvement, 


Improving Nandua (histotically known as Andura) Creek, V. in 
accordance with approved 9 aor = improvement thereof, $3, 
Protecting Janene: the encroachments of James River, 


2 — or ao nue 3 to necessary. 
rovin, Ex River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, $2,000, to 
be — m County, up said river. 


river from Frametown, Braxto 
Improving Guyandotte tt oon West Virginia: For maintenance, $1,000. 
Improving Gauley River, West Virgi ae Continuing improvement, 15 
800 with Cheat River, West St Virgi uing improvement 
recommendations of . K. £ ae Fia tted July 10, 1805, 
seg os Little Kanawha River, West V. For maintenance, $1,500. 
rovomontg the peri 3 River. 85 Virginia: Continuing im- 
1000, an Secretary o ar, at suc. . 


here- 

nd reported 1 Bor ted States engineers on the 

Monongahela River, 8 ihe = te of West Virginia, under contract at a sum 

timo exceeding EETA. to be paid for as appropriations may from time to 
aw. 


be sears A 
deve (le nd waterway between Beaufort Harbor and New River, 
North Caro royement, $ 


Continuing im; 
canning Cape Fear 8 orth Car Pecks at above Wilmington: Continu- 
Fear artis: ion Carolina, at and below Wilmington: 


l fimproving Caps , $4,000. 
Continuing improvement, 9 7 — 


$2,500. 
Improving Trent Siea North Carolina: Continuing 3 $2,000. 
3 Black River, North Carolina: For Siem oe R 
Improving inland wate: N route from Norfolk Harbor, V iain to 2 Albemarle 
440000 N orth Carolina, through Currituck Sound: Senkinüing t improvement, 


1 Great Pedee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 


8 Santee e South Carolina: E between Pather hd rane | 000, 
to be used in in making new cut betwee: 
Creek, and in an Sn the Musquito Creek eat nnel, 

Improving Waccamaw River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 


proving Wappoo Cut, South Carolina: Continuing impr on Ne $2,500. 
Improving Wateree River, South Carolina: For maintenan 
Improving Congaree River, South Carolina: 3 improvement, 


roving Little Pedee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 
proving Beaufort River, South Carolina: cary — a 
ving Al 


ro River. 0) Cor ning improvements 
8 proving Chattahoochee — — and Alabama: 
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t Riven r Georgia: Continuing improvement, $8,000. 
River, eorgia: Continuing | improvement, 510,000, a£ 
areto nigee expended between Macon and wkinsville, and 


wkinsville. 
ss rovin: Soon River, Geo; : Continuing improvement, $10,000, of 
maior. 12 are to be expended be een Milledgeville and the Central Rall 


W = g Savannah River, between Savannah and Augusta: Continuing 
improvement, $15,000. 

lhe Savannah River, above Augusta, Ga.: Continuing improvement, 

2 pal Coosa River, between, aom 1 95 bie East Tennessee, Vir- 

3 Sagi bene ing improvement, 


eos Coosa River, between aig cor ret Ala. sand the East fr ts 
ee bes, | Georgia Railroad b 
Inside water rou 
ing improvement, $14,000. 
including the 0 0 and Lower 
roving Caloosahat For maintenance, $1,000. 
culpa River: For completion. 

Improving ogg aaa weg W Florida and Alabama: Continuing im- 
l $5,000: o part of said sum shall be expended 
above H be E bridge until a ty approved by the Secretary of War, is put 

wing 

mg Samhla and Conecuh rivers, Florida: Continuing improve- 


ment 
ro 4 Manatee River, Florida: Cones, im creme 
vitor. The $3,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be N dredg- 
ing, deepening, and otherwise improving the navigation o the channel known 
as the extending from said Manatee River, on the north side thereof, 
and below the town of Palmetto, in Terraceia Bay. 

Improving Suwanee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $3,000, 

1 9 Volusia „Florida: For maintenance, BLODO. 

Improving Ocklawaha River, Florida: For one par dat "$3,000. 

re Sarasoto Bay, Florida: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 

g Indian River, Florida: By dredging channel at Negro Cut, near 


Im 
Indian h River Inlet, $7,500. 
Improvin mg St. Johns River, pon from Jacksonville to the 8 in ac- 
th Sori its abe e improv $25,000, 


. piese roved Boles i 10500 
. g Alabama River g rovemen 
* . Daniels 


rw Black Warrior River. cr E 
Cree uing 8 8 
Imp 8 Warrior and ip int rivers, eee from mouth of Tom- 
di bee River to Tuscaloosa ming caprovement 000, of which $75,000 
is to be expended on the Tombighee ver and as on the Warrior River; 
and so much of said sums as may be Nag authorized to be expended 


necessary 
in acquiring, by purchase or 5 under the laws of Alabama, the 
lands needed in 3 such improvem 

Improving Tombigtes River from Fulton to Columbus: Continuing im- 
provement and maintenance, $8,000. 

ir nla Tombigbee River from Demopolis, Ala., to Columbus, Miss.: 

Continuing improvement, $50,000. 

Improving Tombigbee River from i ee Bridge to Fulton: Continuing 
3 and maintenance, $1,000. 

Improving Big Sunflower River, apoE Continuing improvement, 


Improving Noxubee Ri ver, Mississippi: For maintenance, $3,000. 


Impro of sald sum River, Missintippl: Sn Sy 3 $6,000, 
and 55 much of said sum as may be necessary may be used for removal of the 
bar in Horn Island P. 


3 Pearl River, between Edinburg and Carthage, Miss.: For main- 
nan 

— Pearl River, between Carthage and Jackson, Miss.: For mainte- 
3 

nah v ving Pearl R River, below Jackson, Miss.: Continuing improvemen 
2 whi be expended in work on the river, at the he 
Holmes Bayou and continuing up the river to Monticello. 

River, Mississippi: Continuing 3 


impr roving Yazoo River, Mississippi: Contin 
Yazoo uon as may be necessary s all be expen 
azoo 
poring Chickasahay River, Mississippi, from the mouth up to railroad 
bridge near 3 88 improvement, $2,000, 
5 g Leaf River. ppi, from its mouth to Bowie Creek: Con- 
tinuing . 500. 

Improving mouth of Yazoo River and harbor of Vicksburg, Miss.: For the 
purpose of 5 2 project of improvement as hereto’ ‘ore adopted and 
entered u ion to expending the balance on hand, contracts may 
Pora into 57 5 e Secretary of War for such materials and work as may 

to complete the same, or said Legere gw may be purchased and 
aa may be done otherwise than by contract, to be paid for. as eden 
tions may from time to time be made Hy law, not to exceed in the e aggregate 
$860,000, exclusive of the amount heretofore appropriated. 

92 50 roving Amite River and Bayou Manchac, Louisiana: For ery 


8 Boeuf River, Louisiana: ee ano re heme 

e eo Nee Bartholomew, Louisiana Arkansas: Con 8 im- 

rovemen 
> Improving ensas River and Bayou Macon, Louisiana and Arkansas: Con- 
tinuing improvement $5,000. 

Improving Red River, Louisiana and Arkansas, from Fulton, Ark., to the 
Atchafalays River: Continuing improvement, according to the plan of Capt. 
J. H. Willard, ed mo Engineers, meg States Army, 

Improving Tickfaw River, Louisiana: For maintenance, 8 $1 000. 

Improving Bayou Plaquemine,Louisiana: Continuing improvement, . $110,000, 

. Chefuncte River and Bogue Falia, Lo maintenance, 


Improving Bogue Chitto, Louisiana: Contin 
Improving channel, bay, and passes of Bayou 
tinuing improvement, $1, 
Improving Bayou Teche, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, 
Improving Buffalo Bayou, Texas: Continuing improvement, Ean 
pap 88 Crpres River, Texas: Continuing improvement, 
ess Bayou, Texas: Continuing im: 8 $5,000. 
e ane Biver 8 Eor rE 
ver, Ar 


aes Tallahatchee 


improvement, 22 
ed in removing t. bar S 


improvement, $5,000. 
ermilon, Louisiana: 


1 65 


Con- 


indien To Territory: Le og em 
That th the Secretary of War may, in his 


improving A $100,000: 
and surveys to be ate tear Pine Blake, 
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Little Rock, Dardanelle, Van Buren, and Fort Smith, to determine whether 


or not, by reason of cape or other Government works, any part of the 15 
bors or r. steer PANATA eir vicinity have been so injured or endangered tha 
8 8 8 or remedy same; and for the bao 
ee ware fot eee apt psd and works as may be found necessary to remedy 
3 the Secretary of War is authorized vo mos set 
aua Ranina his di discre a suffleient amount of this a riation: And 
That, in the tion of the War, the sum of 


„000 0 ot Ske amount ‘hereby appropriated sor for said — Mrs may be used in 


removing obstructions and bg Seger g snag boats, in tion to the amount 
herei r appropriated for that purpose. 
1 se g St. cis River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, Lene ol Bo 
e 


navigation 
River, its tributary, if in his jud ‘improvement is practicable; the 
cost of the same to to be paid out of this approp: 

subs g Arkansas River: Removing snags and operating snag boats, 


r, Arkansas and Missouri; Continuing improvement, 
00K of hip. Bip is appropriation $2,000 me, be expended, in the discretion of the 
porotary, of W r, in reconstru the old dam at òr near Big d. 
White River, pee he Continuing improvement, $22,000; of 
in the discretion of the Secretary of War, be expended 
ctions in Cache River, its tributary. 
Improving Ouachita and Black rivers, Arkansas and Louisiana: Continu- 
ing W $70,000; * which sum $50,000, or so much thereof as may be 
shall be used b; by the Secretary of War for the completion of the 
survey of said Ouachita River heretofore authorized, and he is directed to 
t as soon as practicable a ye of construction and estimates of the cost 


wink sum elde 
in removing obstru: 


of the locks and dams n to give slack-water navigation. 
Improving Red River above ton, Ark.: 120 provement, $3,000. 
Improving Current River, Arkansas and Missouri: Continuing improve- 
men 
Improving 


Cumberland River, Kentucky and ones: Continuing im- 
tweon the State of Tennessee and the town of Burnside, gion, 000, 
sites for locks and dams 21 and 2 and in 


8 5 
‘i proving 22285 ste and Little Pigeon rivers, Tennessee: Continuing 
emen 
ee . * eae River below e Tenn.: Continuing im- 


provement, 
Im Tennessee River above Chattanooga, 


Continuing F 
. 


ia eee River, . 
Provided, t contracts may be entered into by the 1 1 of 


eee $10,000: Provided, That contracts may be entered 


oon oe the Secretary of War for such materials and work as may be neces- 
sary to complete the monent aN eigen of do by law, note to be paid for as appro- 
princes may from et y law, not kr g in the aggre- 


17,250, oictasive of the amount herein a] 
“improving Ron Pough River, Kentu Ne e 


8 


Fork, Big y River, Kontu 
3 Tug Fork. Sandy igh at pe For maintenan 000. 
Improving Green River, Kentu bout the mouth of — Ls tor iver: 
Con on provement for Lock No. 5 rig to re recommen- 
dation of D. W. Lockwood, Corps of Aited E States Army, 
8 Au a — 1891 
Hesan y River near Louisa, Ky.: For — construction 
a arahia 3 with the e ng plans, ,000. 
ving Ohio River, at or below the mouth of the ver River, by the 
* of Movable Dam No. 6: ee smre Improvement. 000: Pro- 


vided, That contracts be entered into by the of War for oak 
materials and work as may be necessary to complete the present project of 
improvement, to be paid for 25 3 may from time to time be 
made by law, „ e aggregate $300,000, exclusive of the amount 


herein a) 
hie River, by 42 a ar arwar of Dams 1 4, and 5, be- 
Island Dam and Dam No.6, in accordance with the approved 
project for the completion ‘thereof, $10,000: Provided, That 3 may be 
entered into by the Secretary of f War for the whole.or an: part of the mate- 


rial and work as may be n to complete said movable dams, d 
for as appropriations n may from dion to the be made ped not 8 
in exclusive of the et ed 775 ted. 

hio and West ia: 


may 


eee, authorized 
River from Marietta, Ohio, to 7 — city 
ber of movable dams necessary rg nebo . ore Ee between said points to 
3 6 feet of water caer wo la at 
ecessary dams, as ip ivan gegen cost st thereot: Pro 
$35.00, oF so mach the 1 for snaggin; 
et aie age And provided 1 1 1 t the sum of Lap ye or so much the 
y be necessary, shall be used, at the — ee the Secretary of War, 
15 thee construction of three ice piers substantiall. r to those now along 
the Ohio River, one additional at Middleport, one sae 8 one at or 
near the mouth 7 in 1 the precise points for the construction of 
said persat at said 1 fixed by the Secretary 
best acco: te the commerce of those ä of said river: Provide r- 
o ther, “That ou out of said sum there shall be expended in the improvement of the 
harbor of All Ears Ind., EES tee the And provided further, t out of said 
sum there shall be the — — of the harbor of Golconda, 
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t the sum of 


on the Ohio River, in Pope County, II., the sum of $3,000: And provided fur- 
ther, t there shall also be expended out of said sum $5,000 for the eae 
ment ne continuance of the work on the harbor at Brooklyn, III.: Pg has 
vided further, That there shall also be expended out of said sum $5, 

5 lin of work on the improvements of the Ohio River near Mousa 


City, 
8 8805 Sagi naw River, Michi river above Bay City. ho So $50,000, of 
which’ $16,000 shall be expended on the river above Hew gee 
of War is hereby directed to cause surveys © an ee 
_ of improvement of the Saginaw River? Feet itshead toa poms in 2 
with a view of a channel 200 feet wide and an increase in d 
fold feet from the head of the river to the ure Street Bridge, so cal 
City, thence of the same width to y, with a view to secu 
a crease of the depth of the channel to 10 Leet; iso to submit plans am 
estimates forimpro ag the 5 3 of the Saginaw River between Mid- 
dle Ground and 


t es 
ee a 5 with plans submitted 
ovember EN 1895, in House Document No. 71, Fifty- 
gress, fi session 
7 Pine River, Mi * in accordance with 
gal. G. J. 88 r “aah a in House Document 


fourth 


rt submitted b 7 
0. 78. Fifty-fo 


“improving Grand River, isi kien: Continuing improvement in accord- 
ok ne tb. 20000 project for constructing an open 10-foot channel of 
na ə width, 

Improving mouth of Black River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, 


1 Clinton River. Michigan: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 
roving Rouge River, as Continuing improvement, "$5. 000. 
E Detroit River, by Fomovalo pea shoals from the city of 


Detroit to Lake Erie: . . — rovement, $30, 

Impro River at Port uron, Mich.: 9 — improvement 
up to W. m avenue, $4,000. 

‘improving e water communication across Keweenaw Point, Lake Su- 


-| pe rior, from Keweenaw Bay to Lake Saperior, in the State of Michigan: 
— 3 in accordance with the existing project. e $50,000: 


contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of blos = 
such materials and work as may be n to complete the pens peo 
from time to 


of e to be paid for as hc pile ny ma: 
28 law, not to exceed in th te $1,065,000, exclusive of “be 
Sean erein ma heretofore Soh 

N : Continuing min aba te $500. 


to Saugatuck, 
5 5 yt voie G.J. i Eydecker ir in House Docu- 
ment No. 192, Fifty-fourth Con, session, 

3 Chi PSO River, enh a Yellow 8 Wisconsin: Continu- 


improvemen 
"Ea roving Fox iver, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement, shalt bo usod 500, of 
said sum $1,500, or as much thereof as may be 
500, or as much thereof as may . used in 

bor of refuge on the east shore of Lake W. nebago, Wisco: at one of 

the several landings on said shore, the location of eee said harbor of refuge 
shall be determined by the Government enginee: 

: Continuing im- 


Improving 8 River, Wisconsin ana Michi 
he | provement 13,00 c , of which said sum an amount sufficient is hereby appro- 


priated, 

First. To widen “hs main channel to a width of 250 feet for a distance of 
600 feet down the river from the present west line of the channel, and to 
open the same toa depth of 16 feet. 

Second. To extend the 8 main channel from its west line up the river 
a distance of 425 feet to the west line of Wells street, with a width of 75 feet 
anda Soren ot i of 16 feet, the south line of said extension to be the south line of 
the main channel extended. 

— ing! St. Croix River, Wisconsin and Minnesota: Continuing improve- 
ment, 

Improving Red River of the North, Minnesota: Continuing improvement, 


Improving Minnesota River, Minnesota: Continuing improvement, $4,000. 
Improving Wabash River, Indiana and Illinois, above Vincennes: Continu- 


in DANETAN, $6, 
ving parati Indiana and Illinois, below Vincennes: Continu- 


mpro Wabash 

“fn improvement, $15,000. 
proving White River, Indiana: ee improvement, $2,500, 

e Ta Se umet River, Illinois: Continuin ig improvement, $50,000: Pro- 
vided, That the e: 8 ot said money shall be made upon said river from 
to the io in said ri 
g Illinois River. 


the mouth thereo! 
Improvin; 


ver. 


IIlinois: Continuin: 5 
For the construction of the Illinois and Mississippi Cana entire con- 
struction, : Provided, That the Secretary of War pond enter into con- 


tracts for such material and work as may be necessary to complete the present 
project of said Minoisiand 5 nal and to acquire such further right 
of way as 1 be necessary therefor, to be paid for a appropriations mi 860 
from e to time be made by law, not to exceed in the ag 
exclusive of the amount herein and heretofore 1 o aden, That 
in acquiring right of way the Secretary of War may makes. agreements for 
8 user where the canal crosses other lines of transportation if such agree- 
ments can be made upon reasonable terms: Provided further, That in acquir- 
ing right of way by agreement or otherwise for the crossing of we public 
highways over the of the canal constructed on land the basis 
ment or condemnation shall be the construction and maintenance of bridges 
by the United States . 8 provided for in the detailed plans and 
tes heretofore submitted „but this provision shall not apply 
to bri: constructed over Public w cou ers of i the United States now tor the 
g of the line of the sai nor to bridges constructed MELES e 
cg of said canal or or Arber adjacent to the bridge sites: 
That in the event that the Secretary of War shall be unable to te obtain 
right of way as may be necessary in the prosecution of this work, upon 
ie terms by agreement, purchase, or volun conveyance, he is here- 
b pre ster dea | toapply atany term 2 the circuit or district court of the se 
hern district of Illinois, and in the name of the Uni 
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natural and artificial banks slong those parts of the river and deepening the 


o Chi . 
yards on the South and to Belmont avenue on the North Branch, 


as far as may be ocks and wharves, to be dredged to a i River from Head of Passes to the mouth of the Ohio 
by wing 16 feet of water. River, o ries, cerol, office, traveling, and miscellaneous ex- 
x = W. L. Marshall, of cope of 2 of the United of the River Commission: eee r A improvemen 
States 55 under date of August 9. 1893: tinuing improve- 000, which sum expended under the direction of th a ecretary 
ment, t contracts may be entered into by the 


ar, in accordance with the plans, specifications, and 3 
River Commission, as approved the Chief of Engineers, 


War "for gnch materials and work as may be necessary to complete the 3 
for the general improvement of the river, for the of levees, and for 
of the Head of Passes 


the said ject of im CSRS: 5000 DIA LOF SF SOR 

time to time be made w. not toexceed in the $650,000, exclu- 

sive of the amount Sack hoceme ore spares 

See e eee ississippi River: Continuing im- 
1 between the „St. Paul. Minnea: 

lis ana 0 dge at Sk Fani to the W avenue 

1 Contin 000. 

Improving the Mississipp: Fee Tene the month of the Ohio River to St. 
Minn.: Contin improvement, $375,000, of which amount 0. 0 

shall be expended on portion of said river from St. Paul to the mouth 


A Tha 
2 of War for puch materials 
and work as may be necessary to on continu: e 0 
sissippi River Commission as afor or said mate terials may be p D 
and work done otherwise than by contract, to be paid for asa riations 
„ 


improvement of the iver between the points 

men or said materials may be p and work may be done 
wise tract, to be for as approp: may from time to 
be made by law, not exceeding in $5,025,000. Provided fur 
ther, That for . 7, said contracts and mate- 
work done o contract for the section of 


Mo. 
Tae ork Bs ]AX ˙ gaT apte of We MD 


River 
AF the harbor of New Orleans La.: — io) 2 — 3 
— — or Kad and F777... Oke ia: 


provement, — 
At the harbor of 1 $70,000, of which $35,000 shall be nded 
in and River from its 8 county bridge 


and 8 at t ite the th of 
awa or near a mou 
8 “2 south along aaa 


t of the money herein a) for the improvement of the Mis 
sissippi River from St. Paul to mouth of the Missouri River there shall 
be expended the following respective amounts, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, under E the Secretary of War, in improvements at. 
places, to 


re proes VFC 
and in front of the Sny Island Levee in the counties of Adams, Pike. 
in the State of Hlin 
For the removal of the bar in the River, on the east side thereof, 
sah the eh pant are ra in the State of Iowa, 8.000. 
ya W. iy mer in ane State of pon 
Miele p ver from —.— 
e e chanel at e Ea, ab Gainey. 10 the Biate e 


the sand bar in front of the steamboat landing at Quincy, in 


y be purchased 

done otherwise than by contract, to be paid for as appropriations ma; 
time to time be resale by law, not 2 in the aggregate $250, 
annum for three years, commen L 197. 

Of the money hereby e footer authorized to be contracted 
for, $80,000 may be expended at Omaha and Bluffs; at 
$50,000; at 8 000; at Miami, $75,000, and at St. Charles, Mo., 000. 

Im o en Stubbs 


and . — of Sioux City, Iowa, $190,000, of which $30, 
pa in the protection and completion of the works at Sioux af $50,000 


Fort 00 for pro- 
„ Harbor and the ho rectification of the river to prevent ero- 


— Andina t; $20,000 
between the ‘Groat Ps Falls. ontana, and aud Stubbs Fe via Montana; 340,000 
at Yankton, and $10,000 for ment of river at 


the St State of ois, $10,000. 3 Flathead River, Montana, $10,000, which vlc ons be expended 

maintaining the harbor at Rock Island, DI., $5,000. aeg om han from Demersville to the Fiathead Lake, eee 
3 eee 18., $5,000. lan su by Capt. Thomas W. 9 Engineers, August 
aot Fon dey t 3 8 Lake City ie V. . River, Montana: Cains Sayer t, $10,000, 

8 or near ween el emeni 
and Reeds Landing, $ „Improving Yel be expended at or near G i 
For the eee Improving river at and near Mont., 00. 
between Dr ee ee Matses Comm wa, and running their 
Song ae wee eee the Mississippi River to the mouth of the Iowa River, W. and di * 
And the Secretary of War, out of the money herein appropriated for the lo plan for th provement of nid of said rivers, and su t the most 
improvement of the the Mississippi River, from St. Paul to the mouth of the Feasible or the improvement of . of nav- 
acari DIVAS ahan aars BVIE E O AA sa tre Landing, a — — et c 15 
east side c rys 
in Mercer County, State of Illinois, and running al the east bank of 
river ew Boston, with a to theimprovement of navigation by pre- tions. 
venting the overflow of and cial construction 
; also the east bank of said river, from at or near city 

of Oquawka, III., to at or near Dallas City, in State, with a view to mstructed und: 

improvement of na preventing the overflow of the natural | with the recommendations of the California Débris Commission, for the pur- 
and cial and b the channel, with an estimate of the ir CoE ey nether a ag ere wear Dee 
cost thereof; also on the west side of said river from the bluff above the Débris Commission and mlic mining in the State 


and regulate hydra 
of California,” approved March 1, 1893: Provided, That said sum shall be 


river to the mouth of ver, in said Lee „and along the west 
bank of the mouth of the River, in Louisa 
County, to the city of Muscatine, in Muscatine County, Iowa, with a view of 

i nh py ron a on seh aes ees 


shy, 
„Tor gana waters of the — ning improvement, $r EEr oog. 
on ee er, between 3 City and Myrtle Point, 


1896. 
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improvement in accordance 
House Executive Document 


ving Alsea River, Oregon: Comple 
—.— Ts Submitted by Ùapt. T. W. Symons 
W e 0 een ocean, in 
a ro estucca River, Oregon, vn O e 
5 With apana submitted by Capt. T. W. Srono in House Executive 
Document No. 24, Fifty-third Congress, third on: Completing improve- 


ENE roving Willamette ilamette and Yamhill rive 000. as recommended 
by Capt. . Fis! epson “5 from 

by Kareno (onse Da 

and as recommended by Maj: 1.O 

of Engineers, dated March 

vided, That contracts may be entered into by the plate sach apre 


= the South 
O. Pe Ro 
ofthe Colum- 


9 aS . y 
t $50,000 is hereby authori 
tothe credit of the th of 


For a 8 Tver in 
. n e, 
Improving ponia iver, ashington 
Improving Puget Sound and its tri 
improvement, $27,000; of den its trib 
tion of the Secretary’ of War for 
the Puyallup River, in’ —— ay. in Puget Sound, — eat 
a view to making river na’ at all times for vessels drawing 18 feet 
of water, from the mouth of river upward a distance of about one-half 


proving Chehalis River, Washington: F; or snagging, $8, 
8 Swinomish Slough. ‘Washington: — improvement in 
accordance with existing plan. 000. 


lan, $25, 
— — Solemn Riven W between the e mouth of no Willamette vers and 


t Wancouver, Wash., Continuing im 2 5 Prepared 

. t the Secre ar cause acom- 

fat of all laws that have been enacted from time to time by Con- 
A “pecker 


tion, repair. 

th anno 19, 3 is hereby amended 
and for o de Serge der e lieu of the meee 
vided fi — . —— —— 

or, con 

inspection bridges, the service of notice in cases, the 
ination of bridge sites and reports thereon, and for incidental re 
which there is no appropriation for rivers and parios, $100, 


ex 
er than those be made: ee Se 
That after the regular or formal report on — — examina’ 
— Sah ect, oF or work under way or propad is submitted, no supple- 

ional report or for same fiscal year shall be made 
bya 8 ol 4 15 8 Government shall not be 
y project for the improvement of any water- 
way or harbor 3 fa hin aai until funds for the commencement of 
the p: work shall tae been actually a ted by law. 

SEC. 5. That under the authority to . contracts for materials -< work 
under the provisions of this act, in Ag ESA to ——— sums a 
the Secretary of War shall not obligate the 
July 1, a a ‘than 3 


. 
on not a an 
thorized t to be > 


SEC. 4 That the 
examinati 


ALABAMA. 


1 V the War 
rior River, ae continuing Vi 
Lee te 


be o atte ae 


Creek and Bessemer, channel to have a minimum depth of 6 feet 
and be at least 60 feeb in width at the water line. 
snap 
Humboldt Harbor, dredging sam: cg Sle: 
Napa River, to 8 1 
Bend and to make cut we hin Carrs Lon gan 
Petaluma Creek; ghten channel from railroad bridge to Donohue 
Suisun Creek. 
DELAWARE, 
St. Johns River. 
Cedar Creek. 
Mispillion River. 
FLORIDA. 
Anclote River. 
Jupiter Inlet. 
boro Bay. 
River. 
Keys. 
ILLINOIS. 


ae opper Minois River and lower Dek Elainos River, with: wiew to exten. 
sion of navigation from Illinois River to Lake Michigan at or near Chicago, 


KANSAS. 
Neosho River, from the north line of Neosho Couey to the south line of 
Labette ee ae E a view to straightening and otherwise improving the 


KENTUCKY. 
Treadwater River. 


LOUISIANA. 
Bayou Grossetete. 
MAINE. 
Union River, near the city of Ellsworth, in Hancock 2 


South channel of branch of Penobscot River, in Frankfort, in Waldo County. 
with view of removing an old wreck, and estimate of cost erte B 
Boothbay Harbor. 
Chandlers River. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Salt Pond and Herring River, in Harwich. 
Gurnet Rock and other rocks at mouth of Plymouth Harbor. 
Duxbury Beach, with view to protection of harbor. 
Duxbury Harbor, with view to widening and deepening improvement, 
MICHIGAN. 4 
Raisin River, in Monroe County, from mouth to Government Canal to the 


wharves. 
Huron River, from mouth to the point of crossing by the Michigan Central 


MINNESOTA. 
Mille Lacs Lake, with a view to the construction of a dam at the outlet on 
section 33, to 33 north, in ra! 27 west, in Mille Lacs Connty, for the 
aid of navigation on the Mississippi iver, the same to be part of the general 
ee — —— > Le River reservoir 2 oE 
for preservation of har 
MISSISSIPPI. 


ne ae from mouth to the Yazoo and Mississippi Valley Rail- 


ni wW 0 a in pI 1 Har 


tan in eld ven, of Mexico and Shi 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Oyster River. 
NEW JERSEY. 

Oldmans Creek. 
5 
Wading River 
Tuckerton Creek and flats at mouth thereof. 
gg eto ighfare at and near the meeting of tides from Absecon anà 

Harbor Inl 


egat ae arwen Mantoling and Bay Head. 
NEW YORK. 
ee ens Sele Ps and Newtown Creek. 
. — River, Oneida Lak: a 195 k Ri to ect them. 
ver, o, an Wk River, so as to conn 

Mohawk River, between Rome and town of Schuyler. 
N. Harbor. 

dria Bax. 
ae — to harbor at Dexter. 

Island Creek. 


Oyster Bay. with a view to its connection with Lloyd Harbor. 
nels ‘ood. 


“aise Far Rockaway and Inw 
Pht dpe ho — 
Wallabout . —.— known yb 
and securing wid width of 30 foc ant denka a£ 20 feck ven ae 
7 to the bell buoy to the depth of 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
For a jetty near Bogue Inlet in order to remove sand bars. 
OREGON. 
Alsea River, from head of tide water to 
Yaquina River, from the town of Yaquina head of tide. fcluding Big ER 
River to Sunset 5 
Long Tom River, from mouth totown of Monroe. 
can River, from Jefferson to Willamette x 
River, and entrance. 
Site River, bar and entrance. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Removing dam in Allegheny near Corydon, and dam at Russell, and 
the KAMIS ot or char We aterboro in the Cone — wango Creek, a tributary of the 
Allegheny River. 


RHODE ISLAND. 
Channel through Conanicut Island, Narragansett Bay. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Bartrand River. 
TEXAS. 

Channel between Brazos River and Galveston Bay, 

WISCONSIN. 
Portwing. 

ARIZONA. 

Colorado River. 
Be WASHINGTON. 


yallup Rive: 
Neah River, with a view to its improvement as a harbor of refuge. 
Duawamish River and its tributaries. 
ee of wee River. 
0 
North Fork ¢ of e River to head of tide water. 
7. e Secretary o to 


ARKANSAS. 
White River, Batesville to Buffalo Shi with to im: 
ae Seren: o Shoals, a view proving by 
St. Francis River, Sunk Lands to Poplin, Mo. 


Shag Rock, Arch Rock, Bl Two Missi Anita all 
ee ossom Rock, Two ion Rocks, Rock, 
Redwood „ 
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FLORID. 
Apalachicola Bay. z 
Tampa Bay. 
Wi ee River. 
St. Lucia Inlet and River. 
IDAHO, 
Pend Oreille River (Flat Head River). 
KENTUCKY. 
Mouth of Tennessee River. 


Green River, at or near its mouth, f lock dam. 
Mouth of Cumberland River. a ne, = 


LOUISIANA. 

Bayou Teche, St. Martinville to Port Barre. 
MAINE. z 
Bora mver leading up to Penobscot vil 
uce River, u mo x 
Renner Harbor and Peantest River, including mouth of Kenduskeag 

ver. 

MARYLAND. 
Inner Harbor Rock Hall. 
Cambridge Harbor. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


Merrimac River, from Lowell to New Hampshire State line. 

Marblehead Harbor, with a view to improving the harbor pe e a 
sen van to protect the isthmus connecting Marblehead with the town of 

Provincetown Harbor, with a view of erecting a dike for the protection of 
that harbor. 

Neponset River. 

Lynn Harbor, with a view to securing a channel 300 feet wide and 15 feet 
deep at low water. 

Harbor, with a view to securing a channel 1,200 feet wide and 30 feet 
be from the navy-yard to the entrance of the present main ship channel. 
cee the main ship channel in Presidents Roads through Broad Sound 

Mount Hope ee Fall River Harbor. 

Manchester Harbor. 

Connecticut River, between Holyoke and the foot of the rapids. 

Harbor at Plymouth. 
T MISSISSIPPI. 


unflower River, with a view to improving the same by locksand dams 
as high as Clarksdale. 
MINNESOTA. 

Big Stone Lake, with a view to the construction of reservoirs, in accordance 
with the report of Maj. W. A. Jones, of the Engineer Corps of the United 
States Army, dated January 16, . 

Red Lake River, with a view of improving Red Lake River from Thief 
River Falls to the Red Lake, in accordance with the sy, bee of Maj. W. A. 
Jones, of the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, dated February 26, 


MICHIGAN. 

Kalamazoo River from Saugatuck to New Richmond. 

Harbor of Frankfort, with a view of obtaining an 18-foot depth of water. 
55 of Holland (Black Lake), with a view of obtaining a 16-foot depth 

water. 

Harbor of Monroe, with a view of obtaining a 14-foot depth of water. 

Harbor of refuge at On affording 18-foot depth of water. 
and Wisconsin, with a view of obtaining a 


tor. 
Harbor at Charlevoix, with a view of ret gy ee depth of water. 
Rouge River, from Wabash Bridge crossing to Maples arg hah a view of 
o 16-foot depth of water, expense thereof to be paid from money on 
hand for improvement of Rouge 


ver. 
Pudington Harbor 
u m x 
Saginaw River. > 
NEW JERSEY. 
Mantua 


Creek. 
Salem River, from its mouth to Salem City. 
3 tg Mind from its mouth to Main Street Bridge. 
Eliza ver. 
Absecon Inlet, with a view of maintaining 10 feet of water over the bar. 
NEW YORK. 


Bay Gowanus Creek, Red Hook, and Buttermilk channels, with a 
view to making one continuous channel 30 feet in depth and of equal width. 
re À 


NORTH CAROLINA. 
Cape Lookout harbor of refuge. 
hea jetty near Bogue Inlet to remove sand bar. 
OREGON. 


Clatskanie River, to town of Clatskanie. 
Tillamook Bay, bar and entrance. 
Nehalem River, from modified plan, to be paid for out of money on hand. 


OHIO. 


Starve Island Reet, nent ponta 8 Erie, with a view to 
8 a naviga nn: ee epth over reef. 
R Ohio River, Marietta to its mouth. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
1 River. 


Erie bor. 

Allegheny River, to determine what remaining portion of said river can be 
made navigable, and the number, location, and cost of the necessary dams 
therefor. 


X RHODE ISLAND. 
Easterly breakwater to shore, Point Judith, at Point Judith harbor of 
refuge. 
TEXAS, 
Sabine Lake. 


TENNESSEE. 
Emory River, from its mouth to the town of Harriman. 
VERMONT. 
Missisquoi River, Swanton to lake. 
WISCONSIN. 
Harbor at Kenosha, with a view to obtaining a channel 21 feet deep and 
basin 20 feet Soep. 
Harbor at ne, with a view to obtaining a channel 21 feet deep. 
Harbor at Milwaukee, with a view to obtaining a channel 21 feet deep. 
Harbor at Ahnapee. 
La Crosse Harbor. 
Sheboygan, with a view of obtaining 21 feet. 
MONTANA. 
Kootenai River, for removal of obstructions above Jennings. 
WASHINGTON. 
Lewis River, from Columbia River to La Center. 
Pend Oreille River, from its source at Lake Pend Oreille, Idaho, to the town 
of Metalline, Wash. 
OEA Bay, from deep water to the mouth of Whatcom Creek, at New 
m. 
0) on River. 
— oe Harbor and River. 


During the reading of the bill, 

Mr. DIN GLE said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
It is important that the House should hear the bill read, in order 
to know what modifications have been made. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. Gentlemen de- 
siring to converse will please retire to the cloakroom. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 


bill as read be printed in the RECORD. 
The SPEA pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). The gentleman 
from New York asks unanimous consent that a second be consid- 


ered as ordered, and that the bill as read be printed in the RECORD, 

Mr. HOOKER. A second has already been ordered, and my re- 
quest is that the bill as read be printed in the RECORD., 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent that the bill as read may be printed in the 
RECORD. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HOOKER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew my request, which 
I made some time ago, to enlarge the time for debate upon this 
measure. 

A MEMBER. I object. : 

Me ODRE ask that general debate be continued until 4 
o'clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule forty minutes 
would be allowed for debate. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent that the time for debate be extended until 
4 o'clock. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think that would only be an extension of 
about thirty minutes or less. 

Mr. HOOKER. It would be more than that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There ought to be more debate than that 
upon this bill, which carries or authorizes $63,000,000. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will suggest that the 
time might be extended until 5 o'clock, 
Mr. HOOKER. I make that modification of my request. 


Mr. HEPBURN. It will be remembered that the gentleman 
told us this morning that there had been amendments made to 
this bill this morning. Nobody knows what those amendments 
are. There ought to be some opportunity for explanation, and 
we ought not to commit ourselves to this extraordinary expendi- 
ture of $63,000,000 with only forty minutes for debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent t the time for debate be extended 
until 5 o’clock this evening. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask that the time may be extended until 5 


o'clock, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks that it be 
extended to 5 o'clock. 

Mr. HOOKER. That is my ge seg 

The 3 tempore. t was the request that the 
debate be extended until 5 o’clock. 


Mr. MAGUIRE. Is it understood that the bill will then be 
open to amendments? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No, sir. This is a motion to 
—— the rules and pass the bill. 

. MAGUIRE. en I object. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would state to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia that the effect of his objection is to cut off debate, and does 
not put him in any better condition for amendment. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule forty minutes is 
allowed for debate, twenty minutes to be controlled by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hooker] and twenty minutes by 
those o to the bill. : 

Mr. DOCKERY. Who is to be recognized in opponint 

The SPEAKER 8 tempore. The gentleman from 

i control the time in opposition to the bill, 
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Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. OWENS. The Chair called to know whether there was 
rae or not. f 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asked if there was 
objection to the request of the gentleman from New York to 
extend the time for debate until 5 o’clock, and the gentleman from 
California objected. 

Mr. O S. Objection was made? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection has been made, 

Mr. OWENS. Idid not know that. 

Mr. HOOKER. I yield five minutes— 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent that the debate be 
extended until 4 o’clock. Gentlemen will not object to that. 

ThE SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
is 5 

Mr. HOOKER. I yield five minutes to my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. BURTON of 2 ; 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, one of the leading fea- 
tures of this bill is the number of projects that are put under con- 
tinuing contracts. That is tomy mind the most commendable 
feature of the bill, and therefore has my hearty approval. Inthe 
preservation of our public works that system will be adopted in 
all the biennial appropriations under the river and harbor act 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman will suspend. The 
House will be in order. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, if there is to be no opportunity 
to offer amendments to this bill, I have no objection to the debate 
3 until 5 o'clock. - IA) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California 
withdraws his objection to extending the time for debate on this 
bill until 5 o’clock. Is there further objection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The withdrawal of the objection is too 
late. Debate has proceeded under the rule, 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not, if the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [ite Burton] will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio, Certainly; I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio ob- 


jects. 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Spoaken the leading feature of this 
bill is the number of projects placed under the continuimg-con- 
mani system. This is at the same time its most commendable 
eature. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will suspend. 
The House will be in order. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, if there is to be no opportunity 
to offer amendments to this bill, I have no objection to the debate 
continuing until 5 o’clock. 

The SP R pro tempore. The gentleman from California 
withdraws his objection to extending the time for debate on this 
bill until 5 o’clock. Is there further objection? 

Mr, GROSVENOR. The withdrawal of the objection is too 
late; debate has proceeded under the rule. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not, if the gen- 
tleman from Ohio Mr. Burton] will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Certainly; I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I object. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio objects. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. In the prosecution of our public work: 
so sure as we pursue the best methods, this plan be adopte 
in all, I hope the time is not far distant when this biennial 
river and harbor act will include a provisions for repair and 
maintenance and for the payment of the first installment on proj- 
ects, appropriations for which thereafter will be made annually 
as the work progresses. In the first place, this is the most econom- 
ical system. It requires little discrimination to see that for eve 
project a plant must be provided and certain expenses incurred, 
whether the whole of the work is to be done or only an insignifi- 
cant fraction of it. 

Notwithstanding the fact that the new method has not yet been 
tried under the most favorable circumstances, we are not without 
experience as to its results. It appears that public works placed 
under this system in 1890 and 1892 have been finished at a atte 
ished cost, varying in amount, but averaging 30 percent. A com- 
munication from the Chief of Engineers dated March 25, 1896, 
addressed to Hon. W. B. Hooker, chairman of the Committee 

on peo and Harbors, contains the following references to specific 
projects: 


Harbor at Charleston, S.C.—The gies by the continuous system of appro- 
priations was $545,500. on covered by the contract at the 
Harbo: 


„being for the po: 
rate of 33 per cent. 
r at Savannah, Ga.—The total saving which can be determined as 


resulting in Savannah Harbor from the system of continuing contracts has 
pe. in ane numbers, $900,000, or about 25 per cent of the entire cost of the 
provemen’ 


ippi River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio 
estima’ 


Mississi 
River.— ted that the saving by lowering the prices 20 per cent 
under the continuing contracts 5 bayer „000. 
ississippi River from the mouth of the Ohio River to Minneapolis, Minn.— 
The great advantage and economy of work under system of continuous 
appropriations have been most manifest. The cost of work both by day labor, 
in which the Government may be considered as the contractor, and under 
contracts with private parties has been materially reduced. Under conditions 
of uncertainty as to amount of future appropriations or time of 83 
it is impossible to make definite . forp g labor or 
long in advance or in sufficient quantities to justify contractors in making 
adequate arrangements and low prices. The saying to the United States as 
aresult of the continuing e e has been, for the portion of the 
ippi between the mouth of the Missouri and Minneapolis, not less than 
15 per cent, or ap 5 in the four years’ work. For thestreteh 
from the month of the Ohio to the mouth of the Missouri the saving was fully 
as much, making the saving for the Mississippi between the mouth of the 
Ohioand Minneapolis under the four years of continuing appropriations about 
1,000,000. The future 8 of saving which may be expected to result 
m a continuance of the system of continuous appropriations would be 
even greater, as the work is more thoroughly organized. 
uri River from its mouth to Sioux City, Iowa. Comparing the results 


obtained under the two systems, it is seen that the work as carried on under 
continuous and undiverted bon eh tana ny can be executed from 25 to 50 per 
cent less than when execu under the system of annual and uncertain 
appropriations. 
hip channel connecting waters of the Great Lakes between Chicago, Du- 
luth, and Buffalo.—It is believed that in this work of improvement the saving 
under the continuous-contract system has not been less than $500,000, or about 
15 per cent of the original estimate. 
umboldt Harbor and Bay, California.—Considering the amount of work 
already done and the amount estimated to complete the work, it is caleu- 
lated that there is a saving under the continuing-contract system of $682,292, 
or about 30 per cent. 
A letter from the late General Casey, former Chief of Engineers, 
dated March 30, 1892, contains the following: 
At the Hay Lake Channel the work, estimated to cost $2,650,115, will be com- 
piora upon the execution of the existing contracts, and fully $900,900 within 
e estimate, a saving of one-third, or 33 per cent, 


Also: 

3 A 1 pee ener eee rng bsg 12 . = 

r cent o e ave: rice ur e nye: en 
on the Delaware Tor imila 8 RA — 8 

In addition to the direct results from actual saving in cost 
equally important advantages arise from the earlier utilization o 
the completed project and the diminished injury from deteriora- 
tion or decay resulting from tardy completion of the work by 
sections. Under the traditional policy for the construction of 
buildings and for river and harbor improvements, piecemeal ap- 
propriations are doled out in a halting and dilatory manner, and 
often before the capstone is placed upon a structure the founda- 
tion begins to rot; and before a breakwater or pier is finished, 
the end at which it was commenced is so decayed that the waves 
of the first storm threaten to washit away. 

Not only is this the most economical plan, it is at the same time, 
it is not too much to say, more courageous and honest. Under 
the old system of biennial appropriations partial appropriations 
were made for the innings of expensive public works when 
the facts as to the total amount required were not well known to 
the House and without the careful consideration, which would 
have been given, had there been discussion upon the desirability of 
appropriating the full amount necessary. The result was that 
many projects were undertaken without sufficient knowledge of 
their merits; but after the work was once commenced, the argu- 
ment was used that the Government should notabandon the proj- 
ect to which we had committed ourselves by partial appropria- 
tions, because the amount already expended would be lost and we 
should be subjected to the reproach of having abandoned enter- 
prises once begun. 

Under the new system, the inevitable result will be to give 
more careful consideration to a project before it is commenced 
and then, if adopted, to prosecute it to completion in the most 
prompt and economical manner. 

The argument is also made that this bill is extravagant. This 
argument comes with very poor grace when we consider that this 
House a few days ago, almost without a dissenting voice, DASS 
priated in one bill over thirty millions for our naval establish- 
ment. This is the one appropriation made by the General Govern- 
ment, the immediate result of which is to increase the wealth and 
commercial development of our country. Indeed, it not only pro- 
vides better channels and harbors for commerce, but even in case 
of war provides improvements for waterways quite as essential 
for our safety as battle ships and cruisers. The sums expended are 
not extravagant, but, on the contrary, very small, when we take 
into account the enormous extent of our seacoast along the Gulf 
and the two great oceans, and the unequaled mileage of our 
rivers, to which we must add the marvelous traffic on the Great 
Inland Lakes, the most surprising of all. 

In order to maintain our place among the nations we must in- 
crease our exports. The sharp competition which has been brought 
to bear in supplying our home markets has not yet been exerted 
in securing foreign trade. This is largely due tothe fact that we 
have a home market the greatest in the world, and by the further 
fact that, until within the last twenty years, we 2 11 
with little effort, a practical monopoly in supplying foreign 
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markets with staple products. Untilrecent years we largely sup- 
ed the markets of the world with cotton, the fabric most used 
or clothing; with the wheat which furnishes bread; also with 


tobacco, the luxury used by the greatest number. But in recent 
years active competitors have arisen in the furnishing of each of 
these staples in either hemisphere and on both sides of the equator. 
In order to regain and maintain the great advantage which we 
formerly possessed, ee den be of so great an assistance as the 
improvement of our t bors and the development of a bet- 
ter system of inland transportation by improving navigable 
rivers. 

Neither is the objection that appropriations for rivers and har- 
bors have sometimes been w. a valid one. Beyond the inevi- 
table loss or waste belonging to every system of expenditure 
maintained on a large scale, and in an era when inventions are 

early revolutionizing methods of construction, there have not 
en injudicious expenditures in the river and harbor bills. The 
waste has not been as great as in other branches of the public 
service. Many of the most expensive ships built for our Navy, 
constructed according to the best models of the time, are now 
rusting away at wharves, utterly useless to-day, though costing 
millions. The navy of Great Britain, designed in accordance 
with the most perfect development of the art of shipbuilding, 
3 the admiralty list useless hulks which cost millions 
of poun 
he accusation of extra’ ce in these expenditures for rivers 
and harbors is effectually disproved by a comparison with the 
methods of other nations of more developed resources. England 
and France illustrate two widely different lines of policy in the 
rovision made for aids to commerce and transportation. Great 
Britain these improvements are for the most part undertaken by 
private corporations or agencies other than the Imperial Govern- 
ment. These enterprises have been undertaken upon an enormous 
scale. Undoubtedly more eg. is invested there in harbors, 
docks, and inland waterways in any other country. In recent 
years the Tyne, at and below Newcastle, has been deepened and 
other improvements made at acost of $20,000,000. On the Mersey 
and the Clyde much larger sums have been expended. The Man- 
chester Canal, 35} miles in length, has recently been completed at 
a cost of $75,000,000. In other poea canal companies $150,000,- 
000 is invested. This method of improvement by private corpora- 
tions or local authorities is not suited to our methods, or, espe- 
cially in the case of inland waterways, to the greater extent of 
territory involved in each improvement. 
It is true that plausible arguments have been made for the adop- 
tion of a system in this country under which a fraction—say one- 
third or one-fourth—of the expense of river and harbor impreve- 
ments should be paid by local authorities or collected from the 
locality regarded as especially benefited and the balance by the 
General Government. It is maintained by the advocates of this 
plan, that this division would secure a more equitable adjustment 
of the burden of the expense and assure faith and the exer- 
cise of the best judgment in the adoption of projects for improve- 
ment. The objections are that all these projects have come to be 
regarded as distinctly national in their character and not to be 
undertaken unless proper subjects of expenditure from the na- 
tional Treasury; that the necessity of including different locali- 
ties and States in a ace improvement would require a concert of 
action by numerous and perhaps varying interests, almost im i- 
ble to obtain; and further, that less deserving projects would be 
ted, with offers to furnish the portion to be paid by local 
3 and these would obtain recognition to the exclusion of 
more valuable oes for which less pecuniary support could 
be furnished. e tendency of legislation on this ject from 
the time when Madison, in 1817, declared he found no warrant in 
the Constitution for . for internal improvements has 
been for the General Government to undertake these improve- 
ments and provide for the payment of the whole expense in case 
the direct and principal result ts to aid commerce, but to require 
of local authorities a share of the expense when, as in the case of 
the levees along the Mississippi River, particular localities. re- 
ceive, in protection to property or o ise, a benefit distinct 
from that obtained from improved facilities for navigation. 

In assistance rendered by the Government to harbors and to in- 
land navigation, the nation with which comparison can most 
aptly be made is France. In the United States the total of ap- 
propriations made for rivers and harbors since the formation of 


Under the first, or permanent class, there has been expended by 
France in the eighty-one years mentioned approximately $500,- 
000,000, of which the sum of $300,000,000 has n for rivers and 
canals, inland navigation, and $200,000,000 for ports and harbors. 

Under the second head of Care and maintenance,” which, 
equally with the former, should be counted in order to make an ac- 
curate comparison, there has been expended in the same time, 
approximately, $135,000,000 for inland navigation and $70,000,000 
for ports and harbors, making a total for both classes of expenditure, 
in round numbers, of $435,000,000 for inland navigation and $270,- 
000,000 for harbors; in all, $705,000,000. It will thus appear that 
the amount expended by France has been more than two and one- 
half times as great as that expended in this country, yet a single 
State in this Union has a greater area than all of France. y 
significant is a comparison of individual projects and localities. 
Upon the River Seine alone, for a distance of less than 250 miles, 
between Paris and Havre, there has been e: ded 61,000,000 of 
francs, or about $12,000,000, an amount nearly equal to the total 
amount 3 by this Government for the improvement of 
the Ohio and all its branches, excluding the Cum d and Ten- 
nessee. Yet these rivers have a length of 4,406 miles of navigable 
water, and in the valley of the Ohio, including the Monongahela, 
Allegheny, Muskingum, Great and Little Kanawha, Kentucky, 
Green, and other tributaries, there is an empire as rich in its re- 
sources as any equal body of land in the wor 

Even more impressive is the contrast when we compare expend- 
itures for harbors. The port of Boston, the second ocean port 
of the United States, has received in appropriations, from the be- 
conn from the General Government. $2,804,000. The port of 

New York, for the divers improvements included in the bor 
and neighboring channels, comprising all expenses from and in- 
cluding Sandy Hook on the one side to and including the Harlem 
River on the other, has received 88,449,911. The cities of Buffalo 
and Chicago, located upon the Great Lakes, and second and third 
among American ports in amount of tonnage entering and clear- 
ing, have received in appropriations, respectively, $2,861,480.41 
and $2,272,400 (including Calumet). The city of Cleveland, the 
leading shipowning and shipbuilding port of the Great Lakes, 
has received 81,647,904. 84. Let on single port of Havre, not 
the greatest port of France, there was expended from 1814 to 1891, 
the last year for which official figures for se te harbors are 
available, a sum slightly in excess of $32,000,000; on the harbor 
of Marseilles, $19,000,000; on that of Dunkirk, $20,000,000. Yet 
each of these ports, with the exception of Marseilles, has, in ton- 
nage, a traffic less than the least of the American ports mentioned. 
More in detail, the ditures for improvements in France for 
the period mentioned, 1814 to 1894, inclusive, expressed in French 
money, have been as follows: 

For inland navigation— 
Rivers: 


otal for CARR on no spec cele een one 
Total for inland navigation 2, 149, 965, 134 
For 2 i and harbors (maritime:)— 
traordinaires . 992, 728, O07. 
9ꝙü ! SAT, 460, 48 
Total for ports and harbors . L, 340, 189, 035 
n A N N A EE EN ß 3, 490, 144, 169 


over 140,000,000 francs was expen for reparation of improve- 
ments and the acquisition of canals, etc. e latter was charged 
to the military establishment, though really expe i 
gation. For maintenance and dredging, etc., in the years 1836 to 
1876, inclusive, there was expended for rivers as follows: 


the Government, including amounts appropriated for continuing Ahne Laire 


contracts under the sundry civil bill, is $273,638,515. France, in 
the period from 1814 to 1894, inclusive, for which carefully pre- 
pelt E are available, has made expenditures for the Pet 

t of inland waterways and for ports, appearing on the 
budget in two forms—first, “ travaux extr. i es,” improve- 
ments and additions intended to be permanent, which when com- 
plete will not require to be renewed; second, travaux ordinaires,” 
SS of annual occurrence, for care and maintenance, in 
which are sometimes included branches and permanent improve- 
ments of minor importance. 


The exact expenditure on the harbors named, to and includi 
1891, was as follows: 


The public men and economists of France are practically unan- 
imous. in the opinion that these expenditures have been of the 
greatest benefit to the whole country, and that the amounts 


required should be supplied by nati taxation. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER, unanimous consent was given for 
paei leave to extend in the Recorp remarks made upon this 


[Mr. WASHINGTON addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


_ Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I think it is now time that the 
gentleman in charge of the opposition, Mr. Dockery, should 
occupy some of his time. . A 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 

. DOCKERY] is recognized to control the time in opposition to 

e motion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of just and 
proper appropriations for the improvement of the great rivers and 
waterways of the country; but I am notin favor of a policy which, 
in order to secure that desirable result, compels us to appropriate 
for unimportant creeks and streams. Mr. Speaker, I would not 
favor the passage of this bill, even though I approved every line of 
it, under a suspension of the rules, which forbids the right of 
amendment and limits all debate to forty minutes. f 

I know the suggestion has been made—and possibly it explains 
the appearance of this bill to-day, clamoring for pantas under 
suspension of the rules—that it is not safe to trust this body, be- 
cause of the apprehension that the bill, if considered in the ordi- 
nary way, would be largely increased in its items and ag; ate. 

It may be that this is a correct view of the situation; I do not 

itively assert that it is not. But I insist, Mr. Speaker, that any 
pil imposing upon the people of the United States di appro- 
priations exceeding $10,000,000 and liabilities in other forms in 
excess of $51,000,000 should be considered by the representatives 
of the people under the five-minute rule, which permits debate and 
amendment. The bill as reported to the House carries in direct 
appropriations $10,830,560. The chairman of the committee ad- 
vises me that the committee has added by way of amendments 
$97.000 additional, thus swelling the total of direct appropriation 
to $10,427,560. The bill also authorizes contracts amounting to 
$51,721,210.91, making a grand totalof liabilities upon the Treasury 
of $62,148,770.91. This becomes, therefore, the largest river and 
harbor bill known to our constitutional history. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I must hurry on, because other gentlemen 
wish to be heard. I desire, however, to refer for just a moment 
to the history of the contract system. It had its origin in the 
Fiftieth Congress, when an appropriation was made for the con- 
struction of the building for the Library of Congress and con- 
tracts authorized to be made in excess of the amount appropri- 
ated. Lam advised by a gentleman who is well informed t 
this was the first od sarap rss of the contract system upon our 
statutes. The precedent thus established was followed by the 
Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses. The Fifty-first Congress 
authorized five contracts for river and harbor improvements, and. 
in addition to an appropriation of $2,340,000, fixed the limit of 
the cost of such improvements at $13,282,980, making the total of 
appropriations and liabilities for the Congress $15,622,980. The 
Filty second Con followed with the authorization of thirteen 
contracts, in which authority was given to impose upon the 
Government contract liabilities amounting to $31,760,521; so that 
the total of appropriations and of contracts authorized by the 
Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses under this system was 
$47,383,501. The Fifty-third Congress declined to authorize any 
new contracts for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will, if the gentleman will be brief. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Has not experience shown that the contract 
system of doing public work is a measure of economy to the Gen- 
eral Government? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Undoubtedly, as to any given work, it is more 
businesslike and more economical to apply the contract system. 
But it is obvious, from the figures I have submitted, that when- 
ever we enter upon the policy of giving the note or obligation of 
the Government instead of the Gask it results in the imposition of 
increased liabilities. ‘ 

Mr. HOPKINS. Right there, allow me another question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In a moment. Now, then, Mr. Speaker, in 
these two Congresses the liabilities were $47,383,501. e prec- 
edent established by the Fiftieth Congress is to be followed in 
this Congress by authorizing thirty-two new contracts, the limit 
of cost being $51,721,210.91. I will now yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is it not a fact that in this appropriation bill 
no contract is provided for except as to works for which appro- 
priations have heretofore been made? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am not advised on that point; but if the 
gentleman so states, I assume that he is correct. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And the contracts authorized by the present 

ill run, some of them, for six years, do they not? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think they do. 

Mr. HOPKINS. So that when the gentleman says that these 


expenditures will amount to something more than $50,000,000, it 
makes the annual appropriation less than $10,000,000. 


Mr. DOCKERY. It is conceded that the contract system, in so 
far as a given work is concerned, is more economical; but the re- 
sult of the system is manifest in this bill. While it is true that 
members secure small appropriations because of the present con- 
dition of the Treasury, yet it is also true that under this system 
the revenues of the future are mortgaged; so that while in indi- 
vidual cases the contract system operates in the interest of econ- 
omy, yet the net result as shown by the aggregate is an enormous 
increase of the liabilities of the Government. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I deny in toto the gentleman’s conclusions, 
and state broadly and unqualifiedly that the result of this system 
is ey not only in the particular cases, but in the general 
result. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not know how the gentleman reaches 
his conclusions. 

Mr. HOPKINS. On facts. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I know that more than eighteen hundred 
years ago there were “doubting Thomases”; and it is said that 
there were those then who would not believe though one rose 
from the dead.” 

Mr. MERCER. How doyou know? aughter. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am nots ised, Mr. S er, that the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER] should exhibit such a 
lack of familiarity with the Sacred Book. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these are facts; they are figures taken from 
the official records, showing that this bill carries more than sixty- 
two millions of obligations which must be met by the yers 
of the country, and yet it is to be crowded through the House 
under a suspension of the rules, without the right of amendment 
and with but twenty minutes’ debate on either side. Mr. Speaker, 
I am opposed to the D eas of this bill because of its exorbitant 
demands upon the asury. Its passage under a suspension of 
the rules is without precedent as to this bill in recent years and 
should invite the condemnation of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, what time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has ten minutes 
remaining. 


[Mr. WHEELER addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as we have exhausted 
about half of our time, I ask the gentleman from Missouri to oc- 
cupy @ portion of his. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missonri 
has ten minutes, the tleman from New York twelve, remaining. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield nine minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 


[Mr. HEPBURN addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HOOKER. I yield five minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi Ei CATCHINGS]. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. . Speaker, before attempting to make 
some reply to the extraordinary har: e with which we have 
been honored by our distinguished friend [Mr. HEPBURN], I desire 
to say that I have served on the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
ever since my entrance into Congress. No river and harbor a 
propriation bill has been framed during the last ten years 
whose construction I did not actively participate. I want to say 
here now, in all frankness and candor, that the bill which the 
committee have presented to the House on this occasion is by all 
odds the most carefully drawn, the most scientific in its construc- 
tion, and will redound most to the benefit of the country of any 
bill which has ever passed since I have been in Congress. [Ap- 


3 
Mr. Chairman, my friend Mr. HEPBURN always indulges in 
great poetic license when he assails the Mississippi River. I 
wish to call him down upon his statement that two-thirds of all 
the money which has been appropriated for that river has been 
expended in the construction of levees. Isay to him now that 
eleven millions of the twenty-six millions have gone into the con- 
struction of levees along the banks of that river. I wish also to 
say to him that during the same time the riparian owners, of their 
own means, have expended the enormous sum of $14,000,000, so 
that the work has gone along by a system of cooperation between 
the Federal Government and the riparian owners. I wish also to 
remind the gentleman of a fact which he well knows—for he has 
made a great study of this question, having fought it whenever i 
was presented for consideration—that the Board of Army Engi- 
neers pou in 1879 to consider this question reported that it 
was absolutely essential, if there was to be any navigation of that 
stream during its fiood period, that these levees should be con- 
structed; that without 3 the flood there could be no com- 
merce upon the river, there could be no navigation, no places for 
the boats to land, no commerce for them to engage inif could 
land. So that constructing the levees has had the ific pur- 
of enabling those who would use that river to navigate it and 
their business upon it in its periods of greatest flood. 
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So far as concerns the lower water navi 
wish to say that the work has not pro: 
expected, because the contraction and revetment works have 
turned out to be more expensive than the engineers at their incep- 
tion expected that they would be; but during the last few years 
there has been a most tremendous development of whatis known 
as the hydraulic dredge, which was invented in 1854, but which 
was never practically utilized on any public works until between 
1890 and 1892. But it has now reached that point of magnificent 

‘ormance where we have a dredge now constructed which on a 

t a few weeks ago removed the enormous and unprecedented 
amount of 6,700 cubic yards per hour. The commission is provid- 
ing a fleet of just such dredges for the purpose of dredging these 
sand bars and affording navigation during the low period of the 
river, and this bill especially requires that so much of the money 
as shall be n shall be expended in the way of obtaining a 
channel 9 feet deep from St. Louis to the Gulf, not less than 250 


feet wide. i 
Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 


Mr. HEPBURN. 
question there? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Les, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not this very dredging an abandonment 
of every scheme which has heretofore been formed and a return 
to the old methods before the Commission was created? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir; the genoman does not know what 
he is talking about. [Applause.] There has never been a dredge 
boat along the Lower Miss sea River, and removing sand bars 
until within the last few years by dredging would have been an 
impossibility. There never was the possibility of dredging asand 
bar on the lower river until this hydraulic system was discovered, 
and if my friend knew anything of this subject, about which he 
declaims so vigorously, he would know that what I say is abso- 
lutely true. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the people of all the Western States have 
flocked before our committee and demanded that this appropria- 
tion should goon. There is nothing in this bill more meritorious 
or more worthy of the respect and favor of the House. We all 
agree with Henry Clay, who declared more than forty years ago 
that if there was any one thing national in its character, it was 
the great Mississippi River. And we also know that that other 

t distinguished statesman, John C. Calhoun, departed from 

is ordinary position in reference to the power of the Government 

to make internal improvements and favored this, because he said 
that it was just what we all know it to be—a great inland sea. 

Mr. Speaker, I beg this House to pay little heed to what the 

tleman from Iowa has said, as he has opposed every river and 
‘bor bill, and never has voted for one, and never will, because 
of his prejudices, notwithstanding his protestations. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. McLACHLAN. Mr. S. er, I am opposed to the motion 
of the gentleman from New York, to suspend the rules and pass 
this bill, for the reason that if this course is pursued it will give 
no opportunity to anyone to offer any amendments to this impor- 
tant measure, making appropriations aggregating over $60,000,000 
of the le's money, including the continuous contracts pro- 
vided for therein. I assume that the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors have faith in the justice and merits of the bill that it has 
presented here to-day, and, if I am right in this assumption, that 
committee can surely have no valid objection to submitting their 
labors and conclusions to the deliberate judgment of this House 
and give us a reasonable opportunity to investigate them for our- 
selves. 

The members of this committee will not claim to be infallible, 
or assume that their judgment upon many featutes of this bill is 
superior to that of the whole House. This bill is far from being 
satisfactory to me or the people whom I represent. San Pedro 
Harbor, the point in my district where two great transcontinental 
railroads touch tide water on the Pacific coast, has received the 
most miserly consideration at the hands of this committee, not- 
withstanding the most reasonable demands that we made of it; 
and I now ou to defeat this resolution to suspend the rules 
and this id, so that I may have an opportunity to present to 
this House the merits of our claim for San Pedro and southern 
California. Having had an opportunity to do that, I must be Sat- 
isfied with the result. But if this resolution prevails I will have 
no opportunity to present our case to the House, and must sub- 
mit to the wrong perpetrated by this committee against an im- 
provement that deserves far better consideration than it has re- 
ceived at the hands of the committee. There are other localities 
that have similar grievances against the provisions of this bill, 
and we simply demand an opportunity to be heard. This is rea- 
sonable; this is just. 

Mr. Y. Mr. Speaker, in the half minute remaining I 
only desire the attention of members while I make one su tion. 
If you desire to offer amendments, the way to secure such right 
is to vote down the motion to suspend the rules, and then the bill 
will come up in the usual way in which it has always been con- 


tion of the river, I 
as rapidly as we had 


sidered in recent years, and you can offer amendments and have 
them considered. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Missouri a question before he sits down. If the gentleman's sug- 
gestion were adopted, would he then support the bill? I ask him 
to answer that question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It would depend upon the condition of the 
bill when it had been completed. [Cries of “Ah!” and laughter. } 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, how much time is there remain- 
ing on the other side? 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The time on the other side has 
been consumed, and the gentleman from New York has seven 
minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. HOOKER. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Nr. 5 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, against the declamation of 
my valued colleague from my State, I simply want to state one 
practical fact, being a practical man. Within ten days the traffic 
manager of a railway between St. Paul and St. Louis was in my 
room. I said to him, Colonel, what is the practical benefit to 
the people of the Mississippi Valley, from a railroad standpoint, 
of our Missi issippi River improvements.” He said, It amounts 
to 50 per cent reduction of railroad transportation ratés for the 
age: Valley for a great part of the year.” [Great applause. ] 

Mr. OKER. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. COLSON]. 


[Mr. COLSON addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to my col- 
1 e on the committee [Mr. HERMANN]. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, no policy on the part of this 
Congress has 9 2 so beneficial, so profitable, and so lasting to all 
parts of this Union and to all its people as the policy of appropria- 
tions for liberal waterway improvements. The great problem of 
the present day is cheaper transportation. Deeper water means 
deeper draft ships, and deeper draft ships give us greater carrying 
capacity, and this produces cheaper freights. Ten years ago in 
the port of Boston no ship of a a hag capacity of 2,500 tons 
could enter and depart from that port. ‘To-day a vessel carryin 
10,000 tons and drawing 30 feet and 6 inches of water can enter an 
depart without any difficulty; and the testimony is that the reduc- 
tion of freights amounts to 40 per cent. That has been the result 
in the last decade. 

Now, there is no policy so popular among the American people 
as these liberal waterway appropriations. A few years ago many 
Representatives on this floor earned their title to reelection by 
their opposition to the river and harbor bill; and to-day, sir, that 
same opposition would result in their defeat. More money is ap- 

ropriated now in a single bill than was appropriated from the 
oundation of this Government up to the year 1860. In the decade 
between 1880 and 1890 we appropriated §108,000,000 for the im- 
provement of the waterways of the United States; yet, liberal as 
we are in our appropriations for our waterways, our policy is 
illiberal in comparison with that pron by foreign nations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. e time of the gentleman has 
expired, 

. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I can not, in the time remain- 
ing, expect to explain every portion of this bill, but I desire to 
make a few observations concerning the bill and some of the re- 
marks that have been made by gentlemen who have preceded me. 
This is not the first time a river and harbor bill has been passed 
under a suspension of the rule. This is not the first time that my 
friend from Missouri 5 85 DocKERY] has made remarks concern- 
ing ean parae of a large appropriation bill under a suspension 
of the rules. I recoltect correctly, in the Fifty-third Congress 
the legislative, executive, and judicial bill, of which the gentle- 
man from Missouri had charge, carrying about $25,000,000, was 
passed under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no. I have never had charge of a bill 
since I have been connected with Congress that passed under a 
suspension of the rules. 

r. HOOKER. Well, you were a member of the committee 
that reported the bill to the House, and that bill was passed with- 
out giving an opportunity to debate it for twenty-five minutes, or 
even for five minutes. So much for that. 

Lam somewhat surprised at my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] picking w this bill, selecting a few States, calling the at- 
tention of the House to them, and saying with a great deal of 
assurance that the State of Maine gets over $1,000,000 in this bill, 
When he made that statement he knew well enough that in the 
appropriation carried for the State of Maine over one and a half 
millions was placed upon continuous contracts, and that for those 
two projects only $40,000 in actual cash was appropriated. When 
he spoke of the appropriation for the State of Massachusetts he 


knew that in that total there was one item of over a million dol- 
lars for the city of Boston, and that there was not a dollar of 
money in that sum e He would also have known, 

bill, that in the aggregate of the appropriations 


had he read the 
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for the State of New York there were upwards of $4,000,000 placed 
under the continuous-contract system, one item of which was 
$2,200,000 for the city of Buffalo, and that there is not one dollar 
of money appropriated in this bill for that project. 

Iam not surprised that the gentleman lays so much stress on 
the Mississippi River appropriation. That has been his hobby 
ever since I have been in Congress, and it was his hobby long be- 
fore I came to Congress, and to-day he has notadvanced asolitary 
new argument relative to the matter, and it is strange to me that 
after his objections have year after year been so completely 
answered he should now offer them again. 

In the Forty-ninth Con, he made a similar fight against the 
Mississippi River appropriation, and he has continued it ever since 
while he has been a member of the House. If the gentleman had 
examined the items in this bill concerning the appropriation for 
the Mississippi River Commission and the Missouri River Com- 
mission he would have discovered that the language of the appro- 
priation in this bill for the Mississippi and the Missouri rivers is 
almost identical with that of former provisions for those rivers. 
In other words, in the Fifty-second Congress we appropriated 
$16,000,000 for the Mississippi River, and under this bill we ap- 

ropriate only $14,400,000. This bill carries with it in cash items 

10,432,560, and authorizes the Secretary of War to enter into con- 
tracts for the completion of works to the amount of $51,721,210.91. 
So I might go through the entire bill. 

The committee has been considering the items that make up 
this bill for three months past. We have listened to aly epee! 
tives of this House and of the Senate from almost every State and 
Territory in the Union, and of the numerous items in the bill, 
amounting to about five hundred in number, every one has been 
considered by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors as a whole, 
and none of them have been considered by a subcommittee. There 
are only about twenty-two new projects contained in this bill, and 
the committee state to the House that there is not a single item, 
not a single new project, not a single new proposition in this river 
and harbor bill that has not been debated and legislated upon by 
Congress in years past, and every item of expenditure is justified 
by the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers. 

— SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 

ired. : 
r. HOOKER. Iask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. HOOKER] to suspend the 
rules and pass this bill. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore declared 
that in the opinion of the Chair the ayes had it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Lask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 216, noes 40. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Simply to remark that this vote shows the 
general evenness with which the ‘‘pork” has been distributed. 
[Langhter. } A 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order, 
this question the ayes are 216 and the noes are 40 

. TALBERT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, only 26 members voting in 
favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this question the ayes are 
216 and the noes are 40; two-thirds having voted in the affirma- 
tive, the rules are s nded and the bill is passed. [Applause. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the House now adjourn, i 
there is nothing else to do. 

Mr. Low addressed the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw the motion. 


LEGALIZING BOND ISSUES IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. LOW. I move to suspend the rules and pass, with the 
amendments as reported by the Committee on Territories, the bill 
(H. R. 4052) approving certain acts of the legislative assembly of 
the Territory of New Mexico authorizing the issue of certain 
bonds of said Territory. 

The bill, with the amendments of the Senate as proposed to be 
amended by the Committee on the Territories, was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the coupon bondsand indebtedness of the Territory 
of New Mexico, amounting to $75,000, authorized by section 7 of an act of the 
Thirty-first legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexicoentitled “An 
act authorizing the rebuilding of the Territorial capitol at Santa Fe, which was 
destroyed by fire eared 12, 1892, and to provide the necessary means therefor 
and a board with authority to rebuild the same,” approved . 1895, 
and d ted as capitol rebuilding bonds of the Territory of New Mexico; 

Also, the bonds and indebtedness, amounting to $15,000, authorized by sec- 
tion 1 of an act of the said le; tive assembly of the e of New Mex- 
ico entitled An act to provide for the maintenance of the military institute 
at Roswell, N. Mex.“ approved February 13, 1895. 

Also, the bonds and indebtedness, nmounting to the sum of $30,000, author- 
ized by section 1 of an act of the said legislative assembly of the 3 of 
New Mexico entitled “An act to provide an addition to the insane asylum 


Upon 


of New Mexico for the accommodation of all the insane persons of the Terri- 


tory, and for other purposes,” approved May 13, 1895; an 
so, the bonds and indebtedness, amounting to the sum of $35,000, author- 
ized by section 1 of an act of the said 1 assembly of the Territory of 
New Mexico entitled “An act to provide for the completion of the buildings for 
the normal schools of New Mexico at Las Vegas and Silver City, and to pro- 
vide for the necessary furnishings therefor; and for additions to the New 
Mexico College of Agriculture and Mechanic Arts, at Las Cruces,” approved 
February 27, 1895, be, and the same are hereby, approved, confirmed, and 
made valid; also, the certain bonds and indebtedness, $1 in amount, to- 
ther with the interest coupons thereto attached, of the county of Santa F 
erritory of New Mexico, dated March 1, 1892, issued under the provisions 
an net of the Territorial general assembly known as the refunding act. Such 
bonds having been issued in refunding and in lieu of $150,000 of bonds, and the 
overdue interest thereon, of said county of Santa Fe, theretofore issued and 
outstanding, and hereby validated, approved, and confirmed. 
so the certain bonds and indebtedness, together with interest co 
thereto attached, of the county of Santa Fe, Territory of New Mexico, dated 
September 29, 1891, issued under the provisions of an act of the Territorial 
. assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, entitled An act for the 
nancial relief of counties and municipalities,” approved February 26, 1891. 
Such bonds having been issued in 5 in lieu of $150,000 of bonds, 
overdue interest, and a ju ent rendered thereon, of said county of Santa 
Fe, theretofore, in the year issued and outstanding, are hereby validated, 
approved, and confirmed. Also the certain bonds and indebtedness, $56,000 in 
amount, together with the interest coupons thereto attached, of the count; 
of Grant, Territory of New Mexico, dated July 1, 1883. peng the W 
part of an issue of $60,000 in bonds issued by said county of 
provisions of an act of the Territorial generalassembly dated February 1, 
are hereby validated, approved, and confirmed. Also the certain bonds an 
indebtedness, $50,000 in amount, together with the interest coupons thereto 
attached, of the city of Silver City. county of Grant, Territory of New Mex- 
ico, dated March 1, 1893, issued under the provisions of an of the Terri- 
torial general assembly of the 3 of New Mexico, entitled An act 
of the finances of an 


rant under the 


terest, Shr ether 8 11,1891. Such bonds having been 
ing and in lieu of bonds and indebtedness to the amount of $50,000 of said city 
of Silver City, county of Grant, theretofore issued and outstanding, are 
hereby validated, approved, and confirmed. 

It is intended hereby to validate, approve, and confirm any and all laws, 
ordinances, and p: ings, and bonds relating to the matter necessary to 
the validation of the said Santa Fe County, Grant County, and town of Silver 
or bonds, but no further and for no other purpose. 

o said county of Santa Fe is N authorized and empowered to again 
fun portion of the indebtedness thereof by this act validated 
within one year from the of this act, in accordance with the terms 
and provisions of an act of the legislature of the PRUT of New Mexi 
being chapter 79, entitled “An act for the financial relief of counties and 
municipalities ” (House bill No. 192), approved February 26, 1891, except that 
sach refunded bonds shall bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum, 
payable semiannually, and shall become due twenty-five years from the date 
of the issue of such refunded bonds, and shall be issued for the amount of 
unpaid principal of the bonds of said county pI thia act validated, with in- 
a aa n weeny TOS a E Ne aig 

r vely, a e rate of 4 per cen r annum un e date when ` 
the sum shall be refunded as herein provided, less the amount of interest 
heretofore paid on such bonds; and when said bonds shall be so refunded 
they shall subject in all other respects to all the Proy peng oases vere 
rights, obligations, benefits, and advan of said act of the legislature 
herein referred to. In case said bonds shall not be refunded by said county 
of Santa Fe upon the terms and conditions in this section set forth, then the 
yonda YONA by this act shall remain as the legal obligation of said Santa 

e County. 

If said bonds shall be refunded as herein provided, the holders of the bonds 
herein validated shall, upon actual notice given by said county, deliver to 
said county the bonds ‘herein validated, and shall receive in lieu thereof the 
refunded bonds provided for in this section: Provided, That any of said 
bonds which si not be delivered for refunding to said county of Santa Fe 
within six months after said notice shall be given, as herein 
not bear a rate of interest greater than 4 per cent per annum 
issue: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to make the 
Government of the United States liable or responsible for the payment of 
sayo said bonds by this act Pohier confirmed, and made v. 

end the title so as to read: “An act approving certain acts of the legis- 
lative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, authorizing the issue of cer- 
tain bonds of said Territory, and for other purposes.“ 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend the 
rules and the bill as proposed to be amended. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. On that motion I demand a second. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I object. 

Mr. Low and Mr. COOPER of Texas having been appointed as 
tellers, the House divided on the question of seconding the motion 
for the previous question; and the tellers reported—ayes 92, noes 1. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Low] is 
recognized for twenty minutes, and the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. CoorkR] will be recognized for the same time, if he desires it. 

Mr. LOW. As my distinguished associate on the committee, the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. OWENS], is thoroughly conversant 
with all the legal points of this question, as well as eminently 
qualified to answer any inquiries which members may desire to 
make, I D to him. 

Mr. OWENS. A short statement of the history of this matter 
will perhaps furnish the best explanation that I can give. 

Some time ago the House passed a bill validating certain bonds 
which had been issued by different counties and municipalities in 
the Territory of New Mexico. Certain informalities had arisen, 
and some question was raised in regard to the YANGU of those 
bonds, and it was deemed proper to pass the House bill in order 
to remove those doubts. en the bill went to the Senate, that 


refund all or an 
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body added provisions covering certain other bonds issued some 


years ago by the county of Sante Fe, I believe, in the Territory 
of New Mexico, to provide for the construction of a railroad across 
that county. Those bonds had been issued and turned over to the 
railroad company. The company put the bonds on the market 
and di of to holders who had no further notice, I pre- 
sume, of the terms under which they had been issued than the 
law itself Ein te las coe Bonan : may say, mas ee a 
perfect i e people o county, who receiv: or 
them a aie and valuable consideration. No 3 was raised 
by the people of the county to the payment of the bonds or any 
of them. For a number of years the interest accruing on the 
ds (something like 10 per cent, I believe) was poa by those 
people. After a number of those bonds, by agreement 
with the holders, were refunded at about 7 per cent, 

Some years later, upon a case arising in the courts of Arizona, 
it was judicially held that bonds such as these had not been issued 
in compliance with law, or, rather, they did not fall under the 
terms or spirit of the law under which they were ny hanes to have 
been issued. That law provided for issuing bonds for the purpose 
of ing internal improvements in the Territories; and the court 
decided that a rai did not fall within the description of in- 
ternal improvements. After that decision the county of Santa 
Fe to pay the bonds. The amendment to the bill was 

assed by the Senate in order to cure that defect in the issue of 
bonds, and to enable the holders, who had paid par and 
sometimes more than par value for them, to collect their money. 
Now, the question presented by this bill when returned to the 
House was whether or not we should concur in the Senate amend- 
ments validating the bonds issued in the manner I have described. 

When the question was referred to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories, two other sets of bonds came before that committee—the 
Grant County bonds and the Silver City bonds—which had been 
issued under somewhat similar circumstances, if not precisely 
similar, the Grant County bonds amounting to $56,000 and the 
Silver City bonds to $50,000. As Ihave already said, the conditions 
under which they were issued were nearly, if not precisely, simi- 
lar, and there was no question of the validity of any of the bonds 
and no allegation on the of the counties and cities that they 
would not ae them, and no question as to their legality in any 
respect until this decision in the Arizona case, after which they, 
in turn, declined to pay the interest upon the bonds; and this 

uestion is now presented to Congress, whether or not it will oblige 

to do so, or allow these counties and municipalities to escape 

the payments of the obligations that are conceded on all hands to 
be of binding moral force. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a cies 

Mr. OWENS. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Were the Silver City and Grant 
County bonds ever refunded? 

Mr. OWENS. Les, sir; they have been, as I understand. 

The purpose of the House bill, I will say to the gentleman— 
that is, the House amendment to the Senate amendment—is that 
all these bonds may be refunded, and that was agreed to, I think, 

the holders of the bonds and the Territorial representative of 

0 Fortes bare the committee, all of them conceding that 
these bonds should be refunded at 4 per cent. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Pardon me—my question was, had 
the Silver City bonds and the Grant County bonds been refunded 
before the decision was made in the case to which the gentleman 
refers, in Arizona? 

Mr. OWENS. Thatis my recollection. They had all been p 
on the market in good faith, with the fullest and most satis 
tory assurances from all parties that they would be paid at matu- 
rity. The courts of New Mexico had passed on a number of the 
bonds andsaid they were issued in compliance with the conditions 
of the law and were regular in all ts, and on that assurance 


the le all over the country, I know not who they were, but in 
all of the country, invested their money in the bonds on the 
faith of the assurances given to them that they would be paid. 


They were regarded as a very good investment. The men who 
a before our — those in favor of the 1 ition 

those against it, for arguments were heard on both sides, 
were unable to discover or present a single equity as to why these 
bonds should not be paid or why these people should not be forced 


to 755 them. 
WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 
Mr. OWENS. inly. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. there anything to show how much of 
interest is to be funded and how much represents the principal of 
the indebtedness? We find no report accompanying this matter. 
Mr. OWENS. There is a lengthy statement of the committee 
accompanying the bill. There is nothing, I Will state to the gen- 
tleman, to show 


already been paid. There was no complaint for many years after 


although the greater part of the interest has |r 


the issuance of the bonds about the interest being paid, and there 
was no question then raised as to the validity of the bonds. They 
did in fact keep up the payment of the interest for a number of 
years, and that was continued until after the decision in the Ari- 
zona case, to which I have already referred. I do not think it can 
involve a very large amountas far as the interest is concerned, at 
least it does not cover a very considerable period of time. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Is there any report from the governor 
or the officials of the Territory recommending this legislation? 

Mr. OWENS. No; I am sorry to say that governor of New 
Mexico was before the committee and endeavored to prevent the 
passage of this legislation. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Why is the gentleman sorry to say” it? 

Mr. OWENS. Because in doing so, when he appeared before 
the committee, he failed to disclose, so far as my judgment is con- 
cerned, a single fact why the people of New Mexico should be 
allowed to escape the just and moral obligations in which they 
are involved by the issuance of the bonds. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Let me ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky*whether the governor, in his appearance before the commit- 
tee, set up the charge that there had been fraud in connection with 
this matter or that these bonds had been issued imp ly? 

Mr. OWENS. No such charge was made, so far as I am aware. 
There had been some pretense, or talk, I should say, of some irregu- 
larity on the part of the officials of that county, of the extent of 
paroh the people who purchased the bonds could have no possible 
notice. 

Mr. LACEY. Did not the governor, let me ask the gentleman, 
as a member of the Board of Trade of Santa Fe, sign a written 
proce e that these bonds afforded a safe and reliable in- 
vestment? 

Mr. OWENS. Yes, sir; the whole board of trade of the city 
signed an indorsement in the most unequivocal terms that these 
Donas 2105 just and binding obligations, and would be fully met 
and paid. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Has there been anywhere a suit to test 
the validity of the bonds and the manner of their issuance? 

Mr.OWENS. There was,and thecourts of New Mexico reached 
the determination that the bonds were regular, legal, and valid in 
every particular, and no question arose, as I have already stated, 
until after the decision in the Arizona case. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Then, again, let me ask the gentleman, 
does this increase the indebtedness of the Territory of New Mex- 
ico in excess of the amount allowed by the Harrison Act, passed 
some years ago, which restricted the indebtedness to 5 per cent, 
I believe it was, of the value of the assessed ia 

Mr. OWENS. I am not sure of that; I think it unlikely, al- 
though in the case of Santa Fe County it will probably increase 
the amount of theindebtedness of that county somewhat in excess 
of the requirement of that act. But it strikes me, whether it does 
or not, that these people, after putting these bonds on the market, 
and after having voted two or three times to do so, should not be 
allowed to escape the payment of the bonds, which were purchased 
in good faith by investors, no charge of improper conduct being 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. OWENS. Certainly. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Is not the invalidity of these bonds due to 
the fact that they are an issue in excess of the 5 per cent limit 
allowed by law? 

Mr. O Noz; not under the decision of the court. It was 

ut on this ground, that the act provided for the issuing of these 
Ponds for internal improvements, and the court, in the Arizona 
case, determined that the construction of railroads was not an 
internal improvement, and that the purpose of these bonds did 
not fall within the terms of the act under which they were issued. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky whether in these suits to which he has referred 
the defenses set up were based upon any allegation of fraud against 
these bonds? 

Mr. OWENS. No; I think not. 

Mr. COOKE of Dlinois. Or that their inception was in fraud? 

Mr. OWENS. Icouldnotsay. Iam not familiar with all these 
defenses; but I know there was a determination reached by the de- 
cision of the court that the bonds were valid in every particular. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Iregret very much that 
c 
ould it pass this bill, a very rous ent wo’ 
be established. As a member of the committee I have had the 
matter under examination. I had not the slightest idea that it 
would be called up for consideration to-day, because it was gen- 
erally known tomy coll es on the committee that I was exam- 
ining into this matter, and I ted, if the convictions I now en- 
tertain were supported by the facts and the law, to file a minority 


The facts in this case are these: Originally a bill was introduced 
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in Congress 8 for the validation of certain bonds that were 
not yet issued - bonds of the Territory of New . for 
the establisment of some eleemosynary and Territorial public insti- 
tutions. These bondscould not be issued, because their issue would 
be in conflict with a law of the United States. We undertook to 
remedial legislation here for the benefit of that Territory. 

is bill passed the House and went to the Senate, and there some 
railroad baada were attached to it by amendment. The Senate 
attempted to validate the bonds commonly known as the “ Brice 
bonds.” This bill came back to the House with that amendment 


attached to it. It was referred to the Committee on Territories, 


and there they undertook, by amendment, to validate nearly 
$400,000 more of railroad bonds that had been issued by certain 
counties of New Mexico; in one instance, bonds that had been 
purchased by some agent or broker named Coler, and known as 
the Coler bonds,” which originally amounted to $150,000, but in 
the refunding act you find that after having been refunded they 
amount to $250,000. 

The gentleman says that there is no fraud charged in the issu- 
ance of these bonds. We had the governor of New Mexico before 
the committee. We had a telegram sent to the committee by a 
mass meeting of citizens of Santa Fe, N. Mex., 8 1 8 
the legalizing of these bonds and making an allegation of fraud 
An examination of the records will show that the tax rolls were 
padded; that property had been placed upon those rolls that was 
not subject to taxation; that railroad Property, that was then 
exempt from taxation under the laws of New Mexico was put 
upon the rolls for the purpose of giving sufficient valuation to 
anthorize the issue of these bonds, ose rolls increased in a few 
years from a little over $2,000,000 to over $6,000,000, and directly 
after the issuance of these bonds, or the authorization of them, 
the amount decreased again to $3,000,000. I say to you further, 
if it is right that these bonds should be validated—that we should 
assume the guardianship of the acts of that Territory—why does 
not the gentleman who represents that Territory here demand it. 
He has not been asking it. New Mexico has a representative upon 
this floor, and he has not demanded the passage of this bill. 

Another badge of fraud, or a thing that gives semblance of it, 
at least, is this: You find that at one election which they held in 
12 precincts only 6 precincts cast any votes, and 141 votes in that 
county placed the bond burden upon the people of that county. 
You find that when they undertook to 8 these bonds some 
of them were refunded into gold bonds. They were originally 
coin bonds, or payable in the lawful money of this country. Some 
of them have been refunded and are payable in gold. Lou find, 
furthermore, that the law authorizing the refunding of these bonds 
will show in itself that there was some ee Fona which 
put the law upon the statute books in the interest of the bondhold- 
ers. To show you how severe this law is, I will state that it pro- 
vides that if the tax collector fails or refuses to collect the money 
and make payment that he shall be sent to the penitentiary and 
forever debarred from holding office. They do not allow him to 
go to the courts. The law undertakes to tie the hands of the offi- 
cers, so that they can not go to the courts and resist the payment 
of these debts. 

Now, as far as the suit about these bonds is concerned, let me 
tell you something about that. There was asuit entered upon 
these bonds in the Territorial courts of New Mexico, That suit 
went to the supreme court of the Territory. A majority of the 
court decided in favor of the bonds, but there was a very able 
3 Fe Parties undertook to carry, by a that 
case to the Supreme Court of the United States. Citizens pro- 
poer to take necessary steps to carry the suit to the Supreme 

urt of the United States, but the commissioners reft to 
allow them to do so, notwithstanding they proposed to do it with- 
out cost to the county. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has never had an op- 
portunity to pass upon this. It has passed upon the case in Ari- 
zona of Lewis against Pima County, and in that case the court 
held the Territory had no authority to issue these bonds. If gen- 
tlemen want these bonds restored, if the holders want these bonds 
validated, why do they not go to the legislative branch of New 
Mexico? Why not go to the lawmaking power of that Territory, 
instead of coming here and asking Congress to validate these 
bonds? Why not offer a law here stating that the legislative 
assembly of New Mexico shall have power to validate these bonds, 
if she wants to do so, instead of having us say that Congress shall 
order that these bonds shall be paid? ~ 

Another feature of the law under which these were issued is 
this: It was contemplated under the law that the counties which 
issued railroad bonds should have a certain amount of stock in 

the railroad, and also that those bonds should not be sold for less 
than par. We had the testimony before the committee that these 
bonds were sold for about 50 cents on the dollar. We had testi- 
mony before that committee, too 

Mr. OWENS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question in that connection? 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I yield for a question. 

Mr. OWENS. The gentleman says that the law stated that 
these bonds should be issued at par, and that the testimony shows 


that they were sold for less than par. Is it not a fact that when 
they were sold for 50 cents it was by private parties, after these 
bonds had passed from the possession of the county—after the 
comis haa turned them over, and they did not then belong to the 
county 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. These parties were representatives of 
the railroad company. The county did not. receive any stock in 
this road. That provision can be foundin the law. What its 
purpose was I donot know; but it stated in the law that the bonds 
should not be sold for less than par. 

Mr. OWENS. Just one county sold them. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The law peng, ated thatthe county 
which issued them should get stock, and they did not except in 
one instance. I believe it was Grant County. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Was the stock ever worth anything? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I do not know. Now, these are some 
of the facts in connection with this. I am willing that this Ter- 
ritory should pay its honest debts. I yield precedence to no man 
on this floor about wishing to see fairness, justice, and honesty 
dealt out by the States, Territories, and citizens of this country; 
and I would have been glad that this bill should have been de- 
ferred until this matter had been examined. I have none of the 
law authorities here, and I could cite a number of cases. I have 
not the hearings before the committee with me; and haye not 
even the reports of the committee. And here, without warning, 
without notice, it seems to me, the disposition appears to be to 
take advantage of the situation and put upon this Territory a debt 
of more than $500,000, and then they attach this amendment to an 
innocent bill that provides for the issuance of bonds to pay for 
the building of the instifutions of the Territory. 

oe cer, I warn members to look into this matter carefully, 
and I them not to rush into it; and if they will postpone the 
consideration of this matter until it can be examined, I would not 
hesitate or object to any action this House might then take. 

I reserve the balance of my time. How much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. Low and Mr. Knox rose. 

Mr. LOW. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. KNOX. I thought I could be recognized in my own right. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is limited to forty minutes, twenty 
minutes under the control of the mover and the remaining twen 
minutes under the control of the member who demanded a secon 

Mr. LOW. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr, PERKINS. Mr. Speaker,inmy judgment, the proposition 
here is a simple one, and was investigated carefully by the Com- 
mittee on Territories. In my opinion, it is perfectly proper for 
this Houseto validate thesebonds. Now, the proposition in Santa 
Fe County, N. Mex., was that if a certain railroad should be built 
the county would grant a certain amount of bonds. The road 
was constructed in good faith and the county issued the bonds. 
These arg known as the Coler bonds. Then Mr. Coler, of New 
York, visited Santa Fe and made an examination as to the 3 
and sale of these bonds. The Board of Trade of Santa Fei 
to him at that time a circular, in which they said: 

We, me 3 members GARE Santa xe ro deg and tax- 

e mty, + issue 
Banta Fe County bonds, — bn 188) to aid in the 8 of the —— 


ta 
Fe, Nor Mexico and Southern Railroad, affords a safe and reliable invest- 
men 


These bonds were purchased and sold and scattered throughout 
the country. Now, then, some years later the county defaulted 
upon its interest, and suit was RN in the Territorial court. 

0 8 me Court upheld the validity of these bonds; and the 
reason this sum of $150,000, which is—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LOW. I desire that gentlemen on the other side should 
occupy some of their time. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
5 “GATRON Mr. Speaker, I 

x > ` , I am opposed to suspending the 
rules for the purpose of passing this bill at the present time. I 
requested the gentleman who made this motion not to press it at 
this time, because I understood that some information is expected 
from the governor of New Mexico in regard to these bonds which 
ought to be laid before the House. The of the committee 
states that the amendment is what has been agreed upon between 
the bondholders and myself. In that zorana the report is sligh 
in error, at least it does not state the whole fact. I was op 
in the committee to making these amendments to the original 
bill, for the reason that I did not consider them germane to the 
subject of the bill. I saw, however, that the committee were 
inclined to place apon the bill these amendments, and then I 
with the parties who were asking for the amendments that if the 
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bill was to be amended so as to validate these additional bonds it 
should be done by virtue of the amendment as it is presented here; 
that is, that that should be the condition of things in case any- 
thing should be done about those bonds; but I objected to the 
amendment itself because it was not germane to the original bill. 

The original bill provided for the validation of certain bonds of 
the Territory of New Mexico which had been authorized to be 
issued, but which never had been issued. They were bonds for 
the reconstruction of the capitol building, for certain educational 
institutions, for an asylum for the insane, and for a military insti- 
tute. Those bonds are waiting to be issued,and for that reason 
we are anxious to have the bill as orginally introduced passed, 
but at the present time I do not think the rules ought to be sus- 
pended for the purpose of passing this bill with the amendment, 
as other information in ard to these particular bonds is ex- 
pected from the Territory of New Mexico immediately after the 
arrival of Governor Thornton at Santa Fe. Having said so much, 
and asking that the rules be not suspended in order to pass this 
bill at present, I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. Tow. Would the gentleman on the other side [Mr. 
Cooper of Texas] like to occupy the rest of his time now? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. ill the gentleman please ascertain 
how much time he has remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Low] 
has six minutes remaining, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
COOPER] has seven. A 

Mr. PER of Texas. Iyield to the gentleman from North 


99 SHaw]. 
Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, this seems to me to be a very im- 
portant matter. I have before me an opion written by the Su- 
reme Court of the United States in a bond case from my own 
State. The opinion has been rendered very recently, and I have 
not had time to examine it, but I think it may have some bearing 
upon this bill. A number of years ago the legislature of my 
State caused to be issued a great number of bonds, which were 
bonght up, as I understand, by bona fide purchasers. It was 
ascertained later that those bonds had been issued by a fraudu- 
lent proceeding, and the Supreme Court have held that the mat- 
ter ought to have been first determined by the supreme court of 
the State, and that, not having been properly determined there, it 
can not now be taken up by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the consideration of 
the pending bill onght to be continued until there can be an ex- 
amination into the question whether or not there was any fraud 
in issuing these bonds. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman will allow me, these bonds 
were adjudicated in the Territorial court, in the supreme court of 
the Territory, and there is no question of fraud in the issuance of 
the bonds; none whatever, but under the opinion of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the Arizona case, holding that the 
act of 1878 did not authorize the issuance of these bonds, some 

ple there, after having paid interest on the bonds for ten and 
irteen years, seem now di to take advantage of that 
decision to repudiate the debt. 

Mr. HULIC Before we vote I should like to ask one-question. 
Was the question of fraud raised in the litigation? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not at all. < 

Mr. HULICK. Or was it only a legal question as to the right 


to issue the bonds? 
ae SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
ield? 
TMr. SHAW. No, sir. Ihave only one minute. All I have to 
say is this, that the motion now made to suspend the rules and 
this bill clearly ignores the Supreme Court of the United 
tates, before which the question ought to have been brought in 
some way, and if this course of legislation is to be followed, then, 
standing here as a Representative of North Carolina, I donot know 
how soon a bill may be introduced making valid about $35,000,000 
of fraudulent bonds in my State. 

Mr. OWENS. Does not the gentleman know that there is a 
distinction between validating a State bond and a Territorial 
bond? How could Congress validate a State bond? 

Mr. SHAW. I understand that, but I learn that this question 
was not adjudicated in the Territorial court, which court has, as I 
understand it, the same jurisdiction relative to Territorial matters 
as the supreme court of a State has over its matters. 

Mr. OWENS. It has been in the Territorial court. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, it strikes me that this is 
too important a piece of legislation to be rushed through under a 
— —— of the rules. ot one member in twenty on this floor 
understands the purport of this bill. We have heard from the 
representative of Naw Mexico here [Mr. Catron] that he does not 
approve of this legislation - 

. PERKINS. The gentleman ought not to ay that. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I can not yield, Mr. Speaker; Ihave only 
four minutes. The original bill simply provided for validating 
bonds that have not yet been issued, bonds to provide for the res- 


toration of the capitol building of New Mexico, which was burned 
two or three years ago, and for one or two other p . If this 
bill stop ere, there would be no objection to it; but now it is 
pro to validate by act of Congress other bonds issued by cer- 
tain counties and cities of New Mexico to aid in the construction 
of railroads. The validity of those bonds has never been tested 
beyond some of the 1 Territorial courts. Now, I do not see 
why this House should be in a hurry to rush to the rescue of the 
people who hold those railroad bonds. They bought them several 
rag ago, bearing on their face 10 per cent interest. The bonds 

ave been refunded once, and the citizens upon whose shoulders 
the obligation must rest, who will have to pay these bonds if we 
pass this bill, are not here demanding that they shall be validated. 

I have never seen a holder of railroad bonds who was not able 
to take care of himself. Let the holders of these bonds go into the 
courts and test their validity. Let them go into the courts and 
through the courts till they reach the Supreme Court, and thenif 
it is decided that these bonds are valid and just and should be paid, 
then I for one, if occupying a seat upon this floor, will vote to 
make them valid. But it is unfair to the people of that Territory, 
it is unjust to this House, to ask us under a 5 of the rules, 
with only twenty minutes’ debate on each side, to rush through 
legislation like this when the committee itself has failed to bring 
forward the 1 and facts in detail as they should have been 
presented. e have nothing here but a cy, report, giving not 
the facts, not the ordinances or laws of the Territory under which 
these bonds were issued, but simply stating the amendments 
which it is proposed shall be engrafted upon the bill to be thus put 
through the House nolens volens under suspension of the rules. 

ate. PERKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to make a state- 
ment 
Mr. WASHINGTON. This side has but twenty minutes. Let 
the gentleman consume, if he chooses, some of the time allotted 
to the other side in defending this measure, which, in my judg- 
ment, can not be successfully defended here or elsewhere. 

Mr. PERKINS. Because you are not informed. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The gentleman says I am not informed. 
Sir, the committee has never sought in a proper way to inform 
the House in regard to this measure. I served on the Committee 
on Territories for a long time with my distinguished friend, and 
in those days we never brought forward reports like this, cover- 
ing up the facts rather than giving information. Let the House 
have light, and with proper light upon the facts we are willing 
to vote upon the question. I return the rest of my time to the 
gentleman who yielded it to me. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. One minute, 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I yield tothe gentleman from Mis- 


souri [Mr 5 ` 

Mr. JKERY. . Speaker, some time since I received a 
telegram from the A pe of New Mexico, protesting against 
the passage of this bill. Since that time he has visited the capital, 
but I was absent and had no opportunity to consult with him in 
regard to this bill. I understand, however, that he proposes to 
furnish some additional information Pering on the question, and 
it does seem to me, iħ view of this fact, that the suggestion of 
therepresentative from the Terri of New Mexico [Mr. 1 | 
should be followed, and the er consideration of this bill 
peponi until that information is furnished, so that we may act 
intelli a on this question. This is all I care to say. 

OW. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Committee on the 
Territories, I desire to make a few observations from a business 
man’s standpoint. I never was a student of Coke or Blackstone, 
but I have been a student all my life in the buying, selling, receiv- 
ing, and giving of obligations. If I put my name toa piece of 
paper obligating myself to pay back a sum of borrowed money, I 
am in honor bound to liquidate that obligation. Now, what are 
the facts about this case? Prior to 1880 the people of New Mexico 
were living in small cities and towns scattered through the Terri- 
to They had not the means of communication between their 
little inland cities or towns; the business men of the Territory 
met together and discussed the best methods to be employed to 
improve and develop the country, and to invite immigration. 
They decided that it was advisable, if possible, to secure the build- 
ing of a railroad, so they conferred with the officials of the Atchi- 
son and Topeka Railroad Company, who informed them that if 
they would issue bonds under the authority of the legislature, the 
company would take the bonds and build the railroad. 

That proposition was finally carried out. Upon the application. 
of leading citizens the legislature gave the county authority to 
issue bonds for the specific purpose of building this railroad 
through that county. The A company accepted the bonds 
and built the road, which is running through that country to-day. 
That 3 aoe ra the country, a me 33 1 1 
grants, and the people there are enjoyin e prosperity thus 
resulting, but the railroad company Sonia not pay its employees, 
or its obligations with bonds, hence the officials of the company 
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went to New York City in order to float the bonds, and called on 


Coler & Co., one of the largest bond-broker: establishments in 
the country. When those bonds were offered to them by the rail- 
road officials the brokers looked the supon over and said they 
would investigate it. They called in the best legal talent in the 
city, who examined the enactments and everything bearing upon 
the question and finally said to the members of the firm: Those 
bonds are legally issued.” Not satisfied, however, Coler & Co. 
sent to New Mexico to ascertain how the people felt about the 
bonds, and in return they received a document signed by a num- 
ber of business men, members of the board of trade, etc., indors- 
ing the bonds, stating that they would no doubt be paid, and 
were a good investment. : 

These bonds at the present time are not in the hands of the rail- 
road company; that company sold them as other bonds are sold, 
and they are scattered to-day through the country. Up to a cer- 
tain time the interest on the bonds was paid, and then the coupons 
were defaulted. Coler & Co. 1 wrote to their clients 
inviting them to assign to them their bonds and promising to look 
the matter up. Their agents went to New Mexico and fought 
the question through the various courts, and they won upon the 
defaulted coupons. Then by an arrangement the bonds were 
refunded; the old bonds were given up and new ones issued, bear- 
ing, I believe, 5 per cent interest. The people there were satisfied; 
they paid the interest yor after year, until a short time ago, 
when for some reason there was again a default upon the bonds. 
That matter has been explained by my distinguished colleague on 
the committee, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.OweEns]. The 
majority of the people in that county want to pay those bonds, 
but some of the citizens of that Territory, now awaiting 
sion to Statehood, wish to repudiate a portion of their honest debts. 

Mr. Speaker, any man who was guilty of such a thing would be 
called absolutely dishonest and unworthy of the friendship and 
confidence of any business community in this country. ese 
bankers do not hold a dollar’s worth of the bonds. They are scat- 
tered, as I have already said, all over the country, but they are 
bound to look atter the interests of their clients, as they ought to 
do. The governor of the Territory, together with the best legal 
talent they have out there, se pee before the committee in oppo- 
sition to paying the bonds. e heard from them all of their tes- 
timony, and my cheek blushed with shame when I realized the 
fact t a man, after en part in recommending the issuance 
of the bonds, should come North afterwards to plead for their 
repudiation. 

Gentlemen, look at it simply from a business point of view; we 
have had testimony from bothsides; it is an honest debt; let them 
pay it, but not one of the bonds was ever bought at less than 774 
cents on the dollar, and that was when they first came into the 


market. 

Mr. HULICK. What was the governor’s objection to paying 
the bonds? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LOW. I do not know. He did not want to pay them. 
There are a good many other people, you know, who do not want 
to pay their debts in this world. 

r. HULICK. But what reason did he give for it? 

TheSPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired; and 

vor question is on the motion to suspend the rules and pass the 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
LACEY) there were—ayes 42, noes 73. 
i „ not voting in favor thereof, the motion was re- 
jec 

CHEESE, OLEOMARGARINE, ETC. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged 

rt from the Committee on Ways and Means. 

am directed by the committee to report back to the House the 
bills H. R. 3010 and 5680 with a substitute therefor, and recom- 


re 


mend the e of the substitute bill. 
The SP . The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8008) defining cheese, and also imposing a tax pee sod. regu- 
cheese.“ 


lating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of 


Mr. GROSVENOR. This is what is known as the cheese bill. 

I give notice, Mr. Speaker, that on Wednesday morning I will 
endeavor to have this bill called up for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the Chair be kind enough to state 
r this is? We have been unable to hear a word the gentleman 


sai 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman says that this is the ‘‘ cheese 
bill.“ [Laughter.] 
FORT ASSINNIBOINE MILITARY RESERVATION. 
Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the resolution I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That immediately on the adoption of this resolution the House 
ony eee ee ea Hin. ae. = ee House in Committee of 
e ole. 


The SPEAKER. The bill referred to in the resolution will be 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. Ge) providing for the disposal of lands on abandoned portions of the 
Fort D aA ilitary Reservation in Montana, and for the relief of 
certain settlers thereon. 


Be it enacted, etc., That all lands which have been or may hereafter be ex- 
cluded from the limits of the Fort Assinniboine Military rvation in the 
State of Montana shall be m to the operation of the laws re; ting home- 

entry, except section 2301 of the entry under 


vised Statutes, and 
the town-site laws and the laws governing the disposal of coal lands, desert 


lands, and mineral lands, and not be subject to sale under the provisions 
of any act relating to the sale of abandoned military reservations: Provided, 
That if the entire reservation be abandoned for military p this act 
shall not apply to an area 1 mile square embracing the Government build- 


ings at Fort Assinniboine. 
Ec. 2. That all entries heretofore made in faith under ee 


homestead, town-site, desert-land, or „ ot the United 
upon any of the excluded portions of said Fort Assinniboine Military Reser- 
vation shall be held v. and the Secretary of the Interior is directed to 
reinstate such entries under either of said laws as he may heretofore have 
eanceled because of a construction based upon the opinion that the laws 
mentioned in section 1 of this act did not apply to the chandoned portions of 
said reservation. i 

The SPEAKER. Is a second required? 

Mr. HULL. I would like to ask a question first. Has this been 
before any committee of the House? 

Mr. HARTMAN. It has been reported unanimously by the 
Committee on the Public Lands of the House, 1 b 
the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate, and it has 
the Senate. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand a second simply to have an 
explanation. 

e SPEAKER. Does the tleman desire a count? 

„ No; Jam willing that a second shall be 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the second will be consid- 

ered as ordered. : 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HAR . Mr. Speaker, I can state briefly the pro- 
visions and purposes of this bill, and I do not think I shall ask 
or will be required to occupy more than five or ten minutes of 
the time of the House. 

The situation is simply this: The boundaries of the Fort As- 
sinniboine Military Reservation in Montana were designated on 
the 4th of March, 1880, by an Executive order. Subsequently to 
that—that is, on May 1, 1888—the Indian title to the land in that 
portion of the reservation which is used for military purposes 
was extinguished, leaving the military reservation created 
Executive order as the only barrier to settlement of the lan 
under the general law. But subsequently three Executive orders 
were issued—that is, on May 2, 1888, September 25, 1888, and 
October 9, 1891—and certain lands were, at the dates named, 
excluded from the military reservation. On the strength of these 
orders, ially the order of May 1, 1888, it was presumed that 
these lands were open to homestead settlement. Ti was so pre- 
sumed by the officers of the United States Government them- 
selves, the local land officers and others, and w that presump- 
tion something like two hundred bona fide settlers settled upon 
the lands with the intention of acquiring title to them under the 
homestead law. 

They have gone upon these lands, as Isay, upon the faith of their 
entries accepted by the United States Land Office, and there 
are 138 of them, whose affidavits I hold here in m hand, who 
depose and say that they will be unable to purchase these lands if 
they are thrown apan to public sale under the visions of the 
act providing for the disposal of abandoned mili reseryations 
at public auction. These men have families co; „all told, 
of 393 oe They have placed $170,965 worth of improvements 
upon these lands. They have taken up 25,360 acres, all told, and 
each one of these 138 people makes affidavit that unless he is 
mitted to complete his title to these lands he will be compelled to 
forfeit his entry, his improvements, and his three or four years of 
labor. I will refer to one affidavit, which is a fair specimen of 
the others. They are substantially duplicates. Mr. Fred A. 
Scott makes affidavit that he is a native-born citizen, 82 years of 
age; that he located upon these lands, the northeast quarter of 
section 26, giving the town and range, He goes on and states the 
improvements which he has put upon the land, a log house, with 
fences, log stable, log granary, log cattle shed, and so forth, the 
total improvements amounting to $1,000. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill has the unanimous of the 
Committee on Public Lands. It was referred to the tary of 
the Interior, and I read to the House an extract from what the 
Secretary of the Interior says: 

The so far as its 
act of May 1, 1888, Und ita effect, 


is concerned, is identical with the 
validating the entries, excepts the 
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Jand in 9 9 from the operation of the acts of 


July 5, 1884, and of August 

bill, as it is not in the 
to attempt to interfere with whatever disposi- 
may see fit to make of it. 


23, seo Sod no a Ob eections to offer to the p 
Departme 

oie of the public domain the h 
Mr. Speaker, if this bill be not passed, these settlers, having 

families consisting of 393 people, all told, having the improvements 

upon their lands which I have stated, will be com lied to aban- 
don all of the work which 22 have 33 ere in the last 
three or four years. The bill has passed the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, unless some other eee desires to address the 
House upon this question or to interrogate me, I shall move the 
previous question. 

e SP. PEAKER. The gentleman can not move the previous 

on. 

"i HARTMAN. Imoveto d the rules and pass the bill. 
The SPEAKER. That motion is already before the House. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 

8 entitled to twenty minutes, if he desires that time. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 3 wish to su, that the motion 

VV pass the b The motion is to 

suspend the rules and pass a resolution which provides for the 

consideration of the bill. I have nothing to say against the adop- 


tion of the resolution. 
The resolution was to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 
The bill (S. 626) provi g for disposal of lands on abandoned por- 
tions of the Fort . — — Military Reservation, in Montana, 


and for the relief of certain settlers thereon, was read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I oo like to ask how many acres are in- 
cluded in this reservation 

Mr. HARTMAN. Orig ally there were in the reservation 
560,800 acres; but under the various acts of Co: 400,160 acres 
have been turned over to the public domain, leaving 168, 640 acres 
still in the reservation, That statement is contained in a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. DINGLEY. All of that land would be opened up for set- 
tlement under the homestead act? 

Mr. HARTMAN, Yes, the remaining amount. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As the law now stands, the land is to be sold 
at public auction? 

Ur. HARTMAN. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are they more valuable than ordinary desert 
or arid lands? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Some of the lands are very fertile, but the 
grona part of them are foothill lands which one can not afford 

go upon and purchase and which yet become valuable for graz- 


inge l f. Is it provided that these lands are to be sold at 
public auction? 
Mr. HARTMAN. My bill provides that all of them shall be 
to homestead entry or entry under the public-land laws of 
e United States. 
Mr. STEELE. Without reference to their value? 
Mr. HARTMAN. Without reference to their value. 
Mr. STEELE. Is the e of the bill recommended by the 
Secretary of War or the 8 of the Interior? 
Mr. HARTMAN. Not by the Secretary of War, but by the 
lands were turned over to the Sec- 


retary of the Interior by Executive 3 
. —— — the, tleman from 
Montana if this bill has been indorsed by the ioner of 


the General Land 1 
Mr. HARTMAN. I 3 from a letter of the Secretary of 
the Interior, and the tary of the Interior bases his letter 
a letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
The Secretary. of the Interior says: 
Saar to ie Proposen am, 3 


F porte pat 
Publis Tmain the 8 9 e VNS it. 8 
And I want to say right here pa it, that the Secre- 
has decided that of these parties who are 
now upon gh initio, and unless this 


agp 
legislation is com to purchase these 
naa which aor e kee have valuable by their own 


ine, Mr. a maar I have FFV 


ee ie 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Senter: N to easter concn: why this 
rok gere Wien io known an tine Mateo Act, for die 
cr tracis, tracts that were valuable b reference 
8 tracts, tracts that were valuable by reason of being 
. posts within them, and often towns 
wii — The o tract is a large tract, far remote 
from settlement; and the reasons that apply to the adoption of the 

McRae law in regard to putting up these blic lands and 
them at public auction do not apply with the same force to this 


reservation, it being a very large one. The tract is as wild as any 


vince of 
ion of the 


nae reservation that has been taken in for settlement for 
ware gee I [Cries of Vote!“ “ Vote!”] 
ill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
Pirs the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. TMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Imove that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending that motion, the Chair submits the 
following report from the Committee on n Enrolled Bills. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that that committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint 
resolution and bills of the following titles, which were thereupon 
signed by the Speaker, to a 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 159) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to pr and submit estimates for the improvement of the 
harbor at Portland, Me.; 

A bill (H. R.2912) granting to the Atchison a 5 Rail- 
Sosa oan eee 5 ry 3 
Y, essee in s right o 5 over a 
and Fox and eee ee n on the States of 
Kansas and Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 4632) for the relief of Frederick B. Betts, surviving 

partner of the firm of Betts, Nichols & Co.; 

Abill (H. R. 5736) toauthorize the Light-House Board to proceed 
with the eat Ye or of the light-house and fog signal on PN orth 
Manitou Island, Lake Michigan, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
y unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

12 Mr. STOKES, for ten "days, on account of im t business. 

To Mr. SPENCER, for eight days, on account of sickness in family. 

To Mr. Dowx Nd, for ten days, on account of important Sa: 
ness. 

To Mr. — — of New Jersey, for ten days, on account of 


8 
e of Connecticut, for ten days, on account of busi- 
ness. 

REPRINT OF A BILL, 

By unanimous consent, on 8 of Mr. PICKLER, a reprint 
was ordered of the bill (H. R. } to prevent discontinuance of 
pensions, to restore pensions discontinued, to establish uniform 
rates of pension, to facilitate the allowance of pensions in matters 
of proof, and for other purposes, and 8 

he motion to adjourn was then agreed to 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House 

adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
oe were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers inclosing a reply to the public resolution ap- 
proved March 24, 1896, relating to a resurvey of the port of Fair- 
port, Ohio—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 


re letter from the Acting Secretary of the , transmit- 
a supplemental list of judgments rendered by Court of 
Ela amounting to 8143. 047. 58 to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the cases of 
8 S. Crane, Mary Ives Crocker, Kate Mary Dillon, and James 

S. Boyd ageun The United States—to the ittee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting the claim 
of R. M. Rid, ly, postmaster at Springfield, III., toge 83 
8 ocuments—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ( ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
i RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIM, bills and resolutions were severally 
from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1708) to 
amend an act entitled An act authorizing the SS, of 
receivers of national banks, and for other pu approved 
June 80, 1876, as amended by an act ee e, Aug t 3, 1892, 
reported the same without amendment, accom by a report 
Cale 1; which said bill and report were referred to the House 
endar 


Mr. MEREDITH, from the Committee on the District of 7 
bia, to Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7139) to 


1896. 


authorize the Falls Church and Potomac Railway yao seed of 
Virginia to extend its line into and within the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1126); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7052) to provide for the 
erection of a monument to Robert Morris at Batavia, Genesee 
County, N. Y., reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1134); which said bill and report were 
Ereg to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
8 to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HALTERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 5764) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Marthon. 
(Report No. 1124.) : 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
aoa pa (S. 1405) granting a pension to Hans Johnson. (Report 

o. 1127.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

e bill (S. 1017) granting a pension to Robert Kiracofe. (Re- 
Pothe bill (Hd. R. 6803) ting pension to Ellen Day, ste 

e (H. gran a n y, step- 
mother of Albert L. Day. (Report No. 1129.) ; 

By Mr. MILES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 4534) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H. 
Stahel. (Report No. 1130.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
pill (H. R. 3189) to increase the pension of John 8. Cochenour. 
(Report No. 1131.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 178) granting a pension to Betsey J. Webber. (Re- 


port No. HR 
By Mr. , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
8 R. 4901) to pension Richard Wilcoxton, (Report No. 
133.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

re es following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R. 7971) to donate two con- 

demned cannon and balls to the Colonel Fred Schaifer Post, No. 51, 
ent of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, of Concor- 
dia, Mo.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 7972) directing that a corpo- 
ration or company organized under the laws of one State shall be 
deemed also to be a citizen of any other State or States where it 
3 an office or place of business to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 7973) to establish a railroad bridge 
across the Illinois River, near Grafton, Ill.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and hie fe ea sp: 

Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 7974) for the completion 
of the fish-cultural station on the St. Lawrence River at Cape 
Vincent, N. Y.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 7975) to incorporate the John A. 
3 Kearsarge Survivors’ Association to the Committee on 

e Ju 5 

By Mr. S ORD: A bill R. 8002) to prevent discrimina- 
tion between various kinds of legal-tender money—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8003) to reduce and regulate salaries of Fed- 
eral officers—to the Committee on A 5 eigenen 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bi 85 R. 8004) to amend the 
charter of the Metropolitan Railroad ee of the District of 
Columbia —to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 8005) to aid the colored peo- 
ple of the South—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 8006) to amend the laws of 
the District of Columbia as to married women, and to make parents 
the natural guardians of their minor children, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILBER: A bill (H. R. 8007) to amend the act of June 
27, 1890, granting pensions to soldiers and sailors and certain 
dependent relatives of same—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
uest): A bill . R. 8009) for the 
(py a eal i — 


By Mr. SIMPKINS 
construction of fish-cultural stations on the Pacific 
. the Committee on the Merchant Marine 


an 
By Mr. MILES: A joint resolution (H. Res. 164) to authorize 
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the Ecki and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, the Belt Railway Company, and the Maryland 
and Washington Railway Company, to equip their respective 
lines, or any part thereof, within the limits of the city of Wash- 
ington, in the District Columbia, with pneumatic or other modern 
motive power, subject to the approval of the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A es resolution (H. Res. 165) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to turn over to the State of 
Georgia the building for the Government exhibit at Atlanta, 
Ga.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A resolution (House Res. No. 
236) by the Committee on Rules for the consideration of House 
bill No. 58, providing for the inspection of immigrants by United 
States consuls—to the Committee on Rules. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R.7854) to 
com te William Wheeler Hubbell for inventions adopted by 
psi nited States; and the same was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 7976) to increase the pension of 
Mrs, Ann Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7978) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against the name of W. A. Jackson, 
late of Company F, One hundred and second Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7979) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the name of Alexander C. Sheirer, late a sergeant of Com- 
pany A, Forty-fourth United States Infantry to Committee 
on 1 Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R. 7980) for the relief of Redick 
a Ridgely, postmaster at Springfield, III.—to the Committee on 


‘aims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7981) granting a pen- 
sion to Adam King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. hs 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 7982) to increase the pension 
of Albert Head—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7983) to pension Frances E. Wickware—to 
ney Mr EVANS. A bill (H.R. 7904 Mary 
z YS: ill (H. R. 7984) granting a pension to 

8. ann, to the Committee on Pensions. ene 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 7985) for the relief of Charles 
C. Overton, shipping merchant, of New York City—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN; A bill (H. R. 7986) to correct the military 
record of John Case, alias John L. Case—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 7987) for the relief of Richard 
Porter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. a ee a pension to 
William S. Spratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7989) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Keech—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 7990) for the relief of the heirs of 
W. G. Featherston. deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7991) for the 
relief of John W. Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill 5 7992) for the relief of Enoch 
Voyles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 7993) granting a pension to Jane 
E. Peck, widow of Henry A. Fowler, late of Company H, Fifth 
New York ets Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 7994) to correct the military 
record of Michael O'Brien—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Ilinois: A bill (H. R. 7995) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jackson Neace, late a member of Company 
H, Twenty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteers, in the war of 
r Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. N. 7000) granting a 

y Mr. > ill (H. R. 7996) ing a pension to 
Mrs. Esther J. Wilson, widow of Silas R. Wilson—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7997) for the relief of Mrs. Mary M. Wolhart, 
eee of Jacob Wolhart, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid 


ons. 
By Mr. TRACEWELL: A bill (H. R. 7998) to pension John J. 
Overton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R. 7999) for the relief of John 
Hobart, of Kansas City, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
51008, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8000) for the relief of Fanny Healy, of Kan- 
sas City, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 8001) for the relief of the 
heirs of Valorous G. Austin, deceased—to the Committee on War 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following be piss and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Utah- 
ville, Pa., and other towns in that vicinity, to accompany House 
bill No. 7933, for the relief of William Lutman; also, affidavit of 
said William Lutman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of Joseph F. Forbrich and 16 
others, of Chicago, III., praying for the passage of House bill No. 
5729, relative to the protection of game, birds, and fish—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Memorial of the National Game, Bird, 
and Fish Protective Association of Bangor, Me., and letter of 
E. M. Blanding, vice president of the association for Maine, for 
the passage of House bill No. 5729, for the protection of game, 
etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Remonstrance of 35 citizens of Ceres, Cal., 
against appropriation for sectarian purposes, and petition for 
amendment to the Constitution prohibiting the same—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Petition of B. C. Duff and others, of Bra- 
zoria County, Tex., for an appropriation to remove obstructions 
in the Brazos River to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Papar to 1 House bill No. 2329, in 
regard to the claim of Matilda G. Higbee—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of professors of Yale College, in 
favor of the adoption of the metric system—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of the Twenty-second Congres- 
sional district, relative to second-class mail matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Paper to accompany House bill to pension 
Frances E. Wickware—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill to increase the pension of 
Albert Head—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolution of the Minneapolis Tradesand 
Labor Council, favo: ing the employment of union Jabor only on 
Fergus Falls public building—to the Committee on Public Build- 

and Grounds. 

y Mr. FOOTE: Petition of Oscar F. Maynard and other ex- 
soldiers and ex-sailors of the Union Army and Navy residing in the 
vicinity of Wilmington, N. Y., favoring the . a service- 

ion bill granting $8 a month to honorably discharged sol- 
ers of the late war and $12 a month to their widows—to the 
ttee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition of W. W. Mourton and 42 others, 
of Corry, Pa., for the removal of the statue of Marquette from 
Statuary Hali—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Affidavits of George W. McCray, 
B. J. L. Jeup, Leander A. Fulmer, John W. Cooper, George W. 
Seibert, and annual message of Hon. C. S. Denny, mayor of In- 
dianapolis, Ind., to accompany House bill No. 2949, relating to the 
claim of George W. McCray—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Joseph Carpenter and other citi- 
zens of Lucas County, Iowa, asking for additional pension legis- 
lation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: Petition of Michael Flynn and others, in behalf 
of Patrick Corr, to correct his military record—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. : Petition of C. W. Young and 72 other farmers 
of Columbia County, Pa.; also petition of Valley Grange, No. 52, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Columbia County, Pa., in support of 
House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural staples by 
an export bounty, in order to equalize the benefits and burdens 
of the protective system—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania Millers’ State Association, of 
Wilkesbarre, Pa.; also of H. V. White & Co., of Bloomsburg, Pa., 
in support of House bill No. 8212, to secure a better market for 

in and other agricultural products of the United States—to the 
83838 on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rev. H. Johnston and other citizens of Colum- 
bia County, Pa., in support of House bill No. 6851, relating to 
unclaimed pension money to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEONARD: Petition of citizens of Tioga County, Pa., 

for the passage of House bill No. 2626, for the protection 
of ultural staples by an export bounty, in order to equalize 
8 and burdens of the protective system to the Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means. 
LINTON Petition of citizens of Reading, Pa., praying 


By Mr. 


for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the New York Mercantile Exchange, 
asking that a favorable report be made on House bill No. 5213, 
regulating the sale and manufacture of filled cheese—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance and petition of the citizens of Madison, 
von regarding the Marquette statue—to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

Also, remonstrance and petition of F. Klemt and 36 other citi- 
zensof Detroit, Mich.; also of C. T. Grimes and 36 others, of the 
District of Columbia; also of A. T. Secor and 78 others, of the 
State of New aged also of A. M. Goodby and others, of New 
York City, against the recognition of the statue of Marquette and 
urging the removal of the same—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of citizens of Detroit, Mich.; also of citizens of 
Edmore, Mich.; also of citizens of Chicago, III., praying for the 
passage of joint resolution No. 11, which provides that no moneys 
Pris po appropriated for sectarian purposes—to the Committee on 

e Judiciary. 

Also, — of Frank Goss, of Vernon, Mich., regarding House 
bill No. 4066, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, statement in regard to the pension claim of Mrs. Sarah A. 
Lyons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of citizens of Huntingdon County, 
Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 2626, for the protection 
of agricultural staples by an export bounty—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of B. F. Martin and 
other citizens of gre, 32 Minn.; also of H. Kath and others, 
of Sleepy Eye, Minn., on behalf of the Retail Liquor Dealers’ Asso- 
ciation of Minnesota, against moe passage of House bill No. 6668, 
to amend the act relating to the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
District of Columbia by raising the license fee—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of the Detroit F 
No. 18, of Detroit, Mich.; also petition of Peers of Kosmos, of 
Pottstown, Pa., favoring House bill No. 184, ponang for a com- 
mission of inquiry as to the feasibility of direct legislation—to 
the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Petition of L. F. Stone and 
26 others, of Belleville, W. Va., to pension the Home Guards that 
served in the United States service during the late civil war—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), petition of R. T. Wetzel, J. M. Adams, and 36 
others, citizens of Ravenswood, W. Va., against the acceptance 
of a statue of Pére Marquette—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, evidence and papera to support House bill for increase of 
pension to John W. Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

ry Mr. ROYSE: Petition of veterans of the late war residin 
in the vicinity of North Judson, Ind., praying for a pension of 
per month to every soldier who served ninety days and was hon- 
orably dischar, and $12 per month to their widows—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of James Archibald and other 
civil engineers of Scranton, Pa., favoring the metric system of 
weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 
mete Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of J. M. Jamison, B. 
Rademaker, and 123 other residents of Grand 1 . Mich., for 
the removal of the statue of Père Marquette from Statuary Hall 
to the Committee on the rt he 

Also, petition of the Koenig Medicine Sopan of Chicago, III., 
favoring favorable action on House bills Nos. , 4566, and 5560, 
for 1-cent letter postage, and to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of D. N. Runnels and other citizens 
of Port Huron, Mich., favoring the p of House bill No. 7262, 
to establish a life-saving station at Port Huron, Mich.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Protest of Albert Zeller and 20 other 
citizens of New Albany, Ind., against the passage of House bill 
No. 4566, amending the postal laws relating to second-class mat- 
ter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petition of Hon. J. G. Rowton and 
158 others, residents of Idaho County, Idaho, for the improve- 
ment of the Clearwater River, in Idaho—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Wiliam Farmer and 287 others, asking that 
settlers on ceded portion of the Cœur d’Alene Indian Reservation 
be permitted to make final proof on their homestead entries under 
the general homestead laws without paying 81.50 per acre there- 
for—to the Committee on the Public ds. 
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By Mr. WILBER: Petition of American Federation of Labor, 
Union No. 6480, in regard to the undermanning of vessels on the 
Great Lakes—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of citizens of Edmeston, Otsego Ceunty, N. Y., 
for the enactment of a law to compel the study of certain acts in 
the public schools—to the Committee on Education. : 

, petition of Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of 
North Blenheim and St. Johnsville, N. Y., protesting against the 
sale of beer to immigrants at Ellis Island—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also ot of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of 
North B enheim, St. Johnsville, and Duanesburg, N. Y., protest- 
ing against the sale of beer at certain military posts—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. . 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 7, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, and 
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the e gd of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior recommending that there be 
inserted in the sundry civil . bill a clause appropri- 
ating the sum of $1,000 to enable the Secretary of the Interior to 
examine the desert lands selected by the States under the pro- 
visions of section 4 of the act of August 18, 1894; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY OVER INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS AND NEBRASKA 

Mr. ALLEN. A short time ago the Senate passed a bill (S. 941) 

nting to the Atchison and Nebraska Railroad Company and 

e Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad Company, its lessee 
in perpetuity, the right of way over a part of the Sac and Fox and 
Iowa Indian Reservation, in the States of Kansas and Nebraska. 
The bill was sent to the House of Representatives, but a similar 
bill had been passed there by the time the Senate bill reached the 
House of Representatives, and the House bill has been passed here. 


The Senate bill having been returned to the Senate, I ask that the 
vote by which the bill was be reconsidered, and that the 
bill be indefinitel 3 

The VICE-PRES ENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
dered. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of Federal Union, No. 6332, 
American Federation of Labor, of Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Diamond Bluff, Wis., praying for the enactment of 
legislation giving to second-class mail matter, such as religious 
tracts, full advantage of the act of July 16, 1894; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Waukesha, 
Wis., remonstrating against the appropriation of money for sec- 
mran purposes; which was refe: to the Committee on Appro- 

tions. 

p Mr. TELLER. Ihavealargenumber of petitions from branches 
of the American Federation of Labor, requesting the United States 
Senate to pass a law giving to the people of the United States free 
and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 without 
waiting for the aid or consent of any other nation. The petition- 
ers dec that they are of opinion that to do so would relieve the 
present monetary n and contribute toward 35 to 
us a return of natio prosperity. In the case of the Federal 
Labor Union of Missoula, Mont., the following is added: 

And further, that we will not vote for or assist in any way any candidate 
who is doubtful in regard to free coinage, no difference to what political 
party he may belong, or what our political opinions have been in the past. 

I ask that the petitions be properly noted, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 
= 1 petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance, as 

ollows: 

A petition of Central Labor Union, of Cleveland, Ohio (composed 
of 52 labor organizations); a petition of American Federation of 
Labor, of Auburndale, Ohio; a petition of American Agents’ As- 
sociation, of Findlay, Ohio (representing a membership of 12,000); 
a petition of Lathe Operators’ Union No. 6625, of Toledo. Ohio; a 

tition of Drill-Press and Milling Machine Hands’ Union No. 

, of Toledo, Ohio; a petition of council of Hillsboro County, 
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Fla. (representing 4 labor organizations in Tampa); a petition of 
Scranton Central Labor Union, of Scranton, Pa. 5 
8,500 workingmen of all branches of trade); a petition of 
Boners’ Union No. 6151, of Kansas City, Kans.; a petition of Fed- 
eral Labor Union, of Missoula, Mont.; a petition of Germania 
Waiters’ Protection Association, of New York City; a petition of 
local union, No. 87, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Brook- 
lyn, N. X.; a petition of Journeymen Tailors’ Union, of Bloom- 
ington, III.; a 5 of Waiters' Union No. 21, of Detroit, Mich.; 
a petition of Herbert Waiters’ Union No. 11, of New York City; a 
petition of Federal Labor Union No. 6360, of New Orleans, La.; 
a petition of Brockton Central Labor Union, of Brockton, Mass, 
6 4.000 organized workers); a petition of Carriage 
Hardware Workers’ Union No. 6419, of Columbus, Ohio; a peti- 
tion of Trades and Labor Assembly, of Superior, Wis.; a petition 
of Trades and Labor Assembly, of Denver, Colo.; anda petition of 
Federal Labor Union No, 6400, of Everett, Wash. 

Mr. TELLER presented sundry memorials of citizens of Colo- 
rado, . the placing of the statue of Pére Mar- 

uette in Statuary ; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Chamber of Commerce of Denver, Colo., praying that an 
appropriation be made for the transmississippi international ex- 
poeton to be held at Omaha, Nebr.; which was ordered to lie on 

e table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of South Denver, 
Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation giving to second- 
class mail matter, such as religious tracts, full advantage of the 
act of July 16, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. STEWART presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Genoa, Nev., remonstrating against the placing of the statue of 
Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the memorial of Charles A. Milham 
and 134 other citizens of Washington, N. J.,remonstrating against 
the placing of the statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the St. Augustine Presbytery 
of Paterson, N. J., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest 
law for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BRICE premie a memorial of Cincinnati Club, No. 1, 
Order of the Bronze Club, of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating 
against the sppropriaiton of money for sectarian institutions; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of Putnam Grange, No. 142, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Leipsic, Ohio, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 2626, providing for the protection of agricultural staples 
by an export bounty; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Assembly 
of Massillon, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
establish additional regulations concerning immigration to the 
e States, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Im- 
mi on. 

e also presented a petition of the Cincinnati Chamber of Com- 
merce and Merchants’ Exchange of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for 
the establishment of a department of commerce and manufactures; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the phn of J. J. Manning, assistant treas- 
urer of the National Malleable Casting Company of Toledo, Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing a reform in the 
postal affairs of the country, and also for the restriction of second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Clinton County, Ohio, remonstrating against the introduction of 
military training in the public schools of the country; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Lynchburg, Va., remonstrating inst any change being made 
in the present pilotage system; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also 83 the memorial of H. D. Moore and sundry other 
citizens of Onancock, Va., remonstrating against the placing of 
the statue of Pere Marquette in Statuary Hall; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of Encampment No. 83, Union 
Veteran Legion, of Worcester, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of a per diem pension law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr, CULLOM presented a memorial of Washington Camp, No. 
7, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Englewood, III., remon- 
strating against the appropriation of money for sectarian pur- 


poses; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


j 


| Mr. PROCTOR ted a 
Grand Army of the Republic, 
for the enactment of a service- 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


tion of Ransom Post, No. 7, 
ent of Vermont, prayi 
pension law; which was referr 


Defenses. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of the White Ribbon Society 
of Montana, praying for the establishment of an international 
board of arbitration between the United States and Great Britain; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Florence, Nebr., remonstrating inst the placing of the statue 
of Pére Marquette in Statuary ; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of Perryville Circle, No. 13, Ladies 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Litchfield, Nebr., praying 
for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presenteda petition of the Western Nebraska Educational 
Association, poa for the enactment of legislation ceng to 
the State of Nebraska for educational purposes the old Fort Sid- 
ney Military Reservation; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the city council of Salt Lake City, 
Utah; of the Board of Trade of Laramie, Wyo.; of the Republican 
convention of Hot Springs, S. Dak.; of the committee on manu- 
factures and commerce of the legislature of Utah; of the Com- 
mercial Club of St. Joseph, Mo., and of the Mining Exchange of 
Colorado, praying that an appropriation be made for the transmis- 
sissippi international exposition to be held at Omaha, Nebr.; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


* Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6425) for the relief of Clifton R. Ander- 
son, rted it without amendment. 8 
He , from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2397) to amend section 2743 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, concerning the examination of drugs, reported it 
with an amendment. , 
| He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


reported an amendment intended to be pro to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, providing for irs upon the Federal 
building at St. Albans, Vt., and moved that it be referred to the 


Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MITC of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2524) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mary B. Le Roy, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 613) ting an increase of pension to Henry Wilson, re- 
ported it With an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6996) to authorize the construction of a 
wi and foot bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or near 
the city of Columbia, Ala., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GALLIN 


GER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | th 


were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submi reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 125) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadel- 
phia, Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 2793) granting a pension to Peter B. Palmenteer; 


and 
A bill ae R. 2410) to amend an act increasing the pension of 
Marcus D. Box. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse re thereon; 
which were agreed to, and the bills were pos indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1798) granting a pension to Thomas B. Hanoum; and 

A bill (S. 1475 nting a pension to Maria L. Meserve. 

Mr. CANNON, fom the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1737) ting u pension to James G. Hartzell, 
by a it without amen nt, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1635) granting a pension to James Byrne, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. 1636) ting a pension to John G. B. Masters, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2578) granting a pension to Andrew M. Calla- 
ham, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


m. 
Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4606) to grant an increase of pension 


to Mary B. Houk, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 


. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse re thereon, 
which were to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 


A bill (S. 2184) granting a pension to William F. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 2285) granting a ion to Alice V. Cook, of St. Paul, 
Nebr., invalid daughter ohn Y. Cook, deceased, late of Com- 
pany D, Eighth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry; and 

A bill (S. 2421) granting a pension to Helen Booth. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 890) granting a pension to John N. Landon, 
i ap it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
bili (S. 700) for the relef of Eugenia Wood, reported it without 

Sy; or the relief of Eugenia it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2216) granting an increase of pension to Eliz- 
abeth M. Stevenson, of San Francisco, Cal., reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2289) for the relief of James and Emma S, 
Cameron for occupation and damages to property and for fuel 
taken and used by the United States Army during the war, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S.1809) granting a pension to Joshua Parker, 

rted it with an amendment. . 
_He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1139) ting an increase of pension to A. S. Loudermilk, 


ee it with an amendment. 
. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1656) for the relief of Stout, Hall & Bangs, 


8 it without amendment. 

eo 75 n ran the mea „5 an ee la: 
proposed e gene ciency ap iation bill, 

the amendment providing for the relief of Stout, & 

submitted a report thereon, and asked that it be referred to the 

Committee on 1 and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER, the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 934) for the relief of Capt. Thomas W. Lund, 
asked to be disc from its further consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; 
which was to. 

Mr. PER S, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW on the ist 
instant relating to pay of Acting United States Commissioner of 
Fish and Fisheries, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
5 bill, reported it with an amendment, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be pro to the sundry civil ms riation bill, the 
amendment providing for the establishment of fish-cultural sta- 
tions in certain States, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on ropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SHOUP, the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill g R. 1094) granting a pension to Francis E. 
Hoover, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


ereon, 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on 
the Ist instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, the amendment providing for the establishment of 
an assay office at Deadwood, S. Dak., reported it without amend- 
ment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and printed; which was agreed to. 

z EDWARD RICE. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iamdirected by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1853) for the relief of Edward Rice, 
to t it favorably without amendment. As it is very short, 
and the reading of it will take but a moment, I ask for its present 


consideration. 

The read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise sopo; 
8 to Edward Rice, of Denver, in the State of Colorado, formerly of 

orcester, in the State of Massachusetts, the sum of $2,700, in full for the fol- 
88 bonds issued under the act of March 3, A. D. 1865, known as 
consols of 1867, namely: Nos. 104568 and 104569, of $100 each; Nos, 61857, 61858, 
and 61859, of $500 each; and No. 101302, of $1,000, and, in addition thereto, the 
interest maturing on said bonds after July 1, A. D. 1868, to the date when 
said bonds ceas to bear interest: Provided, That said Edward Rice shall 
first give bond, with sureties to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in a sum double the amount of said bonds, conditioned to secure 
the United States harmless nst said bonds and coupons, said bonds hav- 
ing been lost by said Ed Rice on the 19th day of July, A. D. 1868. 

of the 


Mr. MORRILL. I will merely say that the Secretary 
Treasury reports favorably upon this bill, and that none of the 
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8 have been presented since 1868, and the bill is in the usual 
orm. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 3 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHICKAMAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. PALMER. The joint select committee charged with the 
duty of iy yore . Se at the dedication of the Chicka- 
mauga and Chattanooga National Park have directed me to sub- 
mit a to the Senate, and also a resolution which I ask may 
be read and considered immediately. The resolution is at the con- 
clusion of the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved. That the rt of the joint committee to t Congress at 
the dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National P: Park be printed 
and recommitted to that committee for the of a map and 


the corrected manuscript of the several addresses delivered in connection 
with the dedication. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to. 
THE DEATH PENALTY. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1878) to reduce the cases in 
which the penalty of death may be inflicted, to report it with 
amendments. I ask the Senate to make the bill a special order 
for Wednesday of next week, after the special orders which are 
now on the Calendar. There are two special orders before it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. ALLEN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I ask whether 
making the bill a special order would give it precedence over the 
Alabama election resolution, which has been favorably? 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that it does not di anything. 
I will say to the Senator from Nebraska that the condition of our 
la in regard to the death penalty in cases of crimes committed 
within the jurisdiction of the United States is utterly savage, and 
it ought not to last in regard to some cases a week without interposi- 
tion. There is now one judge who, I think, has sentenced within 
the last few years 150 ms and over to death, and there are some 
80 or 40 persons awaiting trial before him now. Some of the 
crimes are crimes which ought not to be punished except by a 

brief imprisonment. 

e bill has passed the other House and it has passed the Senate 
Judiciary Committee unanimously. But there are provisions in 
it to which the junior Senator from ard a reste]. who 
has given the subject great study, wishes to attention in order 
that the bill may be modified in some particulars. the 
debate will not last more than an hour or so, but it ought not to 
A hess o cates after cas esting: VOTA EE 

ve it ea i er r the i ial orders. 
I understand that it will not displace either an appropriation bill 
or another ial order or the bama matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am nee in accord with the Senator’s bill. 
If I had it within my power, I would abolish capital punishment; 
I do not believe in it; but the only thing Iwant to know is whether 
making the bill a special order will interfere with the Alabama 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. No; I understand it will not. r 

Mr. ALLEN. Then Ihave no objection to the Senator’s request. 

Mr. HOAR. I will see that it does not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request of the Senator from Massachusetts, and the bill is made 
a special order for the ay named. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: I made a request early this morn- 
ing, which was nted, I believe unanimously, by the Senate, 
making the capital-punishment bill a re order for Wednesda 
of next week. I omitted to mention the hour in the request. 
Se it may be made the special order for Wednesday at 2 
o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. STEWART. We do not know in this part of the Chamber 
what the request is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request is that the capital- 

unishment bill, which has been made a ial order for Wednes- 

y of next week, shall be fixed for consideration at 2 o'clock. Is 
there objection? There is no objection, and it is so ordered. 

; BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2745) to establish a term of 
the district and circuit courts of the United States at Roanoke, 
Va., in the western district of Virginia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2746) to remove the political disa- 


bilities of Col. John Taylor Wood; which was twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2747) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Levi Cunningham; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. ze, providing that all judg- 
ments in civil causes in the District of Columbia bear interest; 


which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
a “iy referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2749) to establish the official 
survey of fractional townships 31 and 32 north, of ranges 6,7, and 
8 west, of the sixth principal meridian, in the State of Nebraska, 
north and west of the Niobrara River, and quieting the title of 
settlers thereon, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 

mmittee on Indian Affairs. i + 

Mr. STEW ART introduced a bill (S. 2750) to provide an Amer- 
ican register for the bark Leon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2751) granting two con- 
demned cannon for the soldiers’ plat of the cemetery at Mount 
Pulaski, III.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2752) granting a pension to 
Wilson S. Hulse; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2753) authorizing and 
directing the Fer Navy to donate one condemned 
cannon to the Lake Veteran Association, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of the State of South Dakota; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2754) granting a pension to Jerusha 
Hayward Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE (for Mr. Voorures) introduced a bill (S. 2755) 
ron i 8 — e win T. e Koh was 

ce by its title, and, wi e accom: paper, referr: 
to the Committee on Pensions. sE nis 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2756) granting 
a pension to Richard Sheets; which was read twice by its title, 
me with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. : 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2757) granting a sion to 
Sarah M. Dove; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 


93 12255 referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. N introduced a bill (S. 2758) granting a pension 
to Hiram H. Palmer; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

LIMITATION OF THE VETO POWER, 


Mr. BUTLER. I introduce a joint resolution and ask that it be 
read at length for information. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 122) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States providing for limiting the veto 
power of the President of the United States was the first 
time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 


y bill which shall have passed the House of Representatives and 
th Senate shall, before it becomes a law, be presented to the President of the 
United States. he toa Aime he shall it; but if not he shall return it 
with his e to the House in which it shall have originated, who shall 
enter the objections at large on Journal and proceed to reconsider it. 
If, after such reconsideration, a jority of that House shall agree to pass 
the a E shall an sent —— —.— the pg gti — oe other 3 
Bat House it shall become a law. ” 3 n 
Every order, resolution, or v to which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives and Senate may . (except on a question of ad- 
13 shall be presented to the President of the United States, and be- 
‘ore the same take effect shall be Aopoa by him: or being disap- 
roved by him, may be repassed by a majority of the Senate and House ot 
Represe 8 according to tho rules and limitations prescribed in the case 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I should like to be permitted to 
lain the joint resolution in a few words. 
is amendment keeps the wording of the Constitution andthe 
machinery with reference to the veto power just asitis now. It 
will be noticed that the only change it makes in the Constitution 
is by changing the words “ two-thirds” to “a majority.” The 
amendment, if adopted, will require a bill when passed to be sent 
to the President for his signature. If the President disapproves 
it, he writes his objections and sends it back to the House where 
it originated, just as he does now. The House will consider his 
objections and proceed to reconsider the bill. The only difference 
is, if both Houses see fit to repass the bill after considering the 
President's objections thereto, then it shall become a law by a 
majority vote instead of by a two-thirds vote. < 
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Nearly every evil that this Government is suffering from to-day 
has come about not from defects in the Constitution, Mr. Presi- 


dent, but, if I may say it, by a disre; 
tation or an interpreting away of the Constitution as it was writ- 
ten and intended by our forefathers. Take the decision of the 
Supreme Court with reference to the income-tax cases and hun- 
dreds of other cases which might be cited, where we know, or feel 
that we know, that the intent of the Constitution has been 
cha‘ . *The evils come not from a defective Constitution as a 
rule, but from a disregard of the Constitution. 

But this veto power is one provision where the Constitution, we 
might say, is defective. It is one relic of monarchy. When our 
forefathers framed this Constitution they lacked just this much 
of being weaned from English ideas. They could not foresee the 
tremendous patronage that would go into the hands of the Presi- 
dent in addition to this veto power. They could not foresee and 
did not intend that the veto power should be used to kill any bill 
that the President did not himself like. In fact, the veto power 
was intended to be used sparingly, and very sparingly; and we 
have the testimony of a number of the framers of the Constitu- 
tion to that effect. It is an English idea, but in England the 
Crown to-day does not dare to veto a bill passed by Parliament. 
Tt has fallen into disuse in a kingdom, in a monarchy, but here 
in this country it flourishes and is used more frequently each 
year. The people here elect their representatives for both Houses 
of Congress directed to enact the will of the people into law; yet 
one man—not even a legislator—has the monstrous authority and 
power to nullify any act of Congress. A bill is passed after the 
most careful and deliberate consideration by the representatives 
of the pee Pia it can be vetoed and nullified by a stroke of a 
pen in the hand of one man. 

This is a dangerous power. When we consider to-day the tre- 
mendous 8 that the President has with which he can 
influence legislation, in addition to the veto power to kill what is 

assed, it makes him almost an autocrat. It gives him more 
power than any crowned head of England or, we might say, than 
any monarch in Europe has. We saw here in the Congress 
how the power and the patronage of the President were used to 
change the opinions of Congress and to defeat the will of the 
le. We saw in the same Congress how the veto power was 
to strike down a bill that was passed by Congress to coin the 


d or deliberate misinterpre- 


seigniorage. 

early every Administration since the civil war has used the 
veto power and the patronage of the Government the same way. 
The abuse and danger grows greater each year. 

These two powers are too great to be in the hands of any one 
man. We ought if possible to limit his power of patronage. It 
ought to be limited, but that is an intricate question. e can 
limit his veto power by this wise provision. 

Lask that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and I hope that the committee will make a favor- 
able re at an early day, so that we can act upon it before the 
present session of 9775 1 75 ends. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be e 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BERRY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on ck pk ete and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHOUP submitted an amendment intended to be propon 
by him to the Pary civ aspran bill; which, with the 
accompanying letter from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITC L of Wisconsin submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompany- 
ing pa rs, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

CARTER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil neg tl open bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be pro by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Militar airs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to propona 
by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLARK submitted an amendment intended to be oes 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ISLAND OF JAPONSKY, 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

Whereas the guardian of Michael Travers, a citizen of the United States, 
who has been declared a person non compos mentis, has represented to the 
Senate of the United States by a sworn A that he has been unjustly 
deprived by the United States of cert 


n property known as the Island of 
armor eS the harbor of Sitka, and the improvements thereon: 
erefore 


Be it resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he 
is e requested to ascertain and rt to the Senate the facts concernin; 
the location and residence of the said Michael Travers upon the Island oi 
Ja 21 the . improvements thereon by him, their character and 
extent, the taking of the possession of such island and improvements by the 
officers of the United States, and the value thereof for the uses to which the 
island and property were put oy the United States, which information the 
said Attorney-General may obtain from the governor of Alaska and the dis- 
trict attorney of the United States and the clerk of the United States court 
of Alaska, and from other sources at his command. 


CHARLES E. JONES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 249) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles E. Jones, which was, in line 7, to strike out all 
after the word“ at” and insert in lien thereof “ the rate propor- 
tionate to the degree of disability from gunshot wound of the back 
and results.” 

Mr. BAKER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 6th instant approved and signed the following act and joint 
resolutions: 

An act (S. 494) constituting Stamford, Conn., a subport of entry; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 99) authorizing the immediate use of 
a portion of the unexpended balance of appropriations made for 
1 or oana) wee socks at the Wee of the Se 

iver in construction of protecting w. necessary to the open- 
ing of said canal and locks to navigation; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 103) directing the Secretary of War to 
submit estimates of cost of further improvement of Providence 
River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


= VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule VIII is in 
order. 

Mr. ALLISON. By unanimous consent last evening it was 
agreed that the Post-Office appropriation bill should be taken up 
this morning at the conclusion of the routine business. I ask that 
that bill be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. PUGH. Lask unanimous consent to call up for considera- 
tion House bill 6996, a brief bill reported by the Committee on 
Commerce this ae. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under theagreementof yesterday I am obliged 
to object to any business being inte: $ 

Mr. PUGH. It will take but afew moments. It is very impor- 
tant that the bill should be passed at an early date. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps the Senator from Alabama was not 
present yesterday when it was agreed by unanimous consent that 
after the routine morning business this morning the i ear 
bill then under consideration should be taken up. e Senator 
will probably have time to-morrow morning to up the bridge 


bill. 

Mr. PUGH. Then I will withhold my request until another 
time. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Iowa, inasmuch as I gave 
notice yesterday that I would . beet the Senate to 8 this 
morning to the consideration of the joint resolution I introduced 
relative to Cuba, to allow it to be taken up for the pu of en- 
abling the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TUR IE] to submit some 
remarks.. I suppose it will not materially interfere with the prog- 
ress of the ap ropan on bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. ALLISON. Last evening there was unanimous consent 
given to consider the appropriation bill from now until 5 o'clock, 
when a vote was peace to be taken. I regard that as an agree- 
ment to go on with the bill at this time. Of course it is for the 
Senate to determine whether that agreement shall be changed. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not wish to interfere with any agreement that 
may have been made, but I sup that it would not be an inter- 
ference with the appropriation bill. However, unless my proposi- 
tion is agreed to unanimously, I do not suppose I ought to insist 
upon it. I gave notice yesterday that the Senator from Indiana 
would submit some observations upon the joint resolution this 
morning,and I simply ask the consent of the ate that we may 
take up the joint resolution for that purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? 
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Mr. FAULKNER. I would not object to it under the circum- 
stances suggested by the Senator from Florida except for the fact 
that the unanimous-consent agreement was made yesterday based 
upon the theory that a certain number of hours should be given 
to-day to the discussion of the appropriation bill. When the Sena- 
tor from Iowa proposed 8 o’clock there was objection to it because 
the time seemed too short between the close of the routine busi- 
ness and 3 o'clock. When he suggested 4 o’clock there was objec- 
tion to it becausethe Senate held that that hour would cut off debate 
unduly upon the bill; and an ment was only reached when 
he extended the time for discussion upon the bill until 5 o’clock. 
Under those circumstances, I think it would be unfair, the Senator 
from Iowa having obtained unanimous consent upon that state- 
ment, to allow any business to intervene other than that which 
was agreed to af the time. y 

The VICE-P. IDENT. Objection is interposed to the request 
of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The notice of the Senator from Florida will 
hold good for to-morrow. Of course no one will object to the 
Senator from Indiana taking the floor then, as there will be no 
consent a ent that will interfere. 

Mr. CALL... Then I ask that it may be distinctly understood 
that the joint resolution shall be taken up to-morrow after the 
routine business is over. 

Mr. ALLEN. For the purpose of discussion only? 

Mr. VILAS. For the purpose of discussion by the Senator from 
Indiana? 

Mr. CALL. Yes; for the purpose of general discussion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida desire 
the ag rey submitted to the Senate? 

Mr. CALL, I 


i do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? $ 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator from Florida desires to haye the 
joint resolution taken up for such speeches as anyone may choose 
to make on it, there is no objection, but if it is to be taken up for 
consideration, I object now. 

Mr. CALL. Iask that it may be taken up for the purpose of 
some observations to be submitted by the Senator from Indiana, 
and possibl 5 I. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. VILAS and others. No objection. 

Mr. BROWN. Is it reques that the unfinished business 
which has been awaiting consideration for some time shall be dis- 
placed? Ifso, I object. Senate joint resolution No. 102 is the 
unfinished business, and we desire to have it dis of. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not understand it to be the request of the 
Senator from Florida to displace the regular order of business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not displace anything, for it applies 
to the morning hour. 

Mr. CALL. That is all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? The Chair hears none. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
a ALLISON. Now let the appropriation bill be proceeded 


with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill ee making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the year ending 
June 30, 1897, the pending question being on the amendment sub- 
mitted by Mr. Pasco to the amendment of Mr. WOLCOTT. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I do not intend to occupy much 
time this morning. There are only a few observations that I wish 
to make. There are other subjects to be considered with this bill, 
and it would be unjustifiable for me to take much time in this 
discussion. This amendment is a very simple proposition in itself. 
It is a mere poe that those postmasters who would be pet 
able under the appropriation for postmasters as the bill passed the 
other House may be paid out of the appropriation for clerks if 
the offices which they hold should be discontinued and the service 
then incorporated with some other office. 

When the discussion took place the other day I stated that this 
was no enlargement of the power of the Postmaster-General. He 
has power, and always has had, to establish and to discontinue 
post-offices, to establish the methods of the administration of post- 
offices. But the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] professed 
great astonishment at that statement in respect to the power of 
the Postmaster-General and the fact that the law commits to him 
a very plenary authority over the postal service, and asked some 
8 which were highly extravagant, as if the Postmaster- 

eneral might establish a suboffice 400 miles away from the post- 
office at Omaha, or 50 miles away, and finally he worked himself 
ap to some statement yesterday, I believe, of a thousand miles, as 
if the question depended on the distance, or asif an extravagant 
statement of the abuse of power made a difference from what a 
reasonable statement would indicate to exist. I answered that 
there was nothing in the law to prevent. There is not, except what 


was indicated at the time, that the law was made to be used rea- 
sonably, not to be abused in a manner which would perhaps sub- 
ject an officer to impeachment. 


The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] took exception to the 
observation that the power to establish and discontinue post-offices 
has existed since the original institution of the general post- office 
in this country, and drew particular attention to the fact that, in 
the conclusion of the debate, the language used seemed to be that 
the power to establish stations had also existed. That has in 
truth existed as a matter of power, and I want to point it out. 
Although the first enactment was in the year 1862, by which the 
Postmaster-General was given in explicit terms authority to estab- 
lish branch post-offices, he always has hadit. It was but a new 
expression of a power which existed from the beginning of the 
Government. 

I call attention to the first law on that subject which was paneo 
by the Continental Congress in the year 1775. It probably is 
within the remembrance of the historical reading of Senators that 
when the general post-office was established in this rig it 
was committed almost without legislation to Benjamin i 
to operate. 

. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to correct him now? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator denies having stated that the Post- 
master-General could establish substations a thousand miles from 
the main office. Icall attention to his language used in the debate 
of last Thursday. 

Mr. VILAS. On what page? 

Mr. ALLEN. On page 3485 of the RECORD, second column. 

Mr. ALLEN. The question is, has he the power to send a man from a point 
oron 1 antan distant from where those people live to administer the affairs 
Qi 

Mr. VILAS. I suppose he has power now to send one a thousand miles. 

Mr. VILAS. That is an entirely different thing from the other 
statement in regard to stations. 

Mr. ALLEN. No. 

Mr. VILAS. That I reaffirm, if it is necessary. 

Mr. ALLEN. What I chargo the Senator with saying, which 
he now denies, as I understand, is 

Mr. VILAS. Ido not deny. 

Mr. ALLEN. That the Postmaster-General has the power to 
establish a subpost-office a thousand or more miles from the main 
post-office, and send a clerk from the main office to that subpost- 
office to administer its affairs; and I was correct in that. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Nebraska was, as usual, incor- 
rect, and can not see that he was. Heis confounding two entirely 
independentstatements. Thestatementin respect to the establish- 
ment of a substation was one thing. The other was with respect 
to the power of the Postmaster-General to we fer a postmaster; 
and it was said that the only limitation in the law is that the post- 
master must reside within the district, but it does not say the 
appointment must be made of a person who was previously a 
resident of the district. Soa postmaster might come from a con- 
siderable distance. 

Mr. President, I am not denying the affirmations made that day. 
Tam simply explaining that as a matter of power, which is all we 
were talking about, the lawisso. Let me now recur for a mo- 
ment—because there is the point of interest—to the original act, 
which was passed on the 26th of July, 1775. All that it said on 
this subject was: 

That a postmaster-general inted for the 
hold his office at Phi Bonar’ ant shall be . Ane per an 


num for himself and $340 per annum for a secretary and comptroller, with 
power to appoint such and so many deputies as to him may seem proper and 
necessary. 


A little later, the next year, 
military duties by an additio law; authority was given the 
Postmaster-General to appoint two additional surveyors of the 
Post-Office and an inspector of dead letters; and it will be curious 
nowadays to note, en passant, that he was directed to preserve 
carefully, among other things, all “lottery tickets, notes of hand, 
and other valuable papers,” etc. 

Subsequently, in 1782, there was an ordinance passed, as it was 
called, for regulating the Post-Office of the United States of 
America.” Then authority was given to the Postmaster-General 
in these words: 

He shall have full power and authority to appoint a clerk or assistant to 
himself, and such and so many deputy postmasters as he shall think proper, 
for whose fidelity he shall be accountable: each of whom shall reside at such 


place as the Postmaster-Ganeral shall judge best suited to maintain a due and 
regular transportation and exchange of mails. 


When the Constitution had gone into effect Congress passed a 


simple act on the 22d of September, 1789, declaring— 


That there shall be appointed a Postmaster-General; his powers and salary, 
and the compensation to the assistant or clerk and deputies which he may 
appoint, and the regulations of the Post-Office shall be the samo as they last 
were under the resolutions and ordinances of the late Congress. 

_At a later time an act was passed, in 1792, in which it was pro- 
vided that there should be established at the seat of Government 
of the United States a general post-office; that there should be one 


stmasters were excused from 
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Postmaster-General, who should have authority to sigh Hea an 
assistant and deputy postmaster at all places as such should be 


found necessary. 

That was ted in 1794, and authority was given the Post- 
master-Gen to make regulations to govern such deputies as 
he chose to appoint. 

Without stopping to elaborate or point out the ual extension 
in our law of that idea, it has been continued that time to 


this, simply a grant of authority to the Postmaster-General to 
maintain a general ce—that was the original act—and to 
appoint such d eee e ffice as he saw fit and 
have them reside anywhere the United States he saw fit to 
direct. Gradually there have been slight qualifications of that 
power; but in substance the power has remained ever since, He 
could make a deputy and tell him to do what he wanted done. So 

when the law came into effect which authorized the establishment 


ce 
which, I suppose, had some time before been in o 
the Postmaster-General’s power to make a pos 
point a deputy*postmaster, or to establish what was afterwar 
called a post-office, and appoint a postmaster thereat, and fix the 
duties; to establish a branch office, a power originally involved in 
the 8 to establish a post-office, as the greater includes the less. 
The Senator from Florida said yesterday that if the amendment 
by the Senator from Colorado were to be adopted he 
Was satisfied that the word ‘‘station” or ‘“‘ substation” would 
appear in the legislation of the country for the first time in connec- 
tion with the Post-Office Department. Mr. President, if that were 
true it would not alter the question, because it would be merely 
the application of a name which has grown up in the postal service 
for one of the offices of the Department which was permissible 
under the old Jaw, and which the act of 1862 called a branch post- 
office. The more convenient name station“ has been adopted. 
But the Senator from Florida is quite mistaken in respect to the 
literal fact. In the law of 1889, the act of March 2, there is pro- 


vision made for superintendents of stations, ten classes, graded 
from $1,000 up to $2,000. 
Mr, ALLISON. From what does the Senator read? 


Mr. VILAS. From page 200 of the Postal Laws and a- 
tions. Then there is on for clerks in charge of stations, 
nine classes. That is a mere recognition of the name which has 
been given to certain convenient fe signs for the discharge of the 
postal service that had been created by the Postmaster-General in 
the exercise of the power which, as I said, had existed since Ben- 
jamin Franklin was made the first Postmaster-General and in- 
vested in propria ma with all the functions of the postal serv- 
ice, pretty much all being left to his discretion. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska—I am sorry he is 
absent—made the discuvery that this blessed system, upon which 
he expatiated somewhat, in which the people are so much inter- 
ested, and which is of such great comfort to them, which is their 
system above all others, is, after all, thus but a mere d tism, 
and everything that has been done under the power of the United 
States has been the exercise of a tic authority against which 
his very nature rebels. I suppose he may open out to his Popu- 
listic audiences upon that subject in a way that may excite terror 
in their minds; but, after all, we have been having what he has 
recognized all the time, the very best postal service, and by reason 
of this very power peng Shape in the Postmaster-General. It is 
one of those services which it will be impossible to control or op- 
erate if there is to be established by law various grades down 
through the 150,000 people, more or less, who are at work in it, 

ints of resistance, points where authority may be set up against 
Pre Postmaster-General. He must have a complete, 2 and 

despotic, if you please, authority over that service. He is obliged 
to collect a revenue of $70,000,000 a year, 2 cents at a time mostly, 
and it requires the vigor and strength of authority in every 
branch of that service to conduct it well. 

For that reason, if this amendment be not adopted, I hope there 
will be no such thing as interference in this bill with the authority 
which has existed so long and with so much advantage to the 
country. If we do not choose to permit the Postmaster-General 
to have money to expend for clerks according to his desire, at least 
let us not interpose upon an appropriation bill some of these 
amendments which would be detriments and obstructions to the 
good service of that ent; suchan amendment as that pro- 
Em by the Senator Nebraska, such an one as pro 

e Senator from Florida, that the Postmaster-General shall not 
make a substation except within the corporate limits of a city or 
town. Have we heard any complaint from the State of Massa- 
chusetts because he has made the post-office at Boston extend the 
benefits and convenience of that service over a tract of country 
with a radius sufficient to comprehend the outlying towns? On 
the con , from every quarter the service so established has 
been as an improvementand a benefit. That is all thatis 

sought by the Postmaster-General in this very measure which he 
recommends, 


Let me call attention to the points in which he has summed up 
in a note to the chairman of the Post-Office Committee of the 
House of Representatives what he considers the advantages of 
this amendment, which he asks merely to enable him to exercise 
easily a power he now possesses. He is not seeking a new power; 
not seeking to do a new thing; he is seeking to make no radical 
change; but only, as he says, discreetly ant with prudence and 
with moderate to exert a power which has always been 
possessed by that mt in some few and proper instances 
wherein benefit to the service will result from it. us he says: 
eee ee up the advantages of such consolidation of offices, I would say 

First. Strengthens and improves the postal organiza’ 
through a natural and easy bide d of the . — „ 


CVVT 
Second. Lessens by a large amount ne nece ro fox e pos 
graduadly swell into mil- 


service, with the 3 that this decrease 


turn. 
Fourth. Improves and increases the revenue of the Post-Office 9 
r and more intelligent accounting for pi 


bookkee: or supplies, 
55 eine call for — Epa trom the * 
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Mr. President, this is so plain a proposition that the chairman 
of the Committee on A riations, when it was first proposed 
by the Senator from Colorado, expressed his willingness fo accept 
it as an amendment to the bill without discussion, and probably 
it would have been so accepted, but the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GorMAN] uncorked the bottle and let out the genii of op 
sition to civil-seryice reform, Thereupon it seems to be under- 
stood a e of system in the civil service arisen, some pro- 
posed extension of the classified service to a great extent, and it 
seems that that alarm is to stand in the way of an improved serv- 
ice. It would haye been promptly accepted but for that. It ma 
be that there is something in civil-service reform which ch: 
lenges the instant uprising of this body and is sufficient to defeat 
any measure if a prejudice like this can be excited. ButI shall 
not debate civil-service reform. Iam only speaking of this ques- 
tion as an improvement to the civil service. Ido believe that 
among the greatest forward steps which have been made fora 
good DANY horse in the civil service has been the gradual step of 
extension of civil-service reform. Not that I like them all—its 
features as practiced—not that I would not improve and change 
them very much, if I could have my way with respect to it—at 
least I think it would improve them—but what has been done is 
a step in the right direction, and I trust it will not be retraced 
except as it may be reviewed for the purpose of a better and more 
advantageous step forward. 

I shall not debate the civil-service question at all. Ihave never 
been a debater on that subject. It has been much exploited by 
some persons who have not caused so much benefit as perhaps 
would have been caused by the advocacy of others, while it has 
also had the help of the best. 8 

Civil-service advancement in this country owes its success to 
the man who is now at the head of this Government. Without 
his firm, steady, unflinching, and honest devotion to it there 
would have been, in my judgment, for a long period of time no 
very great and substantial, no enduring gain or advancement in 
the cause of civil-service reform. 

Mr. President, I do not care to take any more time. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the * a question before 
he sits down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harzis in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. VILAS. I have alre: ner yielded the floor. 5 

Mr. ALLEN. We have repeated assertions upon this floor 
as to what civil-service reform has accomplished, but there has 
not been a Senator who has debated that question who has pointed 
out one particular wherein the present service excels the service 
as it existed twenty-five years ago, 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I think that the Senator himself 
indicated pretty plainly to most of us in what was said 8 
one feature of very great gain. He said that there been 
abuses—I am not stopping to discuss the subject—in the reduction 
of Republican clerks during this Administration. Under the old 
system, if it had been in existence, we should have seen in 1885, 
in 1889, and again in 1893 such a swarm of applicants for these 
thousands and thousands of offices here in Washington as would 
have completely, or almost completely, obstructed the perform- 
ance of the public business. We saw enough of it to retard the 
performance of that business for months; and it would come with 
the recurrence of every change in the political administration. 
Senators would have been obliged to listen, as they are now in 
greater or less degree, to the entreaties and supplications of those 
who were torn from office by the ruthless hand of partisanship or 
those who were seeking to drive out somebody else in order that 
they might get in for a short time. 


politics. 
sentatives, not to 
Government, is in itself a second item of great consequence. I 
shall not stop to add more, because I am, as I said, not inclined 
now to enter into or to take the time of the Senate in a debate 
upon the gers principles or value of civil- service reform. These 
are established in this country. Whatever anybody may say in 

t to them, there is no one who will now propose in Congress 
with any reasonable expectation of success the repeal of this benefi- 
cent system, so excellent not in whatit has yet ets Haat alone, 
but in its promise of what may be effected in the en 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have listened very carefully to 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] with the full confidence 
and hope that he would say something or point out something that 
had been accomplished under so-called civil-service reform which 
did not exist before its introduction; and yet the Senator, like 
those who preceded him on this subject, has delivered a Fourth 
of July oration, if I may classify it as such, on the beauties, if not 
the holiness, of civil-service reform, without ever undertaking to 
point out an instance in which it had bettered the service. I did 
not ask the Senator to tell in general language of the beauties of 
this system of which he is such a strong advocate, but I wanted 
him to point out the cold facts as they exist, wherein it differs 
materially from the system that existed before its introduction, 
and to give the particulars, without any comment, in which it is 
an improvement over the system that formerly existed, but he has 
failed to do so, and, in my judgment, can not do so. 

I do not propose, Mr. ident, to consume the time of the 
Senate this morning at any considerable length in the discussion 
of this matter. I discussed it yesterday quite as fully as I desire 
to do, and I realize that others wish to heard upon the bill 
before the vote is taken; but there are a few things which I believe 

ht to be said at this time and which I will say. 

the first place, there never was a tyrant upon the face of the 
earth of whom we have any knowledge or any history who did not 
believe himself superior to all other persons in the government of 
which he was a member. The very first ent of a tyrant is 
the one-man power. The next argument of a tryant is unchecked 
Seep a dec: Soe E Sieg ofl trcenieg eto A nee 
a duty. t p o yis to centralize power 
in the hands of a few, if not one, and deprive the masses of the peo- 
ple of the right to exercise power. t would become of this 
ernment, speaking of it as a Republic, a government in which 
the people are supreme, if the principle announced here by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Coloradoand the Senator 
from Massachusetts were to prevail? Ninety per cent of the peo- 
le of this country would be practically disfranchised. The prac- 
Pical power and management of their Government would be taken 
from them and would be placed in the hands of those who haye 
the hardihood to assert that they and their class are superior in 
int of education and superior in the qualities which are essen- 
properly torule, while the masses are inferior in those ts. 
Iam not myself averse to a sensible and reasonable civil serv- 
ice. I Wish to see established a service which will pn every 
citizen of the country to participate in the affairs of his Govern- 
ment. I believe the only safety to this Government is in diffus- 
bg ed political power, the official power of the Government, and 
in keeping it among the masses of the people rather than to cen- 
tralize it in the hands of afew. Here we are to make (and the 
Senator from Wisconsin thinks it is something of which I ought 

to be ashamed, that I did not know it before) the Post-Office 
partment supreme and tyrannical and dictatorial in this country, 
and the le themselyes have nothing to say as respects their 
ffices in the various localities where the offices are situated. 
Senator said it has existed since the formation of the Govern- 
ment. If that is true then the time has come when it should be 
args te If I had it in power I would say that no post-office 
which has been established should be altered or changed except 
by the consent of Congress, the direct representatives of the peo- 
ple. The very element of legislation is either to grant power 
where it does pee oe exist or P catal wer 3 
is supposed to be posse in excess of the requirements of the 
occasion or the 9 of the proper eee of a 

particular office. t is the purpose of legislation. 

The Senator from Wisconsin would change all that. The Sen- 
ator holds up his hands here and says that system which has 
been inaugurated by the present occupant of the White House is 
one — can nos be impeached tor 8 among 5 

emen. course it ma question y dlings 

ose who are not intellectual. But the system Which want and 
which I insist upon is one which shall ize every citizen 
of this country; that shall keep the power of this Government, 


national and State, in the hands of the people, and that can be 
practically and efficiently administered in the interest of the 


masses, 
Unfortunately, Mr. President, the Civil Service Commission is 


a close corporation. There is another evidence, too, of the unfit- 
ness of this system. A Senator or a . in Congress 
can scarcely obtain the truth from one of the Departments, unless 
it sees fit to give it to him. It is a struggle here half the time to 
get the truth from one of the Departments about anything. Even 
a Representative of the people is to be misled and put off with 
evasive answers as to information which vitally effects the inter- 
ests of the people, and as to statistical information which is to be 
found in the Departments. So we can not get the questions which 
are being put to applicants under the civil-seryice law at this 
time, but we can get a few-of those which have been used in the 


past. 

Take the State of Tennessee, Mr. President [Mr. Harris in the 
chair], which you ably in part represent and have so represented 
in this Chamber for almost a quarter of a century. Take a cross- 
roads perne at a town where there is nothing but a little store 
and a blacksmith shop and where the office is worth eighty or a 
hundred dollars a year, and how much benefit do you suppose it 
would be to the people of that vicinity to require the occupant of 
the local office to answer correctly these questions prescribed by 
the Civil Service Commission? 

Question 1. Add the following, * ir total at the bottom: 

742, 155. 74— 


It does not say whether it is apples or dollars or what it is— 
742, 155. 74 
429.39 
6, 873. 68 
397.49 
1,956, 374. 20 

If the old man who has been e the mail ly and 
to the entire satisfaction of the people of that vicinity for a quar- 
ter of a century failed in adding this sum correctly he would be 
disqualified to hold the office, and some boy who had left school 
three months before would be eligible: 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from Nebraska will look at the 
regulations, he will find that no resident of the United States over 
45 years can take the examination. All persons beyond 45 years 
of age are excluded. 

Me coe í FEET to call eee to that fact. 

5 ; over 35 years of are excluded 
from the Railway Mail Serice: i 
Mr. ALLEN. Why not make it 25 years of age? 
estion 2. ress in figures one thousand ej nine. 
uestion 8. Epe fiscal year ended June 30, 2 eet poy ee aer 
on railroads traveled 122,031,104 miles and those employed on steamboats 
pr wwe a How many miles more were traveled by railroad than by 

If the old man could not answer that question, although he is per- 
fectly competent to address envelopes and wrap and a 
l account of the service of the office, and although he might 
be able to figure up a sum of three or four hundred dollars, if he 
could not make the subtraction accurately he would be ineligible 
to hold the office. 

Suction E Tea ka r rk in ho 
uestion 4. R way- erk ear 
have left after paying his board at the rate at fbn a n 

There are a great many fourth- class postmasters in the United 
States who know absolutely nothing about the Railway Mail 
Service. It is not essential to them, and it would be of no value 
to them if they did know it. They would simply be loaded down 
with a lot of useless and w mental baggage. Let he must 
be required to answer these questions. 

nuestion 5. If a railway-mail cler 
b much will he spend in oe pags pre a Ae See ORANG, 

That is a very important question. Suppose it had said if a 
railway clerk spends 25 cents a day for cigarettes, how much 
would he have left at the end of the month? I suppose, as a mat- 
ter of fact, there is not much left now of the salary of an ordinary 
railway-mail clerk. The work, according to this book, must be 
given in full. 

SIXTH SUBJECT—GEOGRAPHY, 
1 1. Name two States crossed or in poke bounded by each of the fol- 


Wing: named rive d give the capital ot each 8 A = 
necticut, Delaw ae nis ibs . 3 of the States named: Con 
What earthly have such questions upon the fitness of a 


man who is running a Fttle fourth-class post-office in the country 
15 or 20 miles from any large town? Yet, because they are not 
able to answer those questions, a certain percentage of them—I 
will not now undertake to feces how many, but I think ninety-odd 
per cent—are to be disqualified from holding those offices, and 
some man or boy who has made a special study of matters like 
these, who is fresh from school where it has been instilled in him 
for years, is eligible to take their places, and the people of the 
JW the istration of 
0 
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2. Name the State in which you live and the States or foreign 


ae or bodies of water which form the boundaries on two sides of that 
Question 3. Name two important cities on each of the following-named 
rivers and lakes, and give the name of the State in which each of these cities 


is situated: Hudson River, Ohio River, Mississippi River, Lake Erie, Lake 


Question 4. Name three cities on or near the Atlantic Ocean, one on or near 
the Gulf of Mexico, and one on or near the Pacific Ocean. 

Question 6. Name the State of the Union that extends farthest east and the 
State that extends farthest west, and name the capital of each. 

Then comes the subject of railways and other systems of trans- 
portation in the United States: 

T paragra 1. Name the three principal cities of your State and the principal 
way lines (three, if there be that many) centering in each of them. 
uestion 2. Name the c ton railways tnot less than two) passing through 

or terminating in your State, and give five of the principal connections (roa: 

which are crossed by them or te: tein the same city with them) made 
by either or both of them. 

Question 3. Name the roads which together form the most direct line from 
your nearest railway station (give name of that station) to the largest ci 

any adjoining State. (Give name of the city and of the adjoining State. 
estion 4. Name the road or roads cpap eae two of the most sens tobe 
cities in your State, and name ten of the largest cities (or important towns, 
if there be not ten cities) situated on those roads. 

Question 5. Name the two most important railroad centers in each of the 
States of your railway mail division (omitting your own 4 pal and the road 
or or steamboat lines connecting each of those centers with the capital 
of your State. ` 

There are other questions of a similar character which appli- 
cants are required to answer. It may be said that the questions 
which I have quoted do not apply and would not be applied to an 
applicant for a position in a fourth-class post-office. e do not 
know what questions would be put by the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners to applicants for those offices. But we doknow that under 
the statutes and under the rules prescribed by the Chief Executive 
and adopted by the Civil Service Commissioners they have abso- 
lute power to prescribe the questions which shall be answered by 
the applicants, and a failure to answer them renders those per- 
sons ineligible to those offices, which many of them have admin- 
istered for almost a quarter of a century. 

All this vast body of citizens who have borne the heat and bur- 
den of the day in their communities and in their States, who have 
given of their means to support this Government, thousands of 
whom have rendered service to the Government in its hour of 
danger—all of those men are to be set aside and ignored and prac- 
tically disfranchised by the adoption of these silly, nonsensical 
rules, By that means the people are to be isolated from their own 
post-offices, from sympathy with the postmaster, who is now a 
member of their own community, and a stranger with no sympa- 
thy for them and not amenable to them under any circumstances 
or any conditions is to be sent among them to administer the af- 
fairs of an office which is purely 1 , and which is, in fact, their 


own. 
My attention is also called to the fact that no person beyond 35 
ears of age—I have not examined the regulations and the rules, 
bat I take it to be true—is eligible to the Railway Mail Service. 
The applicant may have every merit and every qualification to 
commend him; he may have come from a long line of illustrious 
ancestors who rendered the country service in its various stages of 
development; he may be perfect physically and perfect intel- 
lectually and yet, because he has d the line of 35 years of 
age, he is absolutely disqualified by that fact from entering this 
particular branch of the service of his country. 

Iam also reminded of the fact that when a person reaches 45 

ears of age he is ineligible to any branch of the service. I do not 
ow whether that be true or not. The Senator from Wisconsin 
can correct me if it is not true, and if he does not correct me I 
will assume that it is true. 

Mr. VILAS. Idid not observe the previous statement of the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I said that no person can enter the Railway Mail 
Service who is over 35 years of age. 

Mr. VILAS. I believe that is the age. 

Mr. ALLEN. Regardless of his qualifications. 

Mi VILAS. Does the Senator from Nebraska object to that 
e? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido most strenuously object to it. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator whether he thinks 
those offices are created for the benefit of the officeholders or for 
the benefit of the people of the United States? 

Mr. ALLEN. They are created for the benefit of the people of 
the United States. That is just what I have been contending for. 
But the Senator from Wisconsin would have them created for the 
benefit of the incumbents of the offices. He would say that of all 
the 70,000,000 people in this country no man or woman should be 
eligible to the way Mail Service if she or he has passed his or 
her thirty-fifth birthday, regardless of his or her intellectual or 


hysical qualifications. 
8 Mr. VILAS. Does the Senator from Nebraska think there ought 


to be no fixed? 
Mr. ALLEN No age should be fixed so long as the individual 
has the physical and mental qualifications to discharge the duties. 


Why should there be an age fixed? Why not examine the appli- 
cant and inquire into his physical and his mental qualifications to 
discharge the duties of a particular office, and if he is found com- 
petent I would keep him there until he is as old as Methuselah, 
unless in the meantime he became incompetent or exhibited lack 
of memory in Fe mir of advancing age. Everybody beyond 
the age I have stated is disqualified. 

Then we come to the other question which I put to the Senator 
from Wisconsin, and I am sorry to see that he is about to leave 
the Chamber at this time. I hope the Senator will remain. 

Mr. VILAS. I will not leave if the Senator from Nebraska 
desires to ask anything of me. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is it true that all persons who have passed the 
age of 45 years are ineligible, under the civil service, to Any branch 
of the mail service? 

Mr. VILAS. They are ineligible to new appointments. 

Mr. ALLEN. To new appointments? 

Mr. VILAS. Yes; that is the regulation adopted, because it was 
supposed desirable to secure in office persons of vigor and capacity, 
and not because the offices were designed for the benefit of those 
who seek them. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator says that because it was desirable 
to secure persons of vigor, physical vigor, I suppose he means, and 
mental vigor as well, an arbitrary rule has been laid down. Yet 
a youth who is so deformed physically that he has no chest devel- 
opment whatever, that he has no physical vigor whatever, may 
enter the service if he is under 45 years of age, while one who may 
be his superior in every conceivable respect, but who is over 45 
years of age, is prevented by an arbitrary rule, which has the force 
of a statute, from enjoying the fruits of one of the offices of his 
country. I am not in favor of civil service of that kind. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Nebraska to the outrageous limitation in the Constitution 
of the United States which prohibits a man of the most brilliant 
powers, of the utmost accomplishments of education, of the great- 
est developments, even so great a man as William Pitt was at 24, 
from sitting in this august body. 

Mr. ALL Isee nothing whatever in the argument. The 
only difference between the framers of the Constitution and the 
framers of the rules of the civil service is that the first believed it 
required a little age and mature judgment to make a man eligible 
to the Senate, while the Civil Service Commissioners look upon 

and maturity as incapacitating a on for holding an office. 
That is the difference, and it is the difference in the world. 
The framers of our Constitution said that a man must have reached 
a certain number of years before he is eligible to the House of Rep- . 
resentatives, and another certain number of years before he is 
eligible to the Senate, and it was 3 expressly upon the ground 
that these two bodies call for the judgment of men of mature 
years, men of some observation. But here the Senator from Wis- 
consin and his coadjutors upon the subject of civil- service reform 
say to us that fully N of the people of the United States, by 
virtue of having reached the age of 35 years, are disqualified for 
holding certain offices, and that all persons who have passed 45 years 
of age, regardless of their physical and mental vigor, are disquali- 
fied from holding any office in that branch of the Government 
which employs 150,000 people. 


Mr. V . Yes; even excluded from being drafted into the 
military service. 
Mr. ALLEN. Ihave never seen but one war, and I think the 


Senator from Wisconsin has seen only one, although he is my 
senior in years, but I observed in that one war that when the 
Government was engaged in actual hostilities the exemption as to 
service was taken from the statute books. It was not observed. 
There was a regulation at the time that a man must be 18 years 
of age or over before being eligible to the military service. Yet, 
Mr. President, you know and every Senator present who has 
studied the history of this country knows that the great body of 
the fighting men on both sides was composed of men who entered 
the service under 18 years of age. The men who were brought in 
fighting contact on both sides were young men. The minimum 
and maximum restrictions were both removed. It is a good thing 
in time of peace, when there is no war and no prospect of war, to 
say that a man can not be drafted who is over 45 years of age and 
et to wipe away that restriction in the event of war and draft 

im or admit him to the enlisted Army. : 
If this damnable course can be pursued, what is there to restrain 
the President of the United States and the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners from say De that no man who does not come from the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts or the State of New York or the 
State of Wisconsin shall be eligible to any branch of the civil 
service? The same authority by which the executive department 
restricts on account of age a full-fledged, native-born American 
citizen who has reached the age of maturity would give the offi- 
cials the right to restrict the particular territory from which the 
applicant should come. Yet the Senator from Wisconsin says 
is democracy. Oh, if Hamilton could rise from his grave 
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and meet the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin, there would 
not be a hair’s breadth of difference between them in their opinions 
upon this or any other great political question of which I haye 


any knowledge. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me for a 
moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. With pleasure. 

Mr. VILAS. Yesterday the Senator had Jefferson’s ghost to 
antagonize the Senator from Wisconsin, and now ton’s is 
on his side—— 

Mr. ALLEN. To embrace the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to remark to the Senator that the 
principles of civil-service reform in this Government had their 
origin you might almost say, with Mr. Jefferson. It was Mr. Jef- 
ferson, the first Democratic President, the founder of the Demo- 
cratic party, who laid down the rule which excluded politics from 
consideration as an element that ought to control appointments. 
Is he honest? is he faithful? is he capable? were the rules which 
Mr. Jefferson laid down, and he himself refused to make removals 
generally from office, so that hardly a pune of dozen altogether 
was the number he made, finding when he took possession the 
entire offices of the Government in the possession of partisans of 
the other side. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Arkansas in the 
chair). The Senator from Massachusetts appeals to the Chair. 
Does the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts? 
Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 
Mr.HOAR. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to make 


a little addition to the truth of history as to what is said about Mr. 
Jefferson? Mr. Jefferson wrote to Levi Lincoln, of Massachusetts, 
a citizen of the town where I reside, and afterwards his Attorney- 
General, that he did not find when he came into office an officer in 
the service of the Government, or an officer in the Army above 
the line who entertained the opinions of the Republican party, 
which was then the name of Mr. Jefferson’s , and that he 
understood that the Federalists had acted on the principle of ex- 
cluding the friends of Mr. Jefferson’s opinion from office, and he 
wanted to have a list sent to him of the persons who had been so 
appointed in the New England States by the Federalists, and said: 
K you will let me know who those persons are fou may leave 
the rest tome.” He added that he hoped to restore the proper 
proportion and balance of officeholders to his party, and then he 
said: hope the time will come when the ay Be era which can 
be put about the appointment to an office is: Is the man honest; is 
he capable; is he faithful to the Constitution?” So Mr. Jefferson's 
conception was rather a dividing equally of the spoils, if you call 
them spoils, between the two political parties than to make appoint- 
ments to civil office without any consideration of political opin- 
ions. President Washington, if I may add one word, because I 
sympathize entirely with the Senator from Wisconsin, and I have 
no sympathy with the argument of the Senator from Nebraska—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I have never known the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to have any sympathy with me or my arguments. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope that I shall never agree with the Senator’s 
ar, ents if he continues to pursue the line which he has been 
following, though I have great respect for him personally, I beg 
him to understand. 

Mr. ALLEN. No doubt. 

Mr. HOAR. President Washington said that he never should 
appoint an im nt officer in this Government whose opinions 
were o to that of his Administration. 

. VILAS. I think one word should be said in reference to 
What the Senator from Massachusetts says about Mr. Jefferson. 
He did say that he thought there ought to be something like an 
equilibrium in the officeholders, but that was in order to main- 
tain and affirm the continuance of the principle. It was to pre- 
vent just what has been said with so much justice of the way in 
which the party to which the distinguished Senator from Massa- 
chusetts belongs dealt with civil-service reform; that they always 
stand up for it when they are out and turn the Democrats out 
when they come in, as they did with the Railway Mail Service in 
1889. Mr. Jefferson insisted upon the equilibrium, not as an abso- 
lute rule, but as a kind of guarantee for the maintenance of those 
principles of appointment which he advocated and set forth and 
in which he did exclude the mere Pec pee of politics as a rea- 
son for removal or for the prevention of a civil appointment. I 
am Sa to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, he speaks about 
the Railway Mail Service. The men who were turned out of the 
Railwa: il Service were Democrats, I suppose? 

Mr. VILAS. I so understand, 

Mr. HOAR. How did it happen when the Administration of 
President Harrison came in that aes found all the clerks in the 
e Eon Service Democrats, the honorable Senator from Wis- 
consin having been Postmaster-General succeeding a Republican 
Administration? Ido not think the President appoints the rail- 


way-mail clerks, but somebody must have turned out all the 
Republicans he found and put in Democrats. 

Mr. S. The Senator from Massachusetts has made a 
strictly partisan answer on that subject, without the slightest 


knowledge of the facts. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not made an answer. I ask the Senator a 
question. 

Mr. VIGAS. I say it is characteristic of the Senator only when 


he exercises his isan privileges. 

Mr. if OAR, T asked the Senator a question; I did not make an 
answer at all. I asked him how it happens that all those Demo- 
crats were in when the great civil-service reformer now address- 
ing the Senate was Postmaster-General, and were found there to 
be turned out by Harrison? 

Mr. VILAS. I will state to the Senator what the facts were, 
and when the Senator hears them he will see that the implication 
in his question is a very unjust one. I am sure he will see it. 
Here happens to be at hand a statement of the appointments in the 
Railway Mail Service made during the time I occupied the office 
of Postmaster-General, and I will ask the Senator’s particular at- 
tention to it. The whole number of clerks on the 7th of March, 
1885, was 4,356. During the three years nearly—not quite, two 
years and six or seven months—up to the time of this report 

Mr. ALLEN. Would the Senator from Wisconsin just as lief 
read that after I conclude my remarks? I shall conclude in a 
moment or two. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator kindly allow me just to answer 
the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts, and then I will 
be done with the subject? The number of clerks by increase of 
offices by the growth of the service was only 95, making a total on 
the 31st of October, 1887, of 4,851. By resignation, every one a vol- 
untary resignation and no compelled resignations, there had been 
appointed to fill vacancies 1.309. There had been removed for 
disciplinary causes 805. There had been removed upon proof of 
gross partisanship in service, abusive action, 383, in the three 
years, and no more; so that at that time there were in the service 
2,271 of the clerks who werein the service when I went into office, 
There had been added, including all the new appointments, only 
about 2,500. 

Mr. HOAR. Those were all Democrats? 

Mr. VILAS. I presume so; they were new 1 Now. 
this required nearly three years of time, and in less than two 
months between 1,900 and 2,000 of them were turned out in 1889. 
No wonder that there is some difficulty. I have always felt that 
difficulty in having friends on our side in politics stand by the 
civil-service reform as it deserves. 

= ALLEN, For what cause were the 1,900 or 2,000 turned 
out 
1 VILAS. IJ suppose they happened to be there and were in 

e way. 

Mr. ALLEN. I thought the civil service was efficient and kept 


a man in office. 

. VILAS. Oh, no; the Senator from Nebraska must know 
that there is not in the law the slightest qualification of the power 
of removal. Every officer who possesses the power of appointment 
possesses, notwithstanding the civil-service law, the same arbitrary 
and plenary power of removal. 

Mr. AL A Democrat can remove a Republican and put 
in a Democrat? 

Mr. VILAS. Precisely. 
Mr. ALLEN. And vice versa? ~- 

Mr. VILAS. You add something. A Democrat can remove 
whom he will. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; and put in? 

Mr. VILAS. As to putting in, he is obliged to select from a list 
of eligibles when the offices are in the classified service. 

Mr. ALLEN. rhe ig na on the list of eligibles there happens 
to ree Democrat and 15 Republicans, can he put in the one ear 
ocrat? 

Mr. VILAS. How, sir? 

Mr. ALLEN. Sup upon the list of eligibles there happens 
to be 1 Democrat, and the Cabinet officer happens to be a Dem- 
garat: can he skip over the 15 Republicans and put in the Demo- 
crat 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator knows, I suppose, that when a va- 
cancy occurs a notice of the vacancy is given by the Department 
officer to the Civil Service Commissioners and t oy erity to that 
Department officer three names, accompanyin em with their 
examination papers, and the choice will be made from those three 
names, unless he rejects the three, which he is at liberty to do. 

Mr. ALLEN. And he can reject all? 

Mr. VILAS. Yes; and call for a new certification. 

Mr. ALLEN. And then he can come toa single Democrat and 
appoint him? 

r. VILAS. No; the power of rejection, I believe, is limited. 
On the second certification he must make a choice. 

Mr. ALLEN. As a matter of fact, he does not, and the Senator 

from Wisconsin knows it. ; 
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Mr. VILAS. Oh, I think, on the contrary,he invariably does. 
I do not know—I do not recall a single instance when I was in the 
De ent—of a failure to select from the original certification. 

. ALLEN. IfI were at liberty, I have the names and places, 
and I can now point to two instances where there has been a com- 
plete and absolute violation of the rule in two months. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
make a s ion? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. iis 

Mr. TELLER. In the former Administration of Mr. Cleveland 
when the civil-service law was in force as it is now, the head of 
the Pension Bureau stated before some committee that out of 85 
clerks who had been appointed, either 82 or 83 were Democrats. 

Mr. VILAS. That may have been before they were brought 
within the classified service. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; the classified service took effect before 
the Democratic Administration. 

Mr. VILAS. But there was a very great number of persons 
then outside of the classified service who are now within it. 

Mr. TELLER. They were all within the classified service, and 
having had some experience in that Department, it has been to me 
avery boxe enigma how they could ibly do that thing. 

Mr. EN. When interrupted by the very interesting collo- 

uy between the Senator from usetts and the Senator from 
Wisconsin, I was speaking of the fact that there would be no dif- 
ference whatever between the opinion of the Senator from Wis- 
consin and the opinion of Mr. Hamil ton if it were possible for 
those two tlemen to meet and converse on this occasion. That 
is true. e Federalism of Hamilton is the Democracy of VILAS. 
There is not the shadow of a distinction between them. 
1 ig ged says Bulle r Sgr to tape ea seporin, No; 

> ent, I was not guilty of a breach o iety so grea 

as that. I said yesterday, and I repeat, that if Mr. Gefterson: could 
be taken from his coffin and placed in the Senate Chamber and 
listen to the speech of the Senator from Wisconsin and the warm 
words of centralism and oa Fac embraced in that speech he would 
be utterly amazed and ly astonished that the Democracy of 
this age could have so degenerated from the Democracy of his age. 
And yet Jefferson has been made to do duty here more frequent] 
than any other statesman of whom I have ever heard or pad 
‘Whenever it is essential to entertain these galleries or to entertain 
the Senate, Thomas Jefferson is trotted out in the Senate Cham- 
ber like a trick mule at a circus and made to perform all kinds of 
tricks for the entertainment of those t. I have heard him 
charged in this Chamber (and I want in my feeble words to defend 
his memory) with over one hundred inconsistencies on public ques- 
tions. Yet I do not suppose there is a schoolboy who has read a 
common-school history of this country who does not know that 
Thomas Jefferson was the great Democrat of this ooma in his 
age, that he was thoroughly in accord with the principles of a 
democratic or republican form of government, that he believed 
then and taught the doctrine that the power in this country should 
rest in the people and be diffused as far as ible among all 
classes of people. However, the Senator from Wisconsin, under- 
taking to square himself with Jefferson and make himself a Jeffer- 
sonian Democrat, says that really Mr. Jefferson was the first great 
civil-service reformer in this country. Mr. Jefferson not only 
2 but he practiced the doctrine that to the victor belongs 

e spoils. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair 
to rs pelore the Senate the unfinished business, which will be 
stated. 


The SECRETARY., A joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing the 
ee 5 of the Interior to open for public entry all that certain 
part of the public domain in the State of Utah known as the Un- 
compah; ndian Reservation. 

12 10 Lask that the unfinished business be temporarily 
aside. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside that 
the Senate may continue the consideration of the bill now before 
the Senate. Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered, 

Mr. ALLEN, Mr. President, no person taught in plainer lan- 
goage than Thomas Jefferson the doctrine of rotation in office. 

t was understood among the framers of our Constitution and the 
fathers of 3 3 on the . mais 
secure by p g respo: upon every ci Was no 
eal at that time that within less than one hundred and thirty 
years from the laying of the foundation of this great Republic a 
class of beings would present themselves who would claim supe- 
riority in all respects, and who would claim the right to rule to 
the exclusion of the masses. It was a Republic, sir, and a b- 
lic means that every citizen, eee e and native, Who lives 
upon the soil of the country where it exists has an equal right to 
participate in the administration of its affairs. 

Now, the Senator from Wisconsin would change all that, He 


would erect upon this continent an aristocracy in the adminis- 
tration of affairs of the Post-Office and in the administration of 
every other branch of the Government. He would exclude one- 
half if not two-thirds of the population of this country from par- 
9 the affairs of their Government. Let when the 
Senator from Wisconsin (I regret that he is now out of his seat, 
and I shall not say as much as I would if he were here) comes to 
the question of a ocratic Administration turning out Repub- 
licans and a Republican Administration turning out Democrats 
he wants to hedge a little; he does not meet it with his usual 
frankness and fullness, 

The truth is, Mr. President, that offensive partisanship was in- 
vented in 1885 for the express p of turning out a lot of 
Republicans who were holding office under the civil service. 
What does offensive partisanship mean? Has any man ever de- 
fined what constitutes an offensive partisan? Because a person 
holding an office is not in naby with the Administration 
he is an offensive partisan. t is all it means, and tbat has 
been held sufficient to turn out persons occupying positions under 
the civil-service law, notwithstanding they su themselves 
protected by that law, enacted for the benefit of the public service 
of thecountry. The truth is that Democrats are constantly turn- 
ing ont Republicans by the hundreds and thousands in violation 
of this law. A py pane Administration turned ont Democrats 
by hundreds and thousands in spite of the provisions, of this law, 
and in spita of the Civil Service Commission. I have had occa- 
sion to show during this discussion that during the present Admin- 
istration when one member of the Civil Service Commission saw 
fit to entertain and express an opinion of his own that did not 
— with the Chief Executive he himself was politically decapi- 

Now, Mr. President, one word more and I will leave this bill 
finally, so far as Iam concerned. Ido not want to be misunderstood 
on the question of a sensible administration of the service of this 
Government. I believe that men should be chosen witha view of 
their fitness to occupy important positions, but Ido not believe that a 
man must have been a graduate of Yale or Harvard or some other 
college or university to hold a one-hundred-dollar fourth-class post- 
office in the State of Nebraska or the State of Maryland or the Nate 
of Tennessee. Iwant a man chosen for his fitness, not only his fit- 
ness ina technical educational view, but his fitness of head, his fitness 
ofheart. Hemust bein perfect sympathy withthe principles upon 
which our Government is founded. He must be a patriotic, law- 
abiding citizen, reasonably competent to discharge the duties of 
the office. However much our Dencaraiia and Republican breth- 
ren here and elsewhere may say they are in favor of this so-called 
sham civil-service reform, we know and the world knows that it is a 
mere false pretense which is never or at least scarcely ever observed. 
Sir, I believe that if my party is correct in the principles it advo- 
cates, and if it wins the great contest in this country for the mas- 
tery of the nation, from Chief Executive down, its worthy, its 
intelligent, and its competent membership should reap the reward 
that follows such a victory. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to take much of the 
time of the Senate in discussing this question, but I should like 
to say one or two words in the interest of the truth of history. 

I have been a very humble and a very constant uh ger of 
the policy of civil-service reform from the beginning. I made a 
very full and thorough discussion in Massachusetts of the subject 
in 1876 when the question was new, and I think I have known the 
history of the reform 2 as well as et ont eA 

Now, the Senator from Nebraska wants to know what good 
has been accomplished, what there is better to-day under our 
Government than there was twenty-five or thirty years ago. I 
can tell him, and I think every Senator within the sound of my 
voice and every intelligent observer of the course of American 
political history will agree to what I say. 

Under the old Democratic régime a portion of the citizens 
of this country were inexorably excluded from all office under the 
Administration of the country. Mr. Jefferson's famous sentence 
which has just been quoted and which has been so often quo 
without its connection, Is he honest, is he capable, is he faithful 
to the Constitution?” had given way to the single rule of selection, 
Is he faithful to slavery?” As was well said by Mr. Sumner 
from his seat in this Chamber, neither Washington, Ben- 
jamin Franklin, nor Thomas Jefferson, with their known opinions 
on that subject, could have been a ted to the humblest office 
under the Democratic Administration of the Government. 

I think that excluded a portion of the citizens of this 
country from an honorable public service, quite as much as a dis- 
tinction based on intelligence or on ignorance. They were fol- 
lowed after the war by a Republican Administration. The 
Administration of President Grant came in at a time when the 
country was beginning to be pacified. The Republicans estab- 
lished a rule as inexorable, that nobody but a Republican should 
receive an office under the Government, and the whole Demo- 
cratic party substantially were excluded. But very soon it went 
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a great deal further, and are the second term of President 


Grant and quite largely during the first term, for the rule requir- 
ing fidelity there was substituted a rule tequiring Hg 4 
to the fortunes of some individual and ambitious In 
the factions which grew up, and always will ox up in a domi- 
nant and powerful party, the civil service the country was 
made an instrument not for influencing elections against the 
Democrats, but for raising and reenfor the cohorts of men 
who were devoted to the fortunes of certain political chieftains 
who got the ear of the Executive. x 

In my own State you could not read the morning papers with- 
out dread that you would read of the removal of some brave, 
honest, upright, capable Republican soldier, and that there would 
be put in his place some petty, disreputable tool of an ambitious 


chieftain. And that is the inevitable result of the instrument of 
the political patronage in the service of party. No can pre- 
vent it on the principle which the Senator from Ne stated 


very long. It is notorious under all parties, it is notorious to-day, 
it has been equally notorious under Republican rule, that when- 
ever a Presidential election or Presidential nomination is ap- 
proaching men are appointed to the civil service of the country in 
the interest of this, that, or the other candidate for the nomina- 
tion. If the President of the United States is a candidate for re- 
nomination, you will find the whole army of officeholders drilled 
and disciplined to advance his interests, and I think few men will 
get appointments who are not in sympathy with the Executive as 
to the selection of his successor. If he is not a candidate, you 
will find that the instrumentalities will be used to further the 
ambition of some in one of the Executive ents. 


i [Mr thinks this tand 
admirable reform is due tọ President Cleveland. ell, that 
Senator has been for a good part of his life an admirer of the 

t Executive of the United States ex officio, and he seems to 
ve retained the official habits of an executive officer since he 
has been in the Senate. I do not find the evidence of that great 
service to this cause. The law was passed before he came into 
er, and I think the men who passed this law are entitled to a 
Bittle of the credit of the reform which the law accomplished. 
The President bravely announced in his inaugural address, in 
the beginning of his Administration, his adhesion to the doctrine 
of 3 reform, and, as the Senator from Wisconsin has 
conceded, he had not been long in office before some 2,500 
employees in the Railway Mail Service were displaced; he had not 
been very long in office before some 32 collectors been removed 


solely for political reasons, the whole consular serviceof the coun- 
try was nged, and the President seemed to me to have shrunk 
and flinched the brave doctrine that he had advanced as if he 


had been frightened almost at the sound of his own voice. Lile 
Fear, in the Ode to the Passions,” 
First Fear his hand, its skill to try, 
Amid the chords bewilder'd laid, 
And back recoil'd, he knew not why. 
E’en at the sound himself had e. 

Mr. President, there are three men who ought to have the credit 
of this great accomplishment and reform in the civil service of 
the country, and I think I know whereof I when I name 
them. The first is Mr. Dorman B. Eaton, of New York, aman, I 
believe, not connected or affiliated with any political party. 
Early, when the whole country seemed to be = up to this 
vicious method which I have mentioned, Mr. Eaton called the 
attention of his countrymen to the matter. He studied the fash- 
ions and habits which prevailed in other countries, he spoke at 
public meetings, and he published a book in which he outlined the 
scheme which has been adopted finally with so much success. 

Next to Mr. Eaton comes, in my judgment, my honorable friend 
from Connecticut, the senior Senator, General HAWLEY, who, as 
chairman of the Committee on Civil Service, framed and carried 
through and defended against all antagonists on the floor of the 
Senate the provisions of the present civil-service law, even when 
some other champions had their hearts fail and were in favor of 
inco: ee in that law some exceedingly vicious provisions 
which would have destroyed its whole efficacy. With the single 
exception of Mr. Dorman B. Eaton, of New York, whatever it 
is due to this t revolution in the political habits of this coun- 

is due to JOSEPH R. HAWLEY. 

he third man, and the only man who deserves to be named in 
the same breath with either of these, is Mr. Theodore Roosevelt, 
of New York, who was a bold, co „intelligent, most effect- 
ive and efficient administrator of the law when he was in c 
of its operation. I do not think Mr. Cleveland's name, though he 
has done many good ings in his Administration, deserves to be 
written up very high on that scroll. 


It is not ng Paty to go into statistics, but take the matter of 
the Railway Mail Service. -A man who had stood very high in 
the mail service of the country, told me that when that first Ad- 
ministration of Mr. Cleveland went out of office in his 

ment he should think 80 per cent of the men who had been a 
pointed to the Railway Mail Service had been bartenders. I thi 
that was an exaggeration. I can not give the name of the person 
who was 98 but L remember very well he wasa person 
who held a high office in the Administration. I spoke once about 
it to the Postmaster-General who succeeded under Mr. m, 
and he said he thought that was an exaggerated statement, but 
that they came from the bartender class very largely. That is 
what he said about it. I know thatin the New England States 
the Railway Mail Service was so made up when President Harri- 
son came into office that it became necessary to make a sweep of 
the men who were in it, and to put in men for whom the Depart- 
ment could vouch and who would be competent. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Massachusetts can not possess 
that knowledge by any possibility in the world, for the fact is 
ORY open 

Mr. HOAR. That is the result of my observation and informa- 
tion. I, of course, can not possess it as knowledge, hor can the 
Senator from Wisconsin possess the contrary as knowledge. 

Mr. VILAS. I think I can very much better than the Senator 
from Massachusetts, who makes such a sweeping affirmation. The 
Railway Mail Service at the end of that first Administration of 
Mr. Cleveland was certainly twice as effective and twice as well 
* as when the Administration began. 

Mr. HOAR. That is not my information, and it is not the pub- 
lic judgment in my part of the country. That is all I can say on 
that su 5 

Mr. VILAS. The public judgment may have been misinformed, 
as the Senator has been. 

Mr. HOAR. That may be. 

Mr. VILAS. But it will be very easy to establish the proposi- 
tion by men of the Senator’s own party who were familiar with 
the service, 

Mr. HOAR. I make this expression of my belief on the subject 
as my contribution to this debate so far as it relates to that propo- 
sition. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish we could have some facts instead of beliefs. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not question the sincerity and the ability of 
the Senator from Wisconsin as an advocate of this interesting re- 
form. The reform has been largely accomplished and is going on; 
to use a cant phrase, it has come to stay”; it expresses the 

rinciples and what are to be the policies of this country in the 
uture, 

I think my honorable friend, as I said when he was out of the 
Chamber just now, was for some years an admirer of that Chief 
Magistrate ex officio, and the official habits of a Cabinet officer 
have not entirely deserted him now. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] says that 90 per cent 
of the American people are disfranchised. It does not seem to me 
that that is a very sound and correct way of puttingit. If there 
are a hundred thousand offices, with a population of 70,000,000, 
every one of the rest of the 70,000,000 who is not appointed is in 
one sense disfranchised. The appointment is made under our 
Constitution by the President and Senate, the President alone, or 
the heads of Departments, and they must have some principle of 


selection. 

The Senator from Nebraska says that if the A tear party come 
into power they ought to have—he did not use the phrase ‘* spoils 
of office,” but the officers ought to be taken, if I understood 5 


from that party. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President; I didnot say that. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts misunderstood me. L said if my part 
should come into power—and I was speaking generally—that 1 
believed it would be just to them, if their principles were correct, 
to fill the offices of this country from the membership of that party 
who were qualified to discharge the duties of the offices. at is 
my position now, and shall be my position henceforth. 

. HOAR. Then the offices are to be filled from the Populist - 
oy Ties come into power and agree with the Senator from 
ebraska. - 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly; just exactly, if the Senator will per- 
mit, as the Republican pary Pis the offices with its membership 
when it is in power, or the Democrats fill them when they are in 
power, entirely regardless of anything in the civil-service rules. 

Mr. HOAR. So, according to the Senator from Nebraska, if the 
Populist party comes into power, all Democrats and all Republic- 
ans are to be disfranchised for four years. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; not at al. The Senator does not do my argu- 
ment justice. What I said was that this arbitrary rule, which 
does not t a man over 35 years of age to enter into the Rail- 
way Mail Service, or over 45 years of age to enter any branch of 
the service, practically d ves him of his rights as a citizen, 
which no amount of qualification, mental, physical, or moral, can 
overcome. If those rules were not enforced, then a man would 
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always be eligible by fitness to any position within the gift of the 
Government. i : 


braska? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido. 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose a person under 35 years of age is found 
papper the requisite qualifications to enter the Railway Mail 

, and another man who is 37 or 40 years of age is superior 
to him in point of intellect, superior to him in point of physical 
vigor, superior to him in every respect to discharge the duties of 
that particular office, should the fact that he has passed the thirty- 
fifth milestone of life deprive him of that privilege? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if such a careful ph personal 
examination of every applicant could be made, it might be that 
the answer to the Senator’s question would be in the negative; but 
in the management of this vast business you have to go by gen- 
eral rules; and the Senator himself, I think, is in favor of saying 
that some of these officers shall be selected from the place from 
which they come. Party platforms say that in certain other classes 
of offices men shall not be sent even to a Territory who come from 
another part of the country, however superior they may be found 


to be. 

Mr. ALLEN. That has been violated right along. 

Mr. HOAR. That is another question. I am talkin 
what are correct principles, not whether the Democratic or Repub- 
lican parties violate the rule. Weare trying to get at correct 
principles in our legislation and our rules on this subject. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question in the line of 
what he is saying? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask whether the civil-service laws do not require 
and make obligatory a certain territorial distribution of appoint- 
ments, which, of course, was not obligatory where the appointin 
ore was left to put all the offices in one locality, the ict o 

lumbia, for instance? 

Mr. HOAR. Unquestionably; and therefore the public inter- 
ests require that the consideration of residence, which gives the 
influence of an Administration to satisfy the people with it, and 
all that, shall be considered even to some extent to depart from 
the principle of getting the very best and ablest men. In the 
same way we wanted to rescue this Government, with its more 
than 100,000 offices, a number now largely increased, from having 
the offices created to serve the people used to bribe them, from 
having men turn Democrat or turn Republican or turn Populist 
in order to get an office as their reward. We wanted to rescue 
these people from having at every election and every nomination 
an army of officeholders swarming about the places of meeting, 
or an army of expectant and hungry office seekers swarming about 
the places where the will of the people is to be declared in conven- 
tion or in caucus, and we wanted to rescue them—which was one 
of the most corrupting evils—from the most vicious and indefen- 
sible conditions that ever existed under a free government, which 
excited the astonishment of intelligent foreigners who visited this 
coun We wanted, moreover, to rescue the United States from 
the still further and more debasing evil of having officeholders 
made a drilled and disciplined army at the service, at the beck 
and call, of ambitious political chieftains who could get the ear of 
the President. That was the best thing that one hundred years 
„ has been able so far to bring to pass in this 

ublic. 

Mr. ALLEN, Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish a sentence or two and I will. 

It was the running sore; it was the offensive stench in the nos- 
trils; it was the disgrace, the degradation, the shame, the infamy, 
of the American people; and the men who undertook this reform 
put a stop to it, and if they did not get the best possible substi- 

te, they got one which was a hun old, a millionfold, bet- 
ter than that which it displaced. They said, We will have the 
President of the United States, in the exercise of his power, and 
the heads of Departments, in the exercise of their powers, take 


about 


men whose physical and mental vigor will be assured by some 
general lines and limits as to age; we will have men whose intel- 
1 and education in this Republic—at the basis of which pop- 
r education lies—is ascertained by some such examination as 
we can give, and from them the selection shall be made.” That 
may not be a perfect scheme; it may be improved, it may be bet- 
tered by experience, and under the great temptations which beset 
a party | r in the Cabinet or in the Presidential chair it may 
have been violated. I think it has been under both Administra- 
tions. I could tell some stories about both Administrations, if I 
saw fit, to show that it has been violated; but on the whole and 
in the main President Cleveland and his Cabinet have honestly 
and faithfully carried out the law, and in the main President 
Harrison and his heads of Departments honestly and faithfully 
carried out the law, with some exceptions. But when you come 
to write the history of this great reform, the names which should 
be written in indelible characters and are entitled to the credit 
of it are the names of Dorman B. Eaton, Josep R. HAWLEY, and 
Theodore Roosevelt. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Massachusetts pee. Hoar 
twice said in his remarks, as I understood him, that my respec 
and for the President of the United States were ex officio, 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator did not take that seriously. I 
meant it asa -natured jest or rally or banter, and I should 
be very sorrv if the Senator supposed I meant seriously that he 
had anything more than an ordinary admiration of a man for his 
chief, If the Senator objects to the expression, I will withdraw 


it with oo pleasure. 

Mr. AS. If the Senator from Massachusetts says that, I 
have nothing more to say than that I lament my incapacity to 
follow the Senator’s Joke; 

Mr. WOLCOTT. . President, since the few remarks I made 
yesterday morning upon this subject there has been a good deal 
of general debate and there have been many references to some of 
the statements which I saw fit to make in the course of my remarks 
and some criticism of the deductions I drew from the facts I stated. 
I enan ask the attention of the Senate a very few moments in reply 
to them, 

First, before going to the merits of the question, I desire to say 
that on yesterday the urbane and distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations with great propriety called my at- 
tention to the fact that I was mistaken in my assumption that the 
superintendents of the different stations were recognized by law. 

r. ALLISON. I was mistaken in that. I have the law be- 
fore me, and intended to call attention to it before the Senator 
closed his observations. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Does the Senator mean to imply that by any 
possibility he is mistaken? [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that the law of 1889 does ore for 
certain stations, and I was mistaken in saying that it did not. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That aepo of so much of the question, 
Mr. President. I should dislike myself, however, to take that as 
precedent, for I have no doubt that out of a thousand given in- 
stances the Senator from Iowa would be sure to be right on a 

guon aoe kind and I would be equally certain to be wrong. 
aughter. 

The Senator from New York [ Mr. HILL], in a very calm and fair 
summary of the arguments which could be made upon either side 
of this e yesterday inadvertently made one statement 
which I think ought to be corrected; that is, the Senator assumed 
that this was legislation upon an appropriation bill; that this was 
legislation which should stand by itself, and ought not, in the 
close of a session, to be attached to the Post-Office appropriation 
bill. I desire to call his attention and the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that this is not new legislation at all, nor does it assume 
to be new legislation, nor does it enact into lawa single 5 
nor does it do anything else in the world than apply solely to the 
expenditure of an appropriation contained in the billitself. The 
effect of the 9 is to recognize the law as it stands and 
the authority of the Postmaster-General to make these changes, 
simply providing that when the changes are made the funds there- 
tofore applicable as salaries for postmasters at offices which have 
been consolidated into stations shall in turn be made applicable 
to clerk hire, and therefore payable out of the fund of the popo 
pon to be devoted to the payment of clerk hire. Therein, Mr, 

esident, is an eminently fitting and proper amendment to be 
placed in this bill and not fitted to go elsewhere. I suggest that 
the only amendment which touches this question and which is not 
ermane to this appropriation bill is the amendment reported by 
the Committee on eo oe area itself, which provides that here- 
after county seats shall not be included in consolidated post- offices. 

That does not touch the appropriation; that declares an amend- 
ment to existing law; that is an attempt to put upon the statute 
book something which has nothing in the world to do with an ap- 
propriation; and it is proposed to be placed in this bill, where there 
is no chance to adequately discuss it, as an amendment to the time- 
honored existing law—an amendment which limits and curtails the 
power of the Postmaster-General of the United States, and which 
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in no wise whatever affects, or is intended to affect, the appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. President, in some of the suggestions which the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] made yesterday I can not agree. 


I do not agree with him that the corner grocery is the corner stone 
of the Republic. I believe, Mr. President, that we rest upon a 
higher and nobler basis. 1 believe that efficiency in the public 
service and a separation of politics from the administration of 

ublic affairs is afar better, wiser, and stron; foundation for 
Be vernment than the hope of petty political patronage, which 
political leaders can parcel out on promises for votes and for efforts 
in different Presidential elections. S 

With much that the Senator from Maryland said I fully agree. 
The Senator’s reference to the practice which has recently grown 
up, of Cabinet officers leaving their positions of duty and making 
speeches around the country on the tariff or the currency, was to 
my mind, a proper remark and a proper caution. With great wis- 
dom, I think, the Senator from Maryland called the attention of 
the country to the abuses of their offices which is now going on 
among Cabinet officials of the Administration. One of them, the 
last I heard of him, was barnstorming down in Georgia in favor 
of gold monometallism and what he saw fit to call “honest 
money.” I should myself have called attention to it earlier in the 
session had it not been for the fact that he is better away than 
here [laughter] so far as his public duties and his performance 
of them is concerned. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do. 

Mr. HILL. What is the point the Senator from Colorado is 
making? Does the Senator contend that a Cabinet officer has no 
right to make such speeches throughout the country to the neg- 
lect of his duties, or is the point that he has no right to make 
political speeches at all? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I take it that he has no right to make them 
to the neglect of his duties. 

Mr, L. That is the point of the criticism? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Up to this time. 

Mr. HILL. I assume that that must be so, because it has been 
the custom heretofore for Cabinet officials to make political 
speeches. It has been the custom of Mr. Gladstone in England to 
speak for his party on all occasions. Lord Salisbury has recently 
been speaking for his party in all parts of England. I have not 
heard any criticism based on the fact that they were neglecting 
their duties. While we may not agree with all the speeches made 
by members of the Cabinet, I hardly think they have been neglect- 
ing their duties, have they? 

Mr. WOLCOTT, The administration of this country under a 
republican form of government has extended for a period of some- 
thing over a hundred years, andif precedents are to be recalled to 
justify the conduct of Cabinet officers of the present Administra- 
tion, I suggest that they be cited from their predecessors in office 
and not from the practice in Great Britain, where members of the 
English ministry are themselves members of legislative bodies and 
are expected to go upon the hustings to justify their action. The 
analogy does not lie between the two classes of officials. 

I do say that at the present time when it has appeared before 
this body that so far as lands in Utah are concerned, which we 
are now seeking to have divided, where Congress has acted and 
the 5 of the Interior has seen fit to seek only how to evade 
the solemn duty which Congress has put upon him, when in the 
distribution of the public lands of the United States, and as to 
the Pacific railroads, where Congress has acted and the Secretary 
of the Interior has declined to issue patents to homesteaders who 
are entitled to them, and when the last Congress passed an act 
opening the Ute Reservation to public settlement and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior has week after week and month after month 
seen fit only so to exercise the prerogatives of his great office as 
to make the law impotent and valueless—I say under such cir- 
cumstances he may just as well be making stump speeches in 
Georgia as to be sitting in his executive office, the more so, Mr. 
President, as the arguments which he is unloading upon the pub- 
lic in Georgia are making converts to the cause of bimetallism 
by the scores Wherever he sees fit to make them. With that sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Maryland, I am in full accord. 

The very lack of attention to their duties which may charac- 
terize the Cabinet officials is all the more reason why we should 
take from them the power to make these appointments. If they 
do not attend to their duties, how are they wisely to exercise the 
power of appointment? The Senator 555 as if we exercised the 
owes of appointment of postmasters. Nobody knows better than 

oes the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] that his own per- 
sonal wishes, the wishes his constituents expressed through him— 
and when I speak of his personal wishes I only of his wishes 
as voicing the sentiment of the best of his constituents—count 
absolutely for nothing in the making of those appointments. If 
that be true as to offices where the ate does not confirm, how 


wise would be a provision of law declaring that those men shall 
pass under examination and that, when fit for office, their names 
must be accepted by the officer to whom they are presented, rob- 
bing him of the power to reward political adherents or pnnish 
political enemies by ving them the spoils of office. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. WOLOOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Colorado will permit me 
right here. He is so entirely unfair to me in this discussion that 
Tam amazed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I beg the Senator’s pardon. Have I not 
quoted him 1 

Mr. GORMAN. No; not at all in any statement which the Sen- 
ator has attempted to quote. 

This, now, is the third time that the Senator from Colorado has 
intimated that my attitude upon this matter is because of the de- 
sire for paronan ang yet the Senator knows the fact, asno other 
Senator in this y does, that in this controversy I have resented 
and rejected the intimation that it was the office I sought. Itis 


the ANS 

r. WOLCOTT. I certainly do, and in nothing that I have 
said have I offered a suggestion that the Senator from Maryland 
is affected in his view in the slightest degree by the question of 
appointments, nor have I suggested, nor would I suggest, for I do 
not believe it to be true, that the question of the personnel of the 
appointments would in the slightest degree affect the judgment 
of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, the Senator from Colorado 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I must disavow that, for I certainly do not 
intend to be so understood. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Colorado in the very sen- 
tence when I interrupted him intimated, in fact he said distinctly, 
that it is the desire to reward men for political service that I am 
8 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, no, Mr. President. My lan will 
not bear such a construction. What I did say was that I did not 
think the offices should be so distributed as to constitute reward 
for good service or punishment for service that was not friendly 
to the particular chief who might appoint them, and I spoke only 
from public 8 8 this is the only suggestion which is per- 
sonally applicable to him—I only spoke of those statements which 
for years have been going about in the public press when I said 
I believed that nobody knew better than the Senator from Mary- 
land to how great an extent the patronage of power could be used 
to punish enemies and to reward friends. 

Mr. GORMAN, Yes; because I have stood from the time of 
my entrance here into public service denouncing the theory which 
the Senator advocates so broadly—to place everything under the 
civil service. Men who advocate civil service, not tolerant of 
honest opinions entertained on the other side, have made it their 
business in the public press, on the floor of the Senate and else- 
where in Congress to denounce men who have honest views upon 
this subject as spoilsmen. I have held a seat upon this floor since 
1881. Not a dozen appointments of postmastersin the State of Mary- 
land have ever been made upon my recommendation. I have in 
every case taken the will of the people of the office, and yet gentle- 
men who haye become converts to the civil-service reform rise in 
the Senate and intimate that it is because we want patronage that 
we take this view. I resent it. The Senator from Colorado and 
no other Senator who advocates this proposition shall make such 
an intimation again without an indignant denial on my part. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ican not understand what the English lan- 
guage can mean if the Senator from Maryland assumes that there 
has been any intimation made in any of the remarks which I have 
uttered here to the effect that his vote or his feelings are influenced 
in the slightest degree because of failure of success in receiving 
appointments. Ineversuggestedit; I never intimated it; I never 
meantit. Iwas suggesting at the very moment when the Senator 


from Maryland interrupted me that wherever he has voiced an 


expression respecting an appointment it has been only to represent 
the wishes of the best of his constituents. To that extent. and to 
that extent only, so far as I know, does the Senator from Maryland 
go. But the statement I make loses none of its force when I say 
that it is unfitting and unseemly that those appointments which 
should be based on merit are based upon politics, and politics of 
the lower sort. 

I do not care to go into a reply to the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco] as to the question of the power of the Postmaster-General. 
I believe it to be undoubted; I believe it to be supported by stat- 
ute; but I do not pro to take the few minutes remaining before 
we vote upon the bill to discuss that question. Nor can I answer 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], who seems to think 
that a department store is the great curse of the country and the 
devilfish which ought to be killed. The people who pass civil- 
service examinations have been spoken of as being mere Depart- 
ment clerks, mere machines. How long has it been a reproach 
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anda byword thata young war should fit himself for private 
life or for public station? intrusion into a country commu- 
POE E TOOR ee ector and 

ibutor of the mails is not an offense to a community. He 
marries and makes his home there. He is fitted for citizenship. 
Wherein is it a crying shame that such a man should go to a com- 
munity to act as postmaster for a peo or as agent st the place 
where its mail is to be distributed and collected? His establish- 
ment, wherever it may be, may be equally the resort of the citi- 
zens of the town, and they will find there a man whom the Gov- 
ernment has tested, whose ity is vouched for, a man whom 
the people know will not rob them of their letters or of the con- 
tents thereof, or intrude into their private affairs; a man fitted by 
education, by training, and by habits to take care of the interests 
which he is sup to represent. 

For my part I should never care to cast my lot in the line of 
clerkships and salaried office, but this country is full of splendid 
citizens who work for other people for an annual compensation. 
It is not a crime on their part that in the fortunes of life the 
prizes have not come to them. It is no that they seek 
an honest livelihood at Government pay or in the employ of oth- 
ers, and it is no fault of theirs or of the parents who reared them 
that they attended the public schools of the country and fitted 
themselves to hold those offices with which they are intrusted. 

This amendment may go by the board; it does not meet the ap- 

al of the Committee on A riations, and we shall hear the 

of it when we vote upon it within afew moments. But the 
reform is just as sure to come as su i ongresses are to 
meet. You do not frighten a country community by telling them 
that a new clergyman is co to to take the place of the 
old clergyman, who is dead. ey do not pro to stone him 
from the community because he was not brought upamong them. 
It is just so when a proper young man, qualified for citizenship, 
takes his in one of those communities, near somebody to 
su is work and vouch for his ability and see that he per- 
forms the duties of his office with faithfulness and with regard to 
public duty. You will find an improvement in the poong service; 

m will find the public contented and satisfied, and you will find 

is great class of business offices of the country removed from 
the seg oe 5 isan politics. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. ident, I simply rise to suggest that 
there isa ees the civil service itself may be corrupt; 
that you have not the safeguards to t corruption growing 
up under the civil-service I will not c that it has 
occurred, but I will state what might occur. The head of a De- 
partment might remove two or three hundred clerks, because the 
power of removal is unlimited. The Civil Service Commission 
might, if they were sufficiently subservient to the Administration, 
put through a batch of new applicants who were the pets of a per- 
son whom they desired to please, and they might be put into the 
places of those who were removed. 

I have been told that that is the constant process; that it is going 
onconstantly. The heads of nts remove clerks for want 
of something to do, for want of business. That is going on con- 
stantly by the hundred. Fresh ones come in, and I think if you 
will go around through the Departments you will find that all 
put in office belong to the existing Administration, 

whichever it may be, and that each Administration is shoving out 
the old clerks and filling the places with new ones. That that has 
been going on has been confessed here by both sides in the debate. 
Senators instance the removal of hun and thousands in a 
particular service, the Railway Mail Service, where 2,000 were 
aang ties in a very short time, a few weeks, and another crop 
mt 
E The only difference, it seems to me, between the working of this 
and the working of the former system is that in pres- 
ent system it is consolidated in the hands of the Executive De- 
ents, and it is there for use to control Congress and to con- 
lotherinfiuences. It has augmented the power of the Executive 
more than a hundredfold. It is taking power from the people to 
. consolidate the Government, and the very nature of the thing is 
for the in power, through the Executive, to have control of 
all Shine Wu 1 ee by h „us Oe, and 
can bring in civil-service system a new set and put 
them in the places. It is constantly done. 

When you tell me the men who com the Civil Service Com- 
mission are different from any other men and that they do 
not send in the names of those who will please the Administration, 
you tell me that human nature has chan They have done it 
and will doit. They send in a number of names, two or three or 
four, and there is always a favoritein the number whom the Civil 
Service Commission may know and whom the head of the De- 
partment, who appoints, may know all about; and it so 8 
whether they know it or not, that the man gets in whom the Ad- 
ministration in power favors, and nobody else gets in through this 
machine. ablicans do not get in during a Democratic Admin- 
istration nor do Democrats get in under a Republican Adminis- 
tration. But this is 5 to take power from the people. 


The power is taken away from the representatives of the people 
and is lodged in the central power of the Administration, which 
controls legislation. 

Do Senators believe that in the extra session the Executive could 
have a two-thirds vote for the people's money into a vote 
for the Ro ds’ money if the Representatives of the people had 


had a voice in appointments, if that power had not been consoli- 


dated so that it could be used for the appointment of hundreds in 
consideration of influence? When before could an Executive have 
made such as were made in the extra session. When 
before, Isay, could it ever have occurred in both Houses of Con- 
gress? The sentiment was absolutely changed. We all feel the 
power of the Executive, and the Executive power is in consolida- 
tion. It is now proposed to extend the consolidation, to break u 
the system of post-offices so dear to the people of the United 
States, where their neighbors are charged with the duty, pane 
in whom 8 confidence. A system that has been so benign, 
so useful, and so universally applied for a hundred years is to be 
attacked and is to be brought into the maelstrom of power and 
corruption, consolidating whole patronage into the hands of 
one man. 

When and where did one man come to be better than the whole 
of the 1 When and where did all virtue center 
in one man? Is that the theory of ourGovernment? The 
of our Government is that 5 better than anybody; that 
everybody is wiser than anybody. © theory here is that a par- 
ticular individual can do it better and cheaper than the 0 
themselves. Iam opposed to taking power from the people and 
lodging it in anyone’s hands. Senators say the service will be 
improved. A monarch may be good when he is born, but few 
have died who were not bad before the end of theirdays. Aman 
may be good when he comes into office, but power is dangerous 
and will corrupt. Thesystem of civil-service reform places power 
in the Executive to make all appointments and all removals in 
secret. Public opinion regulated it while public opinion had in- 
fluence, but the whole thing now is taken ont of public opinion. 


: instruments of the President are put in e . They work 
in the dark. They designate who be ap ted. you 
not suppose that those instruments of power will be as subserv- 
ient in country as in any other? and where did the 


een of pores when and —_ did the soup a ap- 
pointees of a monarch or a despot ever act independently or for 
the public ? The Civil Service Commissioners are simply 
doing the will of the President, and if it be the will of the Execu- 
tive that the patronage of the Government shall be used to con- 
trol votes, to carry out jobs, it will be done. It is consolidation 
of power against the distribution of power. Our Constitution 
unfortunately consolidated power too much. But the practice 
of the Government under it made this a benign A pe 

Now it is proposed to change every feature of the practice of 
our Government which we as erican citizens love and admire. 
I am opposed to a proposition to change the administration of 
this Government from the simple democracy which it was de- 
signed to be to a consolidated tism, which designing men 
are attempting to create out of it. I tell you, and I wish to have 
it recorded here, that the civil-service machine is capping the 
foundation of American liberty. It is the first toward con- 
centrating all power in the hands of one man an ing from 
the people the rights and liberties which it was intended should be 
yested in them under our form of government. It is a dangerous 
arm of despoti It will be with fraud. There will be 
frand, unfairness, injustice, and bad administration as the result 
of the whole experiment. I wish to have that recorded here now 
as my solemn opinion, after ample reflection and after some 
observation. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave been absent from the Chamber, at work in 
committee. I ask to have the parliamentary attitude of the ques- 
tion stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that there 
are several amendments pending as touching this matter. Ifthe 
Senator from Maine desires it, the Secretary will state the pend- 


sag Payee engi ; 
. HALE. I ask whether there is an amendment pending 
which contains what is called the 5-mile limit? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment pending is the 
one proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT]. 
The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] withdrew his amendment, 
as the Chair remembers. 

Mr. HALE. Then there is no amendment pending to the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; there is, Mr. President. 

Mr. HALE. If there is, I ask to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that no 
amendment is pending save the amendment of the Senator from 
Colorado. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
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Mr. HALE. Iam glad to yield. 
Mr. ALLEN. Very well; let it go. 
Mr. GORMAN. Let us have a vote. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment is that 
at ogy by the Senator from Colorado. 
. HALE. There has been no amendment offered (I speak 
because of my absence heretofore and ignorance of the situation) 


which involves what is known as the 5-mile limit from the bound- | such 


aries of a city. 7 : 
CE pang I will inform the Senator from Maine if he will 
ow me. 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from New York. 
Mr. HILL. Yesterday afternoon the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Pasco] offered an amendment which confined the establish- 
ment of substations to the corporate limits of the city or town 
where the particular office is located. Subsequently I offered an 
amendment extending it to 5 miles outside. Later it was deemed 
wiser that there should first be a vote r the proposi- 
tion offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Worgorr], be- 
cause these amendments would more properly follow 
Ithink that is the idea, and in consideration of that the amend- 
ment was withdrawn. 

Mr. GORMAN. Notice was given of its withdrawal. 

Mr. HILL. Notice was given of its withdrawal. I suppose 
the idea is that we shall vote in the very near future upon the 

rincipal amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado, which 
E now the only one pending, because if it shall be voted down 
the phraseology of the amendment would have to be changed a 


trifle. 

Mr. HALE. The explanation is entirely satisfactory to me, and 
I do not propose to take up the time of the Senate at present. If 
an amendment is offered involving the 5-mile limit I should desire 
then to have something to say, perhaps under the five-minute 
rule; but I am entirely willing now that a vote shall be taken on 
the amendment of the Senator from Colorado. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will state that the 
Secretary informs the Chair that the words “‘ superintendent or” 
were eliminated during the proceedings yes y, and there is 
some controversy now, so the ir learns, as to whether those 
words should be restored. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoL- 


gonn expressed a desire that the words “superintendent or” 
should be restored. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask that the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Colorado be read. . 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 11, on page 2, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

Provided, That whenever, by order of the Postmaster-General, any post- 
Se conan i copmntstendegh oe cane is gs of rack ste 
fon or substation may then be paid out of the appropriation. 

Mr. BUTLER. Would an amendment not germane to the one 
now pending be in order at this time? . 

The P IDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina can present the amendment, and if any point of order is 
raised the matter will be passed upon. 

Mr. BUTLER. Isend forward the amendment and ask that it 
may be read. It is to come in at the end of line 2, on page 4. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 2, on page 4, it is proposed 
to insert: t 

vided. 000 of this amount be used to defray the expense 
Bitterman e free delivery under the direction Of the j S sanarken 
General, and that the amount heretofore 
still unexpended be available for said exper: ts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina that the particular paragraph in the bill to 
which his amendment has reference is not now before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from North Carolina 
that his amendment will be in order very soon, immediately after 
the gt amendment is di of, 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I will call it up later. 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the reve tes the Chair, sug- 
gested by the clerks at the desk, I will state that I have no objec- 
tion to the reinsertion of the words ‘‘superintendent or,” as when 
I asked that those words should be stricken out I was of opinion 
that this class of officers was not known to the law. I find by an 
act of March 2, 1889, there is provision for superintendents of 
stations, although I know of no provision of law which authorizes 
a superintendent of a substation. But 1 take it for granted that 
no Postmaster-General fit for his place would think of having a 
superintendent for both a station and a substation, and so I make 
no point upon that. 

he P IDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Iowa to consent to the restoration of those words? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears no objection. The words will be inserted. 


T- 
for this purpose and 


Mr. ALLISON. Now, I want to read the amendment in order 
to see what it proposes and the extent of it: 

Provided— 

The word “however” is stricken out also— 


may then be . of this ap 


Unless there is some hidden meaning or some ulterior project 
involved in the amendment to make lawful that which is now pro- 
hibited by law, the amendment has no significance whatever. It 
does not add to or take from the Postmaster-General any author- 
ity he has now by law. ‘The discussion and debate here about the 
merits or demerits of civil service is therefore wholly immaterial 
and is about as far from the real effect of the amendment or its 
purpose as would be the discussion ng Cuba, at least so far 
as Í am able to understand the English 1 , unless it be 
that clerks substituted for tmasters are brought within the 
ace of the civil-service law, which, in any event, would affect 

ut few persons, and most likely no one. 

1 understand that the Postmaster-General now has the power 
to abolish an office. He has the power to enlarge the delivery of 
any office. He has the power to create stations or substations, 
and when he creates them he has the power to appoint clerks and 
manage the pos and the stations or sub- 
wer, 
pe fares out of the appropriation to which this amendment is to be 


to the patrons of the post-office. 

MAN. The Senator from Iowa evidently misunder- 
stood me. I said it was doubtful whether the Postmaster-General 
had a right to make the extension. The Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Pasco], who has examined the law, denies that he has the 
power at all. But the custom of one hundred years prohibited the 
construction heretofore. 

Mr. PASCO. I think I showed that very conclusively in the 
ar; ent I made yesterday. The Senator from Wisconsin who 
ad the Senate upon the subject this morning nowhere found 
such authority, if we may judge from the speech which he made 
to the Senate. He did find some references in recent appropria- 
tion acts in classifying clerks for the employment of Poids 2 
at substations, but although he went back to the days of the Revo- 
lution and before the Constitution was founded, he has nowhere 
yet shown any authority for the establishment of a station ora 
substation beyond the limits of the town or the delivery of the 


post-office. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Now Ithink the power exists. If 

it did not exist before, it is to be found in the act of March 2, 1889, 
which there is no limit to the area of the delivery of any post- 
office except that fixed by the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. PASCO. Is it in an appropriation act? 

Mr. ALLISON. It isin the appropriation act of March 2, 1889, 
and I have it before me. 

Mr. PASCO. That is exactly what I referred to. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I want to come back to the question which 
it is claimed is immediately involved in the amendment. I be- 
lieve it is a wise thing to establish stations and substations in and 
about the large cities, at terminal railway points like Chicago or 
Baltimore, or, if you please, New York, Philadelphia, St. Louis, 
eto. ; but I do not believe that it is wise to undertake the consoli- 
dation of post-offices in regions more remote from cities or towns 
where there are not these terminal facilities. Take a city like Bal- 
timore, where the cable cars and the trolley cars run out 4 or 5 
miles into suburban villages, as they do in all the great cities of 
our country, I believe it is convenient to have these stations and 
substations; but I know of a great number of places whereit would 
be absolutely oppressive to the people to have such stations and 
substations established, I take my own little city of 40,000 people. 
It would be convenient to have the people immediately around 
that city served through the trolley cars or through perhaps a sta- 
tion or two; but to go out beyond 2 or 3 or 4 miles would be a posi- 
tive injury to those who receive their mails. 
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The railway cars pass those little stations as they go from or 
come into the city where I reside, and they have their own pr 
offices, and they ought to have them. The mails are thrown from 
the car and picked up by the local postmaster and in a few min- 
utes axe ready for distribution to those who know the time of arrival 
of trains and are waiting to receive their mail, whether letters or 
newspapers. So if the Postmaster-General is inclined to exercise 
his page f to gather in the little post-oftices, outlying towns, 
villages, and cities that are not terminal railway stations, that 
have not the benefit of either cable or trolley cars radiating from 
their centers, I should be inclined to make a prohibition rather 
than to enlarge his power in this direction. I should be inclined 
to adopt the suggestion made by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
HIL] that this consolidation should not extend more than 5 
miles beyond the city where stations are or may be established. 
And were it not for the observations made by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcorrT] that it is the ultimate intent and pur- 
poe so to alter and change our present postal system as to draw 
arge areas into a single post-office, with substations and clerks, I 
should prefer to leave the law asit stands. If it were not for that 
fear I should have no objection, as I said the other day, to the 
amendment; but if the amendment is intended in its purpose to 
authorize the Postmaster-General to draw large areas into a sin- 
gle post-office, I would not be willing to support it unless it has 
a limitation such as was proposed by the 
[Mr. Pasco] or the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. 

Believing as I do, however, that the Postmaster-General has 
full and ample authority now to do whatever ought to be done in 
this regard, when the opportunity for voting shall come upon the 
amendment I intend to vote instit. I so vote simply in 
the belief that it will not be beneficial to the administration of 
the postal service, but_be an injury to it. There is no pressure 
here requiring haste. This matter can beadjusted in the discretion 
of the Postmaster-General, wisely exercised so as to promote this 
service, and when necessities come or when abuses appear they 
can be corrected, and I have no doubt will be. I do not see that 
either is imminent now. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa, unless some 
one desires to speak, why not test the question by a motion to lay 
the amendment on the table? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will make that motion. I move to lay the 
amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves 
to lay the amendment of the Senator from Colorado on the table. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The = and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I ask to have the amendment on which we are 
about to vote rted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY., Add, after line 11, page 2, the following pro- 
viso: 

Prov 
57 TTT. 
of the same, the salary of the superintendent or clerk in charge of such sta- 
tion or substation may then be paid out of the appropriation. 

The Secre proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WALT. (when Mr. CAMERON'S name was called). 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is paired on this 
question with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). have a general 
pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 
As he is not present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Witson]. Ido not see him in 
the Chamber, and in his absence I withhold my vote. If he were 
present, I should, vote Sra 

Mr. HAWLEY (when Mr. PLATT’s name was called). My col- 
league (Mr. PLATT] is not quite well enough to come to the - 


ber. I have tried in vain to pair him. If he were here, he would 
vote “yea,” 
Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 


with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘yea.” ` 1 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. Ido not see him 
in the Chamber. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understood the Senator from North Carolina 
pr PRITCHARD] to announce a pair with the Senator from 

ouisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. I suggest that he transfer his pair 
to my colleague Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. At the suggestion of the Senator from 
Connecticut Sore HawL_ey], I will transfer my pair to the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. I vote yea.“ X 

Mr. FA SnI er my pair with the junior Senator 
from West Virgini ae ELKINS] to the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. Geson] and vote yea.“ ¢ 


nator from Florida | G 


Mr. GALLINGER. _I have a general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. Mitts], who, I think, has not voted. If he 
were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana — 5 CaFFERY], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted a 
moment ago, not recalling the fact that I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] on this bill. Iwill 
transfer my pair to the junior Senator uth Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE], so that the junior Senator from Pennsylvania and the 
junior Senator from South Dakota will stand paired, and I will let 


my vote stand. 
. THURSTON. Lam paired with the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. he were present, I should vote yea.“ 


The result was announced—yeas 48, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS—48. : 

Aleem, Siar ill. Pugh, 
Bacon, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Bate, : Sane” eden. 5 
Berry, Davis, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
ee Faulkner, Nelson, ES 

ice, d y is 
Brown, Gord Peffer, Walthall, 
Butler, an Perkins, Warren, 

all, Hale, Fi 7 — 
T, 5 mn. 
NAYS—7. 
Chandler, Hoar, Vilas, Wolcott. 
Gray, Wetmore, 
NOT VOTING—34 

Aldrich, Gallinger, Martin, Sewell, 
Blanc George, Mills, Show 
Burro Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. t 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Morgan, uire, 
Cameron, Irby, Morrill, urston, 
Cannon. Jones, Nev. Murphy, 
Dubois, Kyle, Palmer, Voorhees. 
Elkins, Bride, Platt, 
Frye, Mantle, Quay, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. PASCO. Inow offer the amendment of which I gave notice 
vesterda ect 
: S VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. Page 2, line 6, after the word ‘‘seat,” insert 
the following additional proviso: 

And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the 
establishment or maintenance of any station, substation, or branch post-office 
beyond the limits of any city or town in which the principal office, to which 
such station, substation, or branch office is attached, is located. 

Mr. HILL. I now offer an amendment, in line 2, after the 
words“ shall authorize,” to insert the words “ or permit,” and after 
the word beyond,“ in line 3, to insert the words 5 miles outside 
of.“ I do not care about repeating what I said yesterday. Ithink 
there should be a little leeway, and it should not be absolutely 
confined to the boundaries of the cities and large towns. While 5 
miles is an arbitrary limit, it will be found, I think, to be practi- 
cally sufficient to answer all popoa: I hope the Senator from 
Florida will accept the amendment. 

Mr. PASCO. refer to test the sense of the Senate upon the 
amendment as I offered it. If it is voted down, then the Senator 
from New York can offer his amendment subsequently. 

Mr. HILL. I will offer mine, then, first. Mine will have to be 
voted on first, I sup $ 

Mr. PASCO. Very well, then, let it be submitted in that way, 
if the Senator offers it as an amendment to my amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from New York to the amendment submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Florida will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “authorize,” in line 2, insert 
the words ‘‘or permit,” and after the word “beyond ” insert the 
words 5 miles outside of”; so as to read: 

That nothing herein contained shall authorize or permit the establishment 
or maintenance of any station, substation, or branch post-office beyond & 
miles outside of the limits of any city or town. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that I fully understand what is to 
be the scope and effect of this amendment, but I can give an illus- 
tration where, if its operation would be as I believe, I think it 
would strike almost every Senator here that it should be voted 
down. Take the State of Maine, where the principal office in the 
region about the city of Portland is at that place, which is a city 
of pe 2 40,000 people. Within 5 miles of Portland there are 
eight or ten po ebay towns, ranging from 1,200 to 6,000 people 
each. Three of them are minor cities, and 5 le of the town 
of Yarmouth, the city of Deering, the city of Westbrook, the city 
of Cape Elizabeth, and the other towns in that circuit of 5 miles 


have just as great pride in having a good post-officé of their 
own and having a citizen of their own town as postmaster as the 
city of Portland. It would create not only dissatisfaction, and 
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deserved dissatisfaction, but great irritation and discontent if we 
should undertake to interfere with the service there. For that 
reason alone, applying as it does in my own mind to this case at 
home, and believing and knowing that it would apply to hundreds 
of similar cases, I shall certainly very gladly vote against the 
amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, that brings to my mind the fact 
that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wolcorri in describing 
some of the suburban post-oflices in the vicinity of New Haven, 
said the income or compensation in one case was only $352. Ido 
2 know whether any of the small offices there are of that char- 
acter. 

Mr. HALE. The compensation of some of the smaller post- 
offices outside of the principal cities ranges from $1,500 to $2,000 
ayear. The offices are hel by the first citizens of the cities, by 
men who have been mayors, who have been members of the legis- 
lature, who are men of character and standing and represent 
their entire community. No central office can send out to them a 
clerk or a subordinate or an understrapper who will satisty those 

ple. They are entitled to an officer of their own; they have 

fad it for years and ought to have it, and it would be an invasion 

z their rights ifan attempt should be made to take it away from 
em. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I want to call attention to another objection, 
as it seems to me, that in the case of small offices, spoken of by the 
Senator, one of which I recollect, if a civil-service clerk should be 
sent there he would probably be a clerk at $1,000 or $1,200 a year, 
I do not see the economy in such a case in changing the heads of 
these small offices. When such an office is taken by a citizen liv- 
ing in the community, who is engaged in some other business 
there, he is satisfied with a small compensation, but a civil-service 
clerk would not be. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to inquire of the Senator 
from Maine if I understand that he is op to my particular 
amendment, which relates to the 5-mile limit, or is he opposed 
to the amendment of the Senatorfrom Florida [Mr. Pasco], which 
absolutely prohibits an appointment outside of the corporate 
limits? 


Mr. HALE. I was discussing the question before the Senate, 
which is the amendment offered by the Senator from New York 
pa HILL], known as the 5-mile-limit amendment. That, for 

e reasons I have given, I am very strongly and determinedly 
opposed to. If that amendment should be voted down, when the 
proposition of the Senator from Florida comes up it will be dealt 
with by itself; it will be stripped of the 5-mile-limit provision 
and stand itself upon a different proposition from that of the Sena- 
tor from New York. 

Mr. HILL. The situation, then, is simply this: As it has been 
explained here by the Senator from Colorado, there is nothing now 
to prevent the Postmaster-General, except the question of money, 
from placing an agent or a clerk in charge of every post-office 
which the Senator names. The Postmaster-General can do that 
to-day, provided he has sufficient money. Then comes the amend- 
ment. the Senator desires to prevent that absolutely, of course 
he must support the amendment of the Senator from Florida. 
Thinking that that amendment was a little too strict, a little too 
severe, that it would cut off the discretion which the Postmaster- 
General should have in reference to localities within a small dis- 
tance from large towns, I thought it wise to offer the amendment 
I have submitted. It may, of course, operate harshly upon the 
particular city which the Senator has in mind; but if nothing 
whatever is done, the power already exists to-day, under present 
7 Hi provided the Postmaster-General has sufficient money 


at disposal. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I think there is just 
the point in the case—the last sentence uttered by the Senator— 
under present conditions,” and particularly if this amendment 
should be voted down, no Postmaster-General will de from 
the unvarying usage heretofore and undertake to abolish the 
offices I have indicated. I have no fear of that. Granted that he 
has the power, he will not exercise it, especially if the amendment 
is voted down. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator will permit me to make another sug- 
gestion, which is, if he has no idea that the Postmaster-General 
will exercise that pawor now, ay Se does no giyo him 
any greater power. y amendment simply preven going 
beyond that; that is all. 

. HALE. Yes; but the trouble would be that if we incorpo- 
rate into this measure a provision giving him a discretion and 
assenting to that discretion on his part, he will exercise what he 
never has before, and it will arm him with a moral strength, if 

on call it that, which he has not now, and he will venture to 
art from all that his predecessors have done. 

. HILL, By simply saying that the Postmaster-General 
shall not make a substation outside of the 5-mile limit, we give 
him no greater power than he now has inside of the 5-mile limit. 


XXVITI—230 


Mr. HALE. The Senator knows, as a good lawyer, the tremen- 
dous power of expressio unius et exclusio alterius. A 


Mr. HILL. It has no application here. 

Mr. HALE. It has precisely that applicano If you provide 
that the Postmaster-General shall not do that outside of the 5-mile 
limit, the Postmaster-General would have warrant to determine 
and declare that it was meant by that that he might do it inside 
of the 5-mile limit. That is the expression. 

Mr. HILL. That is the very power he has to-day. 

Mr. HALE. But he will not exercise it unless you give him 
this additional power. 

Mr. HILL. en this legislation will give him no such power, 
and if he is reluctant to exercise it to-day, it strikes me, after this 
a he will not be very eager to exercise the power here- 


T. 
I advocate the 5-mile limit, because I think it would cut off the 
pua to consolidate with large cities small offices within 5 miles. 
think the whole discussion has shown that the Senate is in fayor 
of a reasonable exercise of this power within a short distance of 
the large towns and villages, and there it ought to stop. 

Mr. . Let me ask the Senator, with the conditions I have 
described in the State of Maine, the large towns, which are cities 
themselves, having always had their own postmasters, their own 
offices, having a natural jealousy against the larger cities, does 
he think that any Postmaster-General ought to be authorized in 
terms to obliterate these offices and make them appanages of the 


= cities? 

. HILL. Iwould suppose the Postmaster-General would sa 
that what has worked so well in the past will undoubtedly wor 
well in the future; and yet we find the junior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LODGE] absolutely urging this provision as appli- 
cable to the cities adjoining Boston. 

I think that we may trust the Postmaster-General to this lim- 
ited extent, at least. Ithink he will not be disposed to exercise 
this power, which he has not heretofore exercised, when we sub- 
stantially say to him, by the adoption either of my amendment or 
that of the Senator from Florida, that we think the system of 
combinin; t-offices should not be extended beyond the 5-mile 
limit; and it does not necessarily follow that he will take that as 
an instruction that he should go tothe extent of changing the 
postmaster in an adjoining city within 3 miles. I donot think he 
would, Ido not think there is any danger to be apprehended by 
it, and I think this reasonable leeway ought to be given. The 
Senator from Maine can well trust the present Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, or any other Postmaster-General who may succeed him, to 
that reasonable limit. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I do not think that the amendment 
of the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] ought to pass. I favor 
theamendment proposed by the Senator from atin heed Pasco], 
to give a line of demarcation, distinct and clearly understood, and 
likewise a limit to the power of the Postmaster- 88 to appoint 
these clerks. To extend the right to consolidate these offices to 
some arbitrary distance greatly enlarges that power. Iam against 
the extension of any of the powers of the Postmaster-General, 
which I am sorry to see have been exercised even so far. I think 
we should fix a limit to his jurisdiction in this matter. The ex- 
pression of one thing would be the exclusion of another. If Con- 
gress should say that it favored this policy within the corporate 

imits of a city or town, it would be an expression equivalent to 
saying it was op to it outside of the corporate limits. I do 
not wish to see the principle extended so far. I think it is a cen- 
tralizing step and moves in the direction of consolidation, and as 
such my opposition to it is fundamental. In addition to that, I 
think it would not work practically. Therefore I shall oppose the 
amendment of the Senator from New York because it proposes to 
go beyond the corporate limits, and shall, so far as my vote will 
go, sustain the 2 of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, I think in metropolitan districts 
like New York, Philadelphia, Boston, etc., the postal business ought 
to be controlled by one postmaster. In my State we have three 
or four comparatively large cities, which have from two to ten 
post-offices within the 5-mile limit—country offices with postmas- 
ters appointed by general consent of the community. ey are 
offices generally run by yo women and members of their fam- 
ilies in a way which is A rei ly satisfactory to the respective com- 
munities, and I should deci 1 object to having the offices 
absorbed in this manner. I would go further and say to the Sena- 
tor from New York that I see no reason why Jersey City and Ho- 
boken, under his amendment, should not be made substations, as 
they are within the 5-mile limit. 

. HALE. Substations to New York? 

Mr. SEWELL. Substations to New York. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ment submitted by the Senator Kor Florida. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to call attention to the fact that as the 
amendment has been read, there is a mistake as to the point where 
it should come in. It should come at the end of the amendment 


The question recurs on the amend- 


accepted by the Senator from Massachusetts—the amendment 
Where a = bridge was excepted—instead of coming in at the 
end of line 6. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the amendment submitted by the Senator 
from Florida be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Florida will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 6, after the word “seat,” itis 
proposed to insert: 

rize — 

e 
such station, substation, —— pion doo 3 ag 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishouid like to ask the Senator from Florida if 
he has = objection to inserting the word corporate before 


„limits“ ? 
Mr. PASCO. I have, because a great many towns are not in- 
country which 


We have towns all over our Sou 
. Are there any cities or towns of sufficient size 
requiring a central office-and the establishment of substations that 


are not 0 5 
Mr. I do not know how far this extension may be 


are not incor 
Mr. 
* 


—— eee 
Se oan in and 
Pimen epe y eai aa pinaro I think it would be in- 
een the whole country over. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am in accord with the Senator from Florida; 


Tam — hima at all; 8 ted 
F ee eee, “game 
e6: 
That no 


Provided further, ce or station shall be established out- 
side of or beyond the co! 


I submit that to say “outside of or beyond the limits of Wash- 
— m” is not equivalent to saying beyond the corporate limits 
ashington.” 

Mr. PASCO. If the Senator will permit me, a suggestion. has 
been made to me by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] 
which perhaps 2 beyond us to agree. That is, to have the 
amendment state ‘‘ beyond the corporate limits or boundaries.” 


Mr. PASCO. Ta Sans citing to that language, if it will sat- 

am ng to use i 

the Senator from Nebraska. 
ALLEN. That is agreeable, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to call attention to = 
practical effect of this amendment, which I do not think can be 
quite realized, even by the Senator from Florida, who . 5 
posed it. The other day, when the exception was inserted in 
gard to the county seats, I asked to have the city of Cambridge 
excluded from that, because it was now included in a metro 
tan district, and, as I understood, preferred the sapere ae 

Senate assented to that proposition very kindly and 
Cambridge was excepted. Under the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Florida, Cambridge is thrown out of the metro- 

politan circuit atonce. Not only that, but Chelsea and Somer- 

ville, cities of fifty and sixty thousand inhabitants, which are prac- 

partof Boston for the purposesof the postal service, are forced 

— | seg tropolitan system, under which they now exist and 

a which they have been for years. The effect of the amend- 

1 practically to break up every metropolitan district 
ay te its entire reorganization. 

mi GRA Disfranchise them. 

Te isa It will force them out of the which they 
poo: ane and have had for years into systems which have been 

oned as inferior. I think that it is very unfair to those 
established systems to force them out by an arbitrary amendment 
of this character about corporate limits. It seems to me that this 
is going a great deal too far in arranging for the postal service of 
o cities. 
so in ear of the 1 the vill 
protected, and I think the unfortunate inhabitants of 
large cities are entitled to some rights. I think they are entitled 
piggies gases aig ee ee eee, 
amendment will force them out of the metropolitan districts in 
which they are now. 


stores | details, and be laid 


Tam inclined to think that within the metropolitan district of 
New York there are some important stations which will be throwm 
out by the amendment of the Senator from Florida. Lam not sure 
about that, but that is my impression. It will be certainly so in 
many cities. It would be a very serious matter in the city of Bos- 
ton; and I trust the amendment as it stands will not be — 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, it strikes me that the Senator 

usetts [Mr. LODGE], has given us the very best reason — 
argument in the world why this amendment should be carried. 
The fact that this consolidation, this extension, has taken place 
without any statutory foundation, and has been carried to this 
extent simply on departmental construction and legislation, is a 
reason why we should — this action and limit and stop 
revent it from y further. 
OAR. I should like ia 5 — the Senator from Florida a 
meine if he will pardon me. 
Mr. PASCO. Certainly. 
Mr. HOAR. I will not say anything about the 


an 


rule; but 
does he desire that the city of Cambridge, which is as old a polit- 
ical on as the city of Boston, shall, against the experience 


organizati: 
of now ten or twelve years—I do not now know how long; my 
col can tell me—and the desire of its citizens and the pro- 
test of the two Senators from Massachusetts, who represent it, be 
forced back into the old system; or, if he will not accept the state- 
ment of my colleague, that it desires to remain under the system 
which is now so satisfactory in its operation? 

Mr. PASCO. Wheneverthis subject comes up for consideration 
upon some proposition to legislate directly upon it all these ques- 
tions can be considered; but the argument which was made to the 
Senate yesterday demonstrated that there is no foundation in law 
for these extensions of postal districts so as to absorb Bp opposed 
in neighboring towns and cities. Personally, I should 
to reducing. „in which I have a great deal of pri 
the ition. of a mere substation. It is a noble, grand old city, 
and I do not like to consider it merely as a substation of Boston; 
but I do not wish or my own views: to control in a matter 
in which the people of bridge are concerned. It is really for 
the people of ä — and the people of Boston and of 


Mr. HOAR. One word. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator will please let me finish my sen- 
tence. = is a matter for those who are interested in the postal 
Cambridge to determine for themselves. If in the 
future me wish to have local legislation of this character, I shall 
be y willing to assist the Senators from Massachusetts in 
— ton but I think it is time now that the existing law 
should be settled and enforced, controlling and! determining and 
settling this question, so that we may prevent from this time forth 
the continuance of this system of stations and substations: beyond 
the limits of the ag ofies, which, as I said before, has, in my 
ainas no ion in law. 

HOAR. What I wanted to say to the Senator was that 
dine people of Cambridge are satisfied with the present situation 
whereby Cambridge is allowed to have the advantages 7 
convenient, and frequent service and to share in those ad- 
vantages with the 7 city in its neighborhood. 3 ht — 
well say, instead o Cambri a ee of the 
aqueduct system. which 8 is about to — ab m . — of a 
million dollars, we should insist on Cambridge having a little pond 
of her own from which to draw her water supply. 

Mr. PASCO. Whenever there is such a ition to extend 
these facilities to Cambridge as has been indicated by the two 
— from Massachusetts, I shall cooperate with them and give 

vote in favor of it. 

. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I should be very sorry to have 
broken up a relation so natural as that which prevails between 
Cambridge and Boston. Cambridge has long enjoyed these postal 

us. The spirit of amendment of the Senator 
from Florida does not aim at that, in my ju t. There is no 
8 mies ‘Cambridge lies Fight by th id 
laces in con ‘ous territory. e side 
Pe Boston, adjoining it, with only an eae age Fd line dividing them, 
Boston and Cambri are practically one or 

What has been said in the . e discussion of the 
past two or three days, in explanation of this system of branch 
post-offices and in n to offices in places which constitute one 
city 3 illustrates what was said by the Senator from 
New HILL] the other day, that we are patching away 
and attempting a very great change, eee eee 
F.. post-office service it 
—. 7 gsr ce Dill, fairly considered in all its 

sect for some time, so that we ma: 
get general sentiment about it, and not have it passed as an amen 


ment to an tion bill. 
Jr. BFF P President, before the vote is taken 


this amendment, I wish to to Senators that there is ano 
matter connected with the subject which we are now discussing 
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which has not yet been brought to our attention. Kansas City, 
in the State of Missouri, is on one side of the State line between 
Missouri and Kansas, and immediately across the line is Kansas 
City, in Kansas. The two cities are now lying so closely together 
that the buildings are commingled one with the other, and a stran- 

passing through would not know where one city ends and 
the other begins. Onder the postal aem there isno such thing 
as State lines; atleast at present. nless there be some restric- 
tion, either in the amendment of the Senator from Florida or in 
another amendment, Kansas City, Kans., being the smaller of the 
two, would very naturally and logically, under the present régime, 
be consolidated with Kansas City, Mo., and that would take the 
breath out of our people; it would make them heartsick, and I 
I should not blame them for it, for it has become a beautiful city, 
with some forty or fifty thousand powe. to be absorbed by 
the mother city on the other side of the river would be a very se- 
rions thing with them, indeed. We are ing to have public 
buildings there—a custom-house, a post-office, and other Govern- 
ment buildings—in a little while to show to visitors when. the 
come, and we do not want to be absorbed by any other city. 
-there is to be an absorption, we had rather be the absorbers our- 
selves. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I concur fully in the senti- 
ments uttered by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 
This is not the proper place to consider this question. It is one 
which involves a t many details; one which involves the 
peculiar interests of the people in the different localities to which 
it may be applied, the needs of which should be ascertained fully 
by the Post-Office Department before this rule of consolidation is 
applied to those communities. 

e discussion that has taken place in the Senate here fully 
illustrates the views and sentiments of this body as to the extent 
of this consolidation. I think we may let the matter stand with- 
out fear of any bad effect upon the postal service or upon the in- 
terests and conveniences of the communities to be affected by the 
action of the Postmaster-General, whois entirely in the control of 
this subject. 

I believe further, sir, that if this provision should be now adopted 
it would only be a temporary law. This is simply an appropriation 
bill; it only proposes to make appropriations for one year; and this 
law 3 affect in any way the action of the Post- Office De- 
partment after the termination of the year for which the appropria- 
tions are made. 

It strikes me, therefore, that the best thing the Senate can do 
in matters of this kind, after having Ton ee ee 
sentiment as to the extent of the consolidation of these o is 
to vote down this amendment, and trust the Postmaster-General 
to out the views of members of tht Senate and of the Sen- 
ate itself as they have been ed on the floor, and the views 
of Congress, I may say, as to the system of consolidation which 
has been ado; tad betia POO partment. Ithinkitrather 
unwise, Mr pae ent, to bring this matter here onan 3 
tion bill for the purpose of limiting 5 power which 
has existed always in the hands of the Post-Office Department, and 
has never, except in one instance, so far as I know, brought any 
animadversion apon the office in the execution of that power. 

Mr. HILL. . President, the point suggested by Senator 
from West 1 pie FAULKNER] had occurred to me, and it 
was because that fact that I suggested yesterday that the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] be withheld 
until the disposition of this motion. It is absolutely true that at 
Sas be nen in apiece aver comin: Same eee 

as he in very proposi is no 
doubt about that. This bill simply proposes to make appropria- 
tions for the expenditure of moneys for the next fiscal year, that 
nothing herein contained shall authorize” so and so. That is all 
there is of it. There is nothing here authorized. It is an 

iation of money. The Senator from Florida, however, and the 

te might as well di of this question now, and dispose of 

it as it has a mind to. hile Ithink the 5-mile limit should have 
been added, nevertheless, if it is desired hereafter to prevent the 
erection of these post-offices outside of the corporate limits of 
cities or towns, let us say so, and let us it in the bill. 

I suggest to the Senator from Florida that instead of saying: 

And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall authorize— 

He should strike out all the words down to and including the 
word ‘‘ post-office,” in line 3, and let the amendment read: 

That hereafter no station, substa! or branch office 
CCC . 

That perfects it. That is what the Senate wants to do, I think, 
from the disposition which has been manifested; it wants to 
limit it to the cities, and does not want it to go outside. If you 
se o sep Sarge at all, it =e be aps dens that language; 
and i not affect anything except for next fiscal year. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator the ? 

Mr. PASCO. I will accede to wish of Senator from 
New York and accept the 
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Mr. HILL. I suggest that we strike out all down to the word 
post- office,“ in line 3, and insert: 
That hereafter no station, substation, or branch post-office shall be estab- 


Then comes the rest of the amendment— 


ond the corporate limits or boundaries of any city or town in which the 
primei office to which such station, substation, or branch office is attached 


located. 

That does not interfere with those already ps ee 

Mr. PASCO. Boe established or maintained” are the words of 
the amendment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from New York to the amendment will be stated. 
Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from Florida aceept the amend- 


: ‘t Hereafter maintained or established.” 
Mr. HILL. The Senator from land suggests the words 
“ hereafter maintained or established.” I do not think that is 


necessary. 
Mr. PASCO. The Senator from New York does not propose to“ 
strike out the word maintained“? 
Mr. GORMAN. The Postmaster-General has already estab- 
lished, according to the report, a hundred stations outside of city 


limits. 

Mr. HILL. Laccept the suggestion. Let it be established 
maintained.” ° 

Mr. ALLISON. The effect of that would be 
rites To destroy all existing stations outside of city 

Mr. ALLISON. To destroy all stations outside of city limits, 
as by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to make a suggestion in 
order to see how the amendment will affect a situation in my 
State. On the State line between Arkansas and the State of Texas 
there is-a town of three or four thousand people on the Arkansas 
side and of six or seven thousand on the Texas side, each being a 
distinct and separate corporation. The Government has a public 
building on the line, witha single postmaster serving both of those 
towns. Now, if I understand the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Florida as proposed to be amended, it will be absolutely 
necessary to have two postmasters in what is really one town. 

Mr. PASCO. Oh, no. 

Mr. LODGE. That is entirely true. 

Mr. PASCO. Oh, no. 

Mr. LODGE. So would Kansas City. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are two corporations. The 
limitation of the amendment is that there shall be no station 

Mr. PASCO. Or subdivision. That is not a station. It is a 


post-office. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But it may not include two corpora- 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly; three if you like. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I see no reason why they could not 
include the number of towns mentioned by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. PASCO. It would prevent the establishment of a substa- 
tion in one State or city and another substation in another, both 
incorporated in one office. That would be the effect of it. 

Mr. JONES of Ar That is all right. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it the intention of the Senator from New 
5 prenin es main e yy test any. 5 outside of . 
city limits during the present year or only to prevent 
maintenance of or — of such stations hereafter? The 
lan first proposed by him would cover all these cases. 

3 That was my idea. 
Mr. ALLISON. But it will not cover any case of consolidation 


hitherto—— 
Mr. HILL. I accepted the suggestion that it should read that 
aati branch post-o: shall be established or main- 
Mr. ALLISON. That of course will necessitate a change as 
ts the illustration of the Senator from Massachusetts 
HILL. I have no objection—— 
Mr. ALLISON. And I do not know how many others. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator from Iowa whether it 


ing or even casually observing 
here to-day is likely to extend these sub- 


instances 
alread: PF So I be- 
lieve that for this year we might trast the not 
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to make radical change as to those 
not belong to the same political organization with the Postmaster- 


offices. Although I do 
General, I would be willing, in the face of what has occurred and 
what is likely to occur, to trust him as to the consolidation of 


Now, here is the case illustrated by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, where the Bel me desire such consolidation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has been in effect a long time. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been in effect for along time. In the 
case 8 ted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] a Post- 
master-General would be guilty of little short of madness who 
would consolidate three or four towns competing with each other 
for supremacy. So I think we can trust the Postmaster-General. 

I regret that we have had occasion to have this debate. LIregret 
that we have had it intimated here that there is a disposition to 
abolish half the post-offices in the United States and to consolidate 
them with the o in townsand cities. I do not believe that is 
the purpose of the Postmaster-General, but if it is he ought to be 
admonished and warned by the debate in this Chamber for the 
last two or three days that it does not meet with public approval, 
at least so far as the Senate of the United States is concerned. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the Senate is interested in knowing what 
offices are affected, the Senators have the information on their 
desks in the form of a letter of the Postmaster-General, in which 
he states the independent offices which have been consolidated 
during the last two years. They are about 100 in number, and 
are given there. There are 56 in Chicago, and there are several in 
Baltimore. Then there are a number of others. The New Grand 
Rapids (Mich.) office is consolidated with the Grand Rapids office, 
asis Oakdale k, Mich. The Mispah (Tenn.), Elcan (Tenn.), 
and Estellville (Tenn.) offices are consolidated with the Memphis 
office. Parkville, N. Y., is consolidated with Brooklyn. est 
Cleveland, Ohio, is consolidated with Cleveland. Lakeview, Mass., 
is consolidated with Worcester. Greendale, Mass., is consolidated 
with Worcester. Chancy, Iowa, is consolidated with Clinton, 
Iowa. Tennallytown out here is consolidated with Washington. 
Agreat outrage been committed by consolidating Tennallytown 
with Washington. 

Mr.HOAR. Will the Senator from Colorado pardon me? The 
two offices which were consolidated with the Worcester office are 
both within the city limits. ' 

Mr. WOLCOTT. They are mentioned as having been inde- 
pendent offices. “Ub, 

Mr.HOAR. They were, but they are both inside the city limits. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. They are stated as haying been independent 
offices. The others are given here, and if Senators are interested 
they will find them in the report which accompanies the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I merely wish to make one 
more statement in this matter as to why I think there is no fear 
in reference to the action of the Postmaster-General outside of 
my reliance and confidence in his judgment. Having voted down 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wotcort], which p to transfer the of the postmas- 
ter where the office was abolished and designated as a substation 
and enable it to be used for clerical purposes, the Postmaster- 
General is left with no funds to use for the establishment of such 
stations and the employment of clerical assistants in order to 
carry out the consolidation except the appropriation for clerical 

urposes found in the pans appropriation bill. That amount 
A not increased very largely as compared with last year, when 
but few consolidations took place. 

Therefore it will be utterly impossible for the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to consolidate many offices. He will apply the consolidations 
only to cities and those immediate suburbs which demand the 
facilities incident to the establishment of this system. S0 I think 
there need be no fear on the part of the Senate as to the result. 

Mr.GORMAN. Ishould be delighted if I could believe with the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the Senator from West 
Virginia . FAULKNER] that without such a provision as is pro- 
vr by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] these consolida- 

ons would not goon. Here stands the fact before us that the 
Postmaster-General in an official communication has stated that 
he has taken a hundred of those offices and consolidated them, as 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] thinks, without law, cer- 
tainly in opposition tocustom. He further advises us that he pro- 
poses to continue the consolidation, and he states the very extreme 
case that he would like to take in all the offices on Long Island 
which has been discussed here, i 

Now, the officials come before the Ap ropriations Committee of 
the Senate and say, as the chairman of the committee has already 
stated to the Senate, that to do that they can use pe Aig appro 
priation for clerks. The House of Representatives T dis- 
cussion of the Post-Office appropriation bill—and I have no doubt, 
from the intimation in the debate, that it was done for the pur- 
Powe of limiting the power of the Postmaster-General—itemized 

bill and made specific appropriations for postmasters and 


clerks, in the amount to be expended for the purchase of horses 
and wagons and bicycles, etc. But it was stated to us on this 
side of the Capitol that it would limit the power of the Postmaster- 
General, and therefore the Department would like to have more 
money. The Senate, instead of the $10,350,000, has already voted 
$10,500,000 for clerk hire. With that appropriation in the bil] as 
we have passed it the Postmaster-General can go on and not onl 
maintain the hundred offices or substations where he has abol- 
ished 5 but he can increase the system. 

If there were the slightest intimation on the part of anyone 
who is authorized to speak that the consolidation of country 
offices would not continue, I myself would not be inclined to put 
such a provision on this bill. e pending bill is different from 
any other appropriation bill. No such poweris given to any offi- 
cer of the Government as is given in this bill to the Postmaster- 
General, with a lump sum to do as he pleases. For instance, he 
can divide it up with the railroads of the country for transporta- 
tion; but with the extension of all these little roads, with the ex- 
tension of the postal service, it has been considered necessary, and 
I donot know that it has ever been abused. It is true the amounts 
are piling up and up and up, but it is a service which the le 
demand, and the 8 possible discretion must be placed in 
the hands of the Postmaster-General and his assistants, and the 
highest integrity is wanted in that office. I have no doubt itis 
there. It has always been there. 

There may be extravagance; [ think possibly there is; but the 
Senate by its amendment has eliminated all the restrictions placed 
in the bill by the other House, and we have given him the same 
power that all other Postmasters-General have had. And it has 
come to this one thing. He is the first Postmaster-General who 
has attempted to inaugurate a system of this sort. Others have 
suggested it, and when they found that Congress refused to give 
the power they never pronen to exercise it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland a 

uestion, if he will allow me. I had not heard the whole debate. 
es not this come almost wholly from the delivery system? 
Before the delivery system was inaugurated, when the people had 
to go to the post-offices to get their letters, they San a great 
many post-oftices, even within the limits of the same city. Almost 
every town in my own State, and I suppose it was so in the rest of 
the country, would have several independent post-offices in it. 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcort] has mentioned two 
offices in my own city, Worcester, which were abolished and put 
under the gaa post-office, for the reason that the postmaster of 
Worcester has extended his delivery system to those communities, 
and the people—the established families and business men—do not 
go to the post-office once in three months. 

Mr. GORMAN. In the cities that is true, as the Senator from 
Massachusetts states. I this morning received a letter from a 

entleman in one of those offices which has been consolidated, a 

ittle town outside of Baltimore, 54 miles from the central post- 
office in Baltimore. It is one of those villages that has grown up 
on the old national road which led to the West, constructed in 
the early days. There they had a separate post-office—a Presi- 
dential office—which paid a salary of $1,200 a year. This gentle- 
man, who is a resident there and has no personal interest in the 
office, says that they abolished that office and made a substation 
of it, and with it they abolished the postmaster (who he was I do 
not know) and sent out from the city of Baltimore a clerk totake 
charge of it. The office under the old postmaster, which gave 
under all Administrations perfect satisfaction to the community, 
cost, with the salary of the postmaster, $2,000perannum. They 
then sent outa clerk at $800 and two letter carriers at $1,000 each. 
So far are the people removed from the central office that the mail 
which arrives early in the morning gets around by the carriers 
at 2 o’clock in the afternoon, because of the immense territory to 
be covered, 

Now, it is the making of such an arrangementin a purely coun- 
try district—in an agricultural district—that I object to, and not 
as to towns and cities. Let them have their service, whether the 
service is to be increased, as it has been increased in the last two 
or three years, by deliveries not only twice a day, but five or six » 
times a day, until the appropriation in six years has run up from 
$5,000,000 to $10,000,000. ere the limit is to be is another matter 
which I do not care to discuss now. But I should like to have it 
confined to incorporated cities, and not extended to agricultural 
districts. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. GORMAN. On that let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. y 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]. 

Mr. TER. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
ree ce , and therefore withhold my vote. 

Nr. FA (W his name was called). I am paired 
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with the junior Senator from West 
_ transfer my pair to the Senator from 


and vote “nay.” 
(when his name was called). 


pane e reece 


Mr. PAL I announce my 
pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] and 
withhold my vote. i 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. I transfer 
my pair to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. If he were 
present, I should vote nay.“ 

The roll call was concluded. ¢ 

Mr. ALLEN (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire 
again to announce my pair with the junior Senator from Penn- 
Sylvania tet Quay]. I transfer my pair to the junior Senator 
from South Dakota . KYLE] and let my vote stand. 

Mr. CARTER. I understand that my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. Gipson] has been otherwise arranged, and 
I desire to vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce on this question the 

ir of the Senator from Pi lyania [Mr. CAMERON] with the 

tor from South Carolina [Mr. Irpy]. I ask that this an- 
nouncement may apply to any other yea-and-nay vote that may 
occur during the day. 

Mr. TURPIE. I am paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Davis]. Itransfer my pair to my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES] 
and vote. I vote“ S fedl 

Mr. MARTIN. lam es with the junior Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. 1 I desire to transfer my pair to the junior 
Senator from New York [Mr. Murpuy] and vote. I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 

All Carter, Hill, T, 
D Chilton. Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Bate, Cockrell, Jones, Nev. Roac. 
Berry, Daniel, Lindsay, Ste 
5 George, Mills, ` Tareis 

eis Gordon, Nelson, Tarp S 
Butler, Gorman, Pasco, Walthall, 
Call, Harris, Peffer, te. 

NAYS—25. 
Gray, Mitchell, Oreg. 
Boker, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Wetmore, 
Chandler, Hawley, Perkins, ilson 
Clark, oar, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
C hard, 
Faulkner, Mcbride, Sewell, 
N McMillan, Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—2. 

Aldric Dubois, Mantle, Sherman, 
Aa, Morgan, Smith, 
Burrows, e, Morrill, uire, 
Caffery, Gibson, Murphy, urston, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Palmer, 
Cannon, Irby, Platt, Voorhees, 
Davis, Kyle, Quay, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask at this time unanimous consent to strike 
out, on e 9, line 23, all after the word ‘‘dollars” down to and 
includin e end of the paragraph. I omitted to say when the 
paragraph was reached that a different disposition has been made 
of this expenditure. The deficiency bill passed recently provides 
that this expense shall be paid from the po ah dering made for 
the Department of Justice. I therefore ask unanimous consent 
that the proviso may be stricken out down to and including the 
words ‘‘ United States” in line 6, on page 10. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 9, after the word “dollars” in line 
23, it is proposed to strike out the proviso, as follows: 


sel necessarily 5 in prosecuting civil suits instituted by the ‘Auditor 
e through the Solicitor of the Treasury. 

the sureties on the official bonds g. te: 
tion 292, Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg to call up the amendment which I sent 
to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from North Carolina will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment already adopted, fol- 
lowing line 2, on page 4, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That $50,000 of this amount be used to defray the of ex- 
pomeni in rural free delivery, under the direction of the 

eneral, and the amount heretofore appropriated for this purpose and still 
unexpended be available for said experiments, 
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Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, there has been money appro- 
priated for this p before. The Postmaster-General, in hi 
repo rt for 1893, says that he has not used the money appropriated. 

e says: 

fiscal June 30, 1894. gress 
rovided $10,000 to be used, at the discretion of Ehe Eostmacter General, in 
festing the feasibility of establishing a system of free delivery in rural dis- 

I should like to have the Secretary read the paragraph which I 
have marked, 

Mr. VILAS. I desire to make, at some time before 5 o'clock, a 
motion and perhaps move an amendment. With the permission 
of the Senator from North Carolina, I will make the motion now, 
so as to have it pending. It is to strike out the clause from line 
11 to the words Pe service,” in line 18, on page 6. It is sim- 
ply to strike out the appropriation for n an ial facil- 
ities, as it is called, on the route from New York to New Orleans. 
Three years in succession the Postmaster-General has recom- 
mended that that be omitted from the bill and he declined to 
estimate for it. We do not get by two hours as fast service on 
the mail train for which we pay $143,000 as is given to passengers 
on & passenger train upon the same route. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator stated yesterday that he would 
offer another amendment. 
Mr. Istated that if the clause is not stricken out, if my 


first proposition is not agreed to, I shall move to limit the appro- 
priation for tigen? ame special facilities to $175,000. i 

Mr. BUTLER, ile the Senator from Wisconsin is referri 
to that subject, I will state that I hold in my hand the report o 
the Postmaster-General for 1895, in which report he says: 

In submitting the estimates for the fiscal years 1 1 li and 1. 
we declined to include the item of * — 8 CCC 
ore 8. 

The Postmaster-General goes on to say that he thinks it demor- 
alizes the service and that it is a wrong to the railroads who do 
not get the special facilities. He says it is an extra bonus to the 
roads given these special facilities; that they get so much more 
than other routes and it does not add anything to the service, I 
heartily concur in the Senator’s motion. 

Mr. VILAS. Idid not mean to interfere in any way with the 
Senator from North Carolina, who is entitled to the floor and 
perhaps intends to speak. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have an amendment relating to rural free 
delivery which I want to have actedon. I ask the Secretary to 
read the paragraph which I have marked in the report of the 
Postmaster-General for 1893, page 55. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In the riation bill for the fiscal year ending J 

a on ‘or the ear en une 30, 1894, Congress 

vided $10,000 to be used, discre ostmaste 
c 
It has been impossible, up to this time, to give the subject of rural free de- 


has been, and is now, entirel: 
taken up with the problem of propery maintainin, with z 
seryice 


to one unsatisfactory if attempted in an 
other. For instance, a plan that might be efficient in a thickly settled — 
district in New England, — — 


e A 
factory to the residents of a fruit-raising and 


Mr. BUTLER. Inasmuch as the time is growing short and some 
other Senators wish to s , I will not have the whole paragraph 
read. The Secretary stop. I wish to call attention, however, 
to the last report of the Postmaster-General, the report for 1895, 
in which he says: 

The amount appropriated Congress 000) to ibili 
estab! rurel tres e was me er oe tue kast l — — 
the Department not being able to devise a plan by which a satisfactory test 


could be made with this small allowance. 

Both these reports show that the Postmaster-General has not 
used the amount because it is too small, and that has been his 
chief reason. He names some other reasons. I find here in a 
sees from Postmaster-General Wanamaker the following state- 
ment: 

I think it qui le to 
3 g 2 e spread the free delivery over entire counties. 

He takes different counties in Pennsylvania and Massachusetts 
and shows how the free-delivery experiment, practically and with 


great advantage to people, can be carried over those counties, 
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My amendment provides for an appropriation of $50,000. I had 
in the original amendment the amount fixed at $100,000, but at 


enable the Postmaster-General to make experim: 
two or three counties—to make one in a thickly settl 
and one in a sparsely settled ion. 

The scheme is practicable, because there are a number of coun- 
tries doing it to-day. It has been done by the people ina number 
of localities on their own arrangement. The people to-day in a 
number of neighborhoods arrange to have a free-delivery system 
and to pay for it themselves. But the main point is that the Gov- 
ernment appropriates money for delivery in cities where 
men live within ten minutes’ and five minutes’ and two minutes’ 
walk of the post-office, where it would not take ten minutes of a 
man’s time to go and get his mail; but the man who has not these 
facilities, though he 
man who has to take his horse from the plow and ride 5 miles 
or 8 miles to get his papers or his letters. It would be better 
for the farmer to be taxed a special tax to pay for this free deliy- 
ery than for the 35,000,000 farmers of this country to have to stop 
their work in a busy season and go to their post-offices for their 


The Postmaster-General says it will take $20,000,000 to do this. 
Now, that is guesswork to some extent. This amendment does 
not propose to appropriate $20,000,000; it does not provide that 
the Postmaster-General shall establish a free-delivery system all 
over the country, but it a tes a small amount for him to 
make a fair test. The poop eof this country are entitled to a fair 
test to know whether the system can be operaia economically, 
practically, and satisfactorily to the people and to the Govern- 
ment. Ev objection that the Postmaster-General has made 
heretofore will be removed by giving $50,000, with the $20,000 
une. ded. There can be no objection to it. It is certainly a 
8 to make a test of a very important matter. 

Mr. PERKINS. As it is understood that at 5 o'clock we shall 
commence to vote upon the amendments without debate, I desire 
to say a very few words in answer to the charges made by the 
distinguished Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Virkas] in relation to 
the 1 amendment by the committee, on page 7, from line 
9 to line 20, for increased compensation for the transportation of 
the ocean mails between San cisco and the Australian colo- 
nies. If time would permit I think I could satisfy my friend that 
he is mistaken in several of the assertions he sare qne in partic- 
ular, as to the refusal of the owners of the vessels at the time 
they were under construction to come within the provisions of 
the act of 1891. 

Another point that he stated is that there is no danger whatever 
that this line of American steamships, the only line plying on the 
Pacific Ocean south of the equator, go eee by reason of 
the competition of the line of British rs so heavily subsi- 
dized between Vancouver and Australia. He read at time 
from what was undoubtedly the report of the 1 
of New Zealand wherein he stated that they entered into a 
contract for the purpose of carrying the mail for a particular com- 
pensation for a term of years. I find by referring to his remarks 
that the Government only authorized the making of a contract 
for rie! yer the mails, and that the compensation was at the 
rate of 11 shillings per pound net for the letters. Therefore it 
implies that whatever the compensation might be it was subject 
to the amount of mail that they carried. 

Another claim the Senator made is that our Government is pay- 
ing this steamship company a liberal compensation for the trans- 
portation of the mails. Ido not know upon what line of anal- 

he reasons. Is it because the Canadian Government and the 

i See paying the 8 aro a 
$18,000 per trip as ag our Government paying $4,400 per 5 
a Or is it by reason of the distance, whi R 
round figures gs ee 7,000 miles by the route these steamers 
usually travel? that is the argument, surely the expense of a 
voya: dee e N or 3 . of actual run- 
ning time an e time a about sixty days, transporting 
less than 840, 000. Then is $4,000 
pensation? Ithinkeven my 
not say that itis, and he will see that it 


a 
line. 


I should like to read from the Australian newspapers what they ——5 


think of our action in relation to it, but I am reminded that time 
will not permit. The press of Australia reflects upon us for our 
niggardly poogin helping this ocean lineof steamers. England 
alone, as I said week in the debate, paid out nearly $2,000,900 
Mr. Preidem 1 war 3 Senate t 

A ident, no upon now excep! 
to read a telegram which I received a short time since, which I 


taxed to support the Government, is the. 


think is all the argument necessary for the Senate to vote to re- 
tain in the bill the amendment pete there by the Committee on 
Appropriations, It was from J. D. Spreckels, the president and 
manager of the Oceanic Steamship pany The telegram is 
addressed to my colleague and myself, and it reads as follows: 

x holds no contracts either with Australian or 


pectation that the U States 
000 3 would show a proportionate desire to maintain and fur- 
direct commercial relations. If present request for absolutely 
necessary and moderate assistance be denied, such action will unquestion- 
ably be construed as an expression of the future policy of the Uni States 
toward its ocean trade, and more directly as a disre; for the continuance 
of the Australian service under the American flag. 
result in transfer of entire colonial sup 

tinction of direct service between Unit E 
D. SPRECKELS, 


President Oceanic Steamship Company. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia has 1 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, a word about the amendment 
I offered yesterday, which has been reached in the debate. On 
page 7, after line 25, I propose to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter all postage stamps required shall be obtained 
under the provisions of section 2709 of the Revised Statutes, and the con- 
tracts be awarded to the lowest and best bidder for the interests of the 
ee eee eg no bids of any branch of the Government shall be consid- 
e 4 


I propose the amendment in the hope that it will restore the 
old-fashioned way of getting the stamps by private contractors, 
In my ju ent, indeed I know that the experiment at the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing was very expensive and resulted in 
the wasting, at least for a year or so, of a very large number of 
stamps. The work as previously done under contract. by respon- 
sible companies was economical and was thorough and resulted, 
to the best of my recollection, in no loss whatever to the Govern- 
ment. We had better stumps, too, by all means. The general 
4 is that mechanical work of any sort that can just as well 

done by private parties had better be done by them, for Gov- 
ernment work on the whole, in many ip is more costly. 

This is all I desire to say on that. I did hope there might be a 
little debate on experimental free delivery. I desire to retain that 
service as the committee on the part of the Senate has endeavored 
to retain it. The experiments have been exceedingly interesting 
indeed. I have the figures from 24 towns, where not more than 
$215 was spent upon a town. In 24 towns of which I have sta- 
tistics there was a handsome net increase of revenue from those 
offices, showing the benefits in ordinarily settled towns of an 
increase of free delivery. 

Mr. BUTLER. In reference to the motion made by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, to strike out from line 11 down to line 18, on page 
6, I wish to say that in my opinion that subsidy should be stricken 
from the bill. It is a clear subsidy of $196,000 given as a free gift 
you can not call it anything else—to one railroad company, now 
the Southern Railroad. The Atlantic Coast Line and the South- 


for coring, Se made Of course, if any railroad is going to get 
it, I should like to see one running down saoo my Neste ant it; 
but I oppose it simply because it is wrong. the Government 
wants to go to making free gifts to railroad companies or indi- 
viduals it is all right, but this is an aj riation of $196,000 with- 
out one single cent’s service in return to the Government or for the 


improvement of the postal service. 
8 . o'clock p. m.). As the time allowed for 
debate has exp I desire, with the leave of the Senate, to have 


printed in the RECORD a letter ee statement of 
the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and g respecting the 
rg of F I have not time to argue 
e question. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the letter and 
statement will be printed in the RECORD. : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 

Bureau of Engraving and Printing, April 6, 1396. 
Sin: In response to a message by telephone from on Saturday last ask- 
3 tative Ne ae to the cost of 
postage stamps made in the House of Representatives on the 
what reply have to make to the same, I to say that I 

statement of Representative BrycHam, whichis entirel, 
on a condition that existed over one . ago, and all of the circumstances 
which were fully discussed before Appropriations tees of both 
ihe Boone ene e Senate at the last session of Co 


1896. 
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condition was most serious during the first six months of the last fiscal year, 


less so during the succeeding six months, and entirely disa during the 
current year. At no time while condition did this Bureau 
fail to ly securities or stamps by any branch of the public 
service. statements of ve BINGHAM, ‘ore, have no 


e 
submit herewith a statement showing their cost, prepared undermy personal 
direction: 

At this point I beg to call your attention to a letter addressed by me to the 
c of the Committee on A ons of the House of ta- 
tives on the llth of January, 1895, which will be found in the CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD of the 2d instant, at $361. In that letter I made a statement of 
the cost of produ stamps, which amounted to $18.0178 per thousand sheets. 
It will be seen that cost to be 


e statement submitted herewith shows the 
in excess of this amount. As indicated in the letter to Governor 
it was my expectation to reduce this cost, but the improvements in 
ery contemplated at that time have not as yet proved successful, 
and it has been necessary to increase the expenditure for perforating wheels 
to avoid the ragged appearance of the com ed of and also to 
them an additional pressing to prevent their cur in the hands of consum- 
ers. In connection with this letter I would be to call your attention to 
it as an exposition of the difficulties attending manufacture of ‘stamps 
prior to that time. E 

Mr. BINGHAM ’S statement is also mi with reference to the general 
work of this Bureau. I can say that its work is fully up to the highest stand- 
ard ever attained, and we are as fully up to date with our orders as any 
Bureau of the service requires. 

Being within three months of the end of the fiscal year, and with nine 
months’ financial statement. before us, estimating only for the remaining 
three months. it can be safely stated that the work of the Bureau will be 
done at a less cost to the Government this year than ever before in its history. 
In this connection I beg to call your attention to the fact that in submitting 
estimates for the fiscal year „that I reduced the estimates for that year 
below those for prior years, 

In submitting the proposition to the Postmaster-General for the execntion 
of the postage stamps in this Bureau, I had simply in view the interests of the 
Government. It seemed. to me that a security of the Government, which 
postage stamps undoubtedly are, that could be so easily used to its disadvan- 
tage, should be manufactured in the establishment which the Government 
was maintaining at a considerable casey for the execution of just that class 
of work, and should have thrown around its manufacture the same saf 
and protection that are thrown around the other securities of the Govern- 
ment. When this could be done at a substantial saving in expenditure, it 
nee to be my duty to call theattention of the Postmaster-General to that 


b. 

Notwithstanding the embarrassments that have beset this work since its 
transfer to this Bureau, through the hostility of the individuals and compa- 
nies whose profits were thereby lessened, I am more satisfied with the 
results, and believe that by the expiration of the four years during which 
the present agreement runs that my expectations as to thesaving to Goy- 
ernment will be fully realized. 

In ey po to your inquiry as to the amount of in this building that 
is used in connection with the manufacture of DORRES stamps, I beg to say 
that there are 9.557 8 . feet used for the manufacture of such stamps. 

In this connection I beg to say that the estimate submitted by the Secretary 
of the Treasury for outbuildings has, and will have, no effect upon the amount 
of space used in this building for the manufacture of postage stamps, for the 
reason that the outbuildings are intended to be used as ink mills, rag laun- 
dries, stables, and storerooms.. The estimates for these outbuildings have 
been submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury yearly since 1878, and if 
the manufacture of postage stamps in this Deikding were discontinued to- 
morrow, it would have no effect upon theamount of space in the out- 
buildings, because none of the work which is now executed in the old frame 
sheds that have been used as outbuildings since 1878 could be accommodated 
om Be, 


the b 
CLAUDE M. JOHNSON, 
Chief of Bureau. 


Say 
the 


ally, yours, 


United States Senate, W ‘ashington, D. C. 


Surface - printing division: 
Canceling mutilated --.-.- == -- „„ = s. me 


pO ee ee ee a eee 


Office: 
Clerical service, making reports and custody of presses 
Rent of agency... 2.0.1 =... once PRED eo SOD 


Surface-printing division— e EA a 
See 


Aggregate cost per 1.00 sheets -1-121121 mmeMnnn 18.210 

One thousand sheets equal 490,000 stamps, which amounts to $20 at the agreed 
rate for ordinary stamps, i. e., 5 cents per 1,000 stamps: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. The amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add after the amendment already adopted, 
after line 2, on page 4, the following proviso: 


Provided, That $50,000 of this amount be used to defray the e: of ex- 

8 in rural free delivery under the direction of the Postmaster- 

eral, and that the amount heretofore appropriated for this purpose and 
still unexpended be available for said experiments. 


Mr. BUTLER, Task for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the 
amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 
Under the 


Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
transfer I made on the last vote, I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Tam paired with. 
the junior Senator from Iowa par. GEAR]. I do not see him im 
his seat, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired with: 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. I will transfer my 
pair to the junior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY] and 
vote yea.“ 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. I. 
transfer my pair to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]! 
and vote“ Nea.“ 

Mr. TON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TIITarAN JI. If he were 
present, I'should vote yea.“ 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] and withhold my 


vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). I have a 
— pair with the Senator from Vermont x MORRILL]. 

ot noticing his absence, I recorded my vote. I désire to ask the: 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] whether he knows how 


eee FFC the senior Senator from Vermont would vote upon this question? 
a OAA A a etc BN kee Mr.PROCTOR. I am not able to state. 
Paper dt A SRST ESS Mr. TARU Then the safe thing for me to do is to withdraw 
Wetting 5 ` my vote. I voted nay. 
srr capac em SSP a eR RR : PASCO. Lam paired with the Senator from Washington 
Sak e 5 5 ALi W A absence I Ta we my rie 
nting: $ My co e [Mr. WOLCOTT been com- 
er STEER ERE STB SE IERIE Te OMe TME Bee T is paired with the junior Senator: 
The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 25; as follows: 
Bacon, Clark, Mae” Shoup, 
Bate, Cockrell, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Butler, Hill, f Peffer, Ving, 
n. Jones, Ark. Pritchard, Walthall. 
Binding division: ` NAYS—2. 
Gumming, labor, including foreman, helpers, and Baker, Daniel, TAn rene 
whee ee Blackburn, er, Wi 
labor; includin 2.00 ‘Brown, Gray, Mitchell, hiss 
A ; g operatives and helpers.. 91 Call. Perkins, 
Aaterisl—L—t————————. 3 Carter. Hawiey, x 
ki NOT VOTING—37. 
sand operatives” 12 5 Aldrich, Gibson, Morrill, Thurston, 
te — wepee we B — yom — Tillman, 
Examining, labor, including operatives, 8 8³³ Caffery, Hansbrough, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Shaking, counting, etc., labor, including helpers and opera- 5 D Harris, e arren, 
323... AAS A ins a E a E A 2 6.088 | Dubois, Jones, Nev. Quay, : Wolcott. 
e including forewoman, counters and packers: 808 —.— Mantle, Smith, 
pee Pian UR ACES TO oea ~ Squire, 


Gear, Morgan, 
1.04 So the amendment was agreed to. 


%%% // TTT 
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Mr. BERRY. Has the amendment of the committee in regard 


to the subsidy to the Oceanic Steamship Company been disp of? 
Mr. ALLISON. Lask that a vote be now taken on the amend- 
ment of the committee relating to the Oceanic Steamship Company. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. e amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 7, after line 8, it is proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations to insert: 

For additional com tion to the Oceanic Steamship Company for trans- 
porting the mails by its steamers ae from San Francisco to New Zealand 
and New South Wales by way of Honolulu, all mails made up in the United 
States destined for the Hawaiian Islands, the Australian colonies, New Cale- 
donia, and the islands in the Pacific Ocean, $80,000: Provided, That said addi- 
tional sum, with id, shall not exceed §2 per mile, as authorized 

ce) 


the sum now paid 
by act of March 3, 1891, entitled “An act to previde for ocean mail service 


between the United States and foreign ports, and to promote commerce.“ 

Mr. VILAS. I ask for the and nays on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg leave to state, so that it may be under- 
stood, that the question is upon agreeing to the amendment 

rted by the Committee on Appropriations. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
which has been stated. 

Mr. VILAS. A vote yea“ is a vote for the subsidy, and a vote 
“nay” is a vote against the subsidy. 

Mr. ALLEN (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. he were 
present, he would vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]. If he were 
here, I should vote“ yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. If he were present, I should 
vote nay.” 

Mr. BERRY. Ihave announced that I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Maine. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am pai with 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. opt. he were 
present, I should vote “nay.” Ido not know how he would vote. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. I transfer that pair 
to the junior Senator from New York . MURPHY] and vote 
éi nay. ” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). On 
this single proposition I am paired with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. }IBSON]. If he were present, he would vote yea” and 


I should vote nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WILSON]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] 
and vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. HAW LEY. Permit me to say that my colleague [Mr. 
8 vote ‘‘ yea” if he were here. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I wish to state that 
my e [Mr. Morgan] is detained from the Senate by severe 
illness, I have agreed to pair with him on this vote. If he were 
present he would vote “‘ yea” and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. I desire to 
transfer that pair to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS 
who, I understand, if present, would vote for the amendment. 
therefore vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. I 

transfer that pair to my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES] and vote 

“nay. » 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Being paired with the senior Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL], I transfer that pair to the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] and record my vote. I vote nay.” 

Mr. TELL My colleague [Mr. WoLcorr] is paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio pe: Brice]. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to transfer my pair with the senior 

Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] to the Senator from Rhode 
3 ALDRICH] and yote. I vote ‘“‘yea.” 

Mr. BRICE. As to the statement made by the senior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], his colleague foe Wotcortt] hav- 
ing been pom during the day, I supposed he was in the Cham- 
ber and voted. Under the circumstances, unless the senior 


1 


Senator from Colorado is prepared to state how his colleague 
would vote, I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know, but I sup 
wona vote yea.“ I did not hear how the Kone 


voted. 

Mr. BRICE. I voted ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. TELLER. I will pair my colleague with the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. WARREN . who, I understand, is not . Ido 
not know how my coll e would vote; but I suppos he would 
vote “ yea,” if present. I think both Senators would vote yea.“ 
If the Senator from Ohio desires to vote ‘‘ yea,” I certainly shall 
not interfere with him. 

Mr. BRICE. If the Senator from Colorado is at liberty to say 
that his colleague would vote yea, I shall allow my vote to 
stand; otherwise I shall withdraw it. Unless he takes that re- 
sponsibility I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. I will change the pair of my colleague so that 
the Senator from Ohio may vote, if he chooses, 

Mr. BRICE. Very well. Then I will let my vote stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 21; as follows: 


my colleague 
tor from Ohio 


YEAS—322. 
Allison, Chandler, Lodge, fee 
Baker, Clark, McBride, Sewe: 
Brice, Cullom, McMillan, Shoup, 
Brown, inger, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Burrows, Hale, Nelson, Teller. 
eal ) 
nnon, oar, e 
Carter, Jones, Nev. Proctor, te. 
NAYS—21. 
Bacon, George, Lindsa: Vi 
Bate, Gorman, Martin” Vilas, 
Blackburn, Gray, Mills, Walthall. 
Butler, Harris, Peffer, 
Chilton, Hill, ain Seah 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Turpie, 
NOT VOTING—36. 
Aldrich, Elkins, Mantle, 
Allen, Faulkner, Mitchell, Wis. Shows 
Berry, Frye, organ, Smith, 
Blanchard, Gear, Morrill, uire, 
Caffery, Gibson, Murphy, 
Cameron, rdon, er, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hansbrough, „ Warren, 
Da vis. Irby, Platt, Wilson. 
Dubois, Kyle, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to present the amendment which I 
read a short time ago, but I ask to have it read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Connecticut will be stated from the desk. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add after line 25, on page 7, 
the following: 

Provided, That hereafter all apron ene shall be obtained under 
the provisions of section 2709 of the Statutes. and the contracts shall 
be awarded to the lowest and best bidder for the interests of the Govern- 
ment, and no bids of any branch of the Government shall be considered. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted. by the Senator from Connecticut 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order on that amendment that 
it is new legislation on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest on that point of order that the 
amendment is cin ps providing for the manner of disbursing 
money appropriated for stamps. I will strike out the word ‘‘ here- 
after,” with the permission of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. That will not change it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It makes it apply solely to the appropriations 
of this year, and particularly to the legitimate application of the 
money. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suggest another point of order, that the 
amendment changes existing law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Do we not change existing law if we modify 
in me S direction the manner in which money shall be 
expended? 

. FAULKNER. No; not when you prohibit a method of 
. which the law now provides for. Then it changes 

e law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think we are doing it every year in every 
1 bill. 

r. HARRIS. Under the law as it now exists the Bureau of 
5 and Printing can bid and can take the contract. 
Under this amendment that Bureau is forbidden to do it. It does 
change existing law, and it does nothing else. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of order 
submitted oy the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. VILAS. Iask that the vote be now taken on the amend- 


ment which I proposed, to strike out the appropriation for rail- 


T 
Mr. DANIEL. That which has been existing for some years? 
Mr. VILAS. It is one which has been existing for some years, 


1896. 
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and the Department has been for some years objecting to its being 


adopted. 

Mr. HALE. Let the lines proposed to be stricken out be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vis] will be stated. 

Mr. SEWELL. I wish to ask the Senator from Wisconsin how 
long this appropriation has been in effect, and if he did not, when 
he was Postmaster-General, execute the same provision several 
times from year to year? 

Mr. VILAS. No, Mr. President. This provision was first put 
on about three years ago, I think, after the other was discontinued. 
It is on an entirely different route, a different line; it has been 
objected to by the Post-Office Department for the last three or 
four years, and there is no estimate submitted for it. 

Mr. SEWELL. I wish to say a word in this connection. 

Mr. BERRY. I insist that debate is not in order under the 
agreement arrived at 5 I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Chair will state to the Senator 
sron New Jersey that, objection being interposed, debate is not in 
order. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask unanimous consent to correct a wrong 
impression that the Senate might derive from the statement of 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], who said that 
this provision did not facilitate the transportation of the mails; 
that the train which was used was not faster than other trains. 
In a former term of service in this body I had heard debates 
which indicated that this same mail appropriation was then, ten 
years ago, in effect, and the statement made when objections 
were made to it was that the provision was to facilitate the deliv- 
ery of the mail south twelve hours; that the train was originally 
put on, leaving Boston at faa oe and New York at 4.30 in the 
morning, and that it practically carried little for a long distance 
but mail matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 6, line 10, after the word “dollars,” 
it is propona to strike out down to and including the word ‘‘sery- 
ice,” in line 18; as follows: 
weer New eae poria] facilities ‘Atlanta ation Orleans, 13 17 
Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall be 
expended unless the Postmaster General shall deem such expendi: 
sary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
which has been stated. 

Mr. VILAS. I ask for the yeas and nayson the adoption of the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLEN (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
9 If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. he were 
present, he would vote ‘‘nay” and I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name was called). On this question 


neces- 


I transfer my with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Car- 
FERY] to the tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and 
vote ‘‘nay.” 


Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. He 
not being in his seat, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont . MORRILL] to the junior 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], and vote yea.“ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was ed). I n announce 
air with the Senator from Washington 2 W ILSON]. 
. PRITCHARD (when his name was ed). I transfer my 
ir with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] to the 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and vote “nay.” 
Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], but I am 
advised that if present, he would vote nay” upon this question, 
and I therefore vote “nay.” . 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama . MORGAN] on this question. If he 
were present, I should vote yea” and he would vote nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TURPIE. I am paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Davis], but I transfer that pair to my colleague [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] and vote yea.“ 

Mr. SHOUP (after having voted in the negative). I inquire if 
the senior Senator from California . WHITE] has voted 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California has not 
voted, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. HONE I am paired with that Senator, and withdraw 
my vo 


m 


Mr. FAULKNER. I pea er! that the Senator from Idaho may 
transfer the pair he has with the Senator from California a 
WHITE] to my colleague, the Senator from West Virginia Mr. 
ELKINS], and vote. 

Mr. SHOUP. That is acceptable to me, and I will let my vote 
in the negative stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—13, 


Bate, Geo: Mills, Vilas. 
Blackburn, Peffer, 
Butler, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Cockrell, indsay, Turpie, 
NAYS—39. 
Clark. Jones, Nev. A 

Bacon, Daniel, * Pugh 
Baker, Faulkner, McBride, Sewell, 
Brice, Gallinger, McMillan, Shoup, 
=, oe ee. 

urrows, jorman, itche: er, 
Call, Hale Mitchell, Wis. urston, 
Cannon, Hawley, Nelson, Walthall, 
Carter, Hill, erkins, Wetmore. 
Chandler, Hoar, Pritchard, 

NOT VOTING—37. 

Aldrich, Elkins, Morrill Tillman, 
Allen, Frye, Murphy, Vest, 
Berry, Gear, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Pasco, W. 
Caffery, Gray, Pettigrew, White, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Platt, Wil 
Chilton, By A uay. Wo 
Cullo e, er 
Davis,” Mantle, mith,” 
Dubois, Morgan, Squire, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. VILAS. We have not yet executed the unanimous-consent 
agreeme’ 


nt. 

Mr. MILLS. I did not know that there was a unanimous-con- 
sent agreement. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is a unanimous-consent agreement that 
Mes oe at 5 o’clock we shall vote until we dispose of the bill. 

r. MILLS. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. VILAS. The additional amendment of which I gave notice 
in reference to this yee ea is to reduce the amount to $175,000. 
Only $172,000, or a little less, was expended under this provision, 
and I understand the amendment is agreeable to the committee. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Not since the other amendment has been 
adopted. We have taken off $50,000. 

Mr. VILAS. Nothing has been taken off. The amendment 
mapy makes the ae eee $175,000. 

‘on 5 An amendment was adopted which takes 
„000 off. 

Mr. VILAS. Not from this paragraph. 

Mr. HOAR. How can the committee depart from the unani- 
mous-consent agreement? 

Mr. VILAS. The amendment of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. BuTLER] related to another part of the bill. - 

Mr. BUTLER. To the free-delivery service. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes, to the free-delivery service. 

Mr. LODGE. Debate is not in order under the unanimous-con- 
Mr. VILAS. 

Mr. . This is simply to make the amount of the a 
propriation correspond with the amount of the actual expendi- 
ture. The amount of the actual expenditure is $172,000. 

Mr. HOAR. Debate has been objected to several times. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that debate is 
not in order. The question is on the amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS]. 

Mr. Let the amendment be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 13, page 6, it i to strike out 
the words one hundred and ninety-six thousand six hundred 
and fourteen dollars and twenty-two cents” and insert one 
hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars”; so as to read: 


For necessary and ial facilities on trunk lines from Boston, Mass., by 
way of New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $175,000. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 


er an 
Mr. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays wereordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. ALLEN (when his name was called). On this 
am paired with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania I 
If he were present, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. C Ido not think the amendment ought to be voted 
on before an lanation. Will the Senator from Wisconsin 
apan the amendment? 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection has been interposed to 
debate, the Chair will state to the Senator from Florida. 


uestion I 
. Quay]. 
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Mr. CALL. Explaining an amendment is not debate. We do 
not know what we are voting on. 

Mr. HALE. ar order. Debate is not in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll call will proceed. 


The Secretary resumed the N 
Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). On this 
am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 


oats I should vote “yea.” 
CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
I again announce 


one senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
the core of ot pr to wie junior Senator from South Dakota 

vo yi 

Mr. 480 O (when his ious wae called). 1 a announce my 
pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr HAONI. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Tavo, a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Louisiana 2 5 1 1 
— ioriai my pair tothe Senator from Conn it iz PLATT] and 

s: na 

viir, SHOUP (when his name was called). I announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from California —— 1 
transfer my pair to the Senator from West Virginia Mr. ELKINS] 


~~ vote “na 

THURSTON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. As 1 do 
not know how he would vote on this particular amendment, I 
refrain from voting. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I transfer my gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr, Davis] to my 
colleague [Mr. VOORHEES] and record my vote. I vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). 
quire whether the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


Mr. GALLINGER. I have a general pair with the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILLS], but I have a memorandum from the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots], stating that he is paired with 
the Senator from New Jerse: Surrn] and that they are both 
in favor of this provision. I Will therefore transfer my pair with 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] to the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Dunors] and allow my vote to remain. 

The result was repair, abr 19, nays 33; as follows: 


uestion I 
he were 


J in- 
has 


YEAS—19. 
Peffer, Turpie, 

Bate, oon y Etter Vest, 
Blackburn, rris, * 

5 Jones, Ark. Roac! Walthall, 
Carter, Lindsay, Stewart, 

NAYS—3, 
Bacon, Danish, Jones, Ney. Proctor, 
Baker, ‘aulkner, Lodge, 
Brice, Gallinger, McBride, Bosal, 
Brown, Gordon, McMillan, — — 
Call. Hale, itchell, Oreg. Wetmore. 
Cannon, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. 
Chandler, Hill, Ne! 
Clark, Hoar, Pri 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Aldrich, Elkins, Morgan, Thurston, 
Allen, Frye, Morrill, Tillman, 
Berry, Gear, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Palmer, Warren, 
Caffery, Gray. Pasco, White, 
Cameron, Platt, Wilso: 
Fallen Kyle . = 
co fo, fae 
Du Squire, 
So the amendment was rej 


jected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred ; 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNIxd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 


the bill (S. 626) VFC 
rtions of the ort Assinniboine Reservation, in Mon- 

—— and for the relief of certain settlers thereon. 
m also announced that the House had passed a bill 


8 
blic works on rivers and har 
— or other purposes; . 


the Senate. 
further announced that the House >si igs a 


appropriations for the construction, A 
of certain 


The message 
concurrent resolution providing for the printing of 10, 


tional copies of the report of the Direotor of the Mint for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1895; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. CULLOM submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two nnes 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5161) making 


Department of culture for the fiscal year endi 
5 having met, after full = free conference have 5 ling Jano 
mend and do recommend to 


ve 50S as 


ent to the 5 
Senate numbered 3, 5, 6, 7. 8, 11, 12, 16, 17, 18, 1, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24. 25, BT, 98, BO , 30, 
49, 50, 51, and 52; and agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out out b = i amendment insert the following: 

“One ap tment clerk, 

And the Senate —— to 4 

That the House N to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered hesg 88 * same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum insert the following: 391.340,“ and agree to the 
same. 


8. M. CULLOM, 
ON 


WILKINS: C. 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
J. W. WADSWORTH, 
V. WARNE 
JOHN S. W. MS. 
6 Managers on the part of the House, 
The report was concurred in. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the followi 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 7, 1896. 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate teach La ice e e 
be printed 10,000 additional copies of the 79 ae of the Director of the Mint 
E Raf Ray gh kag = 
the use of the Director of the Atint. 2 5 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES, 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent that to-morrow morn- 
ing, immediately after the conclusion of the morning business, 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution propos- 
ing an investigation of bond sales. 

COCK A unanimons-consent agreement has been 
made for the consideration of another matter. 

Mr. PEFFER. For the same time? 

Mr. COCKRELL. For the same time. 

Mr. P PEFFER. Then I ask unanimous consent that we may 
moos to the consideration of the resolution on Thursday, imme- 

tely after the conclusion of the morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is understood of course by the Senator from 
Kansas that that is not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

Mr. PEFFER. I so understand. Ido not intend to antagonize 
appropriation bills or the privileged question. 

Mr CAN ANNON. Mr. President 

The Feb PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request of 
EAS Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. HILL. I object to farming out the time of the Senate so 
far in advance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. CANNON. I merely desired to ask that a place be kept for 
the unfinished business, but as the Senator from New York has 
objected to the request of the Senator from Kansas, I have noth- 
ing more to say. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I give notice that to-morrow, migra 
after the Senator from In a [Mr. TURPIE] conclu 
I shall call up House bill 6249—the Indian ae orouriation ta 

POSTAL TELEGRAPH SYSTEM. 


Mr. BUTLER. I wish to give notice that on Thursda: — 
ing I shall ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to the 


(S. 2567) to establish a postal te h system and to enlarge 
the postal facilities of the le of nited States for the pur- 
p of submitting some remarks thereon, If there is no objection, 


wish to submit a few remarks, which will not be very lengthy, 
before the bill is referred to the appropriate committee. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 47 minutes. 
m.) the Senate ed until to-morrow, Wednesday, April 8, 
896, at 12 o’clock meridian. T 


1896. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


TUESDAY, April 7, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


FREE LIBRARY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
S. 1217, have had the same: under consideration and report the same back 
with the recommendation that the House recede from its amendment. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the report of the 
committee be adopted. 
The SPRAKER. The Clerk will report the bill and amend- 


ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 1247) to establish and provide for a free public library and reading 
room in the District of Cenne i 1 
Be it enacted, etc., That a free public library and room 
established and shall be — — in the District of Columbia, which shail 
be the prope of the said District and a supplement of the public educa- 
tional system or said District. All actions relating to such library, or for the 
recovery of any penalties lawfully established in relation thereto, shall be 
brought in the name of the t of Columbia, and the Co: mers of 
said t are authorized on behalf of said District to and take title 
to all 


Sec. 2. That all persons who are permanent or tem residents of the 

8 as library, inelud- 
ing or circulating library, 
in rela- 


Sec. 3. That the said wrk nx Age e eg arbre rit Biche 
magazin newspapers, and procure 
N “The seid Board of trustees shall 


d shall th —. eal te oe 
trict of Colum and s! serve without com i 2 
be i Tier of Columbia aud Shall hold 
rs: Provided, 


members be divided b 
of three members, shall hol 
three members, shall hold office for four years; the third class, 
ears. Any vacancy 8 in 

mmissioners. Said board 
on and govern 


necessary. 
That the said board shall have power to provide for the propercare 


said library. The said librarian shall appoint such 


library trustees: s 
District of Columbia relative to the . of the said library. 
7 8 . = 
ay ashington esignated mmi 0 
Golum — — 8 5 
in any munici ing to ereafter erected in said sui 
vision shall F and reading room sufficient to 


ries of emplo shall as amo’ t municipal 

said 8 and it is hereby made the duty of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to e these expenses in the annual estimates of 
the Columbia, by them to in accordance 
with the provisions of the act of June 11. 187 ting the transmission of 
said estimates and the appropriations by to meet the same. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 
. lieu thereof the f. 


of the maintenance of sald Ir , includ- 


So. 6. That expenses 
salarii the employees, shall be upon the revenue of the Dis- 
tnt of Columbia: Provided: That no lability aball be incurred under fhis 


have first made appropriations for the objects 


to address the House? 


House 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont is recognized. 

Mr. POWERS (continuing). And an amendment to the Senate 
bill was adopted by the House some days since. i 

I would be glad to havean arrangement made with the chair- 
man of the 5 in = cate to the contro of the time da 

bate upon this question. [After a pause. is agreed, Mr. 
Speaker, unless objection be made, between Cie chairman of the 
committee and myself, that I shall control the time in o ition 
to the proposition and the gentleman from Wisconsin control 
the time on that side. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair will consent to 


that agreement. Is there any limitation proposed to the debate? 


that were borrowed, either from 
viduals. The great President of the United States who stands 


Mr. BABCOCK. The proposition, Mr. Speaker, is that the de- 
bate be limited to two hours—an hour on each side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that debate be limited to two hours, to be equally 
divided, the gentleman from Wisconsin to control the time in 
favor of the proposition and the gentleman from Vermont to con- 
trol the time in o ition. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One moment. The bill has been debated 
pretty e ge dhe aarp Would not lesstime be sufficient? 

Mr. POWERS. Rut this report recommends that the House re- 
cede from its amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes; but the same question has been thor- 
oughly debated. Would not gentlemen be willing that a-vote be 
had in one hour? 

Mr. POWERS. Several gentlemen desire to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.]_ The 
Chair hears none. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recognized. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield te the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
. WELLEN 

Mr. GTON. Mr. Speaker, the pending motion, as I 
understand, is that the House recede from the amendment which 
it adopted to the Senate bill for the establishment of a public 
library in the District of Columbia. The effect of that amend- 
ment, as I understand, was that the District should bear the 
whole expense of the establishment of this library. The original 
bill, I believe, contemplated that the expense of the establishment 
and maintenance of the library should be divided, as the current 
expenses of the District are divided, between the District itself 
and the Government of the United States. The Senate has de- 
cided to insist upon the bill as originally passed. The pending 
proposition is that the House recede from its amendment. 

So far as I am concerned, as a member of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, I feel to-day as I did when the bill was 
originally before the House, that the Government of the United 
States shonld bear its of the expense of this library. I be- 
lieve that the library is necessary for the good of the people of 
this District; that it is a legitimate item of expense to be charged 
up, as educational and other expenses are, to the joint account of 
the District and the United States. 

I am aware that there is on the part of some members of this 
House an opinion that the District is expecting too much in the 
way of expenditures and that Congress is expending more than it 
should in carrying out matters of this kind. I do not so believe. 
I believe that the Congress of the United States owes to the Dis- 
trict a duty that can not be fulfilled except in doing such things 
as the creation of this library. If it is proper that as to matters 
of streets, of courts, of educational expenditure the appropria- 
tions should fall — upon the District and upon the United 
States, it seems to me this is a matter that comes properly within 
the same class, 

If this House can send its sympathy to the downtrodden in Ar- 
menia; if it can use its time and means in looking after the mon- 
grel Republic of Venezuela and threatening Great Britain; if it 
can devote its time and money to looking after Cuba, then it does 
seem to me that there is nothing out of place in asking that it 
devote some of its time and means to the proper education of the 
people of this District. 

embers seem to forget to a certain extent the obligation rest- 
ing upon the Government of the United States and upon Con 
to look after the District of Columbia. This great city of Wash- 
ington was founded for the p of being a Federal city. The 
capital was established here by act of Congress; and the first 
President of the United States, whose name it boie wasthe agent 
of the Government in purchasing the ground and laying out the 
streets here; and he did so in such a manner as to make this a 
proper city for the = of the nation. This being the case, 
there have been entailed upon citizens of the District expenses 
that would not otherwise have fallen uponthem. This being the 
Federal city, it is the business of Congress, having assumed to do 
certain things for the benefit of the people here, to do this as well. 
Why? ‘Esay if it is necessary to have schools for the education of 
the people, it is necessary also in this age and under existing, cir- 
cumstances: to have a public library here. The public library 
affords education to the workingmen of our land. en any one 
of our citizens leaves school at an early age and goes to work by 


the day, the public library gives him an opportunity to improve 
his mind in hours of night. 
The greatest men of this country have been henefited by books 


e public library or from indi- 


to-day as the greatest of all Americans gave himself his education 


he? reading borrowed books in the hours of the night by the fitful 


of aa ae that came to him from the fireplace as he lay 
before it. In affording the means of self-education the public 
library meets the wants of our yo men and even our youth 
from the time that they leave school. The young men and the 
men of mature age who are going to their work from day to day 


E She gah eM one Ty gee ay ieee ty A es ele need ing We ok “yas Bo bee Shae ees oe 
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in this District should have the opportunity of further educat- 

ing themselves by a public library. Such a library is a suitable 

charge as part of the current expenses of the District, and if an 
of those expenses is properly payable by Congress this expend- 


ture is, 
I do not feelit poper atthis moment to take up further the time 


of the House. subject was thoroughly discussed when this 
bill was first passed. I believe if this question be investigated 
carefully and di sionately, if it be considered what this House 
and the Senate and the Government owe the people here, it will be 
acknowledged that this is a proper charge upon the joint funds of 
the United States and the District, and that the House should re- 
cede from its amendment and pass the bill as the Senate sent it 


to us. 

Mr. POWERS. I yield five minutes tọ the gentleman from 
South Carolina . TALBERT]. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr.S er, I offer the same opposition to the 

of this bill that I did when it came up in the House before, 
only a few days ago, when it was amended requiring the citizens of 
the District of Columbia to pay for the library themselves. I hold 
that to establish a free library in the District of Columbia at the 
expense of the yers of the whole country is taxing the many 
for the benefit of the few. Isubmit that this is against the theory 
and the principles of the Government under which we live; that 
itis taxation without representation. 

It is urged by gentlemen on the other side of this question that 
the Government owns one-half of the real estate in the District 
of Columbia. I deny the correctness of that proposition; but 
conceding it for the sake of argument to be true, I ask, does the 
pro: of the Government want books, and will the property 
of the Government be benefited by the establishment of a free 
library? Not at all; consequently it would be unjust to tax prop- 
erty or people when no corresponding benefit would accrue there- 
from. 

It is urged that there are people here from all over the United 
States in the employment of the Government who will be bene- 
fited by the establishment of this lib . Ladmit the fact; but in 
addition to that fact is the fact that these employees draw from 
the Government from eighteen million dollars to twenty-one or 
twenty-two millions yearly; they are the best paid employees in 
the nation. And are the people throughout the nation who follow 
the plow, who stand at the forge, who work in the factories, to be 
taxed for the benefit of these people here, many of whom, compared 
with many of the laboring men throughout the country, are liv- 
ing in clover”? 

submit that such a 8 is not right. These 8 

of the Government are here spending their salaries, many of them 
ing to the theaters and other entertainments, and yet clamoring 
for expenditures of this kind in their interest, when many poor 
laborers throughout the country haye not the necessaries of life, 
to say nothing of the luxuries. And I submit, sir, that it is not 
right for Senators and Members of Congress of the United States 
who own pro in the District of Columbia to continually 
come here and insist on taxing the people of the United States for 
their benefit and the benefit of the few, against the theory and 
the principles on which our Government is based, I am willing 
that all taxes expended for the schools, for improving the streets, 
for improving the parks, and for works of that character shall 
be divided according to the obligation im by the act of 1878, 
That is just and right. But to extend it further, to tax all the 
ple to establish a free circulating library for the benefit of a 
Few in this city, is precisely the same in principle as to go further 
and tax the whole people to buy the carriages, the horses, the 
bicycles, or to furnish street-car tickets for the people of the 
District of Columbia as well as to furnish them with books. 
There is no difference as far as the principle is concerned; and, 
sir, I submit it is wrong in theory, wrong in practice, and I can 
not and will not cast my vote in favor of any such proposition as 


that. 

I therefore hope, Mr. Speaker, that the House on this occasion 
will again vote down this monstrous proposition to tax the people 
of this country for the benefit of the few in this District who will 
reap the advantages of it. Now, sir, in my opposition to this bill 
I do not deny that public libraries are great necessities and dis- 
seminators of knowledge and light, but at the same time I main- 
tain that one class of citizens should not be unjustly taxed for 
their establishment without corresponding benefit. Iam perfectly 
willing that the District of Columbia should have the right to tax 
themselves for this object, but not the whole people, and my vote 


will be it. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I yield ten minutes now to the gentle- 
man from en ee HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HEND ON. Mr. Speaker, I take it that no ar ent 


is needed in the American Con, in favor of a free public library. 
If there is, if anyone at this needs this question discussed, I 
am not going to discuss it with hi 


The question really, involved here, as I understand it, is, shall 


the Government of the United States and the government of the 
District of Columbia pay in equal proportion these expenses, or 
shall the people of the District alone pay for it? 

Now, there are a few thoughts that I would like to submit to 
the members of the House in this connection, first stating that I 
am, without reserve, in favor of the Government and the District 
of Columbia sharing these expenses zir nA In the first place, it 
must not be forgotten that the General Government has donnat 
from the public domain of this country, millions of acres of lan 
for educational purposes to the various States and Territories, 
while on the other hand the District of Columbia has given to the 
General Government nearly five-sevenths of the whole soil owned 
by the United States in this District and has received no aid for 

ucational purposes in exchange for it. 

Again, when this donation of the soil of the District was made 
to the General Government it was upon the theory, and recognized 
Wy all at the time, that this would be built up as a great city with 

of the advantages which should belong to the great capital city 
of a nation like the United States. No advantage in the way of 
educational facilities can be greater save and 1 E only the 
public schools than that afforded by a free public library. 

Again, the General Government has spent many thousands of 
dollars in keeping up the libraries in the several artments of 
the Government, to which our force of clerks in this city, some- 
where in the neighborhood of 20,000, have access. If this pro- 
vision is carried out as now proposed in the pending report, and 
a free public library established in the District, that expense in 
the various Departments will be substantially saved. 

But now, Mr. Speaker, I come to the fundamental question in- 
volved in this proposition, and call your attention to the fact that 
the act of 1878 made the District of Columbia and the General 
Government in a sense partners in respect to the expenditures of 
the District. Since that time, or rather within a very few years 
past, there has been manifested from time to time a disposition 
on the part of various members of Congress to destroy this law by 
indirection, though not by an effort for its absolute repeal. One 
gentleman, my friend from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND], has come 
at it in a more manly way, from time to time, and sought to strike 
down the law of 1878 in the general appropriation bills for the 
District of Columbia, But I do not know of any member of Con- 
gress since that law was adopted who has ever introduced a bill 
to repeal the act of 1878 and onango the system of doing business 
with reference to the District of Columbia. 

Now, I like a good, square fighter, a man whose position you 
can always understand; and if it is the purpose of any gentleman 
who represents the people on this floor to seek to repeal the act of 
1878 and put the entire burden of the expenditures of the District, 
the expenses for schools, of . the streets, the repairs of the 
streets, the maintenance of the police force, the fire department, 
and all of the varied machiny ee for a city of this size 
entirely upon the people of the District of Columbia, let us get at 
it in a manly way by repealing the act of 1878 and put a new act 
on the statute book in its stead. But with that law on the stat- 
ute book, with that 3 goren gas relations between the 
General Government and the District of Columbia, and recognized 
as binding upon both, I do not think that these indirect assaults 
upon the principle are wise or legitimate, and certainly it is not a 
manly way to approach the su ee And in saying this, Mr. 
Speaker, I am ing no personal reflection upon any member of 
this House. It does seem to me, though, that the right way is to 
take up the subject of reorganizing these relations in a general 
way upon a bill reported for that p and then test the judg- 
ment of Congress and see if there . or if it is deemed 
proper, to re the act of 1878. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, as supplementary to my discussion of 
the pending question, I submit that in this age of civilization and 
advancement of the training of ee ees mind, the reaching into 
the homes of what Mr. Lincoln “our common people. by 
means of the educational facilities offered on all han I ask if ` 
there is anything that can exhibit more clearly and forcibly the 
value of the principles involved in the act of 1878 than the estab- 
lishment of a free public library for the use of the boys, the gris, 
the men, and the women of this District? Because I contend, sir, 
that every law and every appropriation that broadens the field for 
the education of the people of this capital city, every statute that 
tends to elevate the ple as a whole, is a benefit and a direct 
benefit to the entire Republic; and if you are going to contribute 
toward the sweeping of the streets or the paving of the streets, 
will you refuse to your just proportion of the expense of a 
free public 3 this people? 

Why, my friends, the spirit of the age is in the direction of al- 
lowing the taxation of each State for the establishment of free 
peo libraries. In almost every county of my own district in 

owa there is to-day a free public library kept up at the public 
expense, in pursuance of the statutory law of that State; and that 
4 is spreading throughout the Whole length and breadth of 
land. Let it not be said that one of the partners in this city 
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has sneaked out of sight when it comes to the opaning of a free 
public library to the citizens of the District of Columbia. Our 
people, the children of your army of 20,000 clerks, the clerks them- 
selyes, your own families, are deeply interested in this matter. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I feel almost as though it was an insult to 
this House to dwell at length upon this theme. I hope that this 
body, overwhelmingly Republican, will register its action in favor 
of standing by existing law and standing by the great cause of 
education. pplanse. | 

Mr. POW I vield five minutes to the gentleman from Col- 
orado [Mr. 5 

Mr. ROTH. . Speaker, there can be no controversy 
between the gentleman who has just taken his seat and ourselves 
upon the question of the general utility of public libraries. No 
one denies it. That is not the issue involved in this bill. 

This bill provides for the establishment of a public library. 
There is 1 stated in the bill concerning the amount which 
is to bea a or what the library is to cost. It is an en- 
tering — e for the creation of a library the expense of which 
we do not know and can not tell. That it involves an amount 
which will be great can not be denied, not only in the purchase 
of books, but before long we shall find a bill introduced in this 
body . the erection of a library building. I submit, 
Mr. Speaker, that we have the finest library in the city of Wash- 
ington that can be found on the globe; and what is the necessity 
of creating another public library, with perhaps another public 
building, in order to accommodate the people in the District of 
Columbia? You have a library that has duplicate volumes of 
every publication that is made. You say that the workingmen 
in this city do not have access to that library. Why do you not 
give it to them? Why can not a resolution be passed pees 
any person to take a volume from that library? It may be sai 
that it is for the use of Congress; but when we find that these 
books are in duplicate, and that the librarian could exercise a 
wide discretion in giving out books, and in withholding from cir- 
culation the rare or costly books, we find that there is nothing of 
substance in that objection. Here you have expended $7,000,000 
for the erection of the most magnificent library building in the 
world. It is ample to give accommodations to every one who 
wants to read. It containssufficient volumes to let any working- 
man, or any other person who desires to read, get the volume he 
desires. And to say that right within this city, alongside of that 
library building, you should erect another is,it seems to me,a 
proposition for a useless 5 of public money. 

85 er, it is true that the Government has agreed to pay 
one-half of the municipal expenditures that are made by the Di 
trict of Columbia. That policy may be wise or it may be unwise. 
In ordinary municipal affairs that might be considered by some a 
proper provision; but, Mr. Speaker, this is an extraordinary ex- 

diture. Itis an expenditure that does not in to the munic- 
ipality itself. It may be considered a very laudable object, but 
not a municipal expenditure as ordinarily unde: ere are 
very few of the municipalities in these United States which have 
free public libraries supported by the city governments, compared 
to the number of municipalities that have not. When we take 
into consideration that this is a useless expense, which, it seems to 
me, will involve the Government ultimately to the extent of thou- 
sands and perhaps millions of dollars, there is no necessity for the 


passage of this bill. 
Mr. POWERS. Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 


r IHN EF. Me. Speaker, i ing th ition of th 
x b 8 er, ino g the proposition of the 
Committee on the Distri fot of Columbia 1 do not seek to controvert 
at all the statement that there is need in the District for a free 
ublic library. On the con „admit that there is need here 
or such a library, to which all the residents of the District may 
have free access. It is properly said that the Library of Congress 
is in large part made up of books which can not go out into popular 
circulation. They ought to be preserved and protected. ere- 
fore it is 5 pronor thing that somewhere in this District 
there should exist a library opon to the free use of tie people and 
to circulation among the people; but thatis not the question which 
is before this House to-day for determination, and I deny the right 
of the supporters of this proposition, as it comes from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, to put upon us who op 
that proposition the odium of any opposition to a free public 
library. We do not oppose it. e think that one ought to be 
3 es 95 0 . before mae House DT 3 
oug contribute and pay the expense of this public library, 
which is for the use and benefit of the citizens of the District? 
Mr. Speaker, when this question was before this House for the 
first time in this session, on the 9th day of March last, I had the 
honor to submit a few remarks, in which I called the attention of 
the House to the fact that while on the one hand the national 


revenues are at present insufficient to pay the expenses 
of the Government of the United States, on the other 
hand the District revenues, raised here by taxation, and by very 
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reasonable and low taxation, upon the property of the citizens of 
this District, are more than ample to provide for the share which 
the District must pay of the ordinary municipal expenses, and to 
pay besides the whole cost of establishing and maintaining this pra- 
posed library, indefinite though these expenses be, and yet to leave 
a magnificent lus in the revenues of the District. 

I called the attention of the House to the fact that the estimates 
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia of the revenues 
of the District for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, amounted 
to $3,225,081.56, and that for the last three years those revenues 
have been over $3,000,000 per annum. I called the attention of 
the House to the fact that the total amount of appropriations for 
the municipal expenses of this District for the fiscal year 1896 was 
only $5,559,263.97, and that the amount carried in the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1897, as zepo to this House and this House, is only 
$5,225,365.97. Now, of these expenditures, by force of the act of 
1878, one-half comes out of the National Treasury, and therefore 
only one-half has to be provided for out of the District revenues. 
That half amounts to $2,612,683, so that of the estimated revenues, 
being $3,225,000, there is a surplus of $612,398 remaining, which 
money, I submit in all fairness and candor, ought to be 1 
to this local p before the deficient national revenues should 
be called upon to contribute one cent for the p k 

Now, thereis no question, I repeat, of opposing the library; and 
I submit that the odium shall not be put upon us for any such 
is ace ar There is no question about giving the use of the 
library fully and freely to allthe citizens of the District of Colum- 
bia; but I do submit that, inasmuch as it is a local benefit, it 
ought to be paid for wholly out of the local revenues. 

Mr. Speaker, I should not think it necessary for me to speak 
further w this matter— ially since the question is the same 
as that which was before the House on the 9th of March, and then 
decided in favor of my present contention—were it not for the fact 
that from that time, when the amendment in question was put 
upon this bill upon the motion of the distinguished gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. Powers], until the present time, numerous 
articles have from time to time appeared in the public press of 
this District containing sneers upon those members of Congress 
who, in obedience to their convictions, had the courage to oppose 
this 3 that the National should be saddled with 
one- of the indefinite cost of this public library. It has been 
55 that it is the new members who oppass this great 

ublic efit, and that after they have lived in Washington a 
ew terms and acquired property here they will be in favor of 
such propositions as this. 

Mr. Speaker, an insinuation of that sort is an insult to the 
American Congress, and I for one resent it; and if it were true 
(which I deny) that by some sort of blandishment, or by induce- 
ments being held out to purchase property here, influences could 
be brought to bear on members of Congress to be more favor- 
able to the plan of originating and supporting local improvements 
at the expense of the National Treasury, then it might be ques- 
tionable whether the law ought not to be changed so as to deny 
to Representatives the A ee to hold pro here. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does the gentleman think 
that would be permissible under the Constitution? 

Mr. PITNEY. I will leave it to my friend the constitutional 
lawyer from New York to raise the constitutional objection. 
[Laughter.] I think it would be absurd, whether constitutional 
or not, and the insinuation thrown out by the prs press is 
absurd also that any member of Congress should be or would be 
influenced in his action here by the ownership of property. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the gentleman think it would be 
qa proper to provide that citizens should not own property in 

e municipality where they reside? Would that disqualify them 
from looking into the interests of the city? Would it not have the 
other ee 

Mr. PITNEY. I do not intend to make any such insinuation. 
I simply refer to the articles that have been printed in the public 
3 of this town. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If the gentleman will permit me- do you 
favor fos, me Congressional Library to the public, free? 

Mr. PI Y. I would not, without further investigation 
commit myself in favor of the plan of opening the Congressional 
Library to the free use of the citizens, without restrictions. Some 
sort of restrictions would have to be imposed upon such a privilege. 
That is not the proposition I am advocating here, but an entirely 
different one. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Has not the cost of that Library been paid 
for entirely by the General Government? 

Mr. PITN EY. Of course. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then, if we should open it, we would 
offer this to the citizens as a free library without it having cost 


them a cent. 
Mr. But would not it be a saving to the Govern- 
ment to do that? 
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Ar. NORTHWAY. I think not. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I wantto say further that I resent 
the insinuation, contained in.the public press, that it is those 
members who come from the less ightened portions of the 
community, if any such are to be found in this broad land, who 
oppose this proposition. Now, any fair argument that may be 
brought to bear upon Congress u any question of this sort will 
not be subject to criticism; but I submit that it is improper and 
indecent to use such arguments as the public press have used in 
undertaking to is Bk into line to support a proposition 
of this sort, for the local benefit, and to have it paid for in part 
out of the public Treasury. 

The question of the repeal of the act of 1878 is not involved here. 
That act provided that, as to all municipal expenditures which were 
then provided for by law, the national Treasury should contribute 
one-half and the District revenues one-half. But that act, in so 
far as it constituted a bargain or arrangement between the Dis- 
trict and the National Government, was limited by its terms and 
es only to the objects which were then upon statute book 

which were at that time regarded as public objects; and it 
necessarily follows that whenever any proposition for a new local 
improvement is brought before us we must consider it as an inde- 
pendent proposition, and make up our minds whether we ought to 
go further Congress has gone in the act of 1878 in the direc- 
tion of saddling the local burdens of the District of Columbia upon 
the public Treasury. 

ow, I am not proposing the repeal of the act of 1878, but there 
is no more doubt than there is that we are here that that act is 
exceedingly favorable to the ple of the District of Columbia, 
and if the issue must be rai d the local press here seem to 
desire to raise it—if the issue must be raised between the interests 
of the District of Columbia and the interests of the rest of the 
country, my humble opinion is that the representatives of the 
people in Congress will stand first for the interests of the whole 


coun [Applause. 
The SP. R. time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I the other side ought now 
to to occupy some of its time. 
. WELLINGTON. Mr. S. , I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Se . GRISWOLD]. 
Mr. GRISWOLD. I do not rise, sir, because I have. any addi- 


tional light to throw upon this subject, but because I feel that the 
people of the United States take special pride, not only in this 
country and its institutions, but in its capital city, and that it 
is not only their wish and desire, but their e e that this city 
be made the exponent of progress; that when they visit this city 
they shall find here the best and most advanced evidences of prog- 
ress; that they shall find streets well lighted, good sewers, water 
of the purest quality, well filtered; that they shall find also ad- 
vanced developmentin the line of education, and the best embodi- 
ments of p in its true import. Now, what more efficient 
means, I would ask you, sir, than education have we to stimu- 
late progress, and what more important adjunct to education 
have we than libraries? But it. has been stated that we have 
already a libr here. That is true; but I insist, sir, that our 

onal Li is more a library of record than a library 
for public use. The design of it is that every publication shall be 
found there; but how long would they or could they be found 
there if they were subject. to being loaned to this man or that 
man? Large numbers of the volumes would e Be and 
the main object of that Congressional Library wo thus be 


In my opinion, sir, an appeal to the country on this question 
would elicit an almost unanimous response in favor of liberal con- 
tributions by Congress toward the mses of this District in 
order to secure its proper development in the directions I have 
indicated. As I was saying, the people of the United States are 
— — picayune in reference to this matter. They believe in a lib- 


and when prs speak of the city of Washington 
they want to be able to speak of it with pride. fore Ido not 
believe that this House is not justified in this bill. The 


objection that the expenditure is unlimited can easily be remedied. 
As a city W: n is to-day certainly far behind many of the 
cities of the country in its public works, and the oo in the 
revenues of the District to which the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mx. Prrnry) has referred, and not only that, but a much larger 
sum, might well be expended for the further one, sate of thi 
capital city, and even.then Washington would be d many 
cities in the United States. I sincerely hope, sir, and for my part 
I urge, that this bill shall receive a favorable vote. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


1 J e 

Mr. T GS. Mr. , I do not take the floor for 
the purpose of en into discussion of this question, but 
solely to say that I shall vote for the motion to „because I 


the House should take that course. I can not see any 
reason why in this case we should depart from the rule which has 
uniformly prevailed of paying one-half of these expenditures out 


of the public Treasury. As I understand, there is no proposition 
to 8 a building for this library, or that it s purchase 
books to put in it, but simply that the employees of the library, 
when it is once established, shall be compensated as other Gov- 
ernment employees are ponies, eee out of the public Treasury. 
At most it can be but a small amount. I believe the library will 
redound greatly to the usefulness of the public-school system in 
this District, that it will be a public benefit in many ways, and 
it certainly seems to me that we should promote rather than re- 
tard so valuable an enterprise. I do not wish to say anythin 
more, Mr. Speaker. I shall vote for the motion myself, and 
trust that the House will adopt it. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, itis always best when the House 
hasa measure under consideration that members should know pre- 
cisely the question that is in issue. There is no occasion for any 
gentleman. on this floor to charge upon those of us who oppose this 
proposition that we are seeking to have the Government sneak out 
of an obligation that it is honorably bound to under the provisions 
of the act of 1878. We stand here, sir, insisting that the provi- 
sions of that act are being violated by the terms of this bi If 
gentlemen on the floor of this House will take the trouble to look 
at the language of the act of 1878 they will learn that when that 
law was enacted it provided merely for the necessary municipal 
expenses of the District of Columbia. If they will goa far- 
ther and look into the debate which covered a long period of time 
sro that session of Congress, they will find thatit was far aot 
stated by the friends of the pro change of system that the peo- 
ple of the United States, represented by its General Governmen 
would never be called upon to pay anything beyond ordinary an 
necessary expenses of the District. 

I have taken occasion to review that discussion as it transpired 
on this floor and at the other end of this Capitol, and from in- 
ning toend the proposition was bitterly opposed on the theory that 
it would lead to just the kind of extravagant expenditures that 
have followed in the train of that legislation. bill was de- 
feated once in this House for fear that the Government would be 
called upon to assume the old debt of the Districtof Columbia, and 
it finally was passed only because of a provision that the Govern- 
ment should merely guarantee interest on the 3.65 bonds. Butwe 
have been told on this floor during this discussion that one-half of 
that entire debt of $20,000,000 has already been shouldered upon 
the Government of the United States, I am inclined to think, 
sir, from a careful reading of the legislation between 1878 and the 
present time, that that result has really been accomplished and 
that the purpose of the gentlemen who urged that measure has 
been fully realized, namely, to make the Government of the United 
States a stalking horse to carry the load that ought to rest upon 
the people of this District. 

Now, sir, we do not stand here to ask any parsimonious action 
on the part of this House. We stand here saying amen to this 
bill to establish a free circulating library, provided that the 
ple who are interested, and who alone are interested, in it 
incur the expense, just as the people of your cities and of my 
cities and of all the cities throughout the country do when they 
undertake to establish libraries for their people. I have alluded 
to the fact that little by little encroachments have been made 
upon the theory of the act of 1878, until, if tlemen will review 
the my pee that has been enacted since that time, it will make 
their hair stand. Twenty millions of debt has been loaded upon 
the Government of the United States in violation of the proposi- 
tion and the theory upon which the act of 1878 was 

Now, sir, during the last discussion of this question when my 
friend from Minois [Mr. CONNOLLY], unacquainted with the way 
in which these things are done here, remarked in his innocent 
manner: If this thing goes on a little longer we shall be con- 
fronted with a proposition for the establi ent of free bath 
houses for the people of this District.” A gentleman upon this 
floor, who is always active and zealous in behalf of such legisla- 
tion, rose and triumphantly replied: “ We already have that.” I 
have taken occasion to look up that legislation, and I have here an 
interesting doeument to which I wish to call the attention of mem- 
bers. In the Fifty-first Congress a bill was passed a 3 
83,000 for the establishment of free bath houses for the benefit o 
the people of this District. Under that bill the expense was put 
upon the revenues of the District. But the ar ent here is that 
any expense that you can properly put upon the revenues of the 
District is chargeable, under the terms of the act of 1878, one-half 
to the United States. So, if the argument amounts to anything 
that expense ought to have been shared by your constituents and 
my constituents at home. 

Now, I hold in my hand a report made by the chairman of the 
District Committee in the Fifty-first Congress upon that bill, from 
which I read: 

FP er th Las Session the Committee on the District of Columbia, submitted 

Te —— nitono on the 4 2 Columbia, to whom 17 — 1 8 

bench on a tomac 
23282 oaa LA the same to the District Com- 
missioners. 
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10 aE 


i ag rage 8 in favor of 2 9 of 8 
lishing bench on Potomac River near the ington 
3 8 to chia: P 

The report further says—and I ask the attention of the House 
to it, because it shows just the kind of legislation that has been 


enacted upon this system— 
e objects and scope of the bill are well set forth in a memorial of citizens 
ot th the District of Columbia, which we attach and make a of this report. 
The committee report this bill to the House with the recommenda- 


tion that it pass. 

The memorial is as follows, and I ask the attention of members 
to this memorial and to the class of citizens who are quoted as 
recommending the appropriation: 

PB in iyo oad 0b e ve 1 e e 
cay its objects. and the p —.— for its enactment as follows 

The reasons that are adduced, and which are recommended by 
the committee of this House as a sufficient warrant for this appro- 
priation of $3,000, are these— 

Every year many persons are drowned in the Potomac— 

That is the first reason— 


some Are — could not swim, others because they stole e get 
oa vor yoo eee s reach, and were consequently Trond hel; 


well, now, if that was a proper munici expense, then at 
home in Vermont whee: I live, in Ohio, or where, where you 
gentlemen live, if aman happens to get eee is running 
away from a public officer to get drowned, you must establish a 
pin beach so that his life may be saved. 


person a ewer should be able to swim so well as to feel 
y at case in deep water. 


aghter. | 
“ue can see what profound: philosoph iy underlies this legisla- 
tion—every person over 5 years of age should be able to swim, 
and to feel at home in doing so. 


Besides the residents of the city there are hundreds 5 
in the Departments who can not leave their duties to go to seashore in the 


Therefore there must be a swimming place provided for them. 
How many people have you gentlemen in your districts who are 
in the same unfortunate condition; but did you ever think of 
going: to the ture to have them ‘relieved by the establishment 
of a place where they could go in swimming?— 
and who would gladl themselves of the I of ment bathin, 
it 9 3 — water. NCS FE as z 

Here is a still further reason given: 

Even home bath tubs can not be had 
that 7280 orating tonic which comes from the 
ing with family and friends to help enjoy it. 

Ma Speaker, the proposition is that these unfortunates have no 
bath tubs at home and that they must have a place for open-water 
bathing where they can take their families and their friends to 
help enjoy it. Do gentlemen on this floor when they are at home, 
when er Be sgo in swimming or they themselves go in swim- 

gun, ee ong with them their families and fri to help en- 
joy the cen of open-water bathing? 

To form a suitable beach for bathing nn ee a point on the Potomac 


River convenient to the Washington public. 
the beach and its surroundings, and 


To maintain order and decorum u 
tions as tend to the free enjoyment of the beach as a 


respectable and well-di persons. 
necessity 9 there is nocurrent to enter the water, 


It is proposed by the bill to lead the ata ies Vahingon ia 
by the still water” so that the ing in to 
with their families and friends to ap them! Zh pm 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. There ought to be some rapa pas- 


Mr. POWERS: My friend here su; that there ought to be 
ee some green pastures; he find that that is duly pro- 
vi or. 


A location was selected beside the Monument Lot. A = strip of the 
bottom and shore was and the soft eny oy mnd which 


all; and they do not offer to any 
relaxation of open-water bath- 


to enforce such re; 
n ace for 


was covered with grateni sand, mak tom; a 
3 rough house was built with two 8 for dressing, and 
li was a lively scene from m till nigh! 


pcs youth to hoary age should have been added— 
until the weather was too cool for comfort. Over 150 boys— 
In this great city of 275,000 inhabitants— 


about 150 boys a da laoreet Sage AI e on this beach, even tho 
—.— — = PRES A nibe ta to 


ouse was not open to them and they had 
Mr. TALBERT. I should like to ask for information whether 
it was recommended also that the Government furnish conven- 
ient bathing suits? 
Mr. POM ERS. Waita minute. 
Mr. Speaker, just think of the terrible embarrassment 
that the boys of Washington are under when the down to the 
Potomac to go in swimming by reason of being 9 tegn into 


the tall weeds to dress, That thing should be remedied, and this 
bill, as will be seen, did it. 


The experiment was a success— 
Says the memorial— 
The was a success, and met with beset pls Lyte et 


large promises o! Tay PAE e he a page sg rmes But now a more roo: 
beach is desirable, in order that the whole public may enjoy it freely . — 
popor restrictions as to clothing and conduct. By consulting with Colonel 

ains, who heartily indorses this move, we have ascertained that the expense 
1 the fill nired according to the present 

lan of ing the flats would e-a beach feet wide from a line 5 fest 

eep under water at low tide, and cover the same with sand and gravel to 
the required depth to maintain its ——— and build suitable dressing 
houses with separate personal. compartments. 


So every boy that goes down there to go in swimming is to have 
a rate compartment in which to dress without being humili- 
like your pl and mine when they go in swimming by being 
obliged to dress in the tall weeds. 
Tomake a beautiful e for 500 feet along the shore, graded from the 
ore of the ball water, coverit with a and provide houses 
to accommodate 100 —.— a time would cost $3,000, and about that 
much would be spent on that shore without the omg 
Mr. Speaker, for the information of the House I incorporate in 
my remarks the whole of that report from which I have read 


Mr. GROUT, from the eae ales the District of Columbia, submitted 
the following: roport on H. R 
The Committee on the District of Columbia, nonin was referred the 


bill (H. R. 7056) establishing a free public bathing on the Potomac River 
near the W. m Lig ay submitted the same to the District Com- 
missioners, and ysay: The 9 are in favor of the enactment 


on the Potomac 


The bill ‘erred to the VT 
of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, wherea favorable report was 
a a o by Col. Peter C. Hains and Col. 
ee gee gt eee bill are well set forth in a memorial of citi- 

ee peip ong eee report. 
committee report back this bill to the House with, the neoommendation. 
that it do pass. 


theaccompanying bill for your consideration the undersigned 

a Washington Bane 8 leave to state concerning 

for 12 enactment as 9 aeey year many 
Potom: 


old should be y beyond swim. so. well as to feel pentectly. at case in 


term, giad): 3 pee ves of the lux of 
fı ent bathing if a bad by ally an nals be open water. Even hamo 
bat i tube can not be had by and they do not P pa to any that invi; 


ch comes from t. niwa 


for pri i pa posos ata NA on the Potomac 
River convenient to the Washington public. 

To maintain order or decorum upon the beach and its surroundings, and 
to enforce such as tend to the free enjoyment.of the beachasa 
bat! place for — — and well persons. 

The first necessity was 8 where there isn current to enter the water. 
A location was selected beside the Monument Lot. A narrow of the 
bottom and shore 8 tho got,. slimy mud. which everywhere pre- 

wus covered wit velly sand, M a nice, clean bottom; l 
ro house was built with twa. compartments for dressing, and this li 
ib Sat ay nning was a lively scene from morning till night, even until the —— 
ee ort. Over 150 boys a day on an average. bathed freely 
n this beach, even though the house was not open to them and they had to 
hide i in the tall weeds to dress. The better class was fully represented, and 
sons of Congressmen enjoyed it as much as any. 

The experiment was a success, and met with universal approbation. and 

promises of membership for the co: season. But now 3 freaky 
poomy beach is desirable, in order that the whole 3 may enj 

nger ee restrictions as to clothing and con eee 
Colone Hains, who emer indorses this move, we “havo asce: 


the expense of fi e sea Wall and roan ome 
to the present plan of the flats. eo ge A a ones — feet wide from 
a line 5 feet deep under water at low tide and cover the same sand and 
vel to the depth to maintain its bcm hei a build suitable 
ressing houses with Spee personal compartments: a beautiful 
beach for the — 5 of the ball 1 


ə. Commissioners 
zion, ‘and the boys. bathed. 


without 
Major Moore furnished . to semen this 
in safety under a restraining e now ask that the said Commission- 
xn te — 2 by Congress to charge of the whole matter for the 
public bene 


This matter should be acted u 17 without delay, because work is now 
being done which might be saved by the beach of construction, and be- 
grading the beach now ‘ont atlowinet earth to settle for a while 
ə sand is leveled over it, a better foundation will be insured and the 
for use the coming season. Let the ca 
space to approach the broad Potomac 
mud, is the prayer of your humble petitioners. 


8 to present a plan and the result of experience to aid the 
Commissionere 


on che peace shaping their instruetious to the 
—— W. X. Stevens, No. 705.G:street northwest, Washington, D. O. 
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Now, then, Mr. S r, this is only one sample of the kind of 


peake 
legislation that has gone through Congress here under the whip 
and spur of a tremendous lobby interest such as is working to 
carry this bill N I want to ask every gentleman on the 


floor how he can go home to his constituents and justify the ex- 
penditure of public money for matters of that kind. anyone 
thinks he can doit he is welcome to the job. Ido not want to 
undertake it. 

Now, as I have already said, such expenses were never contem- 
plated under the act of 1878. I dispute the proposition that there 
is no opportunity to get books out of the pubic libraries in this 
i he Congressional Library has always been open to the 
public. The only restriction that has ever been complained of 
was that when a stranger went there to borrow a book he must 
make a deposit equal to its value in order to insure its return. 
Well, could you establish a library on the principle of a free cir- 
culating library such as you propose in this District on any other 
basis than that? Would every stranger who knocked at the doors 
of the library and asked permission to take a book out be permit- 
ted to get it without any security for its return and with no 
knowledge of who he was? Not at all. Every stranger in any 
city who goes to a public library, a circulating library, is bound 
either to be introduced by some one who knows him or else make 
a money deposit to secure the return of the book borrowed, and 
only in this way can he establish his right to draw books. It is 
an entirely natural and reasonable requirement. 

And not only that, but they tell us that the clerks in the various 
Departments must have a new library. Sir, it is true that every 
Department of the Government has already a ap sia bought by 
Congress, established by Congress, and opened for the exclusive 
benefit of the employees of that special Department. But the regu- 
lations of the De ent have been such that they have been 
closed at 4 o’clock, the moment the clerks are relieved from duty. 
Now, how easy and simple to correct that. All that is necessary 
is to pom a joint resolution requiring them to be kept open an 
hour longer than the term of service of the employees. When 
you do that, do you not meet that demand? Pass a joint resolu- 
tion that the Congressional Library shall be open to the public 
under reasonable restrictions and regulations. you not thereby 
supply the demand for books in this city without establishing this 
entering wedge to what will hereafter become an mditure of 
millions for some gigantic building for the benefit of the people of 
the District? 

Now, sir, I insist that this is not a proper municipal expenditure. 
The act of 1878 enumerates the kind of municipal e ditures 
that are to be provided for. It provides for highways, lights, and 
other current expenditures of the District, such as water, the ex- 
pense of the Commissioners, and such things as that; and that is 
all the kind of e that are mentioned in the law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me a question just 


there? 
| Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. The report of the committee does not set out 
the effect of the amendment at all. Now, if the House recedes 
from the amendment that it adopted to the Senate bill heretofore, 
in accordance with the recommendation of the District Commit- 
tee, will the city of Washington pay any part of the expenses of 
this 3 
| Mr. PO . Yes; one-half, as I understand it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And the Government of the United States the 


half? 
Mr. POWERS. Certainly. F 
5 McMILLIN. How are the employees of the library to be 

id? 
er. POWERS. All of the expenses are to be paid in the same 
way. The object of the amendment is to divide the expense. 

Ar. McoMILLIN. One moment more, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me. Is not the Congressional Library here open to all on cer- 
tain conditions? aS 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly; and if not, it is perfectly easy to fix 
it so it will be. : 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman will l panes me just there, 
the hours during which the Congressional Library is open are 
not convenient for the working people of the District. 

Mr. POWERS. Then change the hours. a 
} Mr.McMILLIN. That is a subject of statutory regulation and 
can be by Congress. 

; Mr. PO . Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman will permit me one moment, 
I would like to ask if the Committee on the District of Columbia 
have submitted, with their favorable report to the House, any 
estimate of the expense they propose to involve the Government 
in for this building and the books? l 

Mr. POWERS. No, sir; the committee has not. They have 
been not only silent as to the size of the job ey report, but have 
added nothing to what they reported on the of March, when 
this question was previously before the House, 


Mr. MoMILLIN. On the subject of the other libraries in the 
y Sa would ask the gentleman to state whether or not, in the 
different Departments of the Government, there are not now free 
circulating libraries for the benefit of the employees? 

Mr. POWERS. 1 have already stated that. There are ample 
library accommodations for all of the employees, and not only 
that, but there are circulating libraries in the city where any per- 
1 paying a small annual compensation, can have access to 

e 4 


Now, the difference in the House, the difference between us, 
on this question arises from what is to be regarded as a proper 
application or construction of the phrase ‘‘municipal expense.” 
Gentlemen say anything is a proper municipal expense that we 
can vote for the District of Columbia. The Fifty-first Congress 
decided that the establishment of a place to goin swimming was a 
proper municipal expenditure. If an association of young gentle- ' 
men here, wanted to establish a tobog slide at the public ex- 
pensa and came to Congress, they could have it done under the 

efinition that is given to the term “municipal expenditure” by 
some gentlemen upon the floor of this House. 

Now, the question of a man’s judgment as to what constitutes 
municipal expenditure depends altogether on the disposition of 
the man or on his opinion, some holding one thing and some 
another. It reminds me to a certain extent of a story I heard of 
an Irishman up in my State who was testifying in a controversy 
whether a certain Mr. A was drunk or not. Twenty witnesses 
had gone on the stand and sworn that A was , but Pat, 
when he was put on the stand, swore him practically sober. They 
wanted to ascertain his method of determining the soberness of 
the man and asked him the question, ‘‘Pat, when do you think a 
man is drunk?” He replied, “I never think a man is drunk as 
long as he can lay on the rauna and hang on to the grass.” 
These gentlemen never think any expense is beyond the proper 
definition of a municipal expense as long as they can get votes 
enough in Congress to rush it through. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainty. 

Mr. ADAMS. What is the custom in the larger cities of the 
Union? Have woy not established libraries at the public expense 
in Boston, Philade RA New York, and other large cities? 

Mr. POWERS. Well, I will say 

Mr. ADAMS. I only ask this to get at what is the common 
practice in large cities. 

Mr. POWE Undoubtedly that is so, and that is just what 
we are trying to have this city do—do it on its own money. The 
very question is a dead giveaway of the argument against this 
proposition, because these other cities have done it at their own 
expense. Let this city do it at its own expense. 


. PITNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 
Mr. PITNEY. In the great cities referred to, where public 


libraries exist, does the property of the United States of America 
contribute any part o 


= the taxation for the support of those 
ibraries? 


Mr. POWERS. Not one cent. 
Mr. GROUT. Are those cities capital cities, and have the 


United States eed to contribute, as they have here? That 
answers the gentleman’s question. s 
Mr. POWERS. That answers it very feebly. 
Mr. GROUT. Very fully. k 
Mr. POWERS. Now, the argument that has been made out- 


side of this House, and that I suppose will be adopted in this 
House, is that the National Government ought to have the benefit 
of this expense, because they say that the District of Columbia 
contributes so largely to the internal-revenue taxes. One of these 
papers, when I had the honor to receive a little attention from it 
a few days ago, stated that the whole State of Vermont did not 
so much in internal-revenue taxes as one-twelfth of what is 
paid by the District of Columbia. Iwas very glad that that propo- 
sition was advanced. Now, what do internal-revenue taxes come 
from? They come from rum and tobacco; and the highest com- 
pliment that that paper could have paid my own State was to call 
attention to the fact that it was a State with an hundred thousand 
more people than this city, and that that whole State pays less 
than one-twelfth as much for the privilege of selling rum as this 
city pays. There is where the fallacy of that argument rests. 
Now, get beyond the matter of national taxation and take up 
local taxation. What is the fact about that? Why, Mr. Speaker, 
there is hardly a town in the State of Vermont but that pays 
nearly double the tax for the support of local institutions and 
local affairs that is paid by the people of this District. What be- 
comes, then, of the argument that, because they sell more rum in 
Washington, because they have more rum shops in Washington 
than they have elsewhere probably on the face of the earth, and 
from that source they pay money into the national Treasury, that 
therefore our pope should be asked to contribute to the mainte- 
nance of a public library here? The people of Vermont are not 
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ambitious to enter into a race with the District of Columbia on 
the amount of rum tax that they shall pay to the General Govern- 
ment. 

There are many more things that, if I had the time, I should be 
pag to review, but the question addresses itself in a practical way 

the members of this House in another aspect. How are we situ- 
ated? The Government of the United States, that is asked to incur 
one-half of this expense, is to-day borrowing money to its ordi- 
nary necessary expenses. Every member on the floor of this House 
has been told, You can have no appropriation for a public build- 
ing in your State; you can have no improvements of rivers and 
harbors; you can have nothing that your people at home want, 
for the simple reason that there is no money in the Treasury with 
which to pay it.” And still the District of Columbia comes up, 
in the face of that statement, and says: Give us our appropria- 
tion for the establishment of a library, for which there is no need, 
and ignore your own constituents at home.” I want to appeal to 

ntlemen who have these local interests at home to tell me how 
foe will answer the demands of their people: ‘‘ Why did you not 
get this for us, and why did you not vote for it?” If you say, 
„The Government is borrowing money to pay its expenses,” they 
will reply, But you went down there and voted for a proposition 
that means an expenditure of millions from the public Treasury 
for the benefit of the people of the District of Columbia, and neg- 
lected your own people at home.” If the members of this House 
can justify that at home, I am willing they should undertake the 
job. For me, I never will attempt it. 

I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. How much time 
have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro nea ir (Mr. Barrett in the chair). The 
gentleman from Vermont has ten minutes remaining. 
Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary 


inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Bascock] controls the time. Does the gentleman from Wis- 
consin yield to the gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. MCRAE. Iassume that I have a aen to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. I desire to ask how this bill gets here, if it has 
been rlari into conference? This is not a conference report. 

Mr. POWERS. If the Chair will allow me, I will state the 
status of the bill, but I do not wish it to come out of my time. 
This is a Senate bill which passed the Senate and was sent to 
the House. The House 155 on an amendment providing that the 
expenses in the bill should be chargeable to the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. McRAE. I understand that. 

Mr. POWERS. The Senate asks for a conference. The House, 
instead of granting the conference, referred the bill back to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and they reported it back 
recommending that the House recede. Now, that may be parlia- 
mentary, but the proper way would haye been to have had a con- 
ference committee appointed, and that conference committee made 
up of the friends of that amendment, and not its enemies. This 
bill comes from this committee now right back into the hands of 
the enemies of this amendment. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then do I understand 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Wis- 
consin yield to the gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Not out of my time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. A parliamentary inquiry is always in order, 
and does not come out of any gentleman’s time. 

Mr. McRAE. I understand that; but the Chair seems to think 
differently. I stated in the beginning that I desired to make a 
ee, inquiry of the Chair. ill the Chair hear my par- 
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The SP R pro tempore. The Chair would state that under 
the ee made, that there should be two hours for debate 
on this bill, with one hour to gentlemen on either side, the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin is entitled to the time. No member has the 
right, as a matter of right, to interrupt another who has the floor 
to interject a parliamentary inquiry. Ifthe gentleman from Wis- 
ete is not proceeding in order, it will be in order to call him to 
order. ; 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not want to interfere with the time of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, but I think the House ought to under- 
stand how it comes here. Why, then, can not the Chair, since the 

uestion is submitted, determine whether it is properly before the 
ouse or not? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Arkansas 
should raise the point of order that the bill was not properly before 
the House, the Chair would be obliged to rule on that question, 
but unless he does so the Chair will not delay the 5 of 
the House by a discussion of how this bill is now before the House. 
The time to have raised that issue was when the bill was taken up, 
and not now. 

Mr. McRAE. But until I can understand the status of the bill 
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int; and that is why I made anA in a 
ings iry. I wanted to ascertain the status of the bill. 

T. RICHARDSON, It is altogether unusual after a bill has 
3 debate for two hours to ask whether itis properly before 
the House. 

Mr. MCRAE. But that is no more unusual than this proceed- 
ing, which gives this measure a status it never had. 

he SP R pro tempore. The House will be in order. The 
gentleman from Wisconsin is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. 5 

Mr. CANNON. . Speaker, I suppose if the House recede it 
passes the bill. That is all I want to say about that point. 

Now, then, as to what constitutes a municipal expense, I do not 
think it necessary to consume much time in discussing. In my 
judgment the establishment of a free library is a legitimate mu- 
nicipal expense. I think it is beyond the domain of controversy. 
In all the States, so far as I know or believe, and some of the 
cities this expenditure has been made and sustained. It is so in 
my own State. In my own town, of 20,000 people, for ten years 
we have had a free library, bought and sustained by the munici- 
jas , and so it is generally throughont the country. So much 

or that. As to the free bath house, that is not before the House 
for discussion. In my judgment, in cities of the size of Washing- 
ton, and larger, it is a proper municipal expense; butif that comes 
before us, haying been entered upon, it is time enough to discuss 
that. As to the public library, the only question is whether it is 
needed, and if it be needed, whether, in the condition of the Dis- 
trict and Federal revenues, the expenditure should be made; but 
the gentleman says the Library of Congress can be used. It can 
not be used properly and practically for the whole population of 
the District. it was, it would not be there for use by Congress, 
or for the purposes for which it was established. 

Now, I helped to defeat at one time a proposition to establish a 
free library in Washington. It came here a year or two ago witha 
proposition that it be housed in a public building about to be com- 

leted—the new post-office building. I did not believe that that 

uilding ought to be diverted to such a purpose. I opposed it and 
the House put its veto upon it, and it was not done. It is pro- 
posed to provide guste for the free library as the other expenses 
of the District of Columbia are meal ext for, payable half and 


I can not make the 


half. I think it is a proper municipal expense, and I believe that 
the bill 2 to pass. Therefore I shall vote for it. I have not 
been swift, let me say, to relieve the District from proper taxa- 
tion. I have stood here and contended, Con, after Congress, 
and pone successfully, to make this District do its share under 
the legislation of 1878. The establishment and maintenance of 
the Zoo, which was sought to be fastened on the Federal Govern- 
ment, in the end was fastened upon the revenues of the District 
and the revenues of the General Government, half and half. 
Now, it may be possible that no library at all should be estab- 
lished. If so, well and l pood; let us lay this bill upon the table 
and there end it. I should regret to see that action taken, because, 
with 200,000 people, the mass of them not clerks in the Depart- 
ments, most of them not capitalists, most of them laboring peo- 
le, I believe in this great capital city they should have the same 
Facilities for a free library that they have in my own city of 20,000, 
and that they have in cities of this size throughout the country; 
but I say in, if it is entered upon and is necessary, as I believe 
it to be, it is fair and proper, in my judgment, that it should be 
paid for as other municipal expenses are pee And let me say to 
gentlemen, with all the social influence that surrounds Washing- 
ton, that if we have heretofore, do now, and shall hereafter keep 
the expenditures to care for the District of Columbia as the act of 
1878 provides, namely, half and half, we will haye done very well 
and will be subject to congratulations among ourselves and also 
receive the approval of the people at large. Let us pitch the fight 
along the right line. It wiil come a little later, when the bill to 
build a memorial bridge is brought up, if you bring it up. That 
is to be built, as the Senate passed it, exclusively out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States. hen it comes, as other measures will 
come, I am quite willing to stand by the act of 1878. 
The SP R pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


iređd. 
Ar. BABCOCK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


hio. 

Mr. HULICK. I supposed I should have more time than the 
gentleman has assigned tome. When this bill was before the 
committee originally I favored entailing upon the District of Co- 
lumbia all the expenditure connected with the establishment of 
this library. The bill went to the Senate, where it was amended 
so that the expenses of the maintenance of the library, including 
salaries of employees, shall be paid equally by the District of 
Columbia and the Unitetl States, and it has come back to us for 
consideration at this time. I shall vote for the bill as it comes 
to us amended, believing that this case should not be made an 
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exception to the general rule of dividing these expenditures evenly 
—— 1 of ear ee an ky a. States public 

jury. are many thi connected with appropriations 
for this city and for the District that I think should be taken out 
of the operation of the rule established by the act of 1878, but Ido 
not believe that we ought to begin with a public library. I pre- 
sume there is not a member upon this floor who is not in favor of 
a public library and of the provisions contained in this bill for its 
maintenance, 

The wary Sposa that is raised in the minds of members is, 
Shall the Government pay one-half or any portion of the expense 
of this library? That question is brought here, and, as I have said, 
I have come to the conclusion that we ought not to take this ob- 
ject out of the operation of the eral rule; but at the same time 

want to say in the hearing of this House that since I have been 
a member of the Committee on the District of Columbia I have 
eg eee ape ecco An saying to the citizens of 
this District that they are themselves responsible for the feeling 
that has been expressed by members of this body against charging 
any part of this proposed expenditure to the General Government. 
They are responsible for that sentiment because of the manner in 
which taxes are levied and collected here in the District of Co- 
lumbia. In regard to the t bill, as I have said, I believe we 
ought to pass it in its amended form. There are representatives 
here from all parts of the country. There are many here in the 
several Departments of the Government from my own county, 
from my own district, from my own State; and the same is true 
of every other district re ted on this floor, and we ought to 
be willing to give these people the benefit of this free circulating 
library, and I believe that the General Government should pay 
one-half the expense of establishing it and keeping it up. 


But, Mr. er, turning now to the question of taxation in 
this District, the act of 1878 was passed upon the th that the 
Government of the United States owned at least one- ofall the 


property ın this city and District, so that in equity the Govern- 
ment ought to pay one-half of the expenses, the citizens of the 
District paying the other half. I do not believe the Government 
owns one-half in value of all 8 the District of Co- 
lumbia. I find from the report of the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the last year that in the city of Washington 
and the District of Columbia the real-estate assessment amounts 
to $188,922,343. To be more specific and exact, I will incorporate 
in my remarks the figures from the report of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia which show the assessed value of tax- 
able real estate and personal property in the District of Columbia 
on July 1, 1895: 


Washington City: 

r Sons cone rentnteeseasecwsuses ies $90, 942, 586 

Taxable on improvements 74, 457,283 

5 8105, 300, 819 

Outside of W. City: 

Taxable on land at 81.50 . 11, 613, 660 

Taxable on improvements at 81.50 5, 502, 500 17,118 100 

Taxable on land at Ii -2-5-0 -255--000 5, 396, 764 

Taxable on improvements at SI 1, 009, 600 a anion 


188, 922, 343 


10, 971, 737 
Now, compare the rere rope returns. In the city of 
Washi m and the District of Colum ia there is reported only a 


little over $10,000,000—$10,971,737 of personal property. On yes- 
terday the question of taxation was up before the committee, and 
some of these local corporations were insisting upon certain ad- 
vantages in legislation use of the taxes that they paid into the 
city treasury, and in the course of inquiry there it was announced 
that the capitalists of this District did not pay taxes upon their 
chattel property; even the gentleman who was addressing the 
committee said that he did not pay a dollar of such taxes upon his 
stock in a certain corporation then under consideration. Further- 
more, a gentleman of this city, a good lawyer, a citizen, a 
man of integrity, a man who knew what he was ing about, on 
another occasion before our committee, said that there were large 
wholesale and retail establishments located here which paid not 
one dollar of personal tax. 

Now, as I have said, it was by comparing the value of the tax- 
able property in this District owned by the United States with the 
taxable ay owned by the citizens that the scheme of having 
each pay half of the local expenditures was carried through, and, 
in view of the figures I have cited, it seems to me that there should 
be a change in the laws of the District in that t; and a re- 
assessment of the property, real, personal, and mixed, belonging 
to the District and to the Government, respectively, so that the 

rates of taxation should be adjusted in principles of equity— 
80 amend the District tax laws that all property shall be justly 


and honestly places: on the tax duplicate; then a ratio can 
be ons i for taxation between the District — the Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. Speaker, only ten millions of personal propert on the tax, 
asia Oe 


duplicate of the District of Columbia? Why, a millions 
would not cover the amount. Let there be reform in this respect, 
and very much of this opposition to the Government paying an 
ee ses of the District will disappear. 

. Speaker, the bonded debt of the District amounts to about 
$18,000,000, drawing high rate of interest. That great debt must 
be paid some time in the future, by somebody. All the contem- 
plated improvements of this great, beautiful city must be pro- 
vided for, and all the property, real and personal,in the District 
should be subject to taxation. As it is now people come into the 
District with their money, stocks, and bonds to escape taxation. 
How long shall this state of affairs exist? 

But as to changing the rule of taxation in the division of taxes 
Ido not think we should begin the change at this point, or upon 
this bill for the establishment of a public library, There can be 
no better appropriation of the funds of the United States than for 
an object of this kind. Such a li will be of incalculable ad- 
vantage to the clerks in the various Departments of the Govern- 
ment, to our families and friends who reside here, and to all the 
citizens of this District, and if you are going to make a change in 
the rule of taxation and of division of I pray you begin 
not now apan this laudable measure. And to my friend from 
Vermont . PowWERS], who advocates his side of the case so 
clearly and so well, I say: I pray you think for a moment before 
you insist ween making this library an exception to the general 
rule which so long oe If you were to express your 
honest sentiments here I believe 2 would say that you are in 
favor of this circulating library. You can not justify yourself for 
voting any other appropriation as eae Aes you can for voting this 
one for the establi: tof afree circulating library for the benefit 
of all the people of this District and of the people of the United 
States whocome here. Therefore, let us tthismeasure. Let 
us have this free circulating library established, but at the same 
time let the opposition which this bill has aroused here, coming 
as it does upon a measure which offers the least reason to excite 
such opposition—let that opposition, let the expression of senti- 
ment here, be an intimation and a warning to the people of this 
District that unless they are willing to be taxed properly and to 
bear their just proportion of the b ns of the local government, 
the matter will be investigated and a new arrangement in the near 
future will be inevitable. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


. POWERS. Does the tleman think that it is an oppor- 
tune time to incur this expenditure when the Government is bor- 
rowin 5 pay its ordinary expenses? 

Mr. HULI Š o. If we were now inaugurating this system, 
as it was inaugurated under the act of 1878, I would reply: In 
view of the pon condition of our I do not favor it.” 
But for this laudable enterprise that will afford so many blessings 
to so many people, notwithstanding the sad condition of the 


8 this bill. 
Mx. GTON. I will ask the gentleman whether there 
is any a 5 ater made by this bill. 

Mr. CK. Not at all. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. There is not one dollar nor one cent a 
posee in the bill, and the gentleman from Vermont very we 

owsthat. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Bnt there is a liability incurred. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Possibly. 

Mr. TRACEY. Well, a liability is substantially the same as an 
appropriation. 

. WELLINGTON. But this bill makes no present appro- 
priation, and that is what the gentleman is talking about; and 
the question is, whether there is going to be any considerable ap- 
propriation at any time. 

. HULICK. Well, in reply to that suggestion, I will say to 
the gentleman that the bill itself, in section 5, provides— 

That said library shall bo located in some convenient place in the city of 

ashington, to be designated by the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia upon the recommendation of the trustees of said library: Provided, 
That in any municipal building to be hereafter erected in said District suit- 
able provision shall be made for said library and reading room sufficient to 
accommodate not less than 100,000 volumes. 

That would seem to indicate that there is to be an appropria- 
tion made hereafter. 

Mr. POWERS. One more question. This library must cost 
something. Now, if gon are going to have no money to establish 
it, what is the 0 ing an act for that purpose? 

Mr. HULIC I have no doubt there will be an appropriation; 
and I favor any reasonable appropriation for the establishment of 
this library, whether the expenditure be for the construction of 
a building or for the maintenance of the library after the building 
is constructed. 


1896. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gent! 


eman, as a member of the com- 
mittee, kindly advise us as to the amount of the liability which 
will probably be assumed by the passage of this bill? the 
committee made any estimate of the 8 cost of constructing 
the building and supplying it with a hundred thousand volumes? 
Mr. HULICK. 8 tever. The committee dthe 
great importance of this measure, and they thought that the pro- 
iety of the establishment of this library would not be questioned 
by my friend from Missouri [Mr. ee ret Ss ane friend from 
ermont [Mr. POWERS], or by any other gen here. I trust 
these gentlemen will show that they 
are satisfied with the measure. The only question ted here 
is, whether the Government of the United States pay a part 
of this expense or whether the District shall pay the whole. 
Mr. DOCKERY. And in determining that question, as the 
gentleman must see, it is material we should know what the ex- 


pense is going to be. 3 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Acting for the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. Bancock] who controls the time in behalf of the pending 
motion, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
Grout}. 

Mr. Rout. Mr. Speaker, let us for a moment see what is 
the question before us, and how it comes here. The Senate passed 
a bill providing for a free circulating library in this District and 
dividing the Waker of this library equally between the District 

v 


and the Geni ernment, this . the Senate 
a proper item of municipal expense. that came up in 
the House for consideration, the House put upon it an amendment 
saddling the whole expense 4 the District. When the bill 
went back to the Senate, that y nonconcurred in the amend- 
ment; a committee of conference was had; and now by the unani- 
mous action of that committee of conference the House is asked 
to recede from its amendment and accept the bill as it originally 
came from the Senate. : 

Mr. McMILLIN. Allow me to correct the tleman. I be- 
lieve this bill has never been in conference. e have taken in 
this case the extraordinary course of sending the bill back to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia after the Senate had asked 
for a conference. 

Mr. GROUT. I was mistaken in saying that the bill went to a 
conference committee. When returned from the Senate, it went 


that when the vote is 


to the District Committee; and that committee decided that it | 1 


we shall insist Sa that amendment or recede from it. The ques- 
tion really involved is whether the House will carry i 
faith the act of 1878—whether 


Congress, without solicitation from the District, said that in the 
government of the District from that time forth the expenses of 
F ˙—ü.ä o pa A 

1 ining to munici i 0 ivided equally 
3 General Government and the District. The question 
is now, that obligation having been assumed by whether 


Congress, 
we shall keep faith. As I have said, the undertaking on the part | th 


of Congress was gratuitous; it was the solemn declaration of the 
legislative authority; the District had no voice init. This is what 
Congress said they would do with the District, treating it simply 
as a child, because the people of the District have no voice in the 
Government any more than a child has a voice in the family 

vernment, except to appeal to the father, as the people of the 

istrict have the right to appeal to Congress. The question, I re- 
peat, is whether we shall keep faith or whether we shall, by the 
amendment putting the whole expense of this library on the Dis- 
ar sneak away from this provision of law adopted in the act of 

Now, let usexamine fora moment and see why that arrangement 
adopted in 1878 was made. This city was laid out not by 3 
tors, not by the . inhabiting the District, but by the eral 
Government. I ask gentlemen to fasten their minds on that fact. 
The capital having m located here by the General Govern- 
ment, commissioners were appointed; and after procuring some 
land which was a forest they arranged that the whole extentof the 
city should be 6,111 acres, and they donated to the United States 
Government, for public streets and parks, 3, 066 acres. There were 
to be granted to the General Government in building lots, to be 
sold by it, the money to go into the public Treasury, 10,136 lots, 
making 982 acres, and an equal number of lots went to the original 
proprietors. That was the trade which was made with the own- 
ers of the land. And then the United States bought for . 
buildings and parks 548 acres. This is the division which was 
made; the General Government took two-thirds of the land at that 
time and laid out a city to suit itself—not to suit any ordinary 
people, but in a way to make a magnificent capital of a great 
nation, and with this magnificence constantly in view laid out this 
city so that the sidewalks along the streets to-day are wider than 
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the iage ways in many of the great cities of the country. You 
will find the carriage way in many a street in New Tork tity not 
so wide as the sidewalks of this city. This city was thus laid out 
on a scale so magnificent and-extravagantthat no mere municipal- 
ity could ever half take care of it unassisted by the Government. 
They did, however, provide a municipal government for the 
city and left it to local management, and up to 1878, and when the 
act was passed which divided the expenditures equally between 
the General Government and the people in the District of Colam- 
bia, the town was a mud hole, an absolute mud hole. The condi- 
tion was . but creditable to the“ American people whose 
capital it was, and the condition was constantly growing w: 
sad in pabor booome 80 eee aes the people = the sie 
tes, thro ir representatives in Congress, said somethi 
should be done; and they finally said. We will divide the expense 
for the maintenance of the city, because no municipality can take 
charge of a city laid out on a scale so extravagant as this and pay 
all the itself.” They said, Per d ought this to be 
done as the people of the District had nothing to do with laying it 
out; it was wholly the work of Congress. Besides the United States 
Government owns over one-half the taxable property of the Dis- 
trict and ought for that reason to pay one-half of the Bf 
Now, if this provision of the act of 1878 is not right, if it should 
be changed, then bring in a bill and change it in direct and manly 
fashion, but do not seek to make the change in this indirect 
manner. 


It is, Mr. Speaker, a principle of law with which all lawyers are 
familiar that you can not a written contract by an attack 
upon it collaterally. It must stand until by direct proceedings 
you change it, no matter how inequitable it may be. But I deny 
that this relation between the District and General Government 


diture. Six 


e read from the report of the committee and during a lar t 
undertook to ridicule it, it was perfectly pe phage 


titled to have a safe pub 
ion in the 3 interest of the public, but for the advance- 
morals 


and mon of the public is it not a legitimate and proper subject of 
r. POWERS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GROUT. If you will make it very brief. 

Mr. POWERS. Do you regard the establishment of public 
bathing houses as a proper subject of municipal expenditure? 

Mr. GROUT. I do, most emphatically. 

Mr. POWERS. Then youthink the Government ought toshare 
in that nse? 

Mr. GROUT. Ido. They are sharing in it now. That was 
done six years ago. The gentleman is six years behind in his 
argument on the bathing beach, and he is more than six years be- 
hind on the question of this public library. 

Mr. PO . NWVillthe gentleman pause in his argument long 
enough to read the bill which I holdin my hand, which came from 
his committee and which puts the whole of this expense on the 
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Mr. GROUT. We . aie to-day, let me say to the gentle- 
man, for the support of that bathing beach one-half from the 
public y and one-half from the revenues of the District. 

Mr. POWERS. If it is a proper subject of municipal expendi- 
ture, why did not you put one-half on the Government when you 
a eka the bill? 

. GROUT. I do not know in what form the bill went 
through the House, nor do I know what bill the gentleman has. I 
have not seen it and can not stop to look at it. 

Mr. POWERS. I am, surprised that the gentleman does not 
understand the bills that he reported himself from his own com- 


mittee. 

Mr. GROUT. Ido understand them, sir; the trouble is with 
the 5 understanding. Now, if the gentleman will allow 
me, I will proceed with my ar; ent, 

My colleague says that the Congressional Library is opened to 
the public. I say it is not, and to show who is right I will read a 
see cid just received from Librarian Spofford, in the following 
words: 

No books can be drawn out except by Representatives or Senators, or their 
secretaries, and about 50 individuals and executive officers, The Library is 
not open after dark, and is not provided with gas or electric light. 

This shows that the Congressional Library is wholly inaccessi- 
ble except to such as visit it in the daytime and examine the books 
in the library room. No books are taken out by depositing value 
or by any persons except as above stated oo Spofford; and, as 
suggested by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Nortuway], if it 
were made a circulating library, which is impracticable, then the 
people of the District would be provided a library wholly at the 
expense of the United States instead of one-half, as proposed by 
this bill, and how could the gentleman stand that? 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. BABCOCK. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland pe WELLINGTON]. 

Mr. WE GTON. Mr. Speaker, I should not again trouble 
the House on this subject were it not for some expressions used 
by gt nung from Vermont [Mr. Powers]. The gentleman 
from Vermont says that there is a job in this bill because in his 
answer to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] he 
said that the of the job was not apparent; that it had not 
been stated. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Vermont that there is no 
job in this bill. I make that statement in the first place. Itisa 

roper bill, brought here by the Committee on the District of 
Colambas: and I believe the members of that committee are as 
much entitled to credit for honesty as any of the members of this 
House. I want to say to the gentleman from Vermont that when 
he made that charge he very well knew there was no jobin this 
bill. Gentlemen, you should divest this subject of all this sort of 
talk. Treat it fairly and squarely. What is this proposition? 

In the first place, gentlemen admit that itisa ener thing to 
establish a free library in the District of Columbia. That is ad- 
mitted by these very gentlemen. Now, further, if it is proper to 
establish a free library in the District of Columbia, then who 
should pay for it? We go a step further, and these gentlemen 
admit that it is proper for the municipal authorities to pay the 
current expenses of suchalibrary. Further, then, if it is proper 
for amunicipality to do that, then it is proper for this muncipality 
to doit. And how are the expenses of the municipality of Wash- 
— irg City met? Are they met entirely by the people of the Dis- 

et? No; they are met share and share alike by the Govern- 
ment of the United States and the District of Columbia. And 
upon this principle this library should be founded. I ask gentle- 
men to be fair about it. There is the whole thing in a nutshell. 
If it is 1 to establish this library, it should be established 
upon the same principle that other public expenses are met. 

at is nothing more than fair and just. 

Gentlemen talk about millions of dollars to be expended on this 
project. In this bill there is not one dollar pledged by this Gov- 
ernment. It must come before the Committee on Appropriations 
before one dollar can be expended. When they speak of millions 
of dollars, do they not know that the bill itself recites the fact 
and the report recites the fact that the books are here to found it, 
that the books will be given us by the people of the District? Do- 
nations to the extent of $9,000 are already nek dee to it, and many 
more will come in the future. Who can tell whether the Govern- 
ment will ever be called upon to give any extraordinary sum? 
This bill does not pledge the erection of a building for the use of 
the library. It merely pledges the establishment of the library, 
and pledges the paying of those who shall be there to conduct that 

That is all there is in this bill. I ask the members in 


library. 
this Hous to be fair about this matter and not to put it upon a 
false 8 

Mr. POWERS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 


Mi an [Mr. MILNES]. 
Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, as one of the members of the Com- 
District of Columbia, I am opposed 


mittee on the to the House 


receding from the very proper amendment which, in my ju 
ment, was made to this bill. I am in favor of the city of Was — 
ington having a free public library, but I am in favor of the citi- 
zens of Washington paying for the use of that library, just the 
same as my own 2 every other city in the United States 
does. We are told, Mr. Speaker, that it is a question of keeping 
faith under the law of 1878. There never was a thing in that law 
that contemplated the building of a public library, half of the ex- 

mse of which should be borne by the Government of the United 
States. Itis not a necessary, legitimate municipal expense, nor 
is it so treated by cities generally in the United States of America. 
If you will look at the appendix to the report made by this com- 
mittee, you will find there the different cities and how the libra- 
ries are supported; and in scarcely any case are they supported 
exclusively by regular taxes, but they are treated as special matters 
and supported by extraordinary or special taxes. It seems to me 
the committee have admitted this fact themselves when this bill 
was under consideration, and the gentleman who drew this bill 
must have so considered it, for they say— 

That the expenses of the maintenance of said li 

8 shall be treated among the current m 
said District. 


If it was considered as a proper, legitimate municipal expense, it 
ee have been necessary to specify that it should be so 

ated. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it would not be burdensome for the citizens 
of Washington to pay for this public library. It has been shown 
upon this floor to-day that there is scarcely a dollar in taxes levied 
against the personal property of the SRA of Washington, In my 
judgment there is personal property to the amount of $150,000,000 
that escapes assessment and taxation in this city. If they want 
to support this library, if they want to build a public 14 
building, let us assess this personal property as we do in our own 
1 pay for the library and its support out of the taxes so 
raised. 

12 grout: If property escapes taxation here it is our fault, 
is it not’ 

Mr. MILNES. Yes; it is our fault. 

Mr. GROUT. And the fault of nobody else? 

Mr. MILNES. Yes; it is our fault,andit isashame, too. But 
I say that there is $150,000,000 of personal property in the city of 
Washington that is not assessed and that does not pay asingle cent 
of taxes, and that in all the other great cities of the country, in 
my State and your State, that property is assessed, and they could 
very well assess this property and support a public library. 

. BABCOCK. not the gentleman remember that the 
board of assessors of the District reported that over $10,000,000 
was assessed for taxation here? That is somewhat different from 
not a dollar. 

Mr. MILNES. But the gentleman will remember that that 
included railroads, franchises, and everything else. The chair- 
man of the committee will remember that the question has been 
asked when in the committee a dozen times, and we have been 
told every time that mal property was not assessed at all in 
the District of Columbia. There is not a city in the United States 
of the magnitude or anything near the size of the city of Wash- 
ington that does not pay from two to three times as much taxes 
as the citizens of Washin do; and therefore I say they should 
be called upon to pay these extraordinary expenses. Let them 
have leave to tax themselves on their personal property and pay 
for the 8 

Mr. PO . I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY]. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. . Speaker, the act of 1878 has been fre- 

uently invoked during this discussion as an argument yay we 
should pass this bill without the amendment that was offe: by 
the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powrrs]. It is argued that 
under that act Congress entered into partnership with the Dis- 
trict whereby it a to pay one-half of the municipal expenses. 
Concede that. hat are municipal expenses? They consist of 
debts incurred under the authority of the charter of that munici- 
pality. At the time that the act of 1878 was passed the expense of 
a free public library was not a municipal expense, because the 
powers of the District had no power to establish a public library. 

Now, I do not deny that a free prone library is a proper subject 
for municipal apenes; if the conditions be ripe, any more than a 

iano in a man’s house is the proper part of the furnishing of that 

ouse, provided he is able to buy it and pay for it. I do not deny 
that an elegant carriage for the farmer or mechanic to ride from 
his home to church on a Sunday morning is a proper and econom- 
ical expenditure, if the man can afford it; but if he can not afford 
it, itis an unwise and extravagant expenditure. 

Now, under that act of 1878 Congress did not agree to pay one- 
half of all the bills that the District might make, of all bills of 
every character. Gentlemen who will refer to the act, as I have 
done, will find that after the estimates for expenditures are made 
up by the District Commissioners annually they must be laid be- 


„including salaries of 
cipal expenses of the 
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fore the Secretary of the Treasury. He scrutinizes them and 
strikes out whatever he thinks ought not to be there. Then he 
submits that to Congress. Then Congress, by its proper commit- 
tees, scrutinizes all these estimates; and in that very act reserves 
the power to refuse any estimate that it does not approve of that 
is returned by the District Commissioners. So that, even in the 
matter of paving, in the matter of water, and in the matter of 
lights, Congress expressly reserves to itself in that act the right to 
refuse, and retains the right to finally pass upon the propriety of 
every expenditure they are authorized to make. y 

Now, sir, the population of the city of Washington is made up 
of three classes of people. Much the larger class are those who 
are employees of the Government, paid by the Government. 
Second, those who are here engaged in business making money 
out of the employees of the Government, Third, those birds of 
passage who, with accumulated fortunes, can afford to do as the 
wild goose does, choose their own location and have a pleasant 
season and a pleasant time and the enjoymentof life. [Laughter.] 
These three classes make up the population of this District. The 
first two classes live on do that come out of the Treasury of 
the United States; the latter class lives upon its accumulated for- 
tunes. Now, sir, within the three years, all over the United 
States, in town, in city, in village, and in country, the wages of 
every man that works for wages has been cutin two. The man 
at whose fireside plenty sat three years ago has 2 for a 
companion now. there been any change in the receipts of 
the employees of the Government 

The SP The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. POWERS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Syeaker, I am opposed to the pending motion 
made in the name of the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
recede from the amendment of the House to the Senate library bill. 
First, be cause I believe the amendment to be a just and proper one; 
and second, because of the extraordinary method adopted to get rid 
of it. Weadopted theamendment after considerable discussion in 
t iris House. Under the leadership of the able gentleman from Ver- 
mont the House agreed to the amendment. Deliberately and cau- 
tiously the House has said that while it wants a free library for the 

le of this District, it will insist that the appropriation here, 
which is to be the basis for the establishment of it, shall be taken 
from the revenues of the District and not from the people at large. 

The Senate mildly sug; that they do not agree to the amend- 
ment, and ask for a conference. This bill was referred to a com- 
mittee whose judgment upon this question has been repudiated by 
this House; and yet without any effort on its port and without any 
suggestion on the part of the House that it desired to recede, the 
committee comes back and recommends it and in some unaccount- 
able way the bill gets before the House. Ido not understand how 
under the rules it became privileged, but it is here,and we are 
told that it is now too late to preventits consideration. The ques- 
tion, then, is whether you will deny the request made by the 
Senate for a conference, and thereby say to that body that we will 
not confer, and at the same time defy the expressed and known 
wish of the House, which has deliberately said to this committee 
we want this bill in the shape we returned it to the Senate. 

It is a righteous amendment, one that ought to be adopted; and 
I want to say to the gentlemen who are pressing these unreasonable 
appropriations for libraries, private colleges, and charitable 
institutions in the District of Columbia, to be paid for in part by 
the people in the States, if you do not stop in your mad career in 
this direction you will wake up some fine morning to find that 
the partnership which you sup exists between this District 
and the Government of the United States is dissolved. The peo- 
ple of the country will not stand this character of appropriations 
unless the people of the District pay for them. The ori con- 
tract was unjust to the United States at large, and yet it did not 
contemplate any items of expense like these. If you intend to com- 
pel the people of the entire country to contribute to the payment of 
one- of the expense of every good public or private enterprise 
that the good people in this District may suggest, they will rise up 
and condemn it and put an end to it, as they ought todo. I be- 
lieve we ought to draw the line upon the pending proposition and 
let the District understand that they can have a library when 


they will pay for it. 
e SP. . The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska . HAINER]. 

Mr. ER of Nebraska. It affords me peculiar pleasure, 
Mr. Speaker, to speak a word in advocacy of this bill. The House 
well understands my unalterable opposition to the expenditure of 

ublie money for any private purpose. Iam, however, and alwa; 
ve been a friend of education—in favor of its extension to the 
masses of eka ine possible well-considered manner. 

Mr. POW. . Would the ieee be in favor of extending 
education to the extent of establishing coll , one-half the ex- 
pense of which should be paid by the ral Government? 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I am in favor of founding and 
maintaining a great national university, which shall be public 


and open to all the people. [Applause.] I have always stood in 
favor of that principle. I am not in favor of appropriating a sin- 
gle dollar of public money to private purposes, but, being in favor 
of education, I know from personal experience aad from reason- 
ing that you can not expend money in any way which would be 
more effective in advancing the cause of real education than by 
establishing a free reading library open to all the people of a com- 
munity. e reco; t principle in our States, in our coun- 
ties, in our cities, in our vil , and we gauge the civilization 
of a community by taking note of the manner in which it diffuses 
and distributes education among its people. That baing the am 
I can see no reason why gentlemen should hesitate and wıthhol 
their support from this righteous measure. Ithas been suggested 
that there are classes in this city who do not need this extension 
of our public school system. That may be, Mr. Speaker; but the 
great masses do need it. It can do no possible harm. It will do 
much good. I see in the galleries to-day, and when gentlemen go 
out on the streets they see everywhere, men and women and boys 
and girls who need it, and who are entitled to be carefully pro- 
vided for in any educational measure that we may frame. 

This is a wise measure. Vote for it. Vote for these public in- 
stitutions which extend the agns of a liberal education through- 
out the length and breadth of this land. By so doing you wisely 
use public money for the highest of public purposes and remove 
the last vestige of excuse, too often here offered by the friends of pri- 
vate institutions, who for private gain seek to take money out of 
the public Treasury. 

ucation is in every civilized country recognized as peculiarly 
a fit matter of public control, guidance, and care. 

As gon foster and diffuse it you raise the standard of citizenship. 

If it is a matter of public concern it is exceedingly ungenerous, 
to say the least, to avoid our due share of the expense. 

Concede, as we must, that this is a proper matter of municipal 
e diture, it is our duty to meet it. 

is is our capital city. It should in all its appointments a 
typify our nation, its progress and its intelligence. This shoul 
be a center of culture, where the lowliest may have access to the 
best of books and Washington be the pride of our people and the 
5 city of the land. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Guosvaxon}. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ver- 
mont pr PoweERrs] spent the greater part of his time in endeav- 
oring to show that a bill which was passed here about six years 
ago was not a proper measure. He made a windmill out of the 
bathing-beach bill and ridiculed the idea of public cleanliness. . 
That law is 6 years old, and the gentleman from Vermont has 
apparently just found it out. In my judgment the opposition to 
a public free circulating library in a great national capital like 
this places the opponent more than six fae behind the great pro- 
cession of intelligence and wisdom and progress. What had the 
question of the bathing-beach bill to do with the question we have 
here? Sup that legislation was wrong, which it was not, how 
does that affect this matter? I would vote to enlarge the capaci 
of that bathing beach, and if the gentleman from Vermont wi 
leave the suburban, the Arcadian, the remote locality from which 
he comes and travel over the civilized world he will learn that it 
isa 2 of the duty of every considerable municipal corporation 
to afford bathing facilities for its peek. The gentleman talks 
about that legislation here as though it were a monstrous thing. 
Go to the cities of Europe—you need not go to Euro go to the 
cities of our own country, and you will find everywhere that one 
of the most striking developments of the civilization of this time 
is furnishing to the masses of the people, under the protection of 
ae regulation, facilities for bathing. 

The t question to be decided here is whether this public 
library is a proper subject of municipal expenditure. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan tells the House that itis not. Why, sir, 
he ought to know, and he certainly does know, that the magniti- 
cent State which he in part so ably represents stands upon soil 
covered and dedicated by the t Ordinance of 1787, which de- 
clared in language that has since been a beacon light to all the 
world that religion, morality, and education are essential to the 
prosperity of a State.” And from that day to this in those five 
magnificent States that doctrine, organic and fundamental as it 
was, has been carried into operation in all the statutes and all the 
ordinances of those States and their cities. His own city of De- 
troit expended last year $52,000, every dollar of which was drawn 
directly or indirectly from municipal taxation, to maintain and 
carry on a free publiclibrary. Part of the money came, of course, 
from the fines which otherwise would have gone into the public 
treasury. And so it is from one end of our country to the other. 
The progress of a State, the intelligence of a people, are marked 
by these magnificent milestones, public libraries for the people 
of the country. [Applause.] Show me a State that has none of 
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eee ee 5 I will show you a — whose farms 
are a oned 0 on or whose people are so 
far in the wilderness that $ afama a bas not reached them. 
This question of education, with libraries as an adjunct of educa- 
tion, is the test, the touchstone 8 
Now, here we are in the city of idiingtetn; thé aegtia’ ol this 
magnificent nation of ours—a nation that undertakes to set the 
pace for the civilization of the world, that undertakes to lead in 
all that is becoming a state. We have here a city beautiful in 
comparison with any other city on earth—a city that is the pride 
and of every American citizen. No citizen of this country 
abroad and travels beneath the folds of the of other na- 
Spe without feeling instinctively his national pride aroused by 
the recollection of his own flag and his own capital city of Wash- 
And, sir, when was any American citizen ever criticised 
for having voted to carry on works of art, works of education, 
works for the development of civilization in this city of Wash- 


? 

e ought to have here a model city, a city that would bea 
model in municipal nt, a model in the matter of munic- 
ipal expenditure, a model in the matter of her laws, her ordi- 
nances, her administration—a model city that every American 
could justly and wisely vo proud of. Sir, you may bring a man 
here from Montana (and they have public libraries there): you 
may bring a man from the Dakotas (and they have public libra- 
ries there); you may ponga foreigner here any of the civ- 
ilized cities of the Old World (and they have public libraries 
there). Suppose, when we have con: 
the great cities of the country and the world, the American, proud 
of his birth and his country, is cross-examined by a citizen of the 
Old World and asked, t have you done for the masses of 


in the matter of education? Where are your public | Be 


people 
Libraries’ Must that citizen say in reply, Nowhere; the great 
National Government en at the capital city has no 
library for the masses of her ple.” Is a city of 300,000, a 
growing city, the pride of the mblic, to be dealt with upon 
old wooden mold-board ition that an expenditure of 
this character is not a proper su ag of municipal government? 
If I did not know better, I should be inclined to follow back upon 
oh gee eg . e Loney a sentiments as that, 
and should expect to using Dillingworth spelling 
book in his schools and the wooden mold-board por in his fields. 

It is said we havea public library here. Sir, I hold in my hand 
the rules of the ional Library. In the brief time I have 
I can not stop to them; but I say to the House—and I think 

gentleman here knows it—that that Library is in no sense 

apublic library; and if it ever becomes a public lib its t 

purpose will have been abandoned and destroy ou can 

not send the books of that Library out among the masses of the 

people; you can not send out those pamphlets, those maps; you 

can not admit the representatives of 300,000 people of this District 

into this building across here and allow them to carry away the 
books of the Congressional Library. 

The Co: ional Library is art in its construction, unique 
in its organization—unlike a public library in every essential 
sense. It is a Library for the keeping, the preservation, the per- 
fect order and regulation of the books and documents deposited 
there. It can not be made a circulating library for the benefit of 
the masses of the people without destroying its original ey tee 
and bringing it down from the high plane upon which it has been 

to it. 

It has been ted that there is no appropriation in this bill, 
and on the subject of the appropriation one gentleman has ap- 

ed to what, in my judgment, is not quite a high-toned and 
i t—that some of you have not your water- 
ways improved as much as you would like and therefore you 
must not vote for this bill; you have not had your public build- 


construc 
fiers the haamer tell.) Pant 
. BABCOCK. I yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 


tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio will proceed. There 
are three minutes remaining. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is urged that some gentlemen have not 
secured the river and harbor improvements that they desired and 
that the public buildings they were interested in have not been 
constructed. Sir, we look forward with t confidence to the 
dawn of the day when this migh 


enough to appropriate for all incident toa great National 
Government. And because 2 the stress of our t condition 
we have been rightfully economical in our ini ion, yet 


T argument Suas Kopers toa member of Congress 
to fail to put into motion 388 inary steps to the construc- 
tion of this library, which is all that is involved in the pending 


to the members of this House who have 


ion. 
Gentlemen, I æ 
y, and fearlessly acted heretofore, to stand 


‘intelligently, 
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gregated here citizens from | Ba 


Apri 7, 


forth now in behalf of the gl 

ToT ewes in 

FFFFFFVCFVCCCCCC mylar peo GEVE Sha 
which this bill will open to them. 8 

rst er The question is on ing from House 

amendment. 


i derstanding as 
to the status of this motion. This bill was a Senate bill, which 
provided that the expense should be divided between the District 
and the Government generally. The House put on an amend- 
ment providing that the whole expense was ‘ote paid by the Dis- 
trict. This motion, I understand, is that the House shall recede 
from its own action? 

Ar. POWERS Then these — — ore peop 
4 i en those in favor of having these le 
for it will vote “no.” : Py 
The ee wastaken. Before the announcement of the vote, 
Mr. POWERS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 118, nays 127, 
not voting 114; as follows: 


YEAS—113. 
Adams, K Hur! Robinson 
Aldrich, mi. Fletcher. Jenkins Russell Gann, 
Apsley, Foote, J Settle, 
Avery, Foss, 8 Dak. — 
ner, A 
Baker, N.H. Gillet, N. Y. Lefever, SA 
Bartlett, N. Y. Griffin Leisenring, Steele, 
s Griswold, Linton, Stone, C, W. 
Bell, Colo. Grosvenor, Long, Stone, W. A. 
Grout, Low, Sulzer, 
. Grow. 128 Taft. 
Black. N. Y. ——— — = ‘leary, Minn, Tayler, 
i Hartman, , * 
an 
Cannon, Heatwole, Minor, Wis. Van Voor 
Henderson, Newlands, Walker, 
Chick X Henry, Ind. way, Walsh, 
Sone = Hiifhorn” Watson, Inā. 
ò. 
Cooke, Ii. oF crstreet, Weni 
Cooper, Fla. H Payne. Wilber, 
8 Horch. Pickler. Wits, N. L. 
Crowle: Huff, Poole, * 2 
Ourtis, Hulick, i Woomer. 
oe N. TL. 2 = 8 
fe ander, Af 
NAYS—1277. 
Abbott, Shaw, 
Aldrich, Ellett, Va. McCall Mass. Shuford, 
Allen, Utah Elliott, S. C McCall, Tenn. Simpkins, 
Arnold, R. I. Ellis, McClellan, Smith, III. 
Atwood, McCulloch, Snover, 
Bailey. McDearmon, Southard, 
Baker, Kans. Fenton, McEwan, Spalding, 
ott, Sine s Me È 7 
Bartlett, Ga. Graff, S | 
Bell, Tex. Hadley. Meiklejohn, Stewart, 
Black Hart,’ Milnes’ Strong, 
Blue, Hatch, LN. 
Broderick. Hubbard, Moody, 855 
Brown, Jones, Mozley, ‘Talbert, 
Buck, Kem, Neill, Tate, 
Burrell, Kerr, en, Terry, 
Burton, Mo. Kirkpatrick, i 
Burton, O Knox, Owens, ‘Tracey, 
Clardy, Kyle, Parker, Turner, Ga. 
Godding 5 ten, * 
5 n 
Connolly, Leonard, Powers, atson, O 
Culberson, Lewis, Royse, Williams. 
‘ord, Linney, Ru „Ga. Wilen. Idaho 
panes. Livingston, ` —— i W. t, 
Dinsmore, Lockhart, Scranton, Y 
Dockery, Loudenslager, Shafroth, 
NOT VOTING—li. 
Acheson, Clark, Mo. Dingley, Henry, Conn. 
Aitke Clarke, ver, Hermann, 
Allen, Miss. Cobb, Ala. Dovener, Hicks, 
Anderson, Coffin, Downing, Hitt, 
Andrews, Cook, Wis. Draper, Hooker, 
Arnold, Pa. Corliss, Faris, Howard, 
Baker, Md. Cowen, en egg Hate 
Bankhead, ‘Cox, Fowler, Hyde, 
camera Crisp, Gamble, J Ind. 
t, Crowther, Haube gor, 
Belknap, Cramp, * endall, 
—.— — = Harve 
VV 
Brosius, Dayton, Heiner, Pa. Lorimer, 
Bull, Bowie, Hemenway, Lond, 
Calderhead, De Hendrick, Mahany, 
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Mah Morse, Sherman, Tucker, 
Marsh. Moses, Skinner, Va. 
Murphy, — Wadsw. 
Noonan, wick, Walker, Va. 
McKenney, rst Spencer, W. T, 
Meredith, hillips, —.— W. 
Miles, Price, Stewart, N. J. 
Miller, Kans. Quigg, Stokes, Wilson, Ohio 
Miller, W. Va. Ey, Strode, Nebr. Wilson, S 
liken Ray, Sulloway, Woodard. 
Miner, N. X. Ro „La. ‘Tawney, 
Money, Rusk, Treloar, 
So the motion was rejected. 5 s 
The following were announced until further notice: 


Mr. Watson of Indiana with Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. Raney with Mr. COWEN. 
Mr. DRAPER with Mr. TUCKER. 
Mr. ANDREWS with Mr. MILES. 
Mr. CROWTHER with Mr. LAYTON. 
Mr. MILLER of West Virginia with Mr. WOODARD. 
Mr. HemMENWAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 
Mr. TRACEWELL with Mr. HENDRICK. 
Mr. LORMER with Mr. HUTCHESON. 
Mr. Waite with Mr. Harrison, 
Mr, SHERMAN with Mr. Rusk. 
Mr. Tawney with Mr. DOWNING. 
Mr. MoCLORE with Mr. MINER of New York, 
Mr. McCormick with Mr. HALL. 
Mr. GAMBLE with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 
Mr. Morse with Mr. PRICE. 
Mr. Brneuam with Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
Mr. HULICK with Mr. Cox. 
ry 3 a a — 
r. DAYTON wi . ALLEN of Mississip 
Mr. Corliss with Mr. CUMMINGS. 
Mr. DoLurver with Mr. FITZGERALD, 
Mr. Brostvus with Mr. SPENCER. 
Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Crisp. 
The following pair was announced for this vote. 
Mr. Didi with Mr. STALLINGS. s 
generally with the 


Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, I am pai 
tleman from Tennessee, Mr. Cox. am not prepared to say 
ow he would vote on this question. If, however, there be any 
doubt, I will renderit in favor of the pair and withdraw the vote. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I was in the Hall during the 
call of the roll, and desire to have my name entered. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening for his name? 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I had both my ears open. [Laughter.] 
TheSPEAKER. Unless the gentleman answers the question, of 
course the Chair does not see how he can entertain the request. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, I was talking to another 3 
I was listening, but did not hear my name. 
The SP. ER. The rule is intended to prevent that. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Then I would rather lose my vote than vio- 
late the rule. 
The SPEAKER. That is a sound principle. [Laughter.] 
The result of the vote was then announced as above record 
a aa 
motion of Mr. POWERS, a motion to reconsider the vote just 
taken was laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER. The question now before the House is, Will 
the House agree to a further conference? 
Ar. LOWERS. Aix Speaker I liabe n parlianssatary inquiry 
. PO K . Sp „I rise to a parli inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The tleman will state it. k 
Mr. POWERS. This bill now goes to conference. This amend- 
ment to the Senate bill has been put there by the House twice. 
Now, I submit to the Chair that in the appointment of conferees 
the House should have on its conference committee a majority at 
least representing the sentiment of the majority of the House on 
this question. 
seas SPEAKER. The Chair will take that matter into consid- 
eration. 
REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE MINT, 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PERKINS] has 
a matter of public business, for the consideration of which he asks 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. S 

t consideration of House concurrent resolution No. 30. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring there 
be printed Boo dee copies of the — — 5 ee the Mint 
eS eS 
the use of the Director of the Mint. tear * 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the concurrent resolution? 

There was no objection. 
The concurrent resolution was agreed to, 


, I ask unanimous consent for the 


Mr.PERKINS. Mr. 


Speaker, I move to reconsider the last vote, 

and I move to lay that motion on the table. 
The SP’ . The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PERKINS] 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the concurrent resolution 
was agreed to, and moves to lay the latter motion on thetable. In 


the absence of objection, it will be so ordered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I object to the unanimous consent 
asked by the gentleman from Iowa. The gentleman moved to re- 
consider and then to lay that motion on the table, and the Chair 
announced that in the absence of objection the latter motion would 
be agreed to. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to remind the gentleman from Iowa— 
and I am sure he did not intend to take any advantage of me—that 
I specially said to him that when this resolution was reported I 
should have something to say about the report of the Director of 
the Mint, and I understood the gentleman from Iowa to 
that I should have fair notice. Am I mistaken about that? 

Mr. PERKINS, The gentleman spoke to me one day — 
up in the elevator and said that when that resolution was call 
up he F tosay something about it. The gentleman wasin 
the Hall of the House when this report was presented. He offered 
no observations, and I presumed that possibly he had reconsidered 
his intention. He had ample opportunity. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was not immediately in the Hall of the House 
until the resolution had been reported and adopted. I said tothe 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHARDSON] who represents the 
minority on that Committee on Public Printing, that I desired 
to say something about it, and I hope the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Perknys] will permit the motion to reconsider to remain 


pending. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman will excuse me, the observa- 
tion was casually made, as I have remarked. The gentleman did 
not intimate to me whether he was in favor of or in opposition to 
the resolution. I had no notice that he desired to oppose the 
resolution, 

Mr. BAILEY. There are some misstatements made by the Di- 
rector of the Mint to which I think attention should be called, 
There is an effort at elaborate argument 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, is this debate in order? 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to know if the gentleman from Iowa 
will withdraw the motion to table, and permit the motion to recon- 
e 3 n ge aig eee scis his Nigiri to 

it up is esire to say something about report of the 
Director of the Mint. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will 
allow me to make a statement, inasmuch as the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BAILEY] has referred tome. He did mention the mat- 
ter to me and stated that he desired to be present when the reso- 
lution was considered. He also told me, as I remember, that he 
intended to make some comments upon the report. Idid not know 
that my friend the chairman of the committee [Mr. PERKINS] 
was going to report the resolution, and I did not notice at the time 
that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
I say that ret in justice to myself. 

r. BAILEY. Iwas so sure that both of the gentlemen 

Mr: PERKINS. If the gentleman will permit me, I have no 


y] was not in his seat. 


i ition whatever to cut off the gentleman. I am perfectly 
willing to to his suggestion, and he can make his observa- 
tions, and we will pass the resolution. 


The SPEAKER, The motion which is now pending before the 
House isnot a debatable motion unless a reconsideration actual} 
takes place, in which case the debate can be had; but by issn g 
mous consent the action of the House can be considered as rescinded, 
and then the aes can debate the matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I willsay to the gentleman that there are some 
other matters that have been arranged to come up, and I hope the 
time will not be taken now for that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ihave no disposition to interfere with any order 
of proceedings which has been agreed upon or which it is desired 
shall now take place. I have not even ther of the Director 
of the Mint here, and I had no thought, with the assurance of m. 
friend from Iowa [Mr. PERKINS] and the assurance of my frien 
from Tennessee . RICHARDSON], but that I should be given at 
least some little notice. I desire expressly to acquit my friend 
from Iowa— 

_ Mr. PERKINS. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to be placed 
in any false tion here. There was no assurance given. 

Mr. B Y. Then I put my word against his that he did tell 
me that I should have notice. 

Mr.PERKINS. ‘This observation was made: That he desired to 
make some observations on this resolution when it was submitted. 

Mr. BAILEY. And did not the gentleman tell me that I should 
have notice? 

Mr. PERKINS. No, si 


„Sir. 
You did, and I will put my word against yours 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Iask unanimous consent that the motion 
to lay on the table and also a motion to reconsider stand over. 
Mr. B Y. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw any request that 
ue I shall find some future occasion to say what I desire 
say. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw my request. 

The SPEAKER. Then, without objection, the motion torecon- 
sider will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of the commit- 
tees. The call rests with the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of 
the Oi Ce 6644 grantin, to Gen. John M. Tha: 

ill (H. R. ) g a pension n. Jo yer, 
United States Volunteers; = 
A bill (H. R. 1141) mE a pension to Miss Mary E. Hull, de- 
dent sister of John A. Hull, deceased, late of Company F, 
ifty-first Regiment of Ilinois Volunteer Infantry,in the late war 
of <a rebellion, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month; 

A bill (H. R. 4053) mapas chapter 148 of the Supplement of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; and - 

A bill (H. R. 5083) granting an increase of pension to A. H. Mc- 


ws. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and a joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requ > 

A bill (S. 888) to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate 
the Sta Railway Company,” approved March 2, 1892; 

A bill (S. 1816) granting a pension to Eliza Craig Heckman, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Charles A. Heckman; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 112) donating a condemned cannon and 
=e oa to the Guilford Battle Ground Company, near Greens- 

ro, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 250) for the relief of W. H. L. Pepperell; and 

A bill (S. 972) to provide for the continuance in office of customs 
officers and assistant treasurers until successors shall have been 
appointed and qualified. 

e message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 5672) to grant railroad companies in the Indian 
Territory additional powers to secure depot grounds; and 

A bill (H. R. 5363) authorizing the construction of a fog 1 755 
on the north pier of the entrance to Menominee Harbor, Wis- 

r : 

METRIC SYSTEM. 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the 
committee to call up the bill (H. R. 7251) to fix the standard of 
weights and measures by the adoption of the metric system of 
weights and measures. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the lst day of July, 1898, all the 

ents of the Government of the United States, in transaction of all 
business requiring the use of weight and measurement, except in completin: 
the survey of the public lands, employ and use only the weights an 
measures of the metric system. 

Sec. 2. That from and after the lst day of January, 1901, the metrie system 
of weights and measures shall be the only legal system of weights and meas- 
ures in the United States. 

Sn. 3. t the metric m of bap oo and measures herein referred to 
is that in which the ultimate standard of mass or weight is the international 
kilogram of the International Bureau of Weights and Measures, established 
in accordance with the convention of May 20, 1875, and the ultimate standard 
of length is the international meter of the same bureau, the national proto- 

of which are kilogram numbered 20 and meter numbered 27, preserved 
in archives of the office of standard weights and measures. 

SEO. 4. That the tables in the schedules annexed to the bill authorizing the 
use of the metric system of weights and measures passed July 28, 1866, shall 
be the tables of equivalents which may be lawfully used for computing, de- 
termining, and expressing the customary weights aud measures in weights 
and measures of the metric system. 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, the pending bill 
comes from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures 
with its unanimous indorsement. It is submitted as a substitute 
for the bill H. R. 2758, introduced by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. HURLEY]. It differs from that in no essential ic- 
ular except in its mode of statement and in the time at which it 
shall go into operation. The purpose of the bill is simply to com- 
plete the work which was commenced in 1866. 

By a provision of the Constitution, Congress is vested with the 
power to fix the standard of weights and measures. That was 
never done, and no oe attempt has been made to do it 
except by the act of 1866. It is true that Washington in his first 
message to the First Con; called attention to the obligation 
resting upon them to perform that duty, and fix the standard of 


weights and measures. The injunction was repeated in subse- 
quent 18 Jefferson submitted to Congress two proposed 
systems for their consideration, one decimal and another nonde- 
cimal, Madison reiterated the recommendation of Washington, 
and sought to impress upon Congress the necessity of performin 
that duty; but at that time the whole question of weights an 
measures throughout the world was in a state of uncertainty and 
confusion. France was striving to establish an international sys- 
tem. England was seeking, if possible, tomake her system uni- 
versal, and the whole world was in asort of chaotic condition, so 
far as any agreement upon that subject was concerned. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, without a standard by which the weights 
of even the coins that came from our mints could be determined, 
sent to England and obtained an old troy pound, and Congress 
recognized this troy pound of Great Britain as the standard for 
use in the mints. 

Beyond that, no action was taken until 1866 expressly recogniz- 
ing any weight or any measure as standard. Itis true that the 
Secretary of the Treasury, forced to adopt some system for de- 
termining the tax to be collected on imports, and to administer 
the impost system of the eens had to establish or to recogni 
some weights and measures. He therefore adopted the old Eng- 
lish bushel—the Winchester bushel—and the old English gallon, 
The avoirdupois pound he derived from the old troy pound. The 

ard was drawn Sen the Troughton scale, obtained by Albert Gal- 

atinatabout the time heobtained thetroy pound. Congressrecog- 
nized these weights and measures to the extent of authorizing the 
distribution of standards thereof to the various States. These 
standards were then established and recognized simply by the 
Tr e Beyond that nothing was done, and no 
ee effort was made to do anything until 1866, when a 
unanimous report from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures recommended that the metric system be established and 
recognized as legal and permissive psp, dati the country. The 
metric system in the meantime had gone rough the experimental 
stage, and had been recogni and adopted by most of the na- 
tions of Europe, by most of the nations of the Western Hemisphere, 
Le eva of the nations of Asia, and by some of the nations of ica. 
at committee, by a unanimous recommendation, asked that the 
system be made permissive in this country. The House, by a 
unanimous vote, adopted the same view as their action. That ac- 
tion, however, did not make the system obligatory, but simply 
8 it as a legal system permissive by anybody who desired 
to use i 

In the elaborate report presented by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, the Hon. John A. , recommending the passage of 
that bill, the committee say: 

They do not doubt thatas» uent Congress will be prepared to go farther, 
and enable the Republic to rather than to follow the action of other 
comme: and intelligent nations in the complete establishment of this 
most urgently demanded reform. It is an obligation which we owe not onl. 
to our present convenience, but also to posterity, to whose benefit all so 
reforms invariably tend. 

Later in their report they indicate the method by which they 
assume a subsequent Congress will act, and they say: 

The interest of trade among a pore e oe asours to receive and adopt a 
useful novelty will soon acquaint practical men with its convenience. en 
this is attained, a period, it is hoped, not distant, a further act of Con 
can fix the date for its exclusive adoption as a legal system. At an earlier 
period it may be safely introduced in 


s all public offices and for Government 
service. 

Exactly according to the plan and the programme recommended 
by that committee, this bill is drawn. at such action has not 
been taken before is perhaps a little remarkable. Itis true that 
the Coinage Committee, under the leadership of Alexander H. 
Stephens, 3 two elaborate reports in subsequent years, 
recommending substantially this action, but during those years 
we were engaged, in common with other nations of the world, in 
establishing the International Bureau of Weightsand Measuresand 
perfecting, or rather perpetuating, the system. Tothe convention 
which established that bureau the name of the American minister 
stands first among the signatures. That bureau has been kept up 
by the contributions of this country and of the other countries 
from that time to this, and for years it was engaged in the careful 
investigation of the exact accuracy of the stan and in fur- 
nishing prototype copies to all the countries who were members 
of that bureau. Our copy came to us in 1890. About that period, 
by the authority of Congress, the President of the United States 
was authorized to call the international American conference, and 
one of the purposes for which that conference was invited was to 
consider the propriety of establishing a uniform system of weights 
and measures. at conference met in 1890, and by its unanimous 
action recommended to this nation to do what I believe every other 
nation taking part in the conference has or had done, namely, to 
adopt this international metric system. The present bill, then, 
proposestodothat. It pro simply, as I have said, todo what 
the other American Republics and all the leading nations of the 
world, except Great Britain and Russia, have already done, 

It proposes to establish this system, first for the operations of 


1896. 
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the Government, and then, at the commencement of the new cen- 
tury, to recognize it as the legal system throughout the * 
It proposes to enforce its observance upon no one except the offi- 
cers of the Government. It proposes to do that in accordance 
with the recommendation of those officers themselves. Begimning 
with Secretary of State Blaine, who transmitted the findi an 
the recommendation of the international conference, and who 
ve to the system his emphatic indorsement, the Secretaries of the 
easury and other Cabinet officers have recommended its adop- 
tion. In the last upon the motion of Mr. Wilson, then 
the chairman of the ittee on Ways and Means, and now 
ter-General, a resolution was adopted requesting that the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the Director of the Mint, and the Super- 
intendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, who is, ex officio, 
superintendent of weights and measures, should investigate the 
propriety of the general and compulsory adoption of this system 
and report to Congress. By some clerical error that resolution 
did not reach those gentlemen. At the beginning of this Con- 
gress, or eny n this session, the committee having under consid- 
eration this bill transmitted to those gentlemen a copy of that 
resolution which had been passed unanimously by the House of 
Representatives, and requested them, in accordance with its terms, 
to communicate to the committee their opinion as to the poe 
of the measure. They complied with the request, and I have here 
the „first of the Secre! of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle, and 
the Director of the Mint, Mr. ton, saying: 


system has been adopted nearly all the Euro- 
pon onnies and their colonies makes its e the United States 
©. 

The third member of the commission, appointed or sought to be 
appointed under the authority of the last Congress, General Duf- 
field, the Chief of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, transmits his 
opinion in terms even more emphatic than the opinion of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. Itis as follows: 


Iam decidedly in favor of the adoption by the United States Government 
of the metric system, and trust that favorable action may be taken by the 


present Co 

The ad van of a decimal system are so many and obvious, and are so 
well known and universally recognized by scientific men and others, that no 
argument on the subject seems necessary. 
* 


* * * $ * 2 
The change once made, would soon commend itself to all, as the inconven- 
ience arising from it would be of short duration and its advantage would 
soon become manifest. 
* * * . * > * 
I may add that the metric m has been used almost exclusively in the 


both by 
itious than the present for 
r a fair trial the opposition 


e 55 may be 
following: France, Germany, Austria- — lgium, Spa: 
Portugal. Daly Norway, Sweden, Switzerland, Servia, Roumania, Mexico, 
Peru, Venezuela, and mtine Republic. 

In Great Britain, Japan, and the United States the system is legalized, but 
its use is not compulsory. 

Russia and Denmark stand alone in not ha 
these countries are contributors to the Interna’ 


No time seems more p: 
83 by . — and, as said before, af 


taken any action, but even 
Bureau of Weights and 


In many of the bureaus of the Government this system is now 
in operation. In the Coast and Geodetic Survey it has for years 
been practically the exclusive system. In other bureaus it is 
used to a large extent. In the Post-Office Departmentit is within 
the power of the Postmaster-General, even under existing law, to 
have every letter weighed by the metric system,and whenever a 
pound of mail matter, or an ounce of mail matter, is placed in 
the office for transportation to any foreign country, even to Great 
Britain, which has not the metric system, even to Russia, which 
has not the metric system, that mail matter is weighed by the 
metric system and its transportation settled by it. 

The committee, thinking that the Post-Office De ent was 
brought into close and constant communication with the people, 
and to a certain extent with the transactions of commerce, sought 
ue opinion of the Postmaster-General in relation to the pending 


Mr. Wilson, the Postmaster-General, writes: 


As the metric x erga now prevails in most of the leading nations of the 
world, I believe that the accession of the United States and Great Britain to 
the system is all that is needed to put it into general opara; and that such 
ration would greatly facilitate the commercial and financial intercourse 
different countries, and give to each of these two countries a simplifica- 
tion of the present system of coi „weights, and measures. 

I see no reason to doubt that the metric system, gradually introduced, 
would operate successfully and advantageously in this Department. 


The Secretary of Agriculture, who is brought close to large 
classes of people, who represents the farming interests throughout 
the nation, and who in recent years, since the efforts to extend the 
markets for the farm products of our nation, has been brought in 


contact with the systems of other countries, writes more emphat- 
ically than either of the other gentlemen, indorsing this measure 
and calling attention to the fact that in the publications of the 
Department relative to the extension of the market for American - 
agricultural products he is obli to print, and does pas upon 
the back of every one of the bulletins an explanation of the metric 
system: 


This almost cosmopolitan use of a m of weights and measures totally 
different from that employed in the United States naturally places American 
merchants in S in foreign trade at a great disadvantage. Notonly are 
American co ffer- 


nfusing to the foreign merchant, owing to the 
ent denominations used, and 5 — thus impeded, but the fact that fore 
ists are made in terms equally unfamiliar to our merchants is said to rest 
in tions, and often in fraud. 

In order to make the statistical publications of foreign countries fully in- 
3 to our people it is necessary to convert the terms of the metric sys- 
tem into our own weights and measures. This en a vast amount of work 
which would be wholly avoided were the metric system in use in this coun- 
try. The obstacles which have to be overcome this segara have been 
brought to my attention by the work done in the section of foreign markets 
of Deparment, an office which I created for the especial p 


certaining the demands of foreign countries for American ponen The 
work of thi on, which consists chiefly in the handling of foreign statis- 


tics, would be immeasurably less dificult were our own weights and measures 
uniformity to those of other countries. 
che advantages of the metric 


In view of these difficulties, and recogni the 
system, I have directed that upon each of the bulletins issued by the section 
of foreign markets there be printed a diagram illustrative of this system, 


together with the proper equivalents. 
s * * * * * * 
Iam heartily in favor of the proposed legislation, and trust that it may be 


It was i proper that the opinion of the Secretary of the 
Interior should be invited, more especially with reference to the 
application of this system to the Land Department. Responding 
to the communication of the committee, the Secretary of the In- 
terior says: : 
F I to question the advisability of ing th 
system at all, Er tics eas thas st Senia involve the atelicion of A D in 
weights and measures which is interwoven into all the commercial 
actions of the country. 


Note the reason given. The Secretary of the Interior, who has 
no connection with commerce, bases his objection to the adoption 
of the system upon the theory that it would interfere with the 
commercial transactions of the country. Along with that com- 
munication, however, the Secretary of the Interior transmits the 
opinion of the Commissioner of the Land Office, of an entirely 
different character. I will read just a line or two from it: 


co 5 — froma ETS SEA and nondecimal system of =e = ree ip 
© and ecimal a D + 
Sond Keep tn te rot TENE of progress with the att 


the Uni States woul with the other 
civilized nations of the earth, most of which have y adopted and util- 


ized this reformed system. 


The Secretary of the Interior objects to this system on account 
of its effects upon the commercial interests of the country; yet 
the 3 the Treasury who knows more of those interests 
and is brought more closely in contact with them, says that it is 
a beatae and pro measure. The Secretary of Agriculture, 
who has lately been dealing with the commercial interests of large 
classes of our people, says that this measure is absolutely neces- 
sary in order to pomote and protect those commercial interests. 
The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department, 
dealing largely with those questions that relate to foreign com- 
merce, writes a letter in most emphatic terms approving the 
change, as follows: 

Iam ripe É in favor of introducing the general use of the metric system 
of weights and measures in the comme: returns of the United States. 
Not only would it greatly simplify calculations of weights and quantities, 
but it would also render comparison with foreign returns a matter of no dif- 
ficulty. All continental Europe uses this system in their trade publications, 
and anyone who has had occasion to use them will realize what an improve- 
ment the metric system is upon the system used in the publications of the 
United States. Isee no objection to its introduction, and I see many advan- 


The Chief of the Bureau of American Republics, who is spe- 
cially charged with the extension of the commercial interests of 
this country upon the Western Continent, writes at length u 
this subject; and if there is time I will ask the Clerk to read what 


he says. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The failure of the United States Government to adopt the metric system 
is one of the most inexplicable instances of false conservatism in the history 
of the country. In face of the fact that almost every civilized government 
has seen the necessity of a common system of weights and measures to facili- 
tate the interchange of commodities, the ple of the United States have 
persisted in retaining their old and cumbrous system, which might have 
served those who believed in nonintercourse with the outside world, but 
which stands as a barrier to that freedom of exchange to which the world is 
now tending. We send consular representatives to every quarter of the 
globe for the express purpose of making possible an extension of our foreign 
commerce, and then busy ourselves in an attempt to make such foreign com- 
merce im: ble. and retain asystem of weights and measures which adds to 
Fon Satie ifticulties and makes us mere barbarians to the more progressive 
nations. 


> * = * * * * 

In the publications of the Bureau. and ially in the regular monthly 
bulletins, it is found necessary to translate into three languages the equiva- 
lent expressions of measures of commodities and space, and even then we 
fail to give expression to terms which are fully understood in all parts of the 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. To this may be added the testi- 
mony of Chief Engineer Melville, of the Navy Department, whose 
profession has given him opportunities for personal observation 

in various parts of the world. He says: i 
There is no doubt that the adoption of the metric system would Corr 


American manufacturers in every line. We are woefally 
ies in trade abroad, 


and I have been 
oreign port. 


trad * nothing of 
the metric system, while those of England and Germany print their price 
lists with dimensions, etc., ig seen in both in columnas, 
although England has not yet formally adopted system. 


The testimony of such witnesses ought to receive very serious 
and thoughtful attention. As corroborating them, I desire for a 
moment to call attention to some statistics as to the foreign com- 
merce of this country with metric-using and nomnetric-using 
nations. I holdin my hand a tabular statement p by the 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury ent, 
giving the commerce (imports and exports) of the United States 
with the several nations with which we trade. I will not under- 
take to detain the House by reading these statistics item by item; 
but let me call attention to the footings of the metric-nsing, the 
nonmetric-using, and the permissive nations, as they are termed, 
the latter embracing practically Great Britain and Japan. 


It will thus be seen that our trade with the metric-using nations 
amounted last year to more than $621,000,000, more than one-half 
of the entire commerce of the United States; that with the non- 
metric using nations the amount was 827,000,000 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand the gentleman, all the com- 
mercial countries of the world except Russia, Great Britain, and 
the United States are using the metric system. 
Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. All the countries of the world of 


is peculiarly situated; 
i her 


ded 
oE ni pesokla life; yet, as a matter of legislation, she has not 
the system but is likely to do so wi the year. 
A ISLEY. This bill proposes that the Government of 
the United States adopt the metric system in the transaction of 
F 
Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DINGLEY. And that it be made lawful for the whole 


country 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. That it shall be the legal standard 
throughout the country on the ist of January, 1901, the beginning 
of the new century. t is the proposition of the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And this system, now proposed to be adopted, 
is practically the application of the decimal system, which now 

lies toone voinee to our weights and measures as well? 

r. CHARLES W. STONE. It is a decimal of weights 
since the early of the country, in reference to our coinage. 
This is a proposition to apply the decimal system to length, capac- 
ity, and weight. That decimal system is an international system, 
being used in common by all the nations, which have combined 
together to the standards at a point near Paris, a place the 
neutrality of which is guaranteed by all the nations who are par- 
ties to the agreement, and from which poas prototype standards 
are sent out to all of the nations using that system. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman be kind enough to inform 
the House—for that is a practical point; there is no doubt of the 
value of the decimal system—but will he be kind enough to inform 
the House with reference to what is claimed to be the confusion 

te the metric sievas that t be learned by 
ak 8 may no’ a 
inside of a half hour? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Nothing whatever. 

Page 3 How is it with a man who has already learned 

e other 

Mr. C LES W. STONE. No difficulty at all. 

If you will allow me I will complete the tabular statement about 
which I was talking, and then I will recur to the question of the 


gentleman from Maine later on. 
» Completing this tabular statement as to the commerce of these 
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. | lon here and a different gallon in Great Britain. 


In other words, is there any- | Ourown 
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countries, it is only fair to say that five hundred and ninety-one 
millions of our commerce are with the permissive using nations; 
that is to say, largely with Great Britain and three or four other 
smaller nations, which use this system or not as the e may 
see But the commerce with Great Britain, w forms 
the of the $591,000,000, mark you, is, much of it, to be con- 
verted into other denominations. e have not, for instance, the 
same bushel or the same gallon. Our commerce is largely in sell- 
ing to Great Britain our wheat, and that is measured in this coun- 
try by. one bushel, and by another in Great Britain. It is largel 
in selling to Great Britain our oil; which is measured by one gal- 
We have, in 
other words, in use in this country what is known as the old Win- 
chester bushel and the old English gallon, which Great Britain 
discarded some thirty or forty years ago, and adopted other meas- 
ures and ones, 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will my colleague state the difference in actual 
ca p between the two measures? 

5 W. STONE. cano 

The Winchester bushel, used in the United States, contains 
2150.42 cubic inches, while the imperial bushel of Great Britain 
contains 2318.192 cubic inches. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What products have we in which we use the 
Panchen bushel in our commerce with Great Britain exclu- 
sively? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. The Winchester bushel is the only 
bushel recognized in the United States. It is the bushel of the 
United States. Of course, we have, as gentlemen would find if 
they take the trouble to read the report, different bushels in differ- 


ent States of the Union, a bushel which varies in different States in 


capacity. 

Mr HOPKINS. But will that make any difference as far as 
the shipments of wheat are concerned? In other words, are we 
not shipping wheat from this country by the poun 

Mr. W. STONE. That is true. But we are using 
eee eee — — — Winches- 

mshel, estimating num of pounds necessary to 
make a bushel of that capacity. Ontheother hand, Great Britain 


uses a — — measure. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But Great Britain buys by the pound instead 
of by the bushel. ‘ 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Yes; but a certain number of 
pounds are required to make a bushel, and if the capacity of 
the English bushel is greater than ours, of course it would con- 
tain a ter number of pounds. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will my colleague allow another interruption? 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Certainly. Just permit me to 
say first, to conclude what I started to say, that the bushel varies 
in size in the different States, and as applied to different com- 
modities. There are more pounds in the British bushel, I will 
state to the gentleman from Illinois as a general fact, than there 
= in the American bushel; necessarily, as there is greater capa- 
city. 

Mr. BROSIUS. As I understand it, we suffer a disadvantage 
by reason of that fact? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Undoubtedly a disadvantage, not 
only in the confusion arising from commercial transactions in 
measures that vary, but in the additional work required to trans- 
late or convert from the terms of one to the other. That the 
American people are not smart enough, however, to see that they 
get an equivalent for what they send abroad I have not under- 
taken to assert by any manner of means, but they are not smart 
enough to relieve themselves of the labor of converting from the 
one system to the other. N 

Now,as to the ease with which this system could be adopted, in 
response to the gentleman from Maine, we have simply the asser- 
tion of those people—those nations—which have . made the 
change. We can only determine it by the testimony of those 
nations that have tried the actual experiment of accomplishin; 
the change among themselves. The United States is represented, 
and has been for many years, in the International Bureau of Weights 
and Measures by that eminent scientist, Prof. B. A. Gould, of Cam- 
bridge. In a recent letter bearing upon this very question, he says: 

May Ladd that I have personally been a witness of the ease with which the 
change has been introduced in most E countries, as well as in various 
of the South American Republics, and that the ease with which the people 
have accepted the new ts has been in every case a source of surp z 


country seems to be as well — — resent as it 
88S A re. 5 


The British House of Commons about a year ago appointed a 
select committee to in the propriety or advisability of the 
adoption of this system Britain, or, moreaccurately speak- 


pre pce considered 
ee months and presented a very full report upon the 
subject. 


That ee e a th 
oceedings, carried their in 
Geri you may say. They call 


a thoroughness characteristic of British 
tion throughout the entire 
witnesses from some of the 


nations of E , and at least one witness from the United 
States. The ed many of the most eminent citizens of the 
Kingdom o 


Great Britain. They investigated with 5 
thoroughness and special care, and that committee, with only one 
dissenting vote, reported in favor of the compulsory adoption of 
this system by Great Britain—a great deal more compulsion than 
there is in this bill. 

In their investigation they were careful to ascertain the ease or 
difficulty with which the transition could be made. On that point 
the committee report— 
proved to the satisfaction of your commit- 


it was appreciated by 
old unit or to return to the old system was made. 

That is the conclusion of the committee of the British House 
of Commons, after a most careful and exhaustive investigation 
of that question. I have before me—and you will find them 
quoted in the report of the committee extracts from the testimony 
of several of the witnesses called. Lord Kelvin, formerly Sir 
William Thomson, one of the most eminent scientists of Great 
Britain; Mr. Siemens, the noted engineer; Captain Sankey, the ex- 
tensive manufacturer of machinery; Mr. Wollmer and Mr. Row- 
litt, leading merchants, and Mr. Pilter, of the British Chamber of 
Commerce, all state their observation and knowledge of 
the ease with which the change was made in European countries 
and in part of Africa. Extracts from their testimony I will in- 
sert in the RECORD without ping now to read. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Did and adopt this report? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STO The report has not yet been acted 
upon. Itisnow pending. The matter was presented to Mr. Bal- 
four, re ting the Government, and to one other officer whose 
name I do not now remember. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That government has gone out of power, has it 


not? < 
Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Oh, no! 
you to say Mr. Asquith was at 


Mr. HOPKINS, I understood 
the head of it? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I said the head of the committee 
was Sir Henry Roscoe. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I misunderstood you. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. The chambers of commerce of 
Great Britain, and the trades councils, have taken much interest in 
this matter, and they presented to Mr. Balfour their request that the 
Government cooperate with the committee of the House of Com- 
mons in securing the adoption of this measure. Mr. Balfour 
replied to them in these words; which, with the permission of the 
House, I will read: 


so much more rapid, so much more convenient—what men of science for these 
tod i erccial 


reasons are o 0. I believe omm: firms in of the 
country are beginning to think they must do also. On that t I do not 
think argument is possible. 


Before leaving the 8 of the ease or difficulty with which 
this change is made, let me say that Mr. Siemens, who was in 
tales ar dey the time the change was made, and other witnesses 

roved that in two years, the probationary time allowed there, 

e change had been made with very little trouble or friction, and 
that when the time for compulsion came there was nobody to 
compel. And it was made in this way, apparently: It was an- 
nounced that that would be at a certain time the system. 
The shopkeepers, the storekeepers, of the country anticipated that 
and obtained the standards, the weights, and the measures of the 
new system. They 18 them; they labeled them; they 
attracted the attention of the people to them. What was not un- 
derstood when it was a mere matter of theory was readily under- 
stood when it was presented to the people in concrete form, and 
the people took a pride 5 acquainting themselves with 
the and then going to the shopk and asking for 
commodities in terms of the new system to show that they were 
able to comprehend it; and when the time came they had y 
learned it and they were ready for the so that it was 
really adopted before the time fixed for its adoption. 

Now, here = the 2 o oret any and 3 
very largely, in we have as a permissive system for 
thirty years. The standards of this have been sent to 
every State in the Union. Instruction in it has been accorded in 
the schools of almost e State in the Union, and beyond that 
we have a large element of our population which has come from 


the various metric-using nations of the world, and who have come 


here practically versed in this system and ready to take it up. 

There is no question but that this system may be adopted m the 
United States with greater ease and with less friction than was 
ever done by any other nation that has tried the experiment. The 
testimony before the committee shows that even in Africa, among 
the n and Arabs of Tunis, the change was made without 
trouble and practically with no inconvenience. If I had time I 
would be glad to read the testimony of those witnesses and the 
testimony of men who introduced it in England in their work- 
shops. One man was asked the question. Did you suffer an 
inconvenience?” He said, For a little while.” He was as 
„Well, how long?” He answered. About two days.“ That was 
his estimate of the time which it took his workmen to familiarize 
themselves practically with this system when they had it before 
them and must use it. 

Mr. LAYTON. What was his business? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. He was engaged in bnilding 
engines and boilers. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will my colleague yield to me for a question? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. Was there any testimony taken by the Com- 
maitte on Coinage, Weights, and Measures in respect to this mat- 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. There was testimony before the 
Committee on Coi , Weights, and Measures, consisting of the 
verbal statements of four or five gentlemen, including two mem- 
bers of Con , and letters from Professor Mendenhall, who 
was long the head of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, from various 
officers of the Government, and other gentlemen of eminence 
throughout the country. : . 

Mr. DALZELL. Did anybody appear before the committee 
resisting its adoption? 
ae CHARLES W. STONE. No one appeared to resist its 

option. 

. DALZELL. Is there opposition by any person who has 
ap before the committee on this question? 

. CHARLES W. STONE. Not that I know of. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. What did the gentleman say about the 
testimony of Professor Mendenhall? 

Mr. LES W. STONE. The gentleman will find the testi- 
mony of Professor Mendenhall ly indorsing this reform in 
= hearings which are printed and ayailable to anyone desiring 

em. 

Mr. DALZELL. Was not this matter taken up following the 
action of the last Congress—the Fifty-third Congress? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. The matter was not investigated 
in the Fifty-third Congress except to request the Secretary of the 

, the Chief of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, and the Di- 
rector of the Mint to communicate to the House their opinion as 
to the propriety of the adoption of the system, which they have 
done. The House passed such a resolution. 

Mr. DALZELL. Is it not a fact that, as a matter of proposed 
3 this has been public for a long series of years? 

. CHARLES W.STONE. It has been a matter of proposed 
legislation at various times for twenty years. It was ding be- 
fore the Fifty-second Congress, and the action of the Fifty-third 
Congress I have already stated. In that Congress an exclusively 
metric system of electrical measurement was enacted, and is en- 
tirely satisfactory. Professor Mendenhall, then Superintendent 
of the Coast Survey, appeared before the committee in the Fifty- 
second Congress, and made an exhaustive and able statement in 
favor of the adoption of this measure. His more recent letter 
a found in the hearings had in this Congress, as I have 
sta 
I desire to say to the gentleman that while 
I am in favor of the measure, I understand that there was one 
who was opposed to the adoption of this bill, and that was the 
Secre of the Interior. 4 

Mr. C LES W. STONE. I stand corrected. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior, whose opinion I have read, states that he 
doubts the propriety of it in view of its ible effect on our com- 
mercial relations. In our commercial relations, as I have re- 
marked, the measures of our products have to be translated into 
the denominations of every other nation with whom we trade, 
even including Great Britain in great part. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. What States have adopted it? 

Mr, CHARLES W. STONE. The nations that have adopted it 
are stated in the testimony of General Duffield, as follows: Among 
the nations that have made the metric system compulsory are 
France, Germany, Austria-Hungary, Belgium, Spain, Portugal, 
Italy, Norway and Sweden, Switzerland, Servia, Roumania, 
Mexico, Brazil, Peru, Venezuela, and the Argentine Republic.” 
There are some others not included in this list. 

Now, Mr. Speke, I just want to say one word before I leave 
that topic. IL have stated that Great Britain is likely to alppi this 
system; that a committee of the House of Commons has indorsed 
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it. There is a public sentiment there that demands it. There 


was presented among other testimony to that committee, as evi- 
denced by the co ar reports from eighteen or twenty leading 
commercial points, the fact that British commerce was being 
prejudiced and was losing its position because they had not the 
metric system which Germany and France and other competitors 

ese consular reports are pre in the testimony taken 
before that committee, and they demonstrate beyond adven- 
ture or chance of dispute that the commerce of Great Britain is 
suffering, seriously suffering, by reason of their adhering to their 
cumbersome and complicated system of weights and measures. 
The commerce of the United States certainly is affected by the 
same influences and suffering for the same reason. Now, then, 
the far-reaching effects of anything which tends to diminish 
British commerce and manufactures is fully comprehended in 
England by all classes, and representatives of the trades unions 
of Great Britain, representing a million and a quarter of laboring 
people of various trades, came before the committee of the House 
of Commons with a resolution unanimously adopted in favor of 
the adoption of the metric system, and were asked for their 
opinion of the bearing of this system upon their interests, and 
what induced them to trouble about a change in weights and 
measures. Their representative replied, and I ask your attention 
to that reply as evincing a clear and intelligent comprehension of 
this question, and of the interests of the laboring classes as in- 
volved therein. Their representative replied as follows: 

Their chief inducement was the belief that it would be better for their 
children to be taught what was simplest and t much of the time now 
devoted to weights and measures might be used for some more profit- 
able—and that as ratepayers they would get better value for their money. 
J7CCCCCCTTCCCTC yee A 

45 0 8. m w s e 
5 and 80 ao Th workmen. ‘One can not be affected without 
the other in a greater or less degree.“ 

The workingmen of Great Britain appreciate the fact that the 
adoption of this system is necessary to retain trade, and hence to 
retain their own employment. Our own workingmen must appre- 
ciate the same conditions resting upon them. Theworkingmen are 
intelligent enough to know that their money is being wasted in 
the schools in teaching their children a complicated system which 
involves so much extra labor. The testimony before the English 
committee establishes the fact, and the committee state it in their 
report, that in the common schools at least a year’s time is wasted 
in teaching the complicated system of weights and measures which 
we now have. That fact is 3 the testimony before 
your committee of such men as President Mendenhall, of the Wor- 
cester Polytechnic Institute; of President Sharpless, of Haverford 
College; of the secretary of the board of education of the State of 
Massachusetts, and of various other gentlemen capable of judging 
and of speaking intelligently upon that question. You have, then. 
the problem of an entire year in the school life of every child 
wasted in teaching the old system, and there are 15,000,000 of 
children in your schools 

Mr.HOPKINS. Thegentleman says that Professor Mendenhall 
and others made the statement which he has just repeated as to 
the time that is wasted in teaching the present system. Is not 
the primary object of our schools to discipline the mind, and do 
not children get the discipline by studying the old system as well 


as by studying the new? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. That is an old question, Mr. 
Speaker. You may get the discipline by studying the relations 
between 12 and 54 and 7,43,, indicating denominations of length, 
or between 24—20 and 12 in terms of troy weight, but you ma get 
the same discipline and a store of useful information as well by 
applyin our time to a better and simpler system. a 

> HOPKINS. But is it not absurd for any man familiar with 
educational standards to say that the time is absolutely lost when 
the child is studyin 8 that requires mental effort? 

Mr. CHARLES W. TONE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I may put 
against the authority of the intelligent gentleman from Ilinois— 
eminent, undoubtedly, in his vocation—the opinions of the eminent 
men connected with every department of education in Great Brit- 
ain, who are indorsed by the committee in their statements, the 
testimony of the men in this country that I have mentioned, the 
testimony of Mr. Corthell, the great engineer, and many others, 
educators and practical men, who have given study to this subject, 
and all Sonona n the opinion that it is a waste of time to seek 
the training of a child by a course of study which is practically use- 
less, because, even if you do secure the intellectual training in 
that way, you can secure the same or better intellectual trainin 
by other methods, and at the same time acquire stores of usef 
knowledge. : 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman’s argument would abolish the 
study of Latin and G I do not suppose there are four mem- 
bers of this House, although they may be college uates, who 
can read Demosthenes, or even Cicero, in the original, and yet 
those gentlemen received great benefit from the study of Latin and 
Greek when they were in their student days. According to your 


argument, it is absurd to teach those languages or to pursue the 
study of them, because they are of on real practical benefit in the 
ordinary course of life. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is 
trenching upon the long-disputed question as to whether time may 
be more profitably spent in the study of Latin and Greek, or in the 
study of the practical modern languages, French and German. 
But, sir, there is a practical use for Latin and Greek illustrated 
in this very matter. The shades of meaning, the definitions, the 
derivations, the very foundations of our language rest upon 
Latin and Greek, and the prefixes that are given to the terms 
. in this metric system, derived from Latin and Greek, 
and universal as the world, indicate the meanings with a degree 
of accuracy and oe certainly not only remarkable but ve 
advantageous. knowledge of the Latin and of the Greek is 
useful in connection with the very matter we are discussing, and 
such knowledge is undoubtedly essential to a correct and careful 
ss in of the shades of meaning in our language. 

. HOP: S. Do not misunderstand me. I am not arguing 
that the system which you are advocating is not better than the 
one that we have. I supiy wok issue with your statement that 
it was an entire waste of e for a child to learn the old system 
of eae and measures. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois if he 
believes in his theory well enough to favor a bill that introduces 
more and additional confusing tables for the sake of discipline? 

Mr. HOPKINS. That does not follow at all. I do not say that 
T am not in favor of the system which the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is advocating, but Iam not prepared to say that the old 
one is absolutely wrong. It is all a question of degree. If the 
system which the gentleman favors is better than the old one let 
us adopt it, but let us not deny that there is merit in the old 
system, too, and I hold that to denounce the study of the old 
system as a complete waste of time is illogical and unjust. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Has it occurred to the gentleman from Dli- 
nois that if, by the adoption of this new system, we save a year to 
those who are attending our schools, the year thus saved could 
pay property be employed in learning a little more of Latin and 

ree ; 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ido not believe there is any truth in that 
statement; I do not care what professor may make it. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Well, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. er eal of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question 

. CHARLES W. STONE. EEr 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Did I understand the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to say that all language rests on the Latin 
and the Greek? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. No, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Did not the gentleman say 
that Latin and Greek are the foundation of all lan ? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I said that those languages are 
largely the foundation of our own. Why, sir, the very terms used 
in this system—the meter, the liter, the decimeter, the centigram, 
etc.—are words which come to us by derivation from the Latin or 
the Greek; and these languages give to the student a knowledge of 
the nice distinctions of meaning between different words of our 
own 1 

Mr. LACEY. I wish to ask the gentleman whether it is the 
intention that the first section of this bill shall take effect, and 
this 3 be in actual use by the public, as early as the 1st day 
of July, 1898. L 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. No, not by the public, but by the 
Departments of the Government. 

Mr. LACEY. Suppose after the date I have named you should 
want to ascertain the weight of a letter sent by mail; would you 
adopt the metric weight or the old weight? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. The metric weight. 

Mr, LACEY. Then how much would be an ounce? What 
would you call an ounce, using the terms of this system? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Let me refer the gentleman—— 

Mr. LACEY, I thought the gentleman could answer the ques- 
tion without reference to any document. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Ican. The half ounce in postal 
matters is equivalent to 15 grams; and I call attention to the fact 
that by a law now on the statute book, and which has existed for 
thirty Pais it is in the power of the Postmaster-General to-day 
to send all letters throughout this country, as he does all foreign 
letters, under the metric system, 15 grams being the equivalent 
of half an ounce. The act of 1866 is as follows: 

The Postmaster-General shall furnish to the post-offices exchanging mails 
with foreign countries, and to such other offices as he may deem expedien’ 
postal balances denominated in grams of the metric system, fifteen grams oi 
which shall be the equivalent for postal purposes, of one-half ounce avoirdu- 
pois, and so on in progression. 

And in the larger post-offices, the exchange offices of the country 
to-day, there are scales in which the various weights are marked 
according to the customary system on one side of the beam and 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3693 


according to the metric system on the other, so that the weight 
may be ascertained under either system. 


But I desire to complete the point I was making as to the iso- 
lated position which the United States is likely to occupy among 
the commercial nations of the earth, unless we adopt this system 
and adopt it ily. Ihave said that England must inevitably 
adopt this system; that it has the Support, with only one dissent- 
ing voice, of the committee that has had the me under con- 
sideration; that it is demanded throughout Great Britain by those 
classes of people who will make their will ted; and that leg- 
islation must inevitably in the near future p Great Britain in 
concert with the other commercial nations of the world in the use 
of this system. 

We have sup that Russia stood as the most backward of 
all the nations in the adoption of this system. I learn that by an 
imperial decree the metric system of weights and measures was 
last year made obligatory upon every physician and every phar- 
macist in the entire Russian Empire; that every man dealing out 
medicine is obliged in doing so to employ this system, which has 
the elements of accuracy. 

As to the present position of Russia on this question from a 
business point of view, let me read from a communication dated 
March 16, 1896, written by a gentleman Soren ing a high official 
position in connection with the Russian Government. I ask 
attention to this gentleman’s statement as to the present attitude 
of nuia the most conservative, the most backward of all nations 
in this reform. He says: 

Confirming my verbal explanations, I beg to inform you that, with the 
assent of the Emperor, our minister of finances has issued, on the of 
February, 1596, a circular e all leading Russian merchants and manu- 
facturers to meet during the exhibition of arts and manufactures in Nizni- 
Novgorod at a congress in the latter town, with the object of i 
various cee Er relating to the measures for the promotion of Russian in- 
oe — ect uestions to be discussed at that con, is given in the 
above mentionad clroniar, and includes, among others, ths queee (clause 12) 
relating to the introduction of the metrical system of weights and measures. 


It will thus be seen that the adoption of this system is a matter 
of | pcos consideration by the great Russian Government; and 
it is probable that unless action be speedily taken the United 
States, instead of taking the lead, as Mr. Kasson says in his rt 
we should do, in this great movement of progress, will be the last 
one to be d reluctant at the rear end of the column. 

A gentleman near me inquires as to the adoption of this system 
by the different States of Union. I have not exact figures in 
relation to that. I will simply say that Congress is vested by the 
Constitution with authority to do this work; that so far as the 
States have done it, it has been done in a heterogeneous way, and 
done only because the United States Government has not done it. 
I believe that the metric standards have been furnished by the 
Government to every State of the Union; that the means of ap- 
plying these standards are in the custody and subject to the 
reference of the authorities in every State. If not, those State 
authorities are certainly entitled to have them. 

Let me call attention to the further fact that while we have 
been using and are using to-day the customary system, yet by the 
decree of the Secretary of the Treasury as an executive act, three 
years ago, he established and recognized the international meter 
and the international kilogram as the fundamental standards of 
extension and weight. In other words, if to-day the yardstick or 
the pound in common usé is to be tested, the test is their equiva- 
lent as measured by the international meter and the international 
kilogram. The very foundation and final authority of our pres- 
ent system, as now treasured up in the fireproof vaults of the 
Government, are the international prototypes received from the 
international bureau of which we are members—opened in the 
White House with great 5 since preserved with 
extreme care, and when you want to find the length of a yard- 
stick you find it by comparison with the meter. 

So that this system is the fundamental standard now, by Exec- 
utive order. The whole force and effect of the second section of 
this bill is a ratification by the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment, specially vested by the Constitution with that power, 
of what has already been done by the executive department. 
That section compels nobody. It simply establishes a legal stand- 
ard to which reference may be had in case of dispute or necessity. 

The subsequent sections of this bill provide a means of testing 
by this standard the accuracy of the common measures as well as 
the metric. After a certain date the Government must use the 
metric Kare as prominent officers of the Government have rec- 
ommended should be done. The people may use whatever system 
their interests dictate, but a standard for reference—scientific and 
accurate and practically universal—is established for them. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, while I have alluded to the loss of time dur- 
ing schoolboy days, I believe the loss in mature life entailed upon 
us by our cumbrous system of weights and measures is much 
greater. That such loss occurs in our dealings with foreign na- 
tions in converting their terms into ours or ours into theirs any 
one can see. Invoices on all our imports are made out in terms 


of the weights and measures of the nations from whence they 
come, and, as I have shown, the great bulk of these invoices come 
to the United States under the metric system. They must be con- 
verted into our system for purposes of taxation, as well as for sale 
and purposes of internal commerce. With an international sys- 
tem, used in common with other nations, this time and labor 
would be saved. But when you go beyond that, and consider 
simply the convenience in our domestic transactions of our pres- 
ent system of currency—the decimal system—and reflect for a 
moment upon the difficulty of transforming a single item of pur- 
chase or trade into the 5 system of pounds, shillings, and 
pence, and see the saving of time that is accom lished by the use 
of our decimal system instead of the system of Great Britain, you 
will be able to appreciate the absolute importance and the saving 
in time that can be achieved by using the decimal system in con- 
nection with all measures of substance and distance. By the con- 
venience of a single computation in dollars and cents under our 
system as compared with pounds, shillings, and pence, we can 
appreciate how much would be the saving of labor and time if in 
every sale or purchase, in every commercial transaction, we em- 
ployed a system with a decimal basis instead of the crude system 
which we are now using. The great saving and convenience in 
computation by the use of the decimal system as applied to all of 
these transactions in everyday life would be absolutely beyond 
calculation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we desire to dispose of this bill, if possible, 
to-night, and I will reserve any time that I may have left. 

Mr. CLARDY. I would like the gentleman, before he takes his 
seat, to aran the foundation of the system which he proposes 
to adopt. t is the real unit of measurement? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the time of the gen- 
tleman from 5 5 9 N has expired. 

Mr. CLARDV. I hope the gentleman will explain the unit of 
measurement of this system, and how it is obtained. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. If there is no objection, Mr. 
Speaker, I would be very glad to explain. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I will occupy the attention of 
the House but for a few moments. 

The foundation of the entire system—the metric system—is the 
meter. That was obtained originally by the measurement of an 
arc of a meridian, after great labor and expense, by the most emi- 
nent scientists of Europe, who were en: on this work for a 
period of seven years. One ten-millionth part of the quadrant of 
that meridian, ing through Dunkirk, in Europe, is a meter. 
Its length is equivalent to about 39.37 inches of our present system 
of measurement. From that are derived all of the other measures. 
The meter is divided, for instance, into the decimeter, which is 
one-tenth of a meter, or about four inches in length; the centi- 
meter, or hundreth of a meter, which is about four-tenths of an 
inch; and the cubic decimeter is the unit on which rests measures 
of capacity, andthe cubic centimeter of water gives us the gram, 
the unit of weight, all being thus traceable directly back to the 
unit of the system, the meter. [Applause.] 


EXTRACTS FROM TESTIMONY TAKEN BEFORE inn COMMITTEE OF THE HOUSE 
OF COMMONS. 

From testimony of Lord Kelvin: 4 

I believe that the difficulty of mai the change has been enormously 
ex. rated. I believe that in a fo ht 
tomed to the perfect simplicity and easy working under the metrical system 
that the: feel that, instead 
to Gry other, it will be less than no labor—tha 
great saving 
rical system. 

Mr. Siemens, the noted engineer, testifying as to its introduc- 
tion into his own works, said: 

It was all a matter of about a fortnight or three weeks; then the le 
were accustomed to it and did not ask any more for the old measures, but 
asked for the new. 

And speaking of his observation of its general introduction into 
Germany, he said: 

Q. Did I understand you aright, that it was about four years d 
the transition took place? The act was passed in 1868, and it was 


tis to say, it would bea 477 


which 
e abso- 


the optional period. It was very large} adopted then,and was found to 
fba tim 


compe: 

Captain Sankey, after explaining the practical advantages of 
8 in his extensive boiler and steam-engine manufactory, 
testified, in answer to questions as to its introduction, as follows: 

Q. Haye you found any difficulty with your workmen in that respect?—A. 
Absolutely none. 

Q. Do they adopt it and see the advantages of the system?—A. I shouldsay 
so. In fact, in connection with my coming here this afternoon, I asked four 
or five of our men privately (nok through the works“ . what the 
thought of it, and there was nota dissentient voice among them. They 


atonce that the were very much easier to work to than the 
measurements. 
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and he said it was a little aw! 
he said Two days.“ 
Mr. H. E. Wollmer, of the great mercantile firm of Sir Jacob 
Behrens & Sons, testified as to its introduction into Germany as 
follows: 


In Germany I noticed when the change was made everybody became 
a teacher; the pon gr equal was a 3 * keeper was 45 teacher, 
and everybody very thing view; , the trader, 
the children, and everybod knew 


It became a practical question. The 
ie to T eee DAA IS 
e came. 
Mr. Rowlett, a Leicester merchant, testified : 
, You bad dealings with Germany about the time of its adoption A. I 
Q: And, as far as you understand, its adoption was acoco 


comparatively speaking, ease ?—A. Certainly. 
Shams an speaking of it ac having gone through with scarcely aay friction. 


the meters very easily. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. „I rise with some 
diffidence to the measure now ing, in view of the 
scientific and learned ent of the gen! from Pennsyl- 


vania who has just taken his seat. Unfortunately, as his face was 
turned from me, I lost a portion of his remarks. 

Before discussing the scientific proposition which is ted 
I wish to touch briefly upon the educational feature of discus- 
sion. The gentleman from Pennsylvania said that the founda- 
tions in large part of our lan were the Latin and the Greek, 
from which so many of our w were derived. It is true that to 
a considerable extent our words have been derived from the Latin 
and the Greek, and so from their original source, the Sanskrit; but 
the best words in the sc, Si language never came from either the 
Latin or the Greek, ey came entirely from the Anglo-Saxon 
spring; and it is due to the influence of the lo-Saxon upon our 
ee erf have such works as the Bible, as the plays of 

peare, and the speeches of Daniel Webster. Were I to bring 
up a boy and were I to desire to instill into him the true meaning 
and principle of the English language, I should say, Drink deep at 
the source of o-Saxon and leave for your leisure hours the 
Latin and Greek authors, except in so far as their study may be a 
mental discipline.” 

I would not say a word against the ancient tongues, especially 
Latin and Greek, for if I controlled any college to-day I should 
make the study of these two languages not elective, but abso- 
lutely requisite. : j 

Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in his ađmiration for 
the French and the Continental = Serer of weights and measures, 
would say that all, or almost all, that is good in our language 
must come from the Latin sources. Why, tlemen have come 
to me since this debate was introduced and said, Let us adopt 
this international system, because it will ultimately secure that 
international bimetallic t on which all our hopes are 
5 [Laughter.] Now, it is proposed, in the closing hour 
of this day—— 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Is that the reason you are opposing the bill? 

Mr. BAR of New York. Thatis not the reason. But, 
as is well known, I am a gold-standard monometallist. Sothere 
is no question about my position. 4 

Mr. TOWNE. Perhaps the gentleman will favor this system 
fter Engiand adopts it. 

Mr. BARTLET of New York. It is proposed now, in the clos- 
ing hours of this day, only three-quarters of an hour before our 
usual hour of adjournment, to change absolutely the system of 
weights and measures in the United States, not after any prol 
or scientific discussion, not after any careful consideration, but 
because the distinguished gentleman from P. lvania, the chair- 
man, I believe, of the Committee on Coinage, Weights. and Meas- 
ures, comes and says, Let us wait no longer, because Mr. Balfour 
is in favor of it, and although Great Britain has not adopted it, emi- 
nent scientists on the continent of Europe think that there should 
beac .So in half an hour 67,000,000 or 70,000,000 people of 
the United States are to be told that there is no longer 5 
entity as a pound, that they no longer weigh 60 or 70 or 170 pounds, 
but so many grams, 

To-morrow morning every man, woman, and child in the United 
States will have lost his or her weight. They will no longer be 
of so many pounds avoirdupois, but so many grams in weight. 

morrow morning there will be no man 6 feet in stature 
throughout the United States, but every man will be so many me- 
ters in height and every little schoolgirl and schoolboy will stand 


aghast. at the proposition. They have been studying other sys- 
tems of weights and measures all their lives; but because it pleases 
the representatives of the people of the United States one after- 
noon to sweep the whole fabric away which has existed ever since 
our colonial times, ever since time immemorial as far as we are 
concerned, it is all to be obliterated, not in a night, but in three- 
quarters of an hour on one afternoon in April, 1896. 

Now let me call your attention to the fact that for nearly thirty 
years the people of the United States have had the very rare priv- 
lege, have had the absolute right, of enjoying and using this mar- 
velous metric system. This, to my mind, is a salient and perti- 
nent objection. This has been on our statute books ever since a 
certain day in July, 1866, and since that day it has been lawful 
for the people of the United States to avail themselves of every 
principle contained in the metric system. Have our le done 
so? ve they cried out with the eloquence of the gentleman from 
ee [Mr. Coartes W. STONE] ae we ma abandon 

ese , pernicious o-Saxon systems of weights and meas- 
ures and secure 3 boon of anew Latin system? Isay 
that the very fact that pang Barly, not, the very fact of the indispo- 
sition of the people of the United States to abandon the system of 
weights and measures to which they have been accustomed from 


.time immemorial, should justify the denial of the passage of this 
12 


law. 

Now let us see what the committee do. Instead of taking the 
whole system in its entirety they only take part. We adopt what? 
We adopt the metric standard of weights; we adopt the metric 
standard of measures; but we decline to adopt the standard of 
3 or the standard of surface measures. If you look at the 
ta nee, gap to the section of the Revised Statutes in question 
zoa find set forth four different tables. The Committee on 

inage, Weights, and Measures adopts two of those tables, but 
not the other two, as obligatory. That is, they decline to adopt 
the measure of capacity, of which the liter is the unit, and they 
decline to adopt the measure of surface, of which the centare is 
the unit. The liter or unit of capacity is 1.0567 quarts. The cent- 
are is 1,550 square inches. They take special care to provide that 
the measurement of the public lands shall not be e according 
to the new system. 

Now, if this system were right, why should this exception be 
made? What logic is there, what scientific argument can be ad- 
duced, for leaving out the measurement of the public lands? There 
is another not only scientific criticism, but also a verbal criti- 
cism—— 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. If the gentleman desires informa- 
tion as to the public-land surveys, I shall be very glad to tell him. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Not now, Mr. Speaker. Just 
wait untill get through. In reference to the standard of weights, 
they take the kilogram, which is equivalent to 2.2046 pounds. 
Now, a kilogram means 1,000 grams, and to have any harmony in 
the system yon should adopt the gram and the meter, or the kilo- 
gram and the kilometer, because a kilometer is 1, 000 meters and 
a kopau is 1,000 grams; butin reference to the one they take 
the kilogram, or 1,000 times what should be the p r unit, and 
in reference to the other they take the meter, which might be 
called the initial or base measurement; that is, they take 39.37 
inches as the unit instead of 3,280 feet and 10 inches. 

So I eee e that for these various reasons you should 
not pass this hastily thisafternoon, . Then I desire from a com- 
mercial standpoint to call your attention to the fact that the great 
country with which the great bulk of our trade now exists has 
never ted this system. Great Britain has not adopted this sys- 
tem and there is no certainty that she ever will adopt it. SolIsay, 
in conclusion, letusgoslowly. Let us wait at least until this ques- 
tion can be fairly considered before we adopt off hand this measure 
which is hastily nted to us in the declining hours of this day. 

Mr. OTEY. r. Speaker, the fact that other countries m: 
have adopted the metric system cuts no figure with me. When 
had to come back into the Union some thirty years ago by special 
invitation I learned to believe, and have since believed, that the 
United States was big enough to have a system of its own of every- 
thing, including a monetary system. ow, we are called upon 
here this evening to adopt the metric system; and I venture to 
say there is not a member of Congress present who can repeat one 
of the tables of that system. If we had been ordered in this bill 
to the German language it would have been just as possible 
with me and with you as it would to learn this metric system so 
suddenly. And to be forced by law to speak the German language 
would be as bad as pulling teeth. 

Now, sir, before voting upon any proposition, although I am 
one of the long-suffering new themes. spring chickens,” I be- 
lieve they call them, I would like to know what I am voting for. 
We have been told that some of these terms are derived from the 
Latin and others from the Greek, which are languages with which 
Iam not perceptibly familiar. But I would at least like to know 
how many of these things it takes to make one 5 my- 
riagraml. [Great laughter.] Myriagram! What is that? [Re- 
newed laughter.] Just as well call it Black Maria. 
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There is another i t thing, Mr. „that I observe 
has been overlooked. I have an arithmetic here, and I notice we 
have a “long measure,” and we have a *‘ surface measure.” They 
have not spoken of that. In surface measure an are is all power- 

This is called an “are” because it are an dre I suppose. I 
suppose you pronounce it air.“ Onehundred centares make one 
are. Cantarea not centaurs, I sup is what they call them. 

ughter.] And then 100 ares e 1 hectare. And what a 
ctare is this deponent saith not. [Renewed laughter.] Will 
you tell me how many of those ares are in a half section of land, 
160 acres? [Great laughter.) You goon and you tell me about 
the “ cubic measure.” You then go on and give the“ measures 
of weight.” Where is your wet measure for whisky? [Laughter.] 
Where is your wet measure’? Going to do away with barrels? 
Yon have got no wet measure ” here at all. [Laughter.] How 
could the old darky get a pint Saturday night? Do you pro- 
pose to do away with whisky? [Laughter and 5 I have 
no objection, but yao if you are. Kentucky would have some- 
thing to say about that, if you do. [Renewed laughter.] I learn 
that the whole delegation is opposed to this bill. wed 
langhter.] And, Isuppose,onthataccount. [Laughter.] They 
know how many peas areinapint. Iam not surprised the gentle- 
man should refer us to Africa about learning the metric — 
That will do for people sunned in the Tropics. But, sir, is 
not a man on this floor who can tell me What a decaliter is. If 
there is let him stand up and speak. I pause for a reply. [Laugh- 
ter.] There is none. 

Now, I am completely in the dark. I do not know how many 
hectograms it would take to make a drink. [Tanghi] I am 
sure I do not know, because I am not accustomed to that sort of 
thing myself. [Renewed laughter.] Decaliters, hectoliters, deci- 
liters, kiloliters, lamplighters, ir enori kilometers, decigrams, 
mariagrams, and myriagrams. [ t laughter.] This would 
open a night school for Congressmen. Now, we are told Mr. Bal- 
four is in favor of this. So I understand. But that is England! 
We do not want to do everything that England does. We want 
to have some little measures of our own here. Now, the gentle- 
man expects us to vote for this thing to-night. What thing? 
Who knows? Well, I amin the same ition as I was on the 
Cuban question—I do not know which side I am on yet. This is 
going in too big a hurry. There is not a gentleman on the floor 
that would go to his home and wake up to-morrow morning, and 
if this bill should have passed would know whether he weighed a 
„mariagram“ or measured a decameter, or whether his cocktail 
was by long or wet measure. 

Now, gentlemen—I beg pardon, Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of 
the House; I should pronounce it Hows—when you talk about 
changing our system to the metric system, as if it were simply 
Presto, change,” changing our good old inch, our yards, our 
poles,and things of that kind, I want to know if there is anywhere 
in this bill anything to tell how mony SE make a dozen? Are 
you going to change a dozen to ten? t are you going to do 
with the various systems that we have in this country? You 

t the children to come ont and teach us what to do. 

. Speaker, you can not do it in so short a time. Yon will 
have to go out and let all of these fellows know that are selling 
whisky and eggs and all that sort of 5 they may study 
milliliters, decameters, and myriagrams. us have a rest fora 
while and get ready to do this thing. I tell you it would create a 
panic if yon should pass this bill to-night. [Great laughter. 

Sir, as ee has asked how this thing originated, I 
thought I would prepare myself by getting Venable’s Arithmetic. 
Tt is the first time I have looked into it since I left college, and I 
hardly knew where to find it. But Iknew thatsomedisti ished 
gentlemen in France determined that they would have another 
system of measures. They took the arc of a circle from the pole 
down to the equator—they had to assume all that about the pole, 
because they could not there—and then they found that that 


circle measured so much, and then they divided it one ten- 
millionth. Think of it! They figured out how much this was. 
Now, there is not a member of Congress that can do that. [Great 


laughter] There is not a man that can divide that circle by one 
ten-millionth. But they say that that would be 39.87 inches. en 
how do they get the others? They take about one ten-thousandth 
of that so that I may make no mistake, I shall refer to the 
k. They take part of that and call it a meter. They talk of the 
children doing this. ughter.] Think of it! They then take one 
ten · thousandth part of that and measure it and put a little line there 
and another perpendicular to it and call that an are, and then they 
put in another line at right angles to that, and they call that a liter; 
and they fill the little cube with water, and whatever that weighs 
is the much-talked-of gram, but by no means a dram, and 
then I do not know what they call the others. I believe they are 
the meter, the are, the liter, with all the prefixes—amilli, centi, 
deci, deca, hecto, and kilo—enough to kill us. 
Now, after ey have done all that, the children discover that 
they have arrived at some way to get at this measure and their 
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graduates almost, has 


weight which has made them collegiate 
trained them so that they can almost speak Latin and Greek and 


the other from which our own language is derived. 
ild how he gets the inch, his ee penny- 
weights, etc. Ask the members of this House, and I think you 
will find very few of them that can tell you. There has been no 
need of knowing in the I do not know myself. [Laughter.] 
It is true that they took a few grains of wheat as a standard for 
the troy weight, but wheat was found too unstable. But now 
how are you going to use your Troy weight when you get into an 
a ’s shop with these fractional parts of the distance from 

e pole to e ee The thing is so small that they never do 


this great country that 
my own, and under whose I 


upon this question. 
occurred to me to say a few words in reply to the gentleman who 
has just taken his seat [Mr. OTEY], and also in reply to my col- 
league from New York [Mr. BARTLETT], who spoke of our being 
hurried into this matter. Mr.Speaker, it is thirty years since the 
metric system was made issive in this country. It has been 
in our schoolbooks ever since that time. It has been long under 
consideration. The point about our being hurried was, y riea 
the only point that was made by my colleague inst the pend- 
ing bill. He told us something about Latin Greek, but he 
did not favor us with many sentences of pure Saxon- i im- 
self, [Laughter.] While the gentleman from Vi i = 
Ornx] who has just sat down was aking, I could not help 
thinking how readily anybody with the gentleman's gift of wit 
could make fun of our present system of weights and measures. 
The foundation of the common measure is, I believe, the barley- 
corn, trueand plump.” I think that is the description of it in the 
old law books. The gentleman could make a good deal of fun of 
that. I could do it myself if I had his gift. 

The gentleman wanted to know how whisky was to be meas- 
ured under the new system. There is no difficulty about that 
under either system. But under the present system we have 
“‘drachms,” and “ gills,” and ‘ pipes,” and tuns,“ and a good 
many more names, out of which, in the hands of a gentleman 

ifted in that way, more fun could be made than the gentleman 

5 made out of the names in the metric system. We have a 
“ point,” a ‘‘line,” a ‘‘barleycorn,” a nail, a hand, a link, a 
a foot, a cubit, a yard, an ell, a fathom, a rod, a perch, a pole, a 
furlong, a mile, a league, and a great many other such names, 
You will find them in the arithmetic, taking up acouple of pages. 
The gentleman from b cere if he would turn his attention to 
butts, pound, and scruples, might make them even more ridic- 
ulous than he has been able to make the names in the metric sys- 
tem. But, Mr. Speaker, there is nothing in that. The metric 
system is founded on science. It isin use in 27 nations of the 
world, and it ought to be in use in a country like this. Ido not 
care to say anything further about it at present, but will reserve 
the balance of my time. B 

Mr. CHARLES W. . Mr. Speaker, I now move the 
previous question, if no one desires to speak, and in explanation 
of that action I wish to Say 

Mr, PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to speak. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I desire to dispose of this matter 
to-night, but I will yield to the gentleman such time as he desires. 

Mr. PARKER. ought to say that I shall speak against the 
measure. 

a ass W.STONE. I will yield the gentleman ten 
minutes. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like more time than that. 

Sieg SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. I desire to close the debate to- 
night, and if the gentleman from New Jersey will agree to any 
reasonable time, I shall be satisfied. I desire to dispose of the 
matter this evening only because I understand that arrangements 
have been made by which other measures are pr for the 
consideration of the House to-morrow, and, in good faith, I desire, 
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if possible, to get this matter out of the way. Will the gentleman 
be satisfied with fifteen minutes? g 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, Loan hardly make any agreement 
for time except to say that I will not detain the House unneces- 
sarily. With no preparation and no notice of this bill till this 
afternoon, I can not condensethe facts and the views that I desire 
to present into a very short time. I think I shall get through in a 
quarter of an hour, but I do not want to limit myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey is recog- 


nized. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. S er, I consider this bill as very much 
more important than it been probably thus far regarded by 
this House. It is an absolute novelty in the legislation of the 
United States. It provides in the first section that in 1898 the 
metric system only—nothing else—shall be employed in the Depart- 
ments of the United States. No such vision has ever n 
adopted by the United States of America as to any system of 
weights and measures—the one now in use or any other. The bill 
also provides that after 1901 the metric system shall be the only 
legal standard of weights and measures in the United States. No 
such enactment has ever been adopted before. Let us deal with 
the question practically, 

This bill tells you that after 1898 the metric system shall be the 
only one recognized in the various Departments of the Govern- 
ment. Now, sir, it is well known that we have coast surveys 
which show by their scale of miles, nautical miles and kilometers, 
how far by each scale it is from one place to another, how man 
miles, nautical miles or kilometers, itis from place to place. Suc 
a thing is forbidden by the bill under consideration, however con- 
venient the arrangement may be to our seamen. 

Referring to our customs laws, I find it provided that inyoices 
from other countries shall be made out in the weights, measures, 
and currencies of those countries, without any reference to the 
standards used in the United States. That provision is intended 
for the p se of securing honest invoices made out in accord- 
ance with the standards in the countries from which od eee 
come. But this bill says that after the date named this not 
be done. 

Some gentleman here may own ships. At any rate, we have 
to aws based upon feet and inches, and in those terms the 
capacities of vessels are expressed. This bill says that after its 

rovisions take effect no man shall register a ship without trans- 

ting those terms into meters, kilometers, etc.; and that after 
1901 these terms shall be the only ones recognized in such measure- 
ments. 

Mr. Speaker, a compulsory enactment like this, requiring that 
the people of the United States shall measure their weight by 
kilograms (we might as well say,as Englishmen do, by the stone 
instead of by pounds), is a novelty. To say that a man shall no 
longer measure his height by feet and inches or use those terms 
as units, but must take something a little over a yard as the unit, 
is a novelty in legislation. } 

Mr. Speaker, such legislation is unknown in a free country, 
however familiar it may be in countries which are not free. This 
system has not been adopted by England as a compulsory one, as 


one that must be used; and if we attempt to make a system of this 
kind compulsory, the ple will resent it, because they resent 
bein told that they not use their accustomed standards, 


which they prize as conveniences, from whatever source they may 
be derived. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly, if the gentleman does not draw me 
off from the line of my argument. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If this system be adopted, all the school books 
relating to mathematics will have to be rewritten, will they not? 

Mr. PARKER. I do not know. 

Several MEMBERS. Yes. 

Other MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. PARKER. Well, I will let peneman settle that question 
for themselves. Certainly men will have to learn to reckon from 
one system into the other, for I assume we shall deal with the 
statutes as we have them; we shall not rewrite the Revised Stat- 


utes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Doesthe gentleman know any primary schoolin 
his State or in the United States where the metric system is taught? 

Mr. PARKER. Not in any of the primary schools. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam speaking of the primary schools. 

Mr. PARKER. I am not sure as to that, [amnot talking for 
professors; I am talking for the people of the United States. 

Sir, I was reading not long ago in the report of the Director of 
the Mint the thoughts of Morris, the pci he of Jefferson, the 
thoughts of Hamilton; and I found that when they were estab- 
lishing the money unit their principle was to take a unit which 
was well known bythepeople. They took the old! piece of eight,” 
which was called in common language the dollar, as their unit. 
They took it not because it was new but becauseit wasold. The 
took it because the people understood it. They made that the unit 


of value. But did they say there should be no other unit of value? 
No. The Constitution provided that 8 might fix the value 
of foreign coin; and Congress did so. By various acts (see Re- 
vised Statutes, section 3565), the value of the pound sterling was 
fixed like that of the dollar, so that it could be dealt in. In every 
State it was allowed to make contracts in the pounds and shillings 
of that State. 

Mr, Speaker, I have no objection to the metric system consid- 
ered in itself. Itisa system; it wasrightly authorized as an 
optional measure by the act of Congress of 1866. As J read that 
act on page 704 of the Revised Statutes, this system can be used 
by any person in the United States if he wishes to use it. What 
I object to is N that says no other weights or measures 
shall be used. Up to this time the weights and measures in the 
United States have not been fixed arbitrarily by statute. Under 
the customs law, as I understand it—not having had time since 
the debate began to find it in the statutes, I may mistake in stat- 
ing the law, but at any rate, under the laws of the United States— 
the officers of the United States, for the ose of the customs 
revenue of the country, obtained a stani from the English 
Government of the foot and the standard bushel, of the standard 
measure as well as the standard weight, and keep them, so that 
men in commerce may avail themselves of them if they desire to 
doso. Weall know the time when the ton was changed from 2,240 
pounds to 2,000 pounds, and nevertheless people in certain States 
prefer to use the old ton up to this time. It is not forbidden, but 
this provision of law, if enacted, forbids the use of either the old 
or the new ton. 

Something has been said of a decimal system. A decimal sys- 
tem, Mr. 8 is not peculiar to the metric system. to 
any Coast Survey map, and my recollection is that the distances 
are given in miles and thousandths of amile. Go toany railroad 
survey, and you usually find the distance is given in a unit measure 
of distance and in hundredths and thousandths of that measure. 
The use of the decimal system in the measurement of buildings 
has become quite common in the last few years; that is feet and 
hundredths of a foot. Measuring rules are made divided into 
tenths and hundredths of an inch for machinists. The decimal 
system can be used. It is used. It is in common use. Weights, 
by scientific men, are almost always given in grains, and thou- 
sandths, or grams and thousandths, or pounds and thousandths, or 
tons and thousandths, and so on with all other weights. But 
these are weights that we are used to. We know what a man 
means when he tells you that he weighs so many pounds. Wedo 
not know what he means when he says that he weighs so many 
stone, and will not know what his weight is when given in kilos. 

Now, in reference to Government business, the Post-Office 
could change its mailing scales to this system without hurting 
anyone particularly. e would, perhaps, have some trouble 
with our mail contracts, which are made in pounds or tons. But 
in reference to letters we do not care; it would be a matter of no 
consequence whether they were measured in ounces, half ounces, 
or any other unit. We could simply take the Post-Office scale 
and thus weigh them and see whether they came within the post- 
age weight. But when you come to business transactions, cus- 
toms, contracts, and the like, and declare that men shall not use 
the old measures, that there shall be only one legal system, of new 
standards which have not been adopted in the United States in 
the history of the country until now, I think you are doing some- 
thing that is going to involve an immense amount of trouble with- 
out any corresponding benefit. Why should this be obligatory? 
We never had such a provision with reference to the bushel; we 
never were told that we should use no other measure than the 
foot; the nation never said that we must use measures with which 
we are not familiar. It simply said, we give you a standard, you 
may use it or not, as you please. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt to ask him please to indicate in what part of the bill 
provision is made that the people shall not use any other measures 
than those known as the metric system? 

Mr. PARKER. Les, sir; Iwill. The gentleman will find these 
words in the bill— 

That from and after the Ist day of July, 1898, all the Departments of the 
Government—— 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE (interrupting). My question is 
as to the restriction on the people, to which the gentleman referred. 

Mr. PARKER. Wait a moment; I will answer the question. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Let me state it so that there can 
be no misunderstanding. You said that this was compulsory on 
the people; that they were eee from using any other sys- 
tem than that prescribed in this bill—that the people, not the Gov- 
ernment, were prohibited from using any other system—and I ask 
you ba show me where in the bill such a prohibition on the people 
exists 

Mr. PARKER. Well, will the gentleman allow me to answer? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE 


è 5 rtainly; I would like to have 
an answer, if the gentleman has the question. 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3697 


Mr. PARKER. I understand the question. 3 

I state that the two sections taken together explain each other, 
and you will find that the effect is to prohibit the use to the 
people of any other system. It is provided— 

That from and after the Ist day of July, 1898, all the Departments of the 
Government of the United States, in transaction of all business requiring 
the use of weight and measurement, except in completing the survey of the 
public lands, shall employ and use only the weights and measures of the 
metric system. 

That means that the people, in dealing with the Departments 
of the Government after July, 1898, can use no other system than 
the metric system, and that they have got to leam to deal by it. 
Does not it mean that? Iask the gentleman if that is not the 
meaning of it? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. It means just what it says. 

Mr. PARKER. Does not it mean that in dealing with the cus- 
toms officers, or with any other officers of the Government, or in 
making any contract with the Government, the people must deal 
with it only in this new system? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. So far as the operations of the 
Government are concerned, this system is required to be used. 
But where are the people prohibited from using another system? 
So far as they are concerned, they can use either system at their 


own will. 

Mr. PARKER. Butif they are dealing with the Government 
are they not compelled to use it and nothing else? Does notit 
mean that? I think it does. 

Now, this bill goes on to say: 

Sec. 2. That from and after the Ist day of January, 1901, the metric system 
of weights and measures shall be the only legal system of weights and meas- 
ures re in the United States. 

That means that the people will have no longer the standard 
foot, they will not have the standard bushel, the yard, or the 
mile, or any other measure with which they are familiar, and that 
this new system will be the only legal system of measures and 
weights recognized in the United States. 

Now, a uniform system is a well-known thing. The power of 
Congress to fix the standard of weights and measures been 
construed thus far by the fathers of our country and by everyone 
else as the establishment of fixed and uniform standards under 
which the people may act. Congress has likewise gone so far as to 
say, in the year 1866: 

It shall be lawful throughout the United States of America to employ the 
weights and measures of the metric system; and no contract or dealing, or 

leading in any court, shall be deemed invalid or liable to objection because 

e weights or measures expressed or referred to therein are weights or 
measures of the metric system. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What is the date of that statute? 

Mr. PARKER. The date is 1866. Then follow two pages of 
tables, showing such units as the decameter and the decimeter, 
one of which is 100 times the other; the decaliter and the deciliter, 
which stand in the same relation; the decagram and the deci- 

am, which bear a similar relation to each other. And I ask, Mr. 

er, if these weights and measures were so much better 
n what we had before, why are they not in common use now? 
If they brought in the decimal system with them, why are they 
not in use now? The reason is that the standards are different. 
That law did not introduce the decimal system, We use the deci- 
mal system with tons and pounds and grains. It is used with 
miles and feet and inches. It is used with all these, and with the 
test convenience in all business, and it is used with these units 
Remi people know what feet and inches mean, and they do not 
toc A 
ow, scientists can talk about a unit based on a line around the 
earth. The odd thing about the matter is that, being intended to 
be an absolute measure, based on the size of the earth, upon a 
parallel of latitude or a meridian of longitude, I have forgotten 
which, running in a certain direction and througha certain point, 
the scientists measured the meridian wrong, and every body admits, 
as I understand, that the meter as now established is absolutely 
inconsistent with its own standard. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Oh, no; the highest authorities 
sayitisaccurate. There is no better authority than Dr. Barnard, 
and he says it is accurate. 

Mr. PARKER. Ihave always heard it was inaccurate. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Very well. There are many 
other oe about which there is erroneous information. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Dr. Barnard says that. Who else ever said 
anything about it? 


pro 


. PAKKER. I have always heard that it is inaccurate, but 


Ido not care. We have got to go to a certain standard. I would 
rather go to a standard in the Tower, or in the possession of our 
Secretary of the Treasury, than to measure between the equatorand 
the North Pole to get a standard. This metrie system is a theory. 
It is a theory that it is better to dispense with the old unit and 
take anew unit, because those particular units have happened to 
please the gentlemen in France who got up this univ , world- 
embracing system of meters. 
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Now, remember Iam not attacking that system. Do not misun- 
derstand me. I say as tothat system that it is as good as any other, 
and I say it is right to permit its employment where it is preferred. 
I think that for purely scientific work, when you are dealing with 
the world of science, it is well, and perhaps imperative, that all 
should have the same unit. But practical popular use is another 
thing, and for a statute to say now, after thirty years of permis- 
sion, during which time it has not come into general use, that all 
other standards and units of weight and measurement shall come 
to an end at a fixed date, and that we shall campa its adoption 
before the great commercial nation of the world has adopted it— 
I say that this is revolutionary, and that, no matter how many 
scientific men, no matter how many foreign merchants, no matter 
how manymen, mostly scientific, from colleges and similar institu- 
tions, come to us and say that they believe that this should be made 
the only standard, and that nobody should be allowed to use any 
other, I say it is wrong to do so. It is not practical, it is not ac- 
cording to the practical uses of the people, and no matter how 
much these theorists wish it, no matter how much I may admire 
the system as a system, I will not be so arbitrary as to say to my 
fellow-countrymen that this shall be the only system in which they 
can deal with their Government or with one another. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said all that I care to say. ; 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield fo me two or three 
minutes? 

Mr. PARKER. With pleasure, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS (to Mr. CANNON). Suppose you take your time 
to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON. Ican say in a minute or two, by way of sug- 
gestion, all that I desire to say. 

I must confess that I have not given much attention to this bill 
and 5 in charge of it is perfectly familiar with it; 
but I will say that I have no doubt that, if our people were as 
thoroughly familiar with the system which it is proposed here to 
legalize as they are with the present system, there would be no 
objection to it. I should think very likely it would be superior. 
I understand that under the Constitution there is no doubt about 
our pone to enact this legislation, and we haye had the legal 
right to use this system for thirty years. And yet, after thirty 
years of permissible use of this system, when we think of weights 
and measures, we think—I was going to say, in English—we think 
in pounds, or tons, or feet, or inches, as we have been taught. 
Our people universally understand what those words mean. It 
has been that way for a long time, and was so before there was 
any United States. It may be said to run through our literature; 
and although we have the power to enact this legislation, I do not 
believe it is in the power of Congress to bring that system into 
use by statute. If we undertake to legalize it to the exclusion of 
any other, I think it will beget great confusion, and that weshall 
subject ourselves to much criticism, without effecting the reform 
which the gentleman thinks is desirable. It may be that I am 
wrong about it. I give you my impression as it comes to me 
somewhat hastily; but I shall have to be further advised than I 
now am before I can vote for this bill. 

T. W.STONE. I desire simply to explain that 
the Land Department was left out of this bill at the request of the 
Commissioner of the Land Office, because a portion of the surveys 
had been made and the external lines had been run, the term meas- 
ure being a eral one in surface measures, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to cutoff debate, but I prom- 
ised to ask a vote on this measure to-night, and, in carrying out 
my promise, I ask for the previous question. 

r. FISCHER. Mr. Speaker, are amendments in order? 

The SPEAKER. Not if the previous question is adopted. 

The question was taken; and the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 80. 1 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I ask for the yeas and nays; and, 
pnmo that, I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is not treating the House fairly. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. 
the full House. 

Mr. HOPKINS. We have got a full House now. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to move an 
adjournment. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. There are several of the gentle- 
men of the committee here who say there is not a full House, and 
ge? doske to have a vote in the full House. 

e question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 98, noes 50. - 

The SPEAKER. Before announcing the result the Chair will 
submit the following. 


I desire simply to have a vote in 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Tooke, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, rted 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
— of the following titles; when the Speaker eae the 


aah bill (S. 345) granting a eee to Catherine R. Jardine, 
widow of Brig. Gen, Edward Jardine; 

A bill (S. 344) granting a pension to Mary A. Hall; 

A bill (S. 136) granting an increase of pension to Horace Town- 


send; 
A bill (S. 894) granting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach; 
A bill (S. 1271) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore English; 
A bill (S. 2132) for the relief of settlers upon the lands within 
the indemnity limits of the grant to the New Orleans Pacific 
Railway Company 
Joint 3 8. R. 116) authorizing the Public Printer to 
rint the annual re of the Superintendent of the United 
tates Coast es oe etic Survey in quarto form and to bind itin 
one volume; 
A bill (S. 640) 191 increase the pension of Joseph W. Fisher; and 
A bill (S. 507) to pension Mollie Crandall. 


FREE LIBRARY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. POWERS, 
Mr. Mils, and Mr. BABCOCK as conferees on the part of the 
House on the bill (S. 1247) to establish and provide for the main- 

. tenance of a free public library and reading room in the District 
of Columbia. 

The result of the vote was then announced; and . (at 
5 o'clock and 8 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
. Speaker's table and referred as 


A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a list of all 


1 rendered by the Court of Claims in favor of claimants 
dian d ang ge cases since the date of Senate Executive 
Document 50, first session, Fifty-fourth Congress—to the 


Committee on 8 and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a list of judg- 
ments rendered against the Government of the United States by 
circuit and district courts in which records have been received 
since January 16, 1896—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. . 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. CONNOLLY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7870) to amend 


an act entitled An act to establish circuit courts of ap and 
define and te in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts 
of 155 United States, and for other purposes,“ approved March 3, 

189 


TOROTA the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
0. 3 which said bill and report were referred to the House 


Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred House bill No. 4956, in lieu 
thereof a bill (H. R. 8010) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River in line with Mas- 
sachusetts avenue extended eastward, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1137); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STRONG, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1706 
to provide an American register for the steamer Kahului, repo: 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1149); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3547) 
directing the Secretary of War to furnish a certain number of 
unused rifles to Harper Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at 
Keosauqua, Iowa, the same without amendment, accom- 
panied a report (No. 1153); which said bill and report were 
F Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
apron to the Committee of the Whole Honse, as follows: 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
R. 3920) x the relief of the heirs of A. Lawrence Foster, 


H. 
Seci. TB No. 1138.) 

By Mr. P 70 from the Committee on War Claims: 

A resolution (House Res. No. 287) to refer the bill (H. R. 1800) 
for the relief of Francis Millet, with all the accompanying papers 
to the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of the bill H. R R. 1800. 
(Report No. 1139.) 

The bill (H. R. 5446) for the relief of James S. Frizzell, (Re- 
port No. 1140.) 

9 0 50 1775 (H. R. 1502) for the benefit of J. C. Rudd. (Report 

0. 

The bib (H. R. 5450) for the relief of Thomas C. Isgrig. (Re- 
port No. 1144.) 

The bill (H. R. 5449) for the relief of the administrator of the 
estate of Marcus L. Broadwell, deceased. (Report No. uea 

The bill (H. R. 1801) for the relief of Ph pe 2r estate of Mary H. 8. 
Robertson. (Report No. 1147.) 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (House Res. No. 239) to refer the bill (H. R. 6935) for the 
relief of the personal representatives of Mitchell J. Childress and 
all the accom npanying papers to the Court of Claims, reported in 
lieu of the bi R. 6935. (Report No. 1148.) 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (House Res. No. 238) to refer the bill (H. R. 7159) for 
the relief of the heirs of. Henry Ruby, deceased, late of Bexar 
County, Tex., and all soppene 15 to the Court of Claims, 
reported in lieu of the bill H. R.7159. cap ono 1142.) 

y Mr. RAY, from the Committee 55 e Judiciary: The bill 
(H. R. 7338) for the relief of William H. Scofield, Jacob Brady, 
James Ketcham, Annie pees as administratrix of the 
chattels, and credits of Geo: W. Booth, deceased; Wilson P. 
Billar, Ezra L. Waterhouse, Moses C. Bell, George W. Byles, and 
George A. Scofield. (Report No. 1145.) 

y Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions: 
rhe) bill (H. R. 7451) for the relief of James Eganson, of Hender- 
son, Ky. (Report No. 1150.) 

By Mr. SLACK of Georgia, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7121) to restore Mrs. Elizabeth T. Anderson to the 
pension roll. No. 1151.) 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 1064) for the relief of Henry F. Thornton. (Report No. 
1152.) 

By Mr. AN DREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7740) ‘granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Keiser, o Hubbell, pred (Report No. 1154.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (H. R. 7 75 granting pension relief to Francis 


M. Ross. (Report No. 1155 

By aa KERR, from the ¢ ittee on Inyalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7457) granting an increase of pennon to John Beaird. 
(Report No. 1156. 


e bill (H. R. 7205) nig a ee to ee O. Drake, 
late a private in d Regiment Rhode Island 


Volunteers. N N57. coer 
aoe a pension to Fanny Moale Gibbon. 


5 Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
e ae SS 787) granting a pension to Nancy T. Duncklee. 
0 
. (8. 1811 granting an increase of pension to Dudley F. 
Sven: rt No. 1160.) 

By Mtr. OMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1323) granting a pension to Maria Somerlat, widow of 
Valentine Somerlat. (Report No. 1161.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 5435) for the relief of Frances P. Trumbull, 
widow of Matthew M. Trumbull. (Report No. 1162.) 

The bill (S. 177) granting an increase of pension to Sophia D. 
Clendenin. (Report No. 1163.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. Mr. MAHON, from the Committee 


on War Claims, reported adversel, (Report No. 1146) the bills 
(H. R. 2332) for the Polio? of James H. Cromwell, poe R. 2333) for 
the relief of J. Floyd Johnston, administrator of J. Floyd John- 


ston, deceased, and for other purposes, and (H. R. 2471) for the 
relief of the sufferers P the capture and destruction of the Ha- 
ee TNA arvest; which said bills and report were 
laid on the 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE (by roqro: A bill (H. R. 8011) to sim- 
plify Government printing, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. : 

By Mr. MURPHY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8012) donating one 
condemned cannon and balls to Grand Army of the Republic post 
of Sparta, III.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 8013) r condemned 
cannon and cannon balls to Grand Army of the Republic, L. W. 
Cooper Post, Department of Missouri, No. 81, of Lathrop, Mo.—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. : 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 8014) granting jurisdiction to 
the Court of Claims and Supreme Court of the United States of 
certain State claims—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A resolution (House Res. No. 240) 
requesting the Secretary of State to communicate to the House all 
correspondence, etc. relative to the imprisonment of Mrs. Florence 
E. Maybrick—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. s 

By Mr. BLUE: A resolution (House Res. No. 241) to investigate 
the ‘National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were dischar; from 
ae consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 

ollows: 

The bill (H. R.7923) granting a pension to John Giloray—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 7943) for the relief of Peter Parris—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 5 

The bill (H. R. 7942) for the relief of Jessee Combs Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Petition of Ed. Allan, master, and 128 other citizens of Port 
Huron, Mich., for establishment of life-saving station, to accom- 
pany H.R.7262—Committee on Rivers and Harbors discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Petition of Mayor Boynton and 816 other citizens of Port 
Huron, Mich., for establishment of life-saving station, to accom- 
pany H. R.7262—Committee on Rivers and bors discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 
. BAKER of New Hampshire (by request:) A bill (H. R. 
8015) to pension Ellen C. Abbott, widow of Byt. Brig. Gen. Joseph 
Oe atte ST E E phe Senin to M 
ill (H. R. granting a pension ar- 
et Ann West, of Bloomington, Kans., as army nurse—to the 
8 on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8017) granting a pension to Cordelia Mercer, 
55 Lawrence, Kans., as army nurse fo the Committee on Invalid 
nsions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8018) granting a pension to Nancy J. Duna- 
way, of Garnett, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8019) granting a pension to Owen A. Bassett, 
of Lawrence, Kans., late lieutenant-colonel Second Regiment 
Kansas Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8020) granting a pension 
to Capt. Jerome M. White, of the Northern Iowa Border Brigade— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HANLY: A bill (H. R. 8021) for the relief of Wright 
Sims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8022) granting a pension to Catharine A. 
Gaylord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 8023) granting a pension to 
Thomas S. a a the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8024) for the relief of the trustees of Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Church, of Syracuse, Mo.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 8025) to increase the pension of 
David 8 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 8026) to increase the pension 
of David S. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8027) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John Benley—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

f 


By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 8028) to grant a 
pension to Charles Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 8029) granting a pension to Jane G. 
Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8030) to remove 


the charge of desertion against James M. 
tee on ey irs. 

By Mr. MEYER (by request): A bill (H. R. 8031) to pay the 
heirs of Juan Peralta for lands taken by the United States Goy- 
ernment in the State of Louisiana—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 8032) granting a pension to Julia 
C. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R. 8033) nting a pension to 
James Radley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8034) grantinga pension to Frances A. McCoy, 
of Kansas 5 Mo. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MI LIKEN: A bill (H, R.8035) for the relief of own- 
ers of American 5 of Bath—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill ee R. 8036) for the relief of Sarah 
Grisson—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of Pory Bannal Thomas T. Bates, 
R. Goodrich, and 16 other citizens of verse City, Mich., in favor 
of the leg eatem of weights and measures—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Agnt, and Measures. 

By Mr. BAB 
D. C., urging the passage of House bill No. 5220, or some si 
measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway 
Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and opposing the ex- 
tension of the tracks of said company until its existing lines are 
modernly equipped and operated—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Resolutions of Camp No. 83, Union Veteran 
Legion, of Worcester, Mass., in favor of a per diem pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the American Women Citizens’ League, ex- 
pressing sympathy for Cuba in her fight for independence—to the 
Committee on Foreign irs. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolutions of Grand Army of the 
ae Benevolent Association of Colorado, in favor of House 
bill No. 4985, making the Fort Lyon Military Reservation a Sol- 
diers’ Home—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BROWN: Papers relating to the claim of J. M. Rife— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Resolution of Washington Commandery, 
Miltary Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States, indorsing 
bill to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, remonstrance of citizens of Tacoma, Wash., for the re- 
moval of the statue of Pére Marquette from Statuary Hall—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, memorial of citizens of the State of Washington, for the 
passage of a service-pension bill of at least 88 per month to every 

onorably . sailor, and marine who served ninety 
days in the late war on the Union side—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, memorial of citizens of Tacoma, State of Washington, for 
the passage of House bill No. 5729, for the protection of game, 
ete.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of citizens of Boston, Mass.; also 
petition of citizens of Newton, Mass., in favor of the adoption of 
oe metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 

easures. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petition of T. A. Melbourne, J. M. Roberts, 
J. J. Mobey, and others, apn dog for relief for settlers in the neu- 
tral strip,” Oklahoma—to mmittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of William Hickinbotham and others, in Okla- 
homa, praying for service-pension law—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of ex-soldiers and citizens of Crane 
Creek, Mason County, III., favoring the passage of service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. s 

By Mr. HANLY: Evidence to be filed with and accompany 
House bill No. 2057, for the relief of Silas Quackenbush—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of Uncas Council, No. 25, Order United 
American Mechanics, asking for the passage of the Sperry or 
Lodge immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. HUFF: Resolution of Capt. S. S. Marchand Post, No. 
190; also of Fort Ligonier Post, No. 824, Grand Army of the Re- 

ublic, Department of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage of 
ouse bill No, 7559, providing for an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Lucy Keenan, widow of John B. Keenan, late major, Eleventh 


yes—to the Commit- 


CK: Two petitions of citizens of Washington, 
similar 
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Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 


ensions. 

By Mr. JONES (by request): Petition of F. A. West and others 
for the removal of the statue of Marquette from Statuary Hall— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of Mrs. Jane G. Kelly, widow of Maj. 
Frederick Kelly, of St. Louis, Mo., for a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Petition of Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Oak Park, III., asking for the repeal of the divorce laws 
of Oklahoma and Arizona—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Oak 
Park, III., asking that the age of consent in the District of Colum- 
bia be raised from the age of 16 to 18, and to extend to the Ter- 
ritories—to the Committee on the Jndiciary. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Oak 
Park, III., in favor of Sunday-rest law for the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Oak 
Park, III., asking for the enforcement of the compulsory-education 
law in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: Petition of James M. Hayes, of 
Henderson County, Tenn., for relief—to the Committee on Mili- 


By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of Summit Council, No. 87, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Jersey City, N. J., in favor 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of International Association of Machinists, No. 
121, of Missoula, Mont.; also petition of Council of Trades and 
Labor Unions, of Detroit, Mich., favoring House bill No. 184, pro- 
viding for a commission of 8 as to the feasibility of direct 
legislation to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of Liquor Dealers’ Protective League of West 
Hoboken, N. J.; also of Bayonne, N. J., against the of 
House bill No. 6668, to amend the act relating to the sale of intox- 
icating liquors in the District of Columbia by raising the license 
fee—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Maine Sportsmen’s Fish and 
Game Association, of Au , Me., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 5729, for the protection of game, etc.—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the American Society for the Pre- 
vention of Cruelty to Animals, protesting against the passage of 
the bill proposing to provide for an international humane and 
sanitary conference—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of William H. Erwin, mayor, and 
58 other residents of Fort Pierre, S. Dak., against the issuance of 
licenses for and sale of intoxicating liquors in prohibition States— 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of Arthur Welding and 18 others, of 
Spring Hill, Whiteside County, III., asking for the passage of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGH: Petition of officers and members of David Auxier 
Post, No. 73, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ken- 
tucky, favoring the passage of a service-pension measure 8 
not less than $8 per month to all honorably discharged soldiers an 
sailors who served not less than ninety days in the war of the re- 
bellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of Carlisle Council, No. 67, of the 
American Protective Association, of Carlisle, Pa., protesting 
aguinst the statue of Pére Marquette remaining in the Capitol of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Petition of Samuel B. McFadden 
and 20 others, ex-soldiers and ex-sailors of the late war, citizens 
of Howe, Nebr. , praying for a pension of $8 per month to eve 
soldier who served ninety days and was honorably discharged an 
$12 per month to their widows—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
si 


ons. 

By Mr. TAFT: Memorial of the Cuvier Club, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill No. 5729, relative to 
the protection of game, birds, and fish—to the Committee on In- 
— aa and Foreign Commerce. J 

Also, memorial of Prof. H. A. Newton, of Yale University, New 
Haven, Conn., favoring the metric stom of weights and meas- 
ures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of leading business men and 
officials of Centerville, Hickman County, Tenn., asking favorable 
action on the bill for the relief of the k agents of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South, Nashville, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. ’ 

By Mr. WARNER: Evidence in support of House bill No. 7167, 
to correct the military record of James Houselman, second lieu- 
tenant Company H. Sixty-third Illinois Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORDSENATE. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April &, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with, 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

_ The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, in further response to a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the 16th ultimo, calling for information 
touching the condemnation of lands needed for the construction 
of the proposed boat railway at The Dalles of the Columbia River 
in Oregon, transmitting a letter from the United States attorney 
for the district of Oregon containing additional information to 
that already furnished; which, with the accompanying letter, 
was 5 1 77 to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 8 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropriation 
of $40,000, to pay amounts found to be due under contracts for the 
survey of public lands in California, executed prior to June 30, 
1890; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, transmitting a report upon the expenditures 
of the agricultural experiment stations, and the draft of a resolu- 
tion providing for the printing of 2,000 copies thereof for the use 
of that Department; which, with the accompanying report, was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT praene a petition of the Francis F, 
Williams Eighteenth Ward Republican Battery, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., praying for the y recognition as belligerents of the 
Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People's Conference 
of the Reformed Episco Churches of New York, praying for 
the enactment of legi on granting protection to Americans in 
Turkey and extendi sympaty to the suffering Armenians; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I 1 the petition of William O. Jun- 
kins, mayor of the city of Portsmouth, N. H., and 175 other citi- 
zens of that city. As the petition is somewhat unique, I will take 
the liberty of stating its contents. 

The petitioners state that they would look with regret upon a 
possible rupture of the friendly relations existing between this 
country and Great Britain, and they hope that the present dis- 
pute with regard to Venezuela will be speedily and amicably ad- 
justed. They also express deep regret at the atrocities inflicted 
upon the Armenians of late by the Turks and Kurds, and express 
great concern for the future safety of that people. They say that 
they believe those barbarous votaries of Islam should never be 
allowed any more to vent their spite upon this or any other Chris- 
tian people, and that steps should be taken forthwith by this Goy- 
ernment to insure the lives and property of the unfortunate Ar- 
menians. To that end they recommend an alliance with England 
and other European powers on this question. They hope that an 
Anglo-American fleet and army of sufficient strength may be dis- 
patched to the East to occupy Armenia and the Holy Land and 
to establish an Anglo-American eee over those countries, 
with full independence from Turkey, as the only guaranty for the 
future safety of the Christians living there; and, if need be, to 
take Constantinople. 

Imove that the petition be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a joint resolution of the city 
councils of the city of Portsmouth, N. H., setting forth the desira- 
bility and necessity of building a dry dock in that city, and call- 
ing attention to the fact that nature has done very much to pre- 
pare a site for that work. I move that the joint resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. ALLEN. I presenta petition of citizens of Boyd County, 
Nebr., praying that the homestead laws be so amended that the 
settlers on the lands embraced in the Great Sioux Reservation may 
be relieved from the payment of $1.25 per acre now required by 
the statute, because of the successive failure of crops in that 
county for several years, and because a failure to relieve the set- 
tlers from the payment would practically deprive them of their 
homestead interests. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Ohio, remonstrating against the introduction of military training 
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in the public schools of the country; which was referred to the 


Committee on Military i é 

He also presented a petition of Encampment No. 124, Union Vet- 
eran Legion, State Soldiers’ Home, of Erie County, Ohio, prayin 
for the enactment of a per diem pension law; which was ref 
to the Committee on Pensions. 5 

Mr. CALL. I present a communication, in the nature of apeti- 
tion, from F. C. M. Bog , of Fort Ogden, Fla., a soldier of the 
Mexican war, in which he states that many veterans of that war 
are getting old and needy and are receiving a pittance of $8 per 
month, while others are getting 812 and upward. The petitioner 
prays that Congress shall pass a bill granting an additional pen- 
sion to the veterans of the Mexican war and the widows of de- 
ceased soldiers of that war. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST presented sundry memorials of citizens of the Fifth 
Ward of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the appropriation 
of money for sectarian institutions; which were refer to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GORMAN. . I present a communication of Dr. Thomas 
Fell, president of St. John’s College at Annapolis. It is addressed 
to me, but is intended as a petition. It prays for the passage of 
Senate bill No. 735, introduced by the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. SQUIRE], entitled A bill to reorganize and increase the effi- 
ciency of the personnel of the Navy, etc.” I move that the com- 
munication be received as a petition, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented the petition of J. T. B. Hoover and 
sundry other citizens of Elm City, N. C., praying that Henry H. 
Pridgens, late private in Company G, First United States Volun- 
teers, be restored to the pension roll at the rate of $12 per month; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Julia Ann Foy, of Newbern, 
N. C., praying that she be restored to the pension roll; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented sundry petitions of citizens of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1886, or 
some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and remon- 
strating against the extension of the tracks of that company until 
its existing lines are modernly equipped and operated; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported an amendment authorizing the President to appoint a con- 
sul at either Iskanderoon (Alexandretta) or Karpoot, in Turkey, 
intended to be proposed to the sandy civil appropriation bill, and 
moved that it be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R.1050) to grant an increase of pension 
to Elizabeth Deshler Whiting, widow of Lient. Henry iting, 

rted it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3993) granting a pan to Joseph Porter, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.3749) to increase the 
pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida Rhoades, to report it without amend- 


ment. 
I will state that a similar bill, a Senate bill, has been reported 
and is now on the Calendar. A written report was made with that 


ms 7755 no report will be made in this case, the House report 
stan Š 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1822) for the relief of W. R. Austin & Co., 
zeporeg it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2420) to de aa the pay of non- 
commissioned officers in the Army, repo it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WALT On the 10th of March the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], from the Committee to Establish the 
University of the United States, reported the bill (S. 1202) to es- 
tablish a university of the United States, Leave was granted to 
file the views of the minority at a later day. This I desire to do 
now. 

On Monday of last week, upon the a 
from Maine itr. FRYE], it was ord 
report of the committee be printed for the use of the 
would be perha 
to the views of the minority, and I ask that that be done, 


plication of the Senator 
that 5,000 copies of the 
mate. It 


proper that a similar order should be made as | fi: 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 


Mr. BATE. Iam directed by the Committee on Mili Affairs 
to report back the bill (S. 691) for the relief of Capt. W. M. Wal- 
lace. The committee regard the claim involved as a departmental 
one, and ask that it be relieved from its further consideration, 
that it be left with the Department for adjudication and settle- 
ment, and that, upon application, the papers in the case be trans- 
mitted to the Third Auditor of the Treasury Department. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 2175) granting a pension to James Loyd Young 
late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

IMMIGRATION REGULATIONS. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to give notice that on Thursday, the 16th 
instant, after the routine morning business, I shall ask the Senate 
to take up and consider the bill (S. 2147) establishing additional 
regulations concerning immigration to the United States. 

r. NELSON. When the bill is called up, being a member of 
the committee, I shall ask the leave of the Senate to submit a few 
remarks upon it, 

SOPHIA J. HAMILTON, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am instructed unanimousl 
by the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
g . R. 569) granting a pension to Sophia J. Hamilton, widow of 

harles S. Hamilton, major-general of volunteers, to report it 
favorably without amendment; and I ask that the bill be con- 
sidered at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Sophia J. Hamilton, widow of the late 
Charles S. Hamilton, major-general of volunteers, and to pay her 
a pension of $50 per month. 

he bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATALOGUE OF AMERICAN LITERARY ASSOCIATION LIBRARY. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, reported it without amendment; and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed and bound, in paper covers, 25,000 additional copies of Bureau of 
Education Circular of Information, No. 200, Catalogue of the American Lit- 


erary Association Library; 5,000 copies for the Senate, 10,000 copies for the 
House of Representatives, and 10,000 copies for the Bureau of Education. 


REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE MINT, 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, reported it without amendment; and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 10,000 additional copies of the report of the Director of the Mint 
for the fiscal year ended June 90, 1895; 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 


5,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 3.000 copies for 
the use of the Director of the Mint. 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS FOR 1804 AND 1895. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the 1 concurrent resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, reported it without amendment; and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to print, for 
distribution by the Department of State, 2.500 copies of Commercial Relations 
for 1504 and 185, and (in separate porn 10,000 copies of the Review of the 
world’s commerce," etc., being pages 1 to 285. inclusive, of said Commercial 


Relations. 
FIFTH INTERNATIONAL PRISON CONGRESS. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN on 
the 2d instant, reported a substitute therefor; and the substitute 
Was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 additional copies of Senate Document No. 131 of the first session 
of the 1 Congress, being the report of the Delegates of the United 
States to the Fifth International Prison Congress. held at Paris, France, in 
July, 1885; 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the House of 
Representatives, and 2,00) copies for distribution by the Secretary of State. 

Mr. HALE. I submit a report to praire the resolution. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed under the 


rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. I desire an executive session for 
a few moments only. 

Mr. VEST. H hope the Senator from Ohio will allow us to get 
through with the morning business. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection to any morning business, 

Mr. TELLER. Let us get through with the morning business 


rst. 
Mr. SHERMAN, All right; I have no objection. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2759) to restore the pensions of 
‘widows in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2760) for the relief of the homestead 
settlers on that portion of the Great Sioux Reservation lying and 
being in the State of Nebraska, formerly in the Territory of Da- 
kota (now State of South Dakota), and for other purposes; Which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2761) granting a pension 
to Gaston Higgins; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2762) ting a pension to John 
Bailey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2763) granting a pension to Silas B. 
Hensley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 2764) to remove the charge of 
desertion against William F. Barrett, alias Frank Barrett; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2765) granting a pension to Ezra A. 
Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2766) ting a pension to Jane 
H. Vandever; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2768) to insure the rene of 

mblic records; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
The Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GORMAN (for Mr. Greson) introduced a bill (S. 2769) to 
permit the Pintsch Compressing 9 to lay pi in certain 
streets in the city of Washington; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2770) granting to the Yo- 
semite Valley and Merced Railway serene a right of way over 
and station sites in the reservation established by an act of Con- 

of the United States entitled“ An act to set apart certain 
tracts of land in the State of California as forest reservations,” 
approved October 1, 1890; which was read twice by its title. 

Ar. PERKINS. I present, toaccompany the bill, a petition of 
citizens of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the passage of such a 
measure. I move that the petition be printed as a document and 
referred, with the bill, to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2771) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at Somersworth, N. H.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. é 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2772) granting a pension to Lewis 
H. Soule; which was read twice by its title, and, with the acgom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2773) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Frederick W. Stone; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to thé Committee on Pen- 


ons. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 2774) to amend 
an act entitled An act to provide for the 8 of addi- 
tional judges in the Indian Territory, and for other popoe": 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. i 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2775) to author- 
izə the Herndon and Aldie Railroad to construct a bridge over 
the Potomac River at or below the Great Falls; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2776) for the relief of P. A. Leath- 
erbury; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He Ars introduced a bill (S. 2777) to authorize the Light-House 
Board topay Chamblin, Delaney & Scott the sum of $2,125; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2778) to grant 

for the laying of pipe lines for commercial p in the 
ict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2779) toprovide for the transfer of 
the Fort Sidney Military Post Reserve to the State of Nebraska 
for educational purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 


Mr. PKI TCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2780) to make an equita- 
ble adjustment of the grants of land to the several States of the 
Union for State normal schools, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2781) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. Jenkins, daughter of Rear-Admiral Thornton A. Jen- 
kins, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, 
—.— the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. j 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
124) to facilitate the reorganization of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company; to secure to actual settlers the right to purchase 
at a price not exceeding $2.50 per acre the agricultural lands 
within its grant, and to prohibit said company or any successor 
company from giving by consolidation, sale, or other corporate 
action control of its railroad to any corporation, company, person, 
or association of persons owning, operating, or controlling a par- 
allel or competing railroad; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

NATIONAL-BANK RESERVES. 

Mr. TELLER. I introduce a bill. It is very short, and I ask 
to have it read at length, after which I wish to say a word or two 
with reference to the bill. 

The bill (S. 2767) to provide for the reserves of national banks 
was read the first time by its title, and the second time at length, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all national banking associations established under 


the laws of the United States shall keep their reserves in their own vaults. 
That this act shall take effect and be in force thirty days from 


SEC. 2. and 
after its Dunen. 

. t all laws or parts of laws in conflict with the above are hereby 
Té = 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 
the Committee on Finance to this bill. I do not desire to take the 
time of the Senate except to say in a general way that there is a 
very general impression that the congestion of money in the East- 
ern cities which is complained of grows largely out of the provi- 
sion of law that enables the banks all over the country to keep 
their reserves in the city of New York and other reserve cities. 
They not ees their money in those cities and draw interest on it, 
taking the money from the sections of country where the banks 
exist. I think myself that that system has been very detrimental 
to the honest industries of the country. 

Iam informed by those who are familiar with the system of 
doing business in the city of New York, where largely these 
moneys are accumulated, there being last September over $200,- 
000,000 of this class of money then held there belonging to banks 
outside of the city, that the tendency is sap to increase specu- 
lation in stocks. Tam told by those who I believe are correctly 
informed on the subject that 75 per cent of all the money loaned 
by national banks in the city of New York is loaned to stock 
brokers and stock 33 not to legitimate business enter- 
prises. I think we have reached a period in our history where 
industrial enterprises go begging for money, while stock specula- 
tions and tions of that character find themselves accom- 
modated at the banks. 

Possibly the banks ought not to be required to keep all their 
money in their vaults, but I wish the committee would take this 
matter in hand and see whether they should not keep a large pro- 
portion of it in their vaults, and whether there is not some method 
to prevent the accumulation of money in the reserve cities, 

Mr. HOAR. I sbould like to say one word on the subject which 
the Senator from Colorado has introduced. 

We thought we had in Massachusetts the most carefully devised 
State banking system that ever existed in the country or any- 
where in the world. I think if there is anything for which the 
statesmen of Massachusetts of fifty or sixty years ago deserve 
honor it is for the great care with which they dealt with the or- 
ganization of the various business and other corporations which 
that State chartered and the restrictions under which they were 
to labor. They provided in that banking act (and it was the law 
until the present national banking system took its place) that no 
bank should pay interest on any money. The result was that 
what the Senator from Colorado desires to accomplish was ac- 
complished; that is, the banks kept their deposits in their own 
yaults, except to the extent of a reasonable arrangement with the 
banks of redemption in Boston for the redemption of their bills, 
which they usually redeemed there and did not redeem at their 
own counters. e result was that the bank nded chief 
upon the local community for its custom, and, on the other han 
the customers, the manufacturers, who, in order to employ a large 
force of workmen, of course had to havecredit and borrow money 
at the bank, to be repaid when they made their sales six months 
after, depended upon the local banks for their 9 So the 
borrowers had for creditors persons who knew abont their 
solvency and their character and their importance in the com- 
munity, and the banks in their turn were jealously watched by 
an interested eee ee e them. 

When the present ing law went into operation the national 
banks to borrow money and to make its with each 
other where they could get money on interest. they began 
to Day aeres: on their 
ting 


ts and to vie with each other in get- 
ge deposits and in raising a little the rate of interest paid 
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to depositors. The result was that the banks could not afford 
to have any idle money in their hands. Poemes Bagi depositor 
who d ited without any interest of course let his money lie. 
It would not do any harm for the rng Ban lie idle a little while. 
The effect of this change of policy has n that which the Sen- 
ator from Colorado has pointed out. The banks have to be 
one great money-lending syndicate association or ination, 
having headquarters in a few great commercial cities, lending 
money on concerns at an entire distance from the | „over 
whom there can be no satisfactory or thorough oversight. 

Then, on the other hand, the manufacturers, the merchants, the 
business men, do not send their notes, as they did, to the local banks 
in their own neighborhoods, but to the brokers in the large cities. 
A man in Worcester sends his paper to New York or to Boston or 
to Chicago. A man in Chicago sends his paper to New York or to 
Boston or to Philadelphia or some Easterncity. So gradually we 
are getting two great syndicates, one the money-borrowing com- 
bination and the other the money-lending combination, and the 
result is that any panic or disturbance in the money market, which 
before would be confined to the particular community where it 
arose, touches the whole system like touching a nerve of the human 
body and makes the country much more liable to panic. 

I hope the Senator from Colorado will succeed in effecting the 
reform which he proposes. I wish to speak modestly on this ques- 
tion, for it is not within my line of 4 study; but I think the 
United States banking i ought to be by prohibiting 
the ioe of interest by banks in all cases. 

Me. LER. I am delighted that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has added much more to what I said. I think with him 
that the evil of this accumulation results really from the payment 
of interest by the banks. If that could be prevented the banks 
would, so far as they were allowed, hold the money in their own 
vaults. I have on various occasions expressed to the Senate my 
belief that no national bank ought to pay interests on deposits, 
I think it is an exceedingly vicious system. When the money is 
deposited in the course of trade they ought to be able to hold it 
there subject to the right to loan it ont when they can make a fair 
loan. When they pay interest on the loans there is a great incen- 
tive to make the loan and to make it promptly, and especially to 
make great loans in the cities, which are made to a class of people 
whom it was not intended should have the benefit of the local 
banks, just as the Senator from Massachusetts says. 

I should like to have the Committee on Finance take up the bill 
and see if they can not deal with this subject in some way and 
remedy what 1 believe all admit is an evil, the congestion of our 
money at the great centers. r, 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely desire to say that both the Senator 
from Colorado and the Senator from Massachusetts are mistaken 
if they suppose this to be the general practice of all national banks. 
Every bank that I am acquainted with that is considered a sound, 
first-class national bank utterly refuses to pay anything on depos- 
its. It is only here and there 

Mr. TELLER. Does not the Senator know that all the deposits 
from the country banks, the Western banks, which are held in 
New York receive interest? 

Mr. MORRILL. That is true, for they always find some bank 
that will pay interest, but as to paying Interest to individual de- 
positors it is not the practice of our best banks. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not believe there is a better set of banks on 
the face of the earth than the banks in the city where I dwell, a 
city now of 100,000 inhabitants. They are managed by safe, con- 
servative, old-fashioned business men, such men as you would trust 
if you were making a will to be the guardian or trustee of your 
children and your wife. Every one of them pays interest on 
deposits. Three per centis the ordinary rate. 

Ir. MORRILL. Of individuals? 

Mr. HOAR, Of individuals. Every one of them, I suppose, 
though I can not speak of all I can of some, sends its president or 
cashier or its most active director once a week to „Who 
goes around to the brokers’ shops and says, What paper have 
you got in this morning?” and he looks it over. y they 
go to New York. 

Mr. PEFFER. For what length of time? 

Mr. HOAR. As I said, I do not know about all of them, but I 
suppose every one of them receives a visit from the agent of some 
New York or Boston broker, certainly from some Boston broker, 
onon or twice a week, and you will find in the paper laid before 

em—- 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
What is the question before the Senate? 9 

Mr. HOAR. It is on the reference of a bill, as I understand, and 
it is a debatable question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The debate is proceeding on the ref- 
erence of the bill introduced by the Senator from 0. 

iy ALLEN. I was not aware that the question had been sub- 
mi P 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose under the rules the reference of a bill is 
a debatable question, 


— ALLEN. I rise to morning business, which I desire to 
nsac 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts has 
been recognized, 

Mr. HOAR. I have but one word more to say. 


Every one of 
those receives its visit, and you will find on those brokers’ lists 
the paper of Chicago houses, New York houses, houses in Maine, 
mannfacturing establishments, paper from all over the country. 
That is, of course, the business of moderate, well-managed, con- 
servative bunks, and it is an absolute necessity in the existing 
condition. 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts—— 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida will state 
his question of order. 

Mr. CALL. The bill has already been referred, I understand. 
The Senate y agreed by unanimous consent that at the 
conclusion of the routine business this morning the joint resolu- 
tion relative to Cuba should come up and that the Senator from 
Indiana 75 Tung] should have the floor upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to make a parli tary inquiry of the 
Chair. I rose to speak aon the question of the reference of the 
bill as I understood it. I rose as soon as the question was pro- 
posed. Is not that question debatable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks it is a debatable 
question, The Chair has not examined the rule, but it is the im- 
pression of the Chair that it is debatable, and the Chair for that 
p recognized the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CALL. I understand that the bill has been referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was introduced. It has not 
yet been referred, The bill will now be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 


MISSOURI RIVER IMPROVEMENT, 


Mr. ALLEN. I introduce a joint resolution calling for an esti- 
mate to be made by the War Department for the repairing of the 
Missouri River bank on the west or Nebraska side opposite Sioux 
City, Iowa. I desire to make just a word of explanation before 
introducing the joint resolution. The bank at that point has 
caved in and destroyed much valuable property, and it needs 
repairing. I am informed that the proper information can not 
be obtained by the War Department without the passage of the 
joint resolution, and I ask unanimous consent that it may be put 
upon its sage. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 123) directing the Secre of War 
to submit a plan and estimate for the improvement of the Nebraska 
side of the Missouri River, opposite Sioux City, Iowa, was read the 
first time by its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secret of War is hereby direc’ 
to cause to be prepared and submit a plan and estimate for the improvement 
of the Neb: side of the Missouri River, opposite Sioux City, lowa, in ac- 
cordance with the rt of Capt. H. F. Hodges, Corps of Engineers, dated 
November 16, 1894, and printed in House Executive Document No. 48, Fifty- 
third Congress, third session. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be 9 for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 


proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
5 the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to 
rin 


. WALTHALL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the 8 on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BACON submitted an amendment intended to be pr 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be popon 
by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to theriverand harbor appropriation bill; which was re: 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. s 
Mr. BAKER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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STATE CLAIMS, 


Mr. TURPIE submitted the following resolution; which was“ 


considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, 8 
to rt to the Senate what States, under the act of Con of July 27, 1861, 
entitled “An act to indemnify the States for expenses incurred by them in 
defense of the United States, and the joint resolution of March 8, 1862, ex- 

janatory thereof, have filed claims in the Treasury Department for interest, 
Suvant. and exchange paid by said States upon moneys raised by said States 
for and expended in raising, equipping. and putting into the field troops in 
defense of the Union; what are the amounts of such claims; what action has 
boen had thereon by the said Department, and the grounds for such action 
and the date thereof. 


HEIRS OF GOTTLIEB C. GRAMMER, 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims: 
Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the claim of the heirs of 


Gottlieb C. Grammer, late of the District of Columbia, deceased, be, and the 


same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims to find and report the factsin 
wman Act, 


the case as provided in the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bo 
as the same is amended by section 14 of “An act to provide for bats od suits 
against the Government of the United States,“ approved March 3, 1887. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROwNINd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5363) authoriz- 
ing the construction of a fog signal on the north pier of the en- 
trance to Menominee Harbor. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 1247) to establish and provide for the 
maintenance of a free public library and reading room in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Powrrs, Mr. MILNES, and Mr. BABCOCK managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


send; i 
A bill (S. 344) granting a pension to Mary A. Hall; 
A bill (S. 345) granting a po to Catherine R. Jardine, 
ardine; 


Company; and 
A joint resolution (S. R. 116) anthorizing the Public Printer to 
8 Annual Report of the Superintendent of the United States 
ast and Geodetic Survey in quarto form, and to bind it in one 
volume. 
CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. CALL. I ask that the joint resolution-relative to Cuba be 
oy up, that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] may address 

e Senate. 

Mr. PUGH. I ask the Senator from Indiana to yield to me a 
few minutes that I may call up the bill (H. R. 6996) to authorize 
the construction of a wagon and foot bridge across the Chattahoo- 
chee River at or near the city of Columbia, Ala. 

Mr. TURPIE. Will it lead to any debate? 

Mr. PUGH. No debate. 

Mr. TURPIE. Very well. X 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, after the word 
Alabama,“ to strike out ‘its successors or assigns”; so as to read: 

That the city of Columbia, a municipal corporation under the laws of Ala- 
ities tte ths aAa OF TOAG ot ail ĩͤ ciilioala, eon lock pammngere 
across the Chattahoochee River at or near the city of Columbia, so as to con- 
nect with Georgia on the opposite shore. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1,line 11, after the word 
#4 to strike out “and” and insert Provided also, That if 
said bridge shall be built with unbroken and continuous spans”; 
80 as to read: 

Provided, That any bah Fil built under the provisions of this act may be 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, in section 1, line 20, after the word 
further,“ to insert: i 

That if the Secretary of War shall decide that navi 
jured thereby the draw may be built with one span of 1 
opening over the main navigable channel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


GETTYSBURG NATIONAL PARK, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I beg leave to call up the bill (S. 2490) to 
amend an act entitled An act to establish a national park at 
Gettysburg, Pa.,“ approved on the 11th day of February, 1895. 
It is a matter of current business relating to the Gettysburg Park, 
and it is needed. It will take no time, and there will be no objec- 
tion, I think. 

Mr. CALL. I will remind the Senator from Connecticut that 
by ananimous consent the Cuban resolution is to be taken up, and 
the Senator from Indiana Sb tag to address the Senate upon it, 

Mr.HAWLEY. I beg pardon. I wish the Senator from In- 
diana 9 yield for this matter of business. It will take but a 
moment. 

Mr. TURPIE. The Senator from Indiana will ask the Senator 
from Connecticut how long the bill will take, and whether it will 
lead to any debate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The bill I speak of will take about three min- 


utes. 

Mr. TURPIE. I yield for that purpose. 

There being no objection, the Senate. as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment to 
strike out all from the enacting clause down to line 20, in the fol- 
lowing words: 


tion will not be in- 
feet clear width of 


That section 4 of the act entitled An act to establish a national Kk at 
Gettysburg, Pa.,” 5 on the llth day of February, 1895, is hereby 
amended se as tor as follows: 


“Seo. 4. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
acquire, at such times and in such manner as he may deem best calculated to 
serve the public interest, such lands in the vicinity of Gettysburg, Pa, not 
exceeding in area the parcels shown on the map 1 r by Maj. Gen. Dan- 
iel E. Sickles, United States Army, and now on file in the office of the Secre- 
tary of War, which were occupied by the infantry, cavalry, and artillery on 
the Ist, 2d, and3d days of J 2 5 1863: and such other adjacent land a3 he may 
deem necessary to 3 the important topographical features of the hat- 
tlefield, and in his discretion to improve and maintain the public roads within 
the limits of said park, jurisdiction over which— K 

And to insert: 


That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized in his discretion to im- 
prove and maintain the papae roads within the limits of the national park at 
Gettysburg, Pa., over which jurisdiction— 

So as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized in his discretion to improve 
and maintain the public roads within the limits of the national park at Get- 
tysburg, Pa., over which jurisdiction has been or may hereafter be ceded to 
the United States: Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be 
deemed and held to prejudice the rights acquired by any State or by any mil- 
itary organization to the ground on which its monuments or markers are 
placed nor the right of way to the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : ; 

The title was amended so as to read: „A bill to authorize the 
Secretary of War to improve and maintain the public roads within 
the limits of the national park at Gettysburg, Pa.” 


CLIFTON R. ANDERSON. 


Mr. LINDSAY. Lask the Senator from Indiana to yield to me 
that I may call for the consideration of House bill 6425. 

Mr. TURPIE. Will it lead to debate? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ithink not. If it does I will withdraw it. 

Mr. TURPIE. I will yield to the Senator from Kentucky; but 
I give notice that this is the last consent I shall give. 1 think it 
is necessary in order to observe the understanding that I should 


roceed. 

j Mr. LINDSAY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6425) for the relief of Clifton R. 
Anderson. . A 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
Clifton R. Anderson, of Danville, Ky., $46.09, the amdunt he was 
required to pay to the United States Government, burglars having, 
without any fault or negligence of his, broken into his office while 
he was a stamp deputy in the United States Revenue Service and 
carried away that amount, which belonged to the United States 
Government. 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


1896. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. CALL. I ask the Senate to take up the joint resolution rel- 
ative to Cuba which lies on thetable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
joint resolution (S.R.119) relative to the putting to death of 

risoners of war in Cuba, and providing for intervention by the 
United States, if necessary, on which the Senator from Indi 
[Mr. Turre] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CALL. By the leave of the Senate, I present two com- 
a ei which I send to the desk, and which I ask may be 
read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary willread as requested, 
in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the communications, but be- 
fore concluding was interrupted b 

Mr. HILL. r. President, J ask unanimous consent that the 
communications sent to the desk by the Senator from Florida may 
be printed in the Record without further reading, and that the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurPIm] may be permitted to proceed 
with his speech. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chairhears 
none, and that order will be made. 


The papers are as follows: 
From La Atalaya, a Spanish paper published in Santander, dated Feb- 
rial that give a just 


ruary 5, 1893, we translate the following lines of its editor 
measure of Spanish ideas and what they understand by civilized warfare: 

“ Extermination !—this is the only solution of the Cuban war. 

Let our romantic neighbors, the American people, pity whom they may 
in their hypocritical defense of the rebels. It matters not what all America 
will say, the time has arrived for us to be cruel, inexorable, bloodthirsty, if 
necessary. And no matter what may come of it, public opinion, nay, the 
entire nation, demands that the insurrection be quenched in lakes of blood. 
Not one against whom the slightest suspicion is entertained should be spared. 
Nothing should deter us. That Cuban soil belongs to us, and if peace in 
future must rest on mountains of corpses, let us in haste lay the bloody 
foundation!” 

Yours, respectfully, 
By American citizen and merchant of Habana at Key West. 


To the honorable Senator, Mr. CALL: 

HONORABLE SIR: The Spanish authorities are striving to make the United 
States believe that in the war which they wage against those who aspire to 
the independence of our country they never have used means condemned b 
civilized nations; and this is completely false. Many are the crimes whi 
have been committed and are daily committed by the said authorities, its 
m idons, and the Spanish troops, and in order that you shall be acquainted 

ith some of them, and in order that you make use of them when you 
shall deem it proper, I send you the following facts: 

The Spanish colonel, Luis Molina, defeated by the Cuban brigadier,Lacret, 
near the Hanabana River, to obtain his revenge shot, in the farm Cayo Es- 

ino, 37 innocent persons. among them some Chinamen, and two women and 
Shires irls were wounded. The brother of one of the victims denounced the 
crime to Gen. Martinez CRs some newspapers gave it to the public; but 
instead of punishing the said chief, he was rewarded with a cross for having 
assassinated innocent and defenseless beings. 

The same Colonel Molina had a colored employee of Enrique de 9 
resident of the Santa Elena plantation, situated in Pedroso, province of 
tanzas, serve him as guide for his column toa Cuban hospital which wasin the 
farm Manjuari. When the e arrived at this place they ted 
the 14 wounded, and they did the same thing with the negro because he had 
not gone 3 to denounce the existence of the hospital to the 
epee authorities. is occurrence has been publicly related by a soldier 

the column, who boasted of the feat. 

The Spanish colonel, Ricardo Vicuña, when his column passed by the cattle 
ranch La Montana, propert of Felipe Gastañaga and Calixto Olano, in Guira 
de Macuriges, province of Matanzas, exchanged shots with some reyolution- 
ists who were in ambush, and afterwards continued his march to the build- 
ings of the said ranch, and on arriving did not find any of the inmates there. 
Toward evening the person in c „with his wife and children, came; and 
on being asked by Vicuña wae they had left the houses, he answered that he 
had gone to the woods with family to save if from the bullets which 
crossed m very near during the skirmish with the insurgents. This was 
sufficient cause to take away the man, tied, without Paying attention to the 
entreaties of his wife and children, and at a short distance, in the road of 
Vista Alegre, he shot him and two other men who had families, and as inno- 
cent as this one. The unfortunate widow had to suffer her misery in silence, 
for she has been threatened with death, as well as her children, if she takes 
any steps to throw light on this occurrence. 

e said Vicuña shoots all peaceful country people that he meets; he sets 
fire to the houses, and without any scruple communicates to his superiors that 
he has had a battle, causing deaths to the enemy, which deaths are none other 
than the said murders. Some few days ago in an excursion in Corral 
province of Matanzas, he shot 13 defenseless farmersso as not to be obliged to 
pay for the cattle which he had taken for his troops. 

The Ryann lieutenant, Luciano Cossio, who has been many times accused 
of stealing cattle before the Spanish judges of Matanzas, arrived with his 
soldiers at the sugar plantation Carmen de Hernandez, situated in the dis- 
trict of Sabanilla, province of Matanzas, and there shot 11 farm hands of the 
ape et whom he found at work, afterwards ordering an employee of 

e said plantation to bury the victims. $ - 

A Cuban column corer the town of Sabanilla, province of Matanzas. 
When it left some Spanish soldiers came out of their hiding places and assas- 
sinated 2 98 among them 17 women, for the mere fact of being Cubans. 

On the 24th of this month of February some 8 guerrillas were bring- 
ing a colored man to Matanzas, because he would not give a sum of mone 
demanded. While ing the River San Juan he was thrown, securel un 
into the river, and he was afterwards reported as having committed suicide. 
All this and much more is being done by order of the Spanish governors, and 
especially of General — es 8 most cruel and sanguinary man, who, during 
the last war, not only did he kill prisoners, but a multitude of old people, 
dren. To make believe that conduct changed he 
risoners are shot in the cities; instead he has them shot 
. ‘Those whosubmit themselves to a court-martial are not sen- 


try. The prisoners are put to death very quietly and then announced as 
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his way. 

The houses of the American citizen Don Francisco Garcia Valenti were 
burned by order of said Lieutenant Cossio, in order to punish Mr. Garcia 
because the Cuban patriots had stopped there, asif Mr. Garcia could possibly 
have impeded their stay at his houses, a thing which the Spanish coiumns 
themselves can not do. Lieutenant Cossio also fired the cane fields of the 

lantations Ojo de Agua and San cio in order to surround the insu! 

orces which were marching quietly to their camp or destination, and in the 
official dispatches, without any scruples, said Lieutenant Cossio imputed to 
the insurgents the firing of the sugar fields and houses. 

It is also assured that General Prats has shot many peaceful farmers in the 
Valley of Guamacato, destroying afterwards their crops and houses. 

If secret and direct orders are given to the American consul in Matanzas 
so that he may padre’ and secretly investigate the truthfulness of what I 
. erican Government could acquire confirmation of all I say 

this letter. 

Sir. the most evident proof that General Weyler has been sent to this 
island to exterminate the Cuban People Ring not only the prisoners of war 
but also the peaceful inhabitants who remain in their houses, whether in 
towns or the country—the proof is to be found in the papers I send, a thor- 
oughly Spanish paper, published in Madrid, and entitled Lectuta Domin- 

, 0! January E. so that you will be informed of what it says in its “Cronica 
semanal “ (weekly record); and as this is written by a Spanish resident in 
Madrid, no 4 can accuse it of partiality. 

The Cubans hope that you will come out victorious in the noble, hon 
and humanitarian camp: re that you are carrying on, for your glory an 
that of the great nation of which you area son and worthy representativ: 
and for the welfare of so many beings who are already grateful to you an 
who will know how to perpetuate your memory A tater after generation. 

It is a gentleman who writes to you, and on honor and on the sacred 
Scriptures swear that all this is absolutely true. 

May God grant you health and good fortune. 


Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, the joint resolution introduced 
by the honorable Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] is the first par- 
liamentary movement addressed to the action of both Houses of 
Congress in relation toa subject of . importance and in- 
terest. I have no doubt that it represents the opinion of a very 
large section of people in the quarter of the Union in which the 
honorable and learned Senator from Florida resides, an opinion 
much to be heeded in the consideration of this question, because 
the pork of Florida are nearest the seat of war, they are nearest 
the , and they are entitled to hold and express their own views 
as to how the conflagration may be best extinguished or in what 
methods the danger and injury to the vicinity and neighborhood 
threatened may be prevented. 

I think also that this resolution is full of meaning; it comprises 
4 plenary significance when taken in connection with the way 
remarkable vicissitudes, the phenomenal changes of front an 
base, which have befallen the honorable chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations [Mr. SHERMAN] and the learned and hon- 
orable junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] in their 
joint conduct of the Cuban campaign up to this date. 

The principal operative section of this joint resolution is one of 
interposition, There is a precedent for this policy in the action 
of the last Administration. One of the main sections of the joint 
resolution 7 that a detachment of the United States Navy 
shall be sent down to Cuban waters for the purpose of protecti 
neutrals and neutrat rights during the prosecution of the ci 
war there, now so unhappily existing, It will be recollected that 
during the prosecution of the war in Chile between Balmaceda 
and the opposing party there was a detachment of the Pacific 
Squadron sent to that coast; that it lay off and on; two vessels 
went to the capital of Chile, anchored in the harbor, and lay there 
for months in the very sight and seat of active hostilities. They 
did not fire a gun, but their presence afforded a very necessary 
protection not only to our own citizens but to all the neutrals 
who were there engaged in business who had not a military or 
naval AK age tec at the theater of war. In the same way here, 
I see nothing improper in the suggestion to the Executive that an 
armed vessel should be sent, perhaps more than one, into Cuban 
waters, into the harbor of Habana, upon the same errand and for 
the same purpose. 

This resolution of the honorable and learned Senator from 
Florida was introduced before the report of the late committee of 
conference. This resolution is a growth; it is the effect, therefore 
of the anxiety and unrest in the country which has been produ 
by the condition of helpless inertia or delay, of inaction, of alto- 
gether irrational obstruction existing in the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations ever since he took refuge in the crypt 
of the joint committee of conference upon this question, from 
which he barely escaped the day before yesterday as if by fire, 
after much importunity and after very labored supplication to be 
rid of his former action. This condition was superinduced by the 
levity of assent of the right honorable chairman and his e 
ness to listen to the jingo jargon of that class of extremists 80 
ably represented here by the gifted junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, a Senator singularly gifted with the power to clothe an 
interesting and exciting subject with all the d ess of time-worn 
commonp and stilted platitude. 
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It was by reason of this inaction and the impatience bred by it 
that resolutions similar to this are now being presented and will 
be nted for our careful consideration. Had there been una- 
nimity, had there been anything like prompimess and celerity, 
had there been a real effort made to report the original resolutions 
of the Senate, had there not been an unconditional surrender in 
the first place to the demands of their opponents, this resolution 
and many others would have rested in the breast of the people 
who had prompted it, and the country would have been satisfied 
with a direct, complete, and immediate legislative expression of 
Congress upon this subject. I trace directly to this inaction and 

to this obstruction—for that is what it substantially amounts to 
I trace to this inaction and obstruction such further consideration 
as may be given to the Cuban question during the De session. 

It is impossible to conceive of a more wholly unlegislative pro- 
ceeding, of a more abnormal proceeding, than the action taken by 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations with refer- 
ence to the Cuban question. Firstly, the honorable chairman 
came in with the original Senate resolutions; secondly, the hon- 
orable chairman came here abandoning those resolutions and pro- 
posing the resolutions of the House, 3 the third article, 
concerning intervention; thirdly—and I wish I could say lastly, 
but there is no telling what will be lastly in this category—thirdly, 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
abandoned the third article, abandoned the House resolutions, and 
returned again to the original overtures made in this body. I 
think there could not haye been a more unfortunate disposition in 

to the advocacy of this measure than befell it when it suf- 
fered from the inaction and the reaction alike of the honorable 
chairman. 

One very notable thing in the joint resolution introduced by the 
honorable and learned tor from Florida is the boldness, the 

ess, the freedom of expression which characterizes it. It 
contains a plain statement of this suggested policy to the Execu- 
tive. It does not contain a double entendre like the favored reso- 
lution of the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
It contains nothing lying in ambush and concealment. It is not 
proposed by the honorable Senator from Florida to aid the Cuban 
cause by any sort of oa or Aen een or prevarication. There isa 
plain statement here of the necessity of interposition. It is a 
measure of interposition such as we took in the case of Chile, such 
as is advised here now—not intervention. In osition is an 
interfering act by a third party in favor of neutrals and in favor 
of the rights, property, and interests of neutrals, such as has al- 
ready been mentioned in this discussion. Intervention is an inter- 
fering act by a third party in the principal quarrel upon one side 
or the other. 

The most remarkable omission in the third resolution of the re- 
port of the committee of conference, on which the Senate and the 
country were delayed day after day, is that, although it italicises 
intervention in two most important places in that third resolution, 
it does not say upon which side we shall intervene. -I have the 
text of it. Itis not said in that resolution upon which side we 
shall intervene. The causes and the reasons why we should inter- 
vene are given in the resolution. They are the needs of commerce; 
they are the wants of trade; they are the legitimate property in- 
terests; they are the same reasons which a dler would give for 
depositing his pack in a place of safety. e reasons are plain 
enough; but it is not stated in the text of the resolution whether 
the honorable chairman desired to interfere for the purpose of re- 
establishing Spanish authority in Cuba, or whether he desired to 
intervene for the purpose of aiding the free Republic of Cuba. 
For my part, when the time comes for intervention, I am in favor 
of intervening on the side of Cuban freedom and independence for 
the sake of freedom and independence, and for no other reason or 


cause. 

Mr. President, since last February the civil war in Cuba has 
been in the twelfth rage of its duration. The long continuance 
of hostilities is itself a fact, a 1 fact, in determining 
the question of belligerency, because although it was said the 
other day by the honorable Senator from Massachusetts who sits 
nearest to me [Mr. Hoar] that no amount of fighting would 
alone justify the declaration of a condition of belligerency, and 
although that must be conceded by the well-settled principles of 
international law, yet when the armed contest has las year 
after year the presumption arises with great force, and is almost 
inevitable, that beside and behind those fighting there is a people, 
a political and social organism, that comprises resources and ter- 
ri , competent to take upon themselves the discharge of the 
functions and duties of a new nationality. And when the dura- 
tion of the war is considered in reference to other circumstances 
which I shall notice in the sequel, it becomes an established cer- 
ane that the condition of gerency exists at this time in 


Irecollect very well hearing the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations asked as to what amount of fighting, 
if any mere fighting, would authorize the declaration of a condi- 
tion of belligerency. The honorable chairman of the Committee 
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on Foreign Relations made no reply—none whatever. He did not 
even consider that learned inquiry submitted by the distinguished 
Senator from New York . HILL] upon the third article, or the 
very earnest questions of other Senators in this Chamber with 
respect to a condition of belligerency. 

I have heard the twenty or thirty addresses made in this Cham- 
ber by the junior Senator from Massachusetts. I have heard the 
somewhat less number of remarks made by the learned chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations. I have heard all those 
remarks with fixed attention, with unfaltering earnestness, with 
full sympathy, until he fled into the cave of Adnilam; and yet I 
have never heard a word from the Senator with respect to the 
reasons why a condition of belligerency now exists, or why we 
ought to recognize it, or why even an expression of opinion is 
competent upon that subject. All that may be summarized from 
the addresses of the junior Senator from Massachusetts—and I 
use the word with some particularity because I think the word 
t remarks” is too colloquial an expression to be used as applying 
to anything emanating from such a high source—all that may be 
summarized from the numerous addresses of the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts and from the remarks of the senior Senator 
from Ohio is that there is war in Cuba, and great is the Cuban 

uestion. There is a way, to all appearances, of lessening even 
the greatest question by the method of its handling, the method 
of its presentation. Sometimes a wholly unimportant and indif- 
ferent figure will thrust itself into the foreground of a great 
scene, a great drama. You go there to take a look; nothing is 
visible; there is nothing to be seen except the ever-shifting and 
shadowy silhouette of the irrepressible marplot. Again, sir, the 
eye may become suddenly suffused, covered as with a cataract, 
afflicted with a total loss of vision. After a brief examination 

ou discover the whole trouble arises from an insect on the eye- 
ash. Tangata 

I a e deliberately with respect to the Cuban war being in its 
twelfth year. This is now the second period of the civil war. It 
is like the Silesian war waged by the great Frederick. Between 
the first and second periods of the Silesian war there was an inter- 
val of peace for several years, just as in this case. The Silesian 
war was one between the same parties, upon the same question, 
having for its purpose the same object, the retention by the House 
of Austria, on the one hand, and the cg jeg by Prussia, on 
the other, of the provinces of Upper and Lower Silesia. So here, 
sir, the present Cuban revolution first became flagrant in 1868. 
The first peron of the war lasted ten years, until 1878. It was 
tken concluded by what is called the treaty of pacification. Ten 
years were allowed by the terms of that treaty to carry into effect 
the reforms demanded by the Cuban people. They waited seven 
years after the expiry of the ten years, and war, last February a 
year, broke out again; the same war, between the same parties, 

aving for its object the game p on the one hand the rees- 
tablishment of Spanish authority in the island, and on the other 
the creation of a new republic, that form of government to which 
the Cuban ple give and have given not only their assent, but 
their lives, their fortunes, and their sacred honor in its support. 

But, sir, it will be recollected that at the close of the first period 
of the war there was not a suppression of therebellion, as we call it 
in this country, not byany means. There was no transaction like 
that which occurred at Yorktown, when the military forces of 
the old government surrendered to those of the new; there was 
no transaction like that which gccurred at Appomattox, when 
the military forces of the revolution surrendered to those of the 
old government. There was first a truce, and then a cessation of 
hostilities in virtue of a compact between the leaders of the Cuban 
revolution between the officers of the Cuban Republic—and those 
representing the Spanish Crown. Even then, in 1878, these parties, 
the officers of the Spanish Crown and the officers of the Cuban 
Republic, met on al grounds for the conclusion of that treaty. 
Both acknowled, each other as belligerents even then; both 
met as independent parties and as independent nationalities, and 
entered into a condition of compact upon compliance with which 
Cuba should remain subject to the Spanish Government; upon 
violation of which the revolution was again rene 

That compact, that treaty of cation, had five principal stip- 
ulations: First, the emancipation of slavery in the island. That 
has been accomplished. Second, a unive amnesty, an amnesty 
granted by both sides for all offenses during the war; not an 
amnesty granted only by the Spanish Government to such as had 
borne arms or givenaidand comfort to its enemies, buf an amnesty 
ranten also by the free Republicof Cuba, at that time in arms, per: 

oning all those who had © arms against the Republic or had 
given their enemies aid and comfort. A dnal amnesty is con- 
tained in the terms of this treaty of pacification. 

There were three other principal stipulations. One was that there 
should be an autonomous PO Rpr S chosen by the people of Cuba 
for the conduct of the civil affairs and government of that island. 
Another was that the taxation, all taxes levied in Cuba, should be 
levied by virtue of its own legislature, and all expenditures made 
in Cuba should be made by virtue of the same legislative action, 
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The third was that of official equality; that is, Cubans should 
have the same right and privilege as Spaniards of holding all the 
Offices of trust, profit, or emolument within the island. These 
were the three principal stipulations made on behalf of the revo- 
Iutionists at that time, on which conditions the peace was made 
and the signatory parties thereto put their hands and seals. 


It isnow claimed by the revolutionists that these stipulations 
have been violated, wholly broken by Spain. I believe the claim 
to be just and well founded. I heard the honorable Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] the other day asking in his very thought- 
ful way whether, in the first place, it was a fact that these stipu- 
lations in the treaty existed; asking next whether it was a fact 
that the Spanish Government had violated these stipulations. 
The answer to that is that both these things are facts. When 
men take the field, with arms in their hands, asserting a claim, 
maintaining its truth and justice, you can not reply to them with 
words. There is only one way to deny the truth, to deny the 
justice, of what is claimed. That, sir, is the wager of battle. I 
myself never saw the slightest constitutional justification for 
what was called the right of secession; I never could perceive the 
slightest justification or apology for what was called the exercise 
of that right; but when thousands of men with arms in their 
hands asserted that it was a right and that the time had come for 
its exercise, there was but one way to meet that assertion—the 
arbitrament of the sword, a jurisdiction in which there is no 
change of venue. The same state of facts, the same state of 
claims, exists in the Island of Cuba to-day. d 

Now, sir, with respect to the geographical division of the island, 
occasioned by the revolutionary movement, it is the same to-day, 
on the 8th of April, 1896, as it was in 1878, as it was in 1868, when 
the revolution first became flagrant. The island is 700 miles in 
length. Two-thirds of the island, about 450 miles, are within the 
territorial limits of the revolutionists. Next to that thére is about 
a half of the remaining third, very fertile, held for the most part 
in large plantations, which has been the debatable land, where 
most of the battles and skirmishes have occurred. The remaining 
portion in the eastern part of the island is a rim. so to speak, 
around cities—Habana—and others in that of the island of 
perhaps 15 or 20 miles, which is actually within the military en- 
campments of the Spanish power, and therefore subject to their 


What, therefore, is the condition of that portion of Cuba—two- 
thirds of the island within the territorial lines of the republic? 
That was a question asked by Senators here in the debate; it was 
asked of the honorable chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. The honorable chairman never devoted one moment 
to the consideration of it. He seemed to be as afraid to come up 
to this part of the territory held by the Cuban_revolutionists as 
General Weyler would be himself. B He never even 
looked over the fence at the field. I propose, sir, to go into this ter- 
ritory and, as far as our means of intelligence can be used, to take 
an impartial and fair survey of its condition—its condition now 
and its condition as compared with that heretofore. 

We have meager means of intelligence. The data to which I 
shall refer are only those which may come to us—we have no 
other—through the means of our own correspondent, our special 
correspondent, our staff correspondent, messages, letters, and other 
documents of that nature; and yet I think they show sufficient 
details to give us a true idea of the condition of the country within 
the revolutionary lines. We must depend 5 minute men 
of the press, those sentinels always on the skirmish line of intelli- 
gence, ving no interest in this case at least—so far as concerns 

eir use of data—having no interest except to state the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth. 

The data to which I refer are not related to battles, to 
seiges, to escapes. They are data of such every-day, familiar, and 
homely character that they have even esca the Spanish sieve 
of espionage upon the telegraph and post-office. They are there- 
fore to be taken with more 1 force against the Spanish 
case. They are confessions by the Spanish authority that this 
condition exists and that it justifies not only the opinion but the 
declaration of belligerency in this instance. 

Now, sir, I noticed several instances—I will use the word “ sev- 
eral” here—in the beginning of the war, in the first few months 
of the war, military incursions into the territory of the rebels, as 
they are called. I noticed that in several of those cases they cap- 
tured the prefecto, the alcalde, the rebel minor officer of justice, 
as they him. I noticed one instance in which they captured 
the justice of the peace, as lam going to call him. He is a Caban 
officer resembling that officer in jurisdiction. They captured the 
justice, the witnesses, the parties, the whole court. and took them 

fore a Spanish court-martial; we have not heard of any habeas 
corpus in that instance. I do not know what their future for- 
tunes were. 

Again, I noticed one instance of a raid of that kind where the 
captured a public building. It was not at all a provincial capital, 
or a capital of the island or anything adjoining it. It was a build- 
ing like one of our county court-houses, They captured a public 
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building. They killed some of the officials occupying it and they 
drove the rest away. They took the books and papers and searched 
them. The Spanish officer reserved those which he thought would 
be useful to his Government. The other books and papers of the 
public building were carried ont into the street and burned, That 
was a building having reference to the administration of justice 
within the rebel lines, as they are called—having reference to the 
local administration of justice in that territory. Imust conceive, 
everyone must conceive, simply from reading those accounts that 
snn that territory there is a regular administration of local 
justice, 

I think, sir, that the condition of the territory is very much like 
that of the colonies during our own Revolutionary war. 
local courts, the orphans’ court, the courts of ordinary civil and 
criminal jurisdiction, unless absolutely interrupted by incursions 
of the enemy, were all in full operation during that war. There 
are even some records of them, But the higher courts were not 
held. Why? Becadse the judges were uniformly Tories, The 
were appointees of the Crown. Many of them were not è 
within their own jurisdiction or circuit. They therefore fled from 
the places where their courts were held into the cities or British 
garrisons; and one of the best books written concerning the inter- 
nal condition of the colonies during that time was written by a 
colonial judge who in some way made his escape to London and 
stayed there as a pensioner of the Crown for the whole of his nat- 
ural life, and never returned to his jurisdiction in the United 
States, to the country of his birth; for he was a native American 
born here, reared here, professionally educated here. Yet he 
found it impossible during the war, being a judge of an appellate 
superior court, to get records, to have parties before him, or to 
hold his jurisdiction, on account of the sympathy which he had 
with the royal cause, and for the reason that the royal cause did 
not have force enough to gi effect to his decrees and judgments. 

That is the précise condition of affairs within the limits of the 
Cuban Republic. I therefore take it for granted, not because it 
is so stated, but by reason of the data to which I have called 
attention, that the passage of the proclamation of President Cis- 
neros, the President of the Cuban Republic, dated at Cubitas, Feb- 
ruary 1, 1896, which reads as follows— 

The Cuban republican government of the island is a firmly established 
institution. Covering considerably over one-half of the area is the civil 
branch of our authority, with regularly appointed governors of different 
sections and prefectos in the subdivisions— 
is trne in substance and matter of fact. 

I go on now to consider some other data. I kept a tally of one 
sort of Spanish military incursions which occurred in the early 
months of the war, and even now occur, but not so often—those 
military raids which had for their object the looting of the country 
stores, the country store that always has been a favorite object of 
that kind of attack. I have even some personal knowledge of it, 
for it will be recollected, sit, that we had what I have sometimes 
called the Anabasis of Morgan into Indiana. It was a very fre- 

uent incident for them to make those attacks. I kepta tally of 
those until they amounted to 20 separate instances of raids upon 
country stores within the Cuban revolutionary area. In one of 
the instances it was related that the keeper of the store was shot 
down in his door for no cause except refusing toanswer questions of 
the Spanish officer. In several. in too many of those military raids, 
it was noted that the women and children of the village had been 
removed to a place of safety, very valuable data, indicating, in the 
first place, that there are places of safety which the mre army 
can not or dare not attack ; and, in the next place, that peculiar 
mode of warfare which in the absence of battles, in the absence of 
siege, in the absence of resistance, yet threatens danger to women 
and children. I have read of many of those raids, sir, made dur- 
ing the late civil war in our country. I never knew or heard of 
an instance upon either side where the life of a child or the life or 
honor of a woman was endangered in such a raid. 

_ The raids of the Spanish military have had sometimes the loot- 
ing of the country stores for an object, and sometimes they take 
them by way of an incident, being in the line of march or in return. 
But whatever their objects may have been and no matter in what 
KAS they were accomplished, I am not standing upon the highly 
colored statement—if some Senators may wish to call it such—that 
the storekeeper was shot down in his own door. Itis wholly im- 
material in considering the question of belligerency whether there 
were women and children who were removed to a place of safety. 
It may seem inhuman to say so, but what the dispatches do show 
is that the country store is an institution within the lines of the 
Republic of Cuba; that these institutions are well known and 
numerous. If Iwere called upon to-day to name the type of supe- 
rior civilization, not a 8 type of civilization, but to name 
the type of superior civilization most universal, I should desig- 
nate the country store. You will find them, sir, in sight of 

Capitol, in Maryland, in Virginia; you will find them in Ohio, in 
h in the transmississippi States, in New Mexico, in old Mex- 
ico, in the West India Islands, in old Spain. All over, wherever 
civilization obtains, you will find this same type, consisting of the 
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same details. And what does its existence indicate? There are 
two well-known characters who frequent the countrystore. They 
are constant and perpetual customers of the country store—the 


debtor and creditor. They can not live in a country without 
law. They can not breathe in a territory without law any more 
than a schoolof shad could live inastubble field. The fact is con- 
vincing; it is beyond doubt. 

One of the theories offered is that the eastern end of the Island 
of Cuba, that which is the territorial situs of the Republican Gov- 
ernment, is a mere wilderness, full of dens, caves, holes in the 
earth, where wretched banditti robbers take refuge and sally out 
on the Spanish soldiery when favorable opportunity occurs. The 
existence of the country store means that there are no thieves, or 
that the thieves have been overawed or punished. The existence 
of the country store means that there are 5 no robbers, 
or that they have been overawed or punished. I know it may be 
said it is impossible that the country stores should carry on much 
business in such a warlike condition as Cuba is now in. It is im- 
possible that debtor and creditor should have any attention paid 
to them. The man must sell for cash if he sells at all. Certainly 
he could not trust anyone; or he is perhaps a man who keeps a 
stock of merchandise and exchanges it only for country produce,” 
But how does that help the other side of the case? hat man 
would sell his goods for cash, and keep cash where the law of the 
country was theft; where the government of the country was lar- 
ceny; where the civil administration of the country was overrun 
by armed marauders? What man would keep a stock of goods 
for exchange under like circumstances? No, sir; the instance is 
crucial. There must be within the territorial lines of the Repub- 
lic of Cuba an organization of law, of order, a civilization defined 
to be the art of living together in peaceable society under regular 
political rule. 

There are other data to which I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate. In some of the Spanish military incursions into the 
territory of the Republic there were certain priests taken prison- 
ers, and in some of the battles there were certain poe taken pris- 
oners, priests who were accompanying what they call the rebel 
regiments, the rebel bands, as chaplains, to administer to the sick, 
to care for the wounded, and to soothe the dying. Those chaplains 
were not dealt with like the alcalde. They were not looted like the 
country store. It will be seen in all the accounts that they were 
very highly favored captives. They were put understrict military 
surveillance, but they were not imprisoned; they were not bound; 
they were not shackled. They were respected just for what the 
were—priests. They belonged to a kingdom not of this world, 
but very closely related to this world. ey were subjects of a 

wer before which the power of the Spanish monarchy quailed 
in meek subjection. f 

I noticed about four weeks ago—I have no doubt other Senators 
noticed the same thing—that the presgnt captain-general of Cuba 
made a pause in his campaign, not so long as the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations made in his [laughter], but he 
made a pause in that campaign carried on under all the rules and 
regulations of an Apache or a Comanche chief, in that campai 
of the Mafia and the thug; in that campaign, an imitation of the 
Duke of Alva, forever infamousin the Netherlands, to be followed 
by the same result. The Netherlands were lost to Spain. Cuba 
will be lost to Spain. I retract the will be.” Cuba is lost to 
Spain, irrecoverably lost. There isno more chance on the present 
face of things for the reestablishment of the authority of the 
Spanish Government in the Island of Cuba than there is for the 
reestablishment of French dominion in San Domingo; and the 
parallel is a sag | close one geographically; still closer in various 
instances which I shall give in the sequel. 

But the captain-general made the pause about four weeks ago, 
long enough to indite a special proclamation to the priests resi- 
dent within the rebel lines—they were a numerous body, numerous 
enough to be made the subject of a apreta! proclamation—offering 
to those clerics a full amnesty for all offenses, for all the aid an 
comfort they had given to the Republic of Cuba, to the revolu- 
tionists, and they were not required to report at Habana, not even 
at a provincial capital. They were required to report only to the 
nearest Spanish post, to take the oath of allegiance to the Crown 
of Spain, and to give their parole, their verbal parole, that they 
would not return to their people within the rebel lines. That is 
the substance of the proclamation. t 

I wish to state now as throwing great light upon the condition 
of the territory within the lines of the republic that not a single 
priest has taken advantage of this proclamation. But although 
these priests, sir, are not amenable either to the military or civil 
authority of Spain, they are amenable to their own superiors, 
the metropolitan of Habana or whoeyer may be in the chief ecclesi- 
astical jurisdiction of the island; and if those priests were attend- 
ing upon mere bands of robbers, murderers, and marauders; if 
they were pretending only to be chaplains and really were not 
peed if they were waiting simply as servants upon bands engaged 
in arson, in murder, in robbery, not regularly enlisted in public 


military service, if would not have been twenty-four hours after 
their capture till they would have been unfrocked and delivered 
over as laymen to the tender mercies of a Spanish court-martial. 

There is still an important deduction to be drawn from these 
data. Wherever there is a priest there is a parish; wherever there 
is a parish there are people, men, women, and children; wherever 
there are people there is a church, in which mass is heard, in which 
offerings are given, in which all the rites and ceremonies of that 
faith to which Cubans of all parties haye been so long steadfast 
are duly observed. It is abundant proof of the condition of this 
territory to know that there are priests there, members of this 
sacred and powerful hierarchy, who in their civil character are 
now to be considered as citizens of the revolutionary republic of 
Cuba and as the enemies of Spain, Why was amnesty offered to 
them? Because they had offended the Spanish Government, 
Why have they not accepted it? Because they owe and maintain 
their allegiance to the government of the Republic of Cuba. 

I have gone, sir, still further into the question of condition, I 
have examined Cuban statistics. I find that in 1880, two years 
after the close of the first period of the Cuban war, exports from 
Cuba had slightly decreased. In imports there was a very large 
decrease, showing thatthe people had become impoverished by 
the long continuance of the war. Population, strange to say, was 
the same as reported ten years before. Either there had been 
great exaggeration as to military losses or there had been great 
migration which had made them good and had restored the popu- 
lation of the island. In 1890, ten years afterwards, the Cuban 
exports were larger than ever before in the history of the island. 
The Cuban imports were also larger, and the population had 
increased 20 or 30 per cent, according to the ten authority, 
above what it had ever been before reported. Cuban credits of 
the Spanish Goyernment were quoted at par. Notwithstanding 
the immense expenses of the war, taxes leyied for that purpose, 
floating debts funded, they were quoted at par and remained at 
= until after the commencement of the second period of war 
1 a year, when they sank down to 80 and remain at 

at point. 

I think, sir, it is very evident that this two-thirds of the island 
is a country, is an organized government, is a political and social 
body, which from its maintenance of twelve years of war, if from 
no other reason, has earned for itself the right and title to recogni- 
tion as belligerent. I am not among those who would say that our 
determination of this question, so unanimous and so much belated, 
is inconsequential or a matter of indifference. Sir, it is a matter 
of the highest importance, not only asinfluencing the action of the 
Executive here, but as influencing the action of foreign govern- 
ments elsewhere. Wecan not, of course, expect immediateaction 
on the part of the Executive. Gentlemen sometimes say that the 
Executive can take no official notice of the resolutions. Grantit. 
Is it to be supposed that the Executive is in ignorance of the pas- 
sage of those resolutions or of their contents? Not at all, sir. 
He is well acquainted with them, and I have no doubt that he has 
watched every step of the deliberation. But there can be no rea- 
sonable objection, as we have been so long engaged in their con- 
sideration, to his taking an adequate portion of time. The execu- 
tive department of the Government has its own conclusions to 
arrive at, its own sources of information, its own arguments 
addressed to reason, to understanding; and I make no doubt that 
the course of events here and elsewhere will be such as finally to 
result in an official recognition of belligerency between the 
respective parties to the war in Cuba. 

Allow me to say, sir, that the offer of mediation is strictly in line 
with that of belligerency. A neutral may offer mediation. The 
day may come when, instead of being totally subjugated, the Span- 
ish Government will be very willing to accept our mediation and 
to retire from theisland upon some terms, instead of being driven, 
as the French were, into the sea. x 

We are told by Senators upon the other side of this question that 
the Republic of Cuba has an inland capital and that it has no sea- 
port. The capital of Switzerland, the oldest republic in the world, 
is not a seaport. The City of Mexico is not a seaport. Caracas is 
not aseaport. The cases are very numerous in which capitals are 
wholly inland. Nor can I conceive that much importance can be 
attached to the retention of seaports in the islands even by Spanish 
garrisons. 

Let us look at some other revolutions. Take the revolution in 
Mexico. The city of Vera Cruz, the principal seaport of that Re- 
public, was held by the Spanish forces up to the time when inde- 
pendence was recognized by the home Government. What could 
the Mexicans do with Castle Ulloa, its bastions, its ramparts, and 
the wall of Vera Cruz? They had no navy any more than Monte- 
zuma had, 20 or 30 canoes; they had no method of attack, but the 
did surround the city as with a cordon of fire which cut it o 
from communication with the surrounding territory. A city does 
not amount to much which is thus isolated. 

It is said that railroad cars are running out of Habana. So they 
are. They are running 15, 20, 30, and in one instance 40 miles, 
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How do they run? With a full military detachment on guard on 
the train. Who wants to travel in such a train? Freight may be 
sent. Who wants to send freight when within an hour the track 
mia be torn up or a bridge subjected to destruction by dynamite? 

here isa perfect isolation with respect to urban commerce and 
urban necessities. When itis considered that supplies, munitions 
of war, even food, in a few months will have to be brought across 
the Atlantic to support the Spanish military in that island, the 
burden so imposed will become insufferable. The mere holding 
of seaports will be no recompense. A 

I might allude to the circumstance of our own Revolutionary 
war. e had very few of the seaports. New York, then, as 
now, the great commercial metropolis of the country, was held by 
the British Government until the time of the signing of the defini- 
tive treaty of peace at Paris. It never was surrendered. They 
would not hear that word. But after thesurrender of Cornwallis 
and after the treaty of peace had been signed by the commissicn- 
ers of the 3 powers the British evacuated the city and 
harbor of New York, and in old times I have read how our people 
used to keep Evacuation Day as a sort of public holiday. Every 
seaport on the Atlantic coast south of New York was held by the 
royal forces. What did it avail? How much longer did it ena- 
ble them to continue the struggle? How did it prevent the inde- 
pendence of the colonies? Let history answer. 

I alluded, sir, to the instance of Santo Domingo. That was the 
old name of the whole island, in which there are now two inde- 
pendent Republics, Santo Domingo and Haiti. France onceowned 
the most extensive and fertile colonial possessions in the West 
Indies with the exception of Spo They were lost, and how? 
Let us recur to the beginning of the contest. What had France 
in that war? She had nothing but men and money. She had 
nothing but munitions of war in lavish abundance. She had 
nothing but cities and seaports and garrisons, She had nothing 
but fleets and armies, officered by celebrated leaders fresh from 
victories in European fields. What had Toussaint and his people? 
What had the Haitians? Any seaports? Not one. Any sympa- 
thy from any quarter? None. Any recognition of belligerency? 
No such thing. Any offer of mediation? Notatall. Any muni- 
tions? None except what they captured from the enemy. 

What was it that supplied these defects? How did all these 
other things come to be added to the cause of revolution in Santo 
Domingo? Any treasury? It is said the Cubans have no treas- 

e Haitians did have a treasury, full, overflowing—the 
memory of their wrongs. That was their treasury—grieyous, 
blasting, blighting, insufferable wrongs. That steeled their arms. 
That supplied the place of munitions, of lead, of powder, of guns, 
All these things were put into the commissary and quartermas- 
ter's department of the revolutionists because they had the one 
thing needful, the inextinguishable love of freedom and of country; 
the inextinguishable hatred of the foreign race and the forei 
rule, Therefore it was that they drove the French colony, the 
French army, literally into the sea; and all the people on the dry 
land and on the hills and in the valleys clapped their hands in 
glee to see the waters overwhelm their oppressors. It was a ter- 
rible victory, one of indescribable barbarity and atrocity, but 
when you corner a whole people, corner them on the question of 
liberty or death, they will death and destruction in return. 

They were armed in that same spirit spoken of by the Earl of 
Chatham when, more than a century ago, he addressed the cortes 
of Great Britain upon the subject of war with the colonies and 
said: My lords, you can not conquer America, You may raise 
armies; you may make campaigns; you may even win battles; 
but you will never subdue the spirit of liberty in that people.” It 
is the spirit. What flesh or blood can strive with it? It is the 
spirit of liberty. Neither flesh, nor blood, nor the power of Spain, 
nor the gates of hell can prevail against it. 

We not only have to consider in the present instance the Cuban 
campaign, but the long duration of it, the extremities to which 
those resisting the Spanish Crown have been driven by the neces- 
sities of the situation. We must also consider that there can be 
but one result. It may be delayed; it may be deferred; it can 
not be defeated. It will be the ultimate independence of the peo- 
ple of the island. 

Mr. President, I noted very closely the other day when the hon- 
orable and learned junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopGE]—who I am sorry to say is just now absent from his seat, he 
was here at the commencement of the discussion—came into the 
Senate with the privileged question in one hand and a scrap of a 
newspaper in the other, en he exhibited his wound from the 
Spanish minister, not as wide as a barn door nor as deep as a 
well,” when he put his morsel of Spanish into the Recorp, when 
he had begun, continued, and concluded his personal explanation, 
I thought this was a very serious business; but as it concerned 
merely the difference about the meaning of one word, there might 
be a peaceable adjustment. 

However, when the junior Senator from Massachusetts returned 
afterwards on the self-same day to explain his explanation and to 
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ne jac and to explore his explanation, I began to see a very con- 
siderable diminution in the size and bulk of the Cuban question. 
I began to conceive that, after all, it had settled down to single com- 
bat, a duello within the four quarters of the code, between the 


Spanish minister on the one hand and the distinguished junior 
Senator on the other. I was about to propose a choice of weapons, 
for I supposed nothing remained to do except to select the seconds 
and make a choice of weapons. But a friend near me said, Your 
suggestion is premature; there will be no fight, there will be no 
duel.” Iwas very anxious on the part of one of the combatants at 
least to suggest a choice of weapons. I felt the deepest solicitude 
that our champion of Senatorial privilege should, when he rode into 
the list, not go there without being fully armed, with visor closed 
and lance at rest. I was anxious he should not be mistaken fora 
mere neophyte, a sciolist, a mere harlequin with a sword of 
leather and a dagger of lath. But my friend said, ‘ You are too 
fast; there will be no fight.“ All the trouble comes from the in- 
ordinate fondness which the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
has for a certain kind of confectionery or aE pais Cream? 
Vanilla? Tutti-frutti? No. Plain puffs; press When the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts has filled his basket with these 
puffs and retired to the committee room upon Foreign Relations 
and regaled himself to satiety that will be the last of it, for what 
is HeCuba to him, or he to Hecuba? 

Then the junior Senator from Massachusetts, the coadjutor of 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations thus far, 

noted in sepulchral tones the provision of the Constitution of 
the United States that no member of either House for any speech 
or debate occurring here should be questioned in any other place, 
ee a insisted there had been a breach of the privileges of the 
nate. 

Mr. President, I thought everyone knew that this provision of 
the Constitution related to actual litigation, and when a member 
or Senator published or uttered a slander or libel here upon an 
citizen of the United States the member or Senator so summon 
at the law might plead this provision and take no further trouble 
about his utterance or his address. That is the only purpose of 
the provision. No one ever dreamed that this provision, in the 
colloquial sense of the word, prevented what is said here from 
being questioned elsewhere. No one ever supposed that any man 
anywhere in the world could not question what was uttered in 
the Senate of the United States; question its truth, question its 
authority, question the sincerity of the author, or make a counter 
statement. That would be to embarrass freedom of speech— 
utterly to deny it. 

There was no breach of privilege here of the Senate. The Span- 
ish minister defined exactly what his indiscretion was. It was a 
violation of the conventionalities of his position. There was a 
breach of courtesy inasmuch as he took public notice and made 
a criticism upon debate hete in the Senate as there would have 
been a breach if he had given a criticism upon debate anywhere 
in thé United States. Owing to the ordinary courtesy of the 
diplomatic corps, a corps distinguished for its courtesy, there has 
always been an express reticence and silence implied and enforced 
that there should no allusion by any member of the corps to 
any debate or discussion of American parties, either here or else- 
where. 

The Spanish minister was guilty of another indiscretion. It 
Was an error of appraisement. It is what is called in the custom- 
house underyaluation. The Spanish minister had forgotten that 
the learned and honorable junior Senator from Massachusetts had 
been a Senator in the service for twenty-five or thirty years; that 
he had been a lifelong member of the Committee on Forei, 
Relations; that he was an international jurist of world-wide 
reputation; that he was a postgraduate of the jingo high school 
of omniscience. The Spanish minister had forgotten; but the 
minister had not long resided in the country. Certainly this 
offense was pardonable. And allow me to say, Mr. President, 
there are a great many people living in the United States who do 
not know these things about the junior Senator from Massachu- 


setts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana will sus- 
pend for a moment. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the 
5 before the Senate the unfinished business, which will 

stated. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to open for public entry all that certain 
part of the public domain in the State of Utah known as the Un- 
compahgre Indian Reservation. 

Mr. CALL. Lask unanimous consent that the regular order 
may be e laid aside and that the Senator from Indiana 


may proc f 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator from Indiana will proceed. 
Mr. TURPIE. I beg leave to call the attention of the Senate to 
another indiscretion of the Spanish minister. He had forgotten 
to read the lines of the celebrated epic poet of his own country, the 
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t poes of Andalusia, written upon a theme that chanced one 
ay. Ihave it here in the original Spanish, and as it has become 
fashionable to put Spanish into the RECORD I take the occasion to 
read it in these words: 

Pigmies— 
The first word is English [laughter]— 
Pigmies, though puffed and hed o; 
Are pigmies still. A 
Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate longer. I might go 
into the quest of what is to be the future destiny of Cuba. I be- 
lieve, sir, and have every reason to think the coming event is near. 
All shadows are cast before it. It is that independence will be the 
fortune of the island. It may become the site of a very large col- 
ored . as has occurred in the case of San Domingo. 
Indeed, sir, the West Indian Archipelago may become the field of 
colonization of that people which our forefathers dreamed of, all 
having an autonomous legislation, an autonomous government, 
with very close national or international relations with the great 
Republic of the United States. 
T our duty, plier E tha the Letina ah gin Lt media- 
, unanimity, di these are the princi ings necessary 
both in the present and future „ this question. 1 
trust, and I have confidence, that the best abilities of the National 
Legislature in both Houses from time to time, as events demand 
and as necessities occur, will give to the subject that consideration 
which patriotism, a love of liberty, the progress of free institutions 
shall require. 
Mr. CALL. I ask that the joint resolution may continue to lie 
on the table for further discussion. 
A The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, withont objec- 
on. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. SHERMAN. It is necessary to have a brief executive 
session. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. i 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. I 
simply wish to have the bill laid before the Senate, and then I 
shall yield to other Senators for a short time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from South Dakota that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the Indian appr riation bill? $ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H, R. 6249 1 
priations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 

ent and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 


P Mr. PETTIGREW. I now yield to the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. 
JAMES W. DUNN. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
1 of the bill (S. 321) granting a pension to James W. 

un. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 4 
after the word roll,“ tostrike out “ subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws“; and after the word“ Volunteers,” 
in line 7, to insert at the rate of 860 per month”; so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of James W. 
Dunn, late private Company E, Ninety-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, at the 
rate of $60 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in that case be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. HawLry Feb- 
ruary 25, 1896, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to which was referred the bill (8.321) grant- 
Dya 7 to James W. Dunn, have had the same under consideration, and 


a 
su t the following report thereon: 
He is at present receiving $12 per month for total disability under the act 


of June 27, 1890. 

His application for increase to $72 per month for total disability caused by 
5 of the left side as the t of gunshot wound of left „ neces- 
sitatiag the constant attendance of one or more persons, was rejected by the 
Pension Office, December 1, 1800. The reason given was that “paralysis of 
the right (left) side ean not be accepted as a result of the wound of groin.” 
The evidence on file in the Pension Office is conclusive that Dunn is and 


has been for ere J years 5 and the N e is as to 
whether Ha pie ysis of tho left side, ca such disability, is properly 
traceable to the gunshot wound of the left On this point the reports 
of the various medical boards which examin: differ, but the affidavits 
of numerous physicians who have attended him agree that his present condi- 
tion is resultant from his wound. 
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s ysis of left side, is totally unable to walk or even move 
hand or foot of that side. Claims to have received a gunshot wound in left 
n about 1 inch external to femoral artery, and that it was a running sore 

or many years. Finally the ball cameoutand the wound healed) Since then 
has had attacks of paralysis, tho last the worst one, leaving him in his 
present totally disabled condition, 

It is necessary that he have anattendant. If the long-continued suppura- 
tion in the region of the anterior crural nerve produced such structural 
changes in the nerve as to produce ysis of the muscles of the thigh, the 
disease could have extended into 


€ ha © spinal column, producing hemiplegia 
from spinal origin.” 


Dr. R. Armstrong, of Lockhaven, Pa., made affidavit July 21, 1887, as follows: 

“Thave been a practicing physician for thirty-three years; have practiced 
medicine in this pi for thirty-one years. Iwas the family physician of the 
family of James W. and knew him from boyhood; never had occasion 
to prescribe for him prior to his enlistment in the Army of the rebellion and 
always considered a healthy young man, I treated him on his return 
from the Army for complications superinduced by wounds and exposure, and 
had but little hope of his recovery.“ 

De, O. McMullen, of Elizabeth City, N. C., made affidayit September 23,1891, 


`I have this day given James W. Dunn, of Company E, Ninety-third Penn- 
ot ber pa a thorough examination, and find him suffering from total paraly- 

sof the left side, together with some degree of aphasia. He „from his 
statement, suffered from three strokes of 1 at 26 years old, one 
at 3] years old, and one at 39 years old—each stroke of increasing severity, the 
last leaving him in his nt condition. The applicant claims to have re- 
ceived a bullet wound in the groin in 1842. In 156 suppuration began and 
was more or less constant until 1877, when the bulletcame away. Twoof the 
strokes of paralysis occurred during the suppuration and one transpired 
since its cessation. 

“ We are of opinion that the constant discharge, in all e 
such ache: us changes in the cerebral blood vessels as led to their rup- 
ture, and OT to the paralysis. We are led to this belief from the 
comparative early age at which the alysis overtook the patient, and b 
the absence of any other reason. © applicant is totally disabled for alt 
kinds of work—mental and physical—and requires a constant attendant. I 
further testify that I have been in the active practice of medicine for eleven 
ye and ama graduate from the University of Virginia." 

Each of these affiants is certified by the officer administering the oath to 
be a reputable e and citizen of good standing. 

The official medical board at Erie, Pa.. examined him September 1, 1486, 
and reported that he was suffering from gunshot wound of head and groin; 
also that the entire left side is paralyzed. They state they can find no con- 
nection between the wounds and the 5 

The medical board at Hampton, Va., reports the results of its examination 
on March 12, 1890, as follows: 

Wo hereby certify that in compliance with the requirements of the law 
we have ly examined this applicant, who states that he is sufferi 
from the following 3 incurred in the service, viz: Gunshot wound o 
left groin. Alleges paralysis of left side, due to retention of ball with sup- 

uration for fifteen years. Gunshot wound of forehead alleged to have been 

curred in service, and that he receives a pension of $4 per month. 

“ He makes the follo statement upon which he bases his claim for in- 
crease: Received the wound of groin in I and the ball po ee a a outfrom 
point of entrance in 1877. Had a stroke of paralysis of left side in 1860. 
covered in about three weeks. Another stroke in 1874 and recovered par- 
tially, but did not fst full use of left side. In 1882 a third stroke caused come 
plete paralysis of left side from which he has never recovered, Recoived a 
gunshot wound of forehead at the same time he was shot in the groin, 

Upon examination we find the following objective conditions: Pulse rate, 
100; respiration, 20; temperature, —; height, 5 feet 9 inches: weight, 140 
poaa age, 45 years. Claimantis brought to examination in a wheeled chair 

rom which he can not rise without assistance, and he can not stand for a 
moment 8 being sup; Requires the aid of another person to 
remove 8 7 

Wo find just below middle of Poupart's ligament on left side a cicatrix of 


nshot wound, well healed, indurated, and adherent to soft parts. Some 
nduration of parts immediatel y cicatrix. There is no cicatrix of exit. 
The left arm and are completely paralyzed. He can not move a muscle 


hearm. The flexor tendons are strongly contracted, the forearm is at a 
Daje to the pee with such 
force that the terminal phalanx of little finger has been d ted, It re- 


have a N to draw downward, 
tinguish two points touching arm or leg at 3 inches apart. 
some difficulty in respiration, at intervals drawing a long breath with an ef- 
fort. We think the pectoral muscles are somewha’ affected on left side. He 
is, in our opinion, entitled to a first-grade rating for the disability caused by 
t wound of left groin and paralysis of left side. He req the con- 

stant aid and attention of another any bared 
“The pares seems to be due to lesion of 
or lower cervical region and not to lesion of th as no cerebral disturb- 
ance appears and no paralysis of face or tongue. It is possible that the cen- 
tral nerve lesion was a result of the peripheral injury to the anterior crural 
nerves. No paralysis of face or neck. Pu normal, me protrudes 
e en Intelligence good. No difficulty in articulation. Heart's action 

regular; no murmurs. vesicular murmur throughout both lun; 

Gunshot wound of forehead. We find over left side of frontal bone at e 
of hair a linear scar of gunshot wound running longitudinally, about 1) inches 
long, well-healed, adherent to fascia of scalp. No depression-of bone, The 
ysis exists from root of neck through the entire left side, and the diffi- 
cult eee shows lesion of nerves governing the muscvlar action of the 
pao muscles. That it is not due to the wound of head seems evident 
m the absence of facial or lingual ysis. The gunshot wound of n 
must have injured the anterior nerve near its commencement. There 
is no evidence to show how deep the burrowing of ball extended; there is 

ly an indurated cicatrix in the in.“ 


He seems to have 


inal cord and dorsal 
SR and upper 


ing for the disability caused by gu: 
PT para is the of wounds.” 
W 2 0 

It will be seen that of these three official 


cult to determine 


reports but one claims that there 
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is no connection between the wound and the paralysis, one is donbtful, and 
the other finds a direct connection. 

It is established of record that the claimant was wounded at Fairoaks, Va.. 

31, 1862, by gunshot wound of left groin; that the bullet remained in 
the wound for fifteen years, causing constant suppuration; that during this 
iod the claiman three strokes of pa: each su ing one mak- 
tos tle condition worse, until now he is an a ute wreck, his whole left 
side completely paralyzed, and that he is ane helpless and dependent upon 
the attendance of others. ‘That this condition is directly traceable to the 
wound received in 1862 there can be no doubt, and although the Pension Of- 
fice may have felt justified from a strictly legal standpoint, in view of the 
conflicting reports of its medical boards, in rejecting the claim, it is one in 
which Congress, acting as it does in the capacity of a court of equity, ought 
certainly to give relief. 
~ Your committee therefore report back the bill with amendments, as fol- 
OWS: 

In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words subject to the 8 and limita- 
tions of the pension laws” and insert at the end of the the words at the 
rate of $0 per month.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The amendment was agreed to. g 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was conturred in. 5 f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SUBPORT OF ENTRY AT SANTA BARBARA, 


Mr. WHITE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2412) to make the city of Santa Barbara, 
county of Santa Barbara, State of California, a subport of entry. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will that bill lead to any discussion? 

Mr. WHITE. I do not think it will lead to any discussion. I 
do not see how it can do so. It does not appropriate any money 
or create any office. I do not suppose there will be any objection 
to it. Iask that it be read, and if there is any objection after it 
has been read, of course I shall withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, asin 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LIEUT. GILMAN L. JOHNSON, 

Mr. GEAR. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1499) to correct the muster of Lieut. 
Gilman L. Johnson. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the bill be read for information. 
Unanimous consent can not be given without our knowing for 
what it is given. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It 
directs the Secretary of War to correct the record of Second Lieut. 
Gilman L. Johnson, late of the One hundred and forty-second 
Regiment of New York Infantry, so as to make his muster as 
lieutenant date from the date of his enlistment and that he have 
all rights and emoluments due him thereby or by reason thereof. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

E. C. CHIROUSE. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 1828. It is an exceedingly meritorious 
measure, and I should like to have it passed, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1828) to authorize the 
Anditor for the Interior Department to settle and adjust the ac- 
5 of E. C. Chirouse, Indian agent at the ip Agency, 

as 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘such,” to strike 
out “award” and insert “allow”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Auditor for the Interior Department be. and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to settle and adjust the accounts of 
E. C. Chirouse, Indian agent at Tulalip Agency, under bond of March 22, 
1871, upon principles of equity and justice, and to allow such credits as ap- 
7 ⁵ and torepore Wie findings on aad ACSO te 
the Comptroller of the Treasury for his Aeciaion thereon: Provided, however, 
That before any adjustment is made under this act the defendants shall pa: 
the costs already incurred in the pending suit on the bond above mentioned, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator 
from South Dakota in charge of the Indian 8 bill, for 
the purpose of seeing if I can not arrange with him either to-day 
or to-morrow to get an hour for the consideration of the pension 
bills which are now on the Calendar, 


In this connection, I will state to the Senate, and especially to 
the Senator from South Dakota, that during this entire session the 
Committee on Pensions have had but one single hour for the con- 
sideration of their bills. In the other House Friday evenings are 


devoted to this p While the Calendar is not overloaded, 
yet there isa considerable number of pension bills upon it in 
which many Senators are interested. I think I am not on- 
ally interested in a single one of them, but I should like y 

much to get an hour, either to-day or to-morrow, for the consid- 
eration o megs bills. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. So far as Iam personally concerned, I will 
agree that some time to-morrow afternoon, just before theadjourn- 
ment 

Mr. GALLINGER. Say at 4 o'clock. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That at 4o’clock to-morrow pension bills 
alone shall be taken up. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that that order 
may be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire? ‘The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered, 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 6240) making appropriations for current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year endi 
June 30, 1897, and for other pur „which had been re 
from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I now ask unanimous consent that the 
formal reading of the Indian ö bill be dispensed with 
and that the committee amendments be first acted upon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose the Senator desires to have the 
bill read until the amendments are reached? 

ME ALLISON. The idea is to dispense with the first formal 
reading. 

ar PETTIGREW. Certainly; to proceed with the bill in the 
usual way. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read regularly, and the 
amendments of the Committee on Appropriations acted upon as 
they are reached. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is precisely what I desire, that the 
bill be read and the amendments reported by the Committee on 
Appropriations be dis of as we reach them. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it will be so ordered. 8 

The Sec proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the commi was, on page 1, line 6, after the word “for,” to 
insert „all offices the salaries for which are specifically provided 
for herein for”; and in line 8, after the word: year,“ to strike out 
for the year”; so as to make the clause read: 

That the following sums be, and they are hereby. a; 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 4 5 5 £ 
ing the current and contingent expenses of the Indian t 
for berein for the service of the fe vear ending Tare f. let and toto 
treaty stipulations for the various Indi bes. 5 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 17, to increase the 
appropriation for the pay at Indian agent at the Pine Ridge 
Agency, S. Dak., from $1,800 to $2,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 4, to increase the pay 
7 * agent at the Rosebud Agency, S. Dak., from $1,800 to 


200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 20, after the word 
45 1 at Navajo Springs”; so as to make the clause 
read: 

At the Southern Ute Agency at Navajo Springs, Colo., $1,400, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 23, to increase the pay 
of Indian agent at the Standing Rock Agency, N. Dak., from 
$1,800 to $2,200. 

‘The amendment was to. À 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 18, to increase the 
total for the poy of Indian agents from $85,000 to $86,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 13, before the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out three thousand” and insert two thou- 
saud five hundred“; and in line 14, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out ‘‘ fifteen thousand” and insert twelve thousand fiye 
hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of five Indian inspectors, at $2,500 per annum each, $12,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. £ 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 19, after the words 
Secretary of the Interior,” to insert . for a period not to exceed 
twenty days”; so as to make the clause read: $ 


F tra xpenses of fi en Sener. 
graphing and 9 of inapection and . 
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also expenses of going to and going from the seat of Government, and while 
remaining there under orders and direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
for a period not to exceed twenty days, $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 8, after the word 
“agencies,” to strike out ‘ thirty” and insert “twenty-five”; so as 
to make the clause read: 

For buildings and repairs of buildings at agencies, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 15, to strike out: 

Cherokees: For the payment of the second installment due on the 4th day 
of March. ain. the Cherokee Nation, under the provisions of the act of 
March 3, 1893, for tho se ee of the Cherokee Outlet, the sum of $1,660,000, 
to be available immediately after March 3, 1898. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 13, to increase the 
ns ade gp for subsistence, civilization, etc., of the Northern 
Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians from $101,000 to $111,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 20, to insert: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to trans- 
fer on the books of the Treasury Department, from the fund of $55,058.21 now 
held for the Sac and Fox tribe Indians of the Mississippi, the sum of 
$42,893.25 to the credit of that portion of said tribe of Indians now residing in 
the State of Iowa; and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to ps to the attorneys employed by said Sac and Fox Indians resid- 
ing in the State of Iowa, under contract approved by him for legal services 
rendered said Indians in th their to said fund, from 


the prosecution o 
directed erred, as soon as said 


said sum hereby authorized and di to be transf 
er shall be e, the sum of $4,289.22, or so much thereof as shall be 


necessary. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This seems to be only a part of the 


pronose amendment. 
e PRESIDINGOFFICER. Thatistrue. The Chair thought 
that, being 5 it might as well be disposed of. 

Mr. PLATT. The two paragraphs are separate and refer to 
different subjects. 


Mr. JO of Arkansas. I donot know what the object of the 
amendment is, and I think perhaps some tas, eae ought to be 
made by the Senator who has charge of the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In the Indian appropriation act of last 
year a clause was inserted instructing the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to ascertain and adjust the differences which existed between 
the different bands of this tribe of Indians. A portion of those 
Indians resided in Kansas and a portion of them in Iowa. The 
Iowa Indians claimed that they were entitled to their share of the 
annuities and property of the tribe in proportion to their number. 

e Secretary of the Interior, after examining the whole mat- 

ter, recommended that they were entitled to their share of the 

roceeds of the lands sold in Kansas when they removed to the 

dian Territory, and he decided that they were not entitled to 

any of the other items. He recommended that this transfer be 

made in order to pay the Sac and Fox Indians of Iowa for their 
share of the land which was disposed of in Kansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The pending amendment is to carry 
out the recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Theamendmentis to carry out the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with the 
act of Congress of last year. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Arkansas will remember, I 
think, that the Iowa Sac and Fox Indians made a claim for three 
or four hundred thousand dollars, and we authorized them to go 
to the Secretary of the Interior and have a hearing on all those 
claims. This is the result of the panty 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it the pleasure of the Senate 
that the amendment shall be considered as an entirety or shall a 
vote be taken upon the 1 which has been read? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. e had better dispose of this paragraph 


first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment which has been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. atte 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 27, after the amendment just adopted, to insert: 

That the United States hereby accepts and assumes jurisdiction over the 
Sac and Fox Indians of Tama County, in the State of Iowa, and of their lands 
in said State, as tendered to the Uni States by the act of the legislature of 
said State passed on the löth day of January, 1896, subject to the limitations 
therein contained; and the United States Indian agent of the Sac and Fox 
Agency, Iowa. and the governor of the State of Iowa, respectively, are herab 
authorized to transfer eed of conveyance, for the use and benefit of saii 
1 legal title held by them in trust, 5 and the trustee- 
ship of the lands of the Sac and Fox Indians of Tama County, Iowa, to the 
Secretary of the Interior and his successors in office. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest that the Senator in charge 


of the bill had better make some explanation of this amendment 


as well. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Those Indi 
land in Iowa. They purchased the 


own about 3,000 acres of 
d of settlers or people liy- 


ing in that country. It was not, therefore, an Indian reservation. 
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The courts of the State had jurisdiction, and there was a conflict 
of jurisdiction. The legislature of Iowa passed an act cedin 
jurisdiction to the United States in order to stop the conflict of 
authority, and this is to accept that jurisdiction. 

Mr. GEAR. One word in regard to this matter, in reply to 
the question asked by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 
The Sac and Fox Indians bought this land by permission of the 
Government in 1842, They ceded all their lands in Iowa and were 
transferred to territory west of the Missouri River. A portion 
seceded from the main band of Sacs and Foxes. The Government 
gave them its permission to buy this land, but for fear they might 
trade the land off or dissipate it in some way or other, title was 
paca in the governor of Iowa. The legislature of Iowa, asstated 

y the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], authorized 
the cession of the jurisdiction over the land to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and all that the amendment does is to place those Indians 
where they properly belong, as wards of the nation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
‘the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was,in the maraa for the 
5 on page 28, line 19, after the word dollars,” to strike 
out: 

Provided. That the sums of money me: 
paragraph shall be paid to said N pe food — — 
retary ot the Interior. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest that the Senator in charge 
of the bill give some explanation to the Senate as to why this 
amendment is proposed. I understand the same provision is in 
another part of the bill, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The representatives of those Indians ob- 
jected to having this particular fund distributed per capita, for 
the reason that they are using this money for school purposes, and 
they would be obliged to close their schools. There are other 
funds which belong to those Indians which have to be distributed 
per capita, and in another place in the bill we provide that all 
unds which are to be distributed per capita be distributed 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I suggest, then, that the amendment 
be passed over informally, as there are some Senators who wish 
to investigate the matter to some extent. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have no objection to its being passed 


over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Withont objection, the amend- 
ment will be passed over for the present. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on . was, in the items for the Sioux 
of different tribes, including Santee Sioux of Nebraska, on page 
me tae 25, before the word “ persons,” to strike out 10,000”; so as 

read: 

my bs Commlanel oroner ty tie Becretary of toe interiors at BA fer head, 
ma col R r 
5 changed in eee $160,000. si oe 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 2, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary, in his discretion, is authorized to pay said 
amount per head in money. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire the attention of the Senator having the 
bill in charge. I should like to offer an amendment after line 3, 
on page 33, in the following language—— 

Mr, PETTIGREW. We are proceeding under a unanimous- 
consent agreement to dispose of the committee amendments, 
After they are disposed of the Senator will be in order. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was going to suggest to the Senator that it is a 
mere formal amendment, and I thought upon this statement he 
would accept it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think we will adhere to the rule and let 
the Senator offer his amendment after we dispose of the commit- 
tee amendments, 

Mr. ALLEN. Then, as we seem to be standing upon technical- 
ities here as usual, and caviling upon punctuation points and mat- 
ters of such importance, I want to give notice of the introduction 
of this amendment, which is an amendment to the amendment, 
and I reserve the amendment itself as well as the amendment to 
the amendment, l 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the committee amendment be reserved 
with no action taken upon it, and let notice be given of the amend- 
ment to the amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will beso ordered. It is not 
necessary to read the amendment to the amendment now unless 
the Senator from Nebraska desires to have it read. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let the amendment to the amendment be 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be read. 
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The SECRETARY. After line 3 add the following additional pro- 
viso: 


Provided further, That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior 
to cause 1 delivery of the flannel clothing herein, and contemplated 


in prior acts of and treaties, to the Santee Sioux and Ponca Indians 
of N 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from South Dakota will let 
me make a statement of two minutes’ length and that he will then 
accept this amendment. À 

Mr. PETTIGREW. After we have disposed of the committee 
amendments I am willing that this shall be inserted. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. I will make my statement in a sec- 
ond whether the Senate consents or not. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ican not stop the Senator from 3 

Mr. ALLEN. No; but you can consent to my amendment after 
I explain it; and I think the Senator will do so. 

Under the law and the treaties with these Indians the Govern- 
ment is required to furnish females over a certain age—over 12 
years of age, I think—and certain other classes of the Indians with 
flannel clothing. I am reliably informed that the Government 


has never furnished a particle of flannel for these Indians, that. 


their goods are cotton goods, that flannels never have been fur- 
nished them. ‘Therefore I simply ask the Senator having the bill 
in charge to let this amendment go in directing the Secretary of 
the Interior to carry into execution the evident purpose of this 
and prior laws on the subject. The climate in Nebraska where 
these Indians reside is of such a degree of severity that the Sena- 
tor will recognize the propriety of requiring the persons who make 
the contracts with the Government for the delivery of these arti- 
cles to live up in ot faith to the requirements of the statutes 
and the treaties. t is all I want to accomplish. Ido not see 
why the Senator can not consent to the amendment now as well 
as at any other time. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me understand. This is a proposition to 
amend the committee amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is an entirely new matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Connecticut will bear with 
me, I will state that it isin the nature of an amendment to the 
committee amendment, simply making it the duty of the Secre- 

of the Interior to require the pure and delivery to these 
Indians of the woolen clothing called for in the proposed act and 
called for in previous acts and treaties with these Indians. Woolen 
clothing has never been delivered to them, I am told. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will accept the amendment to the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. Iam very thankful. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment is accepted. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 34, line 10, before the 
word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out “twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ sev- 
enty-five”; and in line 11, before the word “thousand,” to strike 
out “forty-eight” and insert ‘‘ ninety-eight”; so as to read: 

For support and maintenance of day and industrial schools, including pur- 
chase, erection, and rs of school buildings, in accordance with cle 7 
of the treaty of Api , 1868, which article is continued in force for twenty 
years by section 17 of the act of March 2, 1889, $75,000; in all, $1,398,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. N 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 12, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That the provisions of section 17 of the act entitled “An act to 
divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota 
into separate reservations, and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian 
title to the remainder, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1889, shall 
be construed to extend and apply to each head of a family or single per- 
son over the age of 18 years of the Flandreau Band of Sioux Indians and of 
the Santee Sioux in Ne who was entitled under section 7 of said act to 
take an allotment or not, at his or her option, and who accepted $1 per acre 
in lieu of such allotment, and each head of a family or single person over the 
age of 18 years shall be entitled to all the rights and benefits of said section 
17 except that of taking an allotment, in the same manner as though he or 
she taken an allotment thereunder. 

The amendment was agreed to. A 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 3, to insert: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to ascertain 
the number of Santee Sioux Indians of Nebraska who would not be benefited 
by the fulfillment of the proviso of section 17 of an act entitled “An act to 
divide a portion of the reservation of the Great Sioux Nation of Indians in 
Dakota into separate reservations and secure the relinquishment of the in- 
dian title to the remainder, and for other purposes,“ approved March 2, 1889, 
by the receipt from the United States of the articles of personal property 

erein mentioned and who desire to have the same converted into money, 
and in lieu of such articles of personal property, or any part thereof he may 
think proper, the Secretary of the Interior shall convert or commute the 
same, or so much thereof as he may think proper, into money, and pay the 
amount thereof to such Indians; and the N under the provisions of 
this act shall be held to be a liquidation of the obligation of the United States 
to said Indians under that portion of said section 17, so far as the articles of 
personal property therein named are concerned. 


Mr, PETTIGREW. I move,in line 5,to strike out the word 
“ Santee” before the word “Sioux”; at the beginning of line 6 to 
strike out the word ‘‘of” before Nebraska“; and to add after 
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line 5 the words“ South Dakota and”; so that the provision will 
embrace not simply the Santees in Nebraska, but all the Sioux 
Indians. That was the intention when theamendment was drawn, 
I think. 

Mr. ALLEN. . That is right, with one addition, I want it to 
embrace also the Ponca Indians of Nebraska. . 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihave no objection to that. I will move 
to add “and the Ponca Indians of Nebraska” after the word 
„Nebraska.“ 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; let it embrace the Poncas and Santees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from South Dakota to the amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. ALLEN. How willit read now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
clause as modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to ascer- 
tain the number of Sioux Indians of South Dakota and Nebraska and Ponca 
Indians of Nebraska who would not be benefited by the fulfillment of the 
proviso, etc. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me ask the Senator from South Dakota if 
that would not embrace other Indians than the Santee Sioux in 
the two States? . 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It would embrace all the Sioux Indians, 

Mr. ALLEN. All the Sioux Indians in both States? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In both States. 3 ? 

Mr. ALLEN. All who are entitled to rights and privileges 
under act of 1889? £ 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir, 

Mr. ALLEN. That is satisfactory. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 36, line 21, under 
the head of ‘‘Spokanes,” to strike out “thrashing” before ma- 
chines,” and insert threshing.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 14, to insert: 

SOUTHERN UTES IN COLORADO, 

To carry out the provisions of the act of February 20, 1895, the Secretary of 
the Interior shall cause rations and supplies to be issued each month at Igna- 
cio, La Plata County, Colo., and at Arboles, Archuleta County, Colo., to all 
Southern Ute Indians to whom lands have been allotted and who are resid- 
ing on their allotments. And the Secretary of the Interior shall establish an 
agency on the Southern Ute Indian Reservation, at Navajo 8 in the 
county of Montezuma, Colo., and shall cause rations and suppos to beissued 
each month or oftener at that point to all Southern Ute Indians who have 
not elected to take land in severalty under the provisions of the act entitled 
“An act to disapprove the treaty heretofore made with the Southern Ute 
Indians to be removed to the Territory of Utah, and providing for rians] 
them in severalty when they may so elect and are qualified, and to settle 
those not electing to take lands in severalty on the west 40 miles of the pres- 
ent reservation and in portions of New Mexico, and for other purposes, and 
to carry out the provisions of the treaty with said Indians June 15, 1880,” 
approved February 20, 1805. 

or the erection of suitable agency buildings on said reservation at Navajo 
Springs, Montezuma County, Colo., for the use of such Southern Ute Indians 
as have not elected to take allotments of land in severalty, $10,000, to be 
immediately available. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to have the Senator in 
charge of the bill make some statement about the ppo of the 
amendment. I did not hear it read distinctly. I do not under- 
stand it 2 87155 5 

Mr. TELLER. I will state to the Senator from Arkansas that 
it is to carry out the provisions of the act of 1895 that we passed 
allowing such of them as chose to take lands in severalty and the 
rest to go on the west end of the reservation, and it was eed in 
that act to maintain the reservation on the west end. This is to 
carry out that provision. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in the items for the Winne- 
bagoes, on page 40, after line 12, to insert: 

That any sums of money ap riated in this act that are to be paid 
capita to individual Indians shall be paid to said Indians by an officer of the 
Government designated by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator in char; 
of the bill that the amendment, it seems to me, ought to 125 
amended. It is limited now to sums of money to be paid under 
the bill, and it seems to me it would be wise to praras that sums 
of money hereafter paid to individual Indians shall be paid by an 
officer of the Government, so that it shall not be limited to this 
bill, but may become a general law. 
> Mr. PETTIGREW. I think such an amendment to the amend- 
ment is very 3 and I am willing to accept it. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas to strike 
out the words “in this act”; so as to read: That any sums of 
money appropriated that are to be paid per capita,” etc. Or 
strike ont the word ‘‘appropriated,” and read: tany sums of 
money that are to be paid,” etc. j 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That are hereafter to be paid.“ I 
will put in the word “hereafter,” so as to show it is not limited 
to this bill, but would apply to any future act. - - 
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Mr. TELLER. All right. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. ILaccept the amendment to the amendment. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. move to strike out in line 13 the 
words ‘‘appropriated in this act that,” and in line 14 to strike 
out the word are“ and insert ‘‘ hereafter”; so as to read: 


persons of practical experience in irrigation work at a compensation 
not to exceed $75 per month each”; soas to make the clause read: 

FT ting tools and appliances 
on Indian the discretion of the ianari ot the Interior, and 
sub, to his control, $30,000, and of this amount not exceeding $2,700 may be 


x for the tem employment of persons of practical experience in 
E he paid, per 8 to ag a sen za irrigation work at a compensation not to exceed $75 per month each. 
an officer e Governmen: 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 5 The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 50, at the beginning of line 
15, to strike out “to enable the Secretary of the Interior” and 
insert That the President of the United States is hereby author- 
ized to appoint a commission to consist of three persons, not more 
than two of whom shall be of the same political party, and not 
more than one of whom shall be resident of any one State.” 

Mr. HOAR. In lines 17 and 18, on page 50, I move to strike out 
from the committee amendment the words not more than two of 
whom shall be of the same political party.” I think it is a most 
vicious principle of legislation for polti ies to have the 
offices distributed between them. Suppose the best men in the 
* pen to be Populists, why should not they be appointed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment reported by 
the committee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In lines 17 and 18, on 50, in the amend- 
ment of the committee, it is proposed to e out not more than 
two of whom shall be of the same political party.“ 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This is a custom which has been estab- 
lished for some time, and it seems to me there is no good reason 
why it should be now changed. I think the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts ought to withdraw his amendment, or at least not pro- 
pee it until his political party gets into power. This is a prece- 

ent, I think, established under the Administration of Harrison, 
and our Democratic friends being now in control of the Adminis- 
tration, I am disposed to let the custom continue, at least duri 
this Administration. Lhope the Senator will withdraw the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. HOAR. It has nothing to do with nr 8 The very 
observation of my honorable friend from Sou akota seems to 
me to warrant the amendment, he suggesting because my party 
happens to be in the minority at present, or not in the possession 
of executive power. I should not now offer the amendment. 

I think the whole of recognizing the distribution of 
public offices between different enen, parties is vicious legisla- 
tion, and I believe the Senate come to that conclusion. I 
remember the question has been raised two or three times. Such 
a provision got into bills a few years ago, but every time the ques- 
tion has been raised that 5 has been stricken out, accord- 
ing to my recollection. I think we may trust in the President of 
the United States, at any rate a majority of the people think they 
can trust in the President of the United States whom they elect, 
to deal with this thing mopedy and consistently. This practice 
tends to increase rather than to diminish the parceling out of 
offices as political spoils, and as the property of political parties to 
be distributed, saying, We shall have our share and you shall 
have your share.” 

At any rate, I hope the Senator will permit the amendment to 
be adopted, because I believe his committee have several times in 
the last few years themselves concluded that such provisions had 
better be stricken out. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, it seems to me the observation of 
the Senator from Massachusetts is not exactly just. I hope the 
provision of the amendment may be retained. There are many 
precedents for it. I am afraid that there might be some who 
would imagine that the Senator from Massachusetts seemed to 
think it entirely possible that all the best men belong to one party; 
and I want to break up any possibility of such an imagination. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not say that, if my honorable friend will 

don me. I think a groat many of the best men belong to the 
888 , but I do not think that all of them do; perhaps 
not a majority; but there are certain classes of public officers, for 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Perhaps the Senator is ready now to go 
back and agree to the amendment on page 28, which we passed 
over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, There is a Senator absent who takes 
some interest in that amendment, who will not be here until to- 
morrow, and I should prefer that the amendment be passed over 
until he returns. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 42, line 15, to in- 
crease the appropriation ‘‘for support, civilization, and instruc- 
tion of the Shoshones and Bannocks, and other Indians of the Fort 
Hall Reservation, in Idaho,” from ‘* $20,000” to 830,000.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 16, to strike out: 

For pay of physician at the New York Agency, $800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 21, after the word 
“amount,” to insert after paying employees authorized by law”; 
and in line 23, after the words oma Territory,” to insert 
„South Dakota”; so as to make the clause read: 

rt and civilization of the dians, i i — 

e Provided. That this amount, after paying emesis Sbg. 
ter tow: shall be divided per capita among all the members of said tribe in 
O oma Territory, South Dakota, and in the State of Nebraska. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 24, to insert: 

For purchase of seed and grain and for subsistence for the Ponca Indians 
in Nebraska and South Dakota, $5,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 3, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘ For support and civilization of the Walla Walla, 
bee A and Umatilla tribes, Oregon,” from $5,000” to ‘*$6,500.” 

e amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 5, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘ For support and civilization of the Yakimas and 
other Indians,” from $8,000” to $10,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 21, to strike out 
“David M. Jerome” and insert David H. Jerome”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

ce due the commission appointed under act 
7 diem aad expenses, as 5 Alfred M. Wilson. ion, as, War: 
ren G. Sayre, $1,245: David H. Jerome, $1,245, commissioners; an rles 8. 
King, secretary, $702; in all, $4,437. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 5, to insert: 

For setting up and operating two portable steam sawmills on the Nez Perce 
Indian Reservation, I including transportation of mill machinery from 
the agency to the mill site, $3,130. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 25, after the word 
*‘leased,” to insert in the discretion of the Secretary”; and on 

e 49, line 2, after the word“ by,” to strike out the Secretary ” 
and insert him ”; so as to make the clause read: 

To enable the President to cause, under the provisions of the act of Feb- 

8, 1887, entitled An act to provide for the allotment of lands in sev- 


eralty to Indians,” such Indian reservations as in his judgment are advan- 
tageous for agricultural and grazing p to be surveyed, or resurveyed, 


of Indian Affairs, and delivery of trust patents, so faras mtsshallhave | instance, those acting as election officers, to whom the old s 

been selected under d act, $30.000: Provided, That whenever it shall be | ; Ae BIE r e 
made to appear to the Secretary of the Interior that by reason of age, disa- | 18 applied; and whenever tellers are appointed in a le tive 
bility, or Habit any allottee of Indian lands under this or former acts of 


body their politics may be porey inquired into. Where, how- 
ever, we are appointing officers for a particular duty, as in this 
case—and I desire to call the attention of my honorable friend 
from Virginia to it—where we are providing for a commission to 
negotiate with a band of Indians in the State of Washington, that 
system should not apply. It may be that there are two gentlemen 
whom the President or the Secretary of the Interior may discover 
who have an extraordinary knowledge of these Indians, who may 
have by residence among the Indians secured respect for their 

robity and character, who have dealt with cag cy having 
Awelt with the tribe, who should be appointed. There have been 
such instances in our history; but to put into an appropriation 
bill that no two of the members of a commission appointed to deal 
with an obscure tribe of Indians shall be of the same political 
party seems to me to be an extreme case of carrying the vicious 
principle to its most vicious extent. 


can not personally and with benefit to himself occupy or improve 
his allotment or any part thereof the same may be leased in the discretion of 
the be by nan. tor such terms, regulations, and conditions as shall be pre- 
scribed by or a term not exceeding five years for farming or grazing 
purposes, or ten years for mining or business parposes. : 
The amendment was agreed to. 7 ets 
The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 15, to strike out? 
To pay the expense of the preparation of a digest, under the direction of 
Commissioner of Indian of the decisions of the courts and the 
Interior — and the opinions of the Attorney-General relating to 
Indian Aff: $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 21, after the word 
*‘irrigating,” to strike out ‘‘ machinery and insert tools“; and 
in line 24, after the word dollars,“ to insert “and of this amount 
not exceeding $2,700 may be used for the temporary employment of 


1896. 
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Even if there are cases other than the cases of election officers to 
which that principle should be applied there are very few instances 
where, I suppose, both sides of the Chamber have not come to the 
conclusion that, asa Apr) aaa ag of legislation, itis all wrong. 

The PRESIDING OFFI . Is there objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts? 

4 Soh ANIEL. I have already objected, sir. I do not care to 
ebate it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not understand 
theSenator. The Chair will then put the question on the adoption 
of the amendment. . 

Mr. DANIEL. I will say that it has been the almost universal 
practice in establishing public commissions to provide against 
their being 5 Bon party. It seems to me that the 
provision contained in the bill is just and liberal. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] says that two gen- 
tlemen might be so situated that they have some peculiar aptness 
for the ition. That is true; and those two might be selected 
under this bill. Whät the amendment of the committee provides 
is that all three shall not be taken from the same political party; 
that only two shall be appointed from one political party. Cer- 
tainly talents and attainments and fitness for the offices of public 
life are not so rare among the American people that we prob- 
ably could not find three good men in any party competent to 
perform such duties. The object of the amendment is simply to 
make a fair, liberal, and representative commission. We respect 
this principle in the District of Columbia; we respect it even in 


the Civil ice Commission, and italicize our antagonism to 
isanry in that Commission by selecting its members on account 
of their party relations. 
Mr. H Suppose the Senator from Virginia should hap 
to be proposed for such an office, who is going to determine whether 
he belongs to a political party or not? 
Mr. DANIEL. I could determine that for myself. 


Mr. HOAR. I know, but that is not the principle of determi- 
nation. The President has to determine it. There are a good 
3 rt who call themselves Republicans as to whom it 
would be difficult to find that they entertain or hold or avow a 
single Republican principle, and there are many persons who call 
themselves Democrats of whom zealous Democrats would say 
thoy had not a single Democratic principle. Ihave heard eminent 
and zealous Democrats say that the present Chief Executive of the 
United States was not a Democrat and that they did not know of 
any Democratic doctrine he held. In order to find that a man 
does not belong to one political party, you have ordinarily to ascer- 

-tain that he does belong to another—not always, but Sanai 
and the Chief Executive of the United States would be bound to 
inquire into political opinion. If a man does not choose to avow 
his political opinions at all, is he to be disqualified from office by 
law if heis the fittest person for the office? An eminent chief 
justice of New Hampshire did not vote for some forty years, or 
during the whole time he held a judicial office. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems tome that this bill as it comes 
from the committee and in this respect is entirely proper. Where 
we purchase an Indian reservation where the Indians have taken 
allotments in severalty and become citizens of the United States, 
in making negotiations with them it seems to me that both politi- 
cal parties should be properly represented. The Indians belong 
to both political parties, and there are chances in making the ne- 
gotiations to favor one party over another among the Indians, to 
grant privileges for the purpose of influencing them to vote the 
ticket of a particular political pore There is as much reason 
why these commissioners should be of both political parties as 
there is that the ju at an election should be of both political 
758 The provision is founded on reason, and is placed in the 

ill for a good purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to the amend- 
ment of the committee. [Putting the question.] The noes“ 
3 to have it. 

fr. HOAR. I call for a division. 
ae PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will again put the 
uestion. 
E Mr. PETTIGREW. I suggestthat we let the amendment go 
over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; I will consent to that. 

T ODAN G OFFICER. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 50, after the word 
desirable.“ at the end of line 22, to strike out “ by said Secretary 
of the Interior”; so as to read: 

To enable the Secre of the Interior to i, Peg with the Yakima In 


in the State of W. ton for the surrender of a portion of their res- 
ervation lands, and for modification of existing 


deemed desirable, any agreement thus negotiated being subject to subsequent 
Congress, $5,000, 


ratification by or so much thereof as may 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 51, to insert: 


necessary. 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the Uncom: 
tribe of In and with the Indians upon the Uintah Reservation 
in the State of Utah, and with the Indians ing upon the Fort Hall Reser- 


vation in the State of Idaho, and, in his discretion, with sorone Indians, 
for the surrender of any portions of their respective reservations, or for such 
modification of existing treaties and 8 as may be deemed desirable 
he Secretary of the Interior, $15,000, and all agreements 


and t 
urchase of th otted lands in any Indian reservation shall 


0 
rovide a fund for the payment ot taxes upon inalienable allotme: but no 
ieee made shall ag effect until ratified by Congress. ee 


88. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask my honorable friend from 
South Dakota if the negotiation with the Lakima Indians must 
necessarily be made r of different political parties be- 
cause there are politi parties among the Indians, and one 
political party will get the advantage of the other unless you have 
two commissioners at least of different political parties, why at 
the same time this negotiation with the Uncom è tribe of 
Indians and with the Indians residing upon the Uintah Reserva- 
tion, the Fort Hall and other reservations, should be conducted by 
one man who is a very zealous member of one political ? 
Why do you not have some Republican associated with the 
tary of the Interior in making this great number of negotiations? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwill accept an amendment by the Sena- 
tor to that effect. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, in order that we may have the principle 
carried out, I move to insert after Secretary of the Interior,” in 
line 1, on page 51, in the amendment of the committee, the words, 
‘associating with himself some other person of a different polit- 
ical faith from his own.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will accept the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. Isu t to the Senator in chargo of the bill 
that he incorporate in the amendment proposed by the committee 
the words of the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis mopossa to add at the end of the amend- 
ment just read, on page 51, the following: 

And a majority of the members of any board or commission to be paid from 
this appropriation shall be a; ted from bona fide residents of the State 
or Territory in which is located the particular reservation concerning which 
such board or commission is appointed to negotiate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihave no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. CHILTON. I object to that amendment. It is the old 
question which has been discussed here time and time again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Utah to the amendment re- 
ported by the committee, 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask m 
South Dakota why, in this matter, they did not carry out the sub- 
lime principle about different political parties? 

Mr. LODGE. This is to be added to the amendment reported 
by the committee, as I understand it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is an amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. LODGE, It is not the creation of a new board. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator says there is no such provision in the 
amendment. However, I will not raise the question. 

Mr. CANNON, I did not understand the nature of the objec- 
tion offered by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON] to the pro- 
posed amendment, not being able to hear him. 

Mr. CHILTON. In order to simplify the matter I raise the 
point that it is new legislation, general legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that 
the point is not well taken. 

. CHILTON. Then Isimply object to the amendment to the 
amendment upon its merits. Ido not think it is a good principle 
to go into the bill. Task for a vote upon it. I have no iare to 
discuss the matter, because it has been talked about here time and 
time again. The question is stale, so to speak, and it will do no 
good now to discuss it over again. Iam perfectly willing to sub- 
mit it to the Senate on its merits. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that the amendment may again be read. 
ee G OFFICER. The amendment will again be 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert the following at the 
end of line 13, page 51: 

And a majority of the members of any board or commission to be paid from 
this appropriation shall be ed ghee from bona fide residents of the State or 
Territory in which is loca the particular reservation concerning which 
such board or commission is appointed to negotiate. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, it does not seem to me that it 
makes any difference how often a question has been discussed or 
how many times it has been temporarily settled. No question is 
settled until it is settled right. Ido not see how any advocate of 
home rule can object to an amendment of this character, which 

oses that in a matter of vital interest concerning any State or 


honorable friend from 


as may be | Territory a majority of the board to make negotiations shall be 
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residents of that State or Territory. Those people know best the 
conditions surrounding a reservation; they can perform the sery- 
ice more efficiently, and certainly, as has been demonstrated, with 
greater economy to the Government than if a board shall be im- 
ported to negotiate with the Indians on the several reservations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. CHILTON. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. With the consent of the Senator from 
Texas, we will let the paragraph go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CHILTON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the sug- 
peua of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] to be 

tthe amendment reported by the committee shall be passed 


over. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The amendment reported by the commit- 
tee and the amendment proposed by the Senator from Utah to the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be passed 
over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 51, after line 13, to strike out: 

For surveying the Indian reservations in South Dakota, $20,000, to be 
immediately available. 

And to insert: 

To enable the Commissioner of the General Land Office to extend the public- 
land surveys over the Cheyenne and Rosebud Indian reservations in the State 
of South Dakota, including examinations in the field and the necessary cleri- 
cal work, $35,000, to be immediately available. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to insert what I send to the desk 
in place of what is proposed to be substituted by the committee. 
It is practically the same provision, with an increase of $1,000 for 
office and clerical work, which the officer says is necessary, 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert in lieu of the matter 


reported by the committee: 
ae in Sou 8 phe sum of $30,000, to be immediately available; and 
t e 


survey of lands within the Cheyne River and Rosebud Indian reservations, 
in South e 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest that the amendment to the 

amendment go over with the other amendments which have been 
over, and be printed, so that we can see just the form in 

which it is proposed. . 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment and the amend- 
ment to the amendment will be passed over. K 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 


of line 9, on page 52, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to increase the amount to $6,000, 
for the reason that that sum will construct two wells instead of 
one. Five thousand dollars is too much for one well and not 
enough for two, and two wells are ne at that place. 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, page 52, it is pro to strike out 
the word “ five and insert six; so as to e the clause read: 

Secre E the Interior to put down an artesian well or 
ee Lake ee — As the Yankton Tadian Reservation, S. Dak., at 


h place or places as he may determine, for the purpose of supplying said 
Indians with — for domestic purposes, for stock, and for tion pur- 


poses, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls attention to the 
fact that the next six pages of the bill constitute amendments and 
asks the advice of the Senate as to how much of each shall be con- 
sidered by itself, or whether it shall all be considered together. 


Mr. JO of Arkansas. Down to line 7, on page 54, concludes 
the first subject. : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. After line 9, page 52, the Committee on Ap- 
propriations report to insert: 
Surve; lands in the Indian Territory: For the continuation of the sur- 
e lands in the Indian 3 ,000, or so much thereof as may 
to be immediately available: Provided, That the surveys herein 
of them, in the Indian Territory shall be made under 
the supervision mf e Director of the Geological Survey by such persons as 
may be employed by or under him for that purpose. And such surveys shall 
be exeeu under instructions to be issued by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and subdivisicnal surveys shall be executed under the rectan; system. 
as now provided by law: i Turther, That when any surveys 8 
have been so made and plats and field notes thereof prepares: they shall be 
approved and certified to by the Director of the Geological Survey, and two 
copies th. * be returned, one for filing in the Indian Office ard one in 
eld notes, and plats shall have 
the same legal force and effect as heretofore given to the 


reof hereb; to be inoperative as such surveys: Pro- 

urti „That hereafter in the 8 surveys of the Indian Terri- 

ba recuried usual —— shad peg by 8 3 
mar p on 

by the laws and tions werning publicland surveys; also, that simi- 

lar monuments be established at corners of the townships that have 


been already surveyed by the Geological Survey: And provided further, That 
the entire cost and tra rtation of such monuments to the Indian Terri- 
tory shall not exceed $5,000, and the cost of the setting of the monuments in 
the areas surveyed shall not exceed $2,500: Provided further, That 
hereafter it be unlawful for any person to destroy, deface, change, or 
remove to another place any section corner, quarter-section corner, or me- 
ander post on an vernment line of survey, or to cut down any witness 
tree or any tree blazed to mark the line of a Government survey, or to deface, 
change, or remove any monument or bench mark of any Government sur- 
Me That any person who shall offend against any of the provisions of this 
act shall be deemed guilt, of a misdemeanor, and upon sufficient proof 
thereof in any court shall fined not exceeding $50 or be imprisoned not 
more than one hundred da All the fines accruing under this act shall be 
paid into the Treasury, and the informer in each case of conviction shall be 
paid the sum of $25. 

_ Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the amendment in 
line 12, page 52, by striking out the word two“ and inserting 
three“ before the word“ hundred.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. | 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, page 52, it is proposed to strike out 
“two” and insert three“; so as to read: 

Surveying lands in the Indian Territory: For the continuation of the sur- 
vey of the lands in the Indian 5 8300, 000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, to be immediately available. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not think I object particularly to the 
amendment to the amendment, although $200,000 is all that the 
Department estimated for this purpose. The committee therefore 
thought that it would be as much as could properly be expended 


summer. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The statement of the Senator from 
South Dakota is strictly true; but it is also true that the Geolog- 
ical Survey made an estimate, which wassubmitted to the Interior 
Department, in which they made the statement that $300,000 could 
economically be used this year; that $300,000 would enable the 
Geological Survey to complete the survey of this country during 
the present year, and that it will take $300,000 to complete the 
survey. 

If $200,000 is given this year the work can not be completed 
until next year. If anything is to be done in the way of changing 
the condition of things in the Indian Territory, it is absolutely 
necessary that the survey shall be completed at the earliest possi- 
ble day. It will cost no more money to have the work done this 
year and completed within the present calendar year than it will 
to have it extend over two years. It is desirable in every way 
that it shall be done as promptly as possible. 1 hope the amend- 
ment to the amendment will adopted and that the committee 
will not object. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think I shall have to take the sense of 
the Senate upon the amendment to the amendment, for the reason 
that the Committee on Appropriations refused by a vote, I think, 
to increase the amount. 

Mr. CULLOM. 1 1 the same can be said of every Terri- 
tory where there is land unsurveyed that is said by the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. JONEs] in reference to this matter; and if we 
begin to give all that can possibly be used we might as well settle 
upon that policy, and where there are surveys to be made proceed 
to give all that is wanted. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from Illinois will 
allow me, I will state that there exists nowhere a condition simi- 
lar to the condition in the Indian Territory. Congress is now 
debating the propriety of making certain radical changes in the 
form of government in the Territory. The very first step 9 

iminary to carrying out any plan that may be adopted by Con- 
gress must be the survey of that country. It was agreed to in 
the treaty of Fort Smith of 1867. The survey of the country 
is absolutely preliminary. Nothing can be carried out until it is 
done, and if a bill should be passed during the present Congress 
1 for changes in the Indian Territory, it can not possibly 
put into operation or take effect until the completion of this 
survey. It will take twelve months now to finish it if $300,000 is 
given, which is necessary, and if it is cut in two it will simply 
take two years to do a work which otherwise could be done in 


one. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is there an official estimate or statement that 
$300,000 can be used this year? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I know that the Director of the Geo- 
logical Survey made that estimate and sent it to the Secretary of 
the Interior. The Secretary of the Interior did not officially esti- 
mate for the $300,000, but I know that the Director of the Geolog- 
ical Survey made such an estimate and recommended an appro- 
priation of $300,000, 

This measure went to the Committee on Indian Affairs, It was 
examined by the Committee on Indian Affairs, and the amount of 
$300,000 was unanimously recommended and reported by the com- 
mittee, and the matter went to the Committee on Appropriations, 
After careful examination by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
there was no doubt among ths members of the committee that the 
$300,000 hs esa to be appropriated this year was absolutely 
n Every member of the committee so believes and every 
member of the committee was in favor of such action being taken 
by the Senate. 
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Mr. CULLOM. It would seem to me that if the Secretary of 
the Interior had 1 that $300,000 was necessary for the 
present year, he would himself have recommended it; and does it 
not in a degree indicate that he does not believe that more than 
$200,000 can be used profitably during the present year when he 
failed so to recommend? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It may be possible that the Secretary 
of the Interior does believe that, but I venture very gently to sug- 
gest that there are people who are more familiar with the facts 
existing in that country than is the Secretary of the Interior, an 
whose judgment would be of more weight there than his. i 

The Secretary of the Interior can have no doubt that an appro- 

riation of only $200,000 now means that they will be two years 
in makna the survey. Itis only a question as to whether or not 
there will be a delay in making the survey. Putting into the 
pending bill $200,000 simply means that Congress does not intend 
to take any steps further for two years or more in the Indian 
country, as all the proposed legislation will be held back and can 
not become effective until the completion of the survey. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I understand that while the 
Committee on Appropriations did not approve of $300,000, that 
sum was recommended by the Committee on Indian Affairs, Am 
I correct? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from New Hampshire 
is correct in that statement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, when the member of the Committee 
on Appropriations who is in charge of the bill objects to the 
increase, he is objecting not a8 chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, but as a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Am I right in my supposition, I ask the Senator from 
South Dakota? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishall allow the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to make his own speech. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to knowin behalf of which opinion 
of the Senator from South Dakota I am to speak. I understand 
that the Committee on Indian Affairs, which knows all the cir- 
cumstances connected with the opening of the Territory and 
knows the wants of the Territory, after a fullinvestigation of the 
subject, came to the conclusion that there was special reason for 
expedition in the survey of those lands and therefore recommended 
$300,000, and that it is the judgment of the Senator from South 
Dakota that such an amount of money ought to be expended. 

That being the case, it seems to me we might in this one instance 
recognize the opinion of the Committee on Indian Affairs, We 
may differ with it on other occasions, and very likely we shall 
with reference to matters upon this bill, but here is a case where 
I am willing to follow the judgment of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, which certainly I believe has investigated this question 
more carefully than has the Committee on Appropriations. 

I do not see why the Senator from South Dakota, as chairman 
of the committee, e the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
should have allowed himself to be overruled on this question by 
the formidable committee of which he finds himself a member at 
the present session. It seems to me he should speak right out 
here in favor of what he believes ought to be appropriated in this 


case. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations promise that we shall have the remainder of 
the money next December, after the Presidential election. y 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Connecticut makes a very 
wise suggestion. Ishall do a great many things, I have no doubt, 
next year after the Presidential election. We always do. 

It does not require any very great investigation to determine 
whether we ought to appropriate $200,000 or $300,000 in this case. 
A year or two ago it seemed to be necessary that the survey should 
be made quickly, and if my recollection serves me correctly the 
Committee on Indian Affairs last year recommended that we should 
appropriate $500,000 or $600,000, I have forgotten which, to com- 
plete the survey in the Indian Territory. The Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JONES] can tell me if I am mistaken as to the 


amount, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When the first recommendation was 
made, something like a year ago, the estimate made by the Geo- 
logical Survey was that the survey could be completed, I think, 
for $425,000. After some examination it was ascertained that the 
amount necessary would be larger, and now it is thought to be 


00,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Last year the Committee on Appropriations 
recommended and the two Houses agreed to an appropriation of 
$200,000 to progress with the survey in the Indian Territory, in 
anticipation that it would be a reasonable sum to be applied to 
this purpose in connection with the other sums that are annually 
applied to public surveys. This year those in charge of this sub- 
ject as inistrative officers of the Government recommended 


an oo $200,000, and that sum is found in the Book of Esti- 
ma 

As a concession to those who think, and there are a pon many 
people who so think, that the survey should be made at 


earliest 


practicable moment, the Committee on Appropriations, in recom- 
manting the appropriation of the sum fixed in the estimate, au- 
thoriz 


that it should be made immediately available. So it is 

proposan to have the $200,000 for the current year and the $200,000 

or next year lap over upon each other, so that there shall be no 
hiatus in the work. 

It is proposed now that we shall increase the amount beyond 
the estimates. I do not think that is a wise thing to do. A point 
of order, I think, would lie against the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas to the amendment. I do not propose to 
make it, but it seems to me that if we go beyond the estimates 
which are very largeas to these various appropriations, we willfind 
some difficulty in meeting the expenditures. So far as I have been 
able to judge, there is not the necessity for haste as to surveys 
suggested by the Senator from Arkansas. I do not believe it is pos- 
sible, with the legislation which is to be proposed before we finish 
the pending bill, shortly to get the Indian Territory into a condi- 
tion where allotments can be made to the Indians, and that is the 
object of this hasty survey, in order that we may tear up by the 
roots, as it were, the Indian Territory, and compel the Five Civil- 
ized Tribes to take allotments of land in the Territory, and make 
such disposition as Congress may see fit to provide as respects the 
remainder. 

I believe that in the matter of surveys it would be wise to make 
haste ede The Indians of the Territory are utterly opposed 
to the legislation which we are likely to put upon the bill 5 rei 
we get through with it. Isubmit that there is no such necessity 
for haste as requires that we shall gapend in the present and the 
next fiscal year $300,000 for this single purpose. It may be that 
when next winter comes, if we find that the work is progressing 
fairly well and that an additional hundred thousand dollars can 
be used wisely early in the season or even during the next fiscal 
year, we can 5 an additional sum and make it imme- 
diately available, as this is to be made immediately available. 

I suggest to my friend the Senator from Arkansas not to press 
too hard the question of making surveys of these Indian lands so 
as to complete them in great haste. I have no doubt the Geolog- 
wal Survey is making a ey good survey of the Territory in ever: 
particular, but I submit t $200,000, making $400,000 whi 
may be expended within a penon of eighteen months for this pur- 
pose,in consideration of the other things which we are to do or 
which probably we will do during the present session, is a suffi- 
cient sum of money, especially when the Five Civilized Tribes do 
not desire that this work shall be hastened. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not like to differ with the 
chairman of the Committee on Appro riations, but Iam myself 
satisfied that $300,000 can be expended and that it will be in the 
interest of economy to give $300,000 instead of $200,000. Unless 
the sum be made immediately,available the surveys would have 
to cease. Thereis no money torun them until July. They will 
then have this summer and next winter, and by the following 
spring the work ought to be done. 

It can be done much more cheaply by the appropriation of $300,- 
000 than it can with $200,000. Itcan be done much more cheaply 
in winter time than in summer. Winter is the proper time to 
make the surveys. In the first place, a good portion of that coun- 
try is covered with short shrubbery or trees, which, in the sum- 
mer time, when the leaves are on, necessitate cutting paths as 
the surveyor goes. In the winter time, when the leaves are off, 
he can manage without cutting. 

I do not know but that it is necessary to go slowly in this mat- 
ter because the question we are to determine in settling the Indian 
question in the Territory is an exceedingly difficult one. But it 
is one we can not neglect very much longer. Neither in the inter- 
est of the Indians nor in the interest of the whites can it be neg- 
lected. I know, of course, as the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations says, that the Indians are very much opposed to 
these surveys. The surveys ought to have been made under our 
treaties years and years ago. No portion of that country except 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw lands has been surveyed, and the In- 
dians are opposed to making the survey for the simple reason that 
a small number of Indians in the Indian Territory control every- 
thing there. 8 

Nobody has a conception of the condition of that country who 
has not been there or who has not at least followed the report of 
the commissioners who have been sent there. There are at least, 
I suppose, five white men in the Territory to every Indian, and the 
country is now divided up and parceled ont to tenants. One man, 
who is married to an Indian wife, has 400 farms in that coun 
rented to white people. Another, who is an Indian by birth an 
blood, admitted to me that he had 160 farms from which he was 
drawing rent. The common Indian, the full-blooded Indian, is 


living in the brush somewhere cultivating perhaps 4 or 5 or 10 
acres at the most and keeping afew cattle. ese other Indians are 
ense of the great 


getting rich, and they are becoming so at the e 
y of the Indians of that country. This land was given to the 
Indians for the benefit of all and not of a few, and unless some 
system is devised, unless the Government of the United States 
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uts its strong hand upon the people there, the few are to take all 
The profits and all the advantages and all the benefits that the 
Government intended to confer upon all, and the masses will get 


I know, Mr. President, that it is a difficult question. You have 
to tear up the treaties by the roots, but you have to do it. You 
can not go along in that way with three or four hundred thousand 
white people there, who are denied every privilege of citizenship, 
who are denied access to the schools, who are strangersinastrange 
land, their children growing up in ignorance. When the Indians 
of the Territory opened the country to white people, they aban- 
doned the exclusive privilege which the Government had under- 
taken to guarantee, that they might remain there isolated and 
alone, and if they have broken faith with the Government they 
can not complain if the Government now says, “ We will recognize 
a condition which you have brought upon the country by your 
own conduct.” 

I believe that those Indians should be protected in every dollar 
of property that they have. I would have nothing to do with any 
measure that does not maintain strict justice on the part of the 
United States with reference to their property rights, but the po- 
litical question is one which we have to settle not only as to the 
Indians in the Territory, but with respect to the whites, and, as 
was said by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], the very first 
me to divide up the lands. ; 

. President, if I had my way I would consult these Indians 
as to how they should be dealt with. But they have declined for 
two years to even consult with our commission that we sent there. 
They declined to pop in the settlement of this question, 
and, as I said to some of them two . ago, I say now, if they 
decline to assist us in ing this difficult question we shall be 
bound to settle it for ourselves without their aid, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa, 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, is a just man 
and I am perfectly satisfied that when the amendment which is to 
be proposed later to the bill comes up for consideration and the facts 
are presented to the Senate, as they will be presented by gentle- 
men who have devoted their time to the full and careful examina- 
tion of this question, he will not believe then that it is our duty 
to make haste slowly in undertaking to change the condition of 
things that now exist in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I made that statement, I did not wish to be 
so understood. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I so understood the Senator. 


with this question the present fiscal year. 
Mr. J ON 


almost incredible. 
enormous tracts. They are renting them to white men who are 
living among the Indians, and those who are the owners of that 
country, who are entitled to its ion and use, are absolutely 
deprived of its use. There are hsts which can be submitted here 
to show the names of individuals who hold probably from 5,000 to 
40,000 acres each, while hundreds and thousands of Indians, who 
are Indians by blood and who are entitled to an equal share in the 
use of the land under treaties with the United States, who have 
the plighted faith of the Government of the United States that 
they shall have and enjoy equal rightsin the Territory, have abso- 
lutely no rights at all. Itis a disgrace to this Congress that that 
condition of things is allowed to exist, and the longer it exists the 
worse it is for them and for us. 

I sincerely hope, Mr. President, that the Senate will allow a 
sufficient sum of money to be appropriated to complete the sur- 


8 g this PAi 
. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I donot undertake to ei 
an opinion as to the large question of the policy which should be 
adopted in dealing with the Indian Territory. I confine myself 
to the narrower question whether these lands shall or shall not be 


surveyed, P 

When the Senator from Iowa says that more is being given here 
than the estimate, my answer is that it is for Co; to deter- 
mine what the policy shall be with reference to surveys, 


how fast they shall proceed, how much they shall be dela’ 
when I find that the Committee on Indian Affairs of 
has determined that it is wise and expedient to e 
veys the fact that the W has not expected to expend so 
an a sum as $300,000 during the coming year has no weight 
with me. 

I accept the conclusion of the Committee on Indian Affairs that 
these 1 ought to be expedited, and I am convinced by the re- 
marks of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Joxxs] and by the 
remarks of the Senator from Colorado . TELLER] that what- 
ever policy is pursued with reference to these Indians, however 
rapidly or however slowly we proceed in solving the troublesome 
questions that exist in reference to the Territory, the survey, the 
policy of making which has been already determined upon, ought 
to proceed with all possible rapidity, and upon that idea and that 
idea alone I shall give my vote for the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the committee. 

I think the Senator from Iowa will concede, without reference - 
to the amount that may have been estimated for by the Depart- 
ment, that when a committee of this body charged especially with 
this subject comes to the conclusion that the surveys ought to be 
expedited by the appropriation of a larger sum of money, it is not 
a sound argument for the Senator to make that because he is 
opposed to the policy which is proposed for adoption, to follow 
as the result of the surveys, the surveys themselves ought to be 
crippled by an inadequate appropriation. I do not think the Sen- 
ator from Iowa really meant that that was his motive in resist- 
ing the appropriation. If he did: mean it, I simply say I dissent 
from it, and wish to vote according to the merits of the proposi- 
tion how much money can be wisely expended in carrying ont the 
policy which has been determined upon, of expediti ene surveys, 
and whether Iam in favor of or am against the policy that is to 
follow the surveys I am not willing, as the Senator says he is will- 
ing, to hinder the surveys and make them proceed more slowly 
than ma would otherwise proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas to 
mittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Imove to amend the amendment by strikin 
out, in line 10, the word “continuation” and inserting the wor 
“completion”; so as to read: 

For the letion of the surve: Indian - 
000, or so oer thereof as may eee * N 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I also move to amend the amendment on page 
54 by striking out the word “act,” in line 1, and inserting the 
Word“ paragraph“; and I move the same amendment in line 5. 
These provisions were taken bodily from a section, I believe, of a 
bill that is now pending on our Calendar, and in remodeling the 
pending bill so as to place it in harmony with the appropriation 
the word act“ was inserted, I su accidentally. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Undoubtedly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of 
the committee, striking out the word “act” and inserting the 
word “paragraph ” in the lines indicated. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Comitas on Appropriations was, on page 54, after line 7, to 
insert: 

In payment, under direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to certain Chip- 
pewa Indian allotteesof the Isabella Reservation, in Michigan, as their inter- 
ests may appear, being the sums recovered by the United States as judg- 
ments against certain parties for timber . committed within said 
reservation upon lands which have been allotted and patented to individual 
Indians, and covered into the Treasury of the’United States, $1,121.62. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 16, to insert: 

That any adult Peoria or Ottawa Indian, an allottee under any act of Con- 
gress, may, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, sell and con- 
vey tothe ‘Miami Town Company, a 555 0 chartered under the laws of 
Kansas, 40 acres of ground near Miami, Ind. T., to be used exclusively for 
cemetery purposes and no other: Provided, That 40 acres shall not exceed 
half of his or her allotment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 23, to insert: 


To reimburse N. J. Cramer, of Yankton, S. Dak., amount d by him to 
the United States as stumpage for 400 cords of wood furnished to the Gov- 
ernment at Fort Bennett, S. Dak., in 1878, $300. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 3, to insert: 


That the claim of the Fond du Lac band of Chippewa Indians of Lake 5u- 
perior for com: tion ari from the difference in area of the reserva- 
tion as actually set apart to them and that provided to be set apart, under 
the fourth subdivision of article 2 of the treaty between the United States 
and the Chippewas of Lake Superior and the Mississippi, made and concluded 
at La: te, inthe State of Wipconsi n, on the 30th day of September, in the 


29, 1855, be the same is hereby, ref: 
n conf d 


; and 
is body 
ite the sur- 


nestion is on the amend- 
e amendment of the com- 


thirty days from the g thereof, unless the time for pleading be extended b 
the court for cause shown; and said action have precedence in sai: 
court. 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, this amendment in the bill in its 
present form ought not to be adopted. The object of the amend- 
ment is to allow a certain band of Indians, called the Fond du Lac 
band of Indians in Minnesota, to bring an action against the 
United States for the p of recovering a judgment at the rate 
of $1.25 an acre for the difference in the lands in the reservation 
assigned to them under the treaty of 1854 and the lands they claim 
they ought to have had. 

I will state the reason why the amendment should not pass, at 
least in its geeni condition. In January, 1889, Congress 
an act for relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in 
Minnesota. It provided for the cession and relinquishment of a 

ood deal of their lands and for the disposal of them to the public 
in two methods, classing the lands into agricultural and pine 
lands, the agricultural lands as homesteaded at the rate of $1.25 an 
acre and the pine lands at public sale after an appraisal at the rate 


of $3 per thousand feet, and not less. The chief body of these 


lands constituted what was known as the Red Lake Reservation, 
really the property of the Red Lake tribe of Indians, who occupied 
it. Something ike two million or two million and a half acres 
have been obtained under this legislation. 

That act provides that all these Indian lands in Minnesota shall 
be disposed of in the manner I have indicated, and that the pro- 
ceeds shall be divided among all the Indians equaliy, giving the 
band of Fond du Lac Indians their pro rata ears with the 
other Chippewa Indians in Minnesota in respect to the Red Lake 
Reservation lands. 

Here is the clause of the act of 1889, which is germane and bears 
on this question: 

Src. 7. That all money accruing from the disposal of said lands in conform. 
ity with the provisions of this act shall, after deducting all the of 
making the census, of obtaini ion and re ent, 
the removal and allotmen cat of completing the as and N in 
this act provided, be placed in the Treasury of the United States to the credit 
of all the Chippewa Indians in the State o asa permanent fund, 
which shall draw interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, etc. 

These Fond du Lac Indians are made a sharer of this fund. 
They not only get what their own little reservation would bring 
them on a sale, but they are allowed to come in with all the other 
Chippewa Indians in Minnesota and take their pro rata share of 
the proceeds of those Red Lake lands. Nearly 2,000,000 acres of 
those lands are now surveyed, and will be pe upon the market as 
homesteads this spring at $1.25 an acre. There are some three or 
four hundred thousand acres of valuable pine land that will be 
sold at public sale to the highest bidder at not less than the 
appraised value, which can not be less than $3 per thousand feet, 
board measure, of the pine on the land. 

If that act is honestly administered and all those lands sold and 
disposed of according to the letter and spirit of the act, they will 

roduce a fund of over $3,000,000 for the Chippewa Indians in 
5 and the Fond du Lac Indians will have their share with 
the other Indians. That being the case, I insist that they ought 
not to have authority to come in with this petty claim and seek 
to get a judgment against the United States for the difference be- 
tween the reservation that was allotted them, a little reservation 
near Duluth, and what they claim oy! ought to have had. If 
they are given this right of action at all, it cught to be with the 
proviso t whatever benefit they get under the act of 1889, 
Whatever income they derive from that act, shall be deducted 
Aa any claim that may be allowed as due them from the United 

tes. 

I therefore ask that the amendment be stricken out, or, if not 
stricken out, that it be amended so as to protect the interests of 
the United States. I think that whatever claim the Fond du Lac 
Indians may have against the United States the Government 
should be allowed to counterclaim the benefits which they are 
given under the act of 1889. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator from Min- 
nesota, conceding his claim that the proceeds of the sale of the 
reservation at Red Lake is a compensation to these Indians for the 
loss of their lands, what objection there is to an adjustment? 

Mr, NELSON. The amendment is not an adjustment, but it 
gives them something which they never had before. It takes all 
the Indians in Minnesota and makes them a sharer of the Red 


least 2,000,000 acres are open, and the Red Lake Indians 
roceeds of the lands under the law of 1889. The proceeds of 


those 2,000,000 acres are, if I may use a slang expression, pooled 
for the benefit of all the Indians, and these Fond du Lac Indians 
come in and get their share of the proceeds of the Red Lake lands. 
For that reason I say that, in equity and good conscience, whatever 
claim the Fond du Indians may have against the United States 
under the old treaty the United States ought to be credited and 
this bill ought to make provision that the United States shall be 
credited with all the benefits that the Fond du Lac Indians will 
get under the act of 1889. R 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Minnesota? 

3 N. I move first to strike out this paragraph from 

the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph is an amendment 
inserted by the committee, and the Senator from Minnesota will 
accomplish his purpose by voting against the amendment of the 


committee. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. It ap 


that the boundaries of their reservation were fixed by certain 
streams easily understood by the Indians; and that there was a 
clause placed in the treaty that the reservation should be bounded 
by these natural objects, but that it should not comprise less than 
100,000 acres. The officers of the Government surveyed the reser- 
vation and confined it to an area of 100,000 acres. The Indians 
knew nothing about acres. They knew where a certain stream 
was and where certain botndaries were and where certain lakes 
were, but they knew nothing about the number of acres embraced. 
It appears that they were thus cheated out of over 100,000 acres 
in the reservation which 8 they were getting. 

These Indians have complained constantly of this treatment. 
In 1890 the Senate passed a resolution instructing the Secretary 
of the Interior to look into this matter and see what the Indians 
understood, and he reported that they understood the boundaries 
to be the natural objects and that they never agreed to any other 
boundaries than those embraced within the natural objects. - 

The Committee on Indian Affairs investigated the matter and 
reported in favor of this amendment, and it was adopted by the 
Committee on „ ee It simply provides that the Court 
of Claims shall look into this matter, taking into consideration 
all of the questions, and pass upon the question as to whether the 
Indians are entitled to the additional 100,000 acres of land or not, 
and if they are found to be entitled to it, they are to be compen- 
sated at the rate of $1.25 acre. ; 

It seems to me that the treaty made with regard to the Red Lake 
Reservation has nothing to do with this question whatever. If 
Congress has made some provision gratuitously to these Indians, 
it has nothing to do with their rights under the treaty, and the 
ee the committee ought to remain as a part of the 


Mr. CALL. Task the Senator from South Dakota if he has any 
objection to an adjournment at this time. 

r. PETTIGREW. I should like to continue with the consid- 
eration of the bill until half past 5. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida sub- 
mit a motion? 

Mr. CALL. Unless the Senator in charge of the bill is espe- 
cially desirous to continue the further consideration of the bill 
this evening, I suggest that we may as well adjourn. 

Several SENATORS. Let us adjourn. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As there seems to be a general desire on 
the part of Senators to adjourn, I shall not insist upon remaining 
in session longer. 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES, 


Mr. PEFFER. Before the motion to adjourn is put, I desire to 
state that the Senator from New York [Mr. Hi.] and myself had 
a conversation this afternoon with respect to the resolution pro- 
posing to investigate the bond issue, of which I have been i 
to the Senate several times lately. The Senator from New Yor: 
is obliged to leave the city to-morrow and is not going to return 
until probably next Tuesday. I ask unanimous consent for an 
agreement that next Tuesday, at fifteen minutes past 2 o'clock, 
the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the bond resolution. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. CALL. At what hour? Fifteen minutes past 17 

Mr. ALLEN. No; fifteen minutes past 2. 

Mr. CALL. Why not take it up after the routine business? 

Mr. HILL. Then it would be cut off by 2 o'clock. - 

Mr. CALL. All . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, April 9, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


that these Indians wereaccorded ; 
d | a reservation on the St. Louis River in Minnesota some years ago; 
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NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate April 8, 1896. 
POSTMASTERS, 


James Clyné, to be tmaster at Benicia, in the county of So- 
lano and State of California, in the place of Frederick P. Wein- 
man, whose commission ired December 16, 1895. 

William F. Mariante, to be postmaster at San Leandro, in the 
county of Alameda and State of California, in the place of Charles 
H. Gray, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Weston L. Stiles, to be postmaster at Suffield, in the county of 
Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of Richard Jobes, 
whose commission expired February 27, 1895. 

Theodore Trowbridge, to be postmaster at Decatur, in the county 
of Van Buren and State of Michigan, in the place of May F. Nich- 
olson, whose commission expired December 16, 1895, Edward Ar- 
nold having been nominated through a clerical error, instead of 
Theodore Trowbridge, and confirmed by the Senate, but not com- 
missioned. 

James McCarty, to be postmaster at Rockville Center, in the 
county of Queens and State of New York, in the place of John 
T. Davison, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

John H. Keelin, to be postmaster at East Greenwich, in the 
county of Kent and State of Rhode Island, in the place of J. Clar- 
ence Reeve, whose commission expired February 23, 1896. 

O. C. Lockett, to be postmaster at Kerrville, in the county of 
Kerr and State of Texas, in the place of Albert Endere, whose 
commission expired December 23, 1895. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 8, 1896. 
GOVERNOR OF ARIZONA. 


Benjamin J. Franklin, of Phoenix, Ariz., to be governor of 
Arizona, 


POSTMASTERS. 


Isaac O. Epes, to be e at Blackstone, in the county of 
Nottoway and State of Virginia. : 
J. A. B. Bear, to be postmaster at Paola, in the county of Miami 
and State of Kansas. 
Charles Laurence, to 5 at Owosso, in the county of 
Shiawassee and State of Michigan. y 
George W. Merrill, to be postmaster at Orange, in the State of 


Massachusetts. 
Mollie E. 1 to be 3 at Chatham, in the county 
of Pittsylvania an State o Virginia. 

Richard P. Nelson, to be postmaster at Juneau, in the Territory 


of . 

I. B. Barnes, to be tmaster at Ferndale, in the county of 
Humboldt and State of California. ; 

Mary Hansborough, to be postmaster at University, in the 
county of Los Angeles and State of California. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, April &, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. F 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
METRIC SYSTEM. 


The SPEAKER. The House is now acting under the previous 
uestion—— 
z Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Speaker, before the motion is put 

The SPEAKER. The House is now acting under the previous 
question, which has been ordered upon the House bill 7251, relat- 
ing to the metric system, and the qnestion now pending is whether 
the House will order the vote to be taken by the yeas and nays. 
Now, the gentleman from New York—— : 5 

ISC I rise for the purpose of asking unanimous 
consent to make a proposition. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state his request. 

Mr. FISCHER. My request is that I may be allowed to inter- 
pose an amendment to this bill. I was cut off by the previous 
question being ordered, and I have since conferred with the chair- 
man of the committee, and unless there is objection I ask that I 
may be allowed to propose an amendment, which is to strike out 
the word only in the third line of the second section of this 
bill, which will leave the measure so that if adopted it shall be the 
legal system of weights and measures, and leave it optional; 
whereas by leaving in the word it makes it the only legal system. 
I ask unanimous consent to offer that amendment. 

Mr. BARRETT. I shall object unless it be made a“ legal 
measure instead of ‘‘ the.” 

Mr. FISCHER. It is to-day by the law of 1866. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made; and the question is, Shall 
the vote be taken by the yeas and nays? 


. — 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 119, nays 116, not 
voting 119; as follows: 


119. 
Adams, Daniels, Howe, Russell, Ga. 
Aitken, Denny, Howell, Sauerhering, 
Aldrich, Ala. De Hub Scranton, 
Aldrich, III. Dockery, Hulick, Shafroth, 
Allen, Miss. Doolittle Hunter, Simpkins, 
Allen, Utah Elliott, S. C. Hurley, Smith, Mich, 
Apsley, Ellis, ut 
Avery, Johnson, Ind. Sparkman, 
Fairchild, Johnson, N. Dak. Sperry, 
Baker, Kans, Fischer, em, Stahle, 
Baker, Md. Fowler, Lawson, Stone, C. W. 
er, N. Gardner, Leighty, Stone, W. A. 
ey, Gillett, Mass. ise g. Strode, Nebr. 
Bartholdt, G X mard, Strong, 
Bell, Colo. Griswold, Lester, Sulzer, 
Bell, Tex. Grout, Linton, Taft, 
Biue, Grow, Loudenslager, Tayler, 
Brewster, Hadley, McCall, M: Thomas, 
Broderick, T, Cle Towne, 
Bromwell, Hainer, Nebr. McCormick, Tracew' 
Brosius, te McEwan, Treloar, 
Brumm, ly, Me Turner, Ga. 
Burton, Ohio Hardy. Minor, Wis. Underwood, 
ison, er, Moody, Walker, Mass. 
Cook, Wis. Newlands, alsh, 
Cooper, Fla. Hart, ell, Wellington, 
Cooper, Wis. Hemenway, en. illia: 
Crowley, Henry, Overstreet, Wilson, N. Y. 
Crump. Hill, atterson, Woomer 
Danford, Hitt, Pearson, 
_ NAYS—U6. 
Arnold, R. I. Ellett, Va. Russell. Conn. 
Atw Evans, McCall, Tenn. Sayers, 
Bailey, Faris, McCleary, Minn. haw, 
Barham, Fenton, Me mon, Shuford. 
Barrett, Fletcher, McLaurin, Smith, III. 
Bartlett, Ga. Gamble, McMillin, Spalding, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Gibson, Meiklejohn, Steele, 
Belknap, Grosvenor, Mercer Stephenson, 
Bishop, teh, Meredith, Strait, 
Black, Ga. Heatwole, ue; Strowd, N.C. 
Bowers, Hepburn, en, Sulloway, 
Burrell, rn, Milnes, Sw 
Calderhead, Honnu Money, Talbert, 
Cannot Huling, Mozley, Tawney, 
Cobb, Hull, Noonan, A 
Cobb, Mo. Johnson, Cal. Northway, Ys 
Coc! Kerr, . ‘Turner, Va. 
Cooper, Kiefer, Y, ler, 
Corliss, Knox, Owens, pde; 
Cousins, Y, Parker, Van Horn, 
Curtis, Iowa Latimer, Payne, Van Voorhis, 
rtis, Lefever, Per! Walker, Va. 
Dayton, Lewis, Pickler, ‘Warner, 
De Armond, Linney, Pitney, Was! 
Dinsmore, Little, Poole, Watson, Ind. 
Dolliver, Livingston, Pugh, Wheeler, 
Dovener, Loe! Reev Wilson, Idaho 
Draper, Long, Richardson, Wood, 
Eddy, Low, Royse, Wright. 
NOT VOTING—119. 
Abbott, Culberson, Kyle, Reyburn, 
Acheson, Cumin: Layton, Ro ag era 
Anderson, Curtis, Lorimer, Robinson, 
Andrews, Dalzell, Loud, Rusk, 
Arnold, Pa. Dingley, Maddox, Settle, 
Bankhead, Dow > on, 
h, Fitzgerald, M vs Sherman, 
Boone Big bare ee pat 
È ‘Oss, ure, mover, 
Bingham, Gillet, N. Y. M Ky. rg , 
Black, N. Y. Graff, McCull Southwick, 
Boutelle, Hall. McKenney, Spencer, 
Brown, Harrison, McLa 8 gS, 
Buck, Hartman, iles, Stewart, N. J. 
Bull, Heiner, Pa. Miller, Kans. Stewart, 
Burton, Mo. Henderson, Miller, W. Va. tokes, 
Catchings, endrick, Miner, N. Y. te, 
ps mt Henry, Conn. Mondell 8 th, 
rdy, ermann, orse, swor 
Clark lows Hicks, Moses, Wanger, 
‘lark, Mo. Hooker, 1 8 Watson, Ohio 
Clarke, Ala, Howard, Neill, White, 
Codding, uff, Pendleton, Wilber, 
‘oftin, Hutcheson, Phillips, Willis, 
Connoll Hyde, Powers, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooke, Jones, Price, Wilson, 
Cowen, Joy, Prince, Woodard, 
Cox, Kendall, nigg, Woodman, 
Crisp, Kirkpatrick, ney, Yoakum. 
Cro er, Kulp, yY, 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Speaker, I have voted, but being paired 
with my colleague, Mr. CULBERSON, I desire to withdraw my vote. 
If my colleague were present, he would vote“ nay” and I would vote 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
vote “ nay” if I could be permitted, but I do not know that I can be, 
as I was not in the Hall when my name was called. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not within the rule. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I voted “ yea,” but I find that I 
am paired with the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Crisp, and I 
withdraw my vote. 


1896. 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I was with the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, which is privileged to sit during the ses- 
sions of the House, and I came downas soon as I was notified that 
a roll call was pending. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the gentleman's 


uest. 
92 5 BURTON of Missouri. Was not my absence privileged, 
me committee having leave to sit during the sessions of the 

ouse? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Wel, if I could be permitted to 
vote I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. M . Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. ANDREWs]. If he were present, I would vote 
“ nay. ” 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that 
Jam entitled to vote, as I was not present in the Hall when my 
name was called. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote can not be received. 

The following: named members were announced as paired until 
further notice: 


Mr. Hicks with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

TRACEWELL with Mr. HENDRICK. 

SHERMAN with Mr. Rusk. 

Morse with Mr. PRICE. 

Joy with Mr. Cox. 

Roszrinson of Pennsylvania with Mr. HALL. 

MCCLURE with Mr. MINER of New York. 

ARNOLD of Pennsylvania with Mr. WILSON of South Caro- 


CLARK of Missouri with Mr. NEILL. 
BINGHAM with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

DALZELL with Mr. Crisp. 

Loup with Mr. KYLE. 

STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. STALLINGS. 
RANEY with Mr. COWEN. 

DRAPER with Mr. TUCKER. 

ANDREWS with Mr. MILES. 

CROWTHER with Mr. LAYTON. 

MILLER of West Virginia with Mr. WOODARD. 
. HENDERSON with Mr. ABBOTT. 

. SOUTHWICK with Mr. Sore. 

Mr. Coppine@ with Mr. Jonrs until April 11. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. TATE for this day. 

For this vote: 

Mr. Burton of Missouri with Mr. SPENCER. 

Mr. SHANNON with Mr. DOWNING. 

Mr. PENDLETON with Mr. CULBERSON. 

Mr. Kup with Mr. MADDOX. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, in viewof the fact that there 
has been a good deal of confusion, I think it desirable to have a 
recapitulation of the vote. 

The Clerk recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote from 
“nay” to yea.” 

The name of Mr. DocKERY was again called, and he voted “yea.” 


S S 


Pee 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote from 
“yea” to “nay.” 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Tapua | 
. DO RY. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I move to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

Mr. McMILLIN. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is on the mo- 
tion to lay on the table the motion to reconsider the vote just 
taken. As many as are in favor of laying the motion to recon- 
sider on the table will, when their names are called, answer 
“aye;” those o ed, no.“ 

Mr. DOC . Mr.Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary 


ote i 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. A vote in the negative would be a vote in 
ee ga to the bill, as I understand the present parliamentary 
situation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is so. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 111, nays 133, not 
voting 110; as follows: 


YEAS—1I11. 
Aldrich, Ala. Baker, Md. Blue, Buck, 
Aldrich, II. Baker, N. H. Brewster, Burton, Ohio 
Allen, Miss. Barney, roderick, Colson, 
Allen, Utah Bartholdt, Bromwell, Cock, Wis. 
Avery, Bell, Colo. ‘osius, Cooper, 
s Bell, Tex $ Cooper, Wis. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3721 


Crowley, Hainer, Nebr. Leighty, Simpkins, 
Crump, Halterman, Leisenring, Southard, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hanly, Leonard, Sparkman, 
Danford, Harrie Lester, Sperry, 
pene Hart, Linton le 
De Wit Hartman, MoClellan, Stone, C. W. 
Doolittle, Hemenway, MeCo: Stone, W. A. 
Elliott, S. C. Henry, McEwan, Strode, Nebr. 
Ellis, Hill, McRae, Sulzer, 
Erdman, Hitt, Minor, Wis. Taft, 
Fairchild, Howe, Moody, Tayler, 
Fischer, Howell, Odell COW! 
Foote, Hubbard, Otjen, Treloar, 
Gardner, Huff, Overstreet, Turner, Ga. 
Gillet, N. Y. Hulick. Patterson, Underwood, 
Gillett, Mass. Hunter, Pearson, Walsh, 
Griffin, Hurley, Phillips, Wellington, 
Griswold, Jen Russell, Ga. Wilber, 
Grout, Johnson, Ind. Sauerhering, Wil 
Grow, Johnson, N. Dak. Scranton, Wilson, N. T. 
Hadley, Kem, Shafroth, Woomer. 
Hager, Lawson, Shannon, 
NAYS—133. 
Arnold, R. I. Dovener, McCall, Tenn. Shufo 
Atwood, ATEA McCleary, Minn. Smith, 
Bailey, Ellett, Va. McCreary, Ky. 85 1 
Baker, Kans. Evans, cDearmon, Steele, 
Barham, Fenton, McLachlan, Stephenson, 
Barrett, Fitzgerald, McLaurin, t, 
Bartlett, Ga. Fletcher, cMillin. Strowd, N.O 
Bartlett, N. Y. Gamble, Meiklejohn, ulloway, 
Belknap, Gibson, Mercer, wanson, 
Berry, Grosvenor, Meredith, bert, 
Bishop, y: Milliken, Tawney, 
Black, Ga. Hatch, Milnes, Terry, 
Bowers, Heatwole, Money, Towne, 
Brown, Hepburn, Mozley, Tracey, 
Burrell, Hopkins, Noonan, Turner, Va. 
Burton, Mo. Huling, Northway, Toke, 
Calderhead, Hull, Ogden, pd À 
Cannon, Johnson, Cal. Otey, Van Horn. 
Clardy. Kerr, Owens, Van Voorhis, 
Clark, Iowa Kiefer, Parker, Walker, Va. 
Cobb, Ala. Knox, Payne, Warner, 
Cobb, Mo. Kyle, Per. Washington, 
Cockrell, Y, Pickler, Watson, Ind. 
Connolly. Latimer, Pitney, Watson, Ohio 
T, ‘Tex. Lefever, Poole, Wheeler, 
Corli Lewis, Prince, ilis, E 
Jousins, Lifney, Pugh, Wilson, Idaho 
Curtis, Iowa Little, Ray, 5 
Curtis, Livingston, Reeves, Wood: 
Dayton, Lockhart, Richardson, Wright, 
De Armo Long, Royse, 
Dinsmore, Low, Russell, Conn. 
skery, Maddox, Sayers, 
Dolliver, Marsh, Shaw, 
NOT VOTING—110. 
Abbott, Dalzell Layton, Robe: La. 
Acheson, . Lorimer, Robina Pr. 
gley, u s 
Aitken, Downing, Loudenslager, Settle, 
Anderson, Draper, s: herman, 
Andrews, Far ny, Skinner, 
Apsley, E. Mahon, Smith, Mich. 
Arnold, Pa. Fowler, Snover, 
Bankhead, Graff, McClure, Borg, 
Beach, Hall, McCulloch, Southwick, 
Bennett, Harmer, McKenney, Spencer, 
Bingham, Harrison, Meyer, Stallings, 

k. N Heiner, Pa. Miles, Stewart, N. J. 
Boutelle, Henderson, Miller, Kans. Stewart, Wis. 
Bull, Hendrick, Miller, W. Va. tokes, 
Catchin Henry, Conn. Miner, N. Y. Strong, 
Chickering, Hermann, Mondell, Tate, 

Clark, Mo, Hicks, Morse, Thomas, 

Clarke, Ala. Hilborn, Moses, Tucker, 

Codding, Hooker. Murphy, Wadsworth, 

Cofin, Howard Neill, Walker, Mass, 

Cooke, III. Hutcheson, Newlands, Wanger, 

Cowen, Hyde, Pendleton, te, 

Cox. Jones, Powers, Wilson, Ohio 
Joy, Price, ‘Wilson, 

Crowther, Kendall, Quigg, 

Culberson, Kirkpatrick, ey, 

Cummings, Kulp, Reyburn, 


So the House refused to lay on the table the motion to reconsider, 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

On this vote: 

Mr. PENDLETON with Mr. CULBERSON. 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. SPENCER. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. MCCULLOCH. 

For this day: 

Mr. BEAcH with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. BULL with Mr. STOKES. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Grout). The question now 
is, Shall the vote by which this bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read the third time be reconsidered? , 

Mr. FISCHER and Mr. HURLEY called for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, what is the question upon which 
we are now to vote? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is whether the vote 
by which this bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time shall be reconsidered. On that question the yeas and nays 
have been ordered, F 


3722 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. APRIL 8, 
Mr. DOCKERY. As I understand the parliamentary situation, | Robinson, Pa. Sparkman, Tayler, Walker, Mass. 
it is this: Those who are opposed to the bill vote in the affirmative ——— + Sperry, omas. . — 
| on this motion, and those in favor of the bill vote in the negative. | Shafroth, Stone, G. Treloar, ` Willard 
The n to call the roll, but was interrupted b Shannon, Stone, W. A. Turner, Ga. Wilson, N. Y. 
Mr. . Will the Chair explain to the House the effect | Simpkins, — 8 oomer. 
of the a on this question—what an “aye” vote means and what NOT VOTIN aster — 
a no“ vote means 2 ; 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated the ques- | Alten- Som gones, pomora; 
tion, and thinks gentlemen ought to understand how to vote on it. | Anderson, er, Kulp, uigg, 
| Mr. MILLIKEN . Ifind there is some uncertainty among mem- | Andrews, 88 Taro — — 
bers as to the effect of a vote “aye” or ‘‘no” on this question. I} Arnold. Pa. 8 vie aig a, bee ae re 
think the matter ought to be again stated by the Chair. As I | Babecoc Dingley, Loudenslager, 9 
eee Pw 4 are to no = zo in favor 45 = 3 5 eda M 3 ey 
e vote by which it was ordered to be engrossed an 8 ` ` 
read a thir time, and those in favor of the bill vote “no.” - Beachy” Foss, S MeCleary, Minn. Smith, Mich. 
e pro tempore. e ent of the gentleman | Bell, Colo. owler, ure, , 
from Maine is correct, as the Chair understands it. ee 3 Sonn Southwick, 
— 8 i Ahr was race statement? We did not hear it. Bingham, — Hall, s Mercer, E Spencer, 
A L rise to a parliamentary inquiry. ok a rrison, es. 8 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall che vote Boutell: Heiner, Pa Millet, Kans. Stewart, N.J. 
which this bill was ered to be engrossed and read a third | Buck, Hendrick, Miner, N. X. Stokes, 
oe be reconsidered? Ot conres 9 — * 7 favor of ss 3 Ps Henry, Conn La Str , Nebr. 
ration vote “aye”; an t vote, as the ir supposes, Wo hie f ong, 
be against the bill, or would at least be in favor of another oppor- | Guiang as, Nan — 
tunity to take the sense of the House upon the question Whether Coffin, a Howard, Newlands, Wanger, 
1 Jeoke, uff, v. „ K 
ge ine should be 8 — . read a third time. 8 Hulick, Brors Wilson, Ohio 
. BARRETT. egular ok) x Cooper, Hutcheson, Pearson, Wilson, S. C. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed with the | Cowen, Hyde, P 


5 an Will gentlemen please be quiet, that the responses may 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Speaker, I undertook a few moments ago to 
put a parliamentary inquiry to the Chair, but there was so much 
noise Í could not make myself heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. OTEY. I should like to know whether those who oppose 
this bill should vote “aye” or no“ on this question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that an 
affirmative vote on this question now before the House would be 
in opposition to the bill, and a negative vote would practically be 
in favor of the bill. The Clerk will proceed with the roll call. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 99, not 
voting 112; as follows: 


YEAS—1i3. 

Abbott, Dovener, Long, Russell, Ga. 
Arn R. I. Eddy, Low. Sayers, 
Atw Ellett, Va. Maddox, Shaw, 
Bailey, Evans, Shuford, 
Baker, Md. Faris, McCall, Tenn mith, Til. 
Barrett, Fenton, McCreary, Ky. Snover, 
Bartlett, Ga. Fitzgerald, McDearmon, Steele, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Fletcher, McLachlan, Stephenson, 
Belknap, Gamble, McLaurin, Strait, 
Berry, * Gibson, MeMillin, Strowd, N.C. 
Bishop, Grosvenor, Meiklejohn, Sulloway, 
Black, Ga. Hanly, Me: th, Swanson, 
Bowers, Hardy 2 Meyer, bert, 
Brown Hatch, Mi n, Tawney, 

Heatwole, Milnes, Terry, 

n, Hemenway, Money, Towne, 
Calderhead, Hepburn, Mozley, v. 
Cannon, Turner, Va. 
Olardy. 1 Northway, er, 
Clark, jowa Huling, Ogden, 5 
Clark, Mo. Hull, Otey, Van Horn, 
Cobb, Ala. Johnson, Cal Owens, Van Voor! 
Cobb, Mo, Kendall, Parker, Walker, Va. 

Kerr, Payne. alsh, 

Connolly. Kiefer, Pendleton Warner, 

A Kirkpatrick, Per! Washington, 
Cor! Knox, Pickler, Watson, Ind 
Cou. Kyle, Pitney, Watson, Ohio 
Curtis, Iowa Lacey, Poole, Wheeler, 
Curtis, Kans. Latimer, o, Willis, 
Dayton, Lefever, Pugh, ‘Wilson, Idaho 
De Armond, Lewis, Ray, Wood, 
Dinsmore, Linney, Ree Woodard, 
Dockery, Little, Ric Wright, 
Dolliver, Livingston, Royse, Y 
Doolittle, Russell, Conn 

NAYS—99. 

S, Crowley, Hadley, Johnson, N. Dak, 
Aldrich, Ala. Cramp. — JaA Kem, 
‘Aldrich, Til Curtis, N. Y. er, Nebr. Lawson, 
Allen, Danford, Hal Leighty, 
Auen Utah. Harmer, 3 
Baker, Kans, De Wite, Hart, Lester. 
Bartholdt, n Henry, Ind. M Mass, 
Blue, Fairchild, Hill, M z 
Brewster; x aer, E Se late 
Bromw 0⁰ Ewan, 
—.— Gardner. How. Mc 

s Gillett, Hubbard, Minor, Wis. 
Burton, Ohio G Hunter, Mond 
Catchings, Grisw Hurley, s 
Gocke, Wis. ut, Jenkins, Odell, 

Grow, Johnson, Ind. Otjen, 


So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. PENDLETON with Mr. CULBERSON on this vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs, Shall 
the bill be engrossed and read a third time? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Have we not passed that stage? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not yet; that is the question 
which now recurs. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, the reconsideration 
of this vote takes the bill, as I understand, from under the opera- 
tion of the previous question, and it is now open for debate and 
amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I insist on the order. 

8 ae CHARLES W. STONE. I believe I have the floor, Mr, 
er. 
Arr. DOCKERY. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, yes; the previous question has been 
exhausted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is open, the Chair 
understands now, to debate or amendment, The previous ques- 
tion has spent itself, and the question now is, the Chair repeats, 
open for discussion or amendment, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CHARLES W. STONE] has been recognized. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the Chair will permit me just a 
moment. The previous question is operating upon the bill to its 
passage—— 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. No; only to the engrossment and 
third reading, and it has spent its force. 

The SPE. pro tempore. The Chair so understands, and 
the question now is on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill, upon which the previous question has been exha It is 
now open to discussion and amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Irespectfully protest against the ruling of 


the Chair. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Oe ey 

Mr. GROSVENOR. e ruling has been made in this House 
within the last two weeks, where a bill had been defeated. There 
the previous question had been ordered and had exhausted itself 
when the question of reconsideration was beforethe House. That 
is to say, the previous question had reached its end and the bill was 
beforethe House for such action as it might see proper. But when 
the only question reconsidered is, Shall the bill pass? that is the 
only question under consideration. The previous question is still 
operating on the bill, and debate or amendment would certainly 
not be in order as long as the previous question is operative. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. This vote was not on the passage. 

The SPEAKER pra tempore. The Chair will read a paragraph 
from the Digest which bears directly upon the point: 

When a vote, taken under the operation of the previous 8 is recon- 
sidered, the question is then divested of the operation of the previous ques- 
tion and is open for debate and amendment. * * * These decisions apply 
only to cases where the previous N was fully exhausted by votes taken 
on all the questions covered by it before the motion to reconsider was made. 


= aay other case the pendency of the previous question would preclude 
ebate. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. May I ask what was the first vote taken 
true SPE k tem On the t and third 
e ro pore, engrossment an 
reading of the bill. 


1896. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Then we have not yet voted upon the pas- 
7 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not yet; that stage of the bill 
has not been reached. , : 

Mr. LACEY. If the Chair will permit me, the Digest further 
along, just at the point where the Chair was reading, shows a 
change in the rule and consequently a change in the practice in 
that regard. It says: 

But such motion is not debatable under the practice which prevailed for 
many years, 5 

Calling attention to the fact that this change of practice has 
been sanctioned by rulings since the Twenty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. That is in reference to a motion 
to reconsider, which, of course, is not debatable. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the decision of the Chair was given 
under a misapprehension of facts, and I haye no doubt that on 
examination he will reverse his ruling. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the previous question had been 
ordered on the passage of the bill, then the position taken by the 
Chair would, unquestionably, be wrong. The Chair was informed 
that the previous question was ordered on the engrossment and 
third pois of the bill, and upon that ground the Chair sees no 
reason for changing his ruling. 


Mr. CHARL STONE. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House acted upon the mat- 
ter on yesterday, and the RECORD will show the fact. 

Mr. BOCKE Y. But waivi that—although I think the 


Chair is in error—the RECORD will disclose the fact that the pre- 
vious question was ordered generally, and went to the engross- 
ment and third reading and of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. e Chair has examined the 
Journal, and it does not show that the previous question was 
ordered on the passage of the bill. It speaks of the state which 
the bill had reached and says. The previous question was then 
ordered” and REY there. e Chair thinks the previous ques- 
tion only extended to the third reading of the bill, as that was the 
only question then before the House. The Chair still adheres to 
the ruling made. Perhaps, however, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, if he is heard for a moment, will bring the matter toa 
conclusion. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. If the House will bear with me, I 
simply desire to state the present position, and for the p of 
saving time and avoiding motions for amendments or debate, and 
perhaps further roll s. This bill having come up on the call 
of the committee, I ask unanimous consent to withdraw it from 
the consideration of the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The bill having taken 7 an time of the 
House for practically two days, we had better finally dispose of it 


now. 
at DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will not 
object. 

r. DOCKERY. We have spent two days on it and might as 
well dispose of it. If we send it back to the committee it can 
come 2 Bo at 15 time. I move to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. LES W. STONE. Is objection made to my request? 

—— SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
objects. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Then, in order to enable the bill 
to receive proper consideration, as far as its form is concerned, 

use the gentleman from New York desires to amend it—— 

Mr. S E. He voted for it, all the same. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE (continuing). I move that the 
bill be recommitted to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, pending that motion, I démand 
the previous 5 

ir. GROSVENOR. We do not need the previous question. If 
everybody agrees to its going back, let it go back to the committee. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Let it go back to the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on recommitting 
the bill to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
DocKERY) there were—ayes 130, noes 59. 

Accordingly the bill was recommitted to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 

age resolution were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
y the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 888) to amend an act entitled An act to incorporate 
the Capital Railway Company,” approved March 2, 1892—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 112) donating a condemned cannon and 
some shells to the Guilford Battle Ground Company, near Greens- 
boro, N. C.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 250) for the relief of W. H. L. Pepperell—to the Com- 

ttee on Claims, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bill and joint resolution of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


requested: 

A bill (S. 1853) for the relief of Edward Rice; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 123) directing the Secretary of War to 
submit a plan and estimate for the improvement of the Nebraska 
side of the Missouri River, opposite Sioux City, Iowa. 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to bill and joint res- 
olution of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 249) granting a pension to Charles E. Jones; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 116) “authorizing the Public Printer 
to print the Annual Report of the Superintendent of the United 
States Coast and Geodetic Survey in quarto form, and to bind in 
one volume.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6614) making sppraprimaons for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of 1 n eg Shae on certain 3 ott eg eaa w 

i R. ing appropriations for the Departmen’ 
Agriculture for io tant coe ending June 30, 1897. 

he message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 569) nting a pension to Sophia J. Hamilton, 
widow of Charles S. ilton, major-general of volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 1499) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. 
Johnson; and 

A bill (H. R. 6425) for the relief of Clifton R. Anderson. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the following House concurrent resolutions: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in paper covers 25,000 additional copies of Bureau of 
Education circular of information No. 200, catalogue of the American Liter- 
ary Association Library, 5,00) copies for the Senate, 10,000 es for the 
House of Representatives, and 10,000 copies for the Bureau of Education. 

Resolved ‘ati 7 „ 
e eee 
tribution by the Department of State, 2,500 copies of Commercial Relations 
for 1804 and 1895, and (in separate form) 10,000 copies of the Review of the 
world's commerce,” etc., being pages 1 to 235, inclusive, of said Commercial 
Relations. 

Also: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 10,000 additional copies of the Report of the Director of the Mint 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895; 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 
5,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 3,000 copies for 
the use of the Director of the Mint. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 5.000 additional copies of Senate Document No. 181 of the first ses- 
sion of the Fifty-fourth Con „being the report of the delegates of the 
United States to the Fifth International Prison Congress held at 
France, in July, 1895; 1,000 copies for the Senate, 2,000 copies for the House o 
Representatives, and 2,000 copies for distribution by the Secretary of State. 


CHICKAMAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a resolution which will only take a 
minute. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the committee on the dedication of the Chickamauga and 
Chattanooga National Park be, and they are hereby, authorized to expend 
the sum of $100 for sten: phie work, typewriting, and copying, in the com- 
pilation of their mere of the dedicatory exercises, to be paid out of the con- 


tingent fund of the 1 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was to. 

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

FOG SIGNAL, MENOMINEE, MICH. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5363) 
authorizing the construction of a fog signal on the north pier of 
the entrance to Menominee Harbor, Wisconsin, with an amend- 
ment striking out the word“ Wisconsin“ and inserting the word 
„Michigan“ in the body of the bill and in the title. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

RAILROADS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5672) to 
grant to railroad companies in Indian Territory additional powers 
to secure depot grounds, with a Senate amendment thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know what disposition of 
this bill is desired by the gentleman in charge of it, and if there 
be no objection, it may be presented to-morrow. 


3724 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Apri 8, 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask that the bill lie upon the table until to- 
morrow. 
There was no objection. 


AMERICAN SAILING VESSELS IN THE COASTING TRADE. 


Mr. PAYNE. I am directed by the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries to call up the bill (H. R. 2673) to remove dis- 
criminations against American sailing vessels in the coasting trade. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], 
chairman of the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
calls up in the morning hour a bill the title of which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2673) to remove discriminations against American sailing ves- 
sels in the coasting trade, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it was my purpose to ask the House 
to vote upon this bill this afternoon, but the consideration of the 
last bill has taken so much time that gentlemen on the other side 
are desirous to have the time for debate extended. I should like 
to have it fixed now, so that we can know when wecan vote. The 
gentleman from Florida . COOPER] has some suggestion to offer. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. We only desire to have a reasonable 
time to discuss the bill. It is a very important one and affects the 
ports represented by gentlemen from a number of districts. Ihave 
consulted with mem on the floor, and it seems to me that the 
least time in which we could have adequate discussion of this bill 
would be to fix the time to vote at 2o’clock to-morrow. Iam 
willing to do that, and make that proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam willing to do that, and to have the previous 
question considered as ordered at 2 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks that the 
vote be taken at 2 o'clock to-morrow, the bill to be considered dur- 
ing the remainder of to-day and until 2 o’clock to-morrow. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I presume it is understood that the 
time will be controlled by the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
PayNE] and by myself as making the minority report. 

The SP. . That will be as gentlemen agree. 

Mr. PAYNE. There will be no objection to dividing the time 
equally and to having the negative controlled by the gentleman 
from Florida Mr. COOPER]. 

The SP R. That will have to be done by consent of the 
House. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. 0. asks that the 
time may be evenly divided, one-half to be controlled by himself 
and the other hal? by the gentleman from New York. Is there 
objection? 

ere was no objection. 
Mr. PAYNE. I desire to have the bill read first. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4442 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, 
amended by ad thereto the following: Whenever the master or mate 
of asailing vessel of the United States employed in the coastwise trade, claim- 
ing to be a skillful pilot, offers himself for a license, the ectors shall make 
difigent inquiry as to his character and merits, and, if satisfied, from per- 
. sonal — beet on of the applicant, with the proof that he offers, that he a 

sesses the requisite knowledge and skill and is trustworthy and faithful, the 
shall grant him a license for the term of one year to p ot any such vesse 
within the limits prescribed in the license; but such license shall be sus- 

nded or revoked upon 2 evidence of negligence, unskillfulness, 
Prattention to the duties of his station, or intemperance, or the willful vio- 
lation of any of the provisions of this title.“ 

SEC. 2. That section 4444 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, amended 
to read as follows: 2 

“Seo. 4444. No State or municipal government shall impose upon pilots of 
vessels any obligation to procure a State or other license in addition to that 
issued by the United States, or any other regulation which will ope such 
pilots in the performance of the duties required by this title; nors any pilot 
charges be levied by any such authority upon any vessel piloted as provided 
by this title, nor upon any vessel of the United States employed in the coast- 
wise trade being towed into or out of an scaly of the United States by asteam 
vessel under command of a pilot 3 or such port under the laws of the 
United States; and in no case shall the fees charged for the pilotage of any 
vessel exceed the customary or legally established rates in the State where 
the same is performed. Nothing in this title shall be construed to annul or 
affect any regulation established by the laws of any State requiring vessels 
entering or leaving a port in any such State, other t coastwise vessels, to 
take a pilot duly licensed or authorized by the laws of such State, or of a 
State situate upon the waters of such State.“ 

Seo. 3. That section 4237 be, and is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Src. 4937. No regulations or provisions shall be adopted by any State 
which shall make any discrimination in the rate of pilotage or half pilotage 
between vessels sailing between the ports of one State and vessels sailing 
between the ports of erent States, or any discrimination against vessels 

lled in whole or in part by steam or „or against national vessels of 
o United States, and all existing regulations or provisions making any such 
discrimination are annulled and abroga a 
SEC, 4. That this act shall take effect six months after its passage. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. S er, the object of this bill is well stated 
in its title—to remove discriminations against American sailing 
vessels in the coasting trade. The discriminations are these: 
Steam vessels sailing under the American flag and engaged in the 
coasting trade are not obliged to pay ilotage fees unless they 
require and have the services of pilots. the other hand, sailing 
vessels under the American flag engaged in the coasting trade are 


required by the laws of nine States of this Union to pay pilotage 
fees whenever entering ports of those States, whether they require 
the services of a pilot or not; whether the pilot puts foot on board 
the vessel or not. This anomaly in the law has grown up under 
the provisions of the law of the United States passed in 1789, which 
provides: 

_Until farther provision is made by Congress, ie i in the bays, inle 
rivers, harbors, and ports of the United States s continue to be regula’ 
in conformity with the existing laws of the States, respectively, wherein 
such pilots may be and under such laws as the States may respectively enact 
for that purpose. 

It will be observed right here that Congress reserved the right, 
which it would have without any express reservation under the 
statute, and also gave notice that the pilotage laws were to be regu- 
lated by the legislatures of the States until further provision is 
made by Congress, So I take it that no question will be raised 
here as to the right of Congress or on the ground of any question 
of State rights to preserve these discriminations. 

This law of Congress remained substantially unchanged until 
1871, when Congress pie all steam vessels bearing the Amer- 
ican flag and engaged in the coasting trade from the payment of 
compulsory pilotage. It left it voluntary with these vessels and 
with the masters of these vessels to make an agreement with the 
local pilot for pilo on entering the port. Previous to this 
many of the States had made no regulation by law whatever. 
Others had required a uniform system of fees, placing it both upon 
the foreign and domestic vessels. Of course in 1789 sailing into 
the harbors and the different ports of the United States was a very 
different thing from what it is to-day. During the century we 
have spent millions upon millions of dollars in improving the 
entrances to those harbors, in making the road in and the road out, 
so that in many of them the entrance is as well defined as Penn- 
sylvania avenue for the ordinary traveler. Another condition of 
affairs has resulted in the course of this time, and that is that 
vessels, instead of sailing in, are enabled, . system of tugboats 
that has been established at every port, to employ a tugboat on 
which there is an experienced pilot, licensed under the laws of the 
United States, not only to haul the vessel within the harbor, but 
the pilot is competent to guide the vessel as well as the boat in 
safety into the inlet of the port. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Do not the pilots that have to be paid 
have tugboats of their own? 

Mr. PAYNE. Not generally. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. They have sailing boats. 

Mr. PAYNE. So that it often happens 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Who licenses that pilot on the tugboat? 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope that gentlemen will allow me to complete 
my statement without propounding questions, and I believe the 
will gather the information they desire from my statement, an 
if not, at the conclusion of my remarks I will be glad to yield for 
questions. 

Under this system it has come to pass that sailing vessels gen- 
erally employ these tugboats. But under the laws of 9 States, 
in addition to paying the tugboats, they are obliged to pay the 
pilot also. He sometimes goes on board and rides in as a passen- 
ger; sometimes he goes on board and directs the master of the 
vessel to follow the tugboat; and sometimes he does not go on 
board at all, but simply meets the vessel at the wharf to demand 
his pilotage; and often the pilotage paid for these vessels exceeds 
the sum paid for the services of the tugboat in conducting the 
vessel into the harbor. I say there are 9 States which compel 
sailing vessels to pay pilotage fees—the States of Virginia, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Florida, Alabama, rence i Loui- 
siana, and Texas. Until recently the State of Maryland also ex- 
acted those compulsory fees, but on the 11th day of last month a 
law was passed by the State of Maryland exempting coastwise 
sailing vessels from the permen of compulsory pilotage. So that 
there are but 9 States Ieft which compel this exaction and this 
tax upon sailing vessels. 

Formerly the New England States, my own State, and the 
State of New Jersey, exacted these compulsory fees; but they 
have long since been abolished by positive enactment of the legis- 
latures of those States. In 36 of the States there are no compul- 
sory pilotage fees. Some of them are inland States, and many of 
them border on the Great Lakes, on our seacoast, on the rivers— 
the Mississippi, the Missouri, and the great rivers—where there is 
often need of pilots to manage their whole system of inland navi- 
gation. These States compel no master to employ a pilot, or to 
pay any tax in case he does not employ a pilot, and they are still 
maintaining their system. 

The State of Virginia says by its law that if a vessel will pay 
10 cents per ton on her tonnage as an annual license she may navi- 
gate any of the waters and ports of Virginia without a pilot and 
without the assistance of a pilot. In other words, it is perfectly 
safe for a vessel in the coastwise trade to enter any port in the 
State of Virginia if she begins by paying a tax of 10 cents a ton 
upon the tonnage. That hardly amounts to as much as the pilot- 
age fee for a ingle entrance and departure, but it is safe“ in 
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such a case for the vessel to enter any of the ports of Virginia 
without a licensed pilot. There is a similar provision, not quite 
so liberal, in Georgia. Thelawof that State provides that by pay. 
ing a tax of 25 cents per ton and one fee an annual license be 
given, not to the master or to the mate of the vessel, but to the 
vessel itself. Whoever may sail her in, it is perfectly safe for that 
vessel to enter any port in the State of Georgia by paying a tax. 

A MEMBER. Paying it to the State? 

Mr. PAYNE. No; to the association of pilots. In Alabama 
it is not safe for a vessel to enter a port of that State without Lan 
ing full pilotage fees unless she pays one-half fee and sails in with- 
out a pilot. Ifa vessel pays the pilotage fees she is permitted by 
the laws of Alabama to enter any port of that State without a 

ilot licensed either by the State board or 1 any board of the 
United States. The law of Texas is similar. a vessel pays one- 
half fee she can enter and navigate any of the ports of that State 
without a pilot. 

Mr. . Do I understand the gentleman to say that these 
fees are paid to the association of pilots? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; to the association of pilots in each port. 

Mr. KEM. The fees are not paid to the State? 

Mr. PAYNE. No; tothe pilots. In South Carolina it is not 
safe for an American vessel to enter any port in that State, no 
matter how competent the master or the mate may be without 
paying pilotage fees if the vessel has started from the port of 
another State, but she can enter with perfect safety if she has 
started from some other port in the State of South Carolina and 
‘she is exempt from any fee. So we see that in six of these States, 
by acts of the State legislatures, it is perfectly safe to sail ina 
vessel without the assistance of a local pilot or of a United States 
pilot, provided the vessels conform to certain conditions and pay 
certain moneys as a tax upon.their tonnage. Let us see how thi 
works. For twenty-five years steam vessels engaged in American 
carrying trade have been éxempt from this exaction of pilotage 
fees, and yet those steam vessels come into direct competition 
with the sailing vessels engaged in the same coasting trade. Sail- 
ing vessels are required to pay a pomego tax when they enter 
these ports, and these annual taxes, burdensome as they are, being 
a direct tax upon commerce, are a small matter compared with 
the actual pilotage fees that are exacted in a State like South Car- 
olina, where sometimes it occurs that the pilotage fee is equal to 
more than one-third of the net receipts for freight for the entire 
voyage. 

A 553 from Connecticut told me of a case that had come 
under his personal observation where the pilotage fees paid at 
Charleston were more than the entire freight receipts for the voy- 
age. That did not appear before the committee; the other fact 
did. The gentleman who made the statement is the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. SPERRY]. Ithasoftenhappened—and that 
was the testimony given before the committee—that the pilotage 
fees, even where the pilot did not lift his hand, were very oppres- 
sive. There was one case mentioned where the pilot got on the 
vessel at the wharf and had such confidence in the pilot on the 
steam tug which was towing the vessel out of the harbor that he 
got into a hammock and fell asleep, sothat the master had actually 
to wake him up from his nap in order to get him off onto the tug. 

Mr. CLARDY. By what authority are these fees fixed? 

Mr. PAYNE. The State legislature generally fixes the fees; 
that is, it fixes a maximum, and the maximum is generally lived 
up to, though not always. I have been requested bya gentleman 
sitting near me [Mr. HENDERSON] to = something about the 
amount of these fees. I have before me a law of the State of Vir- 
ginia, which provides that vessels drawing 10 feet and under shall 
pay $2.50 per foot for entering a harbor; that would be $25 for 
entering and $25 for going out. A vessel drawing over 16 feet is 

uired to pay $4.50 per foot, which would make $72 for entering 
and the same for going out. Of course, up to 20 or 24 feet the 
proportion is much greater. In North Carolina a vessel drawing 
6 feet and under 6} pays $18. Graduated up from 18 feet to 18}, 
it pays $143 for entering and the same for leaving the port. South 
Carolina, 6 feet draft or under, $15; 18 feet or under, $130; each 
additional 60 inches above 18 feet, the further sum of $10. These 
classifications go up into a draft of 28 feet, amounting to 8230. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Going out and going in? 

Mr. PAYNE. Going out and in at the port of Charleston, S. C. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Each way? ° 

Mr. PAYNE. Each way; so much for going in and so much 
for going out. 

At Savannah, Ga.: Six feet draft or under, bar pilotage and to 
Cockspur, $10.76; from Cockspur to Savannah, $6.46; total, $17.22; 
24 feet, $210 to go in and $210 to go out. 

1105. Brunswick, Ga.: Six feet or under, $16.75; 23 feet or under, 
D. 

St. Marys: Eighteen and one-half feet, $92.50. 

Alabama—Mobile: Twenty-two and one-half feet, $135. 

Florida: Over 20 feet, $6 per foot, 
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Lonisiana: Bar, per foot draft each way, $4.50; river, regular 
rate, $60; under contract sometimes done for $40. 

Ay veston: Pilo $4 per foot draft. 

I have not time to read all these figures, but I think from what 
I have read the House will get some slight idea of the amount of 
the tax that is put upon these sailing vessels in their struggle to 
maintain an existence against the steam vessels. Perhaps Tout 
to say a word as to the decline of the sailing vessels. 

The total number of sailing vessels bearing the American flag 
has declined from over 28,000 in 1874 to 17.000 in 1895. On the 
Atlantic and Gulf coasts there are over 12,000 American sailing 
vessels, 4,000 of which are over 50 tons. These are engaged in 
competition with 2,000 steam vessels of over 40 tons, 

Right here I want to make a suggestion, because it has been 
claimed that this bill will operate to deprive the poor man of his 
chance to make a livelihood; that it isin favor of the rich vessel 
owner. Now, the fact of the business is that but very few steam 
vessels belong to anybody who has not a competence. If there 
are any vessel owners whoare rich more than others it is the owners 
of steam vessels. But very often—almost uniformly—it is the case 
that a sailing vessel is the product of a joint venture, five, ten, 
twenty, thirty men clubbing together and putting in their sav- 
ings—often mortgaging their property—generally to help one of 
their number to the means of making a livelihood by sailing the 
vessel. And the owners of these sailing vessels, who are engaged 
in the business in this way, are generally r men. 

But it is said that the pilots are poor. Sir, I have seen a circu- 
lar which I 1 5 up 

Mr. DIN GLEV. As I understand the gentleman from New 
York, his pont is that the steam vessels are exempted from the 
1 Bangi of these compulsory pilotage fees 

r. PAYN. i 


Ves, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEV. And that the sailing vessels are compelled to 
pe faa fees? i 

r. PAYNE. Yes, sir. As it is to-day, the rich proprietors (if 
you please) of the steam vessels are exempt from the payment of 
this tax; and the poor men who own the sailing 5 are com- 
pelled to pay it, whether they receive any service for it or not. 

The House will bear in mind that the competition for the coast- 
wise carrying trade is sharp between the sailing vessels and the 
steam vessels. It was in testimony before the committee that the 
rate of freight had been by this severe competition cut down as low 
as 60 cents, and even 50 cents, a ton for carrying coal from Virginia 
to the New England States. The man who happens to be the 
owner of a sailing vessel suffers directly by this competition, be- 
cause he is obliged to pay pilotage fees, while the owner of the 
steam vessel, having his licensed pilot, can enter any of these ports 
without being compelled to pay a dollar; and he has the privilege 
of making a contract directly with the pilot, paying him a reason- 
able compensation for the services he may ronda rin piloting the 
vessel into port. 

These pos were heard before the committee, as they have been 
heard before individual members of the House, for they have been 
in the lobbies here from the time this bill was introduced until 
this moment buttonholing members and presenting their side of 
the case. brs Bea intelligent men. The pilots have been able to 
keep these intelligent men here for the purpose of explaining their 
side of this bill. They said it would take away from them their 
livelihood. And perhaps the strongest . to this bill came 
from the pilots af Pensacola, Fla., who claimed that the measure 
would be a peculiar hardship upon them. These pilots did not 
seek to enlighten the committee as to the amount of their fees. 
They did not volunteer any information on the subject, except 
that one of them from Pensacola said that there were 41 pilots on 
the bar there, and that they did not average much above $1,500 a 
year each for their services. 

Mr. TALBERT, Would not the effect of this bill be to take 
the question of pilotage entirely out of the hands of the States, 
depriving them of any authority to actin regard to it, and putting 
the whole question under the control of the General Government? 

Mr. PA . Oh, no. 

Mr. TALBERT, That was my impression. I simply put the 
question for information. 

Mr. PAYNE. This bill leaves the States entirely free to exact 
compulsory pilotage of all foreign going vessels, just as they do 
now, and to fix the rates that pilots shall charge on foreign-going 
vessels. Sothat if the present rates are not sufficient to maintain 
the system the States are entirely able to take care of it by fixing 
such rates upon foreign vessels as will maintain the system. Of 
course they can fix the rate upon any vessel whose master chooses 
1a er a pilot, although his vessel is engaged in the coasting 

e 


I said there were 41 pilots on the bar at Pensacola. The com- 
mittee made some effort to find out the amount of fees that were 
being received by these pilots; and Mr. R. R. Freeman, of Boston, 
took some pains to inquire of the collector of customs and other 


3726 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, 


APRIL 8, 


United States officials to ascertain the amount of pilotage fees re- 


ceived from foreign vessels actually entering these ports, These 
were taken from the customs records; the draft of each vessel 
was taken from the records, and the fees figured out, the rate al- 
lowed by law and the rates charged by the Pilot Association of 
Pensacola, and the result was as stated in this letter. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Will the gentleman permit me one 
moment just there? 

PAYNE. Certai 


2 3 inly. 
Mr. COOPER of Floridg. These figures were never exhibited. 


to the committee—— 

Mr. PAYNE. They were presented to the committee at the 
same time that the gentleman presented some letters from some 
of the Southern States bearing upon the subject, but they were 
not, at ong some oversight, printed in the printed report of the 
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Mr. COOPER of Florida. They were never called to the atten- 
tion of the committee, and so far as I have undèrtaken to verify 
them they are very wide of a correct statement of the facts. 

Mr. PAYNE. ell, this statement was laid before the com- 
mittee at the same time the gentleman called up some papers to 
which I have referred. : 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. What I mean is, that I never saw 
them. I never heard of them as being official documents before 
the committee, They are not correct at all events. 

Mr. PAYNE, I think the gentleman is correct in stating that 
they were not before the committee in the sense of having been 
presented to his personal attention there. When the statement 
was presented it was submitted by myself, and I did not know 
what it contained. 

I find, however, at Pensacola, Fla., according to the statements 
which come from the official custom-house records 
| Mr. COOPER of Florida. If the gentleman will permit me, in 
the majority report it is not stated that these figures are official. 
The gentleman from New York stated that they were presented 
to some members of the committee from some source. I under- 
stand that they were prepared by a Mr. Freeman, but are not of- 


ficial records. 
Mr. PAYNE, The paper was handed into the committee by 
erived from the sources to which I have 


Mr. Freeman, and is 

ures if appears that at Pensacola, Fla., the 
receipts for pilotage from f tonnage in the year ended June 
80, 1895, was $49,221, to be divided among 41 men. This would 
amount to $1,200 and upward for each man. That, you will ob- 
serve, relates to the puraga zsa on foreign vessels, without tak- 
ing into any account the steam or sailing vessels in the coastwise 
trade that paid pilotage fees at that port. Mr. O'Brien, a very 
8 Pilot, who appeared before the committee, stated that 
there been 19 or 20 steam vessels engaged in the coastwise 
American trade entering that port during the year, and that the 
had all taken on a pilot and paid pilotage fees, and that they did it 
voluntarily, The amount of fees paid by these vessels the com- 
mittee has no means of knowing. O'Brien stated further that 
the pilo association were at some considerable expense. He 
said the pilot boat cost some ten or twelye thousand dollars to 
build, and that every two or three years it would require some 
repairs, new sails, etc. He did not say what the expense of the 
repairs would be, but if out of the $49,000 received from forei 
tonnage they paid $8,000 a year in repairs, these 41 pilots would 
clear an income of upward of a thousand dollars a year, and evi- 
nis per would not starve under that system in the port of 
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What further do they say of this port of Pensacola? Why, that 
even if the compulsory system of pilotage were abolished, no 
sailing vessel could be sailed in by a sailing master even though 
skillful as a pilot; that the sand and the shoals shifted so much 
that the master of the vessel could not sail his vessel in, as he 
could not be familiar with the 5 and the changing 
conditions of the entrance to the harbor; or, in other words, that 
he would be compelled to employ the services of some pilot even 
if this bill passed. Evidently if that be true these gentlemen in 
Pensacola will not be cut down below the $1,500 a year which 
they are now receiving—41 of them—to pilot in and out of that 
harbor these vessels that may come there each year. 

At Tampa there were but four pilots, and the fees were excess- 
ively The income was so great that the board of pilot 
commissioners of the State of Florida cut the fees down one-half, 
they having that power under the statute. And still these gen- 
tlemen must receive a very comfortable income; because the pilot- 
age fees-paid on Foreign vessels alone in Tampa amount to over 
86.000 a year, to be divided between four pilots, making $1,500 
each, even if they did not receive a dollar from the American coast- 
wise vessels. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is evident that the American sailing master 
can get his own vessel into the port of Charleston, he can get it 
intothe ports of Virginia, the ports of Georgia or Alabamaor Texas, 


without the aid of a licensed pilot, because their legislatures have 
solemnly declared that such was the fact. That being the case, we 
say that this tax, for it is nothing more or less than a tax, should 
be removed from the vessels—the small vessel owners—and that 
there should be some chance afforded to the American sailors as 
well as to the American pilots. 

But what are the objections urged against the e of the 
bill? They say it will deprive some of the pilots of their comforta- 
ble living; that it will cut down their salaries or cut down the 
number of pilots. Well. Mr. Speaker, if that is true, are we to 
tax the commerce of the country for the support of individuals? 
Are we to tax the American carrying trade to support comforta- 
bly some gentlemen who, under the laws of the State, constitute 
the pilots of that port or the pilots’ association? 

They say that it will destroy the value of a million dollars’ 
worth of ts owned by these pilot associations throughout the 
Onited States. 5 come to us from Pensacola, Fla., and 
mr that they have y themselyes destroyed the value of six 
pilot boats; because a few years ago they had eight boats, but 
they have consolidated. “Now, do not think this is a trust,” 
says a pilot from Pensacola, because we have consolidated, but 
we found that with eight boats we were eating each other up, 
and now we use only two boats and have an association.” Forty- 
one Bike standing in each other's way in two boats. And what 
are these associations? Why, Mr. Chairman, I have a letter from 
Fernandina, Fla., which says: 

Now, I want to give you a little id the 
close corporation ER 8 Florida 6 — 8 5 gy You wil 
see by consulting our Florida law on this subject that the business of bar pilots 
is turned over to the association at each bar, and that business is transmitted 
tothe heirs and family and kindred of those in position with the certainty and 
regularity of an English land estate. No one can be a pilot without appren- 
ticeship of four years, and so no one but a relative in some degree of the 
active pilots can get intothe circle. [have been familiar with the workings 
of the pilot business here for twenty years, and I know of nothing short of 
Tammany that equals it as an 1 for power and plunder. The 
board of pilot commissioners are changed with considerable larity, and 
ANAN at te got tied DANO AAi emt EO L pace om alt tine Sree 
mos 
in any locality where they operate. A 2 

T can well believe this from what I have seen of it since this bill 
has been before our committee. 

T ow com 
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of these are boys just out of their apprenticeship, who could not in any of 
the other associations of life for which their education would fit them com- 
mand #0 per month. They are all of the younger descendants of the old 
pilots, or in some way descended from them or the relatives. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, if it will not disturb m 
friend, I want to know whether this pilotage is charged so muc 
for each trip, or is that the amount they pay for one year’s serv- 
ice to the pangan boat? 

Mr. PAYNE. So much for each trip. Every man who takes 
a pilot in one of these States pays these fees for every trip in and 
every trip out. Five of the States have said that by paying an 
annual fee the pilot need not go aboard. The owner of the ves- 
sel can sail it in and out, the fee in that case, as in the other, go- 
ing directly to the pilot association. Oh, no, this is a tax every 

Ps and twice every trip. It is paid at the entrance and the going 
out, and they have to pay itevery time out of the freight paid tothe 
sailing vessel. 

A specious argument is sometimes whi in the ear of mem- 
bers who go out in the lobby that the sailing master puts this on 
his bill and that the man who pays the n pays the pilot - 
age fee; but gentlemen of the House will remember that these 
sailing vessels come in direct competition with the steam vessels. 
The steam vessels are not obliged to pay it. The sailing vessels 
must cut down their ht to that point where they can, by 
deducting the amount of pilot fees, equalize what the shipper has 
to pay to the steam vessel, or else the sailing vessel does not get 
the freight. It is an absolute, discriminating tax against the sail- 
ing vessel, the sailing master, and the sailor of the sailing vessel. 

am in favor of 8 eed the labor of this country, but not to 
build up aclass that is fattening over the earnings of men who go 
out to sea. 

A great deal is said about the bravery, courage, and endurance. 
of these pilots, and I will not say a word in detraction of them. 
There are brave men among them, who risk their lives, for it is a 
dangerous occupation; but is it as dangerous as the occupation of 
the men who go down to the sea in ships, and who can not run 
into the nearby port if the storms and winds come too hard, as 
can these pilot boats? 

Will you discriminate against the brave men who stand on the 
deck, Who go before the mast, receiving, some of them, $10 a 
month and their board? Will you discriminate against that class 
in favor of a class of men who do not want you to cut down their 
annual income below $1,500, for doing a work that requires no 
more bravery, no more endurance, and involves no more danger 
than the life of a sailor? 

Mr. Speaker, this bill may cut down the number of pilots in 
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some of the Southern ports. Ihave seen a statement which has 
been sent, I think, to every member of the House pi myself and 
perhaps some members of the committee, accusing the committee 
of ignorance and all that sort of thing, and stating that there are 
nearly 1,000 pilots in the United States, Well, the statistics may 
be correct; but if they are, there is only a fraction of a thousand 
pilots in these nine States that insist on keeping up this oldand un- 
just discrimination. The number is small, and the 1 of 
them that will have to retire is very, very small. If they tell the 
truth, in most of these Southern ports, if you poas shin bill, every 
sailing vessel will still be obliged for safety to a pilot. 

Oh, but they say, it will be unsafe to life and property if you 
pass this bill; that there are not regulations enough to make it 
safe for a vessel to enter a port if they do not take one of these 
local pilots; that the methods of examination are not sufficiently 
definite to get a good man every time. > 

Why, Mr. Speaker, we constitute the same board to license pilots 
that have licensed pilots for steam vessels for the past twenty-five 

ears, and there never has been a whisper of complaint that these 
ards do not do their duty as to masters licensed to act as pilots 
on board the steam vessels, who have carried these vessels into the 
harbors for twenty-five years. These pilots do not bring up the 
record of a single place where these men had blundered in taking 
their vessels into Roe or had endangered property or human life. 
If they were capable of examining pilots and licensing them for 
these steam vessels, why not for sailing vessels? 

Then we have added another clause to this bill which they sa: 
is not safe. Wesay thatif there is no licensed pilot on the vessel, 
but if she employs a tug which has a licensed pilot on board, 
the vessel may go into port without paying any pilotage fees to 
the local pilot. These steam-tug men know the channels, know 
the shifting shoals and bars of the harbors, They are as capable 
of taking a vessel in as the pilots themselves. The pilots them- 
selves acknowledge it, when they go on board of the vessel and 
trust the safety of their own lives to the pilot on the tugboat, tell- 
ing the master of the vessel to follow the tugboat in. There is no 
danger from the enactment of this law to human life or pro mi 

But they say that atten ccna go down in the South- 
ern States; that they can not up on the fees on foreign com- 
merce, 

Mr. Speaker, this table shows that in 19 Southern ports the 
piots receive $555,000 a year. If that is not sufficient to estab- 

ish a competent system of pilots for those y poris, great heavens! 
we had better issue more bonds and sell them or provide some 
other way except taking the money out of the hard earnings of 
these men who tread the decks of American coastwise trading 
vessels and work hard for what they get. What did they do at 
Tampa? Why, they reduced the number of pilots to 4; and 4 
men do all the business, They state they would have to reduce 
the number at Pensacola one-half, That was the testimony of one 
ilot before the committee. There are 41 men at Pensacola. 
ell, if the 41 men at Pensacola can not get a living in dividing 
the $49,000 received from foreign commerce there, I suppose that 
20 men will have to step ontside and get into some other occupa- 
tion. If they areas competentin sailing vessels and as competent 
pilots as they ee to be, let them take places on American 
vessels, beneath the American flag, as masters or mates of vessels 
suung out on the seas and earn a living, even as these men earn 
their living to-day upon whose earnings they are levying this un- 
just discrimination and tax. [Applause.] 

Mr. HENDERSON. Can you tell us the number of vessels that 
arrive at Pensacola each day in the year? 

Mr. PAYNE. We have nostatistics of that kind as to the coast- 
wise trade. These tables give the number of foreign vessels that 
arrive there in a year, and they are found in the report. 

Mr. HENDERSON, Ishould think that that would be an es- 
sential fact to know in order to judge of the necessity. 

Mr. PAYNE. I find from the tables that 348 vessels entered and 
317 Senator. ina year. That would be about one each way each 
day. hy, this shows that they voluntarily reduced the number 
of their boats from 8 to 2, and did it of their own motion. 
They can reduce that number still. These men at Pensacola can 
earn a living. They can go before the mast. They can go and 
take the pa as masters, pilots, or mates on vessels, They can 
find employment. It is notargumentto say there is no other way 
open to them except levying tribute on some other industry. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one further point I want to advert 
to that appeared before the committee, and it is this: That while 
these pilots formed associations that were very effective in divid- 
ing up their fees, if a pilot made a mistake and grounded a vessel 
the owner could not go back on the association, because that was 
not in law an entity, and he could not sueit. His redress must 
be upon the pilot himself; while the owners of these tugboats were 
generally men of responsibility, corporations of responsibility; 
and if the pilot on atugboat aay A a mistake there was some redress 
on the part of the vessel owner. > 
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peaker, I have already consumed more time than I expected. 
I reserve the balance of my time. ud applause, | 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I yield such time as he may desire to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Minor], a member of the 
committee, who fayors the minority report. < i 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, Mr. Speaker, I believe it is due to 
the committee and to the House that they should know why I dis- 
sented from the report made on this bill. Day in and day out, sir, 
we listened to arguments made before the committee by sailors, by 
pilots, by shipowners, by merchants, by manufacturers’ associa- 
tions, and by all the great interests involved in the question; and 
these arguments, together with the limited experience I have had 
upon the water, lead me to the conclusion that, while there may be 
abuses practiced—and no doubt they are practiced by the pilots of 
the South—the remedy sought through this bill is entirely inade- 
quate. It is impracticable, and not founded on good common 
sense or ve & 

This is t attempt, so far as I know, to license a pilot on 
board of a sailing vessel. Heretofore the laws have required that 
only steam vessels shall have licensed officers as masters, pilots, 
and hang eee We have established local steamboat inspectors 
whose duty it is to grant licenses to applicants who are qualified 
to receive them, but never before in the history of this country 
have we been called upon to empower a board to grant a pilot's 
license on a sailing vessel, 

Now, what is the composition of the local boards in the South 
who examine these pilots? They are com of business men, 
mostly members of bourds of trade and chambers of commerce, 
with one practical sailor on each board. Where there is not a prac- 
tical, 5 on the board, the services of such men are 
drafted for the purpose of ing upon the qualifications of ap- 
plicants for license. They dare not even trust the business men 
and the sailor to pass upon those questions without the opinion 
and judgment of a practical pilot. This bill proposes to take the 
matter entirely ont of the hands of these pilot commissions and 
transfer it to the steamboat inspectors. 

Now, Mr. S. er, while the steamboat inspectors throughout 
the length and breadth of this land are good men, true men, and in- 
telligent men, there is not one local inspection board in five hundred 
that will claim to have the information required to pass upon the 
qualifications of a sailing-vessel master or a pilot. Their educa- 
tion is in an entirely different direction. There is scarcely a rule 
that applies to steam vessels that will apply to sailing vessels. 
The sailing vessel simply floats and depends upon the elements for 
propulsion. The steam vessel depends upon her engine and boiler 
for her motive power, The requirements for the management of 
the two types of vessels are entirely different; and let mesay right 
here that no sailing master, however com nt, is qualified to 
go on board a steamboat and take charge of her, or act as a first- 
class pilot on her, until he has served an apprenticeship, That 
is the law of the United States. 

Now, sir, how much time will our local inspectors have to ex- 
amine paos for sailing vessels? They are already loaded to the 
gunwales with work. Some of my friends and others have been 
compelled to lay up their steamboats—and I have had a similar ex- 
perience—for want of proper inspection, because the inspectors 
were overburdened with work. For that reason we have been 
compelled to tie our steamboats up to the docks and await the 
action of the inspectors. There are about 12,000 of these coasting 
sailing vessels, every one of which will need a pilot. Now, in the 
name of common sense, how far will these steamboat inspectors 
be able to proceed with the business of passing upon the qualifi- 
cations of these bar pilots, and granting licenses to them, and also 
doing the steamboat-inspection work which is their regular busi- 
ness? 

This bill is impracticable in that respect. While the steamboat 
inspectors are not in fact qualified to do this work properly, yet 
even if they were qualified they have not the time to do the work, 
and they will not do it. Again, I ask the chairman of this com- 
mittee if he believes that the local board of steamboat inspectors 
in Boston, or New York, or in Portland can possibly be compe- 
tent to pass upon the qualifications of a bar pilot on the Southern 
coast, where the channels are constantly changing? The channel 
in most of those waters may be here to-day and elsewhere to- 
morrow. It may change 600 feet either way, and there may be 
barely room to squeeze through. Now, it is evident that no man 
can pass upon the qualifications of a bar pilot unless he is in and 
out of these channels continually. And, Mr. Speaker, this is not 
merely my opinion. Itis based upon the highest authority in this 
country. Ihave here a communication from an eminent officer, 
aman who can haye no possible interest in the fate of this bill 
or of the pilots, except in so far as it may be related to the interests 
of the commerce of the country. I refer to Major Mahon, of the 
1 Engineers of the Army, who is in charge of Pensacola 
Harbor and Navy-Yard and the improvement of rivers in Georgia, 
Florida, and Alabama, a man who has served for years and won 
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his stars as one of the best authorities upon questions of this kind 
that can be found in the United States. I read: 


Mr. Basel requested me to state to you my opinion as to whether a person 
who visits the harbor of Pensacola only at 1 could expect to keep 
with e 


and be thoroughly posted on th ges which are taking place. 

do not hesitate to say t. in my opinion, such could not be the case. It 
requires a person to be constantly on the ground to follow these changes for 
the purpose of navigation; nor can any tor, however conscientious he 
may be, on the capability of a navigator under such conditions of change 
unless the inspector be constantly engaged in following up all these changes. 

I ask this House what opportunity a local inspection board in 
New York, or in Massachusetts, orin Maine can have of following 
up the changes to which Major Mahon refers and passing upon 
the qualifications of applicants for license as pilots? Hundreds of 
them have never been in those waters at all, but even if they have 
been there it would still be necessary that they should be in and 
out of these channels very 555 in order to be competent to 

judge of the qualifications of pilots for those waters. That was the 
e before the committee. I do not propose to drag in tes- 
timony that was smothered and brought in upon this floor without 
an Oppo On being given to rebut it. 

Mr. PA Was not that matter printed in the report of the 
committee weeks ago? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Not the figures you read here. 

Mr. PAYNE. All of them. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. The receipts of the fund? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

. Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, Only in part. 

Mr. PAYNE. All of them. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin (continuing to read): 

I know that it is necessary at Pensacola for the pilots to be sounding con- 
— to keep abreast of the changes which take plage, and I think it 
would be impracticable for a person who is not constantly on the ground, 
no matter how great his intelligence may be, to act as a pilot where sand 
bars are-under consideration. 

Now, I understand, Mr. S. er (and this was the testimony 
before the committee), that the pilots are authorized by the Engi- 
neer in Chief of the War Department to change the buoys as the 
channel shifts from side to side. If you or I should do that we 
would be subject to a heavy fine. The engineers acknowledge 
the competency of these pilots, and hence give them a power that 
no other men on earth are allowed to exercise. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion, for I am trying to understand this legislation. The purpose 
of this pilotage system, as I understand, is to save life or prop- 
erty—which? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Both. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Do the sailing vessels carry passengers? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. They carry their crews. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Only the crews? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then this system, in the case of sailing 
vessels, would be chiefly for the protection of the property? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And in the case of steam vessels chiefly 
for the protection of life? 

Mr. MIN OR of Wisconsin, The sailing vessels carry crews, the 
numbers of which are in proportion to the size and tonnage of 
the vessels. The crews average from four to fifteen or twenty, 
according to the size of the vessel and the canvas to be handled. 

A MEMBER.: Do not the sailing vessels sometimes carry pas- 


sengers? 
Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. I think that as a rule they do not. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Is it not true, then, that the vessel owner 
‘is more largely interested than anyone else in having a pilot, if a 
pilot is needed for the protection of the property? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Let me say to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] that there is no man on earth—at least I 
never met one—who will not take more chances for the almighty 
dollar than he will for anything else; and a vessel owner, if he 
can save pilot fees, will take the chances of putting his vessel on 
a 


bar. 

Mr. BRUMM, Is it not true that the owners of these vessels 
are relieved from risk by the insurance companies—that the in- 
surance companies take the risk and the vessel owner runs no 
risk? 


Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Certainly; that is correct. . 

Mr. STEPHENSON, Can not the vessels depend upon being 
towed in by the tugs? 

Mr. OR of Wisconsin. That depends altogether upon the 
condition of the weather. Just a word right there in zepto my 
friend from Michigan. When everything is favorable—when the 
weather is fine and no risks are to be taken—the tugs tow the ves- 
sels in; but I want my friend to understand—I know that he 
knows it—that there are often times when the tugs can not go out 
to tow these vessels in. The pilot boats can go out and live in 
weather that would drown the tugs. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And the pilot boats are compelled to be 
there? 


Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Yes, sir; they are Fey igs by the 
laws of the State to be there. And the purpose of this bill is to 
take the business away from these pilots and give it to the tugboats. 
So long as the weather is fair the tugboats will go out to tow the 
vessels in; but when the storms are heavy they will not be on hand. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. When the tug takes charge of a vessel the 
tug master is the pilot, and the management of the vessel is at his 
risk. The captain of the vessel is no longer responsible. In the 
Chicago River a big vessel is often compelled to put on two tugs; 
otherwise the tug masters will not take the risk. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. There have been a number of de- 
cisions of the admiralty court on this subject. Formerly a tug- 
boat was held responsible for every mishap that befell a vessel if 
the tug had a line to it. That is not the condition under more 
recent decisions. At present, under the rulings of the courts, 
unless you can prove incompetency on the part of the tug master 
unless you can establish carelessness or inefliciency on his part, as 
the cause of the damage—the court will not hold the tug liable. 
All the inquiry that the courts will make is whether the tug mas- 
ter has shown ordinary seamanship. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. If the captain of the vessel does not fol- 
low the tug he makes himself liable. 

Mr. OR of Wisconsin. The courts have held that when 
the vessel fails to follow her tug the tug is not responsible. 
There is no trouble with the wating vessels; if they follow the 
tug they have their right of action against the tug. 

. STEPHENSON. And most of them have to follow the 


tugs. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. If the weather permits they follow 
the tugs. But we are not legislating for the Chicago Harbor tugs. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. How much of the coast line of the United 
States is affected by this bill? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. From Virginia down to Texas— 
nine States. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And also California and British Columbia. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. There are nine States affected. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Does it affect the Pacitic Coast? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. I understand not. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Does the gentleman understand that there is 
5 compulsory pilotage on the Pacific Coast? 

fr. MINOR of Wisconsin. I do not. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The matter is under the control of the 
State ee 8 8 

Mr. OR of Wisconsin. I think there are only about eight 
States affected. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. _ It does not affect the Pacific Coast at all. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Now, Mr. Speaker, very much has 
been said about the purpose of this compulsory pilotage bill, and 
I want to say, before touching on that point, that I yield to no man 
on the floor of this House, or anywhere else, in desire to build u 
our merchant marine. It is a business that I have been interested 
in during nearly my entire life, and no man will give more 8 
support than I will to legislation proposed in its behalf if suc 
legislation is based upon sensible lines. So far as my observation 
goes, every vessel that was ever chartered first considers the port 
charges before fixing its rates of freight 

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. GARDNER. Has it not been stated over and over again 
that the sailing vessels are in competition with the steam vessels 
in reference to freight charges? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GARDNER. Is not the freight rate fixed by the bids made 
by the steam vessels, which are not subject to these port charges? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Why, my friend, let me tell you 
that a sailing vessel of anywhere from 500 to 1,500 tons burden can 
beat a steam vessel right out of the water in making low rates on 
freight. Every sailing vessel on the lakes, every sailing vessel on 
the coast of this country enga in our commerce, can carry 
freight cheaper than any steamboat that ever was built, and for 
the very reason that the expense of running a steamer, the fuel, 
the men, the . repairs, everything that enters into the 
expense account, involves the necessity for an expenditure that 
does not exist with reference to the sailing vessel. 

Mr. BRUMM. To say nothing of the first cost. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. You have in your steam vessels 
engines, boilers, and the necessary pipes, and you have all of these 
to take care of, including their repairs; you have fuel, and you 
have from twenty to twenty-five men on the ordinary-sized 
steamer. But you can run your sailing vessel at a much less ex- 
pense, with a crew of only from six to twelve men. 

Mr. GARDNER. The answer to the inquiry would seem to 
make the building of steamboats a mystery. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Well, the answer is straight to the 
point. These are facts that can not be disputed. There are some 
advantages, I suppose, on the side of the steamers. They can 
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make quicker trips, and they can also navigate certain waters 
that perhaps a sailing vessel could not safely enter. But I adhere 
to my proposition, and I can prove if by the traffic on the lakes 
around Chicago and Milwaukee, and I am sure on the coast as well. 

Mr. BRUMM. The gentleman did not include, as I understand 
it, the first cost of the vessel, nor also the room which is neces- 
sarily taken up by the steam boilers, the machinery, and fuel, all 
of which would be utilized for freight purposes on a sailing vessel. 

Mr, MINOR of Wisconsin. That is a very pertinent sugges- 
tion. A vessel that will carry fifteen hundred tons of freight will 
cost on the lakes, say, $25,000, at the outside, complete; while a 
steam vessel on the lakes that will carry the same amount of 
freight will cost anywhere from $75,000 to $100,000. That is the 
difference. And the estimate by conservative sailors, practical 
shipowners, and masters of vessels shows that it costs five times 
as much to run a steamboat as a sailing vessel. Š 

Mr. FOOTE. Will the gentleman permit me-to-ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Certainly. : 

Mr. FOOTE. Is it not so that the freight carried by the steam- 
ers is really of a more perishable nature than that carried by the 
sailing vessel as a rule? eee. 

Mr. ORof Wisconsin. Thatisaveryproperinquiry. Now, 
I am going over this subject and giving only my own judgment 
and experience in talking of the cost. But so far as my obserya- 
tion goes, it is a fact that the steamboat comes in competition 
rather with the railroad than with the sailing vessel. Sailing ves- 
sels carry freight that steamboats do not, as a rule, carry. The 
steam yessel carries fruit and such freights as are required to 
make quick transit—perishable articles as a rule—and the sailing 
vessel, on the contrary, carries gross articles not of a perishable 
character. à 


Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman uae to me for a question? 
Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Well, I did not ask you any. 
Mr. PAYNE. Iknow. May I ask you one? 


Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Well, yes. 
Mr. PAYNE. Does not this law leave the pilotage system of 
Wisconsin (your State) just as it is now in regard to compulsory 


ilo ? 
= Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, That law was in existence probably 
before my time—— 
Mr. PAYNE. But does it not leave it just as now? s { 
Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. We have no pilot system in Wis- 


consin. 

Mr. PAYNE. Do you not have pilots there? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Why, I am a pilot. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has there been any difficulty with your present 

tem? s 2 
1 5 MINOR of Wisconsin. The question has no relevancy 
whatever to this matter and is out of order. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iaccept your answer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. I think one of the most intelligent 
gentlemen who came before the committee during the considera- 
tion of this matter was Colonel Lamb, of Virginia, and I want to 
say to some of our Republican friends here that Colonel Lamb, 
whom I believe to be an honest and intelligent gentleman, is 
chairman of the Republican State central committee in Virginia. 
In speaking of his experience and his knowledge of these practical 

uestions he commenced in this way: He states that he resides in 
Norfolk and does business there, and then he says: 


I a merchant largely en od in shipping. I suppose I may safely say 
that 1 have more 3 yesse consigned tamy house than there are con- 
to any other house south of Baltimore. 


Now you will know by this that he is a Republican— 
before Mr. Cleveland's fatal policy of free raw material was to some extent 
carried out, Lamberts Point, which I manage as a part of my business, was 
a busy hive of industry. That year we shipped over 2,000,000 tons of Poca- 
hontas coal, and bunkered nearly 500 fore: steamships mg, under the 
British, the Spanish, the German, and other flags, for which coal 
we received storliny bills equivalent to gold. Besides these, I had some 1,500 

ing vessels. Of that amount shipped, about 1,250,000 tons of coal went 

to the New England States. On that we paid freight exceeding $1,000,000. 4 

I read this, Mr. Speaker, that gentlemen may know that this 
man has a thorough knowledge of the subject that he is discuss- 
ing. He says: 

I make this statement to show you that I have a personal knowledge and 


am largely interested in this question of pilotage, for, with all due deference 
to my New England friends for whom I have the kindest regard, I think 
we pay the 5 and license, and that they do not pay it. 


Reading still further along, he says: 


Before the present tariff prices in Sew pease 
tic com: the erent factories and 


into operation Queen Victoria 
has © into New land, for every ton of coal that comes from Nova 
Seotia pays the Crown 12 cents royalty. They have fixed the price there, and 
we are com; fo come to it; and we still pay the pil 8 


I contend, gentlemen, that this is a State matter. We at home pay this 3 
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ilotage. If it is an obstruction to trade, pray who suffers but Vi ? 

ey say it is a tax for the privilege of ng in Virginia waters. Oh, no! 

If 5 to come into the harbors for refuge they can do so without pay- 

ing. they want to get our Vi coal as freight, we say, You can have 

the privil of coming and taking this coal if you will help to keep up our 
Virginia pilotage system, so as to help our foreign trade.“ 

This is but the grand doctrine, after all, of protection, and if you have navi- 
gation laws to protect sailors living in New England and the North, can not 
we have protection for the sailors living in Virginia? 

And let me say right here that the protection given to coasting 
vessels is absolutely prohibitory, I am a protective-tariff man, 
but I never went so far as that, No vessel coming from a foreign 
port and going into an American port can unload a cargo and 
there take on a load for another American port. The law abso- 
lutely prohibits it. That is protection with a vengeance. And 
now they come in and want to abolish this pilot system on top of 
it. This gentleman further says: : 


Mr. Chairman, I told you a moment that in 1894 we paid more than 

12 for coal Ship from Lamberts Point to New England. /I have the 

I think I showed the statement to the Commit on Ways and 

eans during the last Congress. Of that million dollars at least fifty thou- 
bottoms. Part of m 

rt of Norfolk 8 125 

foreign sparnas I charter a great many of their ships for different pur- 

and ou, 8 

ew 


There is the sum of $50,000 that went for the pilots all right, 
through just one institution in Norfolk. : . 

Mr. GARDNER. There is no compulsory pilot system in New 
England, where this freight was shipped. 

. MINOR of Wisconsin. I am e of the freight rate, 
and the pilotage being included in the freight rate, on freights 
taken from Southern pora to New England. 

Mr. GARDNER. Butthefreight was shipped to New England, 
where there is no compulsory pilotage system. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. But they had to P it down in 
Virginia. You have got hold of the wrong end of the string, my 
friend. That is all that ails you. The State of Vir cia has a 
compulsory pilotage law, and every vessel going to the State of 
wee for coal has to pay a pilot, that is all. : 

. GARDNER. The gentleman states, does he not, that he 
would have shipped his coal $50,000 cheaper if it had not been for 
that system? : 
Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. No, sir; the gentleman states that 
if he had been allowed to ship in foreign bottoms this freight 
could have been ship for $50,000 less than our American coast- 
wise vessels would take it for. That is what he said, and I say 
that a part of that $50,000, at least, went to pay these pilot fees. 
Now, 1 want 5 855 gentlemen to listen to this. It is good doctrine. 
Continuing, Colonel Lamb says: 


Now. Lam not op to the navigation laws, and we cheerfully pay that 
amount for the protection which it gives to the American sailor. And why? 
hat same grand policy of protection bas ribbed this country with railr $ 
it has put steamers on every stream, and it has built factories all over our 


land, and those factories, those steamers, and those railroad: to consume 
ose 


s hel 
gur coal. I say Lam not opposed to the protection 
— — 5 755 which prevent me foes shipeine ont ion granted by thoso naviga- 

He is not opposed to it, and would rather pay his just propor- 
tion of the pilot fees. X 

Now, gentlemen, there has been something said about the prop- 
erty of the pilots. Everyone knows, I suppose, that they are 
obliged to have an outfit, boots and rubber coats and the neces- 
sary paraphernalia, to enable them to go out in all kinds of 
weather, because the laws that create this system are so stringent 
that every pilot who fails to respond when on duty, or who is 
absent from the bar for a continuous forty-eight hours is in dan- 
ger of having his license revoked and of being relegated to pri- 
vate life. No matter what the weather is, or the danger to be 
encountered, he must be there. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman if some of 
these Florida pog have not been absent froni the bar for more 
than forty-eight hours and present in this city of Washington for 
nearly forty-eight days? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. I will answer the gentleman by 
saying that I believe that to be the fact, and I know that the laws 
of Virginia and Florida compel them to be there, or else they for- 
feit certain rights. I know that a statute of the United States 
requires you to be here. How much have you been absent? 
[Great res 3 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. I hope gentlemen will not bother 
me much 3S with questions. j 

Mr. TALBERT. Is it not a fact that those States spoken of are 
the best judges of what the fees of the pilots should be, and would 
not this deprive them of the right to determine that matter? 


Mr. OR of Wisconsin. In answer to that question I will 
simply say this, that in the State of Florida, although the general 
law fixes the maximum rate for which the services may be ren- 


dered, there are seven ports, not one of which agrees with an- 
other.” ‘They change their rules according to the local conditions 
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of the port. That being the case, and that being the legislation 
9 by men who are interested in the matter, I ask you, Mr. 
Speaker, how can this neon regulate the pilotage and make 
everything fair and equitable in nine whole and different States? 

Mr. TALBERT. They are the best judges of their own business. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. That is the point exactly. They 
ought to be, and I believe are, competent to judge of their own 
local wants. 

Mr. TALBERT. That is the idea I wanted to get out. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. In the committee, in considering 
this bill, I suggested an amendment as to the time of its going 
into effect. 82 that it was vicious. I know that every dollar 
that these men accumulate goes into boats and paraphernalia to 
fulfill the functions of their business and to perform their duties 
satisfactorily to the marine interests, and I know they own these 
boats. I pro in this bill to give them at least one year 
before it went into operation, to give them an opportunity to dis- 
pose of their property. But no, sir; the majority of the committee 
could not see it as I did, and, as intelligent a leader as he is in 
the House, the chairman of the committee could not see it. He 
has had no practical knowled. I know that a pilot boat is 
for little else except as a pilot boat. They can not be u as 
freighters, they can not be used as yachts, nor as fruit boats, to 
any advantage. They are built expressly for pilot boats. I want 
these men down there, who have been frugal and industrious, and 
who have saved a few dollars, to be able to dispose of that prop- 
erty at the highest market rate, and they can not do it under this 
bill, for there is not the time allowance. > 

Now,a t deal has been said about paying the pilot whether 
you use him or not. Iwant to say to the chairman of the com- 

mittee that I assume he is a taxpayer. I assume that he is a man 
of good character. I want to say to him that every day of his life 
he is paying to maintain jails, and yet I know he is a moral man 
and one of whom I would say that he was never in a jail in his 
life except as a visitor. Haupae I want to say to him he is 
supporting a fire department, if he lives in a city, for the preser- 
vation of bis property, and yet he may never have had property 
destroyed by a fire. But he is taxed just the same. I want to say 
to this House that we print statutes at the expense of the United 
States, but we have not a surfeit of good lawyers. There are 
many of them that we could dispense with, but they are not the 
good ones. ; 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe that one of the most sacred pledges 
that was ever given by the Republican party is the pledge given 
to the honest laboring men in these United States; and I say to 

ou that if this bill passes it will seriously cripple the labor of 

ese ports, especially in this branch. That is admitted on all 
ds. I have been flooded both in committee and out of com- 
mittee with resolutions adopted by commercial organizations, by 
Grand Army posts, by engineers’ beneficial associations, by steam- 
boat captains, by shippers and merchants, and everyone who has 
ae nae knowledge of this subject to do my utmost to defeat 
bill. It has been asserted here that the occupation of pilot is 
handed down from father to son as a sort of heirloom. I say that 
isuntrue. A gentleman who was before our committee went from 
New York only a few years ago, served an iso age me of four 
years, was licensed as a bar pilot, and is to-day president of the 
ots’ association of Florida; and he is the son of a brave and 
gallant Union officer during the war of the rebellion. 

It is not my purpose, Mr. Speaker, to take up very much more 
time on this matter. I just want to say this that I respect the 
Republican party to-day above all other political organizations on 
earth, not for the promises it has made, but for the pledges it has 
kept, and for its faithfulness to the people of the country. It is 
one of the cardinal principles of our party to promote and ele- 
vate the laoor of this country; but if you pass this bill you are 
treading on tender ground. It should be your duty to make the 
humble homes of the pilots as table and as happy as possible; 
to k the fires burning brightly; to give as much sunshine as 
8 and disperse the cloud of d ir; for I say to you that 
around the hearthstones of these hardy pilots there is plenty of 
pure patriotism and loyalty to this country. Maintain it, and 
encourage your humble working people in pure and intelligent 
citizenship, and give them opportunities to live and thrive, and 
your Government is safe and enduring. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Mr. Speaker, before . argument 
so well and ably begun and carried through by the gentleman 
from New York, the chairman of the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries [Mr. Payne], I wish to reply to the last 
gentleman who spoke Mr. Mrvor of Wisconsin], answering his 
personal remark in reply to my question concerning his statement 
that the pilots are required to be constantly on duty or else lose 
their positions. When he made this assertion I called the gentle- 
man’sattention to the fact that the pilots of Florida, representatives 
of the pilots’ association, seemed to have an abundance of time 
and to be free from duty to come here to Washington to lobby in 
season and out of season against this bill; and he replied by ask- 
ing me how much I had been absent, 


Now, although I was willing to join in the laugh which that 
response excited, I do not concede that the gentleman’s answer 
Was an adequate and convincing argument; but since he has 
called attention to that particular point, I wish to say that I have 
been present so constantly at every hearing of the committee, and 
so constantly in the House, that if the law of which he spoke as 
applying to pilots in Florida had been applied to me I would not 
have lost pay or place by reason of absence. [Applause. | 

Now, however, Mr. Speaker, let us take up the bill. t is 
the proposition which we are considering? t us take it up in a 
business way, for it is purely a business proposition, and ascertain 
exactly how we are steering, in order that we may cross the bar 
of this difficulty with or without a pilot. In the first place, there 
are two classes of American vessels engaged in our commerce. 
The first class is composed of vessels engaged in the foreign trade, 
vessels sailing to England, to Germany, to China, to India, or to 
some other foreign land. All these vessels are compelled to pay 
pilotage, and this bill does not affect them in any way. The sec- 
ond class is made up of vessels engaged in our coastwise trade. 
The vessels engaged in that trade are of two classes, steam vessels 
and sailing vessels, and the gentleman who last spoke is himself 
a representative of steam vessels, His vessels are not affected in 
any way by this bill. It will thus be seen that this bill proposes 
to do one thi It proposes to put sailing vessels on an equalit. 
with steam vessels in this matter of pilotage. Both are ppp 
in the same business. They carry on the same business in the 
same waters. The sailing vessel comes in competition with the 
steam vessel. The sailing vessel is obliged to pay compulsory-pi- 
lotage whether she takes the services of a pilot or not, while the 
steam vessel is allowed to exercise its option. The steam vessel 
toe: required to pay pilotage unless it accepts the services of a 
pilot. 

Now, I wish to call the attention of gentlemen of the opposition 
to this point: Under this bill, if it becomes a law, if a sailing 
vessel takes a pilot she pays pilotage; if she does not take a pilot 
she is no longer obli to pay compulsory pilotage. Let me say 
to the pilots of the Southern States that in opposing the passage 
of this bill they are being for a time—for only a very short time— 
penny wise, but that, in the long run, they are being decidedly 
pound foolish. How can this be? 

Mr. Speaker, in spite of the arguments of gentlemen here, every- 
one knows that the steam vessel is rapidly driving the sailing vessel 
from the sea; and if you drive the sailing vessels out you reduce 
the number of chances to render pilot service. The total number 
of American sailing vessels has already declined from 28,000 in 1874 
to 17,009 at the present time. We know that there were only some 
600 sailing vessels tig the American flag engaged in foreign 
voyages last year. e know that to-day over 2,000 steam vessels 
of over 50 tons are engaged in the coasting trade in competition 
with the American sailing ships that are left, larger in number, it 
is true, but smaller in to: and dwindling day by day. lf 
those vessels are pompelen to the burden of paying pilotage, 
they will be less able to keep up the contest which they 
have to engage in to hold the sea against their steam competitors. 

Mr. Speaker, let us briefly consider what these pilot laws are in 
several of the States. Let me direct your attention to some of 
the ports where pilots are needed and to some of those that may 
be safely navigated without the services of a pilot. 

In the first place, then, take the State of Ninia, In that State 
vessels engaged in the coasting trade are obliged to pay for the 
services of a pilot whether they require those services or not, 
unless the owner of the vessel is willing to pay a tonnage tax of 
10 cents per ton. In connection with that law of the State of Vir- 

inia, let me call the attention of the House to that clause of the 
nstitution which provides that 

No State shall, without; the consent of Congress, lay any duty on tonnage. 

In spite of that provision of the Constitution certain States have 
taken advantage of the authority given by Congress to the States 
to impose pilotage fees, and now impose a tonnage tax, saying to 
the vessel owner: ‘‘ Unless you pay a to tax you must take 
a pilot; but if you buy a license by the payment of this tonnage 
tax your vessel will be perfectly safe and you will have no need of 
the services of a pilot.” 

How is it in South Carolina? The laws of that State exempt 
vessels sailing from ports within the State from pilotage charges, 
and in doing so ay come in direct conflict with t clause of the 
Constitution, or at least with the spirit of that clause of the Con- 
stitution, which says that 
Bory crepe © pep ere tae 

That provision of the law of South Carolina is also in direct 
antagonism to the act of Congress, which provides that— 

regulati or be ted any State which 
make any . Lanse aan oo 5 po Lettres 


between the ports of one State and v g between the 

ports of ‘erent States. 
Under the general authority ted by Congress in 1789, sev- 
eral Southern States have laws which are in direct conflict 


with at least the spirit of these two clauses of the Constitution 
that I have cited, and also in violation of the act of Congress I 
have referred to. z 

Take Alabama. That State discriminates in its laws in this way: 
It allows vessels sailing between Pensacola and New Orleans to 
enter the port of Mobile without the payment of a fee, but says to 
a vessel from Texas, or Maine, or Massachusetts, or New York, or 
any other State: If yon come into the port of Mobile carrying 
exactly the same cargo as this vessel from New Orleans or Pensa- 
cola brings to this port, you must pay compulsory pilotage whether 
you agree to accept the services of a pilot or not. Thus the laws of 
the Southern States vary in many particulars; but they all agree in 
providing that pilotage shall be levied whether the services of the 
pilot are accepted or not. Mr. Speaker, where else is any such 
principle adopted? Where else is there such a discrimination 

inst one class and in favor of another? 

r. COOPER of Florida. Will the gentleman permit me to 
answer that question? 

Mr. SMP: S. Certainly. ‘ É 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Great Britain authorizes compulsory 

ilotage, the rates of which vary at different ports; and, so far as 

5 the same is true of every ial nation in the world. 

Mr. GARDNER. Has the gentleman taken into consideration 
the different conditions in those countries as to the ebb and flow of 
the tides? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I did not catch the gentleman’s re- 


marks. 

Mr. GARDNER. My suggestion was simply this: At Liver- 
pool, for instance, you have an ebb and flow oF the tide to the ex- 
tent of 32 feet; so that there are entirely different conditions from 
those which exist here. i 

Mr. COOPER of Floriđa. And on account of those varing 
conditions the local pilotage rates yayi in some parts of the 
British eet eee is . and in others it is not. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I am delighted to meet the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Florida. He tries to compare the conditions ex- 
isting in Great Britain with those existing here in the United 
States. I have pointed out that the laws of the different States on 
this subject os in violation nes — 3 ee e ae in 
reply the gentleman says t comp pilotage, 

ate 3 at the Vifferent ports. Now, let me reer 
to the laws of England on this subject. I have here a book enti- 
tled Dock and Port Charges of the United Kingdom. There are 
in the United Kingdom some ports owned by individuals, some 
owned by corporations. Nothing of that sort exists in this coun- 
try. Turning to 176 of this book I find the dock charges at 
one port in the Kingdom of Great Britain, Dundrum Bay, a sub- 
port of Newry, in latitude 54° 13’ N., longitude 5° 50’. It is the 
property of the Marquis of Downshire—his sole property. He has 
recently made considerable improvements 

Mr. BRUMM. The book to which the gentleman refers gives 
dock charges, not pilotage rates. 

Mr. S KINS. And this other volume relates to pilotage. 

We thus see that the ports in Great Britain are in some instances 
owned by individuals and in other instances for sg in 
Folkestone—the port is under control of the corporation. It is the 
property of the Southeastern Railroad Company. There are no 
pilots, but boatmen charge only from 15 to 30 shillings per vessel, 
according to size. These individuals or corporations have the 
power under the law to regulate their dock charges, and pilotage 

very light. Turning to the pilotage charges, we find on page 
871 of the merchant shipping act of 1894 this provision: 
an pa ir pa peata to obtain d pep Sr in an 2 
— under this section or in an area — tn — district 
under this section. 

If I had time to go through the different laws of England at 
length we would find a t many variations in the law, as the 
gentleman from Florida said; but we would find in every in- 
stance some specific reason for the discrimination where it exists. 
But in no one is is the point I wish to make—either in 
England or in any other country, do we find the nation making a 
discrimination between the two classes of vessels engaged in the 
same waters and the same trade, such as is made in this country 
ten sailing vessels and steam vessels entering Southern ports 

ay. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Is there anything in this bill to regu- 
late or prevent discrimination? In Florida there are no discrimi- 
nations. Why, then, bring in asweeping bill which, in our opinion, 
virtually destroys the local pilotage system instead of correcting 
the abuses of the existing system, if there are any? 

_Mr. SIMPKINS. The gentleman says there are no discrimina- 
tions in Florida. But there are. They exempt a certain class of 


carry the i 
and those that donot. Vessels carrying the United States mails 
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(if I have read the 3 laws of Florida 5 pay only 
one-half pilotage. vou go to a foreign city you may have to pay 
taxes for things that you do not care for and do not receive. In 
the fashionable resorts in Germany or in Switzerland you will 
have to pay a band tax and other local taxes, although you ma: 
get no benefit from them. That is the foreign system, althoug! 
it does not prevail in England. You have to pay these taxes if 

ou wish to visit those places. Here in America the en has 
— 5 and I hope it will continue this compulsory pilotage law is 
the only variation from it that I know anything of that those 
who enjoy a benefit shall pay for it. Nowhere else do we have 
taxation withont return. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me call attention to the condition of our 
harbors as it was when Congress the law which gare the 
States charge of this pilotage system. That was in the cen- 
tury. Our bays, our rivers, our harbors were then as God made 
them—ina state of nature. Since that time this Government has 

ent over $31,000,000 in improving those waterways, simply for 
the 8 assisting the navigator, of giving aid to commerce, 
In over $7,000,000 have been spent for the improvement 
of that harbor. At Pensacola $100,000 is appropriated in the bill 
of this year, and many millions of dollars have been spent at New 
Orleans and other Southern ports; and let me call your attention to 
the fact that it was Senator Hoar of Massachusetts who first and 
foremost originated that work and urged it. He knew no State 
lines, and did not discriminate as between the North and South, 
but he saw that great work could be done, and went voluntarily 
forward to ics ion the soe of — improvement = these 1 
ern ports and voted willingly for the appropriation of sums larger 
war any amount that was ever spent for the harbors in Massa- 
chusetts. : 

Now, it seems to me that after the Government has done this 
gas work in every harbor that can float a merchant vessel we 

uld not continue this system against our commerce unless the 
other side shows very good reasons why a few pilots who may 
have their salaries or yearly stipends cut down a trifle by this 
legislation should be privileged and considered to the exclusion 
of everybody else. 

The gentleman from Florida asks me, why not bring in a bill to 
accomplish this in some other way? I know of no other way in 
which it can be accomplished. tlemen seem to apprehend 
that the = system will be injured if this is carried into execu- 
tion. I not think the pilotage system will be inj in the 
South. 1 wish to direct your attention to the fact that we had 
the compulsory 1 tem in Massachusetts, New Jersey, 
Connecticut, and New Lork, and that the compulsory pilotage 
system was abolished years ago, and when it was abolished 
okay North the very same arguments were used that are now 


Gentlemen appeared before our State legislatures and sai 
sa by it you abolish this com ulsory pilotage system not only wi 
the Pi ot system be destroyed, but you can not get into the of 
Fall River or New Bedford or across the shoals at Nantucket with 
safety.” But it was done away with, and since then not a word 
has been said or a voice raised to ask that it be resumed; and no- 
where either in the Southland nor in the Northland will yon find 
a better system of pilotage. or braver and bolder men, or men who 
will go farther out to the sea, taking all the risks of that dangerous 
calling, than the pilots who go out from the ports of Boston and 
New York. Iam glad, Mr. Speaker, to pay that tribute to the 
bravery of men who go away out to the Banks and to the Georges, 
far out to sea on our dangerous northern coast. They go ont 
bravely in search of vessels and pilot them in safety into port. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Does not the tleman know that these 
pilots of whom he are op to this bill? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I know that the gentleman [Mr. CUxurxds!] 
who represents the pilots is o to it. I also know that one 
of the members of the New York Pilotage Association has been 
before our committee, and I understand that he is employed by 
the pilot association of the South to oppose the bill. Bus I can 


P Mir. CUMMINGS. 

Mr.C GS. I will correct the gentleman right there, if 
he will allow me. He is employed by the New York and Sandy 
Hook pilots, and is a competent pilot who has had over forty 
years of service himself. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I was going to say, Mr. S r, that I could 
not see what interest the pilots of Boston and New York can have 
in op; g the bill. It does not affect the ports of Boston and 


New York or any other until you come to the ports of Vir- 

gina, unless it be that t simply * a kind of sympathy for 

8 pilots of the South because they are engaged in the same 
usiness 


Mr. CUMMINGS. If the gentleman will allow me,I will an- 
swer that right there. They desire that the pilots of the South 
shall have the same privilege as the pilots of North. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. will have exactly the same privilege 


3732 


when this bill is passed; exactly the same. To-day the pilots of 
the South have greater privileges. To-day the pilots of the South 
under the law receive pilotage fees for no services performed. 
The pilots of the North, on the contrary, receive pay for the per- 
formance of services which are actually and well performed. e 
are only asking in this bill that you will have the same equality 
for them; that you shall not discriminate between the two classes 
of service, or between the vessel owners engaged in commerce on 
our coast. The vessel owners are perfectly willing to pay for the 
pilot if they use the services of one. But they do insist that they 
ought not to be obliged to pay a tax without any return whatever. 

Mr. TYLER. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. TYLER. Is it not true that at one time the compulsory 
pilotage system extended throughout the Northern States, and 
was done away with by the action of the State legislatures them- 
selyes when they saw fit to do so? Is it not true that New York 
had the compulsory system, and that it was done away with by the 
action of the State legislature of New York because they believed 
it would not interfere with the efficiency of the system? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Well, I will say 

Mr. TYLER. And one moment more, with the gentleman’s 
consent. The other 8 is, Is it not still a fact that the sys- 
tem in the Northern States is maintained by taxation levied upon 
foreign vessels? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Well, I am very glad, Mr. Speaker, that my 
remarks have had the effect of rousing the gentleman, who wishes 
to make me go over again what I have been endeavoring to say 
all along in my own feeble manner. 

Mr. TYLER. I was not present during the first part of the 
gentleman’s speech. 

Mr. SIMP. S. It is a fact that the system is kept up by the 

ilotage fees collected from foreign vessels. It is a fact that in the 

orth we had the compulsory system at one time, and it was 
abolished in the face of the opposition of the pilots themselves; and 
no one now desires to return to that old system, 

Mr. TYLER. By State legislature? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. By State legislature. 

Mr. BRUMM. 1 A you not let State legislatures do the 
same in the South? y do you interfere with them? 

Mr.SIMPKINS. If the pilots’ associations have so much power 

litically before Congress, how much more power do they have 
Before the legislatures of their own States? ey can block there 
legislation which would be good for the nation and good for the 
country. The vessel owners have been OBIA to come to Con- 

ess for relief. This is not the first time they have been here. 

ey have been here during the past twenty years, and I wish to 
cite this in evidence of the fact that nothing will be settled finally 
until it is settled right. : 

But in spite of their many attempts, this is the first time that 
this bill has been in this Congress or in any Congress, 
although it has been here year after year. A favorable report 
was made a few years ago, but it was killed on the question of 
consideration. So this question never has been debated before in 
the American Congress, and that is the only reason, in my opin- 
ion, Mr. Speaker, why this bill was not passed long ago. 

I wish now to bring forward a few facts and obtained 
from the collectors of Southern ports showing to what extent ves- 
sels in the coastwise carrying trade employ tugs in en- 
tering thern harbors. Telegrams from the collectors of these 

rts show the following facts: The collector at Pensacola states 
That 25 per cent of the vessels coming in there use tugs; in Wil- 
mington 50 per cent of the vessels employ tugs; in Charleston 85 
per cent use tugs; in Mobile 90 per cent employ the services of tugs; 
at Brunswick, Ga., 50 per cent entering and 90 per cent leaving 
use tugs; in Savannah 85 per cent of the vessels employ the serv- 
ices of tugs; in Norfolk 95 per cent, in Fernandino 95 per cent, 
and in Shieldsboro 95 per cent. So you see, Mr. Speaker, that in 


addition to being compelled to use the services of a pilot—— 
Mr. TALBERT. ill the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question. 


Mr. SIMPKINS. Inone minute. In addition to being obliged 
to employ a pilot and pay him whether they need his services or 
not, they also, for convenience and quickness and safety, employ 
the services of * hae 

Mr. TALBERT. I should like to ask the gentleman if it is not 
in clear and good weather that they use these tugs, and when it is 
stormy and unpleasant weather if they are not compelled to use 
pilots, and can not get along without them? 

. SIMPKINS. I have just stated, Mr. Speaker, that from 
25 to 95 cent of the vessels entering these harbors use tugs. 
Now, Ido not know whether it is because there is clear weather 
1 8 of the time or not. In the case of the ves- 
sels W. , for e enter the harbor of Norfolk 
Mr, TALBERT, _— is whether they use tugs in fine, 
clear weather and pilo bad weather? y 
Mr. PAYNE. gentleman is trying to answer that question. 
Mr. SIMPKINS. In Norfolk 95 per cent of the vessels employ 
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tugs. Now, it is i 
during clear 5 and that only 5 per cent come in during 
stormy weather. I hope they always have such smiling skies in 
the South. 

Mr, TALBERT. Statistics are very deceiving. I wished to 
know what the facts are. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. If they have that much clear weather down 


ble that 95 per cent of the vessels come in 


there, I do not see that these 
hardship in the performance o 
stress has been laid. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Are these figures anything more than 
guesses? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I stated that these figures are the replies 
from the collectors of these ports. They are the best judgment 
of these collectors, and the telegrams stated that the information 
was the best information that could be received from the ports 
where these vessels entered, 

Mr. COOPER of Florida, They keep no official record, do they? 

_Mr. SIMPKINS. This Government does not provide that offi- 
cial records should be kept; so how can there be any official rec- 
ords? The gentleman is well aware that it is impossible to obtain 
an official record. The gentleman is also well aware, Mr. Speaker 
that it is impossible to obtain official records of the amount of 
Hori that the pilots receive. They have charge of their own 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. And it is impossible to obtain an 
official record of the moneys that the owners of sailing vessels 
receive for freight. 

Mr. TALBERT, The gentleman admits that his statistics are 
not reliable. 

Mr. STEELE. They come from Democratic sources—Demo- 
cratic collectors? 

Mr. TALBERT, The gentleman is simply giving us his own 
conclusions. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. These es that I have presented are the 
opinions of the collectors of Southern ports, the best opinions of 
these Democratic officials; and gentlemen from the Southland may 
take them for what they are worth. Ido not admit they are not 
reliable. I think they are reliable. 

Mr. TYLER. Does the gentleman take the position that a tug- 
boat does away with the necessity for a pilot or takes the place of 
one? > 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Why, I leave that to the gentleman himself. 
If he is the owner of a schooner engaged in the coasting trade, 
and if he gets his vessel down off the bar of one of these ports and 
employs the services of a tug, which is obliged to have on boarda 
licensed, skillful pilot, and his vessel is at one end of a hawser, 
with a tug towing him into harbor, I leave it to his own judg- 
ment whether he thinks, in addition to that, he needs a pilot or 
not. But I will also say that it was in evidence before our com- 
mittee that in a case where the pilot was taken on board when 
these tugs had hold of the vessel the pilot thought his services 
were so little needed that he went below and slept in a hammock 
during the whole trip” 


ro have to endure much of the 
their duties upon which so much 


Mr. COOPER of Florida. The gentleman says he would leave 
it to our ju ent. Now, I would like for the gentleman—— 

aad ae P S. Isuggest that the gentleman can occupy his 
own time, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). Does the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I am perfectly willing, so far as I am con- 
cerned, to answer any question that may be asked; but the chair- 
man of the committee points out to me that to yield further would 
be to consume time that other tlemen desire to occupy. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Then the gentleman does not leave 
it to our judgment, 

Mr. PAYNE. I submit to the gentleman that he can make his 
own statement. He will have plenty of time. 

8 vs N = I wish Lo call the anton of oe Boer Mr. 

jpeaker, to a few figures showing what proportion the pilotage 
fees bears to the whole net freight and to the gross freight of a 
voyage. These are figures from owners’ books. They will show 
gentlemen very well what the freight of a coasting schooner 
is, just how much she receives for freight, and what she has to pay 
out for A eran charges. For example, here is a schooner of 519 
tons. e makes a voyage from Providence to Newport News, 
Key West, Port Tampa, and back to Providence. Her gross 
freight is $4,348. (No insurance, no oh aoe charges enter 
into this computation.) Her net freight is $846. Her pilotage 
charges were: 8 News, 851.90; 7 7 est, 8104.50; Port 
Tampa, $7.65; New Orleans, $140; a total of $364.40 paid for pilot- 
age. That is 43 per cent of the net freight of the vessel. 

Mr. LESTER. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. inly. 

Mr. LESTER. Did that vessel that you speak of make all these 
ports in one Bd 
Mr. SIMP.: She made all of these ports in one voyage. 
Mr. LESTER. She went first from Providence? 
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Mr. SIMPRINS. She went first from Providence to Newport 
News, then to Key West, Port Tampa, New Orleans, and beck to 
Providence; and in that one mere paid $365 for pil tgo charges. 
Mr. COOPER of Florida. at is the gross freight 

es a Her gross freight was $4,348 and her net 
freight $846. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. How do you make that enormous 
difference? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Iwill sayright here that pilotage charges, as 
a rule, amount to one-third of the net freight. 

Mr. FOOTE. What is the net freight made of? What is taken 
out of the gross freight to make that? k 

Mr. SIMPKINS. No insurance is chatged, but I suppose it 
would be the expenses, the pay of the crews, etc.; but I do not 
know all the items that go to make up the charge. 

Mr. FOOTE. Interest on the investment, I suppose? 

Mr.SIMPKINS. No; interest on the investment is not charged. 

Mr. BRUMM. It was the net profits. 

Mr. FOOTE. If the gentleman will allow me, although I do 
not desire to interrupt him, it robs the figures of all their signifi- 
cance if we do not know what comes out of the gross freight. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I will give you the case of a schooner of 515 
tons, from Boston to Savannah Light. The gross freight was 
$1,831. There was no insurance and no depreciation charged, 
and the net freight was $458. The pilotage charges at Savannah 
were $125. That is to say, the pilotage charges amounted to 27 
per cent of the net freight. 

Mr. FOOTE, Will the gentleman allow me? I do not see how 
you can tell what the net freight is until you get the charges that 
come out of the gross freight. ; 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Ido not know what they are. The gentle- 
man can look at the figures, if he desires to. The figures will 
show what a large proportion is paid as fees for pilots, even if their 
services are received. In other words, Mr. Speaker, all the people 
engaged in carrying on this coastwise trade, and there are hun- 
dreds of them indirectly and directly engaged in it, have to pay 
this pilotage. Those who are interested in one of these vessels 
are the people who own the vessel, the people who ship freight in 
her, the 8 who receive their wages, all of which can only be 
in proportion to what the vessel receives, All of these people are 
engaged in carrying on this trade, and yet the pilot, who only 
takes her over the bar, receives in compensation for his services, 
or receives whether he gives service or not, one-third of the re- 
turn. The steam vessel does not have to pay these charges, and 
the sailing vessel is in direct competition with the steam vessel. 

Mr. BRUMM. When you say they receive one-third of the 
return, you do not mean to say that the net return is made up 
before the pilotage is deducted, do you? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I mean to say this, Mr. Speaker, that the ves- 
sel making this trip that I have spoken of, while her freight 
was $1,183, her net freight was $458, and while there was no 
insurance charges, she had to pay for pilotage the sum of $125.47, 
which is 27 per cent of the net freight. These are the figures of 
the owner, taken from his own books, kept in the usual business 
way, and gentlemen can see just exactly what they mean. 

Mr. BRUMM. He does not take out the freight. The net 
freight is the balance after the pilotage is paid. 

Mr. FOOTE. I desire to ask the gentleman if he will permit me 
to ask him a couple of questions? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. There are other figures here, Mr. Speaker. 
These examples can be multiplied indefinitely. The gentleman 
who furnished me this statement, Mr. Freeman, says of them him- 
self that they can be multiplied indefinitely, that they are actual 
accounts, and can be verified from his own books.” 

Mr. FOOTE. If the gentleman could tell us the length of the 
voyages and the value of the ship it would give us some idea of 
the profits in a year. : 

r. SIMPKINS. If the gentleman from New York is not in 
fayor of the great principle that a man should not pay for some- 
thing that he does not receive; if he does not believe that we 
should not discriminate against sailing vessels and in favor of 
steam vessels, then, Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, no amount of 
figures that I could bring to him as to the amounts paid for pilot- 
age and to sailing masters would convince him and induce him to 
give his vote to this bill. I need only say that in the gross amount 
this is a great burden for the American sailing vessels to bear, and 
I say that nowhere else in the United States is this system of trib- 
ute levied. 

I say that it is un- American, un-Republican, and un-Democratic. 
It does not belong to any system in this country. In their minor- 
ity report the gentlemen in 8 say that compulsory pilot- 
age is as old as commerce. They speak of the Hanseatic league, 
which, as you all know, was a league of northern German towns 
for the benefit of themselves to give them a monopoly of com- 
merce. They say that compulsory pilotage is found away back 
beyond the Chris tian era and from that time down to the present. 

e grant it. We say that we have compulsory ee to-day, 
and that we will have compulsory pilotage after this bill ! 
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but it will be pilotage levied equally, levied without unjust and 
unfair discrimination, levied fairly and honestly. If they wish 
to make comparisons with the laws of former times they had bet- 
ter make it between the system in vogue to-day in the Southland 
and the pream that was in vogue along the coast of the Mediter- 
ranean when American and 5 5 vessels had to pay tribute to 
the Barbary States and along the coast of Algiers—a system of 
tribute that was so abhorrent to the American people that away 
back in 1803-1805 they sent an American fleet and forced a treaty 
upon those people and 1 them to cease levying tribute 
upon the commerce of the United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr.Speaker, in my nine years in Congress 
this bill has appeared periodically and surreptitiously. Sometimes 
it has sought a resting place in the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, and again it has been Popped into the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. It was favorably reported 
in the Fifty-first Congress and defeated on the question of consid- 
eration. In other Congresses it has hibernated in committee. It 
isa bill drawn in theinterest of shipowners at the expense of pilots. 
The shipowners are already drawing largely on the bounty of the 
Federal Government. Not a foreign vessel is allowed to enga 
in our coastwise trade. All of this trade, therefore, is practically 
in the hands of the shipowners of New England. Call it protec- 
tion, if you please. Isay theseshipowners are already sufficiently 
protected. They pay no tonnage dues. They pay no light-house 
dues. They do not even pay entrance and clearance fees in the 
United States custom-houses. This last, small as it may seem, isa 
gratuity to them from this Government, amounting to between 
seven and eight million dollars a year. And yet theyappear here 
and demand further Federal favor at the expense of the pilots. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the most important duty devolving upon 
Congress is that of legislation. It carries with it grave responsi- 
bilities and graver consequences. We are to legislate for the 
whole ee not for the few. Above all, we should not favor 
one trade or profession at the expense of another. The rich should 
not be privileged at the expense of the poor. Life and property 
should not be imperiled unless the safety of the nation is endan- 
gered. I have said that the shipowners are already sufficient 
protected. Practically the Government has built a Chinese w. 
around them. No competition is allowed. My friend from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. SIMPKINS] said that coastwise vessels were entitled 
to the same privileges that steam vessels engaged in coastwise 
trade enjoy, but he did not tell you how coastwise steamers se- 
cured these privileges. The robbery of the pilots has been crafty 
and persistent. The steamship slice was put as a rider upon an 
appropriation bill and sneaked through Congress. The same cun- 
ning hand is at work upon this bill. Here is Senate bill 2162, en- 
titled ‘* A bill to amend certain sections of Title LII of the Revised 
Statutes relating to steam vessels and to codify therein all exist- 
ing amendments relating to the same enacted by Congress since 
the close of the Forty-fourth Congress truly an innocent title. 
On page 25, however, I find this ponge bill which we are con- 
sidering snugly hidden away, ready to be run through the House 
under cover the same as the bill exempting steam vessels was run 
through years ago. And for aught I know, it may turn up in 
some other secret nook or corner of the Capitol before this Con- 
gress adjourns, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us compare the protection—call it pro- 
tection, if you e cn to the shipowners with the protection 

ven to the pilots. The Government has done nothing whatever 

or the pilots. It has simply left them to the care of the States. 
The State legislatures enact laws for them and prescribe their 
fees and duties. 

Before our Constitution was formed pilotage was regulated by 
each separate colony. land did not interfere. After the Union 
was formed and the Constitution was adopted Congress continued 
the jurisdiction to the different States. Each colony had con- 
trolled it and each State was left in control of its pilots. It was 
thonght that certainly no State would adopt any measure that 
would injure its own commerce; on the contrary, each State would 
secure all the commercial advantages possible by legislative action. 
The New England States then had compulsory pilotage. New 
York had it, and so had the Southern States. 

The law authorizes each State to regulate its own pilotage dues 
and to fix them for its own ports. Compulsory pilotage,” as 
gentlemen call it, was then the general rule. It lasted in each of 
the original States just as long as it was to the interest of each 
State to maintain it, and no longer. It has been repealed in some 
of the seaboard States and it exists in others. The States in which 
it has been repealed are the States in which most of the vessels 
engaged in the coastwise trade have been built and are owned. 
It was to their own interest to abolish compulsory pilotage in their 
own States. Their ports were frequented by their own vessels. 

Their ships traded with the South, but no Southern-built or 
Southern-owned ships entered their ports. It was to their inter- 
est to repeal the law, and it is to their interest to invalidate it in 
all the other States, if possible. They ought to seek its invalida- 
tion, if at all, at the hands of the State legislatures; but they prefer 
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to level the heads of all the pilots at one fell swoop by deftly 
using the sword of Federal legislation. 
The manly way would have been to seek the repeal through the 
legi es of the States interested, but they prefer another road. 
ving received the full benefit of the law in their own States, 
they now appear before Congress and ask you to deprive citizens 


of other States of the very privileges that they themselves have 
enjoyed to their heart's content. Their own action was voluntary. 
They kept the laws upon their own statute books while they served 
their own interests, and repealed them when their own interests 


They are not willing to allow their sister States to do the same. 
Their action, however, proves that each State is alive to its own 
commercial interests and may be safely trusted to care for them. 
And this is precisely why pp ees left the matter to the legisla- 
tures of the different States. ey would assuredly try to foster 
and not to injure their own commerce. They would endeavor to 
inerease and not to decrease it. They were the most competent 
to deal with the question. They certainly knew what was best 
for their own commercial interests and for the interests of com- 
merce at large. No State will maintain compulsory pilotage 
longer than it is necessary for the safety of life and property. It 
is this very safety that insures the increase of its commerce. 
When life and property are safe without it, its retention must 

j its commerce, and its legislature is sure to act. 

o illustrate this: After over fifty Jars of compulsory pilotage, 
the State of New York, in 1845, zope ed allits pilotage laws. For 
eight years any person could lawfully act as a pilot if desirous of 
doing so. A captain could take a pilot or not take one, just as he 
pleased. The pilots made regulations to suit themselves, and 
were held to no accountability for neglect of duty. Captain and 
pilot each took 5 the other as the exigencies of the 
Situation admitted. So things went along until 1853. 

Now, mark the sequel. that year the ship New Era ap- 
peared off the New Jersey coast with a load of immigrants from 
Antwerp. Its captain was hailed by a pilot, but refused to take 
one. He declared that, even if it did take him until next day, he 
was fully capable of piloting his own ship into the harbor. t 
night a tempest arose. Before daylight the ship was a total 
wreck. Hundreds of lives were lost. Four hundred and eight 
bodies drifted ashore and were buried in a huge grave on the site 
of what is now Asbury Park. 

This disaster appalled the country. All classes were aroused. 
The merchants of New York were stirred to the very core. Moses 
H. Grinnell, Charles H. Marshall, John I. Boyd, E. K. Collins, 
David Ogden, the Howlands and Aspinwalls, George and Nathan- 
iel Griswold, and others whose names have been woven into the 
commercial prosperity of New York City, petitioned the legis- 
lature for the reenactment of the compulsory pilotage law. [Ap- 


mse. 

Pe helegislature heeded the appeal. The law was reenacted. For 
seventeen years it remained upon the statute books. The State 
enforced the law until she enough foreign trads to support 
her pilots without it. Then she repealed it so far as it applied to 
coastwise vessels and Sandy Hook pilots. It was continued at 
Hell Gate until General Newton's operations had made the navi- 

tion of that channel comparatively safe. After Newton’s work 
fhe Hell Gate pilots began to exact tribute from coasting vessels 
under the compulsory law. The vessel owners complained to the 
State legislature not to Congress, and the legislature again 
repealed the law as to coastwise vessels. It is not now on the 
statute books of New York, because itis not needed. The pilot 
service can be maintained without it. The compulsory fees from 
vessels engaged in the foreign trade keep it efficient. 


If you are going to here the fees as to coastwise vessels, 
why not all pilotage laws? Why not let all vessels, foreign 
as well as erican, come in free? You call the 


pilotage system 
“robbery.” Why rob foreigners? If you let the coastwise vessels 
come in free, why not allow foreign vessels the same privilege 
and open up your coastwise trade to them? Their captains and 


vessel owners would gladly pay pilotage fees if allo the same 
privileges as these domestic coastwise craft. 
Seven of the original thirteen States have reaped all the advan- 


tages of the act passed by the First Co ing them control 
over the pilotage on their own coasts. Why Sout the others be 
debarred from the same right? What have the States which have 
entered the Union since the adjonrnment.of the First Congress 
done that they should be robbed of this right, acquired when they 
entered the sisterhood of States? Are Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
and Rhode Island entitled to any more privileges than Maryland, 
se the Carolinas, and pew es Why eds oe a 
e privileges acquired when they entered nion 
5 aat is matter? My friend Foin 
ilot- 


had this privilege, Massachusetts had it, and certainly the other 
States of the Union ought to have the same. 

Above all, why deny to New York the right toagain reenact the 
law if another New Era shipwreck should occur and she deems it 
necessary for the protection of life and property? She has proved 
that she can safely be trusted to legislate upon this matter for 
herself. And so can all the other coastwise States. In time, if 
left alone, they will undoubtedly follow in the footsteps of New 
York and of the New England States and repeal the law; but it 
will not be done until they have developed en foreign com- 
merce to sustain the pilots necessary to insure the safety of ves- 
sels and of human life. 

To abandon this system south of New York would destroy the 
excellent pilotage system which now existsthere. There are not 
enough foreign vessels arriving and d. nebo to make it pay. 
But, sir, if you repeal the compulsory 2 aws as applied to 
all coast wise sailing vessels, why not repeal all other State laws 
concerning pilotage? Why not wipe out the whole system? If it 
is 3 in one 1 it et in ee If * in oog 

of the country it m wrong in all parts. ow the 
tates to control in one case and refuse them control in another? 
Why not take from New York all of her pilot jurisdiction? Why 
not bay out the system of State pilo entirely and give the 
Fed Government complete control? y ify this law and 
the coastwise sailing vessels? Why rob the States of all control of 
such pilotage to secure special legislation for a favored few whose 
interests are already more protected than those of any other Amer- 
ican citizens engaged in any industry, maritime or otherwise? 

One argument, Mr. er, advanced in favor of this bill is 
that the compulsory fees have almost rnined shipowners. You 
have heard the figures given. Let us see how true that is. Here 
is an extract from a recent number of the Marine Journal, a New 
York newspaper published in the interest of the shipowners: 

Mr. DINGLEY argues that the een, condition of the merchant 
marine calls for the abolishment of this pilot’s fee, while the fact is (and we 
have it from the best authority, a large schooner owner) that coastwise ves- 
F annually 30 per cent net for the past 

‘Another gross tation was made by Mr. Van Brunt, of this city. 
At a recent meeting of the vessel owners he said that the pilots of the eleven 
Southern States where the compu i existed recei $500,000 per 

from coastwise vessels, when f: is they do not receive above 


Now, sir, listen to the Savannah News, a leađing newspaper in 
the South: 

These shipowners. on account of their wealth, are able to exert a great 
deal of influence at Washington. a have the means to pay attorneys and 
lobbyists, and therefore are remarkably successful in getting such legislation 
asthey want. Within the last year or two they have succeeded in getting 
their vessels released from all custom-house fees and about all other fees. 
ee 5 the benefit of the light- houses, buoys, and other aids to navigation 

ree of cost. 
_And I might add, sir, that under our laws they have the exclu- 
sive use of the sea for coastwise purposes. 
eee eRe na into the custom-houses, for various things from 
v 


which they received benefits, about $1.200,000 ly. 
a cent. Thess shipowsers dp ios get ang webetiies Ghreckiy, eas Ahoy t 
them indirectly. 


And I will add, sir, that their monopoly is more valuable than 
any subsidy. 


They can not truthfully complain that shipping ring. 
a matter of fact, it is 5 1 rich, their 
investments in vessels paying them from 25 per cent to 50 per cent. Ship 
builders can not supply the demand for oes not seem 


p 
t reason should be direct! indirect] 
foe any repon woy aid oe pe extended directly or evento any 
our coastwise trade. 
: Sir, w eee 3 Sis our foreign trade 5 
o-day the same monopoly an e same privileges enjoy: y 
thosein our coastwise trade, you will never hear a whimper from 
their ewners co ing their pilot dues; American shipping 
would quickly revive and the American flag float in every sea. 
The facts and the bear out the statement of the news- 
The shipbuil interest in this coyntryis as prosperous 
2 or nearly as prosperous, as it ever was. It at least has not 


rine Journal, which I exhibit, and here is a clippin 
umns in one week of ships being built, and its editor did not begin 
to get all of them that were under way at that time. I will not 
Siri it. There are over two columns in all. But the names of 
the vessels and of the builders are given. I will not read them, 
but simply sees them, with two columns printed in the suc- 
wee! 

Do these lists indicate that either shipowners or shipbuilders are 
growing poorer? Could there be stronger evidence of their pros- 
e in proportion to the prosperity of other trađes and indus- 


Another argument advanced in support of this measure is that 
steam i iar na ashy Peaks on ee Mona OA rea 
have already ibed how this provision was smuggled through 
the House. But the conditions are different. The motive power 
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of the one is on board and under perfect control; that of the other 
is the elements. One is run bra steam engine; the other depends 
upon the winds and waves. è steamship can run into harbor 
in the teeth of a gale and keep the channel without effort. The 
sailing vessel ie at the mercy of the gale. Adverse winds drive 
her from her course and she is ever in danger from a lee shore. Cur- 
rents may twist her and tides throw her from her course. Oft- 
times, in very sight of port, she is compelled to put back to sea. 
The steamship is free from these hindrances. Nor is this all. 
Steamships 5 regular and Soans a between cer- 
tain ports. The officers acquire sufficient knowledge of the route 
to sail their vessels into out of harbors which they are visiting 
ularly every few days. : 

iling vessels as a rule have no regular routes. They may not 
visit a particular port more than once a year. They are depend- 
ent upon the winds and the waves, and their officers can have no 
such knowledge of the harbors they enter as the officers of the 
steamships 3 on regular trips. State pilots can pilot any 
vessel, steam or . They know the channel and currents, day 
and night. Not so with United States steamboat pilots. Put 
one of them upon a sailing vessel near a strange port and he would 
be like a fish out of water. He would not always where he 
wanted to go and he would be eternally listening for the music of 
the bells. He might be ready to stop and start and back her, but 
the winds would bother him, He would never know when to 
bring her into stays, slack her jib sheet, or lower a topsail. [Ap- 


plause. | 

Now, Mr. Speaker, right here this bill proposes to make a pilot 
out of the 8 17 or the mate or the second mate of any ship. 

Mr. FOOT Or the cook? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Or the cook, as my friend says. So that if 
this bill becomes a law a vessel could leave the port of Seattle or 
Tacoma, come around Cape Horn, and up to Sandy Hook. Her 
mate or her cook, licensed by a Government ee at Seattle, 
who may never have seen the Hook, is authorized and his owners 
would probably compel him—to try the Gedney Channel, the 
Swash nel, or the main ship channel, and bring the ship into 
the port of New York. 

r. PAYNE. Well, he can do that now, can he not, under the 


present law? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. He can to do it under a State law, but 
not farther south. Even New York pilots sometimes fail in en- 
tering the port of New York. One put a vessel ashore the other 
day in the main ship channel; and if a ar pilot who has 
served his apprenticeship in the waters around New York has such 
trouble in takin g ships into that harbor, what chance would a Seat- 
tle pilot have? Still your law would give him that privilege in 
ports unknown and in defiance of State laws. The owner of the 
vessel does not care, for if she is wrecked she is well insured. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman was kind enough to yield to 
me, and I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. SIMPKINS, I should like to ask the gentleman in what 
way this bill affects the port of New York in the slightest degree? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It affects the State of New York to this de- 

ee, that if another vessel goes ashore at Long Branch with a 

oss of 400 lives, you deprive the le ture of the State of New 
York of the bds to reenact that law for the safety of life and 
3 ause. 
8 8 8. . Speaker, I should like to know the name 
of the sailing vessel that carries passengers and that goes ashore 
r CUMMIN 
Mr. GS. Oh, there are plenty of them. There are 


yachts that carry guests, and they are passen There is a 
eo are that goes out from New York eac 7 i ay OER 
Mr. S KINS. You do not contend that this compulsory 


pilotage law is enforced in New York State now? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I contend that the lives of the crew of a ves- 
sel are just as valuable as the life of any passenger on board. 
(Applause. ] 

ut we are told by the gentlemen who desire to destroy the pres- 
ent system that the tugboat is to be utilized. Tugboat pilots are 
to appin State pilots. Let us see. A tugboat pilot is a fair- 
weather pilot. He can not go out of port unless the weather is 
fair. It is in stormy weather that a pilot is most needed. There 
is not a man in this House who knows anything about a steam tug 
who would trust himself in one outside of “ge Retin in a gale. 
He knows that the boat would be swam e steam-tug pilot 
would be unable to serve sailing vessels when his services were 
needed the most. Atsuch times he would be like the Dutchman’s 
anchor, always ashore in a storm. How much use to a ship would 
a pilot be who was in charge of a tug towing it in a tornado or 

ding storm? New York pilots last year cruised three, four, 
and five hundred miles tosea. No tugboat ever that distance. 
You rarely find one 20 miles out, and unless there is every pros- 
cee continued fair weather you will not find one out of sight 

Another point. Destroy the pilot boats and you are at the mercy 


of the tug owners. They would raise the rates for tows, and 
eventually it would cost as much, if not more, to get into port as 
it does now under the existing pilotage system. 

The pilots are no fair-weather birds, In storm and in sunshine 


they hover around our ports like gulls, ever ready to bring the 
weary mariner into a safe harbor. There are tempests so fierce 
that even the gulls are driven into our bays and estuaries, but the 
ilot is ever at his post. No gale, however terrible, drives his 
tto harbor. His ship never sails home till all its crew are 
transferred to vessels needing their services. One word in re 
to the New York pilots. I have been with them on their cruises. 
I have been nineteen days at sea with them out of sight of land. 
You have little idea of the dangers to which they are exposed. 
The New York pilots own their own boats. The loss since 1853 
has been 37 pilot boats owned by New York and New Jersey pilots. 
In the blizzard several years ago 9 boats went down, and 2 were 
never afterwards heard of. During the blizzard in March, 1895, 2 
boats were lost. Nota word has ever been heard from one, the 


: Waring, since she left port. All pilots are subjected to similar 


dangers. 

These are the men whom you propose to cripple so as to add to 
the profits of wealthy shipowners and a ders. They earn 
their bread facing death upon the ocean while those who seek to 
reduce their fees are asleep upon downy beds in steam-heated 
rooms, Did avarice and greed ever join hands for a more un- 
worthy 2 

Some one R said that this is the reign of greed. Truly, soit 


seems, 

It will be observed that this bill p: 
the Steamboat- tion Service. I venture to say that there is 
no bureau under the Government to-day more incompetent for 
this service. What does the local inspector at Norfolk know about 
the coast line south of him that would warrant him in commis- 
sioning a pilot for any harbor between Norfolk and Savannah, the 
next port where a local inspector is to be found? Would a po 
thus licensed begin to compare with a local pilot who has n 
familiar with the harbor at which he is stationed since boyhood? 

State pilotage laws are made for the protection of the public 
and commerce and not for the benefit of the pilots alone. Com- 
pulsory pilotage works both ways. It not only compels coast- 
wise sailing vessels to take 3 but it compels the pilots to 
guard the approaches to your harbors. A pilot must be at his sta- 
tion at all times, vessel or no vessel. The law ap: to have been 
made in justice to the pilot as well as to the public. He is com- 
potea 1 8 7 laws to board any vessel that hoists her signal. 

t her be infected with disease, short of provisions or of or 
sails necessary for safe navigation into port, and he cates hosed 
her and take his chances with those on board. Even if the vessel 
be leaky and unseaworthy, he must take the wheel. No condition 
of the ship relieves him of his sworn obligation to board and take 
her into port, This being the case, what is more just than that 
the v. should bear the same relation to the pilot in point of 
compulsion that the pilot bears to the vessel? The same legisla- 
tive power that makes a pilot’s duty compulsory makes it com- 
pulsory on the part of the vessel to take a pilot when hailed by 
one. 

The mere granting of authority by inspectors of boilers and 
hulls can not make a pilot. He must have a progressive course 
of training. The State commissioners of pilotage, who now 
licenses, insist upon an 3 at the port at which the 
piot is to be stationed. Georgia it requires ten years’ service 

ore authority is given to pilot a vessel. This is four times as 
long as it takes to make a doctor or a lawyer. These pilots are 
placed under bonds and oaths. In New York a preparatory train- 
ng of ee ted is required. After that, to make sure t the 
ot is fi for his work, he is examined by the board of pilot- 
age commissioners and two of the oldest pilots of the port. He 
must have an accurate knowledge of the tides, soundings, bear- 
ings, and distances of the several shoals, rocks, bars, and points 
of land and night lights of navigation and other matters. He 
must be of moral character and temperate habits. If, with 
all this, he sufficient skill and experience to act as a pilot, 
then, and then only, the commissioners grant him a license for 
— vessels to and from the port of New York by way of 
andy Hook, But even then, before the license is granted, the 
ilot must give bond, with two sureties, each in the penal sum of 
3500, that he will crn add and faithfully perform his duties and 
observe the rules and regulations of the board. He is liable to 
me ecg fines, and penalties for any mismanagement or neglect 

Thus you see that this compulsory business is even more bind- 
ing upon the pilot than upon the vessel owner. 

One main feature of the bill is that it virtually forces the mas- 
ter or mate of coastwise sailing vessels to sécure a license from the 
local inspector whether he wants it or not. It is necessary to 
take it out to save his situation. A few captains may own shares 
in their vessels, but the majority of the captains and mates are 
undoubtedly employees. ey are not urging the passage of 


to license pilots under 
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this measure. It is their employers who urge it. Their wages 
would probably not be increased one dollar, while their respon- 
sibilities and risks would be more than doubled. If the captains, 


mates, and crews of these big schooners were consulted they 
would beseech this House upon bended knees not to throw upon 
them the risk of piloting their vessels into our ports. No men 
know the advantage of the present system better than they do. 
They know that they will be held responsible for the navigation 
of their ships when entering dangerous harbors. They know the 
rs of taking the chances of losing a vessel to save a pilot- 
age fee of five or twenty-five dollars. It is a risk which they do 
notseek. Itis a responsibility which if they could be heard would 
be left with the trained pilots. These depend not upon the charts 
of the Coast Survey for their knowledge of shifting channels and 
varying tides and currents, but upon actual observation. The 
officers and crews know well that if the vessel is lost the owner 
gets his insurance and can buy another, but if they lose their lives 
no insurance can reach their wives and little ones. These officers 
and crews are not asking Congress to destroy the business of pilot- 
age as it has existed since the first Congress. They would send in 
a protest against this measure that would shake the walls of the 
ay goer pass f this bill will not only endan, 
say that the ge of this bill will not only en er prop- 
erty and human life, reduce the fees of the State pilots, and in some 
cases destroy their business altogether, but that it is inhuman to 
force upon the captains and the crews of our coastwise sailing 
vessels the additional risks and dangers, 

My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. SimPKINS] said that the 
laborers took no interest in this bill. Well, he apparently does 
not read labor newspapers. The Knights of Labor, the American 
Federation of Labor, and numberless trades unions have passed 
resolutions asking Congress to defeat this bill. Sir, you must have 
received a Knight of Labor paper last week. I found one in my 
letter box, and it convinced me that they did take an interest in 
the bill, and a very lively interest. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the patenss has expired. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask the gentleman to allow me ten or fif- 
teen minutes more. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I understand the gentleman only 
wishes a few more minutes toconclude. I yield him ten minutes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker—I see you are in the 
chair paogntori np, DALZELL had occupied the chair]—it is 
made the duty of the pilots of Delaware Bay to remain always out- 
side of the bay tosuccor any vessels that need aid. It is their duty 
under a provision of the State legislature. I hold up before the 
House a list of the vessels that they have nerne inone year. Here 
you see it. There are three columns of it. ere are over 90 ves- 
sels named on the list. 

The Virginia pilots are also required to be outside of Hampton 
Roads “on station”; and the pilots of nearly all the Southern 
ports are in the same list. They are required to betthere by law, 
and the shipowners kick because they are taxed under the State 
law to e this service. The State law requires their presence. 
If this State law is 8 to you, the law that requires com- 
pulsory pilotage, as you call it, ought not to be repudiated. You 
want all the cream and somebody else is to take the skim milk. 
Favors ought to be easy. , 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not like to refer to England. I haveno 
particular love for pi sage for English laws, for English cus- 
toms, Englishmen, or English ambassadors; but I do say this: 
England is a maritime country. She finds it necessary to sustain 
a coastwise pilotage system. All coastwise vessels over 100 tons 
burden are subjected to pilotage dues in England to-day. Other 
Euro countries employ the same system. Here is the King- 
dom of Norway and Sweden. Norway only a few years ago re- 
pones its coastwise pilotage laws, but its Folksthing, or Congress, 

passed a bill restoring these laws, and they are in force 
We ought to glean wisdom from the experience of others. In 
addition to all the arguments that I have made against this 
bill, the Pe to-day on the other side of the Atlantic speaks 
for itself, for if there is anything free that England can get and 
that she does not get, including trade, I have failed to dis- 
cover it. [Applause. ; 

My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. SmPKINS]—and I believe he 
is honest—laid great stress upon the fact that there had been old 

lots hanging about the corridor of this House for the last forty 

1 to defeat this bill. Well, they had good cause 
to g around the corridor, I saw in the corridor a myrmidon 
of mugwumpery—one Chamberlain, the champion of this bill, the 
Commissioner of Navigation of the United States—lobbying in the 
interest of this bill. I know three members whom he importuned 


to vote for it. Grover Cleveland, President of the United States, | 3 


has removed from the governorship of Arizona one Mr. Hughes, 
accused of telegraphing to members of Congress urging them to 
aid in the passage of some school bill. If my friends on the other 
side have any regard for the Commissioner of 5 they 
will allow this bill to be defeated, for if carried, and President 


Cleveland proves true to the rule that he has laid down in the case 
of 5 hes, of 5 S „navi- 
gate out of Was n very ily. pplause. 

There is very pun gadd for the See here of old pilots, 
One of them, who has seen over fifty years of service, has im- 
portuned me time and time again until he has made me very tired 
sometimes; but he has the starving widows and orphans of the 
dead pilots ever beforehim. These men are organized. They have 
a sort of cooperative society, as my friend from Massachusetts 

Mr, SIMPKINS] has intimated; but it is a cooperative society for 

he benefit of the widows and orphans of pilots who have lost their 
lives at sea, They have a pension fund, and 300 widows and 
orphans are sustained by it to-day. They do not come to Congress 
to seek pensions; they pension their own widows and orphans; 
and if this bill is „away goes that pension fund, and those 
widows and orpoa are again thrown upon the mercy of the 
world. And all this to increase the profits of shipowners! 

One point I had forgotten. I speak of it because I am person- 
ally familiar with it. No chart issued by the Government can 
accurately lay down the channels in the Southern pore They 
shift with the action of the rivers which empty into thesea. Take 
the port of New Smyrna, Fla. Ihave been there and know whereof 
I a The sands on the outer bar shift at least once every six 
weeks—sometimes every two weeks. The pilots are day and night 
sounding these bars, gauging the shifting of the sands. I have been 
with them engaged in the work. ‘Twenty years ago Captain Swift, 
of New Bedford, was cutting live oak in Turnbull Swamp, back 
of New So bac Without the services of the Florida pilots some 
of his vessels would have been lost. The schooner that left the 
port in one month found the channel changed on her return in the 
next month. The shifting of the sands resulted in the death of 
Gen. A. E. Torbert, who was on the ill-fated Vera Cruz. They 
also caused the death of Gen. Orville E. Babcock, who was con- 
structing a Government light-house at Mosquito Inlet. They lost 
their lives before they could secure the services of Florida pilots 
who knew the shifting of the sands on the bar. If other vessels 
had tried to enter the port by chart, even with a pilot’s certificate 
from steamboat inspectors in Norfolk, many lives would have been 
lost. The tides and currents would have shifted the channels, and 
false charts would have shipwrecked their vessels. The loss of 
the Kearsarge on Roncador Reef is a case in point. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iask the gentleman from Florida to allow 
me two or three minutes more. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I yield the gentleman three minutes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, a statement was made on this 
floor concerning pilotage in cases where service was not rendered, 
I find in the New York Herald this morning a statement relating 
to that subject, a portion of which I will read. Speaking of this 
matter the writer says! 

The law requires that pilot boats shall be cruising day in and day out, 
month in and month out, year in year out, at sea, wat l sentinels a 
all times, in all kinds of weather, as long as the best sea boats can live, com- 
pelled by law, and never shrinking, to render aid and assistance to all vessels 
seeking or requiring it, riding upon the storm for days at times without the 
rew of one dollar, periling and sometimes losing their lives and property 
in the performance of this duty; at all times at the call of those desting 
pilot, though licensed, and often in bad weather piloting them to safety; a 
sure and certain restraint upon tugboats and others from exorbitant 
cha: for services to masters of vessels, because the State pilots’ charges 
are fixed by law; bound to succor them if their crews are ill or their vessels 
disabled from any cause; a living and ever-present. to master, 
owner, and insurance companies, and, lastly, quarantine officers to the adja- 
cent ports and life-saving stations to worn out and wretched crews. 


If this is not full and complete service for the paltry sum of 10 conts per 
ton for one year, then we can not comprehend sufficient recompense for so 


small a charge. 
H. HORBINSON, 
President American Pilot Association. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 7, 1896. 


This explains itself, I thank the gentleman from Florida and 
the House for its courtesy. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 


AGRICULTURAL REPORT, 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privi- 
— report. 
e report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the di eeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5161) “ making ba aes 
pene for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 

„ 1897," having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 
26. 33, 34, 35, and 40. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11, 12, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 27. 28, 29, 30, 

š „ 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, and 52, and agree to the same. 
nt numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter phot yo by said amendment insert the following: 


3 OO, OW, A, 


“One ig senegal clerk, $2,000. 
And the Senate to the same. 
Amendment n 4: That the House recede from its disagreement te 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3737 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 4. and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: : 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert the follo è 
“ Ninety-four thousand three hundred and fi dollars.“ 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
J. W. 8 


V. WAR 
JOHN S. W. s 
Managers on the part of the House. 


VII. 
WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the managers on the part of the House was 
read, as follows: 4 
The managers on the part of the House beg to submit the following state- 


ment in regard to the action of the conferees: 
The bill as passed by the House carried $3,215,392, and as passed by the Sen- 


ate $3,333,652. 

te committee of conference has a: to anet reduction from the amount 
carried by the bill as passed by the Senate of $74,120; and the amount carried 
by the biil as agreed to in conference is $3,302,792. 


The increases agreed to by the conferees 


are: 
Salaries, office of Secretary, appointment clerk (net increase 0 
Salarios, Division of Soils 85 5, 300 
Salaries, Division of Agrostology 
Dale ð ⁵ſ ͤ—ůĩ-[ . 22 
The reductions agreed to by the conferees are: 
Division of Seeds by SSS ð K 


Soil investigations 
Grass investigations 


c r Nearer NAERIS 
Amendment numbered 6 was agreed to by the House conferees because, 
after consideration, it wasdeemed unnecessary to change the existing organ- 
ization in the Department. 2 
Amendment numbered 11, increasing the amount appropriated for the 
Division of Chemis by $5,000, was agreed to on the part of the House mana- 
gers, as it restores the amount to the sum estima’ for; and the managers, 
after consultation and further investigation, concluded that the amount esti- 
mated for was not excessive. 5 
Amendment numbered 15 (which must be considered in connection with 
No. 50) strikes from the bill the clause making statutory certain ies in 
the Division of Seeds. This clause was stricken out for the reason that under 
the new method of procuring the seeds for distribution no more than three 
or four ath wilt employees will be necessary, and the lum m appropria- 
tion of $150, be more than ample for the purchase and the 8 ex- 
rs of the 


penses of distributing even an increased allowance of seeds. 

Amendment numbered 30 was to on the part of the 
3 for the dary oes — 5 3 5 3 work 15 investigating irriga- 

on processes, 80 as the culty: partment is concerned, is at an 
end, and that future work in oa, 
Geological Survey. 

Amendments numbered 40, 41, and 42: The managers on the cert of the 
House agree to the rearrangement of the different sums provided by this 
section of the House bill for the reason that after consultation they are 

that the House was mistaken as to the amount of money which will 
be expended 5 fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, for farmers’ bulle- 


tins, and that $50,000 will not be more than sufficient for the publication of 


these bulletins during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, there being a 


constant and growing demand for these publications; and also that the sum 

of $15,000 for illustrating, engraving, lithographing, etc., will be ample. 
other amendments which have been agreed to by the House conferees 

s mostly immaterial to the substance of the bill, and refer chiefly to its 


sah J. W. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. ig gerne? I move the adoption of the 
conference report, and on that I ask for the previous question, 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I wish to be 
heard on this report for a few moments. 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question is ordered there will 
be twenty minutes on either side for debate; or the gentleman 
from New York can yield to the gentleman from New 5 
and then move the previous question. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Pending the demand for the previous 
3 I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New Hamp- 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I notice that 
the statement which accompanies this report says that the House 
was mistaken as to the amount of money required to defray the 
soe gee gb expenditure for farmers’ bulletins. Certainly the rec- 
ords of the Agricultural Department, as ner have been given us, 
do not justify that conclusion. Eor the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1894, less than $10,000 was expended for Farmers’ Bulletins. For 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895, there was less than $25,700 
expended for that purpose; and as the statutes then in existence 
required, and as the present statutes require, that an equal two- 
thirds of all the farmers’ bulletins shall be given to Senators, 
Representatives, and Delegates, to be distributed by them, it is 
impossible that any growing demand on the part of the people at 
large for these bulletins can be satisfied legally unless the quota 
of Senators, Representatives, and Delegates be also 5 and 
that has not been done. 

Now, as only one-half of $50,000 has been 3 for this pur- 
pose in any one fiscal year prior to this time, I would like to have 
the gentleman in charge of this bill explain how it is possible to 
expend $50,000 legitimately for that p in the coming fiscal 
year. There does not seem to be any possible way of doing it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, in the fiscal year 1894 the 


direction can only properly be done by the 


work of publishing the farmers’ bulletins was in its beginning 


and it is true that very little of the appropriation was expended 
that year, because the Department was not really prepared; it 


could not get the bulletins in proper form for publication in time. 


It is also true that in 1895 there was only about $25,000 expenden 
for substantially the same reason. But during the present 

year they have expended already $32,000,and, going on at the same 
ratio, they will have spent by the 30th of June next, the end of the 
fiscal year, between forty-five and forty-six thousand dollars, and 
the Department urged that this . of $50,000 should 
not be reduced, because the demand for the bulletins is constantly 


growing. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, that is an ex- 
lanation which does not explain. The whole number of these bul- 
fetins now issued is, I believe, 84. About 26 of them were in print 
before the beginning of the present fiscal year. Now, everyone 
knows that it costs less to print from the plates already prepared 
than it does to set the bulletins in type and print the necessary 
number of copies. As the number of these bulletins can not be 
increased without the increase of the quota of Members, Senators, 
and Delegates, and as no such increase has been made, it seems to 
me impossible that the explanation of the Department can be cor- 
rect, and therefore I think we ought not to appropriate this extra 
amount of money. Therefore, it seems to me that we are appro- 
riating $25,000 extra in this individual case, in order that the 
5 of Agriculture, with his accustomed verbosity and inac- 
curacy, May say in the coming fiscal year he has made a great 
saving upon the appropriations of Congress, an opinion which some- 
body in the Department, according to the statement of the chair- 
TE of the committee, seems to have induced the committee to 
opt. 

Ido not care to say anything further on this point; but Ido wish 
it put on record that the statement made by the committee on this 
point is not accurate. 

The question being taken, the report of the committee of con- 
ference was to. 

On motion of Mr. WADSWORTH, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House adjourn, 

The SPEAKER. Before patung the question on the motion to 
adjourn, the Chair will lay before the House a report of the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 626) providing for disposals of lands on abandoned 
portions of the Fort Assinniboine Military Reservation, in Mon- 
tana, and for the relief of certain settlers thereon; 

A bill (S. 249) granting a pension to Charles E. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 5083) granting an increase of pension to A. H. 


cLaws; 

A bill (H. R. 6644) granting a pension to Gen. John M. Thayer, 
United States Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 1141 ris pension to Miss Mary A. Hull, de- 
pondent sister of John A, Hull, deceased, late of Company F, 

ighty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late 


war of the rebellion; and 
A bill (H. R. 4053) 5 chapter 148 of the Supplement of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. Grout addressed the Chair. 

Mr. PAYNE. I withdraw the motion to adjourn, if the gentle- 
an Mya Vermont [Mr. Grout] wants to present a conference 
report. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 


To Mr. HUTCHESON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 


family. ; 

To Mr. NEILL, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. OVERSTREET, for two weeks, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. MILES, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Barrett, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Corson, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Pzarson, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. Grout addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GROUT] 
desires to present a re to be printed and recommitted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I reserve all points of order. 

Mr. WHEELER. There are other gentlemen, I think, who 
may want to reserve some points. As there is no quorum here, I 
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think this matter might better go over until the morning. If 
I understand the nature of the report, it is a very important 


measure. 
Mr. GROUT. There is no purpose to ask any action on the 
. WHEELER. I think some gentlemen wish to reserve some 
points—— 
The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from 


Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] that the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
ROUT] as merely that the report be printed and recommitted, 

cat pean pas What is the report? It has not been 
announ 


Mr. GROUT. It is the report on the District of Columbia 
a 8 bill. 

WHEELER. I shall not make the point of no quorum. 
Mr.GROUT. I simply ask that it be printed and recommitted. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I reserve all points of order. 

The SPEAKER. All points of order will be reserved. The 
8 bo, of course, whether the bill must go again to the 

of the Whole. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There has been some question of that kind 
with reference to preceding bills. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be printed 
and recommitted. 

There no a 
reported back, with amendments, from the Com- 
mittee c on ae iy are the bill (H. R. 5210) making ap ropria- 

the expenses of the ent of the istrict 

of ce Celebs fea for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 

; which was ordered to be printed and recommitted. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 5 o'clock and 40 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


5 clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Secretary 

, transmitting an estimate of deficiency in the ap- 

behind acne for contin ncies, Indian Department, for the current 

year, was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be prin: 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MEREDITH, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6663) to 
authorize and regulate the sale of unclaimed freight, baggage, 
and other property in the District of Columbia, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1164); which said 
bill and report were referred to House Calendar. 

Mr. B CK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5790) to 

it the Pintsch 6 Company to lay pipes in certain 
streets in the ok ere poet Washingto hE 1169); 3 
ment, accompani a report ( (No. an 
ne referred Ki the House Calendar. 
AN VOORHIS, from the Committee on and Cur- 
rency, Y gadi was referred the bill of the House OF . 7210) to 
amend section 5138 of the Revised Statutes, to provide for the 
tion of national banks in towns of not exceeding 3,000 
inhabitants, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
(No. 1168); which said bill and report were referred to 
the ouse Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Mili 
pill (H. R. 8037) for the relief of John McLain, alias 
Lain, 1 in lieu of House bill No. 5579. (Report No. No. 1166.) 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (S. 1205) for the relief of the persons who sustained damage 
aA the reap of an ammunition chest of Battery F, Second 

States Artillery, July 16, 1804. (Report No. 1167. ) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 8038) for the protection of yacht | L 
owners and shipbuilders of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 


By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 8039) to authorize the Wash- 
ington; Arlington and Falls Church Railway Company to enter 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on e District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 8040) to regulate the reserves and 
the redemption of the notes of national banks—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 8041) for the relief of certain In- 
dians residing upon the ceded portion of the Red Lake Reserva- 
tion—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CATRON; A bill (H. R. 8042) authorizing and directing 
the distribution of certain cannon in the Territory of New Mexico 
abandoned by the Confederate forces—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 8043) to amend chapter 58 of the 
Revised Statutes, being an act to provide for holding terms of the 
pned States court at Mississippi City—to the Committee on the 

ciary. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 8044) donating one 9 
cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon to George 
K. Bird Post, No. 169, Grand 3 of the Republic, of Norwood, 
Mass., and for other purposes— to th e Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. LACEY: (H. R. 8071) to amend An act 
5 the limits of reservations for townsites upon the public domain,“ 

ved March 3, 1877 to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

y Mr. BLUE: ‘A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. No. 
41) modifyin ying the rule in regard to the ey of the Capitol 
police force—to the Committee on Accounts. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII. committees were dischar: from 
== consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
ollows: 
The bill (H. R. 7562) for the relief of Isaac W. Blake—Commit- 
tee or . discharged, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
‘airs. 
Petition for the relief of Jessee Combs—Committee on Invalid 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ‘ALDRICH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8045) for the relief 
of Dearborn Foundry Company, of Chicago, III. — to the Commit- 
Ey Mr ARNOLD fP 1 A bill (H. R. 8046) granting 

T, of Pennsylvania: gran 
a pension to Henry C. Holter, late of Pena D, Forty-fifth 
eee Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. BARNEY: A bill (H. R. 8047) for the relief of William 
J. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 8048) granting 8 
Bethany Bostwick, daughter of John Bostwick tot the ittee 
ma Pensions. 

y Mr. DOVENER (by request): A bill (H. R. 8049) for the 
relict of Joseph Culley—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 8050) granting a pension to 
Joseph Gerstle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8051) for the relief of James A. 8 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 8052) granting a 
Elizabeth Horrah, widow of Thomas Horrah—to the 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8053) ) granting a 
pension to Alice Gard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


msion to 
mmittee 


By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8054) to increase the ion of 
Seas R. K. Lamb, Company D, Seventh United States try— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. granting a 
pension to Hannah C. Rich—to the Committee o valid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. TERRY e R. 8056) to remove 
ee hy ek Robbins—to the Committee on 
airs. 

= . TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 8057) for the relief of Mrs. 

M. Carrico—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8058) to remove 
the e of desertion from the military record of Edward Foun- 
tain, of the U. S. S. Agawan—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8059) to correct the mihtary record of David 
F. Sergent—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3 a bill (H. R.8060) to correct the military record of Jasper 

-Bailey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

a . WHEELER: A bill (H. R.8061) for the relief of heirs 
of ‘acob Bloomstein—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8062) to pension John Morris to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. : 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 8063) for the relief 
of Eliza Percival—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOOTE: A bill (H.R.8064) for the relief of Charles 
Lamar—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R.8065) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Ebenezer G. Seamens—to the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs. 
By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 8066) for the relief of the 
estate of William Parham Butterworth, deceased, late of Fayette 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Clainis. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8067) for the relief of the estate of T. P. Lloyd, 
deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 


8. 
By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 8068) for the relief of the 
city of Watertown, N. Y.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8069) for the relief of J. L. Pede—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 8070) for the relief 
of Theodore F. Swayze, administrator de bonis non of the estate 
of John S. P. Wheeler, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. the following 8 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN 5 Utah: Resolutions of — 1 of 
Salt Lake City, Utah, favoring an appropriation to aid an exposi- 
tion to be held at Omaha, Nebr., during 1898—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. ; 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of citizens of Washington, con- 
taining 21 names, urging the passage of House bill No. 5220, or 
some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and 

osing the extension of the tracks of said company until its 
existing lines are modernly equipped and operated—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BRU MM: Petition of Camp No. 62, Patriotic Sons of 
America, praying for the of the Stone immigration bill— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. _ 

By Mr. CRUMP: Remonstrance and petition of citizens of 
Kawkawlin, Mich., regarding the Marquette statue—to the Com- 
mittee on the Lib: A . 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of citizens of North To- 
peka, Kans., asking that religious matter be admitted as second 
class in the mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Ro; > 


ads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of the Twenty- 
second Congressional district of Pennsylvania, in favor of the 
adoption of the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. | 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of T. H. Belt and others, of Cow- 
ees asking for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the 

mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. DRAPER: Papers toaccompany House bill for the relief 
ames A. Stewart to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 
By Mr. EVANS: Petition of J. R. Pollard and others, of Louis- 
ville, Ky., respecting the Marquette statue—to the i on 
the Library. 112 

By Mr. 5 of 8 d a of ens — 
West Springfield Grange, est Springfi ass., in favor 
the bill relating to thi and sale of filled cheese —to 

and Means. 


e man 
the Committee on Wa: Le 

By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Laclede, III., in favor of a Sunday-rest law for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Edwardsville, III., in reference to 
the appropriation of unclaimed pension and boanty money due 
the estates of deceased colored soldiers to educati purposes— 
to the Committee on Education. $ 

Also, remonstrance and petition of citizens of Moweaqua, III., 
for the removal of the statue of Marquette from Statuary Hall— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HANLY: Evidence to accompany House bill No. 8022, 

ing pension to Catharine A. Gaylord—to the Committee on 

favalid ensions. ‘ J 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of Washington Presbytery, of 
Washington, D. C., urging the passage of House bill No. 7441, to 
8 interstate gambling by telegraph—to the Committee on 


e Judiciary. 
By Mr. LINTON: Petition of the Argus Publishing Company, 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 4566, amending the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Co: on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of J. A. Trotter, of Vassar, Mich., favoring the 
passage of House bill No, 4566, amending the postal laws relating 


of 


to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, remonstrance and petition of citizens of the States of 
West Virginia and Wisconsin, regarding the Marquette statue— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of the heirs of John Harris, 
deceased, late of Fulton County, Ga., praying reference of his war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of the board of 
county commissioners of Nicollet County, Minn., in favor of hay- 
ing the Minnesota River declared nonnavigalle above the rapids 
near the city of Chaska—to the Committee on Riversand Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the city council of the city of St. Peter, 
Minn., requesting that the Minnesota River be declared nonnavi- 
gable between the city of Chaska and the city of Mankato—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of citizens of Trenton, N. J., ask- 
ing 1 to Christians in Armenia, etc.—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hudson County, N. J., asking pas- 
sage of bill for establishing the metric — of weights and meas- 
ures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the Fabian Society, of Seattle, Wash.; also res- 
olution of the Trade and Labor Assembly of Massillon, Ohio, ask- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 184, favoring the appointment 
of a commission of inquiry as to direct legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. OGDEN: Petition of members of the Board of Trade of 
Shreveport, La., favoring the reduction of letter to 1 cent, 
and to correct certain abuses of the second-class mail-matter 
rates—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of Oxford, N. Y., in favor of 
prohibiting the manufacture of filled cheese—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan (by request): Petition of Linton 
Loyal Orange Lodge, No. 315, of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying 
for the passage of bill prohibiting the use of public funds for sec- 
tarian es—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LES W.STONE: Petition of Prof. E. A. Furtis 
and other citizens of the United States; also memorial of Dr. A. J. 
Darrah & Co., of Newhall, Mo., in favor of the adoption of the 
metric system of weights and measures—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TERRY (by request): Paper to accom: House bill 
to remove the charge of desertion against Hiram Robbine—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Boston 
Boot and Shoe Club, against the free coinage of silver, and favor- 
ing the maintenance of the existing gold standard of value to 
the Committee on po Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of James N. Maples, of Jackson 
County, Ala., praying reference of his war claim to the Court of 
Claims—tp the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE, 
THURSDAY, April 9, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
coniings, when, on motion of Mr. Hoar, and by unanimous con- 
sent, further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Attorney-General, in response toa resolution of January 
13. 1896, relative to the jails in the Indian Territory, transmitting 
letters from the United States marshals for the three districts 
of the Indian Territory, answering some of the inquiries in the 
resolution, and also a report made by Mr. Howard P „of that 
a ent, aes pea examination of the jails of the Indian 

erritory; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to 
CFC. j 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting, in response to a joint resolution call- 
ing for estimates of cost of further improvement of Providence 
River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island, a report of the Chief 
of Engineers of the Army on the subject; which, with the accom- 
panying report, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT ted a resolution adopted by the 
assembly of the State of OS SE, DERN SON SES paanga of 
House bill No. 306, granting a pension to iers and sailors who 
were confined in so-called Confederate prisons; which was re- 
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ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as “ollows: 


STATE OF New York, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Albany, April 7, 1896. 
DEAR Sin: In accordance with the directions of the assembly of the State 
of New York, I have the honor to transmit_herewith a certified copy of a 
resolution by the assembly on the 3d day of April, 1896. 
Very ully, yours, 
JNO. PALMER, Secretary of State. 
Hon. ADLAI E. STEVENSON, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Srarn OF New YORK, IN ASSEMBLY, Albany, April 3, 1896. 
On motion of Mr. Maccabe— r 
Whereas a bill is now before the Cor of the United States 


Confederate prisons for a great length 
es 


the of said bill. 
Resolved, That copies of these resolutions, properly attested, be transmitted 
by the 8 of state to the presiding officers of both branches of Con- 
and also to the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this 


tate. 
By order of the assembly. 


A. E. BAXTER, Clerk. 
STATE or New YORK 
Office 


of the Secretary of State: 

I have compared the preceding copy of resolution with the o resolu- 
tion on file in this office, and do hereby certify that the same a correct 

pt therefrom and of the whole thereof. 

Given under my hand and the seal of office of the secretary, of state, at the 
city of Albany, this 7th day of April, in the year 1896. 

JNO. PALMER, Secretary of State. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Central 
Union Mission of the District of Columbia, and a petition of the 
District Epworth League of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Washington, D. C., praying for the appointment of an impartial 
national commission of inquiry to investigate and report upon the 
alcoholic liquor traffic, its relation to crime, pauperism, taxation, 
and the general public welfare; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. A 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yesterday I presented a petition of the 
mayor and a large number of citizens of Portsmouth, N. H., in 
reference to the Armenian question. I have a letter from the 
general secretary of the Armenian Relief Association, After ex- 
pressing gratification at the fact that the citizens of New Hamp- 
shire had moved in this matter, he says: 

It is not fı to add an rds to tell of the extreme urgen 
Gh thd coma cl the pecasouted, d smi other Cbratince in Serkey, 
who are doomed to extermination by the fanatical fury of the Sultan and hi 

le unless the Christian world awaken to its clear duty before God 
— humanity. Will you permit us to express the earnest hope that you will 
use your influence to urge upon the United States Senate the absolute neces- 
sity of not only taking every necessary measure for the protection of Ameri- 
can interests and of American honor and prestige in Turkey, but also, as the 
supreme legislature of earth’s greatest country, to take the opportunity as 
well as to respond to the duty which is before them in the defense of the 
cause of justice and humanity Der suppression of the most appalling and 
inhuman atrocity ever recorded in the history of the world? Ihave the honor 


to be very faithfull 
me ours. HERANT MESROB KIRETCHJIAN, 
General Secretary. 

I wish I could know that it is in our power to do something for 
this suffering people. It is not for me even to make a nity depres 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations of this body, but I desire 
to have the letter referred to that committee, and trust that at 
some time in some way we may be able to exert some influence 
in behalf of the people who are suffering such terrible atrocities in 
Asia Minor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter, in the nature of a peti- 
tion, will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the executive commit- 
tee of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Kings County, N. V., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the protec- 
tion of Americans in Turkey and extending A to the suf- 
fering Armenians; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of Council No. 11, 
American Protective Association, of Grand Rapids, Mich., re- 
monstrating against the appropriation of public money for sec- 
eriin purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of i a N.J., praying for the 
enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the memorial of Ambrose Secor and 78 other 


citizens Parone; N. J., remonstrati inst the placing of 
thestatue of Père Marquette in Statuary ; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 


Mr. BATE presented a petition of 47 citizens of Centerville 
Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of 
the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST 5 resolutions adopted by the Merhcants’ 
Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., relative to the improvement of the 
Mississippi River; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. ELKINS presented the petition of W. E. Adams and 237 
other citizens of West Virginia, praying for the passage of the 
so-called Stone immigration bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented additional papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 1268) for the relief of Daniel K. Shields, heretofore introduced 
by him; which were referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs, 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Presbytery of Washing- 
ton, D. C., praying for the passage of House bill No. 7441, to pro- 
tect State antigambling Jaws, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the International Associ- 
ation of Machinists of Denver, Colo., praying for an investigation 
of the treatment of employees in the Brooklyn (N. Y.) Navy-Yard 
and other navy- in the country; which was refe: to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the North Side Woman’s Club, 
of Highlands, Colo., praying that the statue of Pére Marquette be 
allowed a place in Statuary Hall; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Erie, Colo., 


remonstratin inst the placing of the statue of Pére Marquette 

1 ; which was referred to the Committee on the 
rary. 

He 4 — presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 


of the First Congregational Church of Denver, Colo., praying for 
the enactment of legislation regulating the sale and taxing of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance 


He also presented a petition of Theodore H. Dodd Post, No. 3, 
Grand Army of the Republic, ag sede of Colorado and Wyo- 
ming, of Golden, Colo., praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Federal Union, No. 6332, of Lin- 
coln, Nebr., a petition of the Cotton and Woolen Workers’ Union, 
No. 6499, of Galveston, Tex., and a petition of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor, of Dowagiac, Mich., praying for the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver; which were ordered to lie on the 


table. 
Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of the city council of 
Council Bluffs, Iowa, a petition of the Commercial Club of Fair- 


haven, Wash., and a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Denver, Colo., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
transmississippi international exposition to be held at Omaha, 
Nebr., in 1898; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Kilpatrick Post, No. 82, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Nebraska, of Oakdale, 
Nebr., praying for the of a service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENT OF HOMESTEAD LAWS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that the argument made by Hon. 
H. R. Pease, before the Senate Committee on Public Lands, April 
8, 1896, relative to the existing policy 3 the manner of 
disaosing of the public lands known as the Indian reservation 
lands, be printed and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
to accompany Senate bill No. 1571. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. CARTER on 
the 7th instant, making an appropriation to continue the con- 
struction of buildings at the Fort Harrisa m Military Post, Mont., 
intended to be pro to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
reported it favorably, and moved that it be refe: to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 163) to amend the act approved August 
1, 1894, making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, ete., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. Mc ; from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. HILL on the 2d 
instant, providing for the establishment of gas buoys in the St. 
Lawrence River, intended to be 8 to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to oy mumittee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Militery Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 279) to remove esertion 


the c of d 
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from the military record of Bernhard Steuber, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. MITCHELL 
of Oregon February 20, 1896, providing for the appointment of a 
commission to determine the correct boundary lines of the Kla- 
math Indian Reservation, in the State of Oregon, intended to be 
proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported it with an 
amendment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Sa riations and printed; which was agreed to. 

> ROACH. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the ill (S.122) granting a pension to Jerusha Sturgis, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2585) to establish a life-saving station at Port 
Huron, on thecoast of Lake Huron, Michigan, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 2782) to 
establish a life-saving station at or near Fort Gratiot, Mich.; 
which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2383) to provide a life-saving station at or near Hampton, 
in the State of New Hampshire, reported adversely thereon, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 2783) to 
establish a life-saving station on the coast of New Hampshire or 
Massachusetts, between Hampton and the Merrimac rivers; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1959) to restore John F. Lewis to 
the United States Army, with the rank of captain of infantry, 
and place him upon the retired list, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was poe indefinitely. 

Mr. HALE. am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7542) making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1897, and for other purposes, to report it with amendments, and 
to submit a report thereon. i 

I give notice that I shall ask the Senate to take the bill up and 
5 consideration as soon as the Indian appropriation bill 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Meanwhile the bill will be placed on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3448) authorizing the county of Navajo, 
Territory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a 
court-house and jail at the county seat thereof, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

LIEUT. HERBERT CUSHMAN. 

Mr. DAVIS, I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
(S. 110) for the relief of Lieut. Herbert Cushman was indefinitely 
1 and that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, - 


Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2784) amending section 1225 
of the Revised Statutes, concérning the detail of army officers as 
instructors at educational institutions; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2785) for the relief of Ira Miller, of 
Valparaiso, Ind.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompan ing 2 59 75 referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRIT D (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2786) for 
the relief of Alexander Swiceg: and H. H. Swicegood; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2787) granting a pen- 
sion to Simpson Everett Stilwell; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2788) for the creation 
of a United States commissioner to treat with a commissioner 
for each Christian nation of the world for the correction of the 
intolerable evil, so persistently and still continuing, in the shape 
of the Ottoman Empire, and for other purposes; which was read 
Imoo by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 

ons. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2789) to elect the Board 
of Commissioners for the District of Columbia by popular vote; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If I may be permitted a single word, I 
will state that this bill, which I have only casually looked at, 

ovides that the Board of Commissioners of the District of Co- 

umbia shall be increased to five members, who shall be elected 


by popular vote. I will say that if I had my way, I would put 
the District of Columbia under the well-established doctrine that 
there shall not be taxation without representation. But that is 
impossible under existing conditions. a change in the number 
of the Commissioners were to be made and if I were to have my 
way I should reduce the number from three to one in place of in- 
creasing it to five. 

I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. à 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2790) for the relief of Sophronia 
S. Stowell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
* paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2791) for the establish- 
ment, control, operahan, and maintenance of the Northern Branch 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, at Hot 
Springs, in the State of South Dakota; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2792) granting a pension to 
Henry Stutsman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2793) increasing the pension of Mrs. 
Hulda Shaw; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 2794) concerning the trial 
and punishment of contempts in the United States courts herein 
mentioned; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed 155 him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, PEFFER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
patie tome Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 

printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, BURROWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him tothe sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PUGH submitted an amendment intended to be pro; 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; aiden was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment intended to pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
inlay to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WHITE submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the sundry civil yl EY obec bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
sorod to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 


ds. 
He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN cla ars bose from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by him- 
self on this day, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 

riation bill, the amendment providing for the extension ont the 
barracks and to make necessary sanitary improvements at Fort 
D. A. Russell, Wyo., reported it without amendment, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. pren I should like the attention of Senators for just one 
moment, 

The Committee on Commerce have instructed me to give notice 
that wea will be in session Friday, Saturday, and Monday next 
from half past 10 in the mo a ana during oe entire day; that 
during those three days they will hear any Senators who desire to 
propose amendments to the pending river and harbor bill, and 
weill not hear any afterwards. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like the attention of the Senator from 
Maine fora moment. Under the law as it now exists, I under- 
stand that it requires a joint resolution to get the information 
necessary for the offering of an amendment to the river and har- 


bor . bill. : 
Mr, In order to obtain from the War Department an ; 
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estimate of a project, it is necessary to have a joint resolution 


ae HOAR., I thought it could be done by a concurrent reso- 
on. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to state that I had a joint resolution to 
obtain such an estimate passed through the Senate yesterday. It 
has gone to the other House, and I hope it will be there to- 
day, but I hardly think it can be signed by the President and the 
8 obtained within the time indicated by the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. As a matter of course, whenever a Senator presents 
an exceptional case like that the committee will hear him later. 

Mr. ALLEN, Very well; that will be satisfactory. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, I gave notice that I would desire to submit some 
remarks this morning on the postal telegraph bill, and I ask the 
Senator from South Dakota to allow me to proceed at this time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to get the appropriation bill 
before the Senate first, and then I will yield. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the Indian appropriation bill. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Now I yield to the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. MANTLE. Ido not wish to stand in the way of the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, but I gave notice that I should like to 
consume a little of the time of the Senate to-day, and I believe 
that my notice was given in advance of that of the Senator from 
North oka. as is shown Dy ne Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from North Carolina to the previous notice given by the 
Senator from Montana. 

Mr. BUTLER. I give way to the Senator from Montana, of 
course, as a right to which he is entitled; and it would be a mat- 
ter of courtesy if he did not have the right. I shall ask leave to 
follow him this 5 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
f THE REVENUE BILL AND SILVER COINAGE. 


‘ Mr. MANTLE. Isand to the desk the resolution submitted by 
my colleague [Mr. CARTER] some days ago, and ask that it be read 
for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CARTER 
February 19, 1896, as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill H. R. 2749, 
with an amendment, be recommitted 


Mr. MANTLE. Mr, President, I wish to say it had not been my 
expectation or intention thus early in my service in this Chamber 
to take any active part in debate, my desire haying been to first 
familiarize myself as much as possible with the methods of con- 
ducting and transacting the public business before presuming to 
claim the attention or take up the time of this body. More than 
this, Mr. President, I recognize in myself a very humble member of 
this great legislative forum, and being profoundly impressed with 
the great learning which distinguishes its membership, I have felt 
and now feel that possibly nothing which I might say could throw 
any additional light upon the. questions here discussed. But 
events of a somewhat unusual character have recently transpired 
here, involving an apparent disagreement among Republicans as 
to certain alleged party measures, and these events have in turn 
brought forth from certain newspapers of the country such a con- 
tinuonsstorm of unqualified abuse and misrepresentation, directed 
at myself and four of my Republican colleagues as well as the con- 
stituency which we in part represent, that as a simple matter of 
duty I am led to abandon my original intention and to beg the 
considerate indulgence of the Senate for a brief time while I give 
utterance to a few words in support of my position and in con- 
tradiction of the unwarranted aspersions which have been cast 
at those of us who have refused blindly and unquestioningly to 
er a programme of tariff legislation which fails to commend 
i to our judgment as being either wise or just or in accord 
with Republican principles. es 

I wish to say in advance that, while I have my own convictions 
as to the justice and wisdom of certain policies relating to the 
conduct of our Government, and while I shall vote to sustain 
those convictions until convinced by argument or changing con- 
ditions that I am in error, at the same time I shall always do so 
with the utmost respect for the opinions of those who differ with 
me. I have no 3 whatever with those advocates of any 
policy who indulge the opinion that all who are opposed to them 
are actuated by selfish or unpatriotic motives. 

Mr. President, I have grown up from childhood ee i the 
people of the West, in what are now known as the silver States 


by the Committee on Finance 
that committee for further consid- 


I think I may therefore justly say that I know something of their 
character, something of their lives, their hopes, and their ambi- 
tions. And it is for this reason that I feel impelled to say a few 
words in their defense and to repel the unjust and indiscriminate 
charges of lawlessness, of selfishness, and lack of patriotism which 
it seems to be the fashion just now upon the part of the metropol- 
itan press of the East to bring against them, as well as their rep- 
resentatives upon this floor—charges which I deeply regret to note 
haye recently found expression to some extent through the Chief 
Executive of the nation, and that, too, in a notable Christian gath- 
ering which, it would seem to me, over and above all others, 
should have been found exercising that rare virtue of charity 
which was the distinguishing trait of Him in whose name and 
for whose cause they were gathered together, rather than to have 
made it the occasion for a wholesale, uncharitable, and untruthful 
arraignment of a great mass of their fellow-citizens who are bound 
to them by every tie of kindred, of religion, and of citizenship. 
But, Mr. President, these ill-natured charges against the Western 
States, and particularly against what are known as the silver 
States, are not true. believe I may truthfully say that they 
have their origin in the fact that the representatives of those 
States in this y hold financial opinions and have seen fit to 
cast their votes in opposition to the views and the wishes of the 
Present Administration and its Republican sympathizers and sup- 
‘porters. 1 assert without fear of successful contradiction that in 
every attribute of good citizenship, inindustry and sobriety, in re- 
spect for law and property, in obedience to constituted authority, 
in reverence for religious forms, and in point of public spirit the 
citizens of the silver States will easily take rank with those of 
any other State in this Union. Further than this, Mr. President, 
I assert that within a radius of 5 miles of Carnegie Hall, in the 
city of New York, where the Presbyterian Home Mission Society 
recently held its meeting to beg funds with which to convert the 
wicked people of the badly regulated municipalities ” and un- 
desirable States” of the West, there is twenty times more of squalid 
poverty, of proponam, of ignorance, of crime and criminals, than 
Taa ba found in all the silver-producing States of the West com- 
in 
I do not make these declarations lightly nor without some in- 
vestigation of the subject. In order to r out my statement I 
have made a few comparisons between the five silver-producing 
States of the West which are characterized as ‘‘rotten boroughs, 
„pocket boroughs,” mining camps,” corrupt communities,“ 
etc., and five of the very old. ve. respectable, and highly civilized 
States of the East, namely, New mpshire, Vermont, Rhode 
Island, New York, and Pennsylvania, all of them except one being 
members of the original thirteen States which formed the Union. 


Ihave prepared some tables of comparison, which I will ask per- 
mission to yo printed with my remarks, as I do not wish to take 
up the time of the Senate in reading them at length. I may state, 


however, briefly, that these tables show, for instance, that in the 
so-called silver States the percentage of illiterates to the total 
population is 4.3, while in the five Eastern States named it is 6.9, 
or greater in the East than in the West. 

Among the foreign-born population of the silver States the per- 
centage of illiteracy is 8.9, while among the foreign-born citizens 
of the 5 Eastern States it is 21, or nearly three times as great. 

The wealth per capita of the 5 silver States is $2,859. For the 5 
Eastern States it is $1,145, being less than half as much. 

The total State, county, municipal, and school debt per capita 
in the 5 silver States is $13.71. In the 5 Eastern States it is $27.58, 
being more than double. 

The expenditure of money for the support of the schools may 
be taken as a fair index of the character of a people. In the sil- 
ver States I find that it is $15.58 per capita per annum. In the 
5 Eastern States it is only $11.27 per capita per annum. 

The percentage of debt in force against the value of all taxed 
real estate in the 5 silver States is only 6.64. In the 5 Eastern 
States it is 18.73, being nearly three times as much. 

The number of paupers in a community may also safely be 
taken into account as reflecting in some degree its moral and 
material status. The number of as to each 100,000 of popu- 
lation in the 5 silver States is 53.1. the 5 Eastern States it is 
188.2, being nearly four times as great. 

The percentage of increase in population perg) the decade from 
1880 to 1890 in Colorado, Montana, Utah, and Idaho was 110.56, 
while in the 5 Eastern States it was only 14.85. 

The tables are as follows: 

SOME COMPARISONS OF THE FIVE SILVER-PRODUCING STATES OF MONTANA, 

COLORADO, UTAH, NEVADA, AND IDAHO, AND FIVE EASTERN STATES, TO 


WIT, NEW HAMPSHIRE, VERMONT, RHODE ISLAND, NEW YORK, AND PENN- 
SYLVANIA. 


Percentage of illiterates to whole population, 


Montana .--- 4.1] New Hampshire. 
Colorado. eae SS 

Utah 5.1 

Nevada 42 

SRI os cas — 3.5 | Pennsylvania 


— * 


W— 188 ͤ— “1“nꝝͤ— 


Average . . 2, 89. 00 Sees 
Per capita of total debt—State, county, municipal, and school. 


Montana $19. 
18.67 


13.71 


Amount per capita per annum expended for schools, 
ä 61 New Hampshire 2 
sr Vermont. % 47 
A weraee 25.5 15.58 Wr 11.27 
Percentage of debt in force on all taxed real estate in proportion to value. 
4.78 | New Hampshire 12.12 
OS Nermont — 28 


Süss F useat 


Mr. President, one of the chief sources of complaint against the 
silver States is that they have an insufficient population to entitle 
them to the privileges of statehood, and yet there are four Eastern 
States—New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, and Delaware, 
three of them being members of the thirteen e e States— which 
have a less population than the State of Colo: and which to-day 
have but a few thousand more than the States of Utah and Montana; 
and yet we hear of no one charging that these States are ‘‘rotten 
boroughs” or that their people are lacking in intelligence or pa- 
triotism because of their limited population. Two 4 ago the 
States of Montana and Wyoming were held uP to publie scorn and 
ridicule by the Eastern press as being totally incapable of self- 

vernment because their legislatures had failed to elect Senators. 

t was well known that the failure in these cases was due to the 
fact that there were three political parties represented and that 
neither had a majority of the votes necessary to elect; hence no 
election could be had except upon a surrender of their political 
convictions by one porny or the other, and still the Eastern press, 
ignoring the exceptional conditions there existing, with one accord 
united in pouring upon the devoted heads of the citizens of those 
States a stream of the most bitter and insulting denunciation be- 
cause of their failure. * Pte eo 

Last spring we witnessed e spectacle e legislature e 
well-“regulated ” and “desirable” State of Delaware, possessing a 
clear Republican majority, indulging in an unseemly and ahere 
ful wrangle for months without electing a Senator, The air was 
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filled with insinuations and rumors of corruption in connection 
with that struggle, and finally a Senator was alleged to have been 
elected, and was sent here under circumstances which place a 
serious cloud upon his title; and, strange to say, not one of the 
great Eastern newspapers, to my knowl , has yet charged that 
Delaware is therefore incapable of self-government and that it 
was a stupendous mistake that she was ever permitted to enter 
the family of States. And only a few days ago the Common- 
wealth of Kentucky, one of the proudest and richest of all the 

States east of the Mississippi River, brought to a close a 
session of its legislature which, in its exhibition of bitter partisan 
and personal strife, has perhaps never been equaled in the history 
of this nation. Its closing hours were marked by scenes of great 
violence and disorder, barely escaping bloodshed, and to this was 
added the strange, sad, and humiliating spectacle of armed troops 
invading the very sanctity of its legislative halls. This condition 
of affairs in Kentucky was also brought about by a Senatorial con- 
test which resulted in no election, but so far I have failed to 
discover in any Eastern newspa a that the people of 
Kentucky are ignorant, fanatical, unpatriotic, and generally unfit 
for the responsibilities of statehood. 

Mr. President, I think it will be admitted by every fair-minded 
and unprejudiced critic in the light of the facts revealed by the 
census reports, that there is no basis whatever for these vindica- 
tive charges of inferiority, so freely brought by Eastern news- 
papers and others inst Western communities. The simple 
truth is that the-people of the silver States, in point of intelli 
gence and moral worth, in their home lives, in their love of order, 
in their social status, in their civil and political organizations, 
and above all in their unswerving loyalty and devotion to every- 
thing that is truly American, are the peers of the citizens of any 
other section of our common country. 

And why should they not be? The very localities along the At- 
lantic coast from which these unjust and unnatural criticisms of 
the West mainly come, have in fact f 


urnished us with a very large 
eee, of our population. In the past they have been the chief 
sources of that great stream of migration which has spread beyond 
the great rivers, over the mountains and pe and along the val- 
leys, bearing aloft as it went the torch of civilization, blazing the 
trails and carving out of those barren wastes the vigorous, grow- 
ing, and splendid young commonwealths which to-day stand as 

i t monuments to their sacrifices, their sufferings, and 
their indomitable courage. 

The West is the child of the East. The same undaunted spirit, 
the same individual of character, the same enterprise 
and 3 have marked the wonderful growth and prog- 
ress of the have also successfully met and conquered every 
obstacle and brought to its present phenomenal devel ent that 
great em of the West, which onght to be, and which 1 believe 
is, the pride of every fair-minded citizen of the Republic, nomatter 
in what part of the Union he may dwell. Mr. President, there is 
not me of the older States 8 ar — 5 . 
some of its most promising ambitious sons daughters, 
there to seek their fortune and to carve out for themselves, by 
their own thrift and energy in that land of „ 
where the worship of Mammon has not yet supplanted the rule of 
equality, a niche in the temple of honest fame. 

i of hardship or danger, of suffermg 


£ 
on Plymouth Rock, that has not found its in the strug- 
gles and trials attending the settlement and development of the 
Western States. And as the experiences of the pioneers in the 
earlier hi of our who settled the shores of 
the Atlantic , and of the Great Lakes, u the borders 
of the great rivers flowing into them, deve a race of men 
whom no danger could appall and whom no misfortune could 
long discourage, so also the hard e i of the pioneers of 
the West have developed a brave, -contained, and self-reliant 


people—a people who the courage of their convictions, a 
oe 0 know their rights, and knowing, dare maintain.” 
e people of the West, like the 7 the East, have a 3 
ide in their achievements, in their institutions, and in i 

tes. They also have their honest beliefs and opinions upon 
public questions and public 3 and in common with all self- 
8 independent they claim the right to uphold and 
defend that which they believe to be just, and that, too, without 
9 to the ignorant, senseless, and baseless slanders 
which of late have filled the columns of the Eastern press. 

It might be well for some of those who are just now engaged 
in traducing the West to take the census and a map, 
and make a brief study of that portion of the United States, 
which most of them at t seem to be strangers. If they 
do, they will discover the day is not so very far distant 
when the West is likely to dominate the East. They will find 
that Westward the star of ire” still takes its way, and that 
every year the center of of the United States is slowly 
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but surely shifting in the direction of the setting sun. Itis to 
the West that the crowded cities of the East must soon look for 
relief from the congested condition which now afflicts them, 


largely as a result of the depression in agriculture, It is to the 
West that the ambitious youth of the land must ere long turn 
for those opportunities in life which day by day are growing 
rarer and rarer in the overcrowded East. It is to the West that 
the immigrant from the Old World must soon journey inorder to 
find the home which he seeks inthe New. And inthe near future 
it is from the great West, with its vast areas of 55 with its 
inexhaustible treasures of gold, silver, and copper, of lead, and 
coal, and iron; with its immense forests of timber, with its great 
rivers and water powers, and with its wonderful variety of soil, 
and its matchless climate, that must come a very large share of the 
wealth and resources which are to hold us in the front rank as the 
richest and most impregnable nation upon the face of the earth. 
Mr. President, the immediate cause of the recent unqualified 
defamation of the people of the silver States is, first, because the 
Western Senators voted to substitute a free-silver-coinage bill for 
the House bond bill; and, secondly, because five Republican Sen- 
ators from the silver States,in the exercise of their discretion and 
their constitutional right, recently voted against the consideration 
of the substitute for the House revenue ‘Dill at what seemed to 
them an inappropriate moment. In view of the criticisms which 
haye since been passed upon our action, it may perhaps be well to 
examine briefly into the reasons which led to the introđuction of 
the House revenue bill—known as the Dingley bill—and then to 
consider the bill itself for the purpose of ascertaining whether it 
is quite as unselfish and e a measure as some would have 
us believe. And also to determine whether there is any ground 
for the charge of treachery to the Republican party, which has 
been preferred against those of us claiming to be Republicans who 
have taken the igh that, in its present form, it ought not to 
become a law. making this examination it is necessary to take 
into account the status of all the factors which must necessarily 
enter into the calculation when an attemptis to be made to formu- 
late legislation and crystallize it intolaw. Any pro) d legisla- 
tion must of necessity be so framed as to command the support of 
a majority of both branches of Congress and so as to secure the 
approval of the President or insure its passage over his veto. 
the House at this time there is an overwhelming Republican 
majority in favor of a protective tariff—a majority sent there, I 
may add, not in opposition to silver, as is claimed, but rather as a 


otest of the ple against the free-trade, gold-standard, and 
Bond-selli policy of the present Administration. In the Senate 
there is a majority against a protective tariff, while the President 


is well known to be opposed to the protective system in general 
and toduties on raw material in particular. It was therefore mani- 
festly essential to bear these varying conditions in mind, in the 
construction of any revenue measure which it was sincerely de- 
sired should become a law. The reason assigned for the hurried 
formulation and passage of the House revenue bill through the 
other branch of Congress, with scarcely a moment's time for de- 
liberation or debate, was the imperative necessity for additional 
revenue to meet the currentexpenses of the Government, and the 
prompt action of the House was intended to be regarded as a gen- 
erous and patriotic effort upon the part of Gas Republicans to 
rescue the Democratic Administration from the dangers and diffi- 
culties into which its own lack of 5 and unwise poli- 
cies had plunged it. It was in this light that Republican orators 
and Republican newspapers presented the Dingiey bill to the coun- 
try. And I sincerely believe, Mr. President, that the great major- 
ity of Republicans in the other branch of Congress voted for the 

ouse reyenue bill with this unselfish and patriotic purpose in 
view. But an examination of the measure leads me to feel that 
those who framed it sacrificed all possibility of its success and 
nullified its patriotic purpose by permitting selfish and sectional 
considerations to dictate its provisions. 

The McKinley law was a high protective measure, so high, in 
fact, that many Republicans freely criticised the wisdom of its en- 
actment; and there are Senators upon this floor who have charged 
the overwhelming defeat of the 8 party in 1892 to the 
McKinley law, and who would no doubt oppose its reenactment 
should the Republican party be restored to the control of the Goy- 
ernment. There has probably never been a tariff measure pro- 
poset o Congress that so aroused Democratic eee as did 

e McKinley bill, and yet in the face of these well-known facts 
the Ways and Means Committee of the other branch of Congress 
and I refer to that committee with all proper courtesy and re- 
spect—have framed and sent to this body, with its antiprotection 

ority, and further propose to send to a free-trade Democratic 
President, for his approval, a so-called revenue measure which 
reenacts many of the extreme protective provisions of the McKin- 
ley law, and which restores to manufactures of woolens and car- 
pets in icular, in some instances all and in others nearly all 
of the McKinley rates of duty! 

Mr. President, it is upon this view of the matter that some of 
us have been inclined to believe that the authors of the House 


revenue bill never really expected it to become a law, and that its 
introduction and passage through the House was designed merely 
for political effect. If the authors of the House bill had been 
actuated by a sincere and patriotic desire to stop the deficit which 
is draining the Treasury, and if, as is claimed, that was their 
chief aim and purpose, the question naturally arises, why did they 
not frame a revenue measure that would have met the varying 
views upon reyenue legislation held in this body, and one in line 
with the well-known opinions of the Chief Executive? Such a 
bill might have passed and become a law, as I believe there are 
Senators upon the other side of this Chamber who share with 
Republicans the view that the revenues of the Government are 
insufficient to meet its expenditures, and who might have joined in 
assing a measure not designed for partisan or special advantage. 
tis true that a tariff for revenue only” is not in accord with 
Republican tradition; but neitheris the ad valorem system, nor the 
horizontal system, yet both these vicious principles are recognized 
in the Dingley bill. And this fact of itself leads me to the infer- 
ence that some Republicans are willing to sacrifice the principles 
of the partyand to adopt any sort of tariff doctrine, provided only 
that it gives protection to certain sections and certain interests. 

There seems to be two classes of Republicans who criticise us 
for our vote on Feb 25 last against the consideration of the 
Dingley bill. One class asserts that it is a revenue and not a pro- 
tective measure, and that its provisions will yield $40,000,000 
additional revenue per annum for the needs of the Government, 
The other class asserts that it is a protective measure, and that by 
our opposition we are viciously preventing our American manu- 
facturers from supplying the home market. Now, itis manifest] 
impossible for both of these propositions to be true. If the bi 
would exclude foreign poos from our markets it certainly would 
not raise revenue, and if it did not exclude foreign goods from our 
markets then it would not help our manufacturers. Thus our 
critics may take either horn of the dilemma they choose. For 
myself I incline to the belief that it would not greatly increase 
the revenues. In the conference held between certain Phila- 
delphia manufacturers and five Republican silver Senators of this 

y a few weeks ago, and which has since become somewhat 
famous, the only advocacy of the Dingley bill by the manufac- 
turers present was upon the ground that it would shut out the 
products of other countries and thus leave to them the home 
market. If their statement of the case is true, how can any- 
one assert that the Dingley bill would increase the revenue? It 
must be that those who put forth the claim that this bill would 
increase the national income $40,000,000 per annum have simply 
computed the increased amount of duty on present importations, 
forgetting the important consideration that high tariffs may possi- 
bly lead to low revenues. If the Dingley bill is a mere revenue 
producer, then no manufacturing interest of this country has been 
injured by its failure to become a law. If, upon the other hand, 
its effect would be to stimulate home industry and exclude forei 
goods to the extent claimed by our Republican critics, then I Ə 
the suggestion that it might very materially decrease instead of 
increase the national income. 

Mr. President, it is charged by the Eastern Republican press 
that the five Republican Senators who voted against the Dingley 
bill are traitors to the Republican party. In order to sustain this 
charge it must be of course shown that the Dingley bill is a Re- 
8 measure. I deny that it is such; and in support of this 

enial I quote the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN]. In his remarks made on February 26 last, in speaking of 
the bill, he said: 

That bill does not belong to any party; it i i 

rty. * * * Ido not think Miele 128 Parakey org: Bil 1 u Repus 
eee for ee ee eee 

This authority ought to be accepted by the Eastern Republican 

ress as conclusive upon this spone as it is upon many FR ASS the 
ancial question in particular. The Senator from Ohio says 
that the Dingley bill is not even a i measure, and so I ho 
that those Republican journals which have been busy of late in 
reading us out of the 915 for having refused to support what 
they mistakenly call a Republican measure, will kindly reconsider 
their action, and graciously permit us to remain until it can be 
shown that we have violated some cardinal principle of Repub- 
lican faith. 

Mr. President, when all the circumstances surrounding the 
occasion are considered, and when all the factors to be reckoned 
with are taken into account, I am forced to believe—with all due 
respect to those who frained it—that the House revenue bill is an 
unwise as well as unfair measure. It is an admixture of free 
trade, tariff for revenue only, and extreme protection. It utterl 
neglects some interests, and shows unusual favor to others. It 
protects the manufacturer of woolens and carpets, but fails 
utterly to give protection to the woolgrowers. It is therefore 
inequitable, unrepublican, and unjust, and does not deserve the 
nai 82 of the Republicans in this body. 

. President, my distinguished colleague, in his able and 
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Mr. President, I desire to add further that the McKinley law 
laced a duty of 11 cents per pound upon wool of the first class; 
ut owing to the “skirting clause,” to which Judge Lawrence 

refers, and other defective provisions, the actual protective bene- 
fit which Western and Texas woolgrowers received was not one- 
third of that amount. I Wish also to call attention to the fact 
that the price of wool steadily declined during the period that the 
McKinley law was in force, showing conclusively to my mind 
that it did not furnish the woolgrowers adequate protection. The 
Dingley bill fixes the rate on first-class wools at 6.6 cents per 
pound; but as it also reenacts all the loose and defective provi- 
sions of the McKinley law, the Western woolgrowers would 
manifestly receive no protective benefits worth speaking of. 

Before leaving this subject I wish to call attention to the great- 
est danger which, in my a eri menaces the majority of the 
woolgrowers in the United States. It lies in the constantly in- 
creasing importation of cheap, coarse wools. Formerly these 
wools were used only in the manufacture of carpets. Owing, how- 
ever, to improved machinery and changing fashions, and because 
of their cheapness, these coarse wools are now being extensively 
used in the manufacture of clothing. Last year the importation 
of this class of wools exceeded by far that of all others combined. 
Among them was nearly 27,000,000 pounds of Chinese wool, the 
average import pe of which, duty paid, was 5. 15 cents per pound. 
Owing to its light shrinkage, this amount would equal upward of 
40,000,000 pounds of a similar grade of American wool. The 
Dingley bill imposes an ad valorem duty of 32 per cent upon this 
class of wool, which, based upon last year’s price, would amount 
to a specific duty only of 1.65 cents per pound. It is manifest that 
this rate of duty would afford no protection whatever, and but 
little revenue either. 

Ihave taken some tables from the memorial of the National 
Woolgrowers’ Association to Congress, bearing upon prices and 
other statistics relating to wool, which, if there is no objection, I 
will ask leave to print as part of my remarks: 

SHOWING EFFECT OF THE “SKIRTING CLAUSE” OF THE M’KINLEY LAW, 
WHICH THE DINGLEY BILL PROPOSES TO REENACT. 
$. The provisions of the McKinley Act to prevent frauds. 


883. The duty upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, goat, al 

and other like animals which shall be 8 in any other than o 

condition, or which shall be changed in its character or condition for the 
purpose of evading the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the 
admixture of dirt or any other foreign substance, or which has been sorted 
or increased in value by the rejection of any part of the original fleece, shall 
be twice the duty to which it would be otherwise coal ee Provided, That 
skirted wools as now imported are hereby excepted. Wools on which a duty is 
assessed amounting to three times or more than that which would be assessed if 
said wool was imported unwashed, such duty shall not be doubled on account of 
its being sorted. If any bale or pac! of wool or hair specified in this act 
imported as of any ed class, or claimed by the importer to be dutiable 


unanswerable speech a few da: , 50 thoroughly dissected and 
exposed the in ties and inequalities of this measure that 
itis unnecessary for me to discuss it fully in detail. I wish to 
say, however, that some time ago I addressed a letter to Judge 
William Lawrence, the president of the National Wool Growers’ 
Association of the United States. He is beyond question the high- 
est and best-informed authority upon the wool question, from the 
woolgrower’s point of view, to be found in this country. This 
entitles his utterances upon this subject to great weight. 

I will take the liberty of sending Judge Lawrence’s reply to the 
Secretary’s desk, and, with the permission of the Senate, will ask 
to have it read. It is not very long, and as it is pertinent to this 
subject I should like very much that the Senate should hear it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Hon. LEE MANTLE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 2 
DEAR SIR: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the lth on the subject of the Dingley wool-tariff bill. 8 i 


You are correct in saying that the bill takes pretty good care of the 
woolen manufacturers, while it fails utterly to afford the necessary protec- 
tion to woolgrowers.” 

You will see it is shown in Senate Document No. 11, pages 47,49, and 52, that 
woolgrowers in competition with Australian skir merino get but little 
over half the nominal duty fixed by the law. The nominal duty of 6.6 cents 
in the Dingley bill (60 per cent of 11 cents) is in practical effect only 3.5 on our 
Ohio washed and less 2 cents on unwashed. Thus the so ed tariff of 
6.6 is not half the amount it appears to be, and will deceive people who do not 
understand it. 

The wool manufacturer has in the law what is called a “compensatory 
duty”; that is, a duty pra him because of the duty on wool. Now,the 
“compensatory duty“ in fact considerably more than “compensation,” 
even if the duty on wool was what it seemed to be, but when you consider 
that it is not, the result is the ‘compensatory duty“ is largely more than it 
seems to be- more, in fact, than the normal compensation. Ihave never al- 
luded to this in any speech or publication, but the time is very nearly here 
when woolgrowers must raise the standard of revolt against the low duties 
afforded them and the vastly better duties given the wool manufacturers. 
I have never indulged in prejudice against New England, but it is about 
time that New England should recognize the fact that woolgrowers have 
some rights that New England is bound to respect. 

* * a + * * * * 

I notice your remark that if the Dingley bill becomes a law there is danger 

that the wool manufacturers, so well provided for, may hereafter confront 

us with the proposition that it would be unwise to reopen the tariff discus- 
- sion for fear of disturbing business conditions.“ Certainly there is danger of 
that, and if so, the free-wool men, backed by that argument and those who 
maintain it, would prevent any fair wool iff hereafter. In view of the 
urgent necessity for even a little relief—a very little—to woo wers, I have 
not felt it proper for me to advise the defeat òf the Dingley bill, but I ħave 
etters from able men—true friends of wool manufacturers and woolgrowers— 
who do think it is better to defeat the bill and take our chances for the future. 

* * * * * + * 
J invite your attention to the draft of a bill in Senate Document No. 17, 
es 2 „as one we might hope to have passed, except that possibl. 


pag 2 
might haye to reduce the rates specified in paragra hs 10, 11, and 12. This | as of any spe class, shall contain any wool or hair subject to a higher 
draft omits the “skirting proviso” of the McKinle ‘Ket, which is, of course, 

5 1 n en roni A nel een Wo matron rate of duty than the class so specified, the whole bale or package shall be 


subject to the highest rate of duty chargeable on wool of the class subject to 
such higher rate of duty, andif any bale or package be claimed by the importer 
to be shoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, hair, or other material of any class speci- 
fied in this act, and such bale contain any admixture of any one or more of 
said materials, or of any other material, the whole bale or porkace shall be 
subject to duty at the highest rate imposed upon any article in said bale or 


ge. 
The words in italic are the so- called skirting” clause, which includes the 
1 20 d of scoured wools. 

3. e ruinous effect of the “ skirting” clause, operating also to permit the 
import of sorted scoured wools without additional duty on account of the sort- 
ing or skirting, practically reduced the wool aviy of 11 cents per pound down 
to a mere nominal amount, and in part defeated the provision for giving treble 
duty on scoured wools. It should be omitted from a new wool-tariff law. 

is fatal Provided,” excepting “skirted"’ wools and scoured “sorted” 


retained in the sab og gt š 
much by light in scouring of Australian merino. 
Yours, truly, WILLIAM LAWRENCE. 


Mr. MANTLE., Mr. President, I wish to call special attention to 
what Judge Lawrence says respecting the ‘‘compensatory duty ” 
iven to woolen and carpet manufacturers. He shows conclusively 
hat while this “compensatory duty“ is nominally given to the 
manufacturer to compensate him for the duty on wool, as a matter 
of fact it gives him far more than a fair rae pregere The Ding- 
ley bill gives to woolgrowers 60 per cent of the McKinley rates, 
but it gives to t manufactures all the spoin duties of the 
McKinley law, and also the full ad valorem duties of the Wilson 


law. On four classes of carpets the ad valorem duties of the | Y ma of thosa desiring wools imported ik N shape te socureen arent ud rad 
Wilson law are the same as the McKinley law. On three classes | tage over American wools. The ing,in practice, removed so much of the 


they are a trifle less, while on one class it is 2} per cent higher. 
So that in one case the Dingley bill soraa y, gives a higher ro- 
tective duty than the much- abused McKinley law itself. I here 
attach a table showing the ad valorem duties of the McKinley 
and Wilson laws, which I ask to have printed with my remarks: 


Table showing the ad valorem rates of the McKinley and Wilson laws. 


fleece as to result not only in “skirting, ™ but in 5 

The effect was that Australian skirted“ merino of no better quality than, 
and with a fiber not as good as, our American wools would command in our 
markets all of 2cents per pound more than American whole fleeces of the 
same shrinkage in scouring. The skirting had three effects to increase the 
JJC tight shrinkage pariet the # 

e effect of securing the mos uable shri of the fleece 

in practical effect not only “skirted,” but “sorted” also. 

@ To save the labor and co uent expense of sorting“; and 


2 * 
N To admit sorted scoured woois of all classes without an increase of duty. 


phi rem duty rem duty, 
n | act of 1 act of 1804 

i (McKinley| (Wilson 

law). law). 


> * a * + > * 

It was in view of these conditions the light shrinkage of Australian merino 
and the “skirting ” clause—that at the meeting of the National Woolgrowers’ 
Association at cago, October 5, 1893, Hon. John T. Rich, governor of Michi- 
gan, in an able address, said: 

“The effect * * * istoletin [Australian unwashed merino] wool, worth 
quite as much as Ohio washed fleece, at a duty of only 11 cents per pound, 
when, if it came in whole fleeces, washed, it would pay 22 cents per pound. 

“So that on fine wool there is little, if any, more than one-half the protec- 
Hon provers [intended] by law. Another thing which helps to wipe out a 
po: on of this is the fact that in Australia much larger flocks are kept, and it 

much easier to get alarge amount of uniform quality,and as the wool is 
skirted the manufacturers buy only such wool as they need. I have myself 
seen in Philadelphia invoices of this grease wool free from any hay seed or 
other vegetable matter, uniform in quality, with no twine, and which paid 
only 11 cents per pound duty and which was sold at from 40 to 42 cents when 
the best unwashed [American] full-blood merino wool would bring 18 to 20 cents. 

In brief, the result is that under the McKinley Act of 1890 (a result not 
foreseen by ‘ess or by wool wers) Aus ian merino unwashed and 
at a in scouring less than Ohio washed merino, was admit- 
ted at 11 cents duty, when the law was intended to give 22 cents on such 
wools, 


Per cent. | Per cent. 


ony, Wilton, and Tourney 
(((( 
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* Higher than the McKinley law. 
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TABLE SHOWING AMOUNTS OF FIRST, SECOND, AND THIRD CLASS WOOLS 
IMPORTED FOR THREE YEARS. 


1. The imports of third-class wools and the aggregato of first and second 
class entered for consumption in the United Sta 
years as follows: 


were for specified fiscal 


Total . B68,245,971.25 | 22,190,502. 75 


* For 1895, total imports. 


2. Thus in the three years specified the third-class wools aggregated 868,- 
245,971.25 pounds, and the first and second classes combined only 207,738,283 


poun . 
Most of these third - class wools came in Fae the manufacture of clothing, 
anting American merino and long wools of the mutton breeds. 
view of these considerations this memorial respectfully asks that all 
imported wools shall be subjected to specific duties. 


IMPORTS OF CHINA WOOL. 


Prior to 1869 there were no imports of China wools. Since then imports 
have gradually increased, as indicated by specified fiscal years, as follows: 
Import 
price per 
pound. 
Cents. 
10.45 
13.76 
9.48 
8.74 
8.08 
5.15 


Yetthis wool, atan import price of 5.15 cents F 
age than the average American ele er coarse wools, Ameri- 
can woolgrowers can not endure Chinese competition. 
M'KINLEY RATES Ox WOOL. 

On class 1 wools.—Merino, etc., unwashed, 11 cents per pound; merino 
washed, double 3 scoured, treble duty. 

On class 2 wools.—Down and other long wools, washed or unwashed, 12 cents 
per pound; sconred, treble duty. 

On class 3 wools,—Native coarse sheep, if of the value of 13 cents or less per 
pond, 82 per cent ad valorem; if the value exceed 13 cents, duty 50 per cent 

valorem. 

Nore.—The e bill proposes to reenact the ad valorem duty 
on third- class wools. 

The following table gives a comparison between the prices in Boston of fine 
Ohio fleece, scoured, and of Australian average fleece, in London: 


Comparison of prices of Ohio and Australian scoured tools. 


Difference 
Year. ot the two 
prices. 
< 53 . 
90} 8 5.5 
85 b1 i 
11 41 $ 
AO 3 
ie | ieee 
0 40 10 
6 34 :29 
-55 -33 2 
50 2 18 
PERDRE ALF Sh nae EA -45H * 137 


Av difference, 29 cents. 

This shows a decline from it cents in 1890 to 45} cents in 1804. 

Norn.— The McKinley law went into effect October 1, 1891, and 
was repealed August 15, 1894. 


Table showing the price per pound for the leading grades of American wool in the Eastern market and on the farm on January 1 and July 1 for the years 1891, 
1892, 1893, 1894, and 1895. 


1991 1802. 18%. | 1895. 
Ga Za 34 ce 3 Ja Zi . 3 34 
; 4 - 3 : co: 
d 82 a |38| a |32] 3 dJ a 33] a |34] 4 |33 213483 
a E 2 | #2 an| b |n] S2 3 8 2 =| bh 
sg) 3 5g] 3 Èg] d jeg) 2 e 4 |e! 3 ed] d bg] 3 
Grados. 2 2 2 2 23 5 2 2 oe 2 
eee 
do| „ „dl 4 lie] 4 (22) 4 ise] 4] e142 le] 4/8 
43 EE F 8 8 8 F 8 832 8 Ep 8 84 s4 8 |23| 8 
g 2 8 |84| 2 22 3 |34] 8 |34| 8 |3 1 93 22 3 23 8 
E| E EA E ES E JES] E KE 4 a ka Es E JK 
Ohio XX fine washed fleeces, 8 30 80. 2770. 30) 0. 277 80. 20 30. 26 0. 28 161 89.137 
3 2 el Bl 8) BA |S p po 
Ohio XX —— t 08 e GR i 88 e oe ——— 
Ohio medium washed flecces 86 .83| 6 .83| -34| 310 . 33) -244 -W| 177 
9 
2 W l N 283] 25 za 24 . 281 28 5 12 
a 
FFF . a| | 18 22 15 15 12 00 
Ohio medium en Vork N 9 e Ue) ee cS ae 
„ any ew Lor. 
coarse washed ........--....--.. 8 -80H 33) -304 333] 80 201 177 
Indiana, Ulinois, Wisconsin, and 
5 2% .20)| . 25 22 280 221 185 aul 10 
Kansas, ebraska, 0 
coarse unwnshed 23 190 2 10 22 18 151 5 11 
Ohio coarse bm red. 41. 9 e 1 e | pla ilaan 
Territorial: 
gg oe ane 
ine Wyom bree Norris 10% aal as . 1810 . 16 11 ETI 10 05 
a rnia, Nev: 
itd e fine moped ay Bs peor -61}}.---.- 55.88 36.80 „88 881 5 
CC . 200 15 19 14 . 10 14 12 u| .08 
eee en W ae „88 rf) come e M 28 11 KN A 
yor garter blood Shropaliro..- 201 151 20 180 -20 15 14 12 0% 
8 — 2 1 e 51 614 — n SOL [oo esn 1 


Mr. President, in closing this subject I wish to be understood 
as criticising no interest and no section. ay 
the inequalities of the bill in question, 


objection is against | seeks to ai 
not against any in- | common wit ‘ide v 
magnificent strides, inevery branch of manufacturing industry, 


I have no sympathy whatever with that sentiment which 
one section of our country against the other. In 
eyery loyal American I look with pride upon the 
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which have been made in the past thirty years. I regard this 
phenomenal progress as a splendid tribute to the Republican 
system of protection. It is this em which has stimulated 
and called into full play the astonishing inventive genius of our 
people, and which, in this , has made us the wonder and 
the admiration of the world. I am a believer in the > pasty 
of protection because it gives the work of this ublic to our 
own workingmen, to whom of right it east Be ployment 
is essential to the well-being and happiness of the people. It 
brings prosperity and content and inspires patriotism. eness, 
upon the other hand, is prolific of discontent and social dis- 
orders of every character. I am therefore in favor of that policy 
which will light the firesin our own furnaces, start the wheelsin our 
own factories, furnish labor for our people, develop our own mag- 
nificent resources, furnish a home market for our own products, 
and which will come nearest to making us a self-sustaining, inde- 
pendent nation in every particular. The protective principle, 
wisely and justly applied, will aid greatly in bringing abont these 
desirable ends. But it ought never to be invo for the benefit 
of any special interest, class, or section, or be permitted to foster 
any monopoly or combination against the public interest. It 
must protect the woolgrower as well as the wool manufacturer, 
the producer of raw materials as well as the producer of the fin- 
ished product. In short, it must be as broad as the Union itself, 
and must be adjusted to guard every American industry which 
needs its sheltermg arm to shield it from the cheap and degrad- 
. of other lands. f 

ut, while I am an ardent advocate in the principle of protec- 
tion, Lam also a firm believer in the principle of true bimetallism, 
which I construe to mean the unlimited 3 of gold and sil- 
ver upon equal terms and at a ratio to be fixed by law. My pref- 
erence being for a ratio of 16 to 1, because in the light of history 
and all experience I believe that to be the natural and just ratio. 
I am in favor of the adoption of this policy independently by the 
United States, believing it to be a sound policy and in the inter- 
est of the great mass of the people, and that as a nation we are 
great enough, rich enough, and strong enough to establish and 
maintain our own financial policy, just as we maintain a tariff 
policy and a political policy without asking or waiting for the 
consent of any other nation of the world. 

The recent enormous advance made in the industrial develop- 
ment of Japan, and which is now spreading to China, has demon- 
strated to reflecting men who have given the subject thoughtful 
consideration, that a protective tariff will no longer alone success- 
fully guard our manufacturers and wage earners from the stream 
of cheap man products which has begun to flow from 
those countries to our shores, and which is at last exciting the 
serious alarm of great numbers of our citizens engaged in the 
manufacturing industries. This is evidenced by the fact that 
boards of trade, chambers of commerce, and other organizations 
are appointing committees to investigate the nature, character, and 
extent of this Asiatic industrial invasion. 

There are those who affect to believe that the industrial situa- 
tion in Japan involves no serious menace to the labor and in- 
dustries of this nation. Those who take this positionare foolishly 
and fatnously blind to the real conditions. The Japanese na- 
tion numbers 40,000,060 of people, who, in point of skill and 
ingenuity, and in the power of adaptability and imitation, have 
no superiors among any of the nations. It is stated on good 
authority that a Japanese workman can make anything he has 
ever seen, and that his ingenuity is such that he can reproduce 
and put in operation without instruction the most difficult and 
complicated modern machinery of every character. It is this as- 
tonishing faculty which enables the Japanese to avail themselves 
of all the latest inventions of this and other countries, and it is 
this marvelous power of imitation and adaptation which has not 
only enabled them in a few short years to become a dangerous 
rival of our own at this moment, but is destined in a very short 
rey to 1 Japan among the great manufacturing nations of 

world. 

But, Mr. President, it is not Japan alone that our manufacturers 
and wage earners now have cause to fear. Back of Ja is the 
Empire of China with its 400,000,000 of population. The recent 
war with Japan has brought about a remarkable change in the 
conditions existing in the more accessible portions of that vast 
domain. The rude shock of battle has aroused it from the dor- 
mant state in which it has lain for centuries. Her overwhelming 
defeat and the laws of conquest have compelled China to open up 
many of her ports to the introduction of modern machinery. 
Railroads and telegraphs and other great civilizing and modern- 
izing influences are also 5 part in the general 
awakening process, and soon we are likely to see this giant of the 
Orient, until now unconscious of its strength and opportunities, 
shaking from its limbs the shackles of tradition and supersti- 
tion which have enchained it for ages, and emulating the ex- 
ample and following in the footsteps of its successful rival and 


neighbor, Japan, entering as an active and terrible competitor 
in Le) race for the commercial and industrial supremacy of the 
wor. 

The Chinese Empire possesses in great abundance and variety 
every natural resource 5 to make her a great producing 
and manufacturing nation. Her soil and climate and her im- 
mense territory are such as to enable her to produce enormous 
supplies of cotton and wool, as well as other raw material. Her 
people are equal to the Japanese in respect to industry and in 
their imitative and adaptative faculty, and superior to them in re- 
gal to their powers of application and endurance. Wages in 

apan are ridiculously low as compared with American and Eu- 
ropean standards, but in China wages are even lower than in 
Japan. As a fact of much importance I may here state that 
Japanese manufacturers are even now building cotton factories in 
China, because they can there get cheaper labor. 

As bearing upon this subject, Mr. President, I have taken from 
consular and other reports tables relating to the industrial growth 
of Japan as well as to the rate of pa t paid and other matters 
relating to Asiatic competition. I as ission to print them 
with my remarks. I wish also to add that the industrial 
workers of the United States may wisely and profitably 3 
these significant statistics. 

The following tables are taken from an article written by Mr. 
W.E. Curtis u The industrial revolution in Japan,” and 
published in a bulletin issued by the Department of Labor in 
January, 1896: 

Japanese imports, 


PET Ecs stated in American gold on the basis of 2 silver yen to the 
ollar: 5 


The Japanese coinage is based on the decimal nyakan sae with 
that of the United States. A rin was originally the same asa mill. Ten rin 
make l sen and losen make 1 yen, which used to be as good as a gold American 
dollar. but is now worth about öl cents. Therefore. a man who to Japan 


from the United States or Europe with money that is at th gold finds 
his funds almost doubled ä — à z 15 15 


Monthly rates of wages, Japan. 


Occupation. 


Confectionery makers and bakers -.._.....-..... 
Weavers (men) 
Weavers (omen) om 


8888888 
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Porcelain makers 
Pressmen, printing offices.. 
pe Cry a eS ee 


Sauce and preserve makers 
Screen makers 
Silk spinners (female) 
Stonecutters-_-....-.....-..- 


Porcelain artists, ordinary 
Porcelain artists, superior 


The following are the rates of wages paid by the month: (a) 


TT ̃ a ̃ͤ ˙⁰ul!f. — — a 81. 
I TT E AT AAACASA S 1 
Silkworm breeders (men)... 1 
Silkworm breeders (women) 
Weavers (women) 
House servants 5 ot an 
House servants (women) 2.40 to4. 

Factory labor is paid even less than these prices. Middleton & Co., one of 
the most prominent tea-shipping houses in Japan, employ in their establish- 
ment a large number of persons, men and women, who work from 5 o'clock 
in the morning until 6 o'clock at night, with three intervals at 8, 12, and 3 
o'clock, respectively, when they eat their rice and what other refreshments 
they bring with them and rest for twenty*minutesora half hour, The high- 
est wages paid by the Messrs. Middleton are 42 sen a day, which is equivalent 
to 21 cents in United States currency This is received by men who are ex- 
perts in handling tea, and have acquired their proficiency by natural ability 
and long years of experience. F 

The lowest wages are paid to young boys and girls who pick over the tea 
leaves to remove the stems and other foreign substances. They receive 13 
sen (6} cents) a day for about twelve hours’ work, not including their resting 


spe. 

Of the entire force in the establishment 20 are f perz 21 cents (United States 
currency)a day, 90 are paid 18 cents, 50 are paid 15 cents,335 are paid 12 cents, 
278 are paid 10 cents, 5 are paid 9 cents, and 30 are paid 6} cents—and they 
board themselves. 


Chinese wages at Shanghai. 
[United States Consular Report.] 


Wages of Chinese at Shanghai September 30, 1805, reduced to American 
currency: 


Wages with food. 
Per day. 


Per month. 


* Without food. 


Mr. President, there can be but little doubt in the mind of any 
unprejudiced student of the industrial development of India, 
Japan, and China, and of the remarkable progress which these 
countries have made in the past twenty years and are still mak- 
ing, that these ohang are mainly due to the demonetization of 
silver by Europe and the United States and the consequent appre- 
ciation in the ein power of gold. An examination of the 
record shows that when, after silver’s demonetization, silver bul- 
lion began to fall in value, the price of wheat and cotton began 
to fallin sympathy. It also shows that as these Mapes an to 
fall in price the exports of wheat and cotton from India and other 
Cene oaa to Great Britain began to increase in vol- 
ume, and that for twenty years these reciprocal operations have 
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continued with a sufficient degree of regularity and uniformi 
to satisfy the most skeptical mind that there must be some rela 
cause which has produced such continuous and uniform results, 
In the light of experience and of the facts contained in the rec- 
ords, it is not, it seems to me, difficult to explain the process by 
which these results have been brought about. It is a fact that 
Great Britain during these er has been the chief purchaser of 
silver bullion and also the chief importer and consumer of wheat 
and cotton, 

It is also a fact that for a great many years an ounce of silver 
in rong has generally exchanged about evenly for a bushel of 
wheat; therefore the price of wheat in Liverpool would generally 
be the cost of an ounce of silver bullion plus the amount of freight 
on a bushel of wheat from India to Liverpool. Thus it will be 
readily understood that the lower the price of an ounce of silver 
bullion the lower will be the price of a bushel of wheat, and what 
is true of wheat is also true of cotton, the other great export sta- 
ple of this country. Then if we bear steadily in mind the fact 
that silver has substantially the same purchasing power to-day in 
India and other silver-using countries with reference to the com- 
modities of those countries, including labor, that it had twenty 
years ago, it becomes a parent at once how the demonetization of 
silver and the resultant fall in the price of silver bullion has oper- 
ated to lower the price of wheat and cotton. The natural and 
logical effect of this condition of affairs was to artificially stimu- 
late the growing of wheat and cotton in India and to cheapen its 
price in the Liverpool market, and the inevitable result has been 
to bring ruin to the agricultural interests of Great Britain and to 
render wheat and cotton growing in the United States a profitless 
undertaking. The folly of this policy is magnified when we reflect 
that we have been the great 8 of silver, as well as of 
wheat and cotton, and that by degrading and discrediting one of 
our own great products (silver) we de iberately placed in the 
hands of our chief commercial and manufacturing competitor a 
club with which to strike down the wheat and cotton producers 
of our own country. 

I have referred to wheat and cotton because they were the first 
of our products to feel the W effects of the competition 
with silver-using countries. The second effect of the cheapening 
of silver, seal | in precisely the same manner as it did in re- 

t to wheat and cotton, has been to artificially stimulate the 
evelopment of manufacturing industries (so far chiefly in the 
line of textile tenri), first in India, then in Japan, and now in 
China. The cry of the British farmer which went up when he 
found himself being crushed by the cheap competition of India 
was scarcely heard; but when the Lancashire cotton spinners 
found that the cotton factories at Bombay and Calcutta, with their 
cheap labor, paid in cheaply bought silver, had monopolized their 
business, they sent up a wail of anguish that attracted the atten- 
tion of English statesmen, and which resulted in the inauguration 
of a bimetallic movement which has enlisted the support of the 
ablest public men in that country. ig 

The same thing has 1 in the United States. So long as 
the farmers were the chief sufferers but little attention was given 
to their cry of distress. But the situation has changed. The wall 
of protection erected by the Republican a ped around the manu- 
2 industries of this country served for along time to shield 
them and the men employed in them from this cheap competition. 
But that wall was broken down by the Wilson tariff act, and this 
fact, taken in connection with the phenomenal industrial advance 
which Japan has made within the last two or three years, has 
opened the eyes of a large and growing number of manufacturers 
and of the industrial wage earners of this country, and they begin 
at last to realize that a protective tariff alone can no longer pro- 
tect them. They are Dogan at last to grasp the great funda- 
mental fact underlying the demand for the restoration of silver 
and to understand that just so long as silver retains its present 
purchasing power over labor and commodities in Asiatic countries 

just so long will the Chinese and Japanese manufacturer be able 

bring their wares to our markets, sell them for goia, buy the 
bullion equivalent of 2 silver dollars with each gold dollar, and 
go back to China and Japan and repeat the process. A protective 
tariff might equalize the conditions arising from the difference in 
the standards of living and the rates of es, but no attainable 
tariff can possibly equalize the enormous advantage which these 
silver-standard countries now enjoy through being able to buy 
from us the material (silver) out of which their money is made at 
one-half of its real purchasing value to them. 

In the light of these significant facts, it must be apparent to the 
industrial wage earners of the United States that unless this 
difference in the money standards existing between gold and sil- 
ver using countries can be equalized one of two results must ulti- 
mately follow. Either the wages and standards of living of the 
Japanese and Chinese must be raised to our level or else our wages 
re standards of living must be reduced to theirs. When looked 
at from this standpoint it is not difficult to say what the result 
must inevitably be. 
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Mr. President, I here offer and ask permission to print with my 
remarks an excerpt from the prize essay on bimetallism written 
by Mr. George Jamison, esq., British consul-general at Shanghai, 
China. I have read nothing which states so forcibly and brings 
out in such clear light the danger of the industrial situation in 
China and Japan as it relates to British manufacturing interests. 
His showing appeals with still greater force to the United States 
because of our geographical location and the fact that as a rule 


the American industrial wage earner has been better paid than” 


his English brother: 


Let us consider, firstly, the effects when the gold price falls and, by conse- 
quence, the silver price is steady. y 

Su two cotton mills 8 the one in England and the other in 
Japan or China. and competing with one another for the sale of their pro- 
ductions, and contrast the position of the two in 1873 and in 1895, Let us assume 
that in 1 they were competing on even terms—that is. that each realized 
to the owners the same profit. In 1894 each employs the same amount of 
labor as it did in 1873, which the English pays for in gold at the old rates and 
the Japanese in silver, also at the old rates. The Japanese mill owner still 
pays his men, as he used to, 18 to 20 cents a day, and his women’s to 10 cents 
a May. In 1873 that meant 9 pence to 10 pence per day for men, and 4 

ence to 5 pence for women. Now it means just one-half—that is, 4 pence to 
$ nce and 2 pence to 24 pence. Multiply this over 2,000 mill hands and sce 
what the saving will be on labor alone. But this is not all. The same advan- 
725 accrues on the coal bill. Japanese coals cost them, say, $4 to $5 a ton, 
which meant 16 shilling to . 5 can be got at $t to $5 a ton, 
but that now only means g shillings to 10 shillings. The same thing applies to 
rent, wages, taxes, and all fixed charges whatsoever. ‘They are all payable 
in silver and have nowise varied with the rise in gold. Only in the single 
item of raw material is the old equality maintained. Both are free to buy 
that wherever they can find it cheapest on the world's market, the only 
advantage being proximity to the best source of supply and, consequently, 
economy of transport. 

Now, so long as the gold price went on falling and the silver price conse- 

uently kept steady there was no great manifest advantage resulting to the 
8 manufacturer from a fall in exchange. He continued to get the 
same prices for his products, and his outlay was the same year by year, both 
being in silver Any improvement he could effect by economy of manage- 
ment or by arang his raw material chea: 
otherwise tion was unaffected. 
would not trouble him. 

The English manufacturer, on the other hand, has to meet the same fixed 
expenditure from ever-decreasing returns. He is able to buy his raw mate- 
rial cheaper, owing to the general fall in commodities, but his wages bill, his 
rent, his interest on borrowed capital, his rates and taxes, have to be met 
as before. His profits begin to dwindle; it is only by the greatest economy of 

ment that he can keep open at all. The best only manage to 
y a fair profit, the worst struggle to the verge of bankruptcy, always hoping 
Foe a torn of the tide, and finally are fo: to close. 

Suppos, in the second place, that the silver price rises and, as a conse- 
quence, the gold price remains steady. e 

Tne gold manufacturer is, for the time being, in an easier position, his 
returns do not fall off, and, though his expenses are the same, he isin a posi- 
tion to profit by any economy of manufacture or management. 

But the silver manufacturer is, s» to speak, in clover, All his working ex- 

nse: are on th“ old scale, and he is thus a c ear gainer by the extra price 
Be ots for his products. If silver prices have risen, say, 10 per cent, his profits 
wilt be increased by gost 10 per cent on his turnover. The natural result of 
this will be to attrac’ 


r would be so much extra pront, 
any case exchange fluctuations 


more capital, more mills will be built, and the output 
will increase. Competition will lower prices, and the gold manufacturer 
will again be driven into a corner. 

Whatever happens, tbe manufacturer in the silver-standard country has a 
ATE advantage, and simply for this reason, that he can obtain his labor at 

the cost, relatively to cold wages, which he formerly id. And this 
advantage must remain to him (unless silver can in the meantime be brought 
back to something like its old value) until either w: in gold countries have 
fallen 50 per cent or till they have n 100 per cent in silver-using countries, 
or till some common meeting ground has been found between the two. In 
other words, the old equilibrium will not be restored until the standard of 
living and comfort among the working classes in England has greatly fallen, 
or the standard in silver-using countries has greatly risen. 

Mr. President, in concluding this subject I desire to express it 
as my honest conviction that the unfortunate condition in which 
our farmers, our wage earners, and our manufacturers now find 
themselves is largely the result of twenty years of constantly fall- 
ing prices; that this steady and continual fall in prices is directly 
traceable to the fallin the value of silver as measured in gold, 
and that this fall in the value of silver has in turn operated as a 

owerful stimulus to silver-using countries, first, to enormously 
increase their production of wheat and cotton, with which the 
supply the market our own farmers formerly enjoyed; and second, 
to bring into existence great manufacturing enterprises which are 
utilizing their inexhaustible supply of cheap labor in the produc- 
tion of goods that are coming into practically unrestricted com- 
petition with our own. And itis because Iam convinced that the 
present distressful conditions have been brought about largely by 
these causes that I am in favor of uniting the policies of ptak 
lism and protonhion: I believe that these two policies are allied 
in principle; that they are logically connected, and that the effect 
of each if put into operation will be to check the importation of the 
products of Asiatic and European labor, which are now so disas- 
trously affecting all our interests. There is no argument which 
can be made in support of the protective system which can not 
be applied quite as consistently and with equal force in support 
of the policy of bimetallism, and for the reason that the natural 
and logical effect of each of these policies is to destroy the great 


advantage which foreign producers now hold over us because of 
Pier cheaper labor, their cheaper money, and their lower standards 
of living. 


In view of the harsh criticisms which are being so freely in- 
dulged against the silver Republicans upon this floor, it may not 


be out of place for me to call attention to the fact that the Re- 
publican party in this Chamber has been powerless in the past, 
as I believe if will be for years in the future, to carry out its 

rotective policy without the aid of the votes of the Senators 
Eon the silver States. It was these votes that enabled the Re- 
publicans to pass the McKinley law in 1890. ec gave their 
support to that measure in return for the Sherman law. It was 
a reciprocal arrangement, a mutual recognition. so to speak, of 

rotective tarifť and of silver, but no sooner had President Cleve- 
and called Congress together in extra session, for the purpose of 
repealing the Sherman law, than a large number of the Repub- 
licans of this body, turning a deaf ear to the meny indignant pro- 
tests of the silver Republicans who had stood by them in the 
struggle for protection, and permitting themselves to be stam- 
peded by the false cry that the Sherman law was the cause of the 
panic, proceeded to repudiate their own party platform and party 
pledges and to help repeal a law which they had themselves pro- 
posed and enacted, and which it would seem in common fairness 
they were obligated to uphold. And all this was done upon the 
demand and at the request of an Administration whose stubborn 
determination to force upon the country its pet policy of free 
trade and the gold standard was chiefly responsible for the in- 
dustrial and business paralysis which prevailed and for which it 
then sought to make the Sherman law the scapegoat. 

The silver Republicans can not be blamed if they are disposed 
to regard this action upon the part of their Republican colleagues 
not only as a surrender of a Republican principle, but as a betrayal 
oftheir confidence aswell. Under these circumstances the Repub- 
lican silver Senators, had they so desired, would have been quite 
as fully justified in aiding Democrats to repeal the McKinley law 
as were their Republican colleagues in joining a Democratic Ad- 
1 in securing the unconditional repeal of the Sherman 

W. 

There is probably no section of our country that derives so lit- 
tle direct benefit from the protective system as the silver States. 
They are producers solely of what are called ‘‘raw materials” and 

urchasers of finished prodnets. They are also large and increas- 
ing producers of gold, and as gold is constantly 5 
purchasing power, it may be openly questioned whether they 
would not be the greatest gainers by a policy which would permit 
them to buy their manufactured commodities in the open markets 
of the world, unrestricted by tariff or other legislation, But u 
to this time the Republicans of those States have not permi 
themselves to be swayed by selfish considerations in the discus- 
sion of the tariff question. They have always taken the broad 
ground that the protective system was correct in principle, and 
that it meant the greatest good to the greatest number. But with 
the policy of protection they have also united the policy of bimetal- 
lism, believing that that, too, was a cardinal principle of Repub- 
lican faith. Upon this platform of protection and bimetalli 
they have won their political battles in the past and held their 
States in the Republican column. 

They believe that protection and bimetallism are fundamental 

rinciples of Republican policy, and in common with a vastnum- 

r of Republicans in every section of the country they have wit- 
nessed with disappointment and chagrin the total abandonment 
of one of these principles by their fellow-Republicans in Congress, 
and that, too, in defiance of the last official utterance of the party 
upon that subject. 

It was upon the platform of protection and bimetallism, not 
one, but both,” that Iwas elected and sent here, and I regard itas 
my solemn duty to cast my vote in whatever direction, in my 
indement, gives promise of securing the adoption of these policies. 

r. President, the weakest and I think I may add the most 
contemptible of all the arguments against bimetallism, and at 
the same time one most frequently used, is that which falsely 
asserts that the only ones who would be benefited by the restora- 
tion of silver are the people engaged in the silver-mining indus- 
try, and which attributes to the wholly insignificant number of 
men engaged in silver mining the responsibility for the great 
movementin behalf of bimetallism which extends all over Europe 
as well as the United States, and which to-day comprises among its 
advocates many of the greatest statesmen and political economists 
of the age. Such an argument is dishonest and demagogic, be- 
cause it ignores alike our own experience and the truth of history, 
and because it cunningly seeks to evade the real fact, which is, 
that an overwhelming majority of those who urge the restoration 
of silver have no interest whatever, directly or indirectly, in the 
silver-mining industry. It is an argument craftily designed, and 
intended as an appeal to prejudice rather than to reason, and 
which attempts upon false premises to array public sentiment 

ainst a class of worthy citizens engaged in a lawful enterprise. 
The men who first went out and discovered and developed the 
silver mines of the West did so under the authority and enco 
ment of laws which fully recognized silyer as money, and which 
had been in force from the very inception of the Government. 
They believed, as many yet believe, that the Constitution itself 
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contained a guaranty that silver was always to be a full standard 
of thiscountry. They were unjustly deprived of the fruits 


of their labor and ise by the pee of laws which de- 
stroyed the value of their product and which rendered many of 
their investments utterly worthless. And if it now be said that 
these people are selfish in wishing to restore the old laws and 
their prosperity, then I reply it is simply the kind of selfishness 
which can be found in Massachusetts as well as in Montana, in 
Connecticut as well as in Colorado, in New Hampshire as well as 
in Nevada. It is that common selfishness which animates human- 
ity everywhere, in the East as well as in the West, and which 

ings naturally from the instinct of self-preservation. It is the 
* of a natural law which has ever been and ever will 
be a most potent factor in shaping human progress. 

It is also charged against the men engaged in the silver-mining 
that they want the Government to give them $1.29 an 
ounce for their silver bullion; but that is not true. They ask 
nothing of the kind. They believe that the opening of the mints 
of the Gnited States to its free and unlimited coinage will restore 
silver toa ity with gold, and so believing, and in proof of their 
faith they ele always stood ready, as they now do, to accept a 
free silver-coinage Jaw which will give all the seigniorage—in 
other words, all the difference between the coining and the market 
value of silver—to the Government. Such a law would render 
it impossible for other countries to unload their silver upon 
us, as many seem to fear would be the result of a free-coinage 
measure. 


Mr. President, I have already said that I have nosympathy what- 
ever with any attempt to array one section of this nation against 
another, either upon the financial or any other question. That 
policy has produced nothing but evil in the past, and in the light of 
experience, no citizen who truly loves his country will attempt to 
foster or eneourage such a sentiment in the future. So farasthe 
people of the silver States are concerned, I have no hesitation in 
saying that they will be found among the very first to repudiate and 
condemn any attempt to array them upon sectional lines, no matter 
what issues may be involved. An intense national Se is their 
chief eae ae and eee land the sight 
of our country’s inspire enthusiasm or co: more 
profound t. And in this connection I may also add that from 
no portion of this Union has there been heard a more erop unani- 
mous, or enthusiastic response to the patriotic chord which recent 
events have stirred in the hearts of American people. Their 
patriotism is untainted by that sordid spirit which of late has been 
so conspicuous in the great financial centers of the land, and which, 
if it could have its way, would subordinate the honor and 
dignity and future of the nation to the cold-bl pa and 
avarice of mani tors and dealers in stocks and bon 

The records of Congress will show that the votes of the silver 
States have invariably been cast upon broad national lines—for 
battle ships and coast defenses to guard our po cities on the 
seaboard; for the improvement of rivers and harbors, and for 

ure designed to foster, to protect, and to facilitate the 
trade and commerce of the whole country or to add in any way 
to the nation’s security and strength. And they have done this 
because they have ever been and are now profoundly conscious 
of the fact that although we live thousands of miles a , although 
we may differ upon financial and other policies, although we may 
disagree as to the meaning of party platforms, we are nevertheless 
at the same time citizens of a commoncountry, having a common 
ancestry and a common destiny. 

In conclusion, I hope that the resolution of my coll torecom- 
mit the Dingley bill to the Committee on Finance will be taken up 
and tasted nauk thak the bill will then be returned to the Senate in 
the form of a just and equitable Republican measure, based upon 
recognized principles of protective tariff legislation, and accom- 
panied ws provision for the reestablishment of bimetallism. To 
such a bill Republican Senators can consistently and logically give 
their hearty indorsement and mapper conscious that in so doing 
they are standing squarely upon Republican ground, and making 
an hone and sincere effort to redeem Republican pledges. 

Mr. President, during all its long and splendid career, I believe 
there never has before been a time in the history of the Republican 
pariy when it failed to correctly estimate the necessities of the 

our, or refused to nd to the just requirements of the masses 
of the people. At this moment, however, it seems to be wavering 
upon financial question and to have been partly driven from 
its course by the intolerant, interested, and noisy clamor of a press 
largely owned and controlled by a comparatively small, but rich 
owerful, class—a class that knows no party and no political 

cm R but which seeks by every means at its command to domi- 
nate and control all parties in its own ial interest. The Re- 
eee party in the past has justly claimed to be the party of 
people. It had its inception in the sacred cause of human 
liberty. In its time it has successfully met and solved many grave 
and vexed problems of government, and has made for itself a 
record that commands the respect and admiration of all mankind. 


If it should perish to-morrow, in my humble opinion it would still 
go down into history as the best and bravest political party the 
world has ever known. Bearing in mind its past grand achieve- 
ments, and remembering the liberal spirit and love of justice 
which has ever characterized its action, I still have faith to ho 
and believe that when the time comes it will yet refuse to 
guided in its future policy by the dictates of selfishness and greed; 
that it will refuse to be placed in the attitude of being the repre- 
sentative of the t corporate and m interests of the coun- 
try; that it will remember that this is still a government of the 
people, by the people, and for the people, and that when it meets 
in national convention it will put forth a platform and a candi- 
date that shall give assurance of a just regard for the happi- 
ness and welfare of the toilers and producers of the land. it 
shall do this its next victory will not be the mere passing expres- 
sion of a universal discontent to be followed again by a humiliat- 
ing defeat, but it will be the glad harbinger of another period of 
Republican supremacy whose beneficent rule shall outrival in 
splendor theglory of itsmagnificent past. [Applause on the floor 
and in the galleries 

Mr. HA = President, I should like to say a few words 
upon one or two matters to which the Senator from Montana [Mr. 

ANTLE] referred. I wish to correct what is apparently a mis- 
apprehension upon the part of the distinguished tor, who has 
just made a very able h. He spoke at some length of the 
woolen question. I wish to read to him just a few figures, 

For the seven months of the current fiscal year, that is, from the 
ist of last July to the end of last January, the imports of woolen 
manufactures, not including carpets and some minor ag- 
gregated $38,206,376. In the corresponding seven months of the 
previous fiscal year they were $17,500,000, an increase of $21,000,000 
in the imports of woolen goods. Why? The trade journals of 


Great Britain will show the Senator the ion there—I do 
not blame them—over the enormously increased uction of 
woolen goods in Great Britain; and same might be said of 


Belgium and some woolen centers of France. 

On the other hand, I could show the Senator something from my 
own county which is illustrative in the same line. I have received 
a letter—not a whining one, for our people can bear adverse con- 
ditions—in which a woolen manufacturer says that of his 120 looms 
30 are idle, and that the town, which contains a very considerable 
population, almost wholly devoted to woolen manufactures, is run- 
ning on reduced wages and five days in the week. Ofthe$21,000,000 
increase in the imports of woolen manufactures probable five-sixths 
were before that manufactured in the United States. In short, 
with the new act a cyclone struck us in many towns and many 
communities in New England. 

Now, one other matter and I shall be through, although the 
temptation is strong to continue the discussion. I do not call to 
mind a single New England Senator who ever moved to take off 
the duty on wool or who ever voted against a duty. Ido not re- 
member one. One sits by me here, the Senator from Massach 
setts [Mr. Hoar]. I know mycolleague [Mr. 8 did not. I 
know the distinguished and venerable Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] did not vote to bring in wool free of duty. We have 
not played false. The friends of protection in New d have 
not played a double game on our friends of the West. e under- 
stand perfectly well their local interest in the production of wool, 
and we understand perfectly that whatever prospers one section 
of the country affects every section. We are as broad as the 
panon in our protective policy, and we shall try to show it here- 

er. 

Mr. MANTLE. There is no difference of opinion between the 
distinguished Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and my- 
self on that point. Iam not charging anything of the sort. What 
I said was directed at the bill in question. I say it is unequal, 
inequitable, unjust, and therefore an un-Republican measure. 

I do not dispute the facts which the Senator from Connecticut 
states; I doubt not that there is suffering, as he says; that the mills 
are idle, and all that, but what I say is that if a measure is to be 
passed here it should be a fair one, treating all sections, all inter- 
ests, and all classes alike. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from Montana sitsdown, if he 
will allow me, I think he said a little more than that. I think he 
2 that he and those who agree with him might well be justi- 
fied in suspecting that the Eastern manufacturers and their repre- 
sentatives, if the bill which came from the House of Representa- 
tives at the present session had passed, would have been ectly 
willing to have left them in the lurch, having got sufficient pro- 
tection for their own manufactures. 

I wish to remind my honorable friend, in the line of what the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw ry] has just said, that he can 
not find a New England Senator who ever failed to stand b 5 
tection on wool through thick and thin. fie ths ober hand. 
gon has sent a free-wool Senator here; Kansas has sent a free-wool 
Senator here; Texas has sent two free-wool Senators here; Ohio 
has sent three or four free-wool Senators here. There have been 
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almost enough free-wool Senators from the wool-producing States 
voting for free wool to vote down the entire New England dele- 
gation 8 for protection. 

Mr. MANTLE. I think that is all true. JL agree with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts that they have supported those measures. 
At the same time they have supported the Dingley bill, which is 
an unjust measure and which discriminates against the wool- 

owers of the country in favor of the woolen manufacturers. 
But that is not the whole ground of my opposition to the Dingley 
bill. It is not necessary to repeat my argument. I have just 
stated what my views are upon the protective tariff, upon the 
Dingley bill, and upon the question of bimetallism. I tried to 
make myself plain, and I did not accuse the Senators from New 
England of ever having opposed a tariff upon wool. I do, how- 
ever, believe that the manufacturers, the woolen manufacturers 
and the carpet manufacturers, of the country are really opposed to 
a fair tariff upon wool. Ihave some letters here from Judge Law- 
rence bearing particularly upon that question, in which he gives a 
correspondence with woolen manufacturers. He asked them to 
give their support in favor of a just tariff upon wool, and they 
wrote back and told him that the time had not yet arrived when 
that effort should be made, At the same time they are willing to 
accept the full McKinley rates, as I have shown, in many instances 

eir own product, upon their own ind Š 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I wish to add a little to the truth 
of history, something that has not been said in this debate by any 
one of-the tlemen who have occupied the floor. It has been 
intimated by the Senator from Connecticut . HAWLEY] that 
the woolen manufacturers have suffered loss by the introduction 
into the country of cheaper woolen and cheaper wool. The 
fact is, and the official statistics show it, that there has been a 
‘much larger introduction of wool into the country than has ever 
taken place under any protective tariff. The factis still further 
shown that every pound of that wool has been manufactured by 
American labor and has found amarket. The fact is stillfurther 
shown that the people of the United States have goren their 
woolen goods that were imported nearly 50 per cent c than 
they got them under the tariff that was repealed. The fact still 
further appears that the Government has more revenue from 
De voola goed hing etm ever 5 upe the pe gerd 
tariff. e fact s. er appears woo ing 
down in priog has turned back again, and the protective tarif. has 
never added one solitary cent to the price of domestic wool in the 
United States. Now, my friend stated a while ago that wool had 
continued to fall. 

Mr. HOAR. Will my friend allow me to add one fact to his 
list? And the fact still further appears that woolen manufactur- 
ers are failing, that the woolgrowing is stopped, and that the 
Government finds itself with a diminished revenue, and we have 
increased ee: 

Mr. MILLS. o, sir; nothing of the sort. Mr. President, the 
woolen 3 ae going 8 to = peorg os Some of 
them, perhaps, are going down in New England, ey are go- 
ing nearer to where their raw Donera ial is. e 3 tur- 
ing is springing up in one of the co and perhaps dying 
away 5 the other, but the fact remains that with nearly 200,000,000 
pounds more wool imported into the country every single, soli- 
tary fiber of it has been manufactured by American labor, and it 
has given additional employment to nearly 100,000 more laborers 
than it hitherto did under the protective tariff. 

Mr. President, a protective tariff is a protective humbug, and 
it has proven to be so through our whole history. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from Texas 
a question? 


. MILLS. Several of them. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask the Senator from Texas if it 
is not a fact that since the Wilson bill went into operation there 
has been a vast decrease in the number of sheep in Texas; and if 
so, how does he account for it, if he can account for it? 

Mr. MILLS. I do not believe there has been a vast decrease of 
sheep in Texas. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The official records of the comp- 
troller (I believe that is the name of the State official of Texas, 

rhaps it is auditor) show that there has been an immense 

ecrease in the number of sheep in Texas in that time. 

Mr. MILLS. The statistics are made by sheep men under the 
delusion that a protective tariff on wool is some benefit to them. 
It has been proven in the whole history of the wool tariff that 
wool was at a higher price in 1859 and 1860, when it was compara- 
tively free, than it bas ever been since, and it has been falling 
year 9 from 1860 to the present time. 

Mr. CHELL of Oregon. I do not know whether the offi- 
cials in Texas are sheep men or not. 

Mr. MILLS. Ido not know who gathers the official statistics. 
I find that in the agricultural reports made up by some of these 
pore they make a reduction in the number of sheep, but there 

been no reduction in the price of wool since the last tariff was 


made, and you can not say that there has been. Then, if there was 
no reduction in the price of wool, what was the tariff upon wool 
for? It did not add anything to it. It added compensation to 
the manufacturer of wool, and compensation for a tax that he 


never paid. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Democratic party had passed 
a free tariff bill, so far as wool was concerned, some years ago, and 
the election of a Democratic President had discounted the whole 
business before the Wilson bill went into operation. 

Mr. MILLS. Somebody discounted you in 1892. Who did that? 

Mr. BUTLER. This is a sham battle even before the campai 
commences, I ask that Senate bill 2567 be laid before the Sena 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
wee Houses on the ar pny Seo e Senate to 2 bill (H. R. 
5161) making appropriations for partment of Agriculture 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The prea: E also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 249) granting s penson to Charles E. Jones; 

A bill (S. 626) providing for di of lands on abandoned 
portions of the Fort Assinniboine Military Reservation, in Mon- 
tana, and for the relief of certain settlers thereon; 

A bill (H. R. 1141) 18 msion to Miss Mary A. Hull, 
dependent sister of John A. 5 deceased, late of Company F, 
Eighty- first Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late 
* pin R 1088 repealin chapter 148 of the Suppl of 

i $ ing of the Supplement 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; a 
A bill (H. R. 5083) granting an increase of pension to A. H. 
2 h (EE E sel) granting ion to Gen. John M. Tha 
S a pension 8 
United States Volunteers. 8 
POSTAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE SYSTEM, 


Mr. BUTLER. I now call up Senate bill 2567. 
1 VICE-PRESIDENT. e Chair lays before the Senate the 


The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2587) to establish a Meese iy a 
system and to enlarge the postal facilities of the people of 
United States. 

Mr. BUTLER. I send to the desk an amendment which I wish 
to have read and printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Amend section 3 by striking out all of the remainde: section after 
133j37ꝙ T IM IE 1, aad tunctcing ta tive LAAS tee AT z 

“Provided, That the Postmaster-General shall establish a telephone 
of a telegraph instrument in every post-office at which, in his judgment, a 
telephone can render sufficient service, and effect a saving of expense to the 
Department. Whereaslong-distance me es may be sent from or destined 
for a post-office 8 ere is 1 Shall 
to which the telephone —— any case may be Sent to be: forwarded by 
s Amend ere 5 to . e eee a postal 

e an ephone system, facilitie: 

— ths United States.“ * i ieron a awe 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the purpose of this bill is to ex- 
tend, improve, modernize, and bring up to date the postal service 
of the United States. It directs and empowers the Postmaster- 
General to utilize all of the most effective agencies for the trans- 
mission of intelligence. No one will question that this bill 
viding for the use of the telegraph and telephone by the 
Office Department, will have that effect. 

Bills similar to this one have been before nearly every Congress 
since 1866. In all more than 70 bills have been introduced to pro- 
vide for equipping the postal service with the modern facilities of 
electric mails 5 he use of the telephone and the telegraph. Com- 
mittees of the House and the Senate have made 18 reports on these 
various bills. Of these 18 reports only 2 have been adverse, while 
16 of them have strongly favored the provisions of a tele- 

h. Of the 2 adverse reports, one was in 1869, and was based 
on the ground that the five years allotted to the telegraph compa- 
nies had not expired. This was just and proper, however strongly 
the committee might have favored the 1 of a postal tele- 
pari The other was a short report mildly disapproving of the 

ill, but not attempting to argue the matter or to give any sub- 
stantial reasons against it. 

The 16 reports favoring the bill are able and exhaustive. Even 
the most casual examination of the hearings before the committees 
and the conclusions of the committees thereon will convince any 
fair-minded man who may have any doubt as to the wisdom, con- 
stitutionality, or necessity of such a provision. These reports show 
beyond controversy that the present telegraph system is, first, 
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imperfect and slow in the delivery of messages; second, that it is 
too expensive, not only because the offices are too distantly re- 
moved from the co bulk of the population, but because the 
rates are so high that citizens engaged in legitimate industries, or 
who wish to co nd immediately on social or personal mat- 
ters, can not afford to pay the rates except in cases of the greatest 
emergency: third, that the telegraph companies make no effort to 
establish offices for the convenience of the people, but are guided 
solely by whether or not any particular office will pay a handsome 
dividend to the company; fourth, the present system builds up a 
monopoly that exacts large dividends from the people on watered 
and fictitious stock, thereby creating a number of millionaires, who, 
to 8 the agencies of their ill-gotten gains, use their influence 
and money too often to corrupt legislation; fifth, that the postal 
system and the telegraph system would both be better and more 
effective if they were combined in one and operated at cost on the 
principle of the greatest good to the greatest number, instead of 
as a private monopoly for the greatest gain to the few selfish man- 
agers without regard to the interests of the public; sixth, that the 
resent management is not only unsatisfactory, imperfect, and 

dan . but it is absolutely unconstitutional. 
ne VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 


wills nd. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to open to public entry all that part of 
the public domain in the State of Utah known asthe Uncompahgre 
Indian Reservation. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the regular business may be tem- 
porarily laid aside in order that the Senator from North Carolina 
may conclude his remarks. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator from North Carolina will proceed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have just 1 75 a brief summary of what 
these 18 reports of Congressional committees on the postal tele- 
graph show. I hold in my hand a statement by Prof. nk Par- 
sons, published in the Arena of January, February, March, and 
2 1896, in which he condenses and analyzes these 18 reports. 

ə quotes from them and edits them. Lask permission to have 
this condensed statement of the reports of these 18 Congressional 
committees printed as a document for the benetit of the Senate and 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads in considering this 


matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us examine the constitutional question first. 
Ishall undertake to prove, not only by these Con ional reports, 
but also by the opinion of other able constitutional lawyers, by 
the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, and by 
the Constitution itself that this bill is constitutional, but further, 
that it is plainly and positively unconstitutional for Congress not 
to provide for the use of the telegraph and telephone as agencies 
of our postal system under the management of the Post-Office 

en 


t. 
tion 8, Article I of the Constitution enumerates the powers 
of Co: Among the powers expressly and specifically stated 
is the following: 

The Congress shall have power to establish post-offices and post-roads. 

That this is an exclusive power no one will question. It is so 
admitted and stated by even the extreme strict constructionists of 
the Constitution. 

Senator John C. Calhoun, the leader of the strict construction- 
ists, who denied to the General Government all power not clearly 
and expressly granted, in a report made by him as chairman of 
the committee of the United States Senate in 1836, said: 

It must be borne in mind that the power of Congress over the post-offices 
and the mails is an exclusive power. 

This power, as stated in the Constitution, is interpreted by the 
Supreme Court to mean the transmission of intelligence in any 
form and by any means. I call particular attention to the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court in the case of Pensacola vs, Telegraph 
Company (96 U. S., 1), in which it was held that the telegraph 
and telephone was within the grant of power to establish the post- 
offices. The opinion was delivered by Chief Justice Waite, and 
the court was unanimous in sustaining the same. I ask the Sec- 
retary to read an extract from the decision of the court. Here is 
an neat from a unanimous decision of the court declaring prac- 
tically the present management unconstitutional by saying that 
it is constitutional and the duty of Congress to use the postal 


= h. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


The powers thus granted are not confined to the instrumentality of the 
service known or in use when the Constitution was adopted, but they 
pace with the progress of the country, and adapt themselves to the new 
developments of time and circumstances. They e d from the horse with 
its rider to the stagecoach; from the to the steamboats; from 
the coach and steamboats to the railroads, and from the railroads to the tel- 
gezerh, as these new agencies are successively brought into use to meet the 
of increasing population and wealth. 


Mr. BUTLER. Thus we see by the plain lan of the Con- 
stitution and the expressed decision of the Supreme Court thereon 
that the Federal Government is a constitutional agent of the peo- 
ple for the transmission of intelligence. 8 

The Government is therefore bound to use the telephone and 
the telegraph and any and every other improved agency that can 
be found in the transmission of intelligence in the most speedy and 
effective manner. 

I ask permission at this point to insert in my remarks a very 
able statement as to the duty of the Government as the agent of 
the people in the transmission of mails to use all the new and 
improved agencies, from Prof. Frank Parsons, as published in the 
January number of the Arena. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). The 
Chair hears no objection, and es is granted. 

The article referred to is as follows: 


It is a well-settled principle of law and justice that an agent is bound to be 
loyal to the interests of his principal, bound to execute his trust in at least 
as enlightened and energetic a manner as he does his own business of a simi- 
lar nature, bound to use modern methods and improvements of established 
value in the transaction of business of the sort that has been intrusted to 
im. An agent to build a house would not discharge his duty by building a 
log cabin in the style of olden times; he must avail himself ò e architec- 
tural science of the day and build a good modern house just as if he were 
building for himself, or better. An agent who uses one method in his own 
affairs and an inferior method in similar affairs of his principal is clearly 
neglecting his duty, to put it as mildly as possible. 
learly the Federal Government is the agent of the ponpe for the trans- 
mission of intelligence; clearly it ought to adopt new and better methods of 
transportation as advancing civilization reveals them; clearly the superiority 
of the telegraph has long since been revealed; therefore, clearly it has been 
and is the duty of the Federal Government to utilize the telegraph and tele- 
hone in the carriage of the people's correspondence. To hold the contrary, 
say that pia ine is not bound to adopt new methods as they are discov- 
ered and proved to be superior, is to say that it would have done its duty by 
continuing to ca: all the mails by foot and horse, refusing the aid of steam. 
Any rule t would relieve . of the duty of using electricity in the 
service of the nation would y relieve it of the duty of using si or 
even horsepower in their service, and any principle that establishes the duty 
of the Government to use the power of pe Rac in the people’s business estab- 
lishes with still greater emphasis its duty to use the telegraph and telephone. 


Mr. BUTLER. On this constitutional question I want to quote 
on this point from no less an authority than Henry Clay. As 
early as 1844 Henry Clay was advocating Government ownership 
of the telegraph and the use of it exclusively by the Post-Office 
Department. He wrote as follows: 


It is quite manifest it is destined to exert t influence on the business 
affairs 3 In the hands of private individuals they will be able to 
monopolize intelligence and to perform the greatest operations in commerce 
and other departments of business. I think such an engine should be exclu- 
sively under the control of the Government. ° 


Mr. PEFFER. What date did the Senator give? 

Mr. BUTLER. That was in 1844. Right in this connection, 
too, I will call attention to what Hon. Cave Johnson. the Demo- 
cratic Postmaster-General under James K. Polk, said, and that 
was a strict-constructionist Adininistration. Here is what he had 
to say with reference to the postal telegraph in 1846: 


It becomes a question of great importance how far the Government will 
allow individuals to divide with it the business of transmittting intelli- 
gence—an important duty committed to it by the Constitution. * * The 
use of an instrument so powerful for good or evil can not, with safety to the 
people, be left in the hands of private individuals. 


I quote now from the Report of Postmaster-General Wana- 
maker in 1892. In commenting on the same he says: 


Almost every succeeding Postmaster-General has pressed the same ques- 
tion upon Presidents and Congresses, For the fourth time I urge its con- 
sideration—-not for revenue to the Department, but for the public good. 

* $ * . * $ + 

Tam fully convinced that the Government will never properly do the pos- 
tal work committed to it until it uses electricity in some form, and therefore 
I advocate the utilization of both the telegraph and the telephone at the 
earliest practicable day. To receive letters and other mail and store them 
away for shipment in bulk, more or less slowly, once a day or even every 
hour, when a wire and a telegraph instrument for the needed quick messages, 
or telephone, might connect the major part of the t-offices,seems an an- 
tiquated anomaly. It is true that a large part of the mails must always go 
by rail, but there is another considerable t that seeks A5 transit; 
that does not find convenient the 10,000 rai n olfices, often dis- 
tant from villages; that does not find the Rees Sai riff within the reach 
of working people. The mail and the telegraph are the life currents of busi- 
ness and, to a large degree, of social life, and the private monopoly of either 
system must result in creating a preferred class to whom high rates may not 
be objectionable. The humbler citizens must do without. 

It was said long ago that the Ryn must be a monopoly. and so is the 

tal system; but the difference is that one is operated for private gain and 

the other for the public good. The Government follows a settler across the 
lains and into the mines, and establishes a post-office in order that his fam- 
i may have letters and newspapers and be more content in a frontier home. 
The eee goes where it can find paying business only; and soit falls out 


t corporation increase. 
from time to time, but to- 


Many te’ 
y th * ndent companies. All but one have been in 


da; ere are but two inde: 
some form identified with 
that is not 
with the other by joint traffic a; ent. 
is concerned, there is but one h compan: 
might be to invest capital in a company to 
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and however es 
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Government for a low-rate limited a tel phic service, the fear of 
bankruptcy by reason of such formidable opposition debars all such enter- 
prises. It is not alone the powerful syndicate of owners of the telegraph 
company that must be metand persuaded, but there are other interests con- 
nected with the telegraph business that stand out against all measures look- 
ing to a telegraphic service in any form by the Government. The growing 
strength of this corporation, whose capital stock is quoted in 1858 as standing 
at $358,700, may be better understood from the following paragraphs taken 
from its last annual report: 

“But since the expiration of the fiscal year some action has been taken 
which should not pass unnoticed in this report. order of the board of 
directors a meeting of stockholders has been called for October 25 instant to 
vote on the question of authorizing an increase of $15,800,000 in the capital 


stock of the company, the gate capital stock 8100. 000. 000 
In the last previous report it wasshown that res a earnings remain- 
ing uncapitalized on the 30th of June, 1891, was $13,015.925. It has beenshown 


in the foregoing statements that the surplus has increased during the year 
covered by this repoti, and was, on the th of June, 1892, $15.174,510.94, to 
which several hun thousand dollars have been added during the first 
uarter of the ensuing year. Of this surplus it is proposed to capitalize $13,- 
by the issue of that amount of additional capital stock, and make the 
total capital stock an even $100,000,000."* 


The Postmaster-General then proceeds to show not only how 
eat and illegitimate the profits of this company are, but also 
ow the Post-Office Department was handicapped by the demand 
of this great agency for performing its constitutional functions. 
Hon. C. A. Sumner, of California, before the Honse Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads on March 25, 1884, said: 
Ilay it down as a proposition that 1 want to have duly considered by this 


committee and the coun that the Constitution of the United States, as 


interpreted by a cent of unchallenged legislation, does imperatively re- 
ret that the Congress of the United States shall establish a postal system. 


lay it down as a fundamental proposition that the postal telegraph is a part 


of the system of the Government, the postal telegraph of the United 
States having n established oe the purpose of transmitting intelligence 


between inhabitants of the lan 


The Senate Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads of 1874, 
which numbered among its members such men as Hannibal Ham- 
lin and Alexander Ramsay, said in its report on a bill similar to 
this one: 

volved upon Congress the duty of transmitting all cor- 
S that 5 as well — — by e 

Probably one of the most convincing statements that has been 
made on this question was by the Ways and Means Committee of 
the House in 1845. The Government had already built the first 
telegraph line and the question of extending the service under 
Government ownership as a part of the postal system was under 
consideration by the committee. The committee unanimously 
took the position that it was the duty of the Government to have 
the Post-Office Department to use every new and improved inven- 
tion to assist in transmitting intelligence in the most rapid and 
effective manner, and that therefore it was the pan duty of the 
Government to use the telegraph, that last and most wondrous 
birth of this wonder-teeming age,” as an instrument for the func- 
tions of the Post-Office Department. : 

I ask ission to insert as part of my remarks the following 
extract from that able and clear statement of the case by the 
Committee on Ways and Means in the year 1845. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

The Government is authorized and required by the Constitution to carry 
intelligence. The function thus devolved on the Government of perform- 
ing for the ple the office of universal letter carrier and news carrier is a 


matter of the very highest consequence in every light in which it can be 
viewed. The bare fact that our ancestors re: to leave it dependent on 
individual enterprise or State control and rested it expressly in Congress 
abundantly attested their anxious sense of its importance and their convic- 
tion of the impracticability of oven the requisite public advantages from 
it otherwise than by it Fed: lodgment and administration. But 
though not anticipated or foreseen, these new and improved modes were as 
clearly within the purview of the Constitution as were the older and less 

rfect ones with which our ancestors were fa: r, and there being no 
Loubt entertained either on this point or as to the obligation of the Govern- 
ment to lay hold of the best and most rapid methods of transmission which 


the improvement of the puts in its reach, steam power commended itself 
at once to adoption and long been extensively employed both on land 
and water for the carri of the mail. 


rriage a 
It is not without full reflection that the committee insist on the principle 
that it was the duty as well as the right of the Government thus to avail 
itself, even at heavy additional expense, of the jg Sica agency of steam for 
the purpose of accelerating the mails. it would have been a gross and mani- 
fest dereliction to have permitted that vitally important concern, the trans- 
rtation of the mail—a concern so anxiously intrusted by the Constitution 
Federal authority —to lag behind the improvements of the age, and to be 
outstrip, by the pace of 8 travel and comme communication. 
Such is the view which the Post-Office De 


poa is deemed discreditable to the Department, 


led necessarily to using the si mgin 
it must 15 Will lead with Ney certainty to 9 5 3 3 
discovered agency or contrivance ecid: vantages of ce 

over Pag diag at used methods. The same princi ~ 
manded the transference of the mail on many 
drawn coach on common highways to steam-impelled vehicles on land and 
water is equally potent to warrant the calling of the electro-magnetic tele- 
graph— last and most wondrous birth of this wonder-teeming age—in 
aid of the post-office in discharge of its great function of rapidly transmit- 
ting correspondence and intelligence. 


Mr.BUTLER. Judge Brown,a member of the present Supreme 
Court of the United States, a man who is recognized as one of the 
ablest members of that august body, in a leading article in the 
August number of the Forum, said: 

If the Government may be safely intrusted with the transmission of our 
letters and papers, I see no reason why it may not also be intrusted with the 
3 of our telegrams and parcels; as is almost universally the case 

Judge Walter Clark, of the supreme court of North Carolina, 
one of the ablest lawyers and one of the most profound economic 
thinkers in the United States, in a leading article in the Decem- 
ber (1895) number of the Arena, said what I shall ask the Secre- 


sae to read. , 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

air. BUTLER. I will say in this connection that Judge Clark 
has probably given as much thought to this question as any other 
man in America, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Man ho admit the tad „the necessi f the telegra 
and the telephone being operated as a part ct the postal 3 — — ppb 
by the = Is it constitutional?” In truth it is unconstitutional for 
this essential branch of the tal system to be o erated by a private monop- 
oiy or in any other manner than b e Government. When the Constitution 

the post-offices in the hands of the Government it conferred its ex- 
clusive operation upon the Government, and with it all means of operating 
it to the best advantage. The bestowal of exclusive right and duty to oper- 
ate the post-offices carried with it beyond question the exclusive right and 
duty to use all the agencies that would make the post-office most highly effi- 
cient as such cies, from time to time, should improved or invented. 
On this 1 

riation under an Administration which, by that in i 
. a strict-constructive Administration (Tyler's), and the tele h 
belonged to and was operated by the Government from 1844 to 1846, in Bolk’s 
Administration. 

Mr. BUTLER. Judge Clark in addition has prepared a very 
clear, yet short and concise statement as to the constitutionality of 
a postal telegraph, showing that it is unconstitutional for the 
Government not to take charge of the telegraph and telephone as 
instruments of the- postal system, which was published in the 
American Law Review a few months ago. For the convenience 
of the Senate, and especially the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, in considering this bill, I ask that it be placed in the 
same Senate document with the summary of the hearings of the 
committee by Professor Parsons. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. When, under a mistaken notion of economy, 
the telegraph system was turned over to private ownership, Henry 
Clay, the great Whig leader, and Cave Johnson, the Democratic 
Postmaster-General at that time, were among the public men who 
went on record as earnestly protesting against such a step. They 
not only e out the unconstitutionality of such a course, but 
also called attention to the absolute necessity for the Post-Office 
Department to use this and every other invention that would ex- 
tend the scope and increase the efficiency of the postal service of 
the United States. 

_ The strong position taken by these two eminent men in public 
life caused Congress, when it passed the act of July 24, 1866, to 
reserve the right to take charge of all telegraph lines thereafter 
built as a Government function on demand, at any time after five 
years, Taa payment of the actual value of the poles, wires, etc. 

Lask the Secretary to read the three important provisions of 
this significant act of Congress, because my bill empowers the 
Postmaster-General to proceed under that act of Congress (July 
24, 1866) as one method of establishing the postal telegraph. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him the date of 
that act of Congress? 

Mr. BUTLER. The act was passed July 24, 1866, I will say to 
the Senator from Florida. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The act N in substance as follows: 

First. t Government business shall have priority of transmission over 
all other business and shall be sent at rates to be annually fixed by the Post- 
master-General. 

Second. That the rights and privileges hereby granted shall not be trans- 
ferred by any company acting under this act to any other corporation, asso- 
ciation, or persons: Provided, That the United States may at any time 
the expiration of the five years from the date of the passage of this act, for 
postal, military, or other purposes, purchase all the telegraph lines, property, 
and effects of any company at an appraised value to be ascertainea by five 
competent, disinterested persons, two of whom shall be selected by the Post- 
master-General of the United States, and two by the company interested, 
and one by the four so previously selected. 

“Third. That before any telegraph company shall exercise any of the powers 
and privileges confe: by this act such company shall file their written 
pve malty tie Pt Sn ee of the restrictions and obligations 

Mr. BUTLER. We can see there how careful the Government 
was to protect itself when it temporarily turned over the tele- 
aph system to a monopoly. It will be observed that this act 
tinctly recognizes the telegraph as a governmental function 
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and expressly elec that the Government can take charge of 
any an te 


all telegraph lines after five years whenever it sees fit 
for postal or other services. Therefore the bill which I have 
offered is not only in harmony with that act, but it is in harmony 
res weg eae of me pene ser tyme pels it phie 
u mgress to provide for a postal telegraph system an 
fo ing any other new, advanced, and 5 ei that 
may be invented for the transmission of intelligence. 

e five-year limit referred to above expired in 1871. Mr. Cres- 
well, of Maryland, who was Postmaster-General at the time under 
President Grant, called the attention of Congress to the fact in 
his annual report in December of that year. He also urged Con- 

ess to take charge of the telegraph and use it as an agency of 
fhe Post-Office Department for extending and ap lag the mail 
facilities, and also for the purpose of putting the telegraph in 
reach of the people. He was surprised to find that Congress did 
not act on his recommendation. But he continued to investigate 
the matter and to recommend a postal telegraph more strongly 


each year. 

In his annual report of 1873 Postmaster-General Creswell, after 
being disappointed at the inertness and indifference of Congress, 
says: 


There are now but two parties in the controversy over the postal tele- 
ph—on one side the people, on the other the Western Union Telegraph 
pany. 

That was the way in 1878 in which the Postmaster-General 
sized up the situation and pointed out the reason why the postal 
telegraph was not established. I quote his words exactly: On 
one side the people, on the other Western Union Telegraph 
Company.” That same condition exists to-day, and Congress is 
here as the judge between the people and the Western Union 
Telegraph Company. Will our verdict be for the people and for 
justice, or will it be for the aph monopoly? 

The testimony of Postmaster eral Creswell, of Postmaster- 
General Wanamaker, and of other Postmasters-General, in addi- 
tion to the 18 reports by committees of Congress, show conclu- 
sively that we have the poorest telegraph service in the world, 
not a country excepted, and that we pay a higher price for this 
poor service than any other country pays for a better service. 

But, Mr. President, there is plenty of evidence outside of the 
reports of Congressional committees and of Postmasters-General 
to prove that. Prof. Richard T. Ely, of the University of Wis- 
consin, who has studied the telegraph system of this country and 
Europe by personal investigation and experience, in the December 

bee of the Arena for 1895 says: 
and the service 


Certainl ce in this country 

in Germany is most painful to one who has lived in both countries. The 

in is so defective and so 

when it would be a great convenience. It is im- 
and to be 


distan 
miles, and has given the telegram a start of twenty-four hours, and then 
and arrived at the destination on the same day on which the 
telegram was delivered. This is by no means an isolated experience. 
as the writer's experience goes, it is seldom that a telegram is re- 
ceived in the United States which in spelling und every other particular is 
correct. Whereas he does not remember to have received a tele- 
yin which there were any mistakes whatever. Why this 
the case is apparent when one its the telegraph offices in both 
countries. Experiences and tried men, with comparatively short ho are 
ed in Germany; while in the ph offices of this country one finds 
d they are frequen: y overworked. 


! 


ni 


e service in the United States is poor because the offices are so 
uently closed. A few rs since, when it was of virgin importance that 
ate m be sent ond, Va., not an office could be found 
se Banda Rs cae oll be wiper ie seme ieee as dn eos 
t of Sunday. o one 0 eno re isdue 
any N wi . finda: It is simply due 
to pecuniary consideration. The convenience of the public is lightly consid- 
ered and n nister 


con nce. 


The service of the 
ted with the 


rovide all of the people wi posna 
at the same time a tele h O , and ht 

Every post ofio should be part of the postal 5 mea iy 
There are 70,000 post-oitices in the United States, but there are 
only 21,000 telegraph offices. True, the report of the company 
shows over 21,000 o , but inasmuch as there are often in cities 
three or four telegraph offices around one post-office, it may be 
safely estimated that for the purpose of this comparison there are 
only 15,000 telegraph offices in the United States; that is, that 
only 15,000 post-offices have telegraph offices near them, While 
there are 55,000 country post-oftices with no telegraph office nearer 
than, ibly, the county seat, and often none at county seats. 
If the Post-Office Department should use the cea, ape and tele- 
phone as a part of the postal system, then a telegraph or a telephone 
could be put in every one of these 70,000 post-offices, and the cost 
of each message could be reduced to one-fourth whatit now costs, 


Some may question that statement, but after a careful examina- 
tion of the reports of these committees and an investigation as to 
the management of the telegraph in other countries I feel safe in 
repran that the cost can be reduced to one-fourth, and besides 

egraph operators could be paid better wages, the messages could 
be sent with more rapidity and syste and 69,000,000 people 
who do not now use the te estaph would at once have this great 
lightning mail facility extended to their doors at a cost within the 
reach of all. All of this can be done at a less cost to the American 
people than the present imperfect private monopoly system. 

ot only that, but Isay, Mr. President, that if the Post-Office 
e e would take charge of the telegraph and telephone 
and put them in pisti post-office in America, they could reduce 
the cost and still 6 enough money to give free rural mail 
peavey to every home in the United States. The Postmaster- 
Gene on that would cost $20,000,000. Take his estimate as 
correct, and I stand here and challenge contradiction when I say 
that the Government can use the telegraph and telephone and 
reduce the cost and still make enough revenue for the Post-Office 

Department to give every home in America the same free mail 
delivery that the people in the cities and towns now get. That 
is, we can extend the telegraph or the telephone to every one of 
the 70,000 post-offices and reduce the cost of messages, and, in ad- 
dition, have a special free rural mail delivery, withont any extra 
cost to the 3 What a wonderful improvement this would 
be! Will Congress do it, or will it ignore the Constitution and 
the people in the interests of the telegraph monopoly? 

In 1870 England took charge of the telegraph as a part of her 
postal system. ‘‘Extortion, error, and inadequacy” were the 
charges which Gladstone Brought against the private telegraph 
monopoly; and under his leadership Parliament took charge of 
the telegraph as a Government function. At once the Govern- 
ment doubled the number of offices, and extended the service to 
every quarter of the Kingdom. Not only this, but the rates were 
reduced one-half. What was the result? While the private mo- 
nopoly owned the telegraph only 1 telegram was sent to every 
121 letters. Under the Government management the number of 
telegrams increased 600 per cent; that is, that 1 telegram was 
sent for every 23 letters. In this country, where the people have 
more need for rapid communication over great distances than in 
the Old World, it is safe to estimate that the number of telegrams 
would increase to ten times the present number if it were used as 
a public function, at cost, for the public good. Every country in 
Europe uses the a ig os as a government function and as an 
sig ont or the post- office department. 

In this connection, Mr. President, Iwant to ask to have printed, 
not as a part of my speech, but as an executive document, a re- 
port made by our consul at Southampton, England, in consular 
reports for April, 1895. I do not desire to have the whole report 
published; but J pago Clark, of my State, has condensed and 
edited it, and in the form in which he has condensed and edited 
it and published it in the Arena of August, 1895, it is very in- 
structive and readable, and I will ask that if be printed with the 
other two documents for the convenience of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and that order will be made. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the usual rate for a telegram in 
England is 10 cents for 20 words and one-half a cent for each ad- 
ditional word. It may be charged by some that the distances are 
shorter in Europe than here, but the fact is that the rate per mile 
in Europe is less than one-half of what it is in this country; and 
there, where messages have to go over a great distance they have 
to be transferred from one Government system to another in pass- 
ing over different Kingdoms, which adds to the cost. Here each 
message would be conyeyed by the same system, which would 
enable us to send a message perhaps 50 per cent cheaper per mile 
than in Europe—that is, under Government management, a mes- 
sage could, in this country, be sent for one-fourth what it now 
costs under private monopoly. 

Postmaster-General Wanamaker testified before the Bingham 
committee—one of the committees to which I have referred—that 
am of 20 words could now be sent to any and every point 
in the United States at the uniform rate of 10 cents. We are now 
charged 25 cents for 10 words for even the shortest distance, and 
as the distance increases the cost increases. A few days ago I 
sent a message of 10 words to Chicago. It cost me 68 cents. 
About 5 cents of that amount went to pay for operating expenses 
etc. The other 63 cents went to make up the enormous dividend 
of 300 per cent on watered and fictitious stock. Five cents went 
to labor and legitimate business. Sixty-three cents went as a 
tribute to the Goulds, the Astors, the Sages, the Vanderbilts, and 
other multimillionaires who run this monopoly as a millionaire 
machine, Postmaster-General Wanamaker testified that the prof- 
its of this telegraph monopoly were so enormous that a man who 
invested $1,000 in Western Union Telegraph stock is now drawing 
at least $3,000 a year in profits from that B1,000 invested, 
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Is there any other business in the world that pays $3,000 profit in 

the year on $1,000 invested? Yet Congress sits still, seeing that 
agency used by that tremendous private monopoly, while the Post- 
Office Department and the people suffer thereby. Wouldany man 
outside of a lunatic asylum w his business to be run without 
the benefit of the latest improvements? Would any telephone com- 
pany to-day attempt to do business without using the latest in- 
ventions to assist in sending telephone messages? Let the Gov- 
ernment, which is given the exclusive duty under the Constitu- 
tion of transmitting intelligence, uses simply the old and anti- 
quated methods, and allows private monopolies to come in and use 
all the new improvements in competition with it. It is worse than 
that. The Government allows a private monopoly to take abso- 
lute control of the fastest and swiftest and most wonderful agency 
that could be used for the transmission of intelligence to the peo- 
ple and use it for private gain without anyr to the interests 
.of the public. Private monopolies use exclusively the telegraph 
and telephone, the most rapid agencies for the transmission of 
intelligence, to multiply millionaires, while the Post-Office De- 
partment and the public suffer thereby. Is this the will of the 
people or is it the will of monopoly? this the rule of the peo- 
ple or the rule of monopoly? 

This testimony of Postmaster-General Wanamaker shows where 
63 out of the 68 cents went that I paid on one telegram. It was 
to make $3,000 profit on $1,000 of investment. 

At this pons I will ask to insert an extract from Postmaster- 
General Wanamaker’s testimony. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and that order will be made, 

The extract referred to is as follows: 

Because of the manifest 8 to the country at large in the use of the 

ces for a quicker communication, not ible now in any other way 
with the electric current, I hoped for some of the public 

tothe mail service by the railroads. But it appears 
rates nor conveniences are made by the telegraph companies except under 
the Paps. Be of competition. The influence and power of these corpora- 
— — ane aome encouraging 33 the members oe — Hagen ASSO- 
them no! antagonistic, opposed 
to — conveniences sos that can only be obtained h the operations ofa 

t service that treats all people and all localities exactly alike. 

* + * * . * * 

id more in this country than in forei 
ssa baste Sn coon Ta merge aire orto 
is known that American operators perform double the amount of work usual 
for operators abroad. The bankers and the rs, who, it is are 


rs i speculato! 
the principal clients of the te h com ies, may be content with present 
ra Ls but the resolutions 3 of 


e, chambers of commerce, and 
worl people's 8 sont to the 8 show that business 
— 2 generally, and w. people almost wholly, are far from being satis- 


And from the best information I have I believe that a telegraph com- 
gy oer npr g hg ah DAAI OE aT a ‘orm 25-cent 20-word message 
parts of the country. 


Mr. BUTLER. The Postmaster-General goes on to quote from 
the annual reports of the Western Union Telegraph Company to 
show how the stock of the company has been watered from a small 
amount up to over $100,000,000, and that, in addition to the large 
dividends declared on this watered stock, the new lines built by 
the company are not from additional capital invested but from 
the enormous earnings of the company. 

The Western Union Telegraph pany, though it draws such 
enormous dividends on the little amount of stock actually in- 
vested, probably treats its employees more niggardly than any 
other corporation in America. It now works its operators from 
nine to sixteen hours a day, and pays them only about $40 per 
month on an average. No matter how long a man works for the 
company or how great his merit, his salary is never increased. 
If he complains and asks for higher wages, he is dropped and 
some boy, often with little experience, is substituted in his place 
at less pay. Hence itis that we see such a large number of small 
boys in the service of this monopoly, and simply because they 
can grind the life from them at less cost than from older and 
more experienced men. The policy of our Government with ref- 
erence to the clerks in the Post-Office Department is exacily the 
opposite. The object of the Government is not only to pay fair 
prices for labor, but to increase wages upon the merit system. 
A postal clerk under the Government gets an average of 881 per 
month, and works onl eight hours per day. The same poli 
could be pursued b e Government under a postal telegrap 
system, paying the laborer a better price, reducing the number 
of hours of work, promoting the employees on merit, and at the 
same time saving millions of dollars annually to the ple. 
Under the present system the people get a poor service; the em- 
ployees get small pay, while the telegraph monopoly draws from 
the people millions of dollars on fictitious and watered stock. The 


Post-Office Department does not charge high rates and overwork 
and und its employees to make millions; but this is just 
what lą done if it were run by a private monopoly for 
private gain. 


Postmaster-General Wilson is one of the few Postmasters-Gen- 
eral who oppose a postal telegraph. He gave his objections in 


sed January number of the Arena. They are, in substance, as 
ollows: 

First. The postal telegraph would not pay. And in this con- 
nection he intimated that It would be srs a do not think I 
misunderstand him; I think it is plainly intimated—if the Post- 
Office Department should be turned over to the hands of the tele- 
graph monopoly or the express company instead of being run by 
the Government. This is an alarming statement, eee one 
who is supposed to be placed on guard as the trusted representa- 
tive of the people over this great and important function of the 
Government. 

The second objection is that there is no popular demand for it, 
because the ges is used chiefly for business purposes and by 
the newspapers, and not for correspondence. This last statement, 
that the telegraph is not much used by the public generally, I regret 
to say, is true; but it is due, as the Postmaster-General is bound to 
admit, to the management of the Western Union Telegraph sys- 
tem, and therefore is one of the strongest apona against the 
present system and in support of a bill like the one which I have 
offered. He forgot to state that the same thing existed in Europe 
while private monopolies owned the telegraph; but that as soon 
as the governments used this great agency as a government func- 
tion the tables were turned, and instead of 8 per cent of the tele- 
grams being for social correspondence 60 per cent of the telegrams, 
under low rates and proper management and extended facilities, 
were at once used by the people. These are matters of record. 

Third. The Postmaster-General concludes with the old thread- 
bare veil behind which monopoly has so long hidden and thrived, 
that the Government should not do anything for the people that 
it could keep from doing. 

I think that is a fair interpretation of the last objection of the 
Postmaster-General. According to his idea, we should allow pri- 
vate monopolies to run the asylums, because certainly it can be 
done by private individuals if they can find some way to make 

fit out of it; we should abolish our public-school systems, and 
et them be run by monopolies; we should abolish our jails and 
courts, because can not each man protect himself after some kind 
of a brute fashion? A man can protect his personal liberty with- 
out the help of the courts or police officers as well as he can pro- 
tect himself against the telegraph monopoly or any other monop- 
oly, and better, too. 

On the same reasoning it would be just assound to say that the 
jails and the courts should be left to private management. 
the other hand, I hold that the correct theory is that the Govern- 
ment is simply an t of the people to do for all of the people 
what can be better done by a public agent 5 each private 
individual in his own behalf. I challenge con iction of that 
statement as being the correct theory of a republican form of goy- 
ernment. Those businesses which affect society in general, stand- 
ing on the same plane with that duty of the Goyernment for 
wanting peace and the preservation of law and order, should not 
be intrusted to individual management, judgment, or patriotism, 
but should be performed by the agent of all the people, for the 
benefit of allthe people alike. That agent isthe Government, and 
if this be not correct, then you need no Government. 

Corporations want dividends; the people want a good service at 
lowrates. Therefore no monopoly per se should ever be placed in 
the hands of a private corporation; but should in every case be 
used as a Government function for the public Thomas 
Jefferson and the other leading patriots who formed our Consti- 
tution and laid down the chart for our future liberty were un- 
compromisingly opposed to all kinds of monopolies. They con- 
sidered monopoly the greatest menace to liberty and the deadliest 
foe to free institutions. They took the position that any business 
that affected all or a great portion of the people under circum- 
stances where there could be no successful competition by men of 
small means was a Government function, and should be owned 
and operated by the Government at cost for the benefit of all of 


the peop alike. 

They were not only to all monopolies, but they were 
unalterably o to allowing private individuals or corpora- 
tions to have c of or control any business that was a monop- 
oly per se. They foresaw that prue corporations would run 
such a business, not for the benefit of the people, but would take 
advantage of their monopoly to bleed the people for the benefit of 
a few. ey knew that this would t in a poor and imper- 
fect service for the people at a very high cost, and besides be a 
constant and growing menace to good government. The postal 
system of this country is a monopoly per se. Therefore,for this 
reason the framers of our Constitution decided that the postal 
system should be owned and 8 by the Government instead 
of by Priva corporations. 3 could 2o be 100 rated by a 
corporations except asa va mon 1 7a monopol 
nature. Therefore it is the duty of 8 to use it aS 
a Government function. 

If the same parties who are now managing the Western Union 
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Telegraph Company had charge of the postal system it would cost 
no less than 10 cents, and probably more, to send a letter where it 
can now be sent for 2 cents under Government management. 
And, besides, the people could not get a post-office or a mail line 
where they needed it until they convinced the mail monopoly that 
such an office and such a postal line would independently pay a 
profit into the pocket of the private corporation, or until the peo- 
ple could be forced to vote by townships and counties to tax them- 
selves to issue bonds to raise thousands of dollars to give to the 
mail monopoly as a bonus, as the people now often have to do to 
get a telegraph line or a railroad for their community. 

I wish to repeat that statement. No community could get a 
post office or star route run into it if the mail were in the hands 
of a private monopoly until they convinced the private monopoly 
that that special ee out in that special neighborhood would 

y expenses. Then the people in a majority of the country dis- 

icts would not get a post-office until they raised money by taxa- 
tion and gave it as a bonus or a subsidy to the mail monopoly to 
establish a post-office in their community. Nobody will question 
that, for that is exactly what every corporation does to-day which 
is situated in the same way with reference to the transmission of 
intelligence or of freight and passengers, 

Had it not been for the wisdom, the foresight, and patriotism 
of our forefathers we would to-day be cursed by a tremendous mail 
monopoly which would be daily absorbing the substance of the 
people on one hand and building up another class of haughty and 

ressive millionaires on the other hand, who would probably be 
styled „postal kings.” Yes; if the Post-Office Department were 
to-day in the hands of a private corporation over one-half of the 
citizens of America would be even without the facilities of a post- 
office. Half of them would have to ride ten miles at least to mail 
a letter, and then pay five or ten times as much as they pay now. 

But this is not the worst side of such a system of private mo- 
nopoly, for when the people would begin to complain of bad and 
expensive management of the mails under private operation and 
call upon the State legislatures and Congress to regulate the price 
of postage and to correct said abuses those postal kings would at 
once begin to dispense franking 8 to every prominent 
politician who would take them, a kind of free pass for their let- 
ters, as the telegraph monopolies now dispense to politicians and 
to legislators when they will take them. I would not be sur- 
prised if the telegraph monopoly has offered a frank to every 
member of Congress. Certainly then the mail monopoly, if we 
had one, would offer its franks. 

Not only this, but the postal anga in the next campaign would 
use a part of the millions they had wrung from the people to try 
to defeat every honest candidate for any legislative branch of the 
Government; andif perchancea majority should be elected against 
them they would send a hired horde of lobbyists to our legislative 
halls to try to defeat the will of the people. The people might by 
a supreme effort overcome the corrupt use of money in the elec- 
tions and in the legislative halls and get some law passed for their 
protection, or they might even get a postal commission established 
with full power to regulate the price of postage, with full power 
to force the mail monopoly to establish new offices and postal lines 
where necessary, and to deliver the mail oftener and in a manner 
more convenient to the people; but from some cause, whether from 
a want of courage or because the tal kings manage to make 
friends with them, such a commission would probably never rise 
to the point of correcting the abuses or forcing the monopolies to 
do justice. But even if the members of the commission should be 
pure and aga ering men and should attempt to execute the law 
and do their full duty, what would happen? <A lot of newspapers, 
which would be owned and run by the postal kings, would at once 
begin a tirade of abuse and misrepresentation. They would brand 
the members of the postal commission as anarchists, and make 
many good men believe that the members of the commission were 
bad and dangerous men. 

Is this not exactly what the railroad corporations, telegraph 
monopolies, and express companies are doing to-day? If it was 
necessary for the Government to own and operate the postal sys- 
tem to give the people a good mail service at cost, to protect their 
rights, and to prevent thecreation of rich monopolies who attempt 
to corrupt the Government, then is it not criminal in us, the 
sworn representatives of the people, to allow a private monopoly 
to take, usurp, and use the greatest and most 3 agency 
necessary for the equipment and perfection of the postal system? 
We areallowing a private monopoly not only to use the most pow- 
erful and profitable agency for operating an effective postal sys- 
tem, but we are allowing it to use it for private gain. Weare 
allowing them to misuse it, I may say, while the post-office of the 
* suffers thereby. 

e policy of our Government in managing the post- office is to 
try to extend facilities to every corner of the country, whether or 
not a special post-office on the frontier or in a farming community 
pays. In fact, whether or not the amount of mail carried to one 
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office is one-tenth enough to pay its expenses, it has been the policy 
of our Government to try to extend its facilities to every portion 
of our country and to every class of our people. Is this the policy 
that any private gn follows? Is there a single monopoly 
in America of any kind which is moved by such a motive? No. 
On the contrary, the Western Union Company do not establish a 
single office unless they think that the office will pay not only 
expenses but also a rich dividend in addition by itself. 

The Government maintains post-offices and post lines in sparsely 
settled communities. How? By the profits it gets by maintain- 
ing post-offices in thickly settled communities. That is the true 
theory, to take the profits that are made from operating mails in 
thickly settled communities and pay the expenses of operating the 
mail system where it will not pay more than one-tenth of its cost. 

Now, should we have our pres Siow and telephone systems 
managed on the same just and equitable plan as the Government 

st-office? Which theory is correct? ich is the more con- 


‘ducive to the happiness and the welfare of the people? That is 


the question for Congress to answer. 

But instead of Congress trying to bring the improved agency of 
the telegraph on the same plane as the post-office, I regret to say 
that there are some evidences that there is a growing sentiment 
among a few I hope only a few—to try to change the post-office 
system to the low monopoly plane of the Western Union Tele- 
graph system; that is, to try to bring the Post-Office Department 
to the principle of not extending mail facilities except where that 
special line will pay. It seems to be the purpose to have the 
Government mail facilities operated on the principle of a private 
monopoly, 

There is now pending at the other end of the Capitol a bill which 
I am afraid is a step in this direction. It is known as the Loud bill. 
It seems to be a first step. It proposes to deny to certain news- 
papers and periodicals the privilege of passing through the mails 
at second-class postage rates. The argument which is advanced 
to support this bill is that each kind of matter carried through the 
mails should be set off to itself, and a separate account kept with 
it, and made to pay expenses by itself without reference to the 
other matter sent through the mails. As I said, I fear that this 
is but the first step, and if it is not checked here and now that the 
next step will be to discontinue every mail line in country dis- 
tricts the receipts from which are not great enough to pay the 
operating expenses, à 

If the theory of the Loud bill is correct, then on the same rea- 
soning you can discontinue every post-office in the country that 
is not self-sustaining, as well as every postal line. Itis passing 
strange to hear men who advocate such measures basing their ar- 
guments on the ground of their great desire and interest in seeing 
the Post-Office Department made self-sustaining. They say they 
fear the ple will be taxed to support the post-office and that 
we should cut down its expenses in some way. 

I take this opportunity to warn the people from ocean to ocean 
that this measure known as the Loud bill can not result in an 
good to the people. It can not result in the diffusion of intelli- 
gence, but is bound to result in checking it. There may be more 
in it than we see on its face. At any rate, as I said, it is the 
first step backward—the first step in the wrong direction. The 
theory on which it is based is vicious and dangerous. If it passes 
other bills will be sure to follow on that line. 

Mr. President. I do not charge that the bill is prompted in the 
least by monopoly. bnt one thing is clear, that such a bill would 
result to the benefit of the monopolies and to the detriment of the 
people. It would be a deathblow to small newspapers and cheap 
current literature and the dissemination of intelligence among 
the poorer classes of our people. But the monopoly newspapers 
would not be affected by such a bill. In this connection p wish 
to say that such a bill would break down competition for mo- 
nopoly papers and practically give them a monopoly of the field 
if it is carried out to itsfullextent. Mark you, the telegraph sys- 
tem is now used so that the people can not avail themselves of 
information through it in a popular sense, and now a step is 
taken to be pay the people of even the slow and antiquated 
method used in the Post-Office Department for getting their in- 
formation unless they take it from such papers as can get through 
the Post-Office Department under these regulations. 

One of the greatest reasons why the telegraph should be used 
as a part of the Government postal system is to reduce press rates 
so that every newspaper in the country could receive each night 
talegraphio dispatches at a low rate and publish the news from 
one end of the country to the other each morning contempora- 
neously with the big papers in the large cities of the country. 
To-day this vast monopoly has its crushing and blighting grip 
upon the intelligence and news of the country. A paper in Cali- 
fornia should be able to get from its special correspondent in 
Washington the telegraphic dispatches from this point as rer 
as a paper in New York. Not only that, but opportunity shoul 
be furnished dozen of rival news agencies to gather the news and 
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send it over the wires in competition with each other and at low 
rates from one end of the country to the other. It is impossible 
to do it now. 

No people can defend their liberty unless they are intelligent; 
no people can be intelligent if false statements are given to them 
as facts, if news is suppressed or perverted, because then they cast 
their votes, acting on wrong premises, to enslave themselves and 
enthrone monopolies. The present telegraph system operates to 
this end, if not for this purpose. To-day, therefore, the liberty as 
well as the perpetuity of this Government depends upon tearing 
the hands of y and oppressive 5 from the informa- 
tion and intelligence of the country and allowing the people the 
freest, cheapest, and widest 3 use of the most rapid agen- 
cies for communicating intelligence. 

I wish in this connection to call attention to a part of Post- 
master-General Wanamaker’s report for 1892, page 29, where he 
said that the tal telegraph is vastly more important to the 

ple than subsidies for fast mails. I call attention to this fact, 
Ecos it was only last Tuesday that the Senate by a large vote 

nted a special subsidy to one railroad line for the p se of 
fast mail in the face of the statement of the Postmaster-General 
that such a subsidy is not necessary, in the face of the statement 
of the Postmaster-General that the subsidy of $196,000 would not 
add to the efficiency of the postal service. Yet the Senate voted 
that subsidy, and the reason given was that the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral might be wrong and that it might increase the mail facili- 
ties and give the people in New Orleans mail from Boston a few 
hours sooner. 

Now, I offer a bill which will reduce the time of the mail from 
forty-eight hours to forty-eight minutes, and if fast-mail facilities 
constitute a controlling intluence and if the necessity for fast- 
mail service is the reason why that much money was voted under 
doubtful conditions, then how can we refuse to vote for a bill to 
reduce the mail from hours to minutes, that can give the ple 
intelligence in forty-eight minutes instead of forty-eight hours, 
and at a cost within the reach of all? It is true that there is one 
monopoly opposed to such action, but surely the wishes or inter- 
ests of that monopoly will not keep us from giving the people the 
facilities of a very fast mail. 

It is an outrage upon civilization that one of the test inven- 
tions of all ages should be permitted to be captured by corporate 
greed, kept out of reach of the great mass of the people, and re- 
served for uses in which the business of gamblers form the chief 

art, and even given the priority of transmission over all other 
1 5 A company that manages the 1 pat with such lit- 
tle wisdom and public rte ought not to be allowed to controlit. 
Franklin interceded with Heaven to secure the use of the lightning 
as a servant of the people; but behold, this last gift of Heaven 
has been wrested from the people and seized by a monopoly—a 
moneyed aristocracy—and used as their servant for private gain. 
Think of it. Fifty years since the lightning was Tanasi to 
langu and literature, and the people can not even yet avail 
themselves of the discovery; fifty years, and gamblers are still 
the main beneficiaries; fifty years, and Wall street is still in pos- 
session, and a great Government lying apparently helpless to 
take charge of it and use it for the common good. 

Yes; itis as true to-day asit was in 1873, when Postmaster-Gen- 
eral Creswell said that there were but two parties to this question. 
On one side are the people, and on the other is the Western Union 
telegraph monopoly. e case is before Congress; we are the 
sworn . of the people. Will the verdict be in favor 
of the selfish profits of this most monstrous monopoly, or will it 
be to give the 3 re their constitutional rights? 

. Mr. President, I ask that the bill with the amendment and this 
Senate document which I have asked to be printed be referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so referred. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that the Indian appropriation bill be 
now proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6249) making appropriations for current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and i 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish the Senate would revert to and 
dispose of the reserved amendment on e 28. It is a committee 
amendment. I think we might as well dispose of it now as at any 
other time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment indicated will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 28, after the word dollars,“ in line 
19, the Committee on Appropriations report to strike out: 

Provided, That the sums of money mentioned in this and the preceding 
— 5 =e to said Indians by an officer designated by Secre- 


Mr. Jones of Arkansas rose. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from Arkansas proceeds, will 
he allow me for one moment? Yesterday I moved to strike out 
the provision that the members of the commission proposed on 
page 50 should be of different political parties. The motion which 

made to that effect was lost. Then it was followed by another 
provision in the bill that the Secretary of the Interior should make 
certain negotiations with other Indian tribes, and I proposed, rather 
as a method of reductio ad absurdum, a provision that he should 
also associate with himself some person of a different political 
faith from hisown. That was adopted by a very thin Senate. I 
did not suppose it would be adopted when I moved it. It was 
a way of showing what I thought was the unreasonableness of 
the position on the other side. I should like to have the amend- 
ment reconsidered before the Senate proceeds with the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment on page 28, reported by the committee, which has 
been stated. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. At the request of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. JONES], we will pass over this amendment. I withdraw 
any so rejecting the amendment to the amendment 
2 a yesterday on motion of the Senator from Massachusetts 

. Hoar]. 

Mr. HOAR Let the amendment to the amendment which I 
moved be reconsidered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The other amendment can be dis- 
posed of in a second. I requested that the amendment on page 28 
should go over on account of the absence of the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Vikas]. Ihope it will not be taken up until his return 
unless, in the meantime, the bill shall reach its Anal stage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment referred to by 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW ] and the Senator 
from Arkansas Mr. JonEs] will be passed over, if there be no ob- 
jection. The Chair requests the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] to restate his motion. j 

Mr. HOAR. ‘On page 3175 of the RECORD— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Page 51 of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask the Senate to reconsider the vote by which 
it agreed to the amendment to the amendment inserting in line 1, 

e 51, the words“ associating with himself some other person 
of di 5 faith from his own.“ 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have no objection to having those words 
stricken out. 

Mr. HOAR. It is merely to reconsider the action of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the vote 
by which the amendment to the amendment was agreed to will be 
reconsidered. The question is on agreeing to the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. .I ask the Senator from South Dakota to allow 
the amendment which I offered yesterday to the amendment on 
page 33 to be amended so as to use the word “woolen” in the 
amendment wherever the word “flannel” occurs. The amend- 
ment I offered, which was accepted yesterday, has not been 
printed. It was an amendment to the committee amendment 
appearing in lines 1 to 3 on page 33 of the bill. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
5 to the amendment was adopted yesterday by the 
mate. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; but I wish to have this correction made. 
The amendment to the amendment which was adopted yesterday 
uses the word ‘‘flannel” in speaking of certain clothing. The 
treaty of 1889 calls for woolen clothing, and I wish to have the word 
“woolen” used in place of the word ‘‘flannel” in the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. IL accept the modification. I think that is 
what the Senator from Nebraska intended. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the modi- 
fication indicated will be made in the amendment of the committee 
as amended, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to dispose of the amendment I of- 
fered yesterday to the amendment of the committee on page 51. 
It has been printed. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 51, in lieu of the amendment of the 
committee embraced in lines 16 to 20, inclusive, insert: 


For the survey of lands in the Cheyenne River and Rosebud Indian reser- 
vations in South Dakota, the sum of $30,000, to be immediately available; and 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office is hereby directed to survey 
the lands embraced in said reservations. 

For examination in the field of the survey of lands within the Cheyenne 
River and Rosebud Indian reservations in South Dakota, under the direction 
of the surveyor-general, including clerical work in the office of the surveyor- 
general, the sum of $6,000. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the amendment be read again, 
I do not understand it exactly, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 


The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment, and was in- 
terrupted b 

Mr. J ONES of Arkansas. That is sufficient. I do not care for 
a full reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 


of the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI- 
GREW], proposed as a substitute for the amendment of the com- 
ittee 


mittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to dispose of the paragraph 
at the bottom of page 50 which was reserved yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations at the bottom of page 50 will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Appropriations report, on 

e 50, at the beginning of line 15, to strike out ‘‘to enable the 
tary of the Interior and insert: 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to a; nta 
commission to consist of three persons, not more two of whom s be 
of the same ee party, and not more than one of whom shall be resident 
of any one State. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has an amendment pend- 
ing to this amendment. The amendment to the amendment will 

The SECRETARY. Amend the amendment of the committee by 
striking out, in lines 17 and 18, the words“ not more than two of 
whom shall be of the same political party.” 

Mr. WILSON. The form of the amendment of the committee 
is an old form, and it has been used upon several occasions. When 
the Puyallup Commission was created we used the same language 
that the committee has used here. I understand, however, that 
the amendment to the amendment will not be pressed. 

Mr. HOAR., I do not want this very vicious principle of legis- 
lation to when Iam present without 8 against it. 
I think idea of dividing the commission on such a matter 
between two political parties is utterly vicious. It recognizes 
the spoils system in the most offensive way to say that each purty 
must have a member on a public commission. ere is no reason 
why politics should be considered in this matter at all. The bill 

ts some of these matters into the power of the Secretary of the 
terior, who is to make the negotiation himself; others are put 
into the hands of a commission, and others are made through 
single officers who are to be sent out. 
hy we should treat the public service of the country in this 
way I can not understand. I have always raised my voice against 
such provisions when they have come under my notice, and in 
several instances they have been stricken out by the Senate by 
general consent. As this is a comparatively unimportant matter 
and the Senate is thin, and to force a yea-and- vote on it would 
delay the bill for half an hour and compel a of the Senate, I 
shall not press a vote on the amendment to the amendment at this 
time, but will abandon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Massachusetts withdraws his amendment to the 
amendment. Therefore the question recurs upon the amendment 
reported by the committee. 

he amendment was agreed to. d 

The next amendment of the Committee on . passed 
over was, on page 50, after the word desirable, at the end of 
line 22, to strike out by said Secretary of the Interior”; so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to a ar a 

ion to consist of three persons, not more than two of whom be 
of the same political party, and not more than one of whom shall be resident 
of any one State, . in te with the Yakima Indians in the State of Wash- 
ington for the sur: er of a portion of their reservation lands, and for such 
modification of existing treaties as may be deemed desirable, any agreement 
thus negotiated being subject to subsequent ratification by Congress, $6,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On page 51 the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Cannon] proposed an amendment to the amendment 
of the committee, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the committee amendment, 
line 13, on page 54, insert: 

And a majority of the members of any board or commission to be paid from 
this appropriation shall be ap ted from bona fide residents of the State 
or Mertitory in which is | the partiis? reservation concerning which 
such board or commission is appoin' to negotiate, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I accept the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment of the committee 
was adopted yesterday, and I understand an amendment now 
offered to it is not in order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The whole paragraph was reserved when 


the amendment to it was offered yesterday. The question was 
not 8 ei of because of the fact that there was not a quorum 
present. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not think that the reservation 
covered the amendment of the committee on page 51. Ishould 
like to have the amendment in read. 

The PRESIDING OFFI . The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be again read. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the whole amendment be read if 
we are zoing to amend an amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think the Senator will distinctly under- 
stand it if the amendment to the amendment is read without read- 
ing the amendment of the committee. It is to come in at the end 
of the paragraph. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to have the whole para- 
graph read if we are going to amend it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SECRETARY. Thecommitteereportto insert the following, 
beginning at line 1, on page 51: 

Jo enable the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the Uncompah 
tribe of Indians, and with the Indians resi Reser vai 
in the State of Utah. and with the 8 5 5 
ervation in the State of Idaho, 


desirable by said Indians and the Secretary of the Interior, 000; and all 
agreements made for the purchase of the unallotted lands in any Indian res- 
er vation shall provide a fund for the payment of taxes upon inalienable al- 
lotments, but no agresment made shall take effect until ratified by Congress, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Utah to the amendment of the committee will now be read. 

The Secretary. Itis proposed to add to the amendment just 
read the following: 

And a majority of the members of any board or commission to be 
from this appropriation sball be a ted from bona fide residents of the 
State or Territory in which is located the cular reservation con 
which such or commission is appoin to negotiate. 

Mr. CHILTON. I did not understand the Senator from South 
Dakota to reserve the right to bring this question up at any time. 
I supposed that when he said it would be over he meant 
that we would pass over it until the clerks finished the read- 
ing of the bill, and that we would then go back and take up this 
amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. These questions were passed over yesterday 
because it was apparent there was not a quorum then present. 

Mr. CHILTON. I did not so understand it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And a vote was deinanded upon the qnes- 
tion. However, I am willing that it shall go over, if the Senator 
from Texas desires. y 

Mr. CHILTON. Ithinkit had better go over until we act upon 
the other amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
amendment of the committee and the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Utah to the amendment will be passed over. The 
amendment which was pending at the time of the adjournment 
yesterday will be stated. ; 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Appropriations report to 
insert, on page 55, after line 3, the following: 

That the claim of the Fond du Lac band of Chippewa Indians of Lake Su- 
Tenor for compensation arising from the difference in area of the reserva 

ion as actually set apart to them and that provided to be set apart under 
the fourth subdivision of article 2 of the treaty between the United States 
and the Chippewas of Lake Superior and the ppi, made and concluded 
at Lapointe, in the State of Wisconsin, on the 30th day of September, in the 
year . proclaimed January 29, 1855, be, and the same is hereby, referred 
to the Court of Claims; and jurisdiction is hereby conferred on said court, 
with right of appeal as in other cases, to hear and determine the same and to 
award Fadement against the United States for the difference between the 
area of the reservation actually set apart to said Indians and that provided 
to be set a in said treaty, 10 r acre, the said 
action to be brought by the said Fond du Lac band of Chippewa Indians 

inst the United States by petition, verified under oath by any duly au- 
thorized attorney for said Indians, within thirty days from the passage of this 
act; and the Attorney-General shall appear and answer said petition within 
days from the filing thereof, unless the time for pleading be extended 
by the court for cause shown; and said action shall have precedence in said 
court. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator in 
charge of the bill a question for information. This proposed 
amendment reads: 

And jurisdiction is hereby conferred on said court, with right of appeal as 

in other cases, to hear and determine the same and to award judgment 
inst the United States for the difference between the area of the reserva- 
Hon Taaa m set apart to said Indians and that provided to be set apart in 


I wish to ask if there is any other treaty modifying the treaty 
referred to here? j 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is no other treaty modifying it as 
to the area of the reservation, as to the question in dispute.. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no question as to what the 
treaty area of the reservation is? - 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is question about it, because it was 
decided by natural boundaries, and the exact acreage is not known, 


1896. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Were those actual boundaries ever 
adopted in any agreement with the Indians as being the proper 
area? 


Mr. PETTIGREW. The treaty itself went on to mark out the 
boundaries and said that it should be bounded by certain rivers 
and lakes which the Indians thoroughly and familiarly understood. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is the first treaty the one referred to 


a? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir. i 
Mr. JONES of Arkansus. Was there any other treaty which 
modified that nog is the question I asked the Senator. : 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Not to my knowledge. There is nothing 


in the 5 to show it. 

Mr. Ton ES of Arkansas. If there was there ought to be pro- 
vision made here that the court shall take into consideration which 
one of those treaties was binding, and Congress ought not by its 
act to declare that one of the treaties was binding if there was a 
su nent treaty which modified the provisions of that treaty. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I know of no other treaty modifying this 
question in any way. There is nothing in any of the papers sub- 
mitted to the committee to show it. / 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Lask that the next amendment, 
at line 4, on page 56, be passed over until to-morrow, and 

d to the amendment at line 15, page 57. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 

amendment indicated will be passed over for further considera- 


n. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The r at line 15, 
on page 57, and ending at line 12, on page 58, will, I toph, be pasen 
over. Idoubt yery uea whether this provision should beadopted 
by the Senate at all; but I do not care to raise the question now, 
and prefer that it shall go over until the bill has been read through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment of the committee beginning at line 15, on page 57, will 
be temporarily passed over. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 58, line 12. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 58, line 16, to increase the appropriation for support of 
Indian day and industrial schools and for other educational pur- 
poses from $1,135,000 to $1,835,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of the para- 
graph, at line 5, page 59, the paragraph as amended reading as 

ows: 


inning 
at we 


SUPPORT OF SCHOOLS.’ 


For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 
purposes not hereinafter provided for, including pay of architect and drafts- 
man, to be employed in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
A 000, of which amount the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discre- 

ion, use $5,000 for the education of Indians in Alaska. And it is hereb; 

t it is the intention of this act that no money herein appropriated 
id for education in sectarian schools, and the Secretary of the 
Interior is hereby charged with the duty of so using and administering said 
d he is hereby suthorized and 


appropriation as to carry out said object, an: 
N to ko all needful rules an regulations n on provens the 
ools: Provid: 


use of any part of said fund for education in sectarian 
That the foregoing shall not apply to public schools of an 
county, or city, or to schools he or hereafter specifi 
Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill, or the committee, what is meant by ‘‘sectarian schools”? I 
understand in a broad and general way that sectarian schools 
ought not to be the object of legislative bounty, and that money 
taken by taxation from the pockets of the people ought not to be 
appropriated to the support of any school that is ostensibly, really, 
apparently, or professedly for the purpose of propagating the doc- 
trines of any sect, Christian or Mohammedan. 
But the word ‘‘ sectarian,” as used in this clause of the bill, is, 
I think, equivocal. I should like to know whether it applies to 
such a school as the Lincoln Institution. I have had a communi- 
cation from some very worthy people who have devoted them- 
selves to the cause of education among the Indians, benevolent 
le, whose views are worthy of consideration, valuable citizens 
of the Commonwealth in which they live, valuable citizens of the 
United States, who are as much imbued with the true American 
notion in regard to this matter as anyone on the floor of the Sen- 
ate, and whose views, as I have said, are entitled to considera- 
tion. I, at all events, intend to give them consideration, and if 
this is the proper place in which to bring up the matter of the 
Lincoln Institution, I will doit now. If not I will wait until a 


more appropriate ae is reached. 
Mr. ST IGREW. Ithink that that matter would come up 
on page 65. 


. LODGE. It comes up later. The appropriations for the 
school at Hampton, Va., and the Lincoln Institution at Philađel- 
phia, and which the committee 11 pp to strike out, are on page 65. 

Mr. GRAY. Allright. I will accept the suggestion and post- 
pone what I have to say. : 


Mr. CARTER. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
if the enforcement of this provision will not leave without any 
educational facilities provided by the Government about 5,000 
Indian children now in certain schools partly sustained by Gov- 
ernment aid on reservations where the Government has no facili- 
ties of ng iana, character, or description for the education or care 
of these children? I propound that question. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. my opinion this vision will leave 
about 3,000 Indian children without rage school facilities what- 
ever. The oe however, ought to be changed. 

Mr. CARTER. I understand the fact to be that a change of 

licy upon this question was determined upon some years ago 
E e General vernment. With that policy, intended to 
extend governmental control and supervision to the schools, I am 
in sympathy and accord. It was, however, determined at the 
inception of this movement that it should be advanced only when 
the Government had provided upon the different reservations 
educational facilities to be substituted for those now existing. 
In harmony with that thought and theory appropriations for 
private institutions have steadily decreased of late years. No 
opposition to this decrease has emanated from any source in the 
legislative council as far as I am advised. But Congress has 
heretofore acted upon the theory that when the contract school 
was deprived of support the Government school should be open 
to receive the pupil and thereafter give such education as the 
conditions required. 

I understand that now, before the Government has facilities of 
any kind, character, or description for the education of the chil- 
dren, for instance, on the Flathead Reservation, in my State, it is 
proposed to withdraw absolutely from these wards of the Govern- 
ment all educational facilities, and to throw out upon the com- 
mons, to cast upon the open prairie, the children of the Flathead 
Reservation until in due time buildings can be constructed by tho 
pee wherein they may be collected and educated in the 

I do not conceive this to be in accord with sound public policy. 
It will result either in throwing upon private charity the whole 
burden of educating these infant wards of the Government or it 
will deprive them absolutely of all educational advantages for a 
number of years to come. 

In view of the fact that the chairman of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs admits that this will be the result, I move to strike 
out of the bill all after the word ‘ Alaska,” in line 20, page 58, 
to and eet the word ‘‘for,” at the end of line 5, page 59. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state that we are proceeding under 
a unanimous-consent agreement to dispose of the committee 
amendments first, and that this amendment will be in order after 
we have rere through the bill. 

Mr. CARTER. I make the motion to amend so as to reserve 
the right to take it up afterwards. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Montana withdraws his motion to amend at this 
time, as the Senate is proceeding under a unanimous agreement. 

Mr. CARTER. I was not apprised of the agreement, and only 
bring the matter up at this time to save whatever right may exist 
in regard to amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand, then, that this matter will come 
up for debate later? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator from Montana chooses to 
renew his motion. He withdraws it. 

Mr. LODGE. The amendment is not pending now? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is not pending. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand that if the reading pro- 
ceeds this paragraph will be open to amendment in the Senate at 
any time by any Senator. 

Mr, ALLISON, As I understand it, the entire bill will be open 
to amendment after the committee amendments have been dis- 


posed of. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, after the reading of the bill has 
been concluded and action has been had upon the amendments 
of the Committee on 55 an 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line 6, page 59. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 59, line 7, to increase the appropriation for construc- 
tion, purchase, lease, and repair of school buildings and purchase 
of school sites from $40,000 to $140,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, line 13, after the word 
built,“ to strike out: 

That there be, and hereby is, a iated, out of any money in the Treas- 

not o! the 
ing additional buildings for the Mount Plessant Midian Beg at Monet 
Serer Mt mare POO Toz he, teen of a giis darmlor and 
the completion of said buildings the Secretary of the Interior shall make no 
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er contract for the education of Indian children in sectarian schools in 


furth 
the State of Mi 
So as to make the clause read: 
“For the purpose of erecting, constructing, and completing suitable school 


buildings for an Indian industrial school at or near — 2 ty, in the State 
of South Dakota, which buildings are to be constructed under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, upon plansand specifications to be approved 
him, $5,000; out of which sum the retary of the Interior is hereby au- 

to purchase not exceeding 160acres of land near Rapid City, at a cost 

of not one. $3,000, to be immediately available, upon which said build- 
ings shall be built.” 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, after line 23, to insert: 

For the erection and completion of suitable buildi including the neces- 
sary furniture of all kinds for the same, for an indusi boarding school at 
or near the reservation of the and Fox Indians in Tama County, Iowa, 
and for the purchase of a suitable site for the same, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on p 62, line 4, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘four” and insert one“; so as to make 
the clause read: 

For support of Indian industrial school at Carlisle, Pa., at not exceedin 
$167 for each pupil; and for transportion of pupils to and from said school, 
and for general repairs and 5 $100,000; for additional to the sal- 
ary of any military officer of Carlisle Indian School while acting as superin- 
tendent of said school, $1,000; in all, $101,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that amendment may be passed over 
forthe present. I desire to offer an amendment which willchange 
the footings somewhat; but I do not wish to do so under the rule 
that the committee amendments be first considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 


Committee on Appropriations will be passed over temporarily, in 


the absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 63, after line 4, to 
insert: 

For the erection and completion of additional buildings, including furni- 
ture of all kinds for the same, at the Indian school at Flandreau, S. +, 80 
as to increase the capacity of said school to 300 pupils, $50,000; for the purchase 
of 1 a n trees and shrubbery for planting on school grounds, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 11, to insert: 
oseph Schwarz, of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., for making plans 
8 = Tadian school building at 8 S. Dak., 7250. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 15, to insert: 
or ent to E. H. Dow & Co. for plumbing and completing water sys- 
ten 8 school, $1,200. p £ 2 E 55 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, line 15, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out two ” and insert three“; in the same 
line, after the word dollars,“ to insert for steam-heating plant, 
$10,000”; and in line 18, before the word thousand,“ to strike 
out ‘‘ fifty-four” and insert “sixty-five”; so as to make the clause 
read: 

For support and education of 300 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Genoal 
Nebr., at $167 per annum each, $50,100; for general re and improvement 
$3,500; for steam-heating plant, $10,000; for pay of superintendent of sai 
School, $1,700; in all, $05,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 65, to strike out: 

For support and education of 120 Indian pupils at the school at Hampton, 
Va., $20.00. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask if the chairman of the subcommittee 
of the Committee on Appropriations, who is in charge of the pend- 
ing bill, will not consent that that amendment be di eed to? 

. PETTIGREW. I can not comply with that request, The 
Senate will have to dispose of that matter. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I sug; , in view of the fact that we 
have to take up another order of business at 4 o'clock, that 
it will be impossible to dispose of the Indian school question at 
this sitting of the Senate, and that this amendment be passed 
over, as the same question will undoubtedly be raised in connec- 
tion with the other clauses about Indian schools, 

Mr. LODGE. Is the proposition to pass over that part of the 
bill in relation to the Hampton School and Lincoln Institution? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I consent that they both be passed over 
for the or ieee R 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

Mr. D. It seems to me that the ponding. amendment 


might be very soon disposed of. It is a matter which has been up 
here year and year in. It is an old story. - 
Mr. PETTIGR I Wish to say to the Senator from Virginia 


that we have agreed to take up et 4 o’clock pension bills on the 
Calendar, and it is now within ten minutes of that hour. 

Mr. DANIEL. We can get through with this amendment in 
ten minutes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not believe we can dispose of it in ten 

urs. 


Mr. GRAY. I should like to say that the next amendmen 
which is striking out the provision for the Lincoln Institution a 
Philadelphia, is upon the same basis with that of Hampton, and I 
suppose will be included in the motion of the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. I will not make any distinct motion 
myself in regard to it, if that be so, but otherwise I shall. 

r. SEWELL. I wish to say that the school at Hampton, Va., 
is in no sense sectarian, nor is the school provided for in the fol- 
lowing poraetaph of the bill, and I think the question can be dis- 

osed of in a very few minutes if taken up and considered now. 
is school was instituted some years as 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey 
that we have not reached the paragraph to which he refers. The 
paragraph before the Senate is the one before that. 
ja Mr. SEWELL. I have reference to that particular appropria- 

on. 

This school was established some years ago by philanthropic 
propie in this country, and they have had for some years a num- 

r of Indian children there. It isin no sense sectarian; the man- 
agement of it is com of persons of different denominations, 
and even Catholics have contributed very largely to it. The 
school is cies (aba by funds provided by that eminently philan- 
thropic gentleman, the late George Peabody, of London. 

I wish to present a statement of the case a little more clearl 
and definitely than has been heretofore made for want of knowl- 
edge, and I ask that it be read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Are we proceeding with the consideration of - 
the 8 which the committee have reported to strike out 
on p 57 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
question before the Senate is upon agreeing to the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations, to strike out the 
clause from line 1 to line 3, on page 65. 

Mr. HAWLEY. An amendment to the committee amendment? 

Mr. FAULKNER. No; the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment en by the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope some one will renew, or I will renew, 
the request that the amendment in regard to Hampton and Lin- 
coln Indian schools go over. It is one of those things which re- 
quire the consideration of a full Senate, and I should not consent 
to go on with it otherwise. I wish a full audience here while the 
discussion proceeds. We should have the full judgment of the 
Senate. I ask that the amendment go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed 
over, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask that the paper which I have sent to the 
desk may be printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
paper referred to Ry the Senator from New Jersey will be printed 
in the RECORD. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


HAMPTON NORMAL AND AGRICULTURAL INSTITUTE, 
Hampton, Va., April 6, 1896. 

Dran SIR: For a number of years Congress has made an annual appropri- 
ation of $167 each for 120 Indians at the Hampton School. 

Iam informed that although the House has continued this appropriation, 
the action of the committee of the Senate has been unfavorable to its contin- 
uance on the ground of its all sectarian character. 

Ihave the honor to call your attention to the following facts in regard to 
0 ed by the general bly ot 

e pton ool was incorporat y the gene assembly the 
State of Virginia in the year 1870. 
The purposes of the school as stated in its charter are as follows: 

“The instruction of youth in common-school, academic, and collegiate 
branches, the best methods of teaching the same, and the best mode of prac- 
tical industry in its iy Ke pe to agriculture and the mechanic arts.“ 

It is governed by a rd of 17 trustees, representing 6 different religious 
denominations, no one of which a majority. 

It receives help from the land-scrip fund rongi the State of Vinnis to 
the amount of $10,000 per goar as being an cultural institution. board 
of curators appoin by the governor of Virginia have a supervision of the 
use of these funds and make annual reports to the State authorities. 

It also receives help from the Morrill Act fund, the Peabody and the Slater 
oe e are aware that no aid is given by the Peabody fund to sectarian 

itutions. * 

The school receives aid from the board of no church, nor is it connected with 
any religious organization. It has among its staff and students both Catho- 
lics and testants. Its present chaplain was connected with both Congre- 
gational and Presbyterian churches before coming tothe school. The church 
service includes the silent prayer of the Friends, a part of the service of the 
Episcopal Church, and the usual forms of the nonritualistics. The assistant 
chaplain is a member of the Episcopal Church; and communion service is 
administered on the school grounds to students belonging to the Baptist 
Church by a minister of that denomination. 

The school receives help from Hebrews, Protestants, and Catholics, one of 
its donors being a Catholic priest. It has had among its guests and friends 

ople of all denominations, and has prided itself npon the fact 
nes had been held throughout the country clergymen and laymen 
have been willing to speak in its whatever denomination they repre- 
sented. Its graduates have gone out to work in different churches; one of 
them is archdeacon in the 1 church; another has charge of a large 
ey pe As by the Methodists; a number have gone as teachers in 

tholic schoo! 

Hampton bas a special claim u the people of the country, because here 
the Government system of indusi education of Indians was first started. 

its foun in 1870 until 1878 the school had been devoted to the educa- 
tion of negro you 


twherever 
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After the Indian massacres and outrages of 1875, 70 Indians captured in the 
Indian Territory, representing the five tribes there in rebellion, the Chey- 
ennes, Comanches, Kiow: eee and Apaches, were sent under the 
care of Capt. R. H. Pratt, United States Army, as prisoners and hostages to 
Fort Marion, St. Augustine, Fla. 

After remaining in prison for three years under the instruction of Captain 
Pratt and some good fadies from the North, 15 asked to be allowed to receive 
further education. They were brought to Hampton use that was the 
only place that would receive and give them what they seemed especially to 
need, industrial education. 2 

vy eer Pratt spent one brand at Hampton, then went out and established 
the lisle School. Out of the successful experiment of industrial education 
of the Indians in these two schools grew up the industrial schools of the 
yost to which the Government now appropriates hundreds of thousands of 


ollars. 

Although the great work of the education of Indians must be carried on at 
the weet pied great advantage for the young people of this race to 
have a school like Hampton, giving opportunities such as can be provided by 
no Western school for the training of teachers and for instruction in the in- 


dustrial arts. 
The benevolent from all parts of the country have here invested 


le 

half a million of dollars in its 16 workshops, farm, and schoolrooms, and to 

the carrying on of this institution more than $80,000 a year is contributed. 
Here between three and four hundred Indian youth have been educated 
and sent back to their homes, 87 per cent of whomare, by actual investigation, 

found to be satisfactorily en in regular occupations. 

The strongest testimony to the value of the school’s work has been made 
ruen Boar Gen. Frank Armstrong, formerly United 
tes Indian Inspector, and Assistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a 
Catholic, has repeatedly said that no other school could show such good 


ts. 

United States Indian Inspector Major McLaughlin has borne similar testi- 
mony. Bishop Hare, of Dakota,in a letter published March, 1886, says: 1 
can not shut my eyes to the incalculable service which well-conducted East- 
ern schools have done the Indians, and I am filled with alarm when I hear 
that their work should be either discontinued or crippled." Later he says: 
“My yearly visit at Hampton Institute is not made more to see our students 
than it is to show my gratitude for what the institution is doing for them.” 

The honorable Secretary of the Interior, the C oner of Indian Af- 
fairs, and the Superintendent of Indian Schools are in thorough sympathy 
with the school, and believe it to be of great advantage to the Indian schools 
of ee West that a limited number of their more promising pupils should be 
sent here. 

To this institution General Armstrong, its founder and for twenty-five 
years its principal, gave his life. It certainly seems proper that Congress 
should appro riate the amount of $20,000 a year in order that the work of 


this tution may go on. 
Tshall be very glad to e vou documents which will more fully 


explain the working of the schoo! 
Respectfully, yours, H. B. FRISSELL, Principal. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have a similar paper for which I should have 
made the same request as that which been made by the Sena- 
tor from New J gl Ui a memorial setting forth the facts 
about the Hampton titute by its principal; but it being, as I 
understand, identical, I shall not e the request. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the consent of the Senator from South 
Dakota, I will ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
present consideration of Senate bill 1306. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is the request made by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] that unanimous consent be granted that the two amendments 
on page 65, from line 1 to line 7, may be passed over for the present. 
Is hare objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PETTIGREW.. I will yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 
As we are to take up a special order at 4 o’clock, I shall not insist 
upon going on further with the appropriation bill to-day. 


TRANSMISSISSIPPI EXPOSITION AT OMAHA, 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1306) to authorize and encourage the hold- 
ing of a transmississippi exposition at the city of Omaha, in the 
State of Nebraska, in the year 1898, and making an appropriation 
therefor. I do not think it will lead to any discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be read forinforma- 
tion, subject to objection. 

The Secre read the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam warmly in favor of this bill. I donot 
rise, however, solely for the purpose of making that statement, 
but to say that I shall ask the Senate to take up on Monday next 
the resolution admitting Mr. Du Pont to a seat in this body as a 
Senator from Delaware for the p se of submitting a few re- 
marks thereon. I understand that there are other Senators who 
also desire to speak on the resolution on that day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
ae Se from Nebraska to take up the bill which has been 
rea 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have listened to that bill. It is somewhat 
involved, and I should like to have time to consider it before we 
enter upon another exposition. I hope, therefore, without enter- 
ing a formal objection to the bill, that it may be laid over until 
some other time. It seems to me it involves the Government in a 
bo expenditure, and it ought to be carefully examined. 

-HAWLEY. Thematterof expenditure is carefully guarded 
* and expressly n provino for in the bill. 

4 SHERMAN ‘ e haye not time to propery consider it now. 
The hour has arrived for taking up pension bills under the agree- 


ment made yesterday, and I hope we shall proceed with that order. 


I hope the Senator from Ohio will withdraw his 
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objection. I was not able to hear the grounds on which the Sen- 
ator based it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think I would be justified in allow- 
ing the bill to be now. I hope it may be over now 
and taken up in the morning hour to-morrow. Ido not want to 
displace it, but I want an opportunity to examine it. Congress 
has been seriously mistaken two or three times in regard to the 
expense which it was said would be involved in such expositions, 

8 I ask that the bill may be made the special order 
after the conclusion of the routine morning business to-morrow— 
between that and 2 o’clock. : ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no objection. 
ane PETTIGREW. Not to interfere with the appropriation 


Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; not to interfere with the appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. : ; 
JOHN C. CUTTER. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to allow 
me to call up a simple bill to correct a soldier’s record. It will 
take but a moment. It has been reported unanimously from the 
commit on Military Affairs, and unanimously the other 

ouse. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will yield to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts for that purpose, but give notice that after that bill is dis- 
posed et: ‘oo insist on proceeding with the consideration of 
pension s 

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of House bill No. 83. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 83) for the relief of 
John C. Cutter, late first lieutenant, Thirty-sixth Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry. It directs the Secretary of War to revoke 
the order accepting the resignation of First Lieut. John C. Cutter, 
Thirty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, on January 2, 
1864, ‘* for the good of the service,” and to issue to him an honor- 
able discharge as of that date; but nothing in this act shall be 
construed so as to allow him any pay, bounty, pension, or other 
allowances to which he would not have been entitled under the 
terms of his original discharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the order adopted yesterday 
the private pension bills on the Calendar will now be considered. 
EMMA BROUGH GERARD. 

The bill (S. 1414) granting a pension to Emma Brough Gerard 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was rted from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘ Volunteers,” to insert ‘at 
the rate of $16 per month”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre iS 
authorized oat directed to place on a ia A 3 
oF g Fee a Privata en B Manes med Bey 
ment Ohio Volunteers, at the rate of $16 per month. ni: ~ 7 Regt 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
consent to increase that amount to $25. The circumstances are 
peculiar. This lady is the daughter of the late Governor Brough, 
of Ohio, who was very highly respected. Her husband died re- 
cently, leaving her without any property. Itseems to me that $25, 
owing to the circumstances of the case, should be the least that 
ought to be allowed, and I hope the Senate will indulge me in this 
request, 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator move to amend the 
amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to strike out “sixteen” and insert 
“twenty-five.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
Saa Senator from Ohio to the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That amendment will not be resisted by 
the committee. This woman has two small children. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to strike out the word deceased,” 
at the close of line 6; it is superfluous. 

The amendment was a; to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CELESTHIA A, WHITNEY. 
The bill (S. 1148) granting a pension to Celesthia A. Whitney 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 


jee ey eS Pe Se MR mee Pe Se TN eee len mpeten reat eM OF 
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place on the pension roll the name of Celesthia A. Whitney, 

¡widow of Ingerson Whitney, late a private, unassigned, in the 

‘Fourteenth Maine Infantry. 

| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REBECCA E. KUTZ. 


The bill (S. 1036) granting a pension to Rebecca E. Kutz was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Rebecca E. Kutz, mother of George 
AE wera late of Company F, Seventeenth Ohio Veteran Volunteer 

‘antry. 

The till was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a thifd reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANNA C. GARBER. 


The bill (S. 725) granting a pension to Anna C. Garber was 
consid: as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
„twelve“ and insert “eight”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of er 
month, Anna C. Garber, widow of the late Samuel A. Garber, d , late 
private Company B. Nineteenth Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the word ‘‘ deceased,” in line 
6, after the name ‘‘ Garber,” be stricken out. It is a superfluity. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. BELL. 
The bill (S. 1523) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bell was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was rted from the Committee on Pensions with an 


amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
5 5 ” and insert seventeen“; so as to make the bill 
read: 

Beit etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of 6 the name of Benjamin F. Bell, late 
second lieutenant, Tenth United States Cavalry, and pay a pension of $17 
per month. 

The amendment was to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 7 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
SAM P. BARBEE. 


The bill (S. 1684) granting a pension to Sam P. Barbee was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was 3 ark from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out 
“ thirty-six ” and insert twenty ”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, Care the provisions 
and limitations of the pen: P. bee, of Com- 

y B, Second 
per month, in 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW B. KEITH. 

The bill (H. R. 994) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
B. Keith was consid as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew B. Keith, 

te private in Company F, One hundred and twentieth Regiment 

Ohio Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the 
pension now paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNIE J. CORBETT. 

The bill (H. R.925) granting a pension to Annie J. Corbett, of 
Providence, R. I., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Spoo to place on the pension roll the name of Annie J. Cor- 

t, widow of William Corbett, late of Company K, Second Regi- 
ment of Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

KATE A, PITMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 995) granting a pension to Kate A. Pitman, was 
Sen d ia OIS the Whole. It proposes to pao 
on the pension roll, at the rate of $8 per month, the name of Kate 
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A. Pitman, widow of George Pitman, late a private in Company 
C, One hundred and second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY ALLARD. 

The bill (S. 830) granting a pension to Allard, widow of 
John Allard, formerly of pany E, Seventh Connecticut Vol- 
unteer Infantry, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
8 to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Allard, 
widow of John Allard, formerly of Company E, Seventh Con- 
necticut Volunteer Infantry. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend by striking out the word 
formerly“ and inserting the word late”; so as to read “‘late of 
Company E.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
C121 be. bs Saarai reading 

e bill was ordered to be e for a third ing, read 
the third time, and passed. 8 
MRS, EUNICE IDA RHOADES. 

The bill (S. 1936) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida 

oades was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A bill identical with the Senate bill has 
passed the House of Representatives and is on the Calendar, re- 

. ee the Committee on Pensions. I move to substitute it 

or this 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). If 
there be no objection, the House bill will be substituted for the 
Senate bill. 

The bill (H. R.3749) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida 

hoades was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pose to increase to $50 a month the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida 

up Rhoades, widow of William W. Rhoades, late lieutenant- 
commander, United States Navy, in lieu of the pension now 
drawn by her. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third 1 read the third time, and ope 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that Senate bill 1936, on the same 
subject, be indefinitely postponed. 

e motion was agreed to. 
MARTHA BROOKS. 

The bill (H. R. 2800) granting a ion to Martha Brooks was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. gh proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Martha Brooks, dependent mother of 
John M. Brooks, late of Company L, Second Regiment Nebraska 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE PARKER. 

The bill (H. R. 2340) granting a pension to Caroline Parker was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll, at $12 per month, the name of Caroline ie: 
ker, dependent mother of Asbury M. Parker, alias Asbery Par: 
who enlisted in the Fourteenth Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RUSSELL R. KING. 


The bill (S. 1127) ing an increase of pension to Russell R. 
King was consid: as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was re from the Committee on Pensions with an 


amendment, in line 4, after the word ‘‘authorize,” to insert and 
directed”; so as to make the bill read: 
i ted, etc., That the Secre of the Interi 

suthorised andl directed to > piaco Son us pension 9 of Rusdi 
R. King, late a member of pany A, Eighth Michigan Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of the pension he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
SIMEON STEVENS. 
The bill (S.2238) granting an increase of ion to Simeon 
Stevens was considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Simeon Stevens, late of 
Company A, Fifteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month, in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PHILIP T, GREELY. 

granting a pension to Philip T. Greely was 


The bill (S. 856 
considered as in of the Whole, It proposes to place 


1896. 
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vate in 


on the pension roll the name of Philip T. Greely, late a 
antry, 


Company D, Twenty-fourth Massachusetts Volunteer 
at 84 cl in lieu of the pension which he now receives. 

_The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
` The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Philip T. Greely.” 


CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK. 


The bill (S. 1117) iting a pension to Cornelia De Peyster 
k was consi E of the Whole. 

The bill was reported 1 — the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 9, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
*‘seventy-five” and insert fifty“; and in the same line, after the 
word “act,” to insert in lieu of the pension she is now receiv- 
ing”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su bject toth tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Corne Peyster Black, 
widow of Henry M. Black. late colonel of the United States Army,and to 
the said Cornelia De Peyster Black a pension ah a per month from me 
of the passage of this act, in lieu of the pension now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was ef so as to read, A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Cornelia De Peyster Black.“ 


LUVICEY J. SUMMERS, 


The bill (S. 1052) increasing the pension of Luvicey J. Summers, 
widow of William H. Summers, late ca ci of Company E, For- 
tieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, and also a soldier in the Mex- 
ican war, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 

“twenty” and insert seventeen”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it names etc., That man of the saari be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, sub; to the provi- 
sions and limitations of they 5 laws, the name of Luvicey J. Summers, 
widow of William H. Summers, late captain of Company E, 8 
ment Illinois Volunteers, who was a soldier in the Mexican war,and pay 
3 in lieu of the sum of $8 per month now paid to 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
The bill was Feat in te grossed fi third reading, read 
e was or en or a 
the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS J. HAUGHEY,. 


The bill (S. 1880) to increase the pension of Thomas J. eer 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was re d from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word“ dollars,” to strike out 
_ “thirty” and insert «twenty ”; so as to make the bill read: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the 33 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place co upon the the pension roll the name of Thomas J. J; Maer a 
soldier in both exican war and the war of the rebellion, and pay him a 
pension of $20 per month in lieu of 0 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HELEN LARNED. 

The bill (S. 1679) for the relief of Helen Larned was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word ‘‘roll,” to strike out at the 
rate of $50 per month”; and in line 7, after the word pension,“ 
to insert “at the rate of $30 per month”; so as to make the bill 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
authorized and directed to poon on the pension roll the name of Helen 
widow of the late Frank major, First Regiment United States 
Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month on and after the 
‘passage of this act. 

The amendments were 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CLARA R. RODGERS. 

The bill (S. 601) granting a ion to Clara R. Rodgers was 
eee in Committee the maae It proposes to place 
on the pension per the name of Clara R. Rodgers, widow of 
Robert Edwin Rodgers, late major Fourth Ohio Cav: 

Mr. GALLING: I move to strike out the word “late, "after 


the name Rodgers,“ in line 6, where it reads late widow of.” 


It is a manifest error. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MRS. WELTHA POST LEGGETT, 


The bill (S. 2194) granting a pension to Mrs. Weltha Post Leg- 
gett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
‘one hundred and insert “fifty”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ie is ares 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 3 
and limitations of the 7 1 tg the name of Mrs. Weltha Post 
F tt, at the rate of 850 per 
mon 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. GALLIN GER. I move to amend the bill by striking out 
the word “‘ general,” in line 5, so as to read, the limitations of the 
pension laws.” 

The amendment was 

The bill was reported to the S as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MRS. CHRISTINE C. BARNARD. 


The bill (S. 2035) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Chris- 
tine C. Barnard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out 
** seventy-five ” and insert fifty ”; so as to make the bill read: 

Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary ‘of the Interior be, and he S 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
sions and 1 of the pension laws, the name of Christine 0! Ba ©. Barnard, 
widow of Maj. Moses J. Barnard, of the Voltigeurs, H, from the 
State of Pennsylvania, Mexican war, and pay hera nalen at the rod of 
$50 per month, in lieu of the pension of $20 per month she is now recei 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
he ill an a sy to be ossed for a third reading, 

e bill was order engr ora T read 
the third time, and passed. 
ELLEN C. ABBOTT. 


. 1E 2220) to pension Ellen C. Abbott, widow of Bvt. 
pa Gen oseph C. Abbott, was considered asin Committee of 
the ole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
ne 9, before the word “dolars,” to strike out 
* and in the same line, after the word 
„month,“ to insert in lieu of that she is now receiving”; so as 
to make the bill read: 
it ted, etc., That the Secret f th 
thorized and directed to place 5 2 i: one Tenttetions 
provisions of the pension laws, the name of —— 5 a widow of 
5 Cc. eee late colonel of the Seventh ine Hampshire Vol- 
unteer und brevet brigadier- — nited fed States Valunteers, and 
— . per month, of that she is 
ceiving. 
The amendments were agreed to 
- The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ip ae concurred in. 9 g 
e was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to increase the pen- 
on or Ellen C. Abbott, widow of Byt. Brig. Gen. J me O. 


now re- 


JULIA D, RICHARDSON. 
The bill (S. 2035) granting apana to Julia D. 33 ste 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
on the pension roll the name of Julia D 5 1 of 
Chesley Pratt, late of the Third 1 Light Artillery Volun- 


teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RITA STINE, 

3 bill (S. 1665) granting a pension to Rita Stine, amoun 
8 month, was 3 as in Committee of the W 
was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
Pheer in Ine 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty” and insert twelve ”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to Place the name of Rita Stine, of en 
invalid a ent — anne of em of Geo: W. Stine, * at at 
Com prog feo upon the 
and ania Rin „ l 0 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concu in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting a pension 
to Rita Stine.” 
ELIZABETH L. LARRABEE. 


The bill (S. 1356) to increase the pension of Elizabeth L. Larra- 
bee, widow of Col, C. H. Larrabee, late of the Twenty-fourth Reg- 
iment of Wisconsin Volunteers, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pension roll the name 
of Elizabeth L. Larrabee, widow of Col. C. H. Larrabee, deceased, 
late colonel of the Twenty-fourth Regiment of Wisconsin Volun- 
teers, and to pay her the sum of $30 per month, in lieu of the pen- 
sion which she now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DELIA GILMAN. 

The bill (S. 2353) granting a pannen to Delia Gilman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the 
panon roll the name of Delia Gilman, widow of Alvin Gilman, 

te of Company H, Fifth New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUCY ORD MASON, 


The bill (S. 1960) ting an increase of pension to Lucy Ord 


m was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Lucy Ord Mason, widow 
of Lieut. John S. Mason, jr., late of the First United States 


Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAPT, BRADBURY W. HIGHT. 


The bill (S. 1949) granting an additional pension to Capt. Brad- 
ey?! W. Hight was considered as in Committee of the ole. 

e bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the word months,” in line 8, 
in the following words: 

And that he be so paid at said 4 of i Enon from the 24th day of 
ly 


December, 1894, the date he became to’ lind and required the regular 
personal aid and attendance of another person. x 


So as to make the bill read: 


ent Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
present pension of $17 per mon 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and R ; 

The Committee on Pensions reported to strike out the preamble 
of the bill; which was agreed to. 

WILLIAM H. MORGAN. 

The bill (S. 2200) ting a pension to William H. Morgan 
Was ee as in 9 of the Whole. S 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“fifty” and insert (thirty; so as to make the bill read: 

Beit etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
220 ͤ vb 
5 —— F, First Connecticut Heavy Artillery, at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, y : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 4 5 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Morgan.” 

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN DOWELL. 

The bill (S. 714) granting a pension to jamin Franklin 
Dowell, of oregon; for services with the Oregon Volunteers in the 
years 1853, 1854, 1855, and 1856, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, It proposes to 13 on the pension roll at 812 a 
month the name of Benjamin F. Dowell, late employee of Quar- 


C. S. Drew, in the Rogue River Indian war, in Col. 
r the Osegenand Wasking- 
of the an 8- 

Pon Indian war of 1855 and 18586. 


The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LORENZO MESERTH,. 

The bill (S. 2255) granting a pension to Lorenzo Meserth was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Lorenzo Meserth, Company F. 
Fiftieth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and to pay him a pension of 
$12 per month. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
P. F. CASTLEMAN, 

The bill (S. 511) granting a pension to P. F. Castleman, of Oregon, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with 
amendments, in line 5, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“twenty ” and insert“ fifteen,” and in line 6, after the word ‘ as,” 
to strike out second lieutenant and acting”; so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enac etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of me Dee: 


month, the name of P. F. leman, who served as assistant quarte; 
ot Oregon Volunteers in the Indian war in Oregon of 1855 and 1356. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EMELINE C. SEWELL. 

The bill (S. 2068) to grant a pension to Emeline C. Sewell, widow 
of Chief Engineer George Sewell, United States Navy, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensiéns with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
„fifty“ and insert “thirty”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Emeline C. Sewell, widow of George Sewell, lato. chief 
engineer, United States Navy, at the rate of $30 per month. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the chairman of the committee why the 
pension is proposed to be reduced from $50? Iwill state that while 
the name is the same as mine I have no knowledge other than the 
fact that the late chief engineer was one of the most distinguished 
men in the Navy. He served all during the war. Within five 
minutes we have passed a bill grantinga pension of $50 in the case 
of an officer of an assimilated rank, that of colonel in the Army. 
In view of the fact that this gentleman was one of the best men in 
the Navy, holding some of the highest positions; that he was no- 
toriously 1 having saved some vessels on certain occasions, 
and that he left his family destitute, I ask that the amount be 
restored, to K 85 month. t 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that ought to be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey 
suggests that the amendment reported by the Committee on Pen- 
sions be di to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

MRS. JANE L. FAGG. 


The bill (S. Ape Granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane 
L. Fagg, widow o l. John A. Fagg, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
„twenty“ and insert twelve“; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 1 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
autho. and directed to pay Mrs. Jane L. Fagg, widow of Col. John 
Fagg, who was a soldier in the Mexican war, $12 per month, in lieu of $8 per 
month she is now receiving. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senate to nonconcur in the com- 
mittee amendment. The committee have looked the case over 
carefully since making the report and are satisfied that the amount 
named in the bill ought to stand. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 4,I move to strike out the word 
“pay and substitute the words place on the pension roll, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of”; so as to read: 


That the Setet of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Jane L. Fagg, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I further move to amend by inserting, be- 
fore the word twenty,“ the words “ at the rate of”; so as to read: 

At the rate of $20 per month. 2 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were con in. 8 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOHN E. EVANS. 


The bill (H. R. 3432) for the relief of John E. Evans was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of John E. Evans, late sergeant, United States Marine 
ba on the pension roll at $30 per month. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CAROLINE A. SLOCUM. 


The bill (S. 574) granting a pension to Caroline A. Slocum was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. { £ 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
“one hundred and twenty-five” and insert fifty“; so as to make 
the bill read: 

it enacted. Secre Interior be, and he is hereby, 

8 and S on wt 55 roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline A. Slocum, widow 
of Willard Slocum, deceased, late lieutenant-colonel One hundred and twen- 
tieth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, at the rate of $50 a month, 

The amendment was agreed to. at 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend by striking out the word 
* deceased” at the end of line 6. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. j $ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN S. HALL, 


The bill (S.1269) granting an increase of on to John S. 
Hall was considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of John S. Hall, heretofore allowed by 
special act of Congress, to $72 per month for total blindness. 

Mr. GALLING. Reference to the report accompanying the 
bill shows thatthe committee recommended an amendment, in line 
5, to substitute the word “ fifty“ for ‘‘ seventy-two”; that change 
was not made in the printed bill. I move that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, In line 5, before the word ' dollars“ it is 
12 to strike out “seventy-two ” and insert ‘‘ fifty ”; so as to 
read ‘*$50 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY B. HOUK. 


The bill (S. 2581) granting an increase of pension to Mary B. 
Houk was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A bill identical in terms with Senate bill 
2581 has passed the House of Representatives and was reported 
favorably from the Committee on Pensions. Lask that it be sub- 
stituted for the Senate bill and that the Senate bill be indefinitely 


tponed. 
Te PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
House bill will be substituted for the Senate bill, which is in 
exactly the same terms. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 4606) granting a pension 
to Mary B. Houk was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to pay Mary B. Houk, widow of Col. Leonidas C. 
Houk, late colonel of the Third Regiment of Tennessee Volunteer 
Infantry, a pension of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senate bill 2581, on the same sub- 
ject, will be indefinitely postponed. 


RILEY W. PIERCE, 


The bill (S. 2223) granting a pension to Riley W. Pierce was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Riley W. Pierce, a soldier of the 
Mexican war, at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. SUSAN M. SESSFORD. 

The bill (S. 1510) to pension Mrs. Susan M. Sessford = 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 5 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 11, after the word month,” to strike out 


from the date of the decease of her son, the said Thomas J. Mar- 
tin”; so as to make the bill read: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan M. Sessford, the mother 
of Thomas J. Martin, who died June 3, 1895, and who, at the time of his death, 
was 8 pension from the Government under certificate No. 500845, 
and that she be paid at the rate of 812 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MRS. ANNIE E. COLWELL. 
The bill (S. 2514) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Annie 
E. Colwell was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Annie E. Colwell 
widow of Thomas W. Colwell, sergeant of Company C, Second 
Regiment Ohio Infantry, Mexican war, and first ser; t of Com- 
pany H, Fifth Ohio Cavalry, war of 1861 to 1865, and to pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of the pension she now 
receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AGNES A. BLACKMAN. 


The bill (S. 2513) to restore to the pension roll the name of Agnes 
A. Blackman was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A bill identical with this bill has passed 
the House, which I report from the Committee on Pensions and 
ask that it be substituted for the Senate bill, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
House bill will be substituted for the Senate bill. 

The bill (H. R. 2151) to restore to the pension rolls the name of 


Agnes A. Blackman was considered as in Committee of the 
ole. It e restore to the pension rolls the name of 
Agnes A. Blac „Widow of George C. Blackman, brigade 


surgeon, United States Volunteers, at the rate of $8 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, get rong 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senate bill 2513, to restore to the 
pension roll the name of Agnes A. Blackman, will be indefinitely 


postponed. 
HESTER A. ROBINSON, 
The bill (S. 2290) granting a pension to Hester A. Robinson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘one hundred” and insert ‘‘seventy-five”; so as to make the bill 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the on roll the name of Hester 
Robinson, widow of James S. Robinson, late a brevet major-general, United 
States Volunteers, at the rate of $75 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
OLIVER P. GOODING. 

The bill (S. 2456) granting a ponon to Oliver P. Gooding was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 11, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘t one hundred” and insert ‘‘ seventy-five ”; so as to make the bill 


Be it enac etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the penson roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver P. ng, latea 
brigadier-general, and brevetted a major-general for t conduct in ac- 
tion in the late war for the Union, and now an inmate of St. Elizabeth Hospi- 
tal for the Insane on account of injuries received in battle and under fire in 
the line of 8 at the rate of 375 per month; said pension, when granted, to 
be paid to the lawfully appointed guardian of the said General Gooding. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend the bill by striking out 
a word General,” in line 13, and inserting the words Oliver 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, andjthe amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
TALBOT A. ROUTON, 

The bill (S. 1508) granting a pension to Talbot A. Routon was 
announced as the next pension bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is an adverse report. 

Mr.PEFFER. The bill has been adversely reported, and should 
be indefinitely postponed. 


3766 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be postponed in- 
definitely. $ 
EDMUND wood. 

The bill (S. 504) to increase the ponon of Edmund Woog was 
consid asin ittee of the ole. It proposes to on 
the pension roll the name of Edmund Woog, late sergeant in Com- 
pany C, Sixty-eighth Regiment of New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of the 
pension he is now ein. S 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHNSON HAYS. 

The bill (S. 400) granting a ion to Johnson Hays was con- 

as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the words one hundred and thirty- 
four thousand and thirty-five,” to strike out is not pensioned”; 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to add to the disabilities for which Johnson Hays, 
late private of Company G, of the Seventh iment State Militia 
Cavalry Volunteers, now pensioned under certificate No, 134035, “ hernia- 

and three broken ribs on left side,” and t him a rate of pen- 
to the degree of disability to orm manual labor. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend in line 6, after the word 
Volunteers, by inserting the word ! is,“ striking out the comma 
after the word Volunteers.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES RICHARDSON, 

The bill (S. 737) granting a pension to James Richardson was 
considered as in ittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of James Richardson, late a private in 
3 B, Nineteenth Regiment Kansas State Militia Volun- 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

i SARAH E. BOYD. 

The bill (S. 2557) granting u ion to Sarah E. Boyd was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion roll the name of Sarah E. Boyd, widow of George Boyd, 

Tate captain Company E, First Regiment Minnesota Infantry 

Volunteers, and pay her a Nee at the rate of 817 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CALEB M. WRIGHT. 

The bill (S. 1817) granting a pension to Caleb M. Wright was 
ranha in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the ion roll the name of Caleb M. Wright, captain Company 
O, Fourth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers, and to grant him a 
pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be e for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Caleb M. Wright.” 

HARRIET R. MATLACK. 

The bill (S. 2045) granting a pension to Harriet R. Matlack was 
e eee in Committee of the Whole. 3 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the word Volunteers,” to insert “at 
the rate of $8 per month”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 

rized and directed to on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Harriet R. Matlack, widow 
of oseph Matlack, sergeant of Com y H, Twelfth Regiment New Jersey 
Infantry Volunteers, at the rate of 


per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CLATSKANIE RIVER IMPROVEMENT, 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from New Ham 
lds to me a moment to introduce a joint resolution, and I ask 
‘or its t consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 125) directing the Secretary of War 
to transmit an estimate of the cost of the improvement by the 
General Government of the Clatskanie River, Oregon, was read 
the first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and Hi Regreammtation ote. That tho Berens 
c 8 Senate, at his earliest 
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convenience, an estimate of the cost of the improvement by the General Gov- 
ernment of the Clatskanie rey repped the town of 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
Pry 5 eee Te to the Senate without amend- 

nt, orde e or a third reading, read third 
time, and passed. K i 
MARY E. CHAMBERLAIN, 


The bill (S. 2274) granting an increase of ion to M . 
Chamberlain was considered as in Committee of the Whola. 4 

The bill was from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“fifty ” and insert “forty”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior d he 
authorized and directed to place on the ro pubject to 1 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of E. Chamberlain, 


widow of Lowell A. Chamberlain, late a the United States 
, and her i 
% teehee SEERE T 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I move to strike out all after the word 
“receiving,” in line 9, being the words ‘‘or of that to which she 
is entitled.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
mhe bill was aroa to he ossed f thir 

e was orde en; or a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. iis 
MARY O. H. STONEMAN. 

The bill (S. 205) granting a pension to Mary O. H. Stoneman 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 10, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
„two thousand” and insert ‘‘seventy-five”; and in the same line, 
after the word “‘ per,” to strike out annum” and insert month“; 
so as to make the bill read: x . 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
n yaa aed be ssed for a third 

e was order engro or a reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MAJ. GEN. JULIUS H. STAHEL. 


The bill (S. 1694) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H. 
Stahel was consid as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of Julius H. Stahel, late major. eral of 
volunteers in the Union Army, to $100 per month in lien of the 
pension he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINE WATKINS, 


The bill (S. 2635) granting a ion to Caroline Watkins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Caroline Watkins, of Baltimore, 
Md., daughter of Gassaway Watkins, an officer of the Revolution- 
ary war in Colonel Smallwood’s topen of Maryland Volun- 
teers, and to allow her a pension $30 per month during her 
natural life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY B. LE ROY. 


The bill (S. 2524) to increase the pension of Mary B. Le 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. sad 
The bill was rted from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
«one hundred” and insert “seventy-five”; so as to make the bill 
read: . 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the of this act there be 
out of the naval pension fand, to Mary B. Le Roy, widow of the late - 
Admirál William E. Le Roy, United States Navy, the sum of $75 per month, 
that sum to be in lieu of her present pension. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment. ordered 


the third time, and passed. 
HENRY WILSON, 
The bill (S. 613) granting an increase of pension to Henry Wil- 
son was . in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
„one hundred” and insert fifty“; so as to make the bill read: 


— 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was renee to Sika Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was con 

The bill was 8 to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


33 J. . 


ico, in the First 3 Mounted eee atl Bay and to 
pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES G. HARTZELL, 


The bill (S. 1787) granting a pension to James G. Hartzell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to lace 
on the pension roll the name of James G. Hartzell, late of Com- 
pany C, Sixty-sixth Illinois Volunteer at the rate of $12 
per month, in lieu of the ion he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
J read the third time, and passed. 


ä BYRNE, 


The bill (S. 1635) granti e ion to James Byrne was con- 
si as in Committee of ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out 
the word twenty“ and insert seventeen“; and in the same 
line, after the word month,“ to insert in lieu of the pension he 
now receives”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he 3 

nd to the provi 
Twenty-fifth late of 
Gompany H Ty at the rate of $17 a x Cara in lieu of 
ives, 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the title was amended so as to 
read: „A bill granting an increase of pension to James Byrne. z 

JOHN G. B. MASTERS. 


The bill (S. 1636) VVV 
„ the Wh: 

rh bill sos vopocted from tive eee with en 
amendment, in line 7, after the word Infantry,“ to strike out 
«pension to date from August 25, 1890,” and to insert at the rate 


$8 per month ”; so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre eee ae ee 8 
authorized and directed to place on the pro 


bpon nal subject to 

sions and limitations of the . laws, the name of John G. B. Masters, Inte 
of Company C, Forty-ninth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $8 
per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was — —.— to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
che bill was 9 grossed for a third reading, zod 

e was orde en a 
the third time, and passed. 
ANDREW M. CALLAHAX. 

The bill (S. 2578) granting a s pansion to Andrew M. Callaham 
was considered as in Co ttee of the Whole. It poses to 
place on the pension roll the name of Andrew M. Callaham, late 
second lieutenant Company H, Seventy-third Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month, in lieu of the 
pension he now receives. 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
JOHN N. LANDON, 

The bill (S. 890) granting a pension to John N. Landon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was ted from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,“ to strike out 
“twenty-six” and insert “sixteen”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, soa he — 
authorized and directed to 8 on the pension roll. ll, subject to the 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John don, in’ e privato 
in Company K, Fifteenth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and Some One 
hund ont rie -fifth Pennsylvania Volunteer 1 8 to 
be at the rate of in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to insert the words per month” 
after “ dollars,” in line 9; so as to read: At the rate of $16 per 
month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the title was amended so as to 
read: A bill granting an increase of pension to John M. Landon.” 


EUGENIA WOOD. 


The bill (S. 706) for the relief of Eugenia Wood was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of Engana Wood, widow tf Josiah Wood, 
private Company K, Secon d Regiment New Jersey Infantry, at 
the rate of $8 per ie 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read thethird time, and passed, 


ELIZABETH M. STEVENSON. 


The bill (S. 2216) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 

. Stevenson, of Francisco, Cal., was considered as in Com- 

mittee of the Whole. It cree to increase the pension of Eliza- 

beth M. Stevenson, of San Francisco, Cal., widow of Jonathan D. 

Stevenson, colonel of the First New York Regiment, in service in 

California during the Mexican war, and to pay her at the rate of 
$30 1 month in lien of the pension she is now receiving. 

bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for: athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETER B. PALMENTEER. 
The bill (H. R. 2797) granting a pension to Peter B. Palmenteer 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the p 8 roll the name of Peter B. Palmenteer, late 
a 1 in y D, Seventh Michigan Cavalry, and to grant 


a pension at N rate ot 812 per month. 
une reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and 
MARCUS D, BOX. 
The bill H. R. 2410) to amend an acti 
Marcus D. Box was considered as in Committee o ole, 


i ni to amend the act approved Vobruary ö. it 1895, so . 


That the Secre of the Interior is here 
place upon the in 


of pray yD First Missouri Volunteer o pension 


authorized and directed to 
D. late a private 


The bill was reported to the Senate 1 88 . ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSHUA PARKER, 


The bill (S. 1809) granting a pension to Joshua Parker was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike ont 
ae » and insert “forty ”; 80 as to make the bill read: 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joshua Banton ave a pat 


Regiment 
per mon bite 
The amendment was 
17. Senioro, mod theses: 
™ The ball dered to bo engrossed £ third reading, read 
e was or or a Tea 
the third time, and passed. 
A. S. LOUDERMILE, 
an increase of pension to A. S. Louder- 


The bill (S. 1139 
ttee of the Whole, 


Was CO: cain 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“fifty ” and insert ‘‘ forty ”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it anos etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of A. S. Loude: „ of 
Company E, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, at the rate of $40, in lieu of $24 now received. 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. GALLINGER. After the word “ dollars,” in line 8, Imove 
to insert the words per month”; so as to read: 


At the rate of $40 per month. 


The amendment was sarosa to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. line 8, after the words ‘‘in lieu of,” I 
move to strike out the words $24 now received” and insert that 
he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS E. HOOVER. 


The bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pension to Francis E. Hoover 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the 1 rolls, at the rate of 850 per month, the name 
of Francis E. Hoover, late a private of Company I of the Sixty- 
fourth Regiment of Ohio Infantry Volunteers, in lieu of the pen- 
sion now being drawn by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH DESHLER WHITING. 


The bill (H. R. 1050) to grant an increase . to Eliza- 
beth Deshler Whiting, widow of Lieut. Henry iting, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It 8 to place on 
the pension roll the name of Elizabeth Deshler Whiting, widow of 
Lieut. Henry Whiting, United States Marine Corps, and to pay her 
a pension of $25 per month in lieu of that which she is now 


receiving. 
Thebill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


JAMES LOYD YOUNG, 


The bill (S. 2175) granting a pension to James Loyd Young, late 
of Company A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word received.“ to add ‘so 
that he shall receive $17 per month in lieu of the pension heis now 
receiving”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to t a pension to James Loyd Young, late oi 
Company A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, for injury to ht hi: 
in addition to the pension by him now received, so that he shall receive gli 
per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH PORTER. 


The bill (H. R. 3993) granting a pension to Joseph Porter was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes toplace on 
the pension roll the name of Joseph Porter, late a private in Com- 
pany K, Sixth New York Heavy Artillery, at the rate of $30 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he now receives, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS CORIGAN. 


Mr. ALLISON. Lask the Senator from New Hampshire if he 
will not call up the Corigan case, which was agreed to be reported 
by the Committee on Pensions this morning? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will report at this time from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, with a favorable recommendation, the bill 
tees R. 1838) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan. 

ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the invalid-pension roll the name of Thomas Corigan, late a mem- 


ber of Company B of the Eighty-eighth Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, at $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. CLIFFORD NEFF FYFFE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Froin the Committee on Pensions I report 
favorably, with an amendment, the bill (S. 2600) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Clifford Neff Fyffe. I ask unanimous consent forits 
l consideration. Several Senators have made that request 
of me. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in line 6, 
before the word dollars,“ strike out one hundred” and insert 
“seventy-five”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place u the pension roll the name of Clifford 
Neff Fyffe, widow of Joseph Fyffe, late a rear-admiral, United States Navy, 
at the rate of $75 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH A. COOPER. 

Mr. BAKER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions 
to report favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 2234) 
granting a pension to Joseph A. Cooper. ask unanimous con- 
sent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Joseph A. Cooper, late a brevet major- 
general in the United States Army, at $100 per month, in lieu of 
the pension he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 

WILLIAM w. TUMBLIN. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I report from the Committee on Pensions 
favorably, and without amendment, the bill (S. 298) granting an 
increase of pension to William W. Tumblin, of Bradford County, 
Fla. I ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to increase the 
pension of William W. Tumblin, of Bradford County, Fla..a sol- 
dier in the Florida Indian war of the year 1835, and pay him $20 
a month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
CAPT. JAMES REGAN, 

Mr. CLARK. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration at 
this time of the bill (S. 1011) for the relief of Capt. James Regan, 
United States Army. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Wyoming to the fact that the order under which we are pro- 
ceeding this afternoon, if I remember it correctly, confines us to 
the consideration of pension bills. Ido not pro to object to 
this bill, and I think it may be well to let it go through, with the 
understanding that no further business be done this after- 


noon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Wyoming? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1011) for the relief of 
Capt. James Regan, United States Army, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments, in line 
5, after the name Regan,” to insert ‘‘ Ninth United States In- 
fantry, as first lieutenant and”; in line 6, after the word quarter- 
master,” to strike out ‘‘Ninth Regiment of Infantry, United 
States Army,” and insert of said regiment”; in line 10, after the 
words part of,” strike out Captain“ and insert said“; in line 
11, after the word thousand,“ to strike out “five hundred and 
ninety-eight dollars and fifty-seven” and insert four hundred 
and fifty-five dollars and eighty-two”; and in line 13, before the 
ane Regan,“ to strike out Captain“; so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., proper accoun o 05 Treas 
hereby pren Bar 21 898 to credit re 3 Gant’ J ee 
Ninth United States Infantry, as first lieutenant and regimental quarter 
master of said regiment, for a shortage of subsistence stores at Fort D. A. 
Russell, occasioned by the dishonesty of Com. Sergt. James Boling, without 
misconduct on the part of said Regan, with the sum of $2,455.82, and said 
Regan is discharged from paying the same. 

The amendments were agreed to. 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
me Dill y A E be engrossed fi third readi ead 

e was orde en or a reading, r 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr, GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o'clock and 13 minutes 
15 m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, April 10, 

896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, April 9, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
sie Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
rov 
3 WILLIAM R. SCHOFIELD AND OTHERS. 


Mr. FAIRCHILD. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill — R. 7338) for the relief of William H. Scofield, Jacob Brady, James 
Ketc . Annie Booth, asadministratrix of the chattels, and credits 
of George W. Booth, deceased; Wilson P. Billar, . Waterhouse, Moses 
C. Bell, George W. Byles, and George A. Scofield. 

Be it enacted, etc., That William H. Scofield, Jacob Brady, James Ketcham, 
Annie Booth, as administratrix of the goods, chattels, and credits of Geor 
W. Booth, deceased; Wilson P. Billar, Ezra L. Waterhouse, Moses C. Be 
George W. Byles, and George A. Paraon be, and they are hereby, released 
sureties on the 


from any liability as bond of Neil Hepburn by reason of 
the defalcation of Neil Hepburn, as late tmaster at City Island, N. Y. 
And the Secretary of the Tre: is hereby authorized and directed to dis- 


continue as against said William H. Scofield, Jacob Brady, James Ketcham, 
Annie Booth, as administratrix of the chattels, and credits of George 
W. Booth, deceased; Wilson P. Billar, Ezra L. Waterhouse, Moses C. Bell, 
George W. Byles, and George A. Scofield any action that may have been insti- 
tu against them to enforce such liability. 


Mr.FAIRCHILD. Mr.Speaker, this bill has been unanimously 
reported by the Judiciary Committee; and the object in asking its 
consideration now is that it may be passed before the action 
against these parties is reached on the calendar of the New York 
court. Thereport is long; but I can make briefly any statement 
that may be required. 

Mr. DOC Y. What is the amount involved? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. The bill does not call for any appropria- 
tion. It proposes to release these parties from a liability of nearly 
$5,000. I have conferred with the Sixth Auditor, the Auditor for 
the Post-Office 8 and it is admitted that this amount 
accrued against these sureties by the default of that Department 
in failing to obey the law, which requires the Department to notif 
the sureties as soon as any liability on their part is incurred. 
These sureties are a number of r pilots and oystermen; it re- 
quired quite a number of them to make up the amount which the 
bond ed for. The default on the t of the postmaster for 
whom they were sureties occurred from May, 1893, to March, 
1894. During all that time, with the knowledge of the Depart- 
ment that the books showed a defalcation on the part of the post- 
master, the Berar! himself being meanwhile notified to make 
good the default, the Department continued to furnish supplies 
to him until what would have otherwise been a liability of only 
several hundred dollars was swelled to nearly $5,000. If the 
prosecution against these sureties be pushed it will wipe out 
everything they have in the world. 

Mr. BART TT of New York. Would it not be a somewhat 
dangerous precedent to exonerate the sureties from liability in 
every case of this sort? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. This is an unusual case. The Auditor for the 
Post-Office Department tells me that since this case occurred such 
stringent instructions have been given that the case could not be 
repeated in the administration of the Post-Office Department. The 
cok reason the Department has given to me for not settling this 
ma without exacting the amount from the sureties is that the 
law does not allowsuch settlement to be made unless in the opinion 
of the Department the amount can not be collected from the sure- 
ties. It is admitted in this case that it can be collected, although 
the collection would wipe out all the little accumulations which 
have been made by these people during a number of years through 
building associations or otherwise. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to ask the gentle- 

man whether he thinks it right for us to give awayin this manner 
the money of ede of the United States? 
Mr. FAIRC D. This is not a question of giving away the 
people’s money. If this was a suit brought between private par- 
ties there would be a legitimate defense in the courts. It is only 
because the United States is a party that they are unable to set up 
the defense which would be admissible in any other case. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. You mean that laches would 
be a defense in an ordinary action, but not in a case where the 
Government is involyed? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. It has been so held. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let me ask the gentleman, on what principle 
is the United States Government liable for this defalcation? Ihave 
listened to the statements made by the gentleman, but I have been 
unable to see on what 1 he bases his request for this action. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Simply because, if the law had been obeyed 
by the Department officials, the sureties on the bond of this post- 
master would have been notified on the ist day of July, 1893, and 
the defalcation would not have occurred, 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. Have you a statement of that from the Post- 
master-General? 
Mr. FAIRCHILD, I have from the Auditor of the Treasury 
Depar meni for the Post-Office Department. 
r. McMILLIN. Will you please have that read? 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. I find that I have not the paper with me, as 
I thought I had. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Did the gentleman submit this to the Post- 
master-General ? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I submitted it to the Auditor for the Post- 
Office Department; and the only reason given to me by the Auditor 
for the Post-Office Department why he would not have the action 
withdrawn was because, under the statutes, the only ground on 
which he could do so was inability to collect it from the sureties. 
He put it wholly on the ground that he had not the power, and 
that subsequent to this defalcation more stringent orders had been 
given to prevent the repetition of such an occurrence, 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman from New 
York to let this go over until he has the communication from the 
Post-Office 5 to which he has referred. I think it proper 
that we should have some such statement from the Department 
to go with unanimous action releasing these sureties. As indi- 
cated by the gentleman, these defalcations are frequent, and we 
should be careful not to make a precedent that would involve diffi- 
culties in the same direction in the Department hereafter. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. The object in pushing it now, I will state 
to the gentleman, is that an action is on the calendar in New 
York inst these parties that may be reached to-day or to-mor- 
row unless this action is taken. ; 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, you can abandon the judgment just 
as well as you can abandon the claim against these people. There 
ought to be a clear statement of the facts that the responsibility 
for the defalcation and for the condition that now exists is not 
with the official himself or his sureties on the bond, but is with 
the Government of the United States. That ought to go into the 
record concomitant with the unanimous action that is proposed 
to be taken here. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me to make this in- 
quiry? I find in the report this language: 

It also ap that the Post-Office Department failed during all that time 
to notify the sureties of said postmaster of his neglect to make returns, 
although the law requires such notification to be given. 

Does the law require that? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. That is a fact. 

Mr. CANNON, And they did not comply with the law? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. They did not. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is whether the House will give 
consent to 5 consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I think this matter should go 
over for the reason that we are substantially censuring a Depart- 
ment of the Government without allowing an opportunity to the 
Department to be heard. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD, It has no such effect as that. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The Postmaster-General has 
not been heard and no opportunity afforded him to make excuses 
for the action involved in this transaction. Now, whether that 
case is going on to trial or not it makes no difference, 

The SP . Is there objection? ~ 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask to let it go over until to- 
morrow. I object. 

COMPULSORY PILOTAGE, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular orderis the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 2673); and the gentleman from New York is 
recognized, 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Florida desires to be heard 


in Me rerio 
COOPER of Florida. Mr. oes having presented the 
minority report upon this bill, and being possibly more familiar 
with the facts involved in the hearings before the committee than 
gentlemen who may have an equally good understanding of the 
paom subject, but who are not members of the committee, I 
eem it necessary that I should state to the House somewhat of 
the points involved in the controversy. I shall compress that 
statement into as few moments as possible, because this is a bill 
of such far-reaching importance, and gentlemen representing so 
many districts and parts of the country are directly affected by 
it, that Ishall endeavor to cut short my own time for the purpose 
of trying to give some opportunity to them to represent the in- 
terests of their constituents on the floor of the House. 

Now, let the House understand in the beginning what the leg- 
islation is that is involved. You have heard a great deal about 
the bill to abolish compulsory pilotage. Get this clear in your 
minds, in the first instance, that this bill is one that simply pro- 
poses to abolish all that is compulsory on the vessel owners, and 
that it intends to leave intact and untouched all that is demanded, 
and all that is obligatory on the pilots of the country. 
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Now, the interests affected are lar, 
simply a controversy between vessel owners and pilots, although 
the controversy would be important if it were no more than that. 
But this law affects life and property far outside of those inter- 


and manifold. This is not 


ests. This act, if passed, will, in the ju ent of every man who 

is familiar with the conditions, injuriously affect.every port upon 

hundreds of miles of the seacoast of this country. e law will 

injuriously affect every marine insurance company in this country. 

It will put at risk and hazard the lives of the seamen of this coun- 

3 will have no voice in determining when a vessel shall 
a pilot, and who will be left wholly unprotected. 

You will understand that under the present State laws a pilot is 
an officer. He is just like a policeman or a fireman, only that he 
is officially licensed. He has to serve an apprenticeship. He has 
to have the pilot boat, the appliances for carrying on his business. 
He has at all times to be present atthe bar. He has to take sound- 
ings every day, or every few days. He has to go to every vessel 
in fair weather or foul. He can not absent himself from the bar. 
He has got to be there, ready with his services at all times and at 
all hazards. 


her any more because his services are more n He can 
not exceed the le; fees. If he does not di his duties 
properly, he is liable to be fined or have his license taken away by 
the board that su ises him. He is an officer, paid certain fees, 
compelled to orm certain duties, and to be ready to perform 
them at all times. 


Now, aremark was made here upon the floor yesterday in the 
nature of a sneer, which remark I regretted much tohear. It 
was that there was a Florida pilot who appeared before the com- 
mittee and represented the interests of his associates, and who 
had made representations tosome members of the House. If that 
pilot was here, he could be here only because he had leave of ab- 
sence from the pilot board. He could not be absent without 
leave. 

And, Mr. Speaker, he is a free American citizen, representing a 
hardy, courageous, useful body of American seamen, and he had 
as much right to come before a committee of this Congress and 
represent the side of his associates as though he had been a mil- 
lionaire shipowner and had owned a fleet of vessels. [Applause.] 

Who appeared before the committee to speak in favor of this 
bill? My information is that there was not a man who . 
who had not made a fortune in the owning and operating of these 
vessels. What is the interest that is asking this legislation? It is 
an interest, and the only interest in the United States, that re- 
ceives absolutely prohibitory protection. Now, I am not protest- 
ing againstthat. Itis outside of myargument. It may be that it 
isright. It is not the practice of the other maritime nations of the 
ide, E England has no such laws, nor has Norway, nor have the 
other principal maritime nations with which we compete; but it 
may be that itis oot If so, Why is it right? That we may fos- 
ter and protect a y of American seamen, so that in time of 
peace the country may have that nursery and supply of seamen 
to man its vessels and meet its foes in time of war. And yet this 
interest, exclusively protected, receiving a bounty of millions upon 
millions of dollars from the citizens of this country for the exclu- 
sive benefit of these shipowners—for it is admitted that the freight 
could be carried aue more cheaply in foreign bottoms—asks the 

of this bill. 

There is no limit to their demands. They have been relieved of 
all custom-house dues, and the taxpayers of this country are pay- 
ing for services necessary to be rendered to them, for which a few 
years ago the vessel owners paid millions of dollars. I do not 
complain of that. I want tosee the American marine encouraged. 
‘What I do complain of is that they come here and demand that 
JV be crushed, that the ves- 
sel owners may possibly add a few dollars to their profits. Who 
Will the bill benefit? my deliberate judgment, Mr. Speaker, 
the bill will benefit no interest whatever in this country, and it 
will endanger every interest affected. I wish that we could sub- 
mit this matter to the candid judgment of those members of the 
House who have no local interest, one way or the other. I should 
be entirely willing to submit it to any impartial jury. 

What is to be effect of the bill? You will understand that 
the pilot system in those States south of Maryland is kept up by 
certain dues on coastwise shi ping and foreign shipping. In the 
States north of that 55 oreign commerce increased, 
and as they have been enabled to support their pilot systems with- 
out any dues imposed upon domestic vessels, the States themselyes 
have abolished them. r 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is entirely demonstrated that just as soon 
as any port can got along by fees on foreign shipping the local 
interests compel the abolition of the charges upon coastwise ship- 
ping. It has been done gradually and safely. As the foreign 
commerce of each State has increased it has abolished these dues 
on domestic commerce. It was done but a few weeks ago in 

land. I have no kind of doubt that as the get commerce 
of Norfolk, Va., increases, in a few years they abolish the 


charge upon coastwise vessels. And so, just.as fast as the interests 
of commerce permit, it will be abolished, wisely and safely, as it 
has been done heretofore, by State legislation. But this bill, 
ignoring all local conditions, seeks by one sweeping enactment, 
not undertaking to regulate pilotage, not undertaking to provide 
for any adequate system, but just simply undertaking to strike 
down the means by which any system can be ported, at one 
sweeping enactment impairs or destroys the pilot system of 
thousands of miles of seacoast. 

discussion of this matter as 


Mr. Speaker, I wish to make m 
brief as possible, and I desire to the attention of the House to 
some im ial and very competent authorities that have more 
weight n anything which I can say. I ask the attention of 
ouse for amomentto the decision of the Supreme Courtin the 
case of Cooley vs. The Port Wardens of Philadelphia (12 How- 
ard's Report, page 312). The court in that case say: 
the propriety of securing lives and 


pro pe rous navigation by taking on board 
a person peculiarly skilled to encounter or avoid them; upon the policy of dis- 
th ers of from refusi — che 


ng t be = — = to receive such 9 
on board at the proper times an- and upon e ncy and even 
intrinsic justice of not suffering — e have incurred r —2 expense 
aud danger ves in a ition to render important service, 


or, 


So, in another portion on this same decision, the Supreme Court 
says: 

The act of 1789 contains a clear and authoritative declaration by the First 

that the nature of this subject (pilotage) is such that until Congress 

find it necessary to exert its power it should be left to the legislatures 

of the States; that it is local and not national; that it is likely to be best pro- 

vided for, not by one system or plan of ions. but by as many as the 

1 ve on of the several States sh6uld deem applicable to the local 
peculiarities of the ports within their limits. 

That was the expression of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. It has been justified by all experience. 

Mr. Speaker, this question was examined in England by a Par- 
liamentary committee. It was given that careful attention that 
they give such subjects. vapid are constantly studying, being 
the largest maritime nation in the world, as to how they can give 
AU peers advan to their merchant marine; and yet, after a 
full examination, after the very arguments had been advanced 
that have been made on this floor, they declined to abolish com- 
pulsory pilotage, and the pilotage in England is regulated by local 

, according to the local wants. Mr. Chamberlain, the pres- 
ent secretary for the colonies, introduced a bill in the eighties for 
the abolition of sag ee! pilotage. After full investigation and 
discussion the bill failed to pass, and he ultimately abandoned 
and withdrewit. The Bristol Times and Mirror, in speaking upon 
that subjéct and in connection with that investigation, says: 

It is a notorious fact that the number of wrecks occurring annually in the 
United Kingdom ere Fron in those on the coast where 
pilotage is compulsory in those which are exempt from compulsion. 

So about this contention about tugboats. That was fully exam- 
ined in the British Parliament, and in their report they say: 

The t evidence has been given that steam nosu 
for 5 any chat a pilot is as —— with a shan gone „ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, while I am upon this subject of tugs I will 
call the facts to your attention right here. en there is fair 
weather and a vessel approaches a bar, the steam tug may run out 
and tow her in; but when she needs a pilot, in heavy weather the 
steam tug can not go to her; you can not have pilots unless you 
support an adequate pilotage system, and when the pilotis needed 
most the tug is of no service. Again, one of the test services 
that pilots render is cruising outside in their pilot boats. They 
give their bearings to vessels, lead them safely to the approaches 
of the bars before they reach the bars. The tug renders no such 
service. The pilots not oniy constantly sound the bars and 7 5 5 
them, but they mark the ing of the sands, and assist the Gov- 
ernment buoy tenders in placing their buoys. Then, when a vessel 
Lr e e is connected with the tug at the end of 50 or of 100 
fathoms of hawser, hardly ever less than 300 of rope. The 
tug may draw from 6 to 8 feet while the vessel may draw from 15 
to 20 feet, and that being so, the tug is no guide to her without a 
pilot. If the hawser parts she would be a wreck in all likelihood 
unless she had a pilot. The tug can run over portions of the bar 
that the vessel can not take. tug in steering around shoals 
does not necessarily control the course of the vessel. That sub- 
ject was covered thoroughly by the British Parliament. They 
reported upon that very question, and their report was that a pilot 
is as much needed with a steam as without. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said that this bill would benefit no one. 
The vessel owner himself would really get no benefit, for it is ad- 
mitted upon all hands that the pilotage charges are assessed and 
collected in the freight. There is no question about that. The ship- 


per knows as much of these matters as the vessel owner; and when 
you abolish compulsory pilotage the result will be only that the 
ae WEDO ie and will insist that the pilotage fee shall be 
dedu i actually needs and 


cted from the freight; and when the v 


has to take a pilot then it will actually come out of the vessel it- 
self. I wish for a few moments—— 3 5 
Mr. TERRY. It would increase the charges for marine risks, 


too. 
Mr. COOPER of Florida. Yes, sir; I will in a moment call 


attention to that. 
Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman t that last remark? 
Mr. COOPER of Florida. What I said last was this: That at 
present, when you come to charter a vessel, you figure it ont when 


you charter, and the shipper pays the pilotage fees as a 
com otage is 
galery pi 


being unless compelled by law. iets 

Now, how is the case as to pilotage? The vessel is insured. The 
master is under pressure from the owners to run her as cheaply as 

ible. He comes toa port; if he can run in without a pilot he 

saves a few dollars for the owners. If he wrecks the vessel in try- 
ing it, the insurance company pays the loss and the shipper or the 
insurer of the cargo loses the cargo. But the is injured in its 
reputation, and t is our great interest in this matter. It goes 
out in the commercial ri that a vessel drawing so much 
water was wrecked in trying to get in to Jacksonville, Fla., for 
instance. Up go our freight rates; up go our insurance rates. 
We have to take light vessels, because the deeper-draft 
vessels hesitate to come into the port on account of the danger. 
The result of it all is that you injure the port and you injure the 
marine insurance companies. 1 have not spoken of the lives of 
the crews, because the life of a sailor is not considered a matter of 
very great consequence; but there are those seamen on board the 
vessel who have no voice in determining the question whether 
they shall be run to destruction in order to save a few dollars for the 
owner. The captain really has no voice in the matter, because if 
one reckless captain takes the risk, all the others are obliged to 
imitate him in order to make as good returns to their owners. 
The port is injured, the marine insurance company is injured, the 
lives of the crew are risked, the vessel owners themselves are 
really injured—and all for what? Simply to give them the possi- 
bility on some occasions of saving a few di 

I have here a letter from the agent of Lloyds for those coasts, a 
man who has had as much experience as a marine un iter as 
any man in this country. I will ask to have the letter read, but 
first I will say that everything that has been heard from the marine 
insurance companies so far as I am aware in respect to this matter 
is a protest against this bill. Ihaveletters from the marine insur- 
ance company men of Savannah, of Charleston, and I have seen a 
‘letter from one of the largest marine insurancecompanies in New 
York City. These are the men who have to take the risk, and 
they protest against this bill. I ask the Clerk now to read the 
letter which I send to the desk. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

JACKSONVILLE, FLA., March 25, 1896. 

DEAR SIR: As I desire to express my views upon the pending pilotage bill 
in i on of com: > in the South- 
E with tn ops that wil have seis weten with 


the members of Congress. 
Ihave occupied the position of underwriters’ for domestic and Eu- 
mpanies for over forty years, and can say that the abolition 


Mae owe would be detrimental! to the 


a 
use master does not know sets of 
currents, and should his hawser part, which is about 100 fathoms in length, 
there would be no alternative for him but to be entirely at the mercy of the 
numerous currents; whereas should aa be aboard of his vessel he would 
at once know (being familiar with all of these dangers) What step to take to 
Save his vessel, which as you willsee may be the means of saving many lives 
and thousands of property. I would sincerely trust that wil not 
8 measure, as I consider that it would be d. 
tho interest commerce in the Southern States. 
am, most obediently, yours, 
És THOS. S. EELLS; 


Agent American and Foreign Underwriters, incluđing Lloyds, London. 
‘Hon. C. M. COOPER, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. COO of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I am not very familiar with the 
3 laws, living as I do in the interior, but will the tle- 
man be kind enough to explain why it is that the t pilotage 
lies only to coastwise saili not to steam 


Mr. COOPER of Florida. Iam obliged to the gentleman. I 
had intended to explain that. The gentleman asks why this law 
applies only to sailing vessels and not to steamers, It is for these 
reasons: Some years ago a clause which exempted steamers from 
the ae pe to take bar pilots at these ports was slipped into a 
long bi The judgment of Congress was never really exercised 
upon the provision; but let that pass. I doubt the wisdem of 
that law, but certainly it is much less hazardous for steamers 
than for sailing vessels to do without pilots. A steamer runs reg- 
ularly to certain ports. She in there every few days, and her 
officers become actually familiar with the bar, and oftentimes do 
not really need a pilot, because, going to that port so frequently, 
they are able to keep up with the changes. A sailing vessel, as a 
general rule, goes to noregular port, but simply whereshe is char- 
tered to go. e may enter a given port once a year, once in six 
months, or once in three years, and therefore her officers can not 
become competent by experience. 

Again, the steam vessel commands her own motive power. 
1 el and, if she finds 
herself in danger of getting aground, she can stop or back. A 
sailing vessel can not. She is at the mercy of the winds toa cer- 
tain extent. If she finds 5 upon a shoal, she can not 
back off. Therefore she has of somebody to guide her who 
knows the channel. In point of fact, the officers of steamers which 
frequent certain ports are often men who have actual practical 
knowledge of the channel and the bar, yet very often, as I have 
already said, they do in fact take pilots. It has been stated here 
that the United States has so improved these bars that pilots are 
no longer needed. That is not at all correct. The Government 
has deepened the channels on these bars so that vessels of d. 
draft can enter the ports, but that does not lessen the necessity for 
pilots. A few years ago the Navy Department made an order that 
our war vessels should not take pilots, because their officers ought 
to be familiar with the entrances to all our ports, and certainly 
they have the best charts and better facilities than a merchant 
vessel has. So many United States war vessels grounded that 
that order had to be revoked; and now the war vessels of the 
United States in all these harbors take pilots, who are paid by the 
Government. 

More than that, it has been said that by reason of the marking 
of buoys, etc., these pilots have become unnecessary. Why, sir, 
there was presented in these hearings a letter from the commander 
of the Wisteria, the buoy tender that places the buoys on a large 
portion of these coasts—a letter stating that the bars are con- 
stantly shifting or changing, and it is a fact that the very buoy 
tenders themselves often take pilots when they go out to correct the 

i of the buoys. 

Mr. TALBERT. I 

question, but I wish to 


law a sailing vessels an 


with the gentleman’s view on this 
u him whether menena who succeeded 
in getting provision in regard to steamships are not 
the same who are now ing to have this bill passed? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I do not know as to that. 

I hold in my hand a letter from Maj. F. A. Mahan, of the 
United States Corps of Engineers, who has charge of the harbor 
im ents upon a great portion of those coasts where it is 
sai 


etter read. 

I stated a moment ago that it would be injurious even to the 
ships themselves to abolish this pilotage system. I have here a 
letter (which I will ask the Clerk to read) from a New England 
shipmaster, commanding a New England schooner, protesting 
Se DHENE ane ee 

vi 


even to the of New England. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
PENSACOLA, FLA., January . 
To com it may concern: 2 * 
opinion, the abolishment otage, 
— — 2 move ent from the fact that where 


there are some ports with fixed channels and are 

——— 3 d as the passage of the bill din. 
order changes, and as now 

— — 


charges. When a master coastwise vessel was compe to a pilot 
the peter gy ee would come „ a vessel, it now being 
_ out of the freight. port (Pensacola) such sudden on 
ts sand bars that any master comin ee ee 
a pilot, except possibly under the very best of com tions of weather and a 
very vessel. Ihave been running to this port about thirty years. 
ery respectfully, 
PETER KAVANAGH, 
Schooner 


Master American Willie L. Newton. 


3772 


Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it has been said that 
the pilots are earning large sums of money, and that they have 
not made before the committee any showing of what their earn- 
ings are. Sir, a representative of the pilots stated before the com- 
mittee that in the port he came from no pilot earned more than 
$1,500 a year; and thatis an exceptionally good port. He declared 
himself willing to answer any questions; but there was no ques- 
tion put to him in regard to that point. The shipmasters did not 
undertake to show what their expenses and earnings were; but 
there was read and filed during the hearing a statement showing 
the earnings of one of those vessels. The returns were surpris- 
ingly large, amounting, according to my recollection, to as much 
as 40 per centa year. For some reason that statement, although 
read E the committee, has not been printed in the report of the 
Deonna therefore, I am not able to state the matter more accu- 
rately. 
Mr. LOW. Did the gentleman ever know or ever hear of a rich 
pilot? 
p Mr. COOPER of Florida. I never did. Mr. Speaker, those men 
earn their daily bread facing the tempest, undergoing the hard- 
ships of the winds and the waves; they earn it at the daily risk of 
their lives. They take care of the widows and orphans of those 
who perish at one point or another, we might say, almost every 
day in this service. And one of the things that this bill under- 
takes to doin effect is to turn adrift upon the cold charities of 
the world those widows and orphans now dependent upon the 
pensions contributed from the hard earnings of the self-denying 
associates of those whose lives have been sacrificed in this service. 
Mr. Speaker, why is it that the laboring men all over this coun- 
try, whether upon the seashore or in the interior, are protesting 
against the passage of this bill? Apart from the pilots they have 
not a dollar of interest in it; it does not affect the immediate call- 
ing of any great number of them; yet, as I said in the beginning, 
itisa bill: t proposes simply to abolish ever provision of law 
that is compulsory upon the capitalist and the shipowner, leaving 
in full effect every law that is compulsory upon the pilot and the 
laborer. That is the reason that the president of the Knights of 
Labor and the president of the Federation of Labor have opposed 
this billin this city. That is the reason thatall over this country 
it is felt, and justly felt, that this is purely class legislation. 
Figures have been filed here that were never submitted to the 
committee—I will not say they were never submitted, but cer- 
tainly they were never called to the attention of the committee 
as to the earnings of pilots in different ports. Those figures could 
have no value unless accompanied with figures showing the ex- 
penses in But in point of fact, so far as I have been able 
to test the accuracy of these figures, they arenotcorrect. Letme 
show how inaccurate they are in a i to my own port of Jack- 
sonville, Fla. The St. Johns River a large coast commerce, 
but scarcely any foreign commerce. Nine pilots are kept there, 
that number having been found to be necessary. Gentlemen will 
understand that these pilots are everywhere under the control of 
official boards. Apprentices are entered under such control; the 
mots are 8 and licensed under the authority of such 
e These boards generally consist of merchants and seafar- 
ing men and other leading citizens at Bray port. Itis the inter- 
or of the mercantile classes to keep down the portcharges. They 
do keep down the pilotage charges. It was stated to you that these 
in Florida are 86 a foot. That was a very unfair statement, 
That sum is the maximum that can be allowed in any case. 
int of fact in Jacksonville, Fla., the charge never exceeds $3 a 
foot, and is frequently less. í 
Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Is it not a fact that in the State of 
Florida no vessel under 6 feet draft has to pay pilotage fees? 
Mr. COOPER of Florida. I think that is so. But I was going 
on to say that in the table to which I was referring, a table wholly 
unofficial, is a statement that at Jacksonville, Fla., pilots receive 
between $4,000 and $5,000 a year from foreign commerce. I hold 
in my hand an official certified copy from the records of the 
bord of pilot commissioners at Jacksonville, Fla., wherein it is 
stated that the total receipts from 9 5 vessels for the year 
ended December 1, 1895, that being the latest date of computa- 
tion, were but $663.65. Now, instead of being nearly $5,000 col- 
lected from this source, as has been stated on the floor during this 
discussion, it is shown by this report to be very little over $600, 
and that shows the liability to error in making these wild esti- 
mates, and also the unreliability of the table of figures which has 
been set before the House, coming from some unknown source, 
I know not what, to members of the committee. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I said that there was nothing said as to the 
mses to which these pilots themselves are subjected. I hold 
in my hand a statement, taken from reliable sources, that shows 
that the expense of running their pilot boats and Keeping them 
ready at all times to ptam the services required of them in 
Pensacola for the last five years aggregated over $70,000. Thatis 
an average of nearly $15,000 a year that they are compelled to pay. 
So, when you hear large sums named as coming to them in the 
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way of pilot fees and for services 
also that there are necessary expenditures to be kept up to enable 


rformed, you must consider 
them to perform the duties on the other hand. 

But, sir, I wish to call this to the attention of the House, that 
as I have said to you, in every port there is a large and influential 
and strong local interest devoted to the lessening of the pilot 
charges just as much as possible, and to abolish them on all classes 
of commerce as fast as local conditions paot These charges 
are wholly paid by shippers, and it is to the interest of the whole 
mercantile community, as fast as Dh i to lessen or abolish 
them. The experience of every locality has been that in point of 
fact this very operation has taken place as speedily as may be, 
All that we ask of the House at present is to leave these forces 
to work their way down as commerce increases or demands. A 
few weeks ago they were abolished in the port of Baltimore. It 
will be done elsewhere as it can be; but to bring in a sweeping 
bill, making no allowance for local conditions or local necessities 
or differences of trade or traffic, not undertaking to keep up the 
piot system, not undertaking to relieve the pilots of any burden, 

ut Desig to relieve the shipowners of paying the small sums 
requi or the expense of keeping up the system, is a most un- 
wise, pernicious, and unjust proposition. 

Gentlemen have said that this is a compulsory system. They 
say that because a ship’s owners come forward and say, Our 
own officers know the coast and we happen to need no pilot,” itis 
unjust to compel them to pay for one. But that is looking at the 
question in a very narrow sense. It is only since the war that we 
have, in my part of the country, made effective our public-school 
system, and how often have I heard men say who were actuated 
by an independent spirit, a spirit that had its merits, which in 
former years led our citizens to lay stress on the doctrine that 
every man should bear his own burdens, that he should look out 
for the interests of his own family and maintain at his own ex- 
pense the education of his own children—how often have I heard 
men say, I do not send my children to the public schools; I make 
no use of those schools, and it is unjust for you to make me pay 
any portion of the expense.” And t is exactly the argument 
that gentlemen are using to-day. 

The pilot system has got to be kept up for the protection of life 
and property. They must have their boats of a certain sort; they 
must cruise out to meet incoming vessels in all kinds of weather, 
whether they are employed or not; they can not charge a penny 
more than the law allows them to charge, and if they boarda 
vessel in a storm they can not hold her up for ransom, they can not 
get salvage from her; they have to be there all the time; they must 
be on hand ready to meet any occasion that arises, and in order to 
have these pilots for the benefit of commerce generally each ves- 
sel pays small sums in the shape of fees. It is unreasonable, there- 
fore, for a vessel owner to say, if his captain happens to know the 
entrance to the port, I do not want to pay anything to keep up 
that system,” just as some of our citizens have said, with refer- 
ence to the 3 system in former days, that because they 
did not send their children to the public schools it was unjust to 
make them pay any part of the expense. Why, you might just as 
well say that the policeman should not be paid except when he is 
making an arrest. But, whether he is makin g arrests or not, we 
have got to keep up the system as a matter of protection. That 
is precisely the same principle for which I am contending now. 

ow, I will put it before the House that the judgment of every 
man who has expressed himself on the subject, except the ship- 
owner, is against the bill. It came before the last Republican 
Congress and was defeated. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? What would be the effect on insurance rates if this 
bill should pass? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. In my judgment, and in the judg- 
ment of every marine insurance man that I have heard from as 
far as I know—I see my friend from Massachusetts shakes his 
head, but if there are any to the contrary I have not seen them— 
I have statements here bearing out what I say, that the judg- 
ment of every marine insurance man is that it would increase 
largely the risks, and necessarily the charges for marine insur- 


ance, 
Mr. ALLEN of Utah. How would that increase compare with 
we ponge charges that the vessels now pay? 

. COOPER of Florida. Of course that is largely a matter of 
guesswork; but the opinion is expressed by a number of these gen- 
tlemen, by boards of trade as well as by marine insurance men, 
and by exchanges, that the rates would be increased to a consid- 
erable extent, and would be more burdensome than the compulsory 
pilotage 118 i 

Mr. LIS. More than an equivalent. 
Mr. COOPER of Florida. More than an equivalent; and the 
protests are not from the pilots alone. They constitute a most 
meritorious and deserving class, but the protests are from the 
commercial classes of the whole South Atlantic and Gulf Coast, 
because their ports will be injured, because their freight charges 
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will be raised, because their insurance will be raised. The pro- 
test is from the labor organizations, because the lives of seamen 
will be endangered, and the means of living of others will be 
destroyed or largely diminished. 2 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is one und upon which the monop- 
oly that we give to American vessels can be maintained it is the 
ground that it is for the protection and maintenance of American 
seamen; and you have a large body of seamen here who perform 
many public services. They guard the quarantine interests of 
this country. They stop the invasion of epidemic diseases. It is 
necessary to have somebody at these ports to perform this duty, 
and they are required to assist therein. If you have no efficient 
pilotage system it becomes wholly voluntary. 

They have numerous duties that they perform all the time. You 
can not have an efficient volunteer pilotage system any more than 
you can have an efficient volunteer police force or, in a large city, 
an efficient volunteer fire department. ; 

As to the tugs, they are under no law. If you wipe out the 
pilots, who keep down the tug rates because they can bring in the 
vessels without them, then the tug owners can charge what they 
please. The pilots are limited bylaw. The tug owners are under 
no discipline. It is said that pilots are not responsible. We ex- 
hibited to the committee bills paid where vessels had got aground 
while in charge of pilots, and the pilot association paid damages. 
We exhibited the actual receipts for such payment. 

Now, it is unjust to other gentlemen that I should take up more 
of the time of the House. My argument has been somewhat dis- 
connected, because I have been trying to hasten it. Possibly I 
should have made it in less time, and in better shape, if I had 
started out without any attempt to limit myself. I simply say to 
the House, in conclusion, that we are the people most concerned; 
that we pay these charges in freight. If we have not yet foreign 
trade enough to put it whoily upon that, that may be a reproach 
to our enterprise. It may be simply our misfortune, because we 
have not the capital; but it is the profit of these gentlemen; and 
if we furnish their vessels with freight, they certainly ought to 
be willing to contribute a little something to keep up an adequate 
pilot system. There ought to be some mutuality, and if they are 

ing to leave the paos subject to the burdens and obligations of 
fhe W. they ought to be willing to take some of that burden 
upon themselves. 

I know that gentlemen upon the other side honestly differ with 
me; but certainly I was never more sincere in any belief than I 
am in the belief that this bill will prove an evil to all interests 
concerned, and will prove a benefit to nobody; that it will work 
an injury to property; that it will work an injury to commercial 
interests, and, greatest of all, that it will put in peril the lives of 
seamen who ought to be protected and who will have no voice in 
this matter. 

Mr.PAYNE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. PER S. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat has suggested that he would be glad to leave the 
determination of this question to those who are wholly disinter- 
ested. Now, Mr. Speaker, as a member of the committee report- 
ing this bill I came to the consideratign of it without any preju- 
dice whatever. My location, of course, has not qualified me from 
a Ke standpoint to speak as other gentlemen can speak with 
reference to the workings of this system along our coast. But in 
my investigations, after giving careful attention to the hearings 
before the committee, it seemed to me that there are but one 
or two propositions involved here, and that they are very simple. 

The first question is as to whether sailing vessels should have 
the same privileges and opportunities along our coast that we 
grant to steam vessels. I have been unable myself to hit upon 
any good reason why there should be a discrimination against the 
pailin ing vessels, which, as it seems to me, are in other respects at 
a disadvantage in competing with steam craft. 

Now, for another thing, it has seemed to me that there has been 
much confusion in dealing with the general proposition of com- 
pulsory pilotage. There is no proposition in this bill to relieve 
our fore trade of compulsory pilotage. Much that has been 
quoted with reference to the importance or the necessity of pro- 
viding compulsory pilotage has referred, in my judgment, to our 
foreign Now, I think it is the fact that the only suggestion 
coming to our committee in opposition to this bill has been from 
that class and the representatives of that class who are the bene- 
ficiaries of the retention of a compulsory pilotage upon the sailing 
vessels in our coastwise trade. 

Now, then, I quite agree with all that has been said with refer- 
ence to the worthy character of the men who constitute these 
pilotage associations. I have no doubt that they are worthy of 
all that they earn. I have no doubt that their necessities are 
many times great; but, Mr. Speaker, the same — can be 
made with reference to numerous classes of our fellow-citizens. 
The 2 is Whether by law we should compel Nio pairon: 

f these men to a certain specific extent annually. Now, we 


do not do this with reference to any other class of citizens, no 
matter how worthy we may regard them to be. 

Nothing has been established to demonstrate that the passage 
of this bill will destroy the pilotage system along the «oast, 
Much has been said hére in reference to Pensacola. As to Pensa- 
cola, Mr. O’Brien, one of the pilots on that bar, who appeared 
before our committee, represented that every vessel seeking that 
port would be compelled by the exigencies of the case to take a 
pilot, and, therefore, in response to a question of the chairman of 
the committee, Mr. O’Brien said: It would affect us in this way, 
the tugboat 1 would do the piloting.” Not but what the 

iloting would be done, but that he feared it might be taken from 

is association and given to some one else. As to Wilmington, 
the statement was that all except possibly 25 per cent would be 
5 to take a pilot. So that the same necessity and patron- 
age for pilotage would exist at those ports as now. 

Now, then, it is also represented, and it seems to me singularly 
represented, that we are to support this compulsory pilotage, be- 
cause, as Colonel Lamb, of Norfolk, represented, it is a part of 
the prana idea of protection. If that be true, itis somewhat re- 
markable that my Southern friends should appear here on this 
floor as the champions of this grand idea of protection; but that I 
deny. Isay that the principle of protection as advocated upon 
this side of the House is to give an equal opportunity to all our 
people, without discrimination. 

r. ALLEN of Utah. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will, if it is a brief one. The gentleman 
knows that my time is very limited. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. not the minority in their report say 
that these tugs can not go out in heavy weather and that the pilot 
boats have to do the work then? 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, with reference to that, I 
can see why compulsory pilotage as to our foreign trade might be 
desirable, where a large number of lives are involved and where 
many interests are concerned that are not concerned in our coast- 
wise trade. But here are small vessels, given to the carrying of 
heavy freight, with small crews, and every interest involved in 
that, so far as I know, is here appealing to this House to be re- 
lieved of these compulsory pilotage charges. What interests above 
the interests of those who sail in these vessels and who own these 
vessels or who are dependent upon the commerce done in these 
vessels are to be roren as superior? Mr. Speaker, so far as I 
am aware, in all the hearings upon this question there was no ap- 
peal from any shipping interest, from any marine-insurance inter- 
est in opposition to this bill, 

I come back to the simple question, then, as to whether, in the 
interest of those who control this pilotage business at those ports 
now, we will compel the retention of that pilotage, and if I may 
be permitted simply to refer to the views expressed by the minor- 
ity, on page 2, it will be observed that the strength of the argu- 
ment is based upon our sympathy with those men who now control 
this business. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, Ido not know that I can add 
anything to the words that haye just been uttered by the gentleman 
from Iowa . PERKINS]. As a member of the Committee on 
Merchant e and Fisheries, and standing upon the floor of 
this House as the only Democrat elected from thesix New England 
States, it seems to me proper that I should give utterance in the 
few momentsat my disp to the views of the people of that sec- 
tion of the country upon this bill. 

As has been stated upon the floor of this House, almost all the 
coastwise vessels now plying from one port to the other in these 
United States are owned in New England. Judging from the 
statements and from the letters and from the resolutions that I 
have received from every State in New England, from every cham- 
ber of commerce, and from every marine association, all New 
England is in favor of this bill. 

ose gentlemen who are against this measure have dwelt with 
great stress upon the privileges and the immunities that sailing 
vessels obtain; and yet with all these privileges, with all the 
immunities that have been granted to them by the United States, 
in the year 1874 there were 28,000 vessels under sail, and in the 
year 1895 that number had decreased to 17,000. Does not that 
show that some further privileges and some further benefits 
should be given them? Years ago it was the proud privilege 
of every American going to a foreign port, in Europe, in Asia, or 
in Africa, to see the waters dotted with the white sails of Ameri- 
can vessels, to see the Stars and Stripes [applause], Old Glory, 
roudly floating from the topmast of every ship; but now that 
all gone, and the American merchant marine has disappeared 
from the waters of the earth, and practically all that we have 
left is the small number of vessels ply from one port of our 
country to another, 
American sail vessels have been driven almost wholly out of the 
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foreign trade. In 1894 only 684 out of our total of 16,686 sail ves- 
sels made voyages to Europe, Asia, Africa, South America, 
Hawaii, and Oceanica. The coasting trade is thus almost the sole 
means of supporting our sailing vessels, their owners, masters, 
and seamen, and the tendency of existing law is to destroy that 
means of support by the imposition of heavy pilotage charges, 
from which steam vessels are exempt. 

The present laws of some States tend to insecure navigation, as 
they do not require that a State pilot shall actually be employed, 
but enable the master, by paying a lump sum, to navigate with- 
out a pilot for the period o one poar: 

The pro bill restores equality of treatment of sail and steam 

t reduces charges on American vessels, and thus estab- 
lishes more favorable conditions for competition between vessels 
and railroads. It tends toward reduced cost of transportation. 
It tends toward safer navigation by providing for the examination 
of masters and mates of sail vessels as to their qualification to 
pilot their vessels, while now they are subject to no such tests. 

The millions of dollars spent within the last twenty years on 
improvements of harbors where these charges are now im 
should have rendered these harbors easier of access and uced 


an Fee ee aris to.the bill is that the pts 
e principal groun: opposition to the bill is recei 

of pilots ‘will be so reduced that an efficient pilotage system can 
not be maintained. Assuming that the present receipts are neces- 
sary to maintain the several pilotage systems, the amount may be 
maintained, if necessary, sc Pa increase of pe charges on 
vessels in foreign trade, which are mainly foreign vessels. The 
situation created by the present Federal and State laws not only 
discriminates against American sailing vessels in favor of Ameri- 
can steam vessels, but, if the ar; ent of the opponents of the 
measure holds good, lays a taxation on American vessels in order 
that foreign steamers may pay less pilotage than would otherwise 


benecessary, and thus against American and in favor 
of foreign vessels. 
Such pilotage charges are against the public interest, as the peo- 


ple of all sections are interested in removing commerce un- 
necessary burdens. The law, as it stands at the present time, 
exacts payment for pilots’ serviees neither needed nor in a great 
many cases rendered; it discriminates without reason between 
classes of vessels. It maintains a monopoly, as comp pilot- 
age is exacted now in only 9 States out of the 45; and for the 
benefit of a few pilots of a few ports it puts the vast coastwise 
commerce of the United States undercontribution. Thedecadence 
of our foreign-going merchant marine has left the coastwise fleet 
the only source from which to recruit our Navy during war. 
The present law operates in favor of the rich as against the poor, 
inasmuch as coastwise tonnage is y held by small owners 
in multiples of sixty-fourths, while on the other d coastwise 
steamers, which for many years have been relieved from this tax, 
are, in the main, owned and controlled by powerful corporations, 
and itis but simple justice that the 3 investor should be put 
on the same footing as the large and powerful corporations. [Ap- 


use. 

vue . how unjustly our sailing vessels are discriminated 
against it is only necessary to cite this instance: A steamer can 
make 20 trips between New York and Charleston in a year and 
pay no pilo fees. The schooner Thomas A. Ward, from Janu- 
ary, 1895, to January, 1896, paid Charleston pios $1,298.23, and in 
no instance was the service of a pilot asked for or seguiren, yet 
this vessel paid this tribute because the laws of South Carolina 
demanded it. From statistics gathered from the collectors of 
customs in the different Southern ports it is shown that 76 per 
cent of the vessels entering and clearing at these ports employed 
towboats manned b; skillful pis, yet they were compelled to 
employ pilots in addition and to pay this pilotage tax whether the 
services of the pilot were accepted or not. 

=e show how eo aroen mare burden this system = it is 
only necessary at pilotage charges average 33 per 
cent of the net freight. The Constitution of the United States 


in the matter of transportation charges means another cent saved, 
and when you remove these unjust taxes on the American sailing 
vessel you immediately lay at the door of every laboring man in 
this country cheaper coal and cheaper food products. 

I appeal, therefore, to the members of this House, in behalf of 
the great wage-earning class of our population, to remove the fet- 
ters that now bind our merchant marine and give the struggli 
sailing vessel the same rights and pore es that are now ave 
by the more powerful steam vessel and the gigantic corporations 
behind it. ‘hou ap, 


use.] 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. S er, in five minutes’ time I can 
not discuss the principle involved in this bill. There might be a 
time when, under other and different circumstances, I would sup- 
port this bill, but I am opposed to it at this time and under exist- 
ing circumstances for reasons which I will briefly state. Weare 
in the midst of a condition of depressed labor. ‘om one end of 
this country to the other the laboring man is either without em- 
e or without adequate aud just remuneration for his labor. 

know that some of our friends on the other side are inclined to 
say that we are entering upon a period of better times. I do not 
find it so among the laboring men whom I represent. In my dis- 
trict there are 9,000 coal miners, men who work by the ton, min- 
ing coal out of the earth for a price less than one-half of a fair 
remuneration for their labor, taking into account, first, the rate 
per ton, and second, the limited employment which they are en- 
oe to obtain. ; Ape z 

ow, these people—and they are only types of a mighty host in 
the United States, found not only in Ohio and in the West, but in 
Massachusetts and the East—these people are looking to this Con- 
gress to do something for them. is Congress is not going to do 
anything for them, but certainly they are not expecting that this 
Congress is going to interfere with long-established rules of labor 
in any section of the country to the detriment of the laboring men 
of the country. I do not stop here and now for want of time to 
defend their views of this subject. Nobody knows better than the 
entleman whose handsome face is in front of me at this moment 
Mr. SorpKins] how difficult it is to argue upon rinciple with a 
ungry man, and when the representatives o mili ionsof laboring 
men are called upon they heed the voice of labor and laboring men, 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. eee A, 

Mr. STEELE. I understand that 17,000 ships, as has been stated 
on this floor, were thrown out of commission last year. I under- 
stand that the compulsory pilotage fees amount to about one-third 
of the total net receipts of this c of vessels. Now, is not that 
5 to the shipping interest, and is it not discouraging 

abor? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is assuming as a fact that 
which has been vigorously disputed by the gentleman from New 
York ur CUMMINGS]. 

Mr. W. The statement, I think, was that that number of 
* had been thrown out of commission in twenty years. 

. GROSVENOR. Ah, in twenty years. That makes quite 
a difference. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cummings] 
exhibited here yesterday the orders that are being given for new 
ships, which would indicate quite a different condition of things 
from what is implied in the question of the gentleman from 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Every week you will find in the Marine 
Journal a page of orders for new ships with the names of the peo- 
ple ordering them and the names of the builders. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; and every week you will find lists of 
other industries closed up and broken down. Now, my p - 
tion is this; here is a law in relation to pilotage which has 
in existence for a quarter of a century. Ever since I have been 
in Congress bills to repeal it have been here, and ever since I have 
been in Congress they have been defeated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


says that no State, without the consent of Congress, shall lay |e 


duty on tonnage, and the levying of this tribute by these 9 States 
is to my mind a clear infraction of the Constitution. 

Every vessel ing a ton of coal, a bale of cotton, or any of 
the necessaries of life from one of these Southern ports to the 
eo industrial centers of the North is compelled to pay this extra 

„and as a consequence the burden falls unjustly on the 
people of the North, who are made to pay a higher price for these 
great necessities. [Applause.] 

The district which it is my privi and honor to represent on 
the floor of this House is com largely of working people, 
goons who toil from early morn until late at night to earn their 

ily bread, and it is only with the greatest care and economy 
that ees Ber enough to educate their children to the proper 
responsibilities and duties of American citizenship. 

To this great class of the American people every cent cheapened 


j 5 Icertainly have not occupied five minutes. 
ter. 
ane pro tempore. It is the ruling of the clock that 


The SP. 
the Chair gow by. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That may be so, but other gentlemen have 
occupied the time. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I yield five minutes more to the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope it will be longer than the last five 
minutes. ughter.] Iwas going on to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
it is possible that all that has been said in advocacy of this bill is 
true, but even if that be so, why can not these shipowners wait? 
I put that question in the hearing of the representatives of the 
Tabor men of this country. 

A MEMBER., They have waited twenty years. 


— 
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F Mr. GROSVENOR. They have waited twenty years, and they 
have done SE well by it. They have had the usive mo- 
nopoly of all the coastwise trade of this country, the greatest trade 
that we have. While the laws of internal transit lay the whole 
business open to competition, the laws of coastwise transit close 
the doors to competition. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. There are 4,000,000 of tonnage engaged in 
competition with themselves in the coastwise trade 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 

Mr.SIMPKINS. Over ninety acts have been passed by the Con- 

sof the United States—you will find that in the statement of 
Mr. Blaine in his reply to Mr. Beck in the Senate—over ninety acts 
of Congress have been passed for the regulation of internal trans- 
portation. Many millions of dollars have been given to aid the 
railroads. These railroads come in direct competition with the 
coasting vessels—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR (interposing). Mr. Speaker, I can not allow 
the gentleman to use up the remainder of my time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I simply want to ask the gentleman if that is 
not competition enough? : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwill eee Nae greeny During the 
period he has spoken about, the rai of this country have 
reduced their freights on the average down to 22 per cent of the 
maximum rate in 1867,and during that time 270,000 men em 
ployed upon the railroads of this country have had their wages 
reduced to less than 50 per cent of the former rate, and during that 
time the men who provide the articles for transportation upon the 
railroads and the ships have had their wages cut down in like pro- 
portion. Subsidies to railroads have nothing to do with my prop- 
osition, which is this: In the midst of a time when labor is de- 
pressed and when the laboring men of the country are prejudiced 

inst an enactment like this, why is it nec to press this 
bill upon the Congress of the United States? Why not wait, and 
in the fulfillment of the prophetic vision that seems to be ahead of 
us, when better times shall come, why not then regulate this mat- 
ter and let the oncoming tide of prosperity be joined by the benefit 
to the shipping along the northern Atlantic coast? [Applause.] 

That, Mr. 5 , is all I desire to say. The residue of my 
time I yield back to the gentleman from Florida . COOPER]. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Vir- 


ginia Pa 5 

Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to read resolu- 
tions by the ber of Commerce of the city of Rich- 
mond, Va., favoring the passage of the bill now before this body: 


Resolutions adopted by the Richmond Chamber of Commerce February 17, 
Resolved, That the board of directors of the Richmond Chamber of Com- 


merce indorses most heartily the bill now before the United States House of 
Representatives, No. 2678, which has for its object the abolition of com- 


jlotage on coastwise sailing vessels, and respectfully petition the 
— and presentatives from Virginia to give their support to said 
measure. 


The compulsory payment by the masters of constwise sailing vessels of 
compulsory pilota' fees for services which are not needed nor even rendered 
is an unjust tax upon the citizens and an onerous burden upon the com- 
merce of the 9 Tho fact that such an exaction is permitted by law in 
no way relieves it of its injustice, but demands its speedy repeal by the law- 


power. R 
8. H. HAWES, President. 
Attest: 
R. A. DUNLOP, Secretary. 

These resolutions, Mr. Speaker, come from a body composed of 
the most conservative, intelligent, and substantial business men 
of Virginia; men thoroughly acquainted with the true interests 
and rights of their community and State, and knowing those 
rights fase maintain them. Their ports are not only Richmond, 
but West Point and Newport News as well, and they are largely 
interested in commerce. 

Sir, a great deal has been said about labor organizations oppos- 
ing this bill. I can state, without fear of contradiction, that the 
100,000 inhabitants of the city which I represent are almost to a 
unit, laboring men as well as business men, in favor of this bill. 
The farmers of my entire district favor it. And why? All take 
a broad view of the commerce of this country. They know that 
it will be beneficial to Southern trade to have as free in and 

into and from her ports as possible. They know that while 
tax may now be paid by the shipowner it must in the end 
come back upon the consumer in that portion of the country 
which I represent. They know but too well that at certain sea- 
sons of the year, because of this heavy tax, it is almost impossible 
to get es Maser y to come to our ports at all. 

BR As a matter of information, may I ask the gen- 


tleman 

Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. I have but little time allotted me. 
e e Why do not your people go to the State for 

Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. They do go there, and there they 
are asked why they do not come to Con , Which, under the 
Constitution, has full control of this subject. Itis unfortunate 
that both there and here the a influence and activity of the 
National Pilots’ Association is so great with both parties that it is 


almost im ible to secure a fair, impartial, and businesslike 
consideration of this question. 

Mr. Speaker, a great deal has been said by the opponents of this 
bill about States’ rights being involved in this matter. This is a 
specious claim, and every lawyer when he makes it knows that it 
is incorrect. They must or should know that the fathers of the 
Constitution, who so carefully strove in every way to preserve 
and protect the rights of the States, delegated to the General Gov- 
ernment the absolute control of the foreign and interstate com- 
merce of the country. 

The provision of the Constitution is as follows: 

mgress shall have er to re erce wi 
se the several States and ore te Talia Titan. UOonetitntion United 
States, item 3, section 8, Article L) 

In colonial times such of the thirteen colonies as established 
pilotage systems confined their 3 to the shipping trade 
to and from their own ports. ey protected their systems by 
making it a punishable offense for anyone to act asa pilot for 
any such vessel without their license. 

After the Declaration of Independence, although the Colonies 
succeeded to the rights of the Crown, an independent exercise of 
sovereignty over the waters in the several States would have been 
inconsistent with the Union, whether we regard their confedera- 
tion as an alliance of thirteen States or as a single nation. But 
when the Constitution was adopted and the Federal Union formed 
in 1789, if such powers existed in the States, their exercise was 
precluded by the common right of all the States to free and equal 
navigation in all the public navigable waters of the United States. 

The First Congress, as early as August 7, 1789, which was as- 
suredly familiar with the subject, passed as its ninth act a bill 
entitled An act for the establishment and support of light-houses, 
beacons, buoys, and public piers.” 

Among its provisions it provided that— 

Until further provision is made >y ee all pilots in the bays, inle 
rivers, harbors, and ports of the Uni States s continue to be regula’ 
in conformity with the existing laws of the States, respectively, wherein 


such pilots may be, or with such laws as the States may, vely, enact 
— a. { sd Matutes United 


ton 5 ie 9, August, 1780, page 54; Rev 
The navigable waters of the United States are defined, namely: 


And they constitute navigable waters of the United States within the 
meaning of the acts of Congress, in contradistinction from the navigable 


customary modes in which such commerce is condu 
Daniel Ball, 10 Wallace, 563; The Monticello, 11 id., 411.) 

The act of 1789 is a clear and authoritative declaration that the 
Federal Government, under the said provision of the Constitution, 
reserved to itself the control of all pilotage legislation, and by this 
act permitted the several States to gasa aws regulating pilo 
in their ports until such time should arrive when Congress would 
consider the subject and pass general laws in to the same. 

hen this act became a law the seacoast of the United States 
was limited from Maine to Georgia. Neither Louisiana nor Florida 
had been purchased; the boundaries of Oregon were unascertained 
and undetermined; Texas had not made its gallant fight for and 
achieved independence, and California was not acqui until 
more than a half century thereafter. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been the policy of this Government since the 
adoption of the Constitution to have the navigable waters of the 
United States as free as possible, and to have all necessary charges 
on these waters as uniform and without preference as the circum- 
stances would permit. Sections 8 and 9, Article I, of the Consti- 
tution provide: 

TRENER duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 


tates. 

No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State. 

No preference be given by any tion of commerce or revenue to 
the ports of one State over those of another; nor shall vessels bound to or 
from one State be obliged to enter, clear, or pay duties in another. 

No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay any duty of tonnage. 

Again the ordinance of 1787 for the 
of the United States northwest of the River Ohio provided that— 

The e cose waters leading into the Mississippi and St. Lawrence and the 
carrying A poms between thesame shall be the common highways and forever 
free as well to the inhabitants of said territory as tothe citizens of the United 
Sta and those of any other State that may be admitted into the confeder- 
acy, without any tax, impost, or duty therefor. 

Now, while it will be observed from the above quotations that 
the policy of the United States has been to make all laws gov- 
erning interstate or foreign commerce uniform and without 
oles among the States, yet in the wisdom of es (eas in 

789 it was determined to leave pilotage to be iy to by the 
laws of the respective States. This was done then use of the 
necessity of leaving it to local pilots and giving them every en- 
couragement in the then condition of commerce, and also be- 
cause of the condition of the various harbors, rivers, and chan- 
nels, which were as nature made them, full of rocks, windings, 
and other impediments to commerce. Now, however, things 
have c . Over 8100, 000, 000 has been expended in straight- 
ening, , and de ing Southern channels. Dangerous 


by water. (The 


vernment of the territory 
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laces have either been removed or marked by light-houses and 

oys, until any master of a vessel can take her, either himself or 

with the aid of a tug, into pr without assistance. Especially is 
S, 


this the case at Hampton where any mariner may sail in 
as easily and safely as any member of this House can walk up 
Pennsylvania avenue from the Capitol to the White House. In 
fact, I submit that the course of the mariner would be the safer of 
the two under certain conditions of the Congressman in the dark 
hours of the night. The conditions having changed, I therefore 
submit that the old law should be repealed, and the General Gov- 
ernment should enact one law to apply to all ports of this country. 

Again I submit that the law as it exists in those States where 
licenses are Granted is unconstitutional. In many States laws 
were originally passed which ee vessels plying between 
their own ports and those of neighboring States. hen these 
laws were declared unconstitutional because repugnant to that 
clause of the Constitution forbidding any State to give a prefer- 
ence to the ports of one State over those of another by any regu- 
lation of commerce, several States, including Maryland, Vir- 

nia, and Georgia, in order to get around these decisions, passed 

ws permitting the pilots to license sailing vessels for a year, 


scaling the tax according to the registered tonnage of the vessel, 


as, for instance, in Virginia, it is 10 cents per ton on her registered 
tonnage. This, I maintain, is in conflict with that provision of 
the Constitution which says: 

hall, without the consent of Congress, la; mnage. 
(Section b. article 1. Constitution of the United States) oy © 


The law remained substantially as passed in 1789 until 1837, 
when New York pilots had a complete monopoly, and they be- 
came both so exacting and negligent that because of the loss of 
the emigrant ships Bristol and Mexico on Long Island public 
attention was drawn to them and the State of New Jersey estab- 
lished a pilot syan, broke up the New York monopoly, and Con- 

assed a 


gress p: w empowering the master to take a pilot from 
either State when going to a port situated on waters constituting 
the boun between States. (Revised Statutes United States, 


Congress again intervened and again assumed partial 
control of the subject by enacting a law abolishing compulsory 
ream alee fae coasting vessels propelled by steam. (Revised 

tatutes United States, section 4498 et seq.) 

Having reviewed the historical and or aspect of this subject, 
let us now consider exactly what this bill seeks to do and the jus- 
tice of, and reasons for, doing it. 

This bill simply provides that coastwise sailing vessels shall be 

ut on the same basis as our steam vessels, by allowing the licens- 
ing of their masters or mates to pilot their own vessels when 
found pompons by the local inspectors, as contained in section 
4442 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and by exempt- 
ing them from the payment of State pilotage when not used and 
——— = 3 are towed by tugs under the charge of United 
tates pilots. 

This bill in effect provides that an American coastwise a 
vessel already adequately piloted by a United States pilot sh: 
not be obli to pay a State pilot who has performed no service 
for the vessel, and whose services are not needed. 

That the permissive act of Congress of 1789 that— 
siall Continue to bo regulated in conformity with the existing laws of the 
States, respectively, — erein such pilots may be, or with such laws as the 


States may, respectively, hereafter enact for the purpose, until further | - 
lative provision shall be meade by Congress— = logis 


has now become an inequitable discrimination by eight States 

the citizens of the rest of the Union engaged in the coast- 
wise sailing trade; and besides, as the bill simply embodies the well- 
ey pe rule of justice that no person should be compelled to 
pay for services not accepted nor rendered, it is incumbent on 
those who oppose it to give most cogent reasons for retaining 
laws which give State pilots authority to collect fees from vessels 
already adequately piloted that do not accept nor need their serv- 
ices, 


No work, no pay, is the principle of this bill. The reasons why 
in justice and right this bill should be enacted into law by Con- 
gress are as follows: Ke : 
First. The law should be the same with sailing vessels as with 
steam vessels. No reason exists why steam vessels should be re- 
leased from the payment of pilotage fees while sailing vessels are 
held to such payments. ially is this trueand the unfairness 
of the distinction made more glaring now that steam with 
two United States licensed pilots on are ever at hand to tow 
any and all vessels needing their services into pr, It is urged, 
Mr. Speaker, that these State pilot laws keep down the price of 
towage. The answer to this is that competition in this, as in every 
other business, will keep the towage at a reasonable figure. The 
absurdity of this argument will be at once noted when the cost of 
pilotage and towage are compared as given in the following table. 


The following is a com m of pilotage and towage, copied from the ves- 

sels’ accounts, for ente and leaving the following and sh 

onerous tax upon those — — in this trade: N ayn ee 
CHARLESTON, s. o. 

Schooner Genevieve, drawing 15 feet of water: 1 
PUCCIO SORE D N a E E R a conven $130.00 
OWNS 10 BIND OCS sec EO A E SE 50.00 

Distance from sea buoy to city, 11 miles. 
SAVANNAH, GA. 
Schooner Genevieve, drawing 15 feet of water: 
Pilotage Ur G0 OO AT duddmwepnabeaeue 131,28 
e 68.00 
Distance from sea buoy to city, 30 miles. 
WILMINGTON, N. o. 
Schooner Kate V. Atken, drawing 13} feet: 
Bar pilotage in and out 
River pilotage in and out 


15.00 
Towage from sea to city and back to sea 50.00 
Distance from sea buoy to city, about 50 miles. 
BRUNSWICK, GA. 


Schooner 4 L. Green, drawing 13} feet: 
Pilotage | Hat (8 feet) and out loaded -20100 nu0r00 2000 82.50 
Towage in light and out loaded 25.00 
Distance from sea buoy to city, 9 miles. 
FERNANDINA, FLA. 
Schooner Angie L. Green, drawing 13} feet: 
Pilotage in light and out loaded 73.00 
e er 10.00 
Distance from sea buoy to city, 8 miles. 
MOBILE, ALA. 
Schooner Millie S. Derby, drawing 13 feet: 
Pilotage in and out lower bay 78.00 
Pilotage in and out upper ba -n-e-eneseeneceencee 125.00 
203.00 
Towage from sea to city and out 125. 00 
Distance from sea buoy to city, 23 miles. 
GALVESTON, TEX. 
Schooner Oscar C. Schmidt, drawing 13} feet: 
. —— —ẽůũ'. ! ! . ̃ ˙— — Vw 99.00 
Oe E aS Re 56.00 


Distance from sea buoy to city, 10 miles. 


The foregoing charges in said ports show what the pilotage fees 
amount to on vessels when towed, and it is apparent no service 
was rendered by the State pilot. The distance is also shown, so 
that anyone can see how long it would take to earn the double 
fees which are exacted from the vessels in the coastwise trade. 

In Hampton Roads the difference in pilotage and towage is 
about the same; in nearly every case the pilotage exceeds the tow- 
age more than 100 per cent. 

It is certainly a rank injustice to exempt steamers, which are 
usually owned by wealthy corporations, from contributing to the 
support of State pilots, and at the same time compel the compar- 
atively poor owners of small coastwise sailing vessels, doing busi- 
ness in competition with these steamers, and often owned in 
thirty-second parts by small owners, to pay this tax, so entirely 
unnec è 

Second. The law as it exists is unjust, as it obliges the coastwise 
trade, who do not need pilots, to pay for the maintenance of a 
staff of pilots for those who do need them—namely, foreign vessels. 

Moreover, inasmuch as three-fourths of the vessels which require 
pilots are foreign vessels, the practical effect of the laws of the 
eight States which this bill would modify is to compel the owners 
of American vessels to contribute to the 8 of pilots for for- 
eign vessels. We know of no reason why foreign vessels should 
not ay the expense of maintaining pilots for their own use if they 
n em. 

Experience has shown, in the States which have no laws com- 
pelling coastwise vessels to pay State pilots not used, that all the 

rts are as well np i with n pilots as they were be- 

ore, although generally the number is less than before the change, 
for the reason that now the supply is only equal to the demand, 
whereas when . fees existed the temptation existed to 
maintain numbers beyond the demand. 

In Hampton Roads, however, there has been such an increase 
of the number of vessels that the 28 pilots now employed would 
be kept busy, as they are now, from year’s end to year’s end, and 
would, with compulsory pilotage abolished, still derive handsome 

early incomes from the foreign pilotage alone. Maryland has 
8 this view, and her 1 has just abolished compulsory 
pilotage on coastwise vessels. 

Third. Thatthe 8 of pilotage fees by the pilot author- 
ities in the States of Virginia and e in granting exemptions 
to shipmasters upon payment to them of a specified sum is an un- 
constitutional exaction, as we have before seen, is repugnant to 
our institutions, and is a burden on interstate commerce, 

The Virginia law covering this point is as follows: 

PORTS OF VIRGINTA. 

SEC. 1967. Pilots shall appoint agents, one for Norfolk City and one for Rich- 

mond, who shall grant licenses for coasting vessels trading in all the rivers of 
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cent per ton for 


this State; for which license such agent shall receive 10 
free to sail with- 


and coasting vessels having such licenses shall 


point on the Potomac; 
point on the Potomac shall be required to pay pilotage.—Code of Virginia. 


Thus, Mr. Speaker, it will be seen that in Virginia we have not 
only this unconstitutional tax provided by section 1967, but the 
remarkable anomaly of a State discriminating between her own 
ports. All points on the Potomac, such as Alexandria, are free, 
while Richmond, Fredericksburg, and West Point, and all other 
ports in Virginia are still taxed. 

This state of affairs was brought about in 1872, when the pilots, 
represented by Mr. John S. Wise, in order to prevent the total 
abolition of Loree pe mens in Virginia, compromised with 
the representatives of Alexandria by excluding them from the 
provisions of the State law. 

Comment on the unfairness of such a status of affairs is entirely 

unnecessary. 
Let us revert for a moment to section 1967. If permission be 
granted to a licensed American vessel of 1,000 tons burden to navi- 
gate American waters said vessel will be compelled to pay $100 to 
go up James River to Richmond, or to Newport News, or Norfolk. 
and if the master desired to go to Savannah the permission to 
navigate the river leading thereto would cost him $267, making 
the sum of $367 (and not one particle of service rendered), to be 
deducted from the gross earnings of the trip. 

There is no service rendered for the money pua nor is any ex- 
amination made as to the qualifications of the master to act as 
his own pilot; in fact, the master is not known in the matter; his 
name doesnot even appear on the permission granted. The printed 
forms are left with ship brokers and commission merchants to be 
filled in whenever a master in the coastwise trade desires to pur- 
chase permission to sail over certain waters of the United States, 
and there is hardly a vessel that is engaged in the coastwise trade 
that does not some time during the year visit Newport News, 
Lamberts Point (Norfolk), or Savannah. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not better impress this House with the in- 
justice and — Be continuing compulsory pilotage than by read- 
ng the following extract from the testimony of Mr. John A. 

Curtis, a prominent citizen of Richmond, and then a member of 
the Virginia legislature, before the House Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries of the Fifty-first Congress. Mr. Curtis was 
born in Hampton, Va., the home of the pilots, and has been a sea- 
faring man nearly all of his life. Mr. Curtis said: 

3232 est eee Beery, oe, TPRI S 
offers his services at Cape H bearing west of south. 


enry. 
ing to one association, they lag their boat within that line, at the 


tewa: 
the waters of that State, an r ‘4 


demand tribute of every vessel that passes, 


was received from Ame: 
hich the said pilots rendered no service. If that amount 
which would be done under the pal 

e pilo 


+>. è 
g 
and Lamberts Point became 5 for steamers crossing the Atlan- 
tic, the business of pilotage in 
year’s end to the other. * + + We haye p 
said to them, You are making a far better 


ing vessels, for w. 
were taken from the pilo 
vide between 27 men. 


ving than the majority of the 

le with the same amount of capital, and we beg you, as ple of this 
tate, o to the legislature of Virginia and ask to have that act repealed 
levying this tax upon the coasting vessels tri in the waters of Virginia, 
for which the poopie of V; must pay.” + * Iam not here to 
take away the ving ok any of the pilots, * * + but Lask that a tribute 
which V has posed upon erican vessels, shall be taken in 


order that we may have more vessels in Virginia . where we need 

them, and that our people may have better f. ties for sending their produce 

to Northern markets. Our farmers are poe and are getting poorer daily. 

They have gone to getting out ties, lumber, and staves to send 

N. in order that 1 Bees realize ready money. It is for them it is asked 

taken away, in order that these v. ma; 

and carry this 5 of my people at 

less rates than they are with burden of taxation put upon them by the 
State of Virginia, * * and for which no service is rendered. 


Mr. S er, thus do the discriminating and unjust pilot laws 
of Virginia weave a web around the mouth of Chesapeake Bay 
and Hampton Roads, the grandest and most accessible harbor 
on the Atlantic seaboard, and permit 28 pilots there to lie in 


wait for their prey—the American sailing vessel—the home and | la 


nursery of American seamen, and to pounce upon them and sa 
their lifeblood, greatly to the injury of Virginia’s people aan 
Virginia's commerce. 

Fourth. That in the United States the owner is not exempted 
from liability for the acts of the pilot. In England and Germany 
Soma y pilotage carries with it exemption from liability. 

ot so $ 


A shipowner is not exempted from liability for the damage d his 
vessel when the same is placed in o of 275 ot „ or 
State laws. (Steamship China vs. W. etal., 7 Wi 61) 


XX VITI—237 


There is no immunity to the owner nor ee of the 


ilot other than a slight fine or suspension. is followed to its 
ogical conclusion is au and most injurious to the interests of 


commerce, 

Fifth. That the masters and mates en; in the coastwise 
trade, from their acquaintance with their vessel and crew and 
experience in these waters, are more capable to handle the vessel, 
even in the pilotage waters of said States, than a pilot to whom 
the vessel is strange; and to compel the master to surrender her 
to cet og sometimes leads to disaster, 

Sixth. That the system tends to create a body of protected mo- 
nopolists, whose interests are not identical with those of the ship- 
owners, who know they must be employed, and whose independent 
services are probably not so readily or effectively given as if their 
employment depended on their efficiency. In Virginia the pilots 
are appointed by a board of commissioners appointed by the courts 
of the city of Norfolk and the county of Elizabeth City; but no 
one can apply for a license unless he has served a five years’ ap- 
prenticeship to a Virginia pilot; and as there is no law compelling 
a pilot to accept an apprentice, the present pilots, who all baa 
to one association, have a close monopoly of the most pronoun 
type. Unlike most public servants, they make no report or return 
to the Commonwealth, but all fees collected go into their private 
pockets and not one cent into the State treasury. 

I am well acquainted with many of the Virginia pilots and I 
esteem them to be a brave and worthy band, but it is wrong to 

rmit them to tax others for their own benefit when no service 
is rendered. It is wrong in principle to permit 8 States thus to 
levy tribute on the commerce of the other 37. 

It is wrong in principle to permit one citizen to levy a tax on 
another citizen when the first citizen renders no service whatever 
to the one compelled to paythe tax. The mere statement of such 
a proposition is abhorrent to every sense of equity and justice 
and totally es t to the principles of our republican form of 
government, the foundation stone of which is the equality of every 
citizen under the law. 

Every farmer, every miner, every laborer, as well as the mer- 
chant and manufacturer, and, above all, every consumer of all 
their products in the Southern States, are interested in cheap 
freight rates, and are therefore vitally concerned in maintainin 
the commerce of our Southland and in securing to all shippers o 
freight the amplest and cheapest transportation facilities. The 
129545 Th States have cut long lowon such antiquated laws to 
impede their progress and general pr ity. - Compulsory pilot- 
age on coastwise yessels has been abolished everywhere in this 
country on the Atlantic and Pacific seaboards save in the South. 
Maryland has just indorsed the wisdom of this bill by abolishing 
compulsory pilotage. Why should not Congress make the law on 
this subject uniform throughout the land? By so doing not only 
will all classes of our citizens be greatly benefited, but another 
tae mi be thus removed from the symmetry of our Federal laws. 

plause. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman from 


Virgini . ELLETT] has expired. 

eer of Vrin. I trust the gentleman from New 
York . PAYNE] will grant me two minutes more. 

Now, Mr. Speaker T think th 1 

ow. . Speaker, I think the gentleman on the other side 
should’ use his time, and that we on this side should close the 
ebate, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Five minutes remain to the gen- 
tleman from Florida 5 Cooper], and twenty minutes to the 
r. COOPER of Florida, I yield one s 

3 of Florida. I yield one minute to the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. ELLIOTT]. ii 


[Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina addressed the House. See 
Appendix, ] 

Mr. TYLER. Mr. Speaker, of course it would be utterly im- 
possible for me to make anything like a proper argument in sup- 
port of the position I take on the pending bill within the short time 
allowed tome. It is e I think, for me to call the attention of 
the House to two salient objections to the passage of the bill, and 
before ong mas I want to refer briefly to what my colleague from 
Virginia [Mr. ELLETT] has said in regard to the interest taken by 
thepeople of his metropolis for the repeal of the compulsory pilot 


W. 
Ik you refer to the statistics appearing in the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee upon this bill you will see that at Rich- 
mond, Va., under the head of ‘‘ Estimated pilotage receipts from 
tonnage entered from and cleared to foreign ports for the year 
ended June 30, 1895,” that it amounted, in sailing vessels, to 3 ves- 
sels entered and 2 cleared; in steamers, to 8 entered and 15 cleared, 
and the total amount of pilotage fees collected at that port dur- 
ing that period was $1,530. 

have the honor of representing the greatest seaport town in 
Virginia, that guards the mo@th of the 3 y, and also 
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that young city whose site was but yesterdaya mere uncultivated 
old field, but which has become to be, witha ic growth, one of 
the most flourishing cities in our Republic; I refer to Norfolkand 
Newport News; and I will show the interest that our people take 
in this question because of the great interests of commerce at these 


points. 

At Newport News the number of foreign sailing vessels enter- 
ing that port during the same period to which 1 have referred 
was 11, with a registered tonnage of about 8,000; cleared from the 

28, with a ton of more than 22,000; of steamers, 81 en- 
and 149 cleared, with a to of 247,000. The receipts 
that year from pilot fees amounted to $19,146. In Norfolk, dur- 
ce, Pope same period, the number of vessels entering that port— 
ing vessels—was 12, and 60 cleared therefrom (these are for- 
eign vessels; I wish to call the attention of the committee to that 
fact), and of steam vessels the number entering was 31, the num- 
ber cleared 79, with a tonnage of 122,000. The amount of pilotage 
fees collected was $13,000, and the fees collected at the two points 
named represent interests in favor of continuing the compulsory 
pilotage system, as against the $1,500 paid by Richmond. 

Norfolk and Newport News, with their immense foreign and 
coastwise trade, with their thousands of merchants and shippers 
dependent for their prosperity upon marine traffic, desire that the 

nt excellent pilotage system shall remain under local control, 
while Richmond, an inland city, having comparatively no interest 
in the matter, bearing an infinitesimal portion of the cost for 
the maintenance of the oh eee appears on this floor advocating 
the passage of a bill which, if it became a law, would bea destruc- 
tive blow to the rapidly increasing commerce of our Virginia 
ports; and for the se advantage of a few tugboat owners she 
asks that ee be deprived of the power to control her own pilot 
laws and n the Federal arm to do that which the State 
has done so well for more than a hundred years. 

Mr. Speaker, I Jeena that the most extreme supporters of 
this bill will not deny the paramount necessity of a thorough and 
efficient system of pilotage as well for the protection of life and 
property as for the safety and advantage of trade and commerce. 
And it must further be admitted that such an efficiency can not 
be maintained unless the reward for the services rendered is suf- 
ficient to induce men who enter this vocation to devote their time 
and means to the arduous duties demanded of them. There can 


be no such thing as a voluntary piot system. It must be sup- 
ed either by salaries paid 1 85 e State or by fees imposed on 
ose who need such service. o latter meth 


of diay Soca 
n means to defray the cost of a pilo system has been 
always deemed the better one, and exists in all the States of the 
Union. At one time the system of compulsory pilotage aie 
in every State on all vessels—American and foreign. At this day it 
is still continued in every port of the United States on the foreign 
marine, sail and steam. And this tax imposed on commerce is 
levied because an efficient pilot corps could not be had without 
it. If this were not true, if the efficiency of the system did not 
depend upon it, such a tax would be equally indefensible as ap- 

lied to the shipping entering our ports from foreign nations as 

our domestic e. 

Having thisin view, no State has ever abrogated the compulsory 
feature in her pilot laws so far as it related to the coastwise vessel 
until it 5 85 evident that the fees collected from the foreign 
ship wo be adequate to keep up the efficiency of the system. 
It happened in several instances, in New Vork and Maryland, 
that the compulsory system has been prematurely repealed, and 
the result was so disastrous to commerce that in a few years the 
former law was restored by the legislature. The North Atlantic 
States have a very large foreign trade, and the fees arising from 
compulsory pilotage on foreign vessels are adequate for the sup- 
pi of their pilotage systems, while the nine States south of Mary- 

d have not as yet sufficient foreign commerce to justify a reli- 
ance upon it alone for the maintenance of an efficient pilot service. 
In these States the statistics show that the pilot fees collected at 
their ports on coastwise sailing vessels average more than 50 per 
cent of the total fees. If this means of support were withdrawn 
from the Southern pilots, as this bill proposes to do, the pilota 
eee at these ports would be seriously affected if not entirely 

troyed, and their commerce, which is so rapidly increasing, 
would be driven away on account of the risks and danger of enter- 
ing their harbors. can conceive of no greater injury to the 
commercial prosperity of a nation than an unreliable, inefficient 


pilotage system. 
It has been sought by the supporters of this bill to arouse preju- 
dice against the ve, hard-working men who compose the pilot 


corps of the South by representing them as a close corporation, en- 
poring the enormous profits of a huge monopoly. othing can 

more false than this. Reliable evidence produced before the 
committee having this billin charge clearly shows that these men 
who have devoted their lives to this exacting, and ofttimes danger- 
ous, occupation, who have invested their money in perfecting and 
keeping up this splendid service, from it little more na 
bare competency for themselves an 


their families, The pay re- 


ceived by these pilots averages not more than $1,200 apiece in the 
most favorable years, and sometimes it falls below this sum. 
Surely this can not be considered an excessive remuneration for 
the hard and perilous duties performed by thesemen. It must be 
remembered that these pilots are required by the State laws to do 
other work than gra bringing vessels in and out of port. 

Under the law of Virginia they have to assist in quarantining 
our ports. They have to take any vessel with contagious disease 
on board to the nearest quarantine station, and are compelled to 
remain themselves in quarantine until the health officer releases 
the vessel. They often risk their own lives in seeking bravely to 
rescue those on a ship in peril, and thus they form a part of the 
life-saving service of this country. I have not time to read to this 
House the stringent laws of Virginia (which differ little, I believe, 
ee * eee and ting the local 
pilo S y were with a single eye to securing 
and maintaining the efficiency of our service, and the legislative 
intent has been fully carried ont. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I will close by stating what I regard as 
a conclusive reason why this bill should not pass. For more than 
a century this subject of pilotage has been safely and wisely left 
to the control of the several States. It has always been regarded 
as a proper subject for local regulation, and no one even now 
asserts that a general system would be beneficial. The Constitu- 
tion of the United States by the act of 1789 referred this matter 
to the legislative discretion of the States, and except in one in- 
stance the Congress has declined to interfere with that discretion. 
9 pae; as the Kasapi srono, have sarada modified, 
ore eir regulations for the perfection of the pilotage s 
tem. fe States have acted cautiously and wisely, in ede 
the local needs. Where it has been found possible without marring 
the efficiency of the service to reduce charges, to release certain 
classes of vessels from the pilotage tax, and to free commerce 
from all unnecessary restrictions, State legislatures have never 
failed to do so. Maine has acted on this subject in such manner 
as she deemed conducive to her own interests without the strong 
arm of the Federal Government being called on to interfere. We 
ask that Virginia be allowed also to exercise her discretion in this 
matter. With all the disaster and changes through which the 
old State has passed in these latter years, we still believe that her 
poepie have not lost the power of self-government, that she can 

trusted as well as Massachusetts to protect the interests of her 
people and to decide what is best for her commerce and for the 
5 ee 1255 safe conduct of the stranger who seeks her ports. 
use. 
Mere the hammer fell.] 
. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, how much time is remaining? 

The SPEAKER 9. — tempore. Twenty minutes. 

Pest Salas en that, of course, belongs to those in favor 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Florida had 
one minute that was not assigned, but the two gentlemen to whom 
he assigned four minutes occupied five. 

Mr. PAYNE. LIyield all but five minutes of the remaining time 
to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, pilotage is an instrumentality 
of commerce, and as such its regulation is exclusively under 
Federal control. The only way in which any State in the Union 
has been enabled to pass laws relating to pilotage within its juris- 
diction has been by permission of Congress, given simply until 
Con should choose to otherwise legislate. 

ilotage should be a matter of Federal legislation for the reason 
that it relates to the navigable waters that are under the exclu- 
sive control and jurisdiction of the United States. The object of 
pilotage is not to benefit pilots, but to facilitate and protect com- 
merce; to benefit the great commercial interests of the nation. 

Pilots are the servants of commerce, the servants of the com- 
mercial interests of the nation, and whatever is progressive in this 
direction must be adopted in and under national legislation. It 
is inevitable that our pilotage regulations and legislation should 
be progressive in this nation. It is astonishing that it has not 
been more so. In 1789, when the first pilotage laws were enacted, 
there were scarcely any light-houses marking the approach to the 
ports of the country. There were few beacons and buoys, and 
there had not been a single harbor improvement inaugurated from 
one end of the country to the other. There was not a vessel 
within the limits of the United States, nor even of the world, 
whose motive power was steam. It was inevitable that in the 
pro; of events there should have arisen a necessity for some 
modification of the pilotage system. 

In 1837 Congress stepped in and modified the system. In 1866 
Congress stepped in and further modified the system. And be- 
ginning with 1852, and ending with 1871, there came that large 
mass of legislation having relation to the fact that the navigation 
of this country had been largely changed from propulsion by wind 
to ee by steam. 

1871 there was finally enacted an important law relating to 
pilotage legislation. It provided that from and after that date 
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any American vessel in the coastwise trade 8 by steam, 
when piloted by her master or mate or by a United States pilot, 
licensed as such, should be exempted from the payment of pilotage 
fees to State pilots whose services had not been used and were 
not needed. 5 Ane 

This legislation marked a new era in pilotage regulations in 
this country. It was the nation stepping in and assuming its 
exclusive authority to regulate pilotage so far as this class of 
vessels was concerned. 5 

It_was objected then, when this legislation was had, that it 
would break down the pilotage system of the country. Nothing 
of the kind occurred. pilots were required at many points, 

ter economy of pilotege was secured, and the result was, that 
instead of breaking down the system it in point of fact strength- 
ened it. Then followed legislation by all the Northern States, 
lately followed by Maryland, applying the same principle to Ameri- 
can sailing vessels engaged in the coastwise trade, providing that 
where an American sailing vessel engaged in the coastwise trade 
shall be piloted by a United States licensed pilot, whether an 
officer of that vessel or the master of.a tug towing that vessel, 
then that vessel shall not be required to pay fees to a State pilot 
whose services had not been and were not needed. 

To-day all the States in this Union but nine have applied to 
American coastwise sailing vessels precisely the rule that in 1871 
was applied by Con, to all the steam vessels of the United 
Stated en; in this trade. A discrimination had existed in all 
the States against American sailing vessels in the coastwise trade 
up to that time. All the States but nine have lifted this discrim- 
ination. The nine States which remain and still compel American 
sailing vessels in the coastwise trade to pay nee fees to pilots 
that they do not use and do not need are Virginia, North and 
South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisi- 
ana, and Texas; and the only reason that those States have not 
lifted this unnecessary and unjust burden is that in those States 
it so happens that there is little tonnageowned. Hence there 
is no interest to oppose 1 lobby and secure what other 
States regard as just and proper legislation. : 

What reason is there, Mr. 3 that an American coasting 
vessel, piloted by its own officer, licensed by the same board which 
licenses a pilot for a steam vessel en in the sama trade, or 
towed by a tug piloted by a United States pilot, when enterin; 
Pensacola, Fla., for example, thus entirely and sufficiently pilo 
for the protection of life and property, needing no further pilot- 
age, should be met, when that v arrives at the wharf, by a 
State pilot, demanding, as in some cases, $70, $80, or $90 pilotage 
fee, when not a particle of service has been rendered by that pilot, 
and the tug which has rendered the service, piloted by a United 
States pilot, has actually piloted and brought that v. in safely, 
expeditiously, and economically, and has been paid by the vessel 
for such service? 

This is not a bill to abolish pilotage. It does not touch the 
question of compulsory pilotage at It simply provides that 
where a vessel is adequately piloted by a United States pilot who 
may be on board a tug guiding that vessel and towing it in, that 
then such vessel shall not be obliged to pay another fee to a State 
pilot who has not performed any service. It is simply a bill to 
abolish'compulsory fees when no service is performed. If we were 
to judge of the merits of this bill as we judge other measures, 
there could be but one opinion respecting it. Itis just; it removes 
a discrimination that exists without cause. It does for these nine 
States that have not moved forward in these years precisely 
what has been done by the legislatures of all the other States in 
the Union, and what was done twenty-five years ago for Ameri- 
can vessels in the same trade. If this bill should , the law 
would then be the same as that which exists on the lakes in Wis- 
consin, in Michigan, in Ohio, in every Northern State. 

You ask if the passage of this bill would increase danger to life 
and property. Not at all. There is not a Northern State but 
what is under the same principle as is provided in this bill with 
respect to pilot: And yet there never was so efficient a system 
of pilotage as exists to-day in all these Northern States under pre- 
cisely the principle enunciated by this bill. Moreover, every ma- 
rine insurance company in Boston, which is the headquarters of 
marine insurance in this country, has petitioned for the passage 
of such a 8 as this ey ground e ae woma be oo 
securi 0 st on Mie persons under the policy proposed by 
this bil, whereby no one could collect pilotage fees unless he per- 
formed service, There is no inducement for a pilot to perform 
good service when he can collect ng Bid teas he does anything or 
not. There is not a State in this Union—all but nine of whom 
have adopted the system provided in this bill—that would to-day 
go back to the old system. There is no necessity for it. It does 
not secure additional protection to life and property. It imposes 
an unnecessary expense and is contrary to all principles of equity. 
More than that, Mr. S er, it must be borne in mind that in the 
passage of a bill of this kind we simply put the two classes of 
coasting vessels engaged in the same trade upon precisely the same 


The only excuse that has been rendered for compelling Ameri- 
can sailing vessels when piloted by a United States pilot, either 
attached to the vessel or in command of a tugboat towing such 
vessel into port, to pay a State pilot also for services not rendered 


or needed. is that such a contribution is necessary in order to 
maintain a system of pilotage in the nine Southern States for the 
use of vessels in the foreign trade. 

If this were true—which it is not—then on what ground are 
steam vessels in the coastwise trade exempted from contributing 
their share? The sailing vessel is in competition with the steam 
vessel for freight in the coastwise trade, and if the former is to 
be compelled to contribute to maintain a pilotage system for ves- 
sels in the foreign trade, then, of course, justice requires that the 
latter shall no longer be exempted. 

But why should not the vessels in the foreign trade support a 
system of State pilotage maintained for their benefit? Why should 
any American vessels in the coastwise trade be called upon to 
contribute to pilotage for foreign vessels? 

There is no foundation, Mr. Speaker, for the claim that a pilot- 
age system can not be maintained b the system proposed by this 
bill as well in the nine States of the South asin the North Atlantic 
States. We have been told that these Southern States have very 
little tonnage in the foreign trade entering and clearing from their 

rts. But this is not so. The entrances and clearances on the 

orth Atlantic are more concentrated in the three ports of Phila- 
delphia, New York, and Boston than they are in the South. Out- 
side of these three ports the tonnage entered and cleared from 
Northern ports in the foreign trade is far less than similar tonnage 
in the South, arising from the fact that so tarko a proportion of 
Sado yi products—cotton, naval stores, and lumber—are ex- 


ported. 

Mr. Speaker, let me compare the statistics of tonnage entered 
and cleared from most Southern ports outside of Baltimore, New 
Orleans, and Galveston with the to: o entered and cleared 
from the largest Northern ports outside of the three ports named: 


Tonnage entered and cleared during the fiscal year 1893. 


Port. Tons. | Port. Tons. 
286, 388 Beaufort, S. C 150, 000 
770,000 || Po: 2 250, 000 
590,000 || New Bedford... 17,000 
488,000 Bangor 18,000 
120,000 || Bath -nna puna mnnm 2,250 
280,000 || Fall River 6, 250 
190,000 || Gloucester, Mass 27, 000 
100,000 || New London, Conn 4,200 
ae oe New Haven 25-2 sa ce 23,000 


quired has no foundation, for there will be no such obligation as 
to vessels in this trade. The obligation will only extend to the 


as has been absurdl od igs Ihave been astonished to hear — 
is bill ha What 


are the interests that are concerned in legislation relating to labor? 
Are men receiving $1,500 a year as pilots to be included in the 
ranks of labor enrolled in labor organizations? Not at all. It is 
the wage earners that we care for through labor organizations, and 
not a monopoly like this. If any labor organizations have been 
induced to protest against this bill they have certainly been 
grossly deceived as to its character. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman has 


expired. 

Te. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the question is, shall we continue 
to discriminate against sailing vessels and in favor of steam vessels 
in the coastwise trade? Shall we still permit nine States to levy a 
tribute upon the shipowners of the other States for entering their 

orts, a tribute exacted often without one finger raised in return 
in the way of service? The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] intimates that he might vote for this bill at a proper time. 
but thinks that this is not the proper time because of the gen 
depression of wages throughout the country. He says we have 
waited twenty years and can wait a little longer. In that twenty 
years, Mr. Speaker, the 17,000 sailing vessels owned by citizens of 
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the United States have disappeared. For twenty years, while we 


have sought to have this restriction removed, under the 
rules of rine there has not been a moment given for hearing 
m this bill until this present day. But he says, in the interest 
of labor, he would have it postponed. Why in the interest of 
labor? Most of these pilots receive $1,500 a year. Forty-one of 
them man two little pilot boats at Pensacola, with an average 
of entrance and clearance of one vessel for each day. Must they 
be fe at $1,500 a year while the poor sailor who treads the 
deck s only receive $10 a month? Is it in the interest of labor 
to postpone the consideration of this bill—to postpone removing 
the tax upon the laboring men before the mast a single instant? 

I am aware, Mr. Speaker, that some officers of the Knights of 
Labor have written to members of this House, without giving a 
single reason, asking them to vote ainst this bill. But the 
Knights of Labor—I do not mean the officers; I mean the laborers 
who stand behind them—will look to you and me for intelligent 
action. They will overthrow the action of their leaders. They 
will say, Lou had a chance to act, and when it came to an 
opportunity to vote away this tax upon labor, the real labor, 
engering into this business, you voted still to allow this little 
coterie of men to levy this tribute, which comes out of the wages 
of the seamen.” Sentiment is invoked. They say they ask you 
to continue a pension system to the widows and orphans of 
pilots. What other business in the United States furnishes a pri- 
vate pension for civil services performed? I would rather give 
ee e, to the men who are struggling against adverse circum- 
stances, who are s gling to maintain their families on a small 
wage, than to try to keep up by levying upon their industry a 
tax to support men—42 of them in two little me boats, required 
for one vessel entering and one clearing a harbor every day. No; 
in the interests of labor, in the interests of commerce, in the 
interests of keeping our flag floating over the seas, in the interests 
of training up the American sailor to prepare us not only to take 
care of our commerce in time of peace, but to take care of our 
country and our flag in time of war, every patriotic citizen should 
rise to the occasion and vote yea“ upon the passage of this bill. 


ud applause. 
liehe 8 PAKER. The question is upon the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, my constituents are interested in 
this bill, and I ask permission to print some remarks on the bill 
in the RECORD. 2 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 117. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. Eleven gentlemen have risen; not a sufficient 
number. 

So the yeas and nays were refused. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 52, the noes 117; 
the noes have it, and the bill is refused a reading. ` 

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Florida, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the House refused to order the bill toa third 
reading was laid on the table. [Applause.] 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I report back from the Committee 
on Appropriations and call up for consideration the bill making 
appropriations for the District of Columbia. 

eSPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont reports from 
the Committee on Appropriations the bill making appropriations 
for the District of Columbia, which was recommi to the com- 


mittee. 
Mr. MoMILLIN. I reserve points of order upon the bill, if 
there should be any doubt. ó 
Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, the report tells the whole story with 
reference to the bill. It tells just what is stricken out and just 
what is inserted; and if the Clerk will read the report to the 
es it will explain fully just what the committee have done to 
bi 


ə bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can have the report read as 
a pas of his remarks, : i 
. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. er, I rise to a point 
of order. I submit that this bill should be first considered in 
Committee of the Whole, as it involves an appropriation from the 
public Treesa 
55 SPE R. The Chair will hear the gentleman upon that 
t. 
7 DINGLEY. The bill has been considered in Committee of 
the Whole and = ed from that committee to the House. 
Mr. GROUT. . Speaker, I will say, for the information of 
the Chair and of the House, that the bi 


committee carries precisely the same sum of money that it carried 


as reported back by the | diff 


as it was reported from the Committee of the Whole to the House. 
It is simply in a little different form; that is all the change that is 
made in the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr, 8 er, I have no anxiety myself as to 
whether this particular bill shall be considered in one way or in 
the other; but it is well, when these questions come up, to have a 
correctruling upon them. Therefore I think it is not improper 
for me to take time enough to state that to all intents and pur- 
poe this appropriation bill is as if it had not been considered 

fore. The action of the Committee of the Whole was disap- 
8 by the House, and the House, as I now remember, though 

will not be positive, recommitted the whole bill to the Co t- 
tee on Appropriations. 

The 8 R. Not the Whole. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, even if the House did accept certain 
parts, it recommitted the bill to the Committee on Appropriations, 
with instructions to recast a portion of it. That portion had not 
been considered and 8 by the Committee of the Whole. 
On the con „the House recommitted the bill to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations for the readjustment of that portion of it, 
and the committee has readjusted it, involvi ng, I believe, about 
$100,000, though the amount is immaterial. t portion of the 
bill has not had the consideration in Committee of the Whole 
which the rules of the House contemplate. To hold differently, 
Mr. Speaker, would leave us in this attitude: Thatif, at any time, 
it should be desired to escape the rule which 3 that appropri- 
ation bills and bills making donation or dedication of public lands 
shall have their first consideration in Committee of the Whole, all 
that it will be necessary to do will be to go into Committee of 
the Whole, to consider one or two or three sections of the bill, to 
become dissatisfied apparently with one section or more, and to 
recommit it, and when that bill came back it would escape con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole if this bill is entitled to 
escape such consideration. That, I think, is all that it is necessary 
to say in this case; but it strikes me that beyond that, when the 
rule is construed with that breadth which gives full intendment 
to the power of the Committee of the Whole over money and land 
bills, | whole bill comes up, under our rules, for consideration 
in Committee of the Whole. I have said thus much, not having 
soy special anxiety as to this bill. If consent were asked for con- 
sideration in the House I would not myself object, but I have 
thought it proper to state what I believe to be the proper interpre- 
tation of the rule. This is to all intents and purposes a new sec- 
tion. Iam not proposing by this to criticise what the committee 
has done, but to defend the right to have any appropriation bill 
considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, it is a matter 
comparatively indifferent to me whether this bill be considered in 
Committee of the Whole or in the House, but I should like to 
have the rule settled. It is hardly necessary for me to say any- 
thing as to the remarks of the distinguished entleman from Ten- 
nessee, but I want to call attention to the fact that no specific 
instructions were given to the Committee on Appropriations. On 
the 5th of February, 1896 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 1342), 
I find this: 

Mr. GROSVENOR., Mr. S. ‘er, I move to recommit the bill to the Commit- 
tee on A: riations with instructions to reexamine and rt a new para- 
graph of so much of the bill as appears under the subhead For charities.” 

That is, that whole portion or subdivision of the bill is sent back 
to the Committee on Appropriations with no specific or limited 
instructions, but the whole matter is left open. Now, I find that 
on February 7, 1893, in the Fifty-second Congress, when a resolu- 
tion introduced by the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. DocKERY] 
in reference to the appointment of a commission, was considered 
as part of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill, it was considered in Committee of the Whole, although the 
words of the resolution were identical with a provision adopted 
or considered in the appropriation bill. In this case the words are 
not identical and the general subject is left open to the Committee 


on ad a Dov ck 

Mr. GLEY. If the gentleman will permit a sug; on, I 
think this very question was decided by Speaker Carlisle in the 
Fiftieth Congress on an i peer bill. The bill having been 
considered in Committee of the Whole and reported to the House, 
was recommitted by the House to the committee which had orig- 
inally reported it. When that bill was reported back to the House 
the point of order was made that it should be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, but the Speaker ruled that, there being no 
additional appropriation involved, the bill was not required to be 
considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In that connection, if my friend from New 
York [Mr. BARTLETT] will permit me, I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Maine t when he examines this he will find 
that there were certain objects of appropriation in the bill as orig- 
inally reported to the House that are entirely omitted from the 
bill in this form. The amount may be the same, but the object is 


erent. 
Mr. DINGLEY. They might have left out the whole of the 
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appropriation without the point of order being affected at all. If 
no additional appropriation has been ag par in the bill since 
it was 8 in Committee of the ole, the point of order 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In reply to the gentleman from 
Maine, I desire to say that there is an additional appropriation in 
this bill, because we find here some $94,700 given to the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia. And in the bill previously 
considered nothing was given to the Commissioners under that 
head. So it matters not whether the amount proposed to be 
appropriated by the bill is identical or not with a large aggregate 
of sums devoted to particular charities, the fact is that the Com- 
missioners—new beneficiaries—receive the gift, receive $94,700, 
whereas before they received saling. 7 z 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, Mr. Speaker, the Commissioners receive no 
“ gift.” They are simply intrusted with the expenditure of the 
money. That is all. H } 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I can say ina minute all that I 
desire to say about this question of order. 5 

Under the rule, the Committee of the Whole considered the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill, took action thereon so far 
as recommendation was concerned, and reported it back to the 
House. Then it was entirely competent for the House to defeat 
the bill, amend, recommit it, or make any other disposition of it 
that might be deemed proper. The House chose instead of amend- 
ing it, to refer it back to the committee with a specific instruc- 
tion—namely, to recast the paragraph touching charities. In pur- 
suance of the order of the House, the bill is reported back for 
consideration. The House was competent to deal with it before 
it was recommitted; and it is competent to deal with it now, the 
whole matter, so far as the Committee of the Whole is concerned, 
having been formally considered. 

Mr. WHEELER, Mr. Speaker, this matter involves a very im- 
rtant question. If the position taken by the gentleman from 
inois (it. Cannon] and the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
GROUT] be correct, then it is competent for this House to consider 
a bill embracing numerous items, like a sundry civil bill, and then 
recommit it with instructions to recast it, and have it come back 
here in the form of a bill appropriating sums of money for pur- 


other than those originally in the bill; for instance, to main- 
the Navy—something entirely different. 
The SP. . How could tbe done under the rules of 


the House, which declare that upon a motion to recommit no 
amendment can be ordered, even by the House itself, which is con- 
trary to the rules? 

Mr. WHEELER. Strictly according to the rules it could not 
be done, but very frequently those things are done in violation of 
the rules. 

The SPEAKER, If done, they must be done by unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. WHEELER. But it is not necessary to go as far as that. 
The proposition involved here at least to this extent, that 
this bill may be recommitted and may come back recast in a form 
involving new legislation. There is presented to us now in this 


in the bill w 


of the rule which I believe prevails in all par- 
tary es, and has always prevailed in our Congress, that 

(I read from clause 3 of Rule 23)— 
All proceedings touching appropriations of money, or bills making appro- 
to „ 
eee eee eee 


Of course we understand that the reason the gentlemen in charge 
of the bill desire to demand the previous question and put the bill 
upon its e without going into Committee of the Whole is 
to cut of amendments. Now, I desire to offer the following 
amendment, to get the judgment of this House upon it: 

Insert, after the word control,“ line 13, page 42: 

But this shall not ap 


cares for all needy ond proper persons without 
religious belief or creed. 


I believe if the House were permitted to vote upon this amend- 
ment they would adopt it. 

To say that this measure need not now be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole is certainly violative of the rule requiring 
measureswhich appropriate money to receive their first considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole. I do not wish to detain the 
House. I simply make this suggestion. It seems to me it would 
be the 5 to go into Committee of the Whole. 

The SP . Under the third section of Rule XIII 

Mr. McRAE. Before the Chair decides the point of order, I 
want to call attention to the instructions given to the Committee 
on Appropriations when this bill was recommitted to it. The 
language of the instructions was “to reexamine and report a 


ly to any institution which invites, receives, and 
s discrimination as to their 


new paragraph of so much of the bill as appears under the sub- 
head For charities.“ I understood some gentleman to say that 
the committee had reported back substantially the same para- 
graph. That is not correct. Under the instructions the com- 
mittee was required to report a new paragraph. Iam perfectly 
indifferent as to what the ruling may be, but I thought it proper 
to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that the instructions 
were that we should have a new paragraph, not a recasting of the 


old. 

The SPEAKER. In the third clause of Rule XXIII there is a 
provision that ‘‘all motions or propositions involving a tax or 
charge upon the 8 and all proceedings touching appropria- 
tions of money first be considered in a Committee of the 
Whole.” Taken alone, that expression is very ample, and seems 
to cover everything. But itis quite evident that it very many 
limitations, as gentlemen will see if they consider the practice of 
the House. After a bill has been reported by a Committee of the 
Whole to the House, the House has power then to add any other 
amendments which it sees fit to add, in conformity to the rules, 
without any reference of them to the Committee of the Whole. 
If the recollection of the Chair is correct, a number of important 
bills, such as general tariff bills, after having been very much 
modified in the Committee of the Whole, were, upon their return 
to the House, changed by the adoption of a substitute, which sub- 
stitute involved taxes and charges on the People, but which ney- 
ertheless was not considered in Committee of the Whole. In fact, 
it is a matter of almost everyday occurrence that bills coming 
under this general description, having amendments which also 
come under this description, are acted upon by the House without 
any previous examination by the Committee of the Whole, the ex- 
amination of the whole subject generally being supposed to inform 
the House upon the question. 

In the Fiftieth Congress—unless the Chair is mistaken as to the 
time—this question arose in very much its present form; and the 
Speaker pro tempore decided that the bill would not under the rule 
go to the Committee of the Whole, because if it did ail the 
paragraphs which had been passed upon and approved by the 

ouse would have to be gone over again, or else the anomaly 
would be presented of a bill partly in Committee of the Whole 
and partly not. Without going any further than that decision, 
or unde ing to say what would be the effect if a general re- 
committal was ordered on the whole bill, the Chair thi that 
this is not within the rule cited, and therefore that it should be 
considered by the House. 

Mr. GROUT. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the Clerk will read the re- 
port, as I have said, it will explain very fully all that is provided 
in this bill since its recommittal, and show what the committee 


has done with t to it. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I understand that 
this report is to be read as a part of the remarks of the gentleman 


from Vermont. 

The SPEAKER. Asa part of his remarks. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire to raise two points of 
order. Will I be debarred from making the point of order if the 
Clerk commences to read the report? 

TheSPEAKER. What point of order is made by the gentleman? 
It depends, of course, on the nature of the point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire to raise the point of 
order that this is a change of existing law. The point is made 
against that part of the appropriation contained in the bill reported 
from the committee on p 41 and 42, and also inst the item, 
“Industrial Home School,” on pages 43 and 44. there is to be 
any question in the mind of the Speaker as to whether the point 
of order will lie—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Now, I assume, Mr. Speaker 
that the point of order can be taken now; that is, that the point of 
order can be raised at this time. 

The SPEAKER. It is a question whether it can, after the 
instruction given by the House. y 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will ad- 
dress myself to that question first. 

If specific instructions had been given to the Committee on 
À Ae ee to insert a specific item or adopt any special line 
of legislation, I concede that the point of order could not now be 
raised. Butin view of the language selected by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] when he moved fo recommit the 
bill, which was simply a motion torecommit to the committee, to 
do what? With instructions to reexamine and report a new par- 
agraph on the subject of charities in the District of Columbia, or 
with reference to so much of the bill as appeared under the sub- 
head For charities”; that is, the whole subject-matter of char- 
ities was turned over, and therefore no restriction or limitation 
was put upon the Committee on Appropriations, the whole matter 
having been recommitted to them. 

I the attention of the S er to a decision on Febru 7, 
1893, in Committee of the Whole. That decision is 5 to 
in the Manual; that is, a reference is made to the portion of the 


3782 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 9, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in which it appears. On an investiga- 
tion of the subject, I find that that decision was made in Committee 
of the Whole, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] 

ing in the chair; and the question came up on the following res- 


olution, which had been referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in considering the legislative, executive, and judi appro- 
iation bill. It was a resolution introduced by the gentleman 
Missouri . DOCKERY], and was embodied in the following 
language, which I will read: 


authorizing the creation of a commission for 
resolution. 

Then some remarks were made by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. BOUTELLE], and the Chairman said: 

The CHAIRMAN. If there 
in order to try to conform his 

reported in an a 

tion bill, that isin identically the language of the resolution considere 
Re! The Committee on Rules repo: the resolution and submi 
a 2 J instructing or authorizing the Committee on Appropriations to 
clude these words in en appropriation bill. The Chair hardly thinks that it 
would be proper, orin er, for a committee of the House to undertake to 
say that the House did wrong in instructing the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report this provision. 

The Chair then went on and held that because—that is, pursu- 
ant to the reasons stated—the identical words had been used and 
were inserted in the bill, a point of order would not lie; plainly 
implying that if it were a general instruction the point of order 


would lie. 
That is the only ent I have been able to find, 
. Speaker, I have been li ing to the gentle- 


ro- 


Mr. GROUT. listening 
man from New York to ascertain, if possible, the point of order, 
but have been unable so far to ascertain what it is. 
. BARTLETT of New York. I understood the Speaker to 
state that I was first to address myself to the question as to whether 


the point of order would lie. ‘ 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
whole subject. 

Mr TLETT of New York. I naturally did not wish to 


trespass on the time of the House or the 
order was clearly untenable. E 
Now, I submit, sir, that the language incorporated by the com- 
ee DUE AN eee ON an E and 42is a change 
of existing law. That paragraph reads as follows: 
For the relief and care of the poor ånd destitute, and for such charitable 
and reformatory work, and such care and medical and surgical treatment of 
and destitute patients in the District of Columbia as 
Te usuall asane ar for direct a 
and as the ers may D R 
be expended under the direction of said Commissioners, either under con- 
a Sa a DaT PARELS OE AAAS OE IA DUDDA where 
0 
ponder 7 7 extend beyond the 30th 


if my point of 


es 
r 3 no such contract shall 

y of June, 1897, ard that no ne ee shall be made under any such contract 

e 


except for service erage’ Bote for which . shall be pro- 
vided in said contract; and that said Commissioners to Congress 
on or before the first Monday of December in each year a de statement 
of their expenditures theretofore made under this — ip Magee and of all 
contracts made by them hereunder, 2 names of rsons and in- 
stitutions contracted with, and stating what further expenditures will be 
required under: And provided further, That no part of the money 
ie kava nines shall be paid for oo of es or —— 

or services or expenses, or otherwise, an urch or religious 
d —— is Soler — or eccle- 


jenomination, or any institution or society which 
siastical control. 

By a provision which is substituted here for the direct appro- 
priation we delegate a part of our legislative function, a function 
of a legislative body such as this—for our duties are twofold, to 
legislate and to appropriate money; but now the Committee on 
Appropria i 8 or ap ouse, if you please, e ea Siin oy 

ve ction of appropriating money an ega t 
. — to the Commissi ers of the Distri et of Columbia. In 
other words, these Commissioners, having no power to-day under 
8 of the statutes, having no power, sir, because it 
would contravene the express provision of the Federal Constitu- 
tion that exclusive authority over the District shall be vested in 
the Congress of the United States, we abdicate our constitutional 
power and undertake to delegate it in part to these Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia. 

Now, suppose that point were not well taken in so far as I have 
already stated it. If the Speaker will examine the Revised Stat- 
utes for the District of Columbia, that is, the volume compiled by 
Messrs. Abert and Lovejoy, in chapter 19, referring to the Distri ict 
of Columbia and its organization, will be found two sections, 25 
and 36. What do those sections provide? They limit explicitly 
and expressly the power of the Commissioners of this District to 
appropriate not the taxes but all the other revenues. What 
are the limitations? That the taxes and all other revenues shall 
be used or expended by the Commissioners for certain defined pur- 

, for the police, for the fire d ent, for the schools, 

‘or the payment of current debts, and for the payment of debts 
— the employees and laborers and board of Works of the Dis- 
trict. Section 25 is a little broader than section 36, but like 


express limitations are found in the two sections. Section 25isa 
little more expansive; but we find words of limitation contained 
in both sections. Now, if under existing statutes, if under a stat- 
ute which has existed since 1875 or 1878, the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia have no power to spend one dollar of reve- 
nue—because hos term is 5 dollar coming in to them ae 
any source whatever except for certain express purposes, I say 
that we can not now, in a general appropriation lll, ive them a 
new power of expending money unless we first sections 25 
and 36 of chapter 19, referring to the organization of this District, 
z Mr. WIL A. STONE. Will the gentleman allow a ques- 
on? 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York, Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ido not understand that you claim 
that there is any existing law which requires Congress to appro- 
priate any money to these various charitable institutions. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No; certainly not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, as I understand, you raise 
8 that the appropriation changes existing law. 

. BARTLETT of New York, May J ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania whether this is a question or an argument? If it is an 
ent I should like to have the gentleman wait until I finish. 

Ar. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, well—— 

But if it is a question I will 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 
answer it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I asked you whether you made 
any claim that there was any existing law that required appro- 
priations to be made to these institutions? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No; the point I make is this, 
that there is by existing statute a limitation upon the powers of 
the Commissioners, and until we change that existing law we 
can not give them any money to be expended for any purpose 
other than those 88 provided in the existing statute. 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In one moment. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I make the further point of order against the rider which 
is contained on page 42, and which provides that no part of this 
money shall be given to any institution or society which is under 
sectarian or ecclesiastical control—I say that it is a change of exist- 
ing law, a c of the provision now found in section 52 of 
chapter 19, which says that these institutions shall do only one 
thing—that they shall report to the Government. That is now 
the only limitation. Here we change the law, and provide, in 
reference to these charitable institutions, that they can not receive 
any money. 

urther, in reference to the Industrial Home School, I raise the 
point of order that the provision contained therein, on page 44, 
that the appropriation shall not take effect unless the charter be 
surrendered, is a change of existing law and that it imposes an 
impossibility. That is, the only condition upon which the money 
can take effect is the going out of corporate existence of the pres- 
ent entity. That is, it is a gift conditioned on the corporation 
ceasing to exist, involving, it would seem to me as a lawyer,a 
manifest absurdity. 

Mr. GROUT. ill the gentleman allow me a question there? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask the Chair to send for the 
statutes of 1 District of Columbia if there is any doubt in the 

min 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt, as the gentleman 
states the matter, that the statute exists with regard to the Com- 


missioners as he describes it. > 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman from New York allow mea 
question or two? I think I shall not need to say anything further 
on the subject if he will allow that. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. GROUT. Then I ask, in reference to the Industrial Home 
School, if the condition is not that it shall be transferred to the 
board of children’s guardians, an institution now in existence in 
the District, which institution shall afterwards manage that school? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to say to the gen- 
tleman from Vermont that Ihave never found in my practice— 
and it has covered considerable corporation practice—any provi- 
sion of law by which a corporation could transfer its charter and 
go out of being and yet the charter be kept alive. I do not know 
See provision of law which covers that. They may do it 
in Vermont. 

Mr. GROUT. Not at all, and that is not done here. Another 
question with reference to the first point which the gentleman 
made, if he will answer, whether the sections he has read provide 
that the Commissioners shall not pay money which has been ap- 
propriated to them to pay? Lask if there is anything in the sec- 
tions which the gentleman has read prohibiting that? If so, I 
should like to have him call special attention to it. Is there any- 
thing prohibiting them from paying out money appropriated by 
Congress to them with an order to Darin 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 85 er, in answer to the 
distinguished gentleman from Vermont, I would say that I un- 
derstand it to be a familiar principle in law that the expression of 
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one is the exclusion of the other, and it being provided in the 
statute that the onersehall have certain express powers— 
that is, it being provided that they can use the 3 moneys in 
only one way or in several ways necessarily, by 1 at 
least, they can not expend money in any other way, for the reason 
that they are not ea the l tive power. ppi is contained 
in the Congress of the Uni States. They are by statute the 
executive. They form the executive, and it would be manifestly 
improper for them to dole out largesse i in this way. 

Mr. GROUT. Now, one other question, if the 2 will 
permit me. The first item on this subject is, “ For the relief of 
the poor, 513,000.“ That is as it 3 in the bill before re- 
committal; and it has always nce by the Commission- 
ers, Would not the ee ee Tip gentleman s construc- 
tion of the statute be correct, be prohibited pesing ouk out that? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Iam not discussing that 
of the bill. Iam limiting my point to the part under 


tion 
Mr. GROUT. Butis not this paragraph first reported by the 
committee an extension of the first Lapin. which is stricken 
then, further, for these 


era- 


change, and I regard it as an dinary 
Mr. GROUT. Asa matter of fact, the $13,000 appr 
ls Aray ee ee Pe and has to be paid out by the Commis- 
sioners to the poor. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I donot know anything about 


ay 

Mr. GROUT. Is not that the way the bill reads? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York, You are giving more power to 
the pe Sagat in this bill. It is a piece of legislation without 


Mr. GROUT. It is the same er more largely exercised. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New Yor. Section 45 provides, referring 
to the dee re in the first sentence: 


And shall have District 
ipport of the public 


to the payment 
eee „ and to the payment of the debts 
t secured by a pled, the se ities of said District or 


of said board 
of publi ‘ks as collateral, also to F 
.. 

And section 36 provides: 

‘The Commissioners of the District of C Columbia shall yeast ag a subject 
to the limitations and contained, to apply the taxes or 


other revenues of said nt of current expenses thereof, 
to the support of the public — the ho payment of current ox and the police, etc. 


Now, I submit that here we have a statutory board, a pares 
or joint executive, created by statute, ee e any general po 
with all their powers expressly defined and limited by 8 
We can not give them any powers except those which are already 
set forth here. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman think no power can be 
given to an individual: 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I do not think we can delegate 


our 8 wer to any individual. 
SPEAKER. Can not we employ an individual to do cer- 
tan work 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I do not think, Mr. Speaker, 
that we can give $94,700 to anybody to distribute’ among chari- 
ties; certainly not in an appropriation bill. 

The SP R. The ultimate thing to be sought after in this 
matter is what the appropriation is. The at howe Fe is for 
the care of the poor and destitute, and for charitable and reforma- 
tory work. It is evident that such an appropriation as that is not 
contrary to law; at any rate not for the present p . That 
question has been y considered in Committee of the Whole, 
and no point of order was made in regard to it. Hence, for the 
purpose of this decision, it must be taken to be true that Con- 
gress has the right to make the appropriations named, as it has 
already been making such ap e If it has aright to a 
propriate, then it has the to select whatever instru 
ities it thinks suitable for the Ae and the fact that the Com- 
missioners are officers, also, of the Government does not, in the 
judgment of the Chair, interfere with the matter at all, because 
Congress can impose that duty upon individuals, and certainly 
upon the Commissioners. As to the absurdity, or sup ab- 
surdity, involved in the ap; By riation for a Industrial Home 
School, that is a matter for ouse to pass upon, as it would be 
upon a constitutional alt pi the Chair not being able to decide 
upon either a constitutional question conclusively or upon a 
ge uestion of absurdity. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

he gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, the feature of the 
amendment reported by the committee is, that it strikes out the 
private institutions and places the money heretofore appropriated 
in the hands Pad se gare 3 ae for hens hene 

urposes heretofore used. Cler: read the report, it 
be sufficiently understood, $ 


The report was read, as follows: 
to whom was recommitted the bill 


GHE. R. 10) making appropriations for or the expenses of the government of 
0 ve! 
the District of s e ches ane fiscal year 8 bav- 


ing considered a same, report it back herewith and 
amended as follows: 
Strike — 5 tho F „ following: 
For relief 
For Linen oS 1 3 and wood and ene an O 
ry Home for ex-Union Soldiers and ors, Brand Army of 


g, 

© omen‘s Christian Association, ee $4,000. 

“For — Sear agg at and Emergency tal, maintenance, $15,000. 
“For the mae for Women 5 in Asylum, mainte- 


a ebe Ol Children's Hospi 40 arp At $10,000. 
“For the National H tal Association of Washington, D. C., 
tor g the e e Hospital and ca follo 
For the en's ani um, as follows: 
“For subsistence, $22,500; 


For salaries and . of the surgeon in chief, not to exceed $3,000; 
two assistant surgeons, cler e matron, nurses, laundresses, cooks, 
teamsters, watchmen, and laborers, $i 00; 

v e ee ds, $4,000; 

a 8 fuel and Arri. clothing, bedding, f. transportation, medicine 


surgical instruments, e ic its, re furniture, 
and other a 5 — ses, $11,500; in afl. . 9 


Gir) r Girls, aafollows: F. tende 000 tron, 
; Ewo teachers, at $130 each: — aN ML 


man, $365 d si 
“For rovisi fuel, soap, oil, lamps, 3 — fur: shi 
forage, e medicine, r eee ees 
sheds, 9 repairs, 3 * — 
the Lr È Hospital for Foundlings, maintenance, $6,000. 


German Orphan lum, 
“For the N i nance, including repairs Sh oe w 
an main u re 
“For Young Women’s Christian Home, $1, 
2 Industrial Home School, for main includin, 


Forthe tenance, g 
“Board of children’s guardians: For 655 board 5 3 
pee under the act approved July 


including red 
sociation for Works of Mercy. 


istrative 

mses, includi of nt, eee to exceed at cd en e in pi 
and vial ting children, go ce and sundry e ae 
“For Pinte of feeble-minded dren; care ae ren under 3 years, 
age, and colored; care of all children over 3 years of 
age, and for the 8 of children inv: or while, 
from to p ý ; in all, $47,200: „That 
= for peg Bg 3 namely, 

Orphanage ohn's i. 

Soe St. Ann's Infant 3 


the 8 ‘s Asylum, the 


Good es and Se Rose's Industrial ool, 5 receiving aid by 
propriate for, to thes TES on pni made. Pir to the act of 

, 1892, to de for the care of d t children in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and to create a board of children's s guardians, for all rights and ben- 
efits they may have under Loe pho tact of the said act. 

For Hope a elp Mission, main ce, $1,000. 

“For Newsboys’ and Children's 11. Society, maintenance, $1,000. 

“For Eastern nsary, maintenance, $1,000. 

“For W. Home for Incurubles, maintenance 

“That no part money S SAS a EN be / this act for charities or 
charitable institutions shall be pai el ion named in this act until 
6 tion thereof shall be so amended ag to 
accord to the Commissioners 0 of the District of 8 or their 


agents, 3 Smal Inapect such institution, and to control and 
cipes made the 5 ae therein of all public funds paid out of appropri- 


Provided, however, That no money herein appro- 

priated is to be for the purpose of of founding, , or aiding, by 
tion, payment for services, 8, or otherwise, any church, 

religious denomination, or religious ety, or any n, ety, society, or 
A So eee wart onder or ical 


destitete pa the District of Columbia as have been he 
‘ore . rovided for by direct appropriations to private institutions, 
and as the missioners may deem necessary, the sum of $94,700, 


tract with shop ag and blio institati persons or institutions or py emplo 


w 
t shall extend beyond 
y of Jum, 1897, 72 — thet no 8 
tract except for service actuall rendered, for which compensation shall be 
said Commissioners shall 


y 
statement of their expenditures theretofore made under this appropriation, 
and of all contracts made by them 1 r giving the names of the per- 
sons and institutions con 2233 What further e 
tures will be required thereunder: And 


or Dr ecclesiantt 
For muni lod; 
For. — — Co: beet 
nance, 
55 e ee * 


— and wood and stone 
ospital for Women and L. 


ital and ont far For subsistence, — 
compensation of the surgeon in chief, not to exceed 
surgeons, clerk, engineer, matron, nurses, laundresses, 
coo , watchmen, and la 

Fer or rent of — i 


“For fuel and] 
and medical 


rd, $4,000. 
in Asylum, mainte- 


necessary y expense 


‘or Girls: supe’ 
5 mr grersean, $i) engineer r engineer, 5 night 


“Reform 
teachers, at $480 each; 


laborer, ; in all, $4,425; 52 
nal 
For ‘groceries, provisions, fue oil, lamps, candles, clothing, sh 
forage, — 1 in e a! = oe beck me freight, rate 


beds, bedding, se’ machines, fixtures, books, horses, ‘stationery, Ye- 
f i d other 
3 ‘ences, repairs, and o necessary 
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„Industrial Home School: For maintenance, including repairs, $9,900: 
3 shall become available the board ot 
managers of said Industrial Home School shall transfer the control and man- 


of Columbia, drawing 8 
said 


tion by requisition bee 
said institution to the said Commissioners. Said transfer shall include a 


surrender of the charter and corporate franchises of said institution, and the 
filing of an irrevocable release and surrender of all control of the same with 
the said District Commissioners. 

“Board of children’s guardians: For the board of . 
created under the act approved July 26, 1892, namely: For trative 
r ant oll ite tani AET exons SO E 

“For care of feeble-minded children; care of children under 3 years of 
jn ͤ y ͤ panting invonsignioe: O& while boing 
transferred from place to place, $23,400; in all, $27,400." 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, it is the desire not only of the com- 
mittee, but of members generally, so far as I have heard, to dis- 
pose of this bill in as little time as ible, The whole subject 
was discussed at length when the bill was before the House on a 
former occasion, and the newspapers of the city have published in 
full the amendment, Snowing mus what is proposed to be done, so 
that every member probably knows what they are. Gentlemen on 
the other side have said that er wanted some time for debate. 
I have had some doubt whether they really desired to debate this 
question, but if they do, I am willing to make an arrangement for 
reasonable time. 

Mr. TALBERT. I notice from the reading of the report that 
the committee recommend striking out pages 37, 38, 39, 40, and 41. 
I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill if the same amount 
of money is appropriated here as the bill appropriated in its origi- 
nal form? 

Mr. GROUT. Precisely the same. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. S. er, as I am a mem- 
ber of the subcommittee which considered this bill, I should like 
time to take in the debate to a limited extent. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman from New York is on the sub- 
committee and has indicated a desire to be heard on the bill, and, 
if he insists upon it, should be heard. Otherwise I should be glad 
to move the previous question. How much time does the gentle- 
man want? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. One hour for this side, 

Berd GROUT. Oh, we ought to reach a vote in less time than 
at. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Say forty-five minutes, then. 

Mr. GROUT. I understood the gentleman to say once to-day 
that minutes would satisfy him. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New Yor Yes; but other gentlemen— 
the tleman from Alabama and others—on this side desire to 

. Ishall not occupy more than half an hour myself. 

Mr. GROUT. Cannot the gentleman carve out of an hour 

time enough for himself and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 


? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Make it forty minutes. ' 

Mr. Mc „ er, it strikes me that an entire 
oange of the system which has prevailed for many years in rela- 
tion to a considerable number of the charities of this city ought 
to be entitled to some discussion, and that three-quarters of an 
hour for that purpose ought not to be begrud say that, not 
wishing myself to take any part in the debate, but in the interest 
of others who do. 

Mr. CANNON. Isuggest tothe gentleman that he ask consent 
that a vote be taken upon this bill at 4 o'clock, or earlier if the 
member who has control of the time does not see proper to use it; 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT} being allowed 
forty-five minutes. 

r. GROUT. I accept the suggestion and make that request. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont? 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I want five minutes, and as I have 
no arrangement yet by which I can get it, I shall object unless I 
am provided for. 

r. CANNON (to Mr. BARTLETT of New York). I suppose the 
tleman from New York will give the gentleman from Arkansas 
ive minutes? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will yield five minutes to the 

tleman with pleasure if he is in favor of my views. 

Mr. McRAE. Ihave not heard your views. I prefer this pro- 
vision to the old arran ent, but am not satisfied with it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I suggest that the gentleman 
from Vermont give the gentleman from Arkansas five minutes, as 
he is on his side. 

Mr. GROUT. I shall have but fifteen minutes, but will give 
the gentleman five minutes; but nobody else must ask. [Laughter.] 


MRS. MAYBRICK, 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Vermont 


Mr. Grout] to allow me to present at this moment a privileged 
report which will not bring on any discussion. 


Mr. SAYERS. But it will take time. 

Mr. GROUT. The vote on this bill is to be taken at 4 o'clock, 
and gentlemen on the other side are entitled to forty-five minutes. 

Mr. HITT. But you have fifteen minutes’ leeway. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Vermont yield? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir, if no discussion follows. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report. 

The report was read, as follows: 
3 from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, submitted the following 

o Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 3 = 

ing House resolution No. H0, DETE — F 5 5 


leave ta report the same back with the recommendation that it be adop 
namely: 

“ Resolved, That the Secre of State be directed to communicate to the 
House, if not incompatible with the public interests, such correspondence 
and other information as the State Department has in its possession in re 
tothe page it ag of Mrs. Florence E. wae dae formerly of Mobile, a 
and the s that have been taken by our Government to secure her libera- 
tion or an Tnguiry by the Government of Great Britain into the merits of 
the case in w. she was condemned.” 


The resolution was e 
On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen 
of the House, I am not responsible for the injecting into our delib- 
erations of a religious or semireligious question. It would be far 
from my wish personally to bring up this question again for dis- 
cussion, but, having been a member of the subcommittee of the 
Committee on Appropriations, to which subcommittee this Dis- 
trict appropriation bill was referred, I feel bound, not only for 
myself, but for the Democratic party, to call the attention of the 
House and of the country to the very peculiar condition of affairs 
existing with reference to the bill now under consideration. It 
will be remembered that some weeks ago the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill was brought into this House and was taken up 
for consideration in Committee of the Whole. There was then 
presented to the House, by the unanimous report of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, a schedule providing for the appropriation 
of certain sums of money for the charities of this District. 

The bill came into the House with the unanimous report of the 
Committee on Appropriations, Republicans and Democrats alike, 
and it was not until we got into Committee of the Whole that an 
onslaught upon the whole bill was made by the gentleman from 
Neb (Mr. HAINER]. 

In consequence of his attack, after deliberation of one or two 
days, certain charities were excised or cut out from the bill, those 
charities being Episcopal or Roman Catholic in nature, or at least 
alleged so to be, while other charities were allowed to remain 
within the bill. A conflict arose with reference to a Lutheran 
charity—the German Hospital—and en that charity had 
been cut out in the Committee of the Whole, yet, owing to the 
enormous number of telegrams with which members of the House, 
it is said, were deluged, a more favorable spirit attended our 
deliberationsin the House, and the Lutheran charity was returned 
to favor. The outcome of the whole matter was that the bill 
failed to pass; that the onslaught of the gentleman from Nebraska 
was successful in so far only as it defeated for the time being the 
re sal ey bill, but was not successful in so far as it was 
intended to carry out the views of himself or his followers. 

Now, what is the question before the House to-day? I say that 
to the newly repo bill we find two salient objections. The 
bill, you will find upon examination, cuts out every specific appro- 
priation for charities, but gives the whole sum, amounting to 
some $94,700, to the Commissioners of this District to be expended 
according to their discretion. In other words, the Committee on 
Appropriationssays: ‘‘ We are too cowardly; we dare not exercise 
our legitimate legislative functions; we dare not appropriate this 
3 to these specific charities; but we throw the whole onus. 
the whole burden, upon the Commissioners of this District and 
authorize them to expend this money as they see fit.” 

Whether the point of order which was overruled by the Speaker 
was well taken or not—and I must assume for the purposes of this 
argument and in the light of such high authority that the point 
of order was not well taken—I say that this character of ig e 
tion is not healthy legislation. It lies at the fundamental i 
of all constitutional governments that the three departments shall 
exist concurrently, but that the powers and functions of the one 
department shall never be trenched upon by the other; that is, that 
the legislative, the judicial, and the executive departments shall 
each in its particular sphere remain unassailable and inviolate. 

I say that that is not only the rule in this country—in the United 
States of America—but in every sovereignty forming part of our 
Federal Union or our confederation. I could citethe decisions of 
the various courts of last resort in State after State, laying down 
this as a fundamental doctrine. I could call your attention to a 
great decision by the supreme court of Indiana—the case of The 
State vs. Jameson—where it was laid down as fundamental that 
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the powers of one department should never be trenched upon or 
violated by either of the other d ents, and that the legisla- 
ture of the State of Indiana could not exercise the appointing 
power, that function properly 3 to the executive depart- 
ment. I could call your attention to a decision in the court of 
appeals in the State of New York, which will be found reported 


in the fifty-fifth volume of its reports—the case of The People on 


the relation of Bolton vs. Albertson—where it was laid down that 
that was the most essential underlying pone in the State of 
New York; that it was absolutely essential t that principle 
should be maintained for the preservation of our existing system 
of local self-government in the various subdivisions of the State— 
counties, cities, towns, and villages. So I say that the first objec- 
tion to the measure now under consideration is thatin it we abdi- 
cate our legislative functions, that we give to these purely execu- 
tive officers the right to legislate with reference to the charities of 
the District of Columbia: and for that reason I submit that this 
bill should not become a law. 

What is the other objection? It is the provision, the ‘‘rider,” 
which is in its nature similar to one of the planks of the platform 
of the American Protective Association. Irefer to thesixth article 
of the creed of the American Protective Association, which de- 
clares that— 

W. t of the public Treasury, by direct appropria- 
tion or by contract af any s 88 peck reformatory, oe other institution, 
not owned or controlled by the public authority. 

I say that the provision now submitted to the House for ap- 
proval, contained in these words: 

Provided further, That no part of the money herein appropriated shall be 
Serena oF Paras any carck or ONTE AANA OE Say TANE 
tation of; . oder sectarian or ecchi control— 

say that this rider,“ this new provision inserted in this appro- 
tion bill, is in essence the same as the plank of ‘the American 
otective Association, to which I have just called attention. I 
wish the members of this House could read the recent exultant 
article contained in the Illustrated American, signed by a member 
of the American Protective Association, in which he denounces 
everyone who believes in the Roman Catholic creed, and says in 
reference to the A. P. A.: 

It wields the balance of power in Congress to-day. 

Now, 1 the position I take is this: For years these 
charities have grown up in this District; for many years we have 
had in force the system of making specific and special appropria- 
tions for the benefit of these various institutions; we have appro- 
83 money to these institutions, because they have been found 

be excellent in character and efficient in their working capacity. 
These appropriations have been made without regard to the creed 
or the sect to which it might be claimed any one of these institu- 
tions belonged. 

Now, it must be borne in mind that when this bill was consid- 
ered in the Committee of the Whole certain charities were cut out. 
Two of those charities were under the control, or all to be 
under the control, of members of the Protestant Episcopal Church. 
I refer to the Church Orphanage of St. John’s Parish and the re- 
formatory institution known as the Association for Works of 
Mercy. ese two charities were cut out; and in addition four 
Roman Catholic charities were deprivedof the benefits which they 
had received in years under this bill. I refer to the St. Ann's 
Infant Asylum, the House of the Good Shepherd, the St. Rose 
Industrial School, and St. Joseph’s Asylum. I propose to devote 
the remainder of my remarks to the consideration of these specific 
charities. And I should like to ask the gentleman in charge of this 
bill, the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GROUT], whether it is or 
is not his assumption that the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia under the power given them in the bill would be obliged 
to refuse any aid to these charities which were excised from the 
bill when we had it under consideration before? 

Mr. GROUT. Does the gentleman wish a reply now? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to have an an- 
swer to the question. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman ought not to bein doubt upon 
that point; he should remember that I stated distinctly, on the 
occasion when the bill was before the House heretofore, that I 
considered these institutions to be of a sectarian character, all 
of these institutions, and consented that they should be stricken 
out of the bill, and voted to strike them out. 

What the Commissioners may do I will not undertake to say. 
It is for them to determine. The administration is with them. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then I assume that the four 
charities which I have named, which are alleged to be under the 
control of the Catholic Church, and the Protestant Episcopal 
charities named, will be debarred from any benefit derived from 
this general fund placed in the hands of the Commissioners. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me just there? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. We enact legislation; the judiciary construes 
it, and the powers of the 5 under this provision and 


appropriation will be construed by the judiciary, or that which 
stands for it—the Comptroller—when the law is presented to him 
for construction by the Commissioners. 

The claim of gentlemen in debate on this bill that any given 
charitable institution comes within the are limiting the ap- 


8 does not bring it within the tation and should not 
and will not affect the action of the judiciary when it comes to 
construing the scope of this limitation. It is not what is in my 
mind or what is in the mind of the gentleman from New Vork or 
any other gentleman that would control or ought to control in the 
construction of this legislation when enacted. This, Iike all other 
acts, will be construed in the light of the real facts, and not ac- 
cording to the hopes, fears, or prejudices of anyone. 

Mr. BART of New York. Do I understand the gentle- 
man from Illinois that he concedes that there will be so much 
doubt under this provision that it will be necessary to have a con- 
test in the courts? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, the gentleman from New York under- 
stands that the accounting officers of the Treasury pass the 
accounts, and under our law the District Commissioners have 
the right to ask the accounting officers of the Treasury for the 
construction of any act. What would be the construction they 
might put upon it, of course I do not know, nor could the gentle- 
man from New York know. But it seems to me only proper, as 
we could not affect it, if we are satisfied with the legislation en- 
acted, that we had better not attempt to construe it by affirming 
or admitting what may or may not be the facts upon which the 
law will o te when it does come to be construed. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The action of the accountin. 
officers of the Treasury is not always satisfactory,I believe. 
nigh call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois to the action 
with reference to the sugar-bounty cases. There the accounting 
officer of the Treasury acted, construed the law, and yet litigation 
was not avoided, 

Now, is it a good thing for us to undertake to pass bills here 
which are doubtful in their character, or which would involve the 
necessity of an appeal to the accounting or auditing officers of 
the Tr before their construction can be unders 7 

Mr. C. ON. Our fathers— practical men- in the inception 
of this Government, bin Sa it p r to create a legislative and 
jadra de ententirely distinct and separate from each other. 

nd rgd ave been very foolish old fellows, and I would be very 
glad if the gentleman from New York and myself were perfect 
and could legislate and adjudicate and construe. But I su 
to him that until the Constitution is chenged he can not do it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I i g d the gentleman from 
Illinois has in his mind so clearly defined the separation between 
the various functions of government, and in view of that condi- 
tion of mind I should like him to account to the House for the fact 
that he supports a bill which gives the District Commissioners 
functions clearly not executive, but which are unquestionably 
legislative in their character, and certainly do not belong to any 
executive officers under ordinary circumstances. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman and I do not want to switch off 
on a discussion of something else. The District Commissioners, 
under this and all other appropriations, expone the appropriation 
because they are authorized to do so by the law. ey are the 
mere servants, the instruments used by Congress for expending 
the money in this District, but they have to expend the appropria- 
tion according to the law we create, and the judiciary passes on 
that law if there is any doubt as to its meaning—the Comptroller 
standing for the judiciary in this instance. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. We did not start ont in this 
case with the broad assumption that it is wrong for the State or 
the Government to give public gioney in aid of charity. Some 
gentlemen in the House believe ito be wrong in any case to take 
the funds of the Government derived by taxation and give them 
for the benefit of private charities. That position may be a logical 
one. I think some argument can be made in its favor, although 
Cooley, who is certainly the greatest authority on constitutional 
law, tells us that the maintenance of charities is clearly a public 
use, and has been so held in every country and State for many 
years past. 

The subcommittee on appropriations—its majority—does not 
say that we must not give public money in aid of proper charities, 
but say that we have not enough knowledge, we have not enough 
intelligence to apportion the money which has been apportioned 
by our predecessors satisfactorily, but that we must delegate our 
functions in that regard to the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia. In the t place, because they are better fitted than 
we are to discharge that duty or that function; and iñ the second 
place, because we escape all responsibility, although it would seem 
to be somewhat cowardly, still it would relieve us of all onus and 
all responsibility. 

No charity can appeal to us for aid. The question whether an 
institution be sectarian or not can not be determined by us, but 
all these charities are referred to the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, in what hope? In the hope, perchance, that 
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they will evade the very terms of the law which we enact. In 
the hope, perchance, that they may give to a charity clearly de- 
or the provisions of the law some portion of this money, 
or, if they fail to give it, that all the 3 for such fail - 


ure will rest, not upon the Congress of the United States, but upon 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

So the position that the majority take in reference to this bill is 
that it is all right to give $94,700 of the public money to the various 
charities of the District, but that there must be one limitation 
paced upon the power of giving, and that is, that no money shall 

given to any institution which is influenced or controlled to 
the slightest extent orin the faintest degree by any Christian sect, 
by any religious body, by any member of any religious body. In 
other words, we proscribe not only Roman Catholicism, not only 
the Protestant Episcopal Church, but we proscribe every Christian 
sect, and we make the belief in any Christian faith almost a crime. 
We say that if the institution be an institution where a voice is 
raised in 3 that that institution shall be debarred from any 
benefit of the provisions of this gift made to the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia. 

Now, are you willing to take that position? Are you willing to go 
back to your constituents and say, ‘‘ We are * religion; we 
do not believe in it; we think it is wrong; we think it is a crime?” 

Mr. er, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-four minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. There are special reasons why 
the gift to these charities—that is, to the four Roman Catholic 
charities and to the two Protestant Episcopal charities—should be 
continued. I will call attention to two or three of these charities, 
because in the limited time which remains I can not call attention 
The Church Orphanage of St. John’s Parish ls and 

e Chur 0 4 's Parish receives girls an 
small boys, regardless of creed. The St. Joseph Male han 
Asylum is an asylum in this District where the daily attendance 
of orphan boys is about 100, and these inmates are orphan boys of 
the city and District, and are received tive of creed. 

In reference to St. Ann’s Infant Asylum, that is the best found- 
ling or infant asylum in the District, and I was informed only two 


or three da; by a distinguished physician of this city that it 
is the best stationed institution of the kind in the country, and 


that if this institution were not kept up, the cases of infanticide 
would increase enormously in the District of Columbia, and that 
the police authorities were unanimous in their recommendation 
of the practical working of this infant asylum. In the official 
report to the Government it is stated that no worthy application 
for admission to the asylum was refused; that children of all 
nations and creeds, white and colored, Protestant and Catholic, 
are admitted and cared for. 

Now, I submit, gentlemen, that charities of this kind and char- 
acter should not be debarred from the benefits of this appropria- 
tion, and I shall offer as an amendment to the section under con- 
sideration the whole of the former section reported to the House 
by the Committee on Appropriations, with a further proviso added 
that no part of the money be paid to a teacher or professor 
of theology or religion, making my amendment ‘orm exactl 
to the amendment with reference to Howard University, whic 
received the support of this House only a few days since. 

Mr. GROUT. Of course the gentleman understands that that 
amendment would not be in order. The previous question takes 
effect at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. That is neither here nor there. 
It shows the true position which should be taken. The purpose 
of offering this amendment may be to call the attention of the 
House to the legislation which should find favor here. 

ing for the House to do to-day would be to vote 


The proper 
down the section absolutely and to force the adoption of the sec- | f 


tion recommended by the Committee on Appropriations when this 
bill first came up for consideration; that is, giving to these vari- 
ous charities the specific sums which we all favored when the bill 
was first considered, and addi 
viso which we adopted a few days ago in reference to Howard 
University. For if that were e for Howard Uni- 
versity, it certainly should be considered proper in reference to 
all these other charities. 

I reserve the balance of my time, and yield now to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 
or can NON. Is there any theological chair in St. Ann’s 

um 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would say to the tleman 
from Illinois that the object of the amendment adopted in refer- 
ence to Howard University was to prevent the expenditure of any 
of the public money for the teaching of any special doctrine. 
Now, if that is what they aim at in this proviso or amendment 
offered to-day, I say in behalf of all these charities, we will not 
expend one dollar for instruction in any doctrine, or in any creed, 
or in = a 3 All Be waar A to poney for * 

r an p or the orphan boys, for children 

the District of Columbia, 


thereto the qualification or pro- | guil 


Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, I will state 
that if the gentleman wants to take care of the children, in my 
judgment this bill takes care of every child that is entitled to 
care at the hands of the public Treasury and has been receiving 
care heretofore. 


remaining. 
man from Alabama? 

5 of New York. I yield the gentleman eight 
minu : 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the amendment 
which has been incorporated in the 9 several grounds. 

The amendment should be defeated, because it is not in the line 
of economy and good legislation. It takes away money where it 
has been economically, judiciously, and usefully expended and puts 
it in a new field where there has no experience in this line of 
work, and the inhibitions in the proviso are such that it can not 
be used to the best advantage and may result in casting upon the 
District an expenditure of more than a million dollars which here- 
tofore has been assumed by the charitable people of this city. 

The amendment inhibits the use of aay of the money appro- 
priated for any of the charitable institutions of the city which 
are controlled in any manner by religious associations or are un- 
der sectarian or ecclesiastical control. 

This is legislation upon religion. 

_ Heretofore we have appropriated money for all of the charitable 
institutions of the city without inquiring into or considering the 
religion of those who controlled them. 

This amendment appropriates in such a manner that the money 
must all go to those institutions which are not under religious 
control, and none of it can go to the institutions which are super- 
intended or controlled by any of the various churches, 

PROPOSED LEGISLATION VIOLATES THE CONSTITUTION. 

There is no one who will go further than in opposition to 
any legislation which tends to build up any one church or creed 
over another, and it was to ent this that our forefathers in- 
corporated in the Constitution the prohibitions on this subject 
which are contained in that instrument. 

Article VI of the Constitution says: 

No religious test shall eyer 
public —.— under the United Be regained OF CORDON So SOT AIRES Oe 

The duties reposed in the charitable institutions by virtue of 
appropriations as formerly made were in the nature of a public 
trust, and for thirty years the Con of the United States has 
gron enon appropriations to these institutions; and now, for the 

t time in our country, a religious test is imposed requiring a 
qualification as a condition to this public trust, which is certai 
violative of the spirit if not the letter of our Constitution. 

Also, the first amendment to the Constitution provides: 

Con; shall make no la 
5 aerem pe na Pate etd an establishment of religion or pro- 
Now, Mr. Speaker, one effect of this provision is most certainl 
to inhibit the exercise of religion. z 
_ Judge Story, in referring to the constitutional prohibitions, sec- 
tion 1877 of his work on the Constitution, says: 
A A AS Ket the 233 we Bes o countenance, much less to 
e sm, or Judaism, 7 Christian- 
ity, but to exclude all rivalry poe eer hie A peg — any 
national ecclesiastical establishment which should give to a Merarchy the 


persecu pest of f 
sion of the rights of conscience in matters of reli: W. had been trampled 
u almost from the days ot the Apostles to history 
of the parent 3 had afforded the most fey ele po and melanchol 
instructions on this head; and even New England, the land of the persecu 
Puritans, as well as other colonies where the Church of En d had 
tained its superiority, would furnish out a chapter as full of the darkest big- 
otry and intolerance as any which could be found to disgrace the pages of 
9 — — T1 — 
tor the — | — triumphs over innocence is virtue. = sie 
Judge Story here mentions that New England was at one time 
ilty of the darkest bigotry and intolerance, and singularly the. 
intolerance which we object to in this bill is largely due to the 
intolerant expression in the Republican platform lately adopted 
in the Massachusetts State convention. 
I contend that it is a dangerous innovation for Congress to legis- 
late in any manner about religion. 
WRONGS COMMITTED BY WELL-MEANING PERSONS. 


I do not doubt the good intentions of the gentlemen who framed 
this bill, but the history of the world shows that all persons who 
have attacked the cause of religion in any form have believed 
they were actuated by the best possible intentions. Certainly no 
one will question that in his persecutions of the Christians before 
his own conversion, St. Paul was actuated by the best intentions, 
It is even contended by historians that Nero, Trajan, Diocletian, 
and other Roman emperors thought they were serving the gods 
they worshiped when they tried to destroy Christianity. 

I i that no one will deny but that the Mohammedan 
Turks believe that they are obeying the mandates of the God they 


worship in the cruel crimes now being committed by them. I by 
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institutions which are so conducted, and which all will concur 
are conducted with most commendable economy and with much 
more economy than is common in Government institutions: 


Table showing amount yy cremains by the Government to maintain the Reform 
School, the Girls’ Reform School, and the Washington Asylum. 


no means charge the gentlemen responsible for this objectionable 
clause with any intentional wrong or any intention to assault 
the Christian religion or any intention to injure that sacred 
cause, but according to them, if you please, excessive religious 
zeal, I with confidence predict that this action is of a character 
which enlightened history will some day denounce as a species of 
religious persecution, animated by the same A of intolerance 
which actuates the Turks in the murders of the Christian Arme- 
nians and which actuated the persecutors in the darkest days of 
the inquisition. i 

It was to prevent people with good intentions assailing the 
Christian religion and Christian forms and Christian worship that 
our forefathers placed the restrictions in the Constitution. It 
may be contended, Mr. Speaker, that this measure does not vio- 
late it; but what is the fact? Here are a number of institutions; 
some under religious control, and some not. Ninety thousand 
dollars is appropriated, and then a proviso is put in t none of 
this $90,000 shall be used for those institutions which are con- 
trolled by religions or ecclesiastical denominations. That is an 
inhibition of religion. It is legislation upon religion; and if we 
establish a pr ent of legislation upon religion in one form, it 
is a precedent which may be used to violate every purpose which 
was sought to be prevented when our Constitution was framed, 
and might finally y religion itself. 

The effect of the objectionable and, as I contend, unconstitu- 
tional proviso will be to, at least in a measure, paralyze the Chris- 
tian work of those who are doing much in the cause of charity. 

ALL DENOMINATIONS ENGAGE IN THIS CHRISTIAN CHARITY. 

These God-anointed, Christ-anointed, heaven-anointed, saintly 
beings, whose entire lives are devoted to Christ’s service; these 
beings who connect this earth to heaven; these beings likened unto 
APNI who bring earth and heavyen together, who, possessing the 
form of humanity, are endowed with angois attributes; these 
beings whose daily appeal to heaven is, Lord, what wilt Thon 
have me do?” And the answer is: Charity; be charitable ”—- 
and in the language of Christ's greatest a „St. Paul: 

of and understand 
anea hogh Ihave fhs pift orp nit faith, so that I could 5 1 
and have charity, Iam nothing. 

In obedience to this admonition, this character of people of all 
denominations—Methodists, Presbyterians, iscopalians, Bap- 
tists, and Catholics—by contributing their own fortunes and their 
entire time and-by procuring donations, have built up charitable 
and reformatory institutions which now own property to the 
amount of $1,283,000. 

The beneficiaries of these institutions are the kind of people 
who are cared for by the municipalities of all civilized countries. 
The institutions have not been able to meet the many demands 
upon their charity, and for many years it has been the custom of 
the Government to appropriato small sums to these institutions on 
condition that they would care for the orphans, the sick, the re- 
formed, and the aged, the indigent, and unfortunate of ever kind 
to whom civilized people extend comfort and care. To show how 
almost entirely these people have been cared for by the institu- 
con, and how 3 55 wer Daye baa Pie tos Goverment, I 

ve prepared the following e, the figures being taken from 
the report of Colonel Tracey, the superintendent of charities: 
Table showing the amount which was proposed to be a; iated to certain 

institutions when the bill was first reported to the House, and the average 
number of inmates during the past year. 


Institutions, 


This shows that these economically conducted institutions now 
cost the Government $145.26 annually for each beneficiary, about 
five times as much as the cost of maintaining them in institutions 
which have so long and so commendably done this work. It is 
therefore plain that if the entire burden of these dependents were 
paoa upon the Government, we would have to appropriate at 
east $1,283,000 for buildings, and for maintenance the cost would 
be at least five times as much as is now being contributed by the 
Government. 

The reason why so much has been done with but little 
means is that good ladies of this city of all denominations devote 
their time, their energies, and their means to this work. 

PRACTICAL ECONOMICAL WORKING OF THE OLD PLAN. 

The practical working of the plan which is sought now to be 
overturned is this: Take the Church r of St. John's 
Parish as an illustration. They have their buildings and property, 
all of which have been donated by charitable people, and are 
worth $60,000. Tbe contributions year from private sources 
amounted to 87,521. Every cent of this was spent in the main- 
tenance and education of orphans, not one farthing, as shown 
by the superintendent of charities in his report, page 73, being 
paid for salaries. The incomeof theasylum was not sufficient to 
maintain and educate all the orphans t could be sheltered in 
their buildings. The asylum, therefore, received about 36 orphans 
which otherwise the District Commissioners would have been 
compelled to provide for; and all will admit that to provide edu- 
cation, shelter, clothing, and food for 36 orphans, under ordinary 
circumstances, would cost the Government about $6,000 or $7,000 
a year, and yet all this is done by St. John's Orp at an ex- 
pense to the Government of 81, 800. Imake these calculations upon 
the basis of the average cost of maintenance in that most economi- 
cally managed institution, the Reform School, which we have seen 
cost the Government $41,902 for 201 inmates, the cost for each 
inmate therefore being $208.41 per annum, of course making proper 
allowance for er- expenses, heat, light, etc. In a word, my 
contention is, that the $1,800 given to St. John's by the Government 
enables them to maintain 36 more orphans than they could with- 
out that contribution, and that for the Government to give these 
children the same advantages where the District would have to 
bear allexpenses would cost at least six or seven thousand dollars. 

But we should also remember that all the inmates of St. John’s 

hanage numbering, as they frequently do, as many as 115 are 
public charges upon the District, and were it not for the chari- 
table people who have maintained that asylum, the District would 
be compelled to bear the entire expense, which at the rate expended 
by the Reform School would be $23,967.95a year. And this would 
apply equally to all the institutions; therefore we see if it were 
not for these charities, an enormous burden would be cast upon 
the District, appropriations for which Congress would be com- 

0. 
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Institutions. 


Washington Hospital f N . 905 Si eae 

ashin, m Hospi or Foun 2 „ 1 CONSTITUTIONAL FATHERS ON RELIGION. 

Church Association of St. John’s Parish 3 5 People who oppose legislation simply because its effect will be 
German eT ee SS a 1,800 39 E aks eg 
St Ann's Infant um asc 5, 400 |- 13) | to aid and encourage the cause of religion, and who seek to justify 
Association for Works of Mercy.. 190 26 | their action by the clause of the Constitution on that subject en- 
5 ee eee 2280 $l | tirely misapprehend the purpose sought to be attained by our 
St. Ce h's Asylum . 1.800 100 | constitutional fathers, Before the adoption of that instrument 
Young Women's Christian Home 1,000 #3 | our fathers in the Congress of the Confederation unanimously 


adopted the following: 

Religion, morality, and knowledge being necessary to government 
and the happiness of mankind, ools and the means of education shall 
forever be encouraged. 

The debates upon this subject by those who adopted the Consti- 
tution show that the purpose they sought to attain was— 

To exclude all rivalry am Christian sects and to prevent any ecclesias- 
tical establishment from vie exclusive patronage of the ‘National Gov- 


g 
8 


This shows that the annual cost to the Government for the care 

of each of these persons is $31.03, the daily cost being but 8 cents, 

and the cost to the Government of St. John’s Episcopal Asylum 

is only about 4 cents per capita per day. 

BURDEN THAT THE PROPOSED LEGISLATION MAY CAST UPON THE GOV- 
ERNMENT. 

These institutions alone own private pro: valued at $594,000, 
and all the institutions engaged in this charitable work own pri- 
vate property amounting to $1,283,000, and if the entire burden 
were assumed by the District government it would cause an im- 
mediate outlay of at least, if not more than, that sum of money. 
Now, to ascertain the least possible cost to the Government for 
maintaining these institutions, we will compare them with three 


ernment. 

They were emphatic in their expressions of advocacy of the 
cause of religion. : 

STORY'S COMMENTARIES ON RELIGION IN THE CONSTITUTION. 

Judge Story, in referring to the constitutional prohibition, 
paragraph 1873, says: 

Now, there will bly be found few persons in this or any other Christian 
country who w: deliberately con that it was unreasonable or unjust 
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to foster and encourage the Christian religion erally asa matter of sound 
policy as well as of revealed truth. nen een 7 

Further down the same paragraph, this eminent writer on the 
Constitution says: 

Indeed, in a republic there would seem to be a uliar propriety in view- 
ing the Christian religion as the great basis on which it must rest for its sup- 
port and permanence. 

Paragraph 1874, Judge Story says: 


Probably at the time of the adoption of the Constitution and of the amend- 
ment to it now under consideration, the general if not the universal senti- 
ment in America was that Christianity N 1 5 to receive encouragement from 
the state so far as was not incompatible with the private rights of conscience 
and the freedom of religious worship, 


I will now read from the next paragraph, No. 1875: 


It yet remains a problem to be solved in human affairs, whether any free 
government can be permanent where the public worship of God and the 
support of religion constitute no part of the policy or duty of the state. 

The entire text of Judge Story’s chapter on the freedom of 
. ” shows that he alludes to the encouragement and support 
of the Christian religion in general as a necessary safeguard of 
the Constitutidn. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. ow much time have I re- 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, an enforced absence on ac- 
count of illness at the time this matter was discussed before must 
answer for my wearying you at this time. 

If I understand the present parliamentary status of this appro- 
priation bill it is too late for any amendment to be offered, and the 
members of the House must content themselves with voting in 
the affirmative or in the negative when the vote is taken. 

When this matter was discussed before the gentlemen who ad- 
yocated striking out the provisions for the so-called sectarian 
institutions proclaimed in the strongest terms their freedom from 
any religious bigotry and prejudice, and said they were actuated 
by a desire to rid the Government of all contact with denomina- 
tional or sectarian institutions. 

Yet I find during this very week, when the bill appropriatin 
money for the Howard University, a private denominationa 
school, was being considered, these very same men, having found 
a way to distinguish between tweedledum and tweedledee,” 
yoting in favor of that proposition. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no need of any concealment as to who are 
the real instigators of this movement to take away these appro- 
priations from the Catholic institutions. y 

It is an open secret that on the night before this bill was reportéd 
a committee of the American Protective Association waited upon 
the members of the Committee on Appropriations and demanded 
that they strike out of the bill the provision granting aid to the 
Catholic institutions in the District of Columbia. 

They gave no reasons. They did not deny that those institutions 
were worthy in every respect or that they expended in an eco- 
nomical and 3 manner every dollar that was appropri- 
ated for them and were doing a noble and Christian work in this 
a helping the orphans and taking care of the unfortunate. 

e members of this notorious organization have taken an oath 
against the Roman Catholic Church andits members, and the hand 
of the organization has been clearly shown here in Congress in the 
defeat of appropriations for Catholic institutions in the District of 
Columbia, and for Catholic Indian schools. 

Appended is the oath taken by every member of the American 
Protective Association: 

I do most solemnly swear that I will not allow anyone a member of the 
Roman Catholic Church to become a member of this order, I knowing him to 
be such; that I will use my influence to promote the interests of all Protestants 
everywhere in the world; that Iwill not employ a Roman Catholic in any 
capacity if I can procure the services of a Protestant; that I will not aid in 
88 or building by my resources any Roman Catholic Church or in- 
stitution of their sect or creed whatsoever, but will do all in my power toretard 
and break down the power of the Pope; that I will not enter into a controversy 
with a Roman Catholic upon the subject of this order, nor will I enter into 
any ement with a Roman Catholic to strike or create a disturbance 
whereby the Roman Catholic employees may undermine and substitute the 
Protestant; that in all grievances I will seek only Protestants and counsel with 
them to the exclusion of all Roman Catholics, and will not make known to 
them anything of any nature matured at such conferences; that I will not 
countenance the nomination in any caucus or convention of a Roman Catholic 
for any office in the gift of the people, and that I will not vote for nor counsel 
others to vote for a Roman Catholic, but will vote only for a Protestant; that I 
will endeavor at all times to place the political positions of this Govern- 
ment in the hands of Protestants. To all of which I do most solemnly 
promise and swear, so help me God. 

Is this free America that such an o ization as this can live 
in our midst? Andis it necessary in this, the enlightened nine- 
teenth century, for Roman Catholics to apologize for 5 
in any manner tieg pie fit? I stand upon the floor of this House 
a Roman Catholic born and bred and proud of it, and I deny the 
right of any secret, oath-bound or tion to come before the 
legally chosen representatives of the great American people and, 


by its dark, deep, and insidious methods, seek to deprive me and 
the members of the church to which I belong of the honest rights 
and privileges of American ene 

These same men, if war should break out to-morrow with Eng- 
land on account of the Venezuelan matter, or with Spain on 
account of the Cuban resolutions, would be found taking the 
steamer for the British provinces to put themselves under the pro- 
tection of Queen Victoria and the British flag, as their fathers did 
in the war of the rebellion. 

I challenge any member of the A. P. A. organization or any 
member of this House in sympathy with it to name any instance 
in the history of our country where the Roman Catholics, either 
„ or collectively, have been false or recreant to their 

Are not the Roman Catholic people of this country entitled to 
fair treatment and consideration? Was not the banner of the 
cross the first symbol of religion waved upon these shores? Was 
not the holy sacrifice of the mass the first form of worship paid to 
1 God here, and were not the hymns to the Blessed Vir- 

the first notes of music wafted from one end of this broad 
d to the other? F 

Wasit not the genius and energy of a Roman Catholic—Chris- 
topher Columbus—that opened up to the Old World the treasures 
and resources of the New? And only a few years ago, on the oc- 
casion of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America, did not the ple of two worlds, without distinction 
of race or country, join warmly and sincerely in honoring the 
name of this great Catholic? 

All over America the people with oneaccord commemorated the 
event and honored the discoverer. 

The historian, the artist, the poet rivaled one another in their 
desire to do honor to the memory of that great man. Statues and 
monuments were erected and pageants and processions formed in 
every part of our glorious Union. 

Every city, e Asari and the nation itself appropriated thou- 
sands and thousands of dollars, and vied with one another in organ- 
ized movements to do honor to this great discoverer. 

Thus we have seen the celebration of the discovery of Christo- 
pher Columbus, who was the true offspring of the ages of faith of 
the undivided church Catholic, enlisting STONEY ena powerfully 
the sympathies of the great American people. How grandly be- 
fore our eyes loom up the record of the daring deeds and heroic 
martyrdom of the Catholic missionaries. Their noble sacrifices 
will forever stand as a beacon light for the admiration of all 
mankind. Look at Père Marquette. Look into the life of the 
brave priest whose mobile face now gazes on the multitude asthey 
throng to and fro through Statuary Hall and reflect on the trials 
of that great discoverer and missionary, who labored far from 
the haunts of civilization, with no hope of personal reward and 
animated solely by a desire to promote the cause of the Almighty 
and His church. 

Contrast with this if you will the base minds and ignoble souls 
of those who, blinded by ignorance and prejudice, demand the re- 
moval of that noble work of art from yonder hall. 

The divinity of that religion which nerved the hearts and gave 
strength and force to the arm of that great hero will never permit 
that sacrilege. Whata glorious record the Catholics made for 
themselves during the war of the Revolution! Who can forget 
the kind and noble words uttered by George Washington when 
speaking of the valor and faithfulness of the Catholics in that 
great struggle? And does history nottell us that some of his clos- 
est friends and advisers were the Catholic members of his staff? 

What American can ever forget the name of Capt. John O’Brien, 
who achieved the first naval victory against Great Britain off the 
coast of Maine? What American does not reverence the name of 
Commodore Jack Barry, the father of the American Navy? Did 
not Catholic France, when the army of Washington lay starvin, 
and in rags during that cold, bleak winter at Valley Forge, sen 
food and money and munitions of war? And did not the aid re- 
ceived from France at that time mark the turning point in the 
war? Consider carefully the names of the great heroes of that 
struggle, and you find the names of Barry and Kosciusko and Pu- 
laski and Lafayette going down to posterity with those of Wash- 
ington and Adams and Hancock and Warren. In those days you 
could not find men banded together in secret, stealthily creeping 
around from one end of the country to the other stabbing their 
fellow-citizens in the back and intriguing against their religion. 
Broader and nobler sentiments guided the minds of the American 
people in those days. 

A great many of my fellow-members here can testify from per- 
sonal experience to the bravery and devotion of the Catholic sol- 
diers in the war of the rebellion. 

Were not your eyes gladdened on many a bloody field by the 
sight of the green waving side by side with Old Glory as those 
Irish Catholic boys charged against the enemy, and did you ever 
see that green flag waver or fall back? 

Whichever way, says a Northern general with a splendid record, 
we turn for the latory of Irish-America, the case isthesame; we 
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meet with nothing but cause for honest pride; they are true 
patriots, good citizens, splendid soldiers. i 2 

Said General Longstreet, the manner in which the Irish Cath- 
olic Brigade breasted the death-storm from Maryes Heights, 
Fredericksburg, was the noblest sight in the war. Six times in 
the face of withering fire before which whole ranks were mown 
down as corn before the sickle, did the Irish Brigade rush up the 
hill, rush to inevitable death. I looked with my field „Said 
the adjutant-general of General Hancock’s staff, and I looked for 
a long time before I was certain of what I saw. Tat first thought 
that the men of the brigade had lain down to allow the showers 
of shot and shell to pass over them, for they lay in regular lines. 
I looked for some movement, some stir, a hand or a foot in motion, 
but no, they were dead; every man of them, cut down like grass. 

Again and in, they braved the terrific fusilade, and out 
of twelve hundred who bore a green badge at the beginning of 
that eventful day, 1,000 lay upon the field, mown down like grass. 

This story of men Irish by blood, American by birth and adop- 
tion, was seen on every battlefield from the Potomac to the Gulf, 
and their brave deeds and heroic actions will be held in sacred 
memory by their offspring for all time. . 

It is the undisputed testimony of every officer in that war that 
no braver or more heroic men ever foughtfor the Union than those 
who wore the green badge and plume. _ 

Let the men who fought under Sheridan and Rosecrans and 
Meagher testify to the love and devotion with which they fol- 
lowed the Stars and Stripes. N par 

Did anyone stop to consider when Sheridan was riding toward 
Winchester town whether he was a Catholic or not? 

Will the brave men of 1861-1865 ever forget the devotion and love 
with which the white-robed Sisters of 8 ministered to the 
wants of those famished and dying soldiers, and did they not move 
about from bed to bed in Southern hospitals and prisons like 
white-win angels of peace, comforting the sick and minister- 
ing to the dying? : 

8 er, I have briefly outlined the story of the devotion of 
the Catholic people to this great nation of ours. Their work and 
history speak for themselves and need no defense at my hands. 

By their blood have they shown their loyalty to American insti- 
tutions, and the past four centuries have been the witness of their 
noble lives, their heroic labors, and their glorious 2 

They have toiled in the forest and on the sea, in the mountain 
and on the prairie, amid the pleasant scenes of the e and in 
the dark surroundings of the cities, and in every walk of life have 
ar boen faithful and true. e 

They have aided in the construction of our railways; they have 
cultivated the soil; they have dug from the mountains their vast 
treasures of gold and of silver, of iron and coal, and they have 
linked their 1 and their children's destinies forever with 
those of this great Republic. 

If the glory of nations springs from the graves and brave deeds 
of their sons, then surely gratitude and justice demand that the 
services performed by the Catholics of America should be trans- 
mitted to posterity with admiration and reverence, not with 
calumny and abuse, Side by side with the oath taken by the mem- 
bers of the A. P. A., Iwish to place the words of our noble mar- 
tyred President, Abraham Lincoln, who when asked forty years 
ago in regard to the Know-nothing movement, said: 

Iam not a Know-nothing; that is certain. How could I be? How can any- 
one who abhors the oppression of negroes be in favor of d any classes 


y 
of white people? Our progress in degeneracy ap me to be prett 
rapid. F d g that “all men are created equal.” 


e now practically read it. All men are created equal except n 
When the Know-no get control it will read, All men are crea’ ual 
except n and fo: ers and Catholics.” When it comes to this Is 


er e ting to some country where they make no pretense of lo 
iberty—to apeiga Raed instance, where despo can be taken pure an 
without the base alloy of hypocrisy. 

William H. Seward, who has been termed the father of the Re- 
publican party, said, in answer to a question regarding the Know- 
nothing movement: 

Secret societies, sir! Before I would place my hand between the hands of 
other men in a secret lodge, order, or council, and bending my knee be- 
fore them enter into combination with them for any object, personal or 
political, good or bad, I would pray to God that that hand and that knee 
might be paralyzed, and that Imight become an object of Jesi and even of 
the mockery of my fellow-men. Swear, sir! L. a man, an erican citizen, 
a Christian, swear to submit myself to the guidance and direction of other 
men, surrendering my own judgment to their judgment, and my own con- 
science to their keeping? No. sir; no! 

be a man use he was not born in the same town or country in 
which 1 was born? No! Mr. President, you know now the len and 
breadth of my connection with the new and mysterious order of patriots, the 
Know-nothings. 5 A 

Our glorious Washington said in 1790, answering an address of 
Catholics of America: 


As mankind become more libe 


they will be more apt to allow those who 
conduct themselves as worthy mem 


rs of the community as equally entitled 
to the protection of thecivil government. I Bopa ever to see America amon; 
the foremost nations in examples of justice and liberality, and I presume 
you, fellow-citizens, will not forget the patriotic 
accomplishment of their Revolution and the establishment of their Govern- 


ment, and the 3 assistance they received from a nation in which 
the Roman Cath religion is professed. 
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Mr. Speaker, these sentiments xe the opinions of three of the 
greatest Americans that ever liv 

It is in the spirit of their utterances that I appeal to this House 
to be fair, to liberal, to be just in their treatment of these 
Catholic charities. [Loud and long-continued applause. ] 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I reserve the residue of my 
time—two minutes—until the other side has been heard from. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr, 
W five minutes. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. S er, I propose the following amend- 
ment, which I will r so as to save time: 

ro 2. 
1117177... further, Tha no part of tho 
money herein appropriated shall be paid for the purpose of maintaining or 
aiding, by payment for services or expenses, or otherwise, any church or 
religious denomination or any institution or society which is under sectarian 
or ecclesiastical control.“ 

Mr. Speaker, while I do not on aR all the provisions of the new 
paragraph on charities, and while I think the Committee on Ap- 
propriations has not met this question with that courage which 
should characterize a matter of this importance, I admit that itis 
a vast improvement upon the unjust and inconsistent paragraph 
that was in the bill at the time it was recommitted. Iam in favor 
of the largest freedom and right of conscience, and I shall always 
insist that all religious denominations shall have what our Con- 
stitution guarantees to them, the right to worship God accordin; 
to the dictates of their own consciences. Nothing has condu 
more to the honor and glory of our country than the protection 
aranes all enemies of its religious and personal liberty. The 
Christian churches have done much for the poor, for the unfortu- 
nate children and feeble women of this city; but if they desire to 
continue as worthy instruments in the enforcement of God's great 
laws of mercy, humanity, and compassion they should not ask 
any aid from the Government. The church that must appeal to 
the Federal Treasury for charity to be by it dispensed among the 
unfortunates of its charge will soon become spiritually dwarfed 
and ruined so far as its influence for good is concerned. 

This paragraph looks to me as if Congress were now turning its 
attention in the direction in which I have insisted it ought to 
have gone years ago—that of providing some rational and just 
system of public charities in the District of Columbia, The com- 
mittee has not proposed a complete and permanent i pa as it 
should have done; yet if the provision be amended as I have pro- 
posed it will put the whole of the appropriations in the hands of 
and under the control of the District Commissioners and treat all 
private institutions alike. 

I will not undertake to say whether any of the institutions men- 
tioned in this or the other paragraph are sectarian or not. Their 
friends say that they are not; others allege that they are; but 
all admit that they are not publicand not under public control. No 
religious organization or DEYO institution should ask to be aided 
in the works of charity which it does by appropriations from thu 
public Treasury. If the Committee on the District of Columbia 
will devise some copor sykten for distributing such public chari- 
ties as should be * within this District, I dare pr die every 
man in this Congress will give his hearty support to a liberal appro- 
priation for that pu Some of us may insist that all of the ap- 
poe for su popore shall be taken out of the District 

ds, but whatever the source from which the money comes, 
there should be a sufficient sum ad ae ig to feed the hungry 
clothe the naked, shelter the houseless, and care for the sick and 
feeble of all ages, sexes, and color; and I hope that no amount of 
clamor in favor of or e one or another religious denomina- 
tion of this country will prevent Congress from doing that which 
it ought to do for the helpless unfortunates who are here. 

While I es re believe that the appropriations for all these 
charities should be paid from taxes collected from the people of 
the District, yet I do not insist that we should withhold all char- 
itable appropriations for the current year because that method 
of payment can not be adopted. I do not subscribe to the doc- 
trine advanced by some gentlemen that we can determine the cor- 
rectness of our appropriations by the nonsectarian test, for there 
are many other ways of misappropriating money than that of 
aiding religious organizations, and I think this bill is an example 
of it. If we grant aid to private institutions because they are con- 
trolled by people who profess no religion, and refuse it to those 
managed by God-fearing Christians, itis a discrimination against 
pen. ee deny the right to do this and insist that the greatest 
8 will be accomplished by keeping the public, private, and 
church charities separate and independent of each other. I think 
the amendment now proposed by the committee is subject to 
much criticism and objection, unless my amendment is adopted. 
The pmi declaring that no part of the money appropriated 
shall be paid to or be used for sectarian purposes should attach 
to every institution in the District, and not merely to a part 
of them. The insertion of this proviso in the midst of the com- 
mittee’s amendment, I think, will make a discrimination against 
some institutions in favor of others. Some have money given 
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them directly, while others have none, but are remitted to the Com- 


oners. I hope the gentleman in charge of the bill will con- 
sent that the amendment I have proposed may be adopted, so 
that none of the institutions will haye any preference, and will all 
have the same opportunity to be employed by the District Com- 
missioners. [Applause j 

o the hammer fell.] 

. GROUT. Lask now that the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BARTLETT] use his time. 

The SP . The gentleman from New York [Mr. BART- 
LETT] is entitled to two minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, 
if this debate has served no other purpose—— 

Mr. MCRAE. I had proposed this amendment which I read. I 
1 it will be considered pending. 

. GROUT. I yielded to the gentleman for remarks, not for 
an amendment. Of course it is subject to objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. 8 er, if this debate 
has served no other er it has at least demonstrated the lack 
of wisdom and political judgment on the part of the majority of 
the Committee on Appropriations in bringing in an amendment 
such as that now under consideration. Ido not believe that the 
majority of the gentlemen on the other side of this House believe 
that the injection of this religious question into the discussions of 
this House is a wise political move. I do not believe that the 
would favor any such amendment as that which has been offe 
by the gentleman from Vermont if they had a fair opportunity 
to express their opinions thereon. 

There are two objections to this proposition—first, that it is a 
blow, and e ee N n the 8 5 
religion; and in striki t blow I say that you gen en of the 
Republican party make a great istak , because you necessarily 
alienate from yourselves the Roman Catholic voters who have 
heretofore cast their ballots for your candidates. 

Thore the hammer fell. 

. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, there is left me only one minute 
in which to close this debate, but that is all that is necessary. 

I deny that this amendment is an attack on the Roman Catholic 
Church. If so, the Democratic party in 1876 made an attack on 
the Roman Catholic Church, because they put into their national 

latform precisely the same principle contained in the limitation 
10 the expenditure of the money herein appropriated. The whole 
charge of the gentleman is false. No church is attacked. The 
limitation simply provides that none of the public money shall go 
for the support of any church or of any institution under sectarian 
or ecclesiastical control. The hour for this discussion has been en- 
tirely consumed, except this minute, by the other side of the House, 
and the more they have talked against it the more it has become 
apparent that this it is the only ground on which the American 
people can safely stand. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

eSPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr, Speaker, I desire to have a vote on my amend- 
ment first. 

The SPEAKER. The difficulty is, however, that the time for 
taking the vote N et by the House has arrived. 

Mr. McRAE. But, Mr. Speaker, I moved the amendment in 
time. This is Peery. to transpose the words—— 

Mr. GROUT. made no agreement with the gentleman to 
allow an amendment to be offered. I yielded him time, but not 
for an amendment. 

Mr. McRAE. I did not suppose that it would require your 
consent to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The difficulty is that the tleman read the 
amendment himself, and did not send it up to the Chair until after 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] had taken the 
floor, when it was too late. 

Mr. MCRAE. I read it in order to save the time of sending it 
to the desk, Mr. Speaker. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman will see that 
it would be inadmissible now, under the agreement, because the 

vious question is practically ordered, it haying been agreed 
Phat the vote should be taken at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. McRAE. This is simply for the ition of the lan- 

age. I hope the gentleman from Vermont will not object 


it. 

Mr. GROUT. Well,the gentleman has read the amendment. 
I do not see any necessity for transposing. I must object. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the amendment 
repo from the Committee on Appropriations, the House divided; 
and there were—ayes 134, noes 21. 

Mr. SULZER and Mr. FITZGERALD demanded the yeas and 


na: 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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On motion of Mr. GROUT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for pres- 
ent consideration the bill reported from the Committee on Ways 
and Means with reference to filled cheese. 

The SPEAKER. If the 1 from Ohio will permit the 
Chair first, there are some House bills with Senate amendments 
that the Chair will place before the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly; I yield for that purpose. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6996) to 
authorize the construction of a wagon and foot bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River at or near the city of Columbia, Ala., with 
Senate amendments. 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length, and con- 

in. 


RAILROAD DEPOT FACILITIES IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H.R. 33 
to grant to railroad companies in the Indian Territory additio 
powers to secure depot grounds, with Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read at length, and concurred in. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from California desire to 
call up the Post-Office appropriation bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Senate amendments. 

Mr, LOUD. Ido not ask for the reading of the amendments, 
Mr. Speaker, and will not ask the House to consider them at this 
time. I shall move, when the bill is laid before the House, that 
we nonconcur in the Senate amendments, and ask a conference on 


the sears, yen, Mae 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

bill (H. R. 6614) making a service 

FFF . 

Mr. LOUD. I move to nonconcur in the Senate amendments, 
and ask a conference on the disagreeing vote thereon; and I ask 
also that the bill with the amendments 5 printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. Loup, Mr. Surra of Illinois, and Mr. KYLE. 

JURISDICTION OF THE CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS, 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to be 
permitted to-morrow to file a minority report on the bill H. R. 7870. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. This is a bill relating to the jurisdiction of the 
circuit courts of appeals and the Supreme Court over matters of 
ap from the supreme court of the Territories. 

he SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its cler 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bi 
(H. R. 6996) to authorize the construction of a wagon and foot 
bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or nearthecity of Colum- 
bia, Ala.; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


uested: 

52 5 bill (S. 2490) to amend an act entitled An act to establish a 
national park at Gettysburg, Pa.,“ approved on the 11th day of 
February, 1895; 

A bill (S. 321) granting a ion to James W. Dunn; 

A bill (S. 2412) to make the city of Santa Barbara, county of 
Santa Barbara, State of California, a subport of entry; and 

A bill (S. 1828) to authorize the Auditor for the Interior Depart- 
ment to settle and adjust the account of E. C. Chirouse, Indian 
agent at the Tulalip Agency, Wash. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
resolution were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by 
the Speaker as follows: s : ; 

A bili (S. 1853) for the relief of Edward Rice—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Concurrent resolution— 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 5.00 additional copies of Senate Document No. 181 of the first ses- 
sion of the Fiity-fourth Congress, being the report of the delegates of the 
United States to the Fifth International Prison Congress, held at 
France, in July, 1895; 1,000 for the Senate, 2,000 copies for the House 
the Secretary of State— 


Representatives, and 2,000 copies for distribution 
To the Committee on Printing. 
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A bill (S. 972) to provide for the continuance in office of cus- 
tos officers and assistant treasurers un successors shall have 


a 


widar of Brig. Gen. 
Invalid Pensions, 


q 
1816) granting a on to 
Gen. Charles FIE 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
3 they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
owing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
bill CEE 1500) anting a pension to Sophia J. Hamilton, 
widow o Fiamilte ton, major. eral of volunteers; 
A bill (H. R. 6425) for the relief of 


rted 
fol- 


ifton R. Anderson; 
Sarees — R. 1499) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. 
ohnson; an 
A bill H. K. 5363) authorizing the construction of a fog signal 
on the north pier of the entrance to Menominee Harbor, Michigan. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask ponani 
that gentlemen who have spoken to-day on the compulsory pilot- 
age bill have leave to extend their remarks in the RECORD. It 
will be remembered that a number of gentlemen had only a min- 
ute or two. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. A 


FILLED CHEESE, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present consid- 
eration the bill H. R. 8008, which is a substitute for the bills 
H. R. 3010 and 5213, and is known as the filled-cheese bill. 

The SPEAKER. The 5 from Ohio calls up a bill 
which the Clerk will Se 

The bill was read, as follows: 

255 R. 8003) defining cheese, and also imposing a tax u d regulating 
* vin 3 sale, importation, and exportation upon ani cheese.” 


eg it enacted by the Senate and House t Zor the purposes of this the United States 

this act the word 

mean the food ct known as cheese, and 

which oe from milk or cream, and without the addition of butter, or any 

table, or other oils or fats foreign to such milk or cream, with or 
ditional coloring matter. 


pounds foreign tosuch milk, ——— 


— e as follo — h and factory par 
or each and eve: 
ays 11 — — — filled Masi 
ed cheese. Wholesale one 


Sec. t 
Manufacturers of filled choose shall pa: 
annum. Every fee am 7 —. — rect ga? soa corpora 


* . ae 


Wholesale dealer in filled 5 But any . of filled 
the uired 


8 uction at the place of manufacture, in the 
eee eee 
r in filled cheese on account 


d ae © special tax of a wholesale deale: 
a such 
Retail dealers in filled cheese shall pay 810 per annum. Every person who 
sells filled cheese at retail, not for e, and for actual consumption, shall 
be regarded as a retail dealer in oo cheese, and sections 3232 8234, 3235, 
3236, 3237, 8238, 3230, 3240, 3241, 3243 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
are, so far as applicable, made to extend to and include and apply to the 
taxes im by this sokon n and tothe ao ha persons or corpora- 
ons upon whom nae. Norse ag egg No taxes under 
this act vee become due on the Ist N July in eee or on com- 
mencing any manufacture, lẹ, or business on which is im 
In the Riess case the tax 


Shall be reckoned 1 from the first 
day of the month in which the liability to the special tax commences to the 


ist 5 J weg followin, E a A 
EC. 4. That eve raon, firm, or corpora on who carries on the business 
ofa Spt rids filled cheese without having tax there- 


paid the special 
for, as required by law, Soni besides pemen liable to the payment of the tax, 
be fined not less t than $3,000; every person, 
or corporation who * op the business of a Wholesale ealer SS 
cheese without pave pa e special tax therefor. W 2 by Beds 
shall, besides being liable Ant ine payment wee the send ag hog gas 3, 
$0 nor more than $1,000; and eve: rm. or corporation w. sa carries 
on the business of a retail d Aer in filled” eg er — Ad pein oh 

tax therefor, as Lag by law, shall, liable 5 the 
payment of on tax, be fined not less than $40 nor eee 2 for each and 


sureties Seiad: at the d 
the Commissioner of Internal ets 

Sec. 6. That filled e eee eee aR en 
8 not before used for and marked, stam: and 


the words “filled 5 in Mack. faced letters not 


ess than 
2 inches in bee hae acircle in the center of 2 and Leer ns of the eh 
and in black-faced lettersof not less than 2 inches in length in Hae trom hie 
top to the bottom of the cheese, on the side in four eq from 


Ts stam, 
e sell from i: 


8 of ! —— 
of the rson who 


ked and branded 


packs in ar. y package 
inany manner contrary to law, or who falsely bran 
a less amount of tax 
law, ed for each ea 
every . — not more than $500 
SEC. 7. That all retail and Seco, — 
a conspicuous place in his or their sales room a sign bearing the pier og a EA 
cheese sold here” in black-faced letters not less than 6 inches in length, upon 
a white ground, with the name and number of tho revenue district in which 
his or their ess is conducted; and any wholesale or retail dealer in filled 
cheese who fails or neglects to comply with the provisions of this section shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall on conviction be fined 
for each and every offense not more than 
Sto. 8. That every manufacturer of 
pasting on each package con 
on which shall be printed, besides the number of the manuf: 
district and State in which it is situated, these words: Notice.— 
ufacturer of the filled cheese herein contained has complied 
quirements of the law. Every person is cautioned not to use either this 
or the stamp thereon again, nor to remove the contents of this 
pocknge without destroying said stamp, under the — provided id law 
su * Eve C of filled cheese wh O ni ts to affix 
5 containing filled cheese made by him or sold or 
re cnt sob parties allie PERRI Ooh ee 
so any such pac 
to which such offense in packet 
all there shall 


coa pered ofa pound shall be 
taxed asa arban y The —— Teri by tion shall 5 755 cou- 
stamps; and the s gee ae of existin 


to 
prorina for by this section. 
Sec. 10. That whenever any manufacturer of filled cheese 
„ tion any filled cheese upon which the tax 
thout paying such tax, it shall be the ky of 
sioner Le snes Internat Revenue, within a 


such sale or 3 rane peed 

which has epee an make an assessment therefor and 
. gelia ector. The tax soassessed shall be in on to 
the Sie ll. That ae Rit fille ited law for such sale or removal. 


1 
mired to be 
e Commis- 

of not more than two years after 
9 to estimate the amount of tax 


internal revenue tax of 8 cents per bpd ge gin en eee, by 
pon stamps: and such imported cheese an: e packages 
the parieshall be stam 5 as in the case of filled cheese 


12. Thatany connie Login purchases or receives for sale an 
flied ‘cheese which bas not Leas "Grandad or acco 2 
which is contained 


or received, or of the 


* 14. ee whenever an . package co filled cheese is 
em tied it shall be the duty of T the same is to 
y the stamps thereon; and any person who willfully lects or refuses 


20 to do shall, for each such offense, fined not P edar a ia or imprisoned 
not less than ten days nor more than six months. 

Sec. 15. That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is authorized to have 
applied coon tests, and to decide wher N substances used in the 
manufacture of filled cheese Poise in ts deleterious to health. But 


d cony 
Army, the 8 for the purpose an of the Na’ 
Secretary of Agriculture, and the decision of this board shall 


the premises. 

Suc. 16. e ire en of filled cheese subject to tax under this act that 

shall be found out stumps or marks as herein provided, and all filled 

cheese intended for human consumption which contains 8 ad- 
124 iged a8 as hereinbefore provided to be deleterious to the public health, shall 
8 . 12. ust an 8 ties, d fort:. imposed by this act 

EC. 17 es, and forfeitures im ma; 

be recovered in any court of competent jurisdiction. F 

Sec. 18. That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 

Do irr ying Into of the „shall make = needful Sete for the 

SEG 18, Tha into ro the provisions of this act. 

t this act after its 


10 or more pounds of filled 


be 3 and shall have affixed thereto 
the stam —— brands required by eis act „ 2 
eee to this 8. and for the purpose 


f securing of es 
tamps, marks, and brands zonuren by this set. the died ck ‘cheese — ke 
z | garded as having been manufactured and sold or removed from the — 
tory for consumption or use on or after the day this act takes effect; and 
such stock on hand at the time of the taking effect of thisact may be stam 
marked, and branded under special regulations of the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, approved by the Secretary of the Tranny; and the Com- 
auo pe of Internal Revenue may authorize the holder of such to 
mark and brand the same and to affix thereto the proper tax-paid stamps. 


And then (on motion of Mr. GROSVENOR) the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill, with Mr. HULL in the chair. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, it is my purpose to have the 
general debate proceed for a short time this afternoon, with the 
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eral debate, Not desiring to 3 at this time, I yield to 

e gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cook]. 

Mr. COOK of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I had the honor to 
introduce a bill (H. R. 8010) on this subject soon after the present 
Congress convened, which bill was the basis of the investigation 
made by the Committee on Ways and Means that resulted in the 
reporting by the committee of the pending substitute bill. For 
this reason and because I am deeply impressed with the necessity 
for the proposed legislation I avail myself of the courtesy of the 
House to submit a brief statement in support of the measure. 
I believe the propositions contained in the bill are sound and 
good, and that they are asked for and will be indorsed by 95 17 
cent of the people of the United States. The object of the bill is 
to correct a great wrong that is being perpetrated upon the dairy 
interests of the country. It contains no proposition that can 
fairly be called an injustice to anyone. The real purpose of the 
measure is to put a stamp of disapproval upon a gigantic and 
ruinous fraud, for it can be shown to the satisfaction of every 
unprejudiced person that the manufacture and unrestricted sale 
of the article known as filled cheese” is a fraud and an imposi- 
tion upon the people of the country. ‘‘Filled cheese” is an imi- 
tation cheese and is sold to the people by means of deception 
which disguises the facts as to what the article really is. Such 
deception is a fraud and should be publicly branded as a fraud. 

The proposed bill is practically in line with the legislation by 
Congress a few years ago controlling and regulating the manu- 
facture and sale of oleomargarine. What oleomargarine is to 
pure dairy butter ‘‘filled cheese” is to pure dairy cheese. Every 
argument that was presented in favor of the oleomargarine legis- 
lation will apply with enan force to the legislation contemplated 
in the pending bill. If the proposed legislation will cut down the 
income of any persons in this country, those persons are the “filled 
cheese” manufacturers, who number, according to the statistics of 
the Department of Agriculture, about 200 in the United States. 
On the other hand, under the existing conditions, nearly 70,000,000 
of people of this country are being imposed upon and wronged 
by the unrestricted sale of “ filled cheese.” If this imposition is 
to continue, as it is shown by the testimony of dairymen and pro- 
duce dealers and Government officials, the great dairy industry of 
the United States will be seriously crippled, if not ruined. 

I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that the introduction of the 
measure was not the result of a hasty conclusion on my part, nor 
did I introduce it altogether on account of the vast amount of 
facts and figures furnished me by those who were in a position to 

ve direct and reliable information in regard to this article known 

the trade as filled cheese,” and the damaging effect it has had 
upon the market for pure cream cheese, and the far-reaching and 
ruinous effect it is having ona great industry in the United States; 
but I have observed the situation for several years, and from a 
lain, business standpoint, and from all the facts I could collect, I 
3 convinced that one of the t industries of the United 
States was being steadily and surely undermined and would soon 
be in the deplorable state in which we find it to-day. This condi- 
tion of the legitimate cheese industry is due very largely to the 
article called “ filled cheese” and the manner in which itis placed 
upon the market, it being usually branded as „cream cheese.” 
any of the facts to which I shall briefly invite your attention 
are well known, and the situation generally presented should cause 
every American citizen who is aware of the facts to blush because 
of the reflection it casts upon usin all countries that purchase our 
dairy products. 3 

As evidence of the feeling among the dairymen of the North- 
west with respect to the filled-cheese business and its effect upon 
the pure-cheese industry, I have to say that ex-Governor Hoard, 
of Wisconsin, whose thorough knowledge of the dairy interests of 
the United States is unquestioned, writes me in response to my 
inquiry relating to filled cheese, the amount manufactured in the 
United States, and its effect on the market for our dairy products: 

The article filled cheese is a fraud,and the manufacturers of same keep it 
as secret as possible, but the wretched effect of it seems to require scarcely 
any ument to prove. Protests were sent the late Secretary Rusk and to 
me while governor of Wisconsin, and to Wisconsin's present governor, W. H. 
Upham. from foreign markets, appealing to them to stop this swindle, declar- 
ing it to be destructive to the entire confidence of fore markets as to the 
character of our cheese, and that there can be no question as to the fact of 
the very serious falling off in our exports of cheese from the United States 
to h markets, amounting to nearly 40 per cent in the last few years, 
due to the filled cheese, which is doing tremendous damage to the dairy 
interests of the United States. 

Since the original bill 3010 was introduced I have had a large 
amount of correspondence with dairymen, manufacturers, and 
dealers in cheese concerning the objects and purposes of the 
measure. Among the first letters I received was one from Hon, 
H. C. Adams, dairy and food commissioner of Wisconsin, who 
commended the measure very warmly and suggested such amend- 
ments as he deemed n , several of which were embodied in 
this substitute bill by the committee. 

I am of the opinion that it would be a benefit to the great dai 
interests of the United States if the manufacture of skimmed- 
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hope that at an early parod we can make an agreement to limit 
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milk cheese could be prohibited, or so plainly branded that it 
would have to be sold for what it is, and it is well to keep in mind 
the fact that, in justice to producer and consumer, every product 
known as cheese should be branded to indicate precisely what it 
is, whether full cream,” ‘‘skimmed-milk cheese,” or ‘filled 
cheese,” 

Filled cheese is made at butter factories, where they have 
centrif machinery to take all the cream or butter fat out of 
the milk. The cream is made into butter and sold for ‘finest 
creamery,” and then they take the skimmed milk that is left and 
put lard and neutral oils into it. This is done by “ heating the 
milk and injecting the neutral into the milk,” and this is made 
into what is known to the trade as filled cheese. 

According to advices I have secured from well-informed persons, 
the ingredients of the article are as follows: Raw materials— 
skimmed milk, lard, neutral oils, rennet, salt, andcoloring. These 
cost about as follows: One hundred pounds of skimmed milk, 18 
cents; 8} pounds of lard and neutrals, 10} cents; sundries, 4 cents; 
making a total of 32} cents to produce 10 pounds of filled cheese. 
Approximate cost, 34 cents per pound. 

he manufacturers of the filled article get this skimmed milk 
practically for nothing, and they, not the farmers, get what benefit 
there is in its production. The cost, therefore, of filled cheese is 
3 the cost of the lard, neutrals, or whatever foreign fat 
introduced into it, and something for the coloring, bandage, 
and boxing. The labor can hardly be considered, because tho 
manufacturers are compelled to have the labor for the production 
of their butter. Filled cheese is produced at a very lowcost, and 
the prone to the manufacturers, in my judgment, is enormous, 

This cheese has been sold quite recently as high as 74 to 8 cents 
a pound at wholesale, and some time ago, before the trade had 
become so badly demoralized from the effect of placing filled cheese 
on the market, when cream cheese was selling for 11 cents a pound, 
filled cheese was sold in competition for 10 cents a pound, being 
branded, of course, as cream cheese, showing a profit of over 6 
cents a pound, while the manufacturers of full-cream cheese could 
hardly realize a pon of 4 cent a pound, 

It will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that, while the producer of cream 
cheese is damaged to an alarming extent, the consumer of filled 
cheese” is not benefited, for he pays very nearly the price of cream 
cheese, and at the same time pays at retail from three to five times 
as much as this filled article cost to produce it, besides being de- 
ceived as to what he is using as a food, being misled by the brand. 
Many 133 are forced to use this class of goods, because they 
are obliged to meet competition. 

I can not give with absolute certainty the amount of filled 
cheese made, but it is estimated at not less than 20,000,000 pounds 
per annum, which is an enormous quantity, all of it a surplus 
that is not needed, and takes the place of the genuine article, and 
as an inevitable consequence destroys the value of pure cheese 
and lessens the consumption of pure cheese about 50 per cent. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask any member of this House who may feel 
inclined to ppor this bill: Who is benefited by the manufacture 
and sale of filled cheese? Not the farmer; not the manufacturer 
of pure goods; not the consumer, for the latter pays about the 
same price for filled cheese as for the pure dairy article, and very 
often it is sold to him for cream cheese. It may give employment 
to a few persons who are required to operate the factories wherein 
is produced the spurious product, The enormous profit is to the 
less than 200 manufacturers of this article, and this profit to the 
few who are engaged in producing it is insignificant when com- 
paea with the great loss to our 3 by reason of the manu- 

acture of the article ‘‘ filled cheese,” and the manner in which it 
is marketed. It is no von en Fe in favor of it to say that filled 
cheese is an article of cheap food,” as it has been shown that the 
consumer pays about the same price for it as for cream cheese, 
A proper tax should be pl on the manufacture and sale of 
filled cheese, with a stamp on each and every box, package, or 
wrapper 1 the article bearing the words filled cheese,” 
as is well provided for in the bill, and be so stamped before it 
leaves the factory Where it is manufactured. As showing the 
necessity for this safeguard, I will relate an incident which illus- 
trates the point very c see 

An official of the Agricultural Department, while visiting vari- 
ona panis of the United States looking up facts concerning this 
product for official information, found a lot of 200 boxes of filled 
cheese on the sidewalk in front of the store of a large dealer in 
cheese in Chicago, III. The boxes bore the mark of having been 
returned to him. This fact attracted the official’s attention par- 
ticularly to the article, and he saw that the boxes were also marked 
„Wisconsin cream cheese.” He stepped into the office and in- 
red regarding the cheese and the cause for its being returned, 

e was informed by the dealer that it was a lot of 200 boxes of 
filled cheese that had been ordered by a customer of his in the 
South, who had asserted that to maintain his trade he required 
some cheaper goods, and that they ‘‘must send him 200 boxes of 
filled cheese.” The firm claimed t they disliked to deal in the 
article, but this Southern dealer was one of their good customers 
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and they decided to fill his order. They shipped the 200 boxes of 


filled cheese at about 7 cents per und; the customer tried it, 
found he could not use it, and re ed it. The question was 
asked how it came to be marked Wisconsin cream cheese,” and 
the answer was that they knew nothing about that, as it had no 
such mark upon it when it was originally shipped. This is only 
one of thousands of such cases, but it serves to illustrate the dam- 
aging effect such trafic must have in foreign markets and the dis- 
trust thatis created with respect to our American products, result- 
ing in a great falling off in the demand in foreign markets for 
American dairy cheese. 

I understand, Mr. Chairman, that the Agricultural Department 
sent officials who were practical men into various States and 
Territories to gain the most reliable information possible as to 
the amount of filled cheese sold and the manner in which it is 
placed upon the market. Lam credibly informed that of seven 
3 cities in the Southern States in six of those cities they 

id not find a pound of pure dairy cheeseon sale. But they found 
plenty of filled cheese, and most of it branded “cream cheese,” 
“ dairy cheese,” or some fictitious name that was misleading, and 
the consumers were paying tao price of pure dairy cheese. 

y communications have been sent to this country from 
various boards of trade in ep hel es . e and Glas- 
gow, appealing to governors, legislatures, and other agencies in 
the West to stop the manufacture of this swindling article, declar- 
ing it to be destructive to the entire English market for American 
dairy cheese. These communications referred to can be obtained 
from the Secretary of Agriculture or from governors of Wiscon- 
sin and other States. 

The statistics show that filled cheese is driving our cream cheese 
out of the best foreign markets on account of the distrust it has 
produced, because the fraudulent article is placed in those markets 
under the name of ‘‘American cream cheese.” This practice has 
bred a distrust as to the quality of our best dairy cheese (which 
in outward appearance the filled article very much resembles), 
and the result is that foreign buyers are choosing to buy cheese 
from countries whose governments see to it that the manufacture 
of filled cheese is prohibited, or that it is branded and registered 
and sold for just what it is. But we see that this ‘‘ filled cheese” 
has caused foreigners to lose confidence in American cheese, thereby 
depriving us in an important degree of those markets. 

. Morton, the Secretary of iculture, gives us the fact that 
to one foreign country alone the shipment of our cheese has fallen 
off about 13,100,000 pounds in eight months, while Canada, our 
immediate neighbor and competitor, has not only held her own, 
but has increased her shipments into that country. Shall we, as 
American citizens, acknowledge that Canadian cheese makers are 
superior to American cheese makers? Such is not the case, but 
the Canadian’s advantage is due to the rigid manner in which the 
Canadian Government guards against the manufacture of adul- 
terated goods, together with the interest it takes in convincing the 
Canadian people of the necessity of keeping up a high standard in 
the ier of their dairy products. 

Mr. OTEY. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin allow an 
interruption? 


Mr. OK of Wisconsin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OTEY. Whatpartof the cheese is it that is filled? I desire 
to obtain some information on this subject. 

Mr. COOK of Wisconsin. If the gentleman had attended any 
one of the dozen hearings, he would have found plenty of informa- 
tion and all the filled cheese he would care to eat. 

Mr. OTEY. Cheese is composed of certain things, and I should 
like to know what the articles composing this cheese are, 

Mr. COOK of Wisconsin. I stated that. Perhaps the gentle- 
man did not hear my statement. 

Mr. OTEY. I waslistening to the gentleman, and tried to hear 
what he was saying. : 

Mr. COOK of Wisconsin. Filled cheese is made from skimmed 
milk, rennet, neutral oils, salt, and coloring. 

Mr. OTEY. What partis taken out of the milk that is sup- 
plied or filled in in the making of filled cheese? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The butter. 

Mr. COOK of Wisconsin. The butter fat. Every particle of 
butter fat or cream is taken out of the milk and other fats put in 
in the place of it in the form of lard or neutral oils, This is done 
by heating the milk and injecting the oils, or “ neutrals,” as they 
are called, into the milk. 

Mr. OTEY. The object of this bill is to tax that article, as I 
understand. Now, is there any reason why we should tax the 
manufacturers of this cheese if they put in something else that is 
just as good as the cream? . 

Mr. OK of Wisconsin. The object is to brand it so that the 
sale of it can be controlled; and I willask the gentleman, does he 

ink lard or such fats or oils ‘‘ just as good as cream”? 

Mr. OTEY. This seems to be on the same principle as oleo- 
margarine, and I can not tell that from butter, 
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Mr. TAWNEY. The N ought to have his taste revised. 

Mr. BRUMM. I should like to see you, or anybody else, tell 
good oleomargarine from butter. 

Mr. COOK of Wisconsin. There is no desire to tax filled cheese 
out of existence. It is simply to get it branded, so that it may be 
sold for what it is. 

Mr. OTEY. You do not propose to tax it, then? 

Mr. COOK of Wisconsin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OTEY. Do you tax it for revenue? 

Mr. COOK of Wisconsin. Yes, sir; and to so brand it that it 
may be sold for what it really is. 

Mr. OTEY. To get revenue, and not tax it out of existence? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman stated in the beginning that 
the principie object of this was tò brand a fraud. 

Mr. COOK of Wisconsin. Yes; to brand a fraud and place it 
under the control of the reyenue officers. 

Mr. McMILLIN. So the gentleman admits that the question 
of taxation is a secondary question, if it is involved at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Chairman, we do not want to 
get too many admissions of record at this time. There may be 

evelopments. BE 

Mr. McMILLIN. As the peman opened the case, I took 
him on his own statement, and I have correctly stated his position. 
9 CHICKERING. There may be some additional evidence 

ter on. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. This much the gentleman will admit and I 
state it in justification of the gentleman who has made that state- 
ment—that the report does not state the necessity for the raising 
of the revenue proposed to be raised. 

Mr, CHICKERING. Everybody knows that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to say that I have not to-day 
stated that there is necessity for the sun to shine nor the rains to 
fall; but there are a few things in this country that we have 
learned so mye ae that we do not need to keep stating them, 


Mr, McM But I suppose that with a Treasury that has 
$262,000,000 of money now—— 
Mr. TAWNEY. That we have borrowed. [Laughter.] 


Mr. McMILLIN. Whether borrowed or not it is there, and 
subject to all the uses of the Government. I think it would not 
be contended that we require additional taxation. 

Mr. DALZELL, But we have to pay it back. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Wewill quote Philip sober against Philip’s 
present statement. 

Mr. COOK of Wisconsin. Now, Mr. Chairman, let us consider 
the evidence of a Government official as to the condition of our 
cheese export trade. Secretary Morton, of the Department of 
e in speaking of the American cheese trade, offers the 
kollowing significant comments on the subject of the falling off in 
our export trade in cheese: 

Throughout the year United States cheese has commanded the minimum 
figure upon the English market, and as by the operation of an invariable law 
the lower grades always suffer the most by a material fallin prices, our 
cheese has suffered disproportionately to other makes by the depressed con- 
dition of the English cheese markets, and has reached in 1895 the lowest price 
yet quoted for American cheese in that country, namely, Lend per 100 pounds, 

Our agent and correspondent reports in explanation that“ United States 
cheese is, as n whole, the poorest in quality that reaches the English nome 
and the British public are not only aware of the fact, but are prejudi 

nst it because so much in the past has been adulterated.” le accusa- 
tions that filled cheese“ is being dum on the British markets from the 
United States go unrefuted, the very first statement impugning the Cana- 
dian product in the same manner was met with cabled denials from the Cana- 
dian Government, denials from the jan agent-general in London, and 
Canadian va oom ec The incident, it seems, has actually turned out to bean 
excellent advertisement for Canadian cheese, and it is now perfectly well 
understood Wid the British public that Canada is maintaining with strenuous 
care the quality of her exports. 

During the first eight months of 1894 Canada and the United States stood 
side by side in supplying the English market with cheese; but whereas Can- 
ada, in 1895, not only held her own, but made a gain, shipments from the 
United States have fallen off 13,100,000 Ponnan, In fact, every country ship- 
ping cheese to Great Britain did in 1895 increase its trade to that country 
3 the United States, which has lost over 21 per cent of its last year’s 

usiness. 


N. Simonds, esq., of the firm of Simonds & Co., one of the largest 
manufacturers and dealers in dairy products in Wisconsin, and, 
as I am informed, the only manufacturer of edam cheese in the 
United States, Writes me that he personally knows that the report 
of the Secretary of Agriculture is correct as to the manner in 
which our markets for dairy products have suffered and fallen off 
by reason of the distrust in foreign countries of American cheese, 
caused by filled cheese being shipped there branded as American 
cream cheese. 

The dairy business of this country has been a profitable one for the United 
States until two years ago, when they commenced to manufacture filled 


cheese to a large extent and placed it on the market branded as cream cheese, 
since which time the filled cheese has done a great vo pong to the en 
ps, of a few who are inter- 


of the United States, with the exception, per: 
ested with the filled-cheese manufacturers. 

Ido not claim, Mr. Chairman, that the large decrease in the 
export of cheese is due entirely to the flooding of the European 
markets with filled cheese. There is no doubt that the shipment 
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of adulterated goods has had a great deal to do with it, but the 
beg ewe damage wo our manufacturers of pure cheese comes from 

flooding of manufacturing, mining, anå other large purchas- 
ing centers in our own country, especially in Southern sections, 
with filled cheese, many thousands of boxes being shipped, 3 
the place of the genuine cheese, much of it bearing the bran 
„New York,” “ Illinois,” ‘‘ Minnesota,” and ‘‘ Wisconsin cream 
cheese,” as the dealer may choose to haye it branded. I am not 

ared to say that all manufacturers of filled cheese do this, 
or that they would not prevent it being done by others on goods 
manufactured by them if they knew it and could prevent it; but 
it passes out of their hands with a brand that is ny erased, or 
with no brand at all upon it, and much of this false branding is 
done after it passes from their control. 

It may be well to mention in this connection that vigorous ef- 
forts have been made by the legitimate cheese makers and dairy- 
men in several States to stamp out the filled-cheese frauds. 

I am informed by Hon. H. C. Adams, dairy and food commis- 
sioner of Wisconsin, that there was at one time in Wisconsin 
alone about 150 factories manufacturing filled cheese, and the an- 
nual uct of the article was about 8,000,000 pounds. But with 
a prohibitory law passed last winter by the State legislature of 
Wisconsin it is supposed that no filled cheese is now being made 
in W. n. In round numbers the dairy cheese manufactured 
in Wisconsin for the year, including parts of 1894 and 1895, was 
about 50,000,000 pounds, and the butter for the same time about 
70,000,000 pounds. The total value of the dairy products of Wis- 
consin for that year was in the neighborhood of 830,000, 00 0. 

I have received petitions, memorials, and letters numbering 
among the thousands from various parts of the United States on 
this subject. I invite your attention to a few that time will per- 
mit me to present. I will read an . from the Provision 
Trade Association of G w, Scotland, to the governor and leg- 
islature of the State of Wisconsin, furnished to the committee by 
Hon. H. C. Adams, of Wisconsin: 

GLASGOW, Afarch 13, 1895. 


To the Governor, Senate, and Assembly of the State of Wisconsin, U. S. A. 
GENTLEMEN: We, the Glasgow Provision Trade Association, in view of the 
serious and, we fear, permanent injury which is being done to the trade here 
and in Scotland L in Wisconsin ch ə large imports from 
r 


eese by 
or spurious cheese made of skim milk, lard, beef fat, etc., 


condi 
for selling what thoy. bought as genuine Wisconsin cheese, but which on 


We 
er t to say that there are a number of dealers on this side who, for 
the sake of the large profits on the sale of this compound, do not scruple to 
force it on the pu nuine cheese, and are therefore content to run the 
risk of fined from time to time by the authorities here. a 
In view of these facts, we therefore most respectfully hen So call upon you 
to at once take steps to put a stop to this nefarious and onest trade, by 
making such laws as prevent the manufacture and shipping of these 
goods, and thereby remove the odium and suspicion attached to all cheese 
Perey eat mee ot cca 
name of and by authority e ation, 
JAS. HAMILTON, President. 
A. G. WATSON, Secretary. 


ic as 


UNITED STATES CONSULATE, 
Glasgow, Scotland: 
I, Allen B. Morse, consul of the United States of America at Glasgow, Scot- 
land: do hereby certify James ilton and A. G. Watson signed the 
ing memorial in my presence, and that I know the said James Hamil- 
ton to be said A. G. Watson to secretary, respectively, 
ion therein mentioned, and duly 


resident and the 
of the Glasgow Provision Trade Associati 
authorized to act for such association. 
consular 


Witness my hand and seal this 13th day of March, 1895, at Glasgow 
‘oresaid. 
Lsnal. ] ORSE, 


ALLEN B. M 
United States Consul, Glasgow, Scotland. 


I will append a statement furnished by the Department of Agri- 
culture, giving statistics as to filled cheese. 

The attention of the House should be called to the able and 
interesting statement made before the committee by Mr. T. F. 
Shields, of the New York Produce Exchange. Mr. Shields showed 
that for many years American cheese was very popular in Eng- 
land and throughout Great Britain. It was exported from this 
country in l quantities, and with this continued good demand, 
together with a constantly growing home trade in all our large 
cities, prices were well maintained, and the manufacturers, and 
Drot them the dairy farmers, received a fair return for their 

uct, 

1 quote the following from Mr. Shields’s statement, together 
with the figures submitted by him: 

In our own city, within ten we had at one time over 40 different ox- 
porters whose business was ost entirely confined to the g and 
of cheese to Great Britain, and many, if not all, of these 
were sent over here by the large importing houses of Great Bri as their 
agents to Hot a cheese to them. Unfortunately within the past 

ow 


changed; the filled cheese made its a; ice in 
ha been sent over there by some enterprising Wesen dealers 
— ving 
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cheese were being ex- 
-cream cheese, and soon 
nited 


American cheese was already discredited in England; there was no longer 
the demand for it that there had been, but to more completely. discredit 
them and prevent the sale of the genuine article on its merits these laws 
were so that intending buyers would be affected by the prejudice 
against our goods which existed in the minds of the English buyers. The 
result has been a continued decrease in our export trade, Where ten years 
ago we had 40 exporters here in our city, ready at all times to buy our goods, 
we have to-day not over 10. While we exported in 1879 from New York City 
to England 2,775,800 boxes of cheese, valued at over $16.500,000, we have been 
2 in our exports every year, until this year our total exports from 
the city of New York will not be over 600.000 boxes, valued at $3,000,000—a fall- 
ing off of 9 und over in seventeen years. When you consider the 


reentage this shrinkage it is n falling off of over 9) per cent 
seventeen 


pective large p 
strong temptation to uncons.entious dealers, and the evil has grown. 
It can not be said that the EE ey people are not using as much cheese as 


passed laws 
for export of anything but full cream cheese. 
tof r and encourage the manu- 
ey sent into our State and hired at 
makers to the farmers and 
manufacturers how to reach our high standard of quality. They went fur- 
77000 from: tows eo town footie EAER bow so ATATA 
wagons an ve om town o farmer how to care for 
his milk and how to manufacture the ch 


s 

stantly, not 1 those around the Quebec section, Prince E 
land, and toba. ‘These efforts have borne good results, for while the 

rts of cheese from Montreal in the year 1870 were 525,000 boxes, valued at 

50,000, they have increased every year, until this year they foot up the 

of 2,148,854 boxes, valued at nearly 815.000.000. What a tre- 

mendous increase in seventeen years and what a lesson for us! These cheeses 


can expert cheese 


Is 
ex 
83. 


enormous total 


all zo to England and are consumed by the English le. 
9 valued at over 


Thus we see that from an export of 2,775,829 


$16,000,000, in 1870, we have dwindled down to 600.000 boxes this year, valued at 


000.000; ‘while Canada, from an export of 525,000 boxes, valued at $3,150,000, 
1879, has steadily increased every year until now they have shipped the 
ear just passed 2,148,854 boxes, valued at nearly $13,000,000. Canada has 
nereased every year and we have declined, until now there is so little busi- 


ness passing in the article for export that it is almost a waste of timo to 
engage in it. 


Exports of cheese from May 1 to April 30. 
[Submitted he Wr Shinta- t 


New Tork. Montreal. | Year, [New York.) Montreal. 


Bores. Boxes, 
3 „b, 1.189, % 
1,201,000 | 1,228,000 
1,264,000 | 1,347,000 
1,320,000 | 1,628,000 
1,107,000 | 1,575,000 
1,279,405 | 1,847,546 
852,186 | 1,843,412 
965,014] 2,016,616 
——— 600,000 | 2, 148, 854 


Think of it, Mr. Chairman! Such a vast industry, still practi- 
cally in its infancy, being ruined to the sole end that a very few 
may be allowed to make some money manufacturing filled cheese! 
But it is the quality of filled cheese and not the quantity alone 
and the manner in which the spurious are sold to consum- 
ers that have done so much to injure the market for dairy prod- 
ucts. New York, Wisconsin, Ohio, Minnesota, and many other 
States have passed 5 laws against filled cheese, but 
such laws do not totally prohibit. They prohibit a person mak- 
ing it in New York, Wisconsin, or such States as have passed the 
prohibitory laws, but they do not prevent the outrageous prac- 
tice that is carried on by some manufacturers and dealers in filled 
cheese in different parts of the United States, and also in Europe, 
who place a brand on the article, Full cream cheese,” from 
New York, Wisconsin, Minnesota,” orsome other State noted for 
the fine quality of its creamcheese, thereby giving to such State 
a reputation for sending out filled cheese branded as cream 
eese. 

Moreover, the fact that New York, Wisconsin, and other States 
have passed prohibitory laws against the manufacture of filled 
cheese only serves to make it answer the purpose of the people 
handling filled cheese to use the full-cream” brands of these 
States to mark the spurious article, and then say to theircustom- 
ers, This must be good cheese, as those States have stringent pro- 
hibitory laws against the manufacture of filled cheese.” And itis 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ion of 


to prevent this damaging practice that I ask the 

this House in the passing of this bill. It meets the x pea of 
the great masses of the people of these United States. Iam sure 
that every manufacturer and every peron who supplies the milk 


and every dealer in unadulterated cheese will cooperate with you 
and welcome the passage of the bill. i 
This business of making and selling adulterated cheese is con- 


fined to asmall section of the United States, a few dealers in cities 
who are a ntly willing to sell anything so long as the busi- 
ness is profitable. Like oleomargarine, it is well understood that 
filled cheese will not be sold on its merits except under compulsion. 
While the manufacturers and wholesale merchants who handle 
it know, and perhaps sell it for what it is, when it goes to the 
consumer, like all other adulterated foods, itis sold for genuine; 
and as it is generally sold to and consumed by the laboring people 
and poorer classes of the community, the ontrage seems to be 
ter as these people, at least, should have honest goods and all 
ey can get for their money. The production and sale of filled 
cheese is a serious injury to the manufacturer who is making 
honest cheese. 

Mr. Chairman, there is surely no good reason why the filled- 
cheese business, if it is to be carried on, should not be put under 
such regulations as will end and unquestionably show to the 
dealer, the consumer, and tothe markets of the world that it is 
not cream cheese. 

It has been shown that 4 to 5 cents a poma is abont the differ- 
ence between the cost of making filled cheese and dairy cheese. I 
believe, however, that with a license of $400 per annum on manu- 
facturers at each and every factory, $250 for wholesale dealers, 
$40 for retail dealers, and a revenue tax of 2 cents a pound, to be 
paid by the manufacturer, with revenue stamp and marks placed 
on each and every cheese before if leaves the factory * provided 
for in this bill), together with the penalty clause, the industry 
can be fairly well regulated. 

Every dealer and manufacturer of cheese now understands that 
we have almost lost the English markets for our cheese, and this 
has resulted from the fact that the English have lost contidence 
in our goods and have transferred their orders for cheese to Can- 
ada, where the law is very strict and no adulterations are allowed; 
nor are the Canadians permitted even to make skim cheese for 
export, so that the English buyer has no fear of being imposed. 
upon with Canadian adulterations. f 

Mr. LACEY. Is there a law in Canada prohibiting the manu- 
facture and export of this kind of cheese? 

Mr. COOK of Wisconsin. There is. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I believe they are allowed to make cheese 
from skimmed milk here. 

Mr. COOK of Wisconsin. Les, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, only a few years ago the exportof cheese from New 
York City alone amounted to about 75,000 boxes and often to 100,000 
boxes in a single week. The exports in two months at such times 
amounted to about as much as they do now in a whole year. This 
is a serious and damaging situation for the cheese-making interests 
of our dairy sections, and if there is any class of oe dle in this 
country who need protection against frand of any kind it is our 
farmers and dairymen. In fact, the agricultural interests of our 
country—the people who do the hard work on the farms—are 
above all others entitled to the special care and protection of the 
ST hope, ments that you will give this bill rt; and 

ope, gentlemen, you give our sup an 

Iam sure that every manufacturer, dealer, nid el ver te honest 
goods will sustain you. No doubt there are large profits in the 
manufacture and sale of filled cheese; and the people who are 
engaged in the business exert a great influence when any legisla- 
tion is attempted against this great evil, and what to most men 
appears to be a dishonest business. What we should have in this 
country and what there should not be opposition to by honest and 
loa men throughout these United States is a general law pro- 
hibiting adulterations of all food products, and it does seem that 
no man could oppose a measure of this kind. There is notan 
intelligent person who does not know that the first object of all 
adulterations is to cheat somebody, to sell something by misrep- 
resentation, and thereby obtain an unwarranted profit. This is 
the prime and real motive that every man has in the adulteration 
of anything. Therefore, on behalf of the farmers, manufacturers, 
dealers, and consumers of dairy products of these United States 
I appeal to you that you Soppor this bill to regulate and control 
the manufacture and sale of filled cheese, that it may be enacted 
into law. [Loud applause. ] 


APPENDIX. 


[United States Department of — Bureau of Animal Industry, Dairy 
on. 
DATA AS TO CHEESE AND FILLED CHEESE, 
Cheese production of the United States according to the census. 


2....d y stcens 200) DD, S00 


C ᷣͤ e meeas peeseers tees ites papas pu smeiesn shepaeieene «=-=. 108, 683, 927 


: —. ĩᷣͤ ..,. 8 162, 927, 882 
JJ ĩð K K E E ES 243, 157,850 
1 PE hepa la ees O AREA A EENE EA AA VE RER E A E 258,701, 


Nores.—Nine-tenths of this cheese ismade in the Statesof New York, Wis- 
consin, Ohio, Illinois, Vermont, Iowa, Pennsylvania, and Michigan, ranking 
in the order named. 

The New York product alone is almost one-half the total, and this State 
and Wisconsin together make over two-thirds ofall. The reputation of these 
two States as toquality of cheese is about the same, and they have such apre- 
8 influence that they give character to the entire cheese output of 

e country. 

It requires the entire milk of about 1,000,000 cows. to make the cheese annu- 
ally preased in the United States. 2 

value of the annual cheese product of the United States varies from 
$20,000,000 to $25,000,000. 

Cheese imported annually into the United States, about 9,000,000 pounds, 

Rate of consumption of cheese in the United States, about 3 pounds per 
ca pita per annum. Consumption apparently on the decrease. 

Composition: Good cheese is approximately composed of one-third water, 
one-t milk-fat, and one- some sugar and 


Exports of cheese from the United States and Canada. 
For single years and yearly averages for five-year periods.] 


Pounds. Pounds. 
1 10,361, 189 17,100 
“geal Eee ee 15, 515, 799 $ 
1861-1883 „O81, 
870 . 200 47,422, 3, 750, 224 
1871-1875 ...... , 683, 46 | 20, 114, 561 
1876-1880 606, 000 | 40, 676, 


Norrs.—For the I pny ended June 30, 1895, value of cheese exported from 


United States, $5.4 5m, or $0.09 per hundredweight; from Canada, $14,253,002, 


D 


r pound. 
8 rohibits by law the manufacture or sale of skimmed cheese and 
of filled and there are no indice e PATE OE BREED 


or merchants to evade or violate 
dian 


ve readily in 
London if ‘ing a Canadian brand than under the names which but a few 
= ago were accepted as a guaranty of all that was honest and best in 
cese. 
FILLED CHEESE, 


Factories and product in the United States as estimated: 
10 00 unde in Wisconsin, 200; in Illinois, 65; total annual product, 
5 8 in Illinois, 90; elsewhere, 10; total annual product, 12,000,000 
Chief bg ‘pay eto 
FEBRUARY 4, 1898. 


Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. f 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HULL reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the bill H. R. 8008, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HUBBARD. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending that motion, the Chair desires to 
present the following personal requests of members. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr, Baker of Maryland, for three days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. HANLx, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WALSH, for four days, on account of death in family. 

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
5 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the assistant clerk 
of the Court of Claims, transmitting acopy of the findings filed 
by the court in the case of J. L. Trimble against The United 
States, was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S.665) to anthorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint and 


confer the rank of first 


3796 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 9, 


lieutenant of infantry upon the director of 

structor of swordsmanship at the United States 
ro sah the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1172); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 


astics and in- 
ilitary Academy, 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3965) making an appro- 
priation for duplicating machinery at the United States Armory 
at Springfield, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1174); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 319) for the relief of telegraph operators who 
served in the war of the rebellion, 1 the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1175); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He , from the same committee, to which was referred the 
"eed resolution of the House (H. Res. 90) to revive the grade of 

utenant-General in the United States Army, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1177); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state-of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7320) to prevent trespassing upon and pro- 
viding for the protection of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga 
National Military Park, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied ar a report (No. 1183); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2489) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to deliver obsolete or unservice- 
able cannon balls to any of the National or State Homes for Dis- 
abled Volanteer Soldiers, reporteđ the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1178); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. HULICKE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4149) in relation 
to taxes and tax sales in the District of Columbia, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1180); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8610) for the relief of holders of certain 
District of Columbia tax-sale certificates, and for other purposes, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 

No. 1182); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
lendar. 

Mr. ODELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6179) for the 
incorporation of associations for the improvement of the breed of 
horses, and to regulate the same, and to establish a racing com- 
mission, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1184); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7264) 
to provide for the drainage of lots in the District of Columbia, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1205); which said bill and report were referred to the House Cal- 
endar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. FISCHER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: The 
pill (H. R. 1475) for the relief of Basil Moreland. (Report No. 
1170. 

B Ar. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Mili sa Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. 5999) to correct the military record of Elbridge 
McFadden. 8 o. 1171.) 

A bill (H. R. 8075) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Anton Ernst, reported in lieu of the bill H.R. 
4300. (Re No. 1173.) 


etc. (Report No. 1176.) 

By Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: 
The blll (H. R. 3500) to authorize the adjustment and settlement 
of accounts of John Y. Williams. (Report No. 1179.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 719) to restore a pension to Harriet M. Knowlton, 


(Report No. 1185. 


) 
By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions: 
The bill (H. R. 2035) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Anderson, of Strong Guss Kans, 


(Report No, 1186.) 


The bill (H. R. 4517) granting a pension to Washington Baker. 
(Report No. 1187.) 5 po 

By Mr. HULICK, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia: The bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Anton Gloetzner. 
(Report No. 1188.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

e bill (H. R. 7688) for the relief of John M. Laughlin. (Re- 
port No. 1189.) 

The bill (H. R. 7079) to increase the pension of Henry O. Hyre. 
(Report No. 1190.) 

The bill (H. R. 7073) to increase the pension of Solomon Kline. 
(Report No. 1191.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
= (H R 6497) granting a pension to William C. Estill. (Report 

0. 2.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 3402) granting a pension to William Sheppard, 
late of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry. (Report No. 1193.) 

The bill (H. R. 7422) for the relief of Lydia W. Holliday, of 
Wheeling, Ohio County, W. Va. (Report No. 1194.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
a 11950 R. 4841) granting a pension to Silas Adams. (Report 

o. 1195. 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 3787) for the relief of H. C. Herndon. (Report No. 1196.) 

By Mr. BRUMM, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
1 II. 55 Sa for the relief of Richard Hawley & Sons. (Report 

0. A 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
1150) for the relief of the city of Cairo, in the State of Illinois, 
(Report No. 1198.) 

py Mr. SNOVER, from the Committee on Claims: 
Ne 5 oy (H. R. 5597) for the relief of Charles Deal. (Report 

0. e 

The bill (H. R. 981) for the relief of William C. Dodge. (Re- 
port No. 1200.) ; 

The bill (H. R. 3851) to reimburse Col. Phillip Kirshner for 
money paid for the services of a band for the Sixteenth Regiment 
of Ohio Infantry Volunteers. (Report No. 1201.) 

By Mr. HANLY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 2949) appropriating money to pay theclaim of George W. Mc- 
Cray for 8 Hanna street, adjacent to the United States 
arsenal, at Indianapolis, Ind. (Report No. R) 

By Mr. DE WITT, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(5.69) to authorize the Secretary of tne Interior to settle the 
claims of the legal representatives of S. W. Marston, late United 
States Indian agent at Union Agency, Ind., for services and ex- 
penses. (Report No. 1206.) 

By Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
R 12975 5280) for the relief of George W. Freeman. (Report 

0. 5 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. HULICK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported adversely (Report No. 1181) the bill (H. R. 4356) to 
confirm title to lots 13 and 14, in square 959, in Washington, D. C. 

Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
adversely (Report No. 1203) the bill 112 R. 4886) removing charge 
of desertion as to George H. Williams, late of Company H, 
Eleventh Pennsylvania Cavalry. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
Sia following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 8072) to proas for a commission 
on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8073) granting officers and enlisted men of 
the Army who are members of the Society of Veterans of the 
Indian wars permission to wear the badge of that society on cer- 
tain occasions—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 8074) to appropriate 
$550,000 to widen the locks in the Oswego Canal so as to permit 
the passage of modern torpedo boats for the protection of the lake 
cities—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 8076) granting to the Yosemite 

ey and Merced Railway Company a right of way over and 
station sites in the reservation established by an act of Congress 
of the United States entitled An act to set apart certain tracts 
of land in the State of California as forest reservations,” approved 
October 1, 1890—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 8077) granting 
to Budlong Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Westerly, R. I., 
two condemned mounted brass cannon—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8078) granting to Charles C. Baker Post, No. 
16, Grand Army of the Republic, of Wickford, R. I., 5 condemned 
cannon and 25 cannon balls—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8079) granting a pen- 
sion to honorably discharged officers, soldiers, and sailors of the 
late war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H. R. 8080) to amend section 9 of an 
act passed August, 1894, establishing bonded warehouses for man- 
ufacturin 15 8 47 the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. G OW: A bill (H. R. 8104) providing that the widows 
of pensioners married before the close of the late war shall receive 
the same rate of pension that the pensioner was receiving at the 
time of his death, provided that the rate of her pension shall not 
be less than $12 a month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 8108) to increase and equalize 
the trade of the United States with foreign countries—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A resolution (House Res. No. 243) of in- 
quiry, calling upon the Secretary of the Interior for information 
looking to the reorganization of the Northern Pacific Railroad— 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A concurrent resolution (House 
Con. Res. No. 42) to provide for the printing of the Handbook 
of Experiment Station Work—to the Committee on Panig 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A memorial of the New York State legis- 
lature, asking for pension bill for soldiers contined in Confederate 
prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8081) granting 
a pension to Andrew J. Baker, late of Company H, One hundre 
and thirty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8082) to remove thecharge of desertion against 
the name of Samuel Kerr, late of Company E, Sixty-second Reg- 
2 Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs, 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 8083) for the relief of James 
aT and the estate of Francis De Long, deceased—to the 

mmittee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 8084) for the relief of L. D. 
Hutchison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8085) for the relief of W. J. Mullins, of Mc- 
Whorter, Laurel County, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8086) granting a pension to Mary E. Herd, 
widow of Lieut. Col. A. J. Herd—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8087) 5 increase of pension to Gideon 
as Runyon, of Metcalfe County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 4 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8088) granting an increase of pension to James 
K. P. Davidson, of Phil, Casey County, Ky.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, ` 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8 oranana a 1 to Sarah Floyd, 
widow of James Crow, Company H, Twenty-fourth Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8090) providing for 
the allowance and payment of the account of William Spiegel- 
berg—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H.R. et to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Isaiah Curry—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 8092) to remove the charge of 
3 against John Bewley—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 8093) granting a pen- 
sion to D. C. McIntire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8094) granting a pension to Alfred D. John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill 5 R. 8095) granting a pension to 
Mary M. Cartwright, of Fort Wayne, Ind. to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCEWAN: A bill (H. R. 8096) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of John Haug, alias John Hogg—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 8097) for the relief of the heirs of 
5 te J. H. McVeigh, of Alexandria - to the Committee on War 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 8098) authorizing and 
oners to pay the funds of the 


requiring the District Commissi 


estate of Peter Von Essen. deceased, to his heirs and distributees— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8099) to increase the 
pension of Stephen A. Knowlan, a recruit of Deman's detachment 
of United States Mounted Riflemen, in the war with Mexico—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H. R. 8100) granting a pension to 
Anna M. Buerger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SORG: A bill (H. R. 8101) to correct muster of Albert 
Kellar—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 8102) to pension Dora Jones, 
invalid daughter of the late Orson H. Jones, Company I, Fifty- 
seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 8103) to correct the military 
pee of Edward T. Jennings—to the Committee on Military 

airs. z 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 8105) for the relief of J. J. 
. the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 8106) for restoration of pen- 
sion to Mary J. Egbert to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 8107) granting a pension to 


Matthew J. Graham to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the select and common councils 
of Philadelphia, Pa., pe cea, Bea filling up of the back channel of 
League Island, connecting the Delaware and Schuylkill rivers— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the 


metric system of iss ire and measures—to the Committee on 


Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama: Paper to accompany House bill 
No. 7781, to provide an American register for the barge Black 
Diamond—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 


eries. 

By Mr. BARHAM: Petition of Petaluma Grange, No. 23, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of California; also petition of citizens of San 
Francisco, Cal., for the protection of agricultural staples by an 
export bounty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. BINGHAM: Resolution of the select and common coun- 
cils of Philadelphia, Pa., requesting Congress not to authorize the 
filling up of the back channel connecting the Delaware and Schuyl- 
kill rivers—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COLSON: Paper to accompany House bill No, 7150, for 
the relief of Adam Petrey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Rock 
County, Wis., for the removal of the statue of Marquette from 
Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Resolutions adopted by Loyal Orange Lodge, 
No. 84, signed by Thomas McKenzie and 110 others, praying for 
the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Sadie M. Kleine, 
widow of Louis P. Kleine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of 121 citizens of New York City; 
also petition of 35 citizens of New York City,in support of House 
bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural staples by an ex- 
port bounty, in order to equalize the benefits and burdens of the 
protective system—to the Committeeon Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of one-armed and one-legged sol- 
diers in the Twenty-second Congressional district of Pennsylvania, 
in favor of House bill to adjust the pensions of those who have 
lost limbs or have been totally disabled in them—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of 
the adoption of the metric system of weights and measures—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Oswego Grange, No. 173, of Oswego, 
Oreg., asking for the passage of House bill No. 2626, for the pro- 
tection of agricultural staples by an export bounty—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DERSON: Petition of Ellis E. Wilson and 145 
other citizens of Blackhawk County, Iowa; also petition of B. E. 
Brown and 103 others, of Blackhawk County, praying for the 
enactment of a law to prohibit railroads from using cars with- . 
out extension or adjustable roof, or some method to close the 
Space between the roofs of cars to Sardis persons from falling 
between them—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce, 
By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill 


No, 2950, relating to the claim of the Western Paving Company, 
of Indiana 8 ud. —to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. Petition of Prof. S. L. Boothroyd and 76 other 


citizens of Mount Morris, III., in favor of House bill No. 2758, to 
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fix the standard of weights and m 
i Committee 


easures by the adoption of the 
metric system to the on Coinage, Weights, and 


By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of citizens of Perth Amboy, N.J., 
in favor of the adoption of the metric system—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the Tower Bible and Tract 
Sock , asking for legislation that will give religious matter in the 

adyan under the act of July 16, 1894—to the Com- 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: Papers to accom House bill granting 
a pension to Mary M. Cartwright—to the ittee on Invalid 

ons. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of Palisade Council, No. 140, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, asking for the passage of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of F. Herbert Snow and 13 other 

engineers of , Mass., asking passage of bill for es- 
tablishing the metric gw of weights and measures—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the Curtis Club, of Taunton, Mass., objecting 
to the passage of House bill No. 4566, amending the ‘laws 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of Hon. O. P. Sperra and 16 
other citizens of Ravenna, P. County, Ohio, in favor of the 
See OE MD ee e ights and measures—to the 
Committee on 5 eights, and Measures. 

Mr. OGDEN: ition of C. B. Yeager and 50 other citizens 
of ille, La., favoring the admission of certain religious pub- 
lications to the mails as second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of cays Gee N. V., in favor 
3 for the relief of Ross W. Titus to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Stephen Von Essen Essex, 

ie C. Essex, and Francis B. Essex, of the District of Colum- 

bia, asking that the District Commissioners be authorized and re- 

quired to pay over to them the fundsof the estate of their deceased 

roms ter Von Essen—to the Committee on the District of 
um 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Petition of Rev. H. O. Jorris, of 


Reeseville, Wis., favoring the enactment of the Sunday. rest law 
for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 


bia. : 
By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of Col. H. M. Boies and other 
citizens of Scranton, Pa., favoring the metric Siro of weights 
and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 


By Mr. SHERMAN: Resolutions of Waterville Grange, No. 61, 
Patrons of Husbandry, in fayor of the bill relating to the mann- 
facture and sale of filled cheese—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SORG: Pa to accompany House bill to correct the 
muster of Albert Kellar—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Hon. J. P. C. Shanks and 50 other 
citizens of Jay County, Ind., asking that a A sem be granted to 
Annie B. Gaunt, the helpless child of Nev. Gaunt, of Co: ny A, 
Eighth Inđiana Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid 

ons. . 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: Petition of the General Synod of the 
Evangelical Lutheran Church of the United States, asking for the 
een of an impartial commission to investigate the alco- 
holic liquor traffic, ete.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
c5odings, when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous con- 
sent, further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a petition 
of the New York it Men’s Association, praying for the passage 
the so-called To bankruptcy bill e association, in trans- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 
i ohana ena spa eee the Grand Lodge of Inde- 
Templars of the State of Ohio, praying for 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL- 10, 


the appointment of an impartial national commission of inquiry 
to investigate and report upon the alcoholic liquor traffic, Secale: 


tions to 55 taxation, and the general public wel- 
pout which be referred to the Committee on Education and 
r. 


_Mr. TURPIE presented sundry petitions of John Craig Post 
No. 86, ee ke of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
e, Ind., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VILAS presented petitions of the Methodist 2 
churches of Centerville, Galesville, and Trempealean, in the 
State of Wisconsin; a petition of the German Reformed Church of 
Reesville, Wis., and a petition of the Free Baptist Church of 
Greenbush, Wis., praying for the enactment of a day-rest law 
for the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of L. M. Houghton and 
sundry other citizens of Baraga County, Mich., praying that the 
pension of John O'Connor, of L'Anse, Mich., be increased from 
— to $30 per month; which was referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also presented the petition of George A. Johnson and sun- 
dry other members of the National Association for the Protection 
ot Game, Birds, and Fish, praying for the of House bill 
No. 5729, to amend an act entitled An act to te commerce”; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Mr. Justice Brown, Gen. 
Rufus Saxton, and sundry other citizens of Washington, D. C., 
praying that the circle known as Hancock Circle, situated at the 
intersection of Sixteenth and U streets NW., in the city of Wash- 
ington, be retained; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. WARREN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Wyoming, 5 against the placing of the statue of Pére 


Marquette in Statuary which was referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 
Mr. CALL. I present a communication from S. J. Ritchie, of 


Akron, Ohio, relating to an a riation for the improvement 
of the Oklawaha River, in Florida, to connect the navigation of 
that river with Lakes Griffin, Eustis, and Dora. I move that the 
communication and agit yor on Payer be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and that it printed as a miscellaneous 
document for the use of that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the National Board 
of Steam Navigation of Pittsburg, Pa., remonstrating against the 
passage of Senate bill No. 187, amending the navigation laws; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Valley Grange, No. 52, of Mill- 
Es Pae ge ie ed rp pamar ot 8 > No. 2626, eee 
ing for protection icult y an export bounty; 
which was referred to the Committes on risa 

He also presented a memorial of Pickering Garrison, No. 8, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Erie, Pa., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation increasing the Marine Corps; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Newcastle Council, No. 24, of 
Newcastle, Pa., and a memorial of the Ministerial Union of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., remonstrating against the appropriation of money 
for sectarian institutions; which were referred to the Commititee 
on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman Suffrage Society of 
the county of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States extending 
suffrage to women; which was referred to the Select Committee 
on Woman Snffrage. 

He also presented a petition of sundrycitizens of Pittsburg, Pa. 
praying for the enactment of legislation giving second-c mail 
matter, such as religious tracts, full advantage of the act of Jul 
16, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices an 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of M. D. Barndollar, of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 1-cent 
letter postage per half ounce, and also to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class and free mail matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the American Protective Asso- 
ciation of Carlisle, Pa., and a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating inst placing the statue of Pére 
Marquette in Statuary Hall; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the State board of iculture 
of Columbia, Mo., praying for the 2 of House No. 6452, 
providing for the esta t of engineer iment stations 
in connection with the colleges established in the several States 


under the act of July 2, 1862; which was referred to the Commit- 


ture and Forestry. 
presented a memorial of the board of directors 


tee on 
Mr. 
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of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating 

against the provision contained in the river and harbor appro- 

poson bill providing for the improvement of the Mississippi 

iver from St. Louis to Vicksburg; which was referred to the 
ittee on Commerce, 

Mr. WALTHALL. I present a memorial of the committee of 
the National Association of State Universities, signed by Robert 
B. Fulton, chairman, chancellor of the University of 5 
William O. Thompson, president of Miami University; R. H. 
Jesse, president of the University of Missouri; A. S. Draper, presi- 
dent of the University of Illinois; and James B. Angell, president 
of the University of Michigan, in support of the bill (S. 1246) to 
make an adjustment of the grants of land in the several States of 
the Union for seminaries of learning or universities. The me- 
morial relates toa matter of general interest, and I move that it 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and that it be 
printed as a docnment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Seattle, 
Wash., remonstrating against placing the statue of Pére Mar- 
ques in Statuary Hall; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the Whatcom County Press Asso- 
ciation, of New Whatcom, Wash., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. í 

He also presented a petition of sundry gr pcg employed on 
steamers in Hawaiian waters, praying for the passage of Senate 
bill No. 1172, to amend section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, to improve the merchant marine Ga peery service, 
and thereby also to increase the efficiency of the Naval Reserve; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Federal Labor Union of 
Everett, Wash., praying for the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver; which was ordered to lie on the table. 3 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lewis County, 
Wash., praying that William R. Munroe, of that county, be 
granted an increase of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ; 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Tolt, Wash., 
remonstrating against the appropriation of money for sectarian 
institutions; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. : 

He also presented a petition of the Junior Order United American 
Mechanics of Williamsport, Md., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to increase the efficiency of the Naval Reserve; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


STATEMENT OF THE PUBLIC DEBT. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask to have printed as a document sly ne 
prepared by the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury 
ment, containing a statement of the principal of the public 
bt, the interest paid, the premiums, the reduction of the prin- 
cipal of debt, and the increase of the principal of debt. I move 
that it be printed as a document. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2671) pores for the election of a Delegate 
from the District of Alaska to the House of Representatives of 
the United States, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 320) to authorize the construction and operation of an 
electric railroad within the Yellowstone National Park, and for 
other purposes, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. A 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. BRICE), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2224) granting an 
increase of ion to Lewis C. Schilling, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2463) to regulate certain 
prosecutions in te District of Columbia, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported an amendment providing for the erection of a 
brick or stone wall to inclose the grounds upon which the jail of 
the District of Columbia now stands, intended to be proposed to 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill, and moved that it be 
referred pA the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment pro- 
2 for the resumption of work on the Washington Aqueduct 
tunnel and its accessories and the Howard University reservoir, 


intended to be 

bill, and mov 

ations and — Which was 
He also. 


oposed to the District of Columbia appropriation 
that it be referred wet Sr Committee on Appropri- 
om the same 8 to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr, ELKINS on the 16th e ibe eee 


for the placing of per diem employees in the street and alley clean- 
ing service of the District of Columbia on the 8 roll at an 
annual salary, intended to be proposed to the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill, reported it with amendments, submitted a re- 
port thereon, and moved that it he referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

We also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 20th ultimo, providing for 
the paving of Florida avenue, in the city of Washington, intended 
to be proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, 
reportos it favorably, submitted a pers thereon, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. : 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment 
e ee, the personnel of the Metropolitan police force of the 
District of Columbia, intended to be proposed to the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on 5 and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1315) to redeem outstanding certificates issued by the 
board of audit and the board of public works of the District of 
8 reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1040) to amend the act of June 2, 1890, for the relief of 
holders of District of Columbia special-assessment certificates, and 


for other E poren, submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was to; and the bill was pos ed indefinitely. 
Mr. CHELL of n, from the Committee on Claims, to 


whom was referred the (S. 2501) for the relief of James Sims 
of Marshall County, Miss., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITC. L of Wisconsin (for Mr. WHITE), from the Com- 
mittee on Finance, to whom was referred the amendment submitted 
by himself on the 7th instant, providing for the relief of James W. 

urphy, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported it without amendment, submitted a report 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. HILL on the Ist instant, 

oviding for the widening of the northern entrance to the Wal- 

about Channel, 1 N. V., intended to be proposed to the 

naval appropriation bill, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce; which was agreed to. 


CARE OF DEPENDENT CHILDREN. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2426) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to ponas for the care of dependent 
children in the District of Columbia, and to create a board of chil- 
dren’s guardians,” approved June 26, 1892, to report it favorably 
without amendment. As this is a matter designed to settle a 
question of jurisdiction between Dr. Gallandet, of the Deaf and 

b Asylum, and the board of children’s guardians, I ask the 
immediate consideration of the bill. 

I will simply state that under the old law the authorities of the 
Deaf and Dumb Asylum had jurisdiction over feeble-minded chil- 
dren. When the board of children’s guardians was established 
it was intended to transfer that jurisdiction entirely to the new 
board, but it seems there was a little lapse in the law and the au- 
thorities of the Deaf and Dumb institution now have to certify, 
but have no further jurisdiction, and they want to get rid of it. 
I trust that the pill will be immediately passed. 

By unanimons consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IMPRISONMENT OF EUGENE v. DEBS, 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Tam in receipt of a letter from Mr. Eugene V. Debs, one of 
leaders of the labor movement, representing himself and a large 
number of the different associations, asking me whether the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary haye taken any action in reference to the 
resolution for rg. salon into and reporting legislation relating to 
the restraint of the power of judges of the United States courts 
in matters of contempt, and 8 that there shall be some 
expression by which he may be advised in regard to the fact. I 
know of no other method of ascertaining it than to ask the question 
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of the chairman of the Judiciary Committee. Mr. Debs rep- 
resents a great body of the most important and deserving class 
of the American people, and I wish to give respect and considera- 


tion to their wishes on this subject, agreeing, as I do, with Mr. 
Debs in the opinion that this legislation is important. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection, the 
question may now be asked, though it is out of order. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator repeat his question? I did not 
know that he was addressing his remark to me. 

Mr. CALL. I made a request for information on the part of 
Mr. Eugene V. Debs, one of the leaders of the labor movement in 
the United States, as to whether the Judiciary Committee of the 
Senate have taken any action in relation to repre legislation 
restraining or modifying the power of judges of the United States 
courts in matters of contempt. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I sup: there is no impropriety 
in stating what has taken place in the committee on the subject 
and the circumstances. 

It is a very important question, and one which the committee 
have meant to deal with thoroughly and faithfully. The Senator 
from New York [Mr. HILL] who is now absent undertook to make 
a careful collection of the law upon this subject and to prepare a 
measure to be submitted to the committee by the subcommittee. 
The matter has been somewhat discussed in the committee, but 
his report has not yet been made. However, the result of the dis 
cussion has been that one or two te measures have been 
pee One was sent to the committee yesterday morning by 

Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], who is a member of 
that committee, which is a careful and thoroughly prepared bill 
one with the whole subject. 

So the matter has not been overlooked. The committee are 
dealing with it as rapidly as the nature of the case seems to admit. 
How soon the matter will be ripe for a report by the committee is 
a question that had better be addressed to the Senator from New 
York who ordinarily sits on the left of the Senator from Florida, 
but who is not now in his seat, and who is, I believe, the chair- 
man of the subcommittee on the subject. 

I think I am not indiscreet in stating that I understand and 
believe every member of the committee is of opinion that there 
ought to be some careful legislation on the subject which shall 
preserve the rights of the citizens and preserve also, of course 
the authority of the law, and that that careful legislation would 
robably contain a right to go by appeal or on exceptions to 

igher courts from lower in proper cases, where the contempt 
does not exist in the actual presence of the court and where its 
immediate phe aaron is not necessary for the due and orderly 
3 of the business of the court, which I sup would 
probably what the Senator from Florida himself would approve. 


SALARY ACCOUNTS OF SENATORS, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. From the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections I report a substitute for the resolution introduced 
on the 4th of March by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT], 
and submit a report thereon. It relates to the y esi accounts of 
two Senators, and I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute reported from 
the committee will be read for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That it is the duty of the Secretary of the Senate to credit the 
salary accounts, respectively, of LEE MANTLE, a Senator from the State of 
Montana, and CLARENCE B. CLARK, a Senator from the State of Wyoming, to 
the full extent of their monthly pay from 4, 1893, the date of the com- 
mencement of the terms for which they were elected, to July 31, 1894, the 
date of the passage of the act of Sat phone changing the time when the sala- 
ries of Senators elected or appoin to fill vacancies in the Senate, and of 
Senators elected for a full term subsequent to the commencement of such 
term, shall commence to run. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks 


for the present consideration of the resolution. 
Mr. COCKRELL, I think we had better see the report on the 
subject in print. 


. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then let the resolution be printed, 


and also the ee 

Mr. COC LL. Yes; let the resolution and report be printed. 

8 15 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed 
and go over. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask that it do not go to the Cal- 
endar. Let it lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on 
the table for the present. The report will be printed under the 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2795) 


ting 
the Rev. Philip McKim, of Norfolk, in 


a on to 
e State of Nebraska; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2796) to establish an Indian train- 
ing school and industrial farm at Madison, in the State of Ne- 
braska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2797) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles W. Sentman; which was read twice by its title, 
ana. with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2798) to increase the pension of 
George Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2799) amending the military record 
of William Howell, late a private of Company H, Forty-eighth 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2800) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas H. Ballard; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMiLLAN introduced a bill (S. 2801) to amend the char- 
ters and enlarge and extend the powers and franchises of certain 
railway companies of the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2802) ting a pension 
to Margaret Rowsell; which was read twice by its title,and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2803) granting an increase of P 
sion to J. F. Crawford; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2804) for the relief of Mrs. 
Marian W. Pollard; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2805) granting an increase 
of ion to Mrs. Lucy Keenan; which was read twice by its title, 
a , with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2806) granting a pension to Andrew 
J. Baker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A introduced a bill (S. 2807) to remit penalties and in- 
terest on arrears of taxes in the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2808) to regulate inter- 
nal- revenue assessments, and to modify the law so as tọ leave 
assessments in certain cases to the court; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2809) to provide for the 
elevation of the tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad in the 
city of Washington, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
yeas "SQUIRE oduced a bill (S. 2810) grantin to 

T. introduced a bi . granting a pension 
Orson B. Johnson; which was 18555 twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2811) to authorize the purchase of 
a site for the Government Printing Office; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. HALE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 127) proposing 
amendments to section 73, paragraph 32, of the act of January 12, 
1895, froviding for the public printing and binding and distribu- 
tion of documents; which was read twice by its title, andreferred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 128) proposing an 
amendment to section 89, paragraph 2, of the act of January 12, 
1895, providing for the public printing and binding and the dis- 
tribution of public documents; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

WASHINGTON CITY POST-OFFICE BUILDING. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I introduce a joint resolution and ask for 
its present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 126) requiring the roof of the new 
city post-office building, Washington, D. C., to be fireproof was 
rena the first time by its title and the second time at length, as 

ollows: 


Resolved w tħe Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the eee 
ding, in the District of 
building 


orizing the constructi 
used in the construction of the upper story and roof of said building not of 


1896. 
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the best modern fireproof kind and character shall be removed and the best 
modern fireproof material substituted therefor. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 


ment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What difference does this measure make 
in the cost of the building? 

Mr.COCKRELL. It will make no difference, I suppose, because 
the existing law requires it to be done just as the joint resolution 
8 Instead of the pine that is being put upon the roof now, 

e most inflammable material that they could select, this is sim- 
ply to cause the law to be carried out. 

r. PETTIGREW. It seems to me that we ought to put as 
much combustible material into that building as possible, and 
that when finished it should be set on fire. Architecturally it ap- 
pears to me that it isan eyesore and always will be to every 
citizen of this country. It mars the appearance of the Avenue. 
Iam very sorry to see anything done that will prevent it from 
being burnt up. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The lower part of the structure can not 
burn as it is now, and we do not want the upper part, containing 
valuable records, to be burned. - 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

IMPRISONMENT OF MRS. FLORENCE E. MAYBRICK. 


Mr. CALL. At the request of one of the intelligent women of 
the United States who are much interested in the subject, I intro- 
duce a joint resolution and ask thatit may be read and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. In doing so, I take pleasure 
in saying that as far as I am concerned I concur entirely in the 
request of the joint resolution and in its spirit and purpose. I ask 
that it be read at length. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 129) requesting the Government of 
Great Britain to pardon Mrs. Florence E. Maybrick as an act of 
magnanimity was read the first time by its title and the second 
time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the people of the United States sympa- 
thize with Mrs. Florence E. Maybrick, formerly of Mobile, Ala.,in her suffer- 
ings, under a sentence of life imprisonment at hard labor in England: that 
mig almost eee 1 t she is 5 one it would de Eng 

graci respec on people, 8. a} 
fish language, in large — * 8 ee y the Sane laws, 
inheri the same love of law and order, the same abhorrence of crime, 
the same love of liberty and the protection of the weak and helpless against 
arbit: power, for the Government of Great Britain to pardon Mrs. May- 
brick and restore her to her country and her 2 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
requested to communicate this resolution to the Government of Great Britain. 

Mr. SHERMAN, [If in order, I will move to lay the joint reso- 
lution on the table. It ought not to be introduced here. I hap- 

ned to be in England at the time of the trial of this person. 
There was great difference of opinion as to Whether she ought to 
have been convicted, but certainly it is a subject over which the 
Senate of the United States has no jurisdiction. I trust that the 
joint resolution will lie on the table. 

Mr. CALL. Iwill ask that it may lie on the table for the pres- 
ent. I should like to have a vote of the Senate on the proposition 
of the Senator from Ohio, though it is not in order to discuss it at 
this time. It is the opinion of a great body of people of the United 
States that this person has been very unjustly treated. This is a 
respectful request in response to a great public opinion. There is 
nothing in it offensive to the Government of Great Britain, but 
it simply expresses a pay and an opinion on the part of the 
pore of herinnocence. I have never yet seen anyone who would 

eny the fact that the trial Was a harsh one, and that the propa: 
t of this 


bilities were altogether in favor of innocence on the 
e table for 


person. I ask that the joint resolution may lie on 
the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution has been 
read twice, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that it lie on the table. x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves 
that the joint resolution be laid on the table. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Ohio to withdraw that 
motion and let it lie upon the table subject to be called up when 
we may have some consideration of it. I think disposing arbi- 
trarily of a petition and request from so large a portion of the 
people of the United States is somewhat improper, and will be 
prejudicial to the application of the friends of person for a 


pardon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
to lay 8 resolution on the table. 

Mr. On that I demand the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 


Mr. WALTHALL. Why not let the joint resolution go over 
under the rule? Is there any objection to that course? 

Mr. COCKRELL. One objection carries it over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a joint resolution. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio, to lay it on the 
table, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
a 8 ead th 1 

e again r. e joint resolution. 

Mr. CALL, I ask unanimous consent to say a word on the joint 
resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro ey ab Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator from Florida will proceed. 

Mr. CALL. I should be very glad to hear from the Sena- 
tor from Ohio or any other Senator some reasonable objection 
to the reference of the joint resolution to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. If there is anything in it that may seem to be im- 
proper toward a foreign government, it can be amended by the 
committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order to dispose of the matter, I am per- 
fectly willing that it shall be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, if the Senator from Florida desires, 

Mr. TELLER. That is right. 

Mr. CALL. That is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Senator 
trom Ohio withdraws his motion to lay the joint resolution on the 

CA 
Mr. ALLISON. And moves to refer it. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move to refer it. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the joint 
resolution will be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CALL submitted eight amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
were 8 to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
j Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be ee 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which, with the ac- 
companying r, was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


printed, 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil 5 bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be a ease 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 


SOUTHERN FEDERAL PRISON. 


Mr. BACON. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed 
by me to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which I ask be re- 
ferred tothe Committeeon the Judiciary and ordered to be printed, 

In moving the reference of the proposed amendment to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, I beg the indulgence of the Senate tostate 
that it relates to the construction of a Southern Federal prison, 
and that I offer the amendment at the suggestion and with the 
approval of the Attorney-General. In order that the importance 
of it may be suggested to the Senate, rather than undertake my- 
self to state the reasons therefor, I beg leave to read one paragraph 
from the last annual report of the Attorney-General on this sub- 
ject. It is as follows: 


The necessity for suitable United States prisons and reformatories has been 
heretofore urged in the reports to Congress from this Department, and I be- 
lieve that the time for adequate provision to that end has fully arrived. In 
considering the subject the question of economy should not be deemed the only 
one of importance. The fact that the entire practice with regard to the im- 
prisonment of United States convicts is antiquated and inefficient is but too 
3 and es sufficient warrant for the substitution of better 
me 8 

An act was passed by the Fifty-first Congress authorizing the purchase of 
sites for the erection of three United States prisons, but was held to be in 
erative because it carried no ba adie al pee Should it be deemed ine: . 
ent now to make an appropriation sufficient to carry out all the original 
poses of that law, it is su that at least one penitentiary should be 
established ina Southern State for the confinement of convicts from Southern 
districts. This measure seems tome to beimperatively demanded for reasons 
of humanity as well as economy. But few 5: institutions in that section 
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can be used for ers, who consequently sent to peniten- | special orders, I shall object. If, however, as I understood the 

tiarios in thorn districts. T change of elimate involved revulte injuri- suggestion c of the Senator from Iowa, the Indian appropriation 

ground alone that the prisoner's heal been ntly broken and is to be disposed of to-day, I shall not make any objection, 
poe 88 aseri a —.— mee “ —.. wes with the understanding that this bill is not to go beyond to- 

eee Z — 7 — — day. That will be sa’ , undoubtedly, to the Senator from 

a suitable site fora Ben could doubtless be selected. If not, offers made | Ne yraska. 

after thi 8 of act just mentioned show that the land required would ve the Indian eS Sens eons bill can 


of cost to the Government. 


It is not 3 p e of this amendment to ask for an i 85 
priation sufficient for the completion of the prison. The original 
amount contemplated in the act of 1890, which is referred to by 
the Attorney-General, is much larger than that named in the 

amendment. The purpose of the 8 amendment is to 
secure an amount sufficient to defray necessary expenses in 
pocte the site, the making of the plans, and the beginning of 


wor 
I trust that the amendment may meet with the approval of the 
committee and of the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary and printed. 


CLAIMS FOR RENT OF BARRACKS AND QUARTERS. 
Mr. LINDSAY submitted the following 5 which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and ho hereby is, directed 
te the Senate at as early a day as of the present session 
claimants for Soule te 5 and 55 

by the accounting officers of 


ary, 1895, in House Executive Tuer . an and ane 5 * 


TRANSMISSISSIPPI EXPOSITION AT OMAHA. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Have we finished the morning business? 
The PRESIDENT ET cae tempore. Themorning business is com- 
pleted, the Chair believes. 
Mr. ALLEN. Task that the special order be laid before the 


Senato this morning: 
br dias sist pro tempore, The Secretary will state the 


The — — — A bill 1 1306) to authorize and encourage 
the holding of = . 3 ne at the city of Omaha, 
in the State ot and making an appro- 
priation 


roster ia 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill has been read in full, 
and the question is on the first amendment reported by the Select 
Committee on International 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I consented that the bill be taken 
up, with the un that it world wot lead tr oboe If 
it leads to debate I 8 to its es in order that 
we ma. wi appropriation 

Mr. A I understand that this bill, and the RECORD so 
pe was to be taken up and considered between the conclusion 
of the routine morning business and the hour of 2 o’clock. That 
is the RECORD, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The RECORD shows that its con- 
sideration is not to interfere with the appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; “not to interfere with the appropria- 


tion bith” 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishall insist upon taking up the Indian 
pasau if this bill leads to debate, without reference to 
ur of 2 o'clock, as I so understood the agreement. 
ALLEN. I hope the Senator from South Dakota will per- 
= it the bill to be diaa of, although it may lead to some slight 
quiries. 
Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me a 
N I will state that I have for the first time examined this 
I think there are some changes which should be made in the 
9 have not had time to prepare those changes. I 
tor from Nebraska and others will consent that it 
may go over until the Indian appropriation bill is completed. I 
do not think it will take long to . 
Mr. ALLEN. That course is satisfactory to me, if it can be 
poo ee ih pecan uals bf 


Mr, ALLISON. There is some phraseology in the bill to which 
I should like to call the Senator’s attention, and I think he will see 
that it ought to be changed. 

Mr. . Then Lask unanimous consent that the bill be 


Mr. ALLEN. Ihardl 
be concluded to-day. This bit bill will not 

Mr. HOAR. I will state to the Senator that I wish very much 
indeed to reach the measure abolishing the death penalty, which 
res now two special orders before it. There are quite a number 

of poor wretches who are likely to be sentenced to death. I su 
ee to 5 to confine the order to to-day. I think it will 


Mr. ALLEN. Very well, then; let it stand as the 5 for to- 
day after the conclusion of ‘the Indian Soren 
. HOAR. Not to extend beyond 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is Ayak objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator Bola Nebraska? 

Mr. BROWN. There is objection. We have been for weeks 
trying to get up the joint resolution which is the unfinished busi- 
ness, and we have been constantly met with interruption. 
ee I did not hear the remark of the tor from 

The PRESIDENT pe tempore. Objection is made to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. BROWN. The Uncompahgre joint resolution is the unfin- 
ished business. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will m me, I will state that 
this would not at all interfere with the unfinished business, My 
request simply was that it might be taken up this afternoon after 
the conclusion of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. By unanimous consent. 

= unanimous consent. 
3 se ed goes tp pri . 

o oe wis e resolution is 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
tae tet agreed to the 


one of its clerks, announced that the House 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 
ss bill (H. R. 5672) to grant to railroad companies in Indian Ter- 
additional powers to secure depot grounds; and 
(H. R. 6996) to authorize the construction of a and 
foot bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or near the city of 
Columbia, Ala. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 
AD En 1317) to grant certain lands to the city of Colorado 
Springs, Colo.; and 
A bill (S. 2141) to amend an act approved August 24, 1894, en- 
titled “An act to authorize purchasers of the property and fran- 
chises < the 8 ee e seer y to peste a 
on an confer w same è powers, pri 
8 vested in sai 5 


compan 
The message further announced thas the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 5210) making appropriation to provide for the expenses 
of the government of the ict of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ett) on ing ap- 
propriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, asked a conference with the Sen- 
ate on the votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. Loup, Mr. Surg of Minois, and Mr. KYLE man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and 1 were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 569) ting a pension to Sophia J. Hamilton, 
widow of Charles S. ton, major- general of volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 1499) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. 


re: ian acon lyse e Johnson; 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks unanimous consent that the bill may be taken u Sheen sol 
eration ee eee ton bills disposed of. 


pro tempore. Noo it is it is unanimous consent 

that is asked for 7 — consideration of the bill Sierras follow- 
Indian appropriation 

. HOLE if thet ie te pere te n indefinite period un 


A bill AH. R. 5363) authorizing the construction of a fog signal 
on the e pier of the entrance to Menominee Harbor, Michi- 
SE bill (H. R. 6423) for the relief of Clifton R. Anderson. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate proceed to the 


consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. I 
ever, a motion is not necessary. 
ness. 


how- 
think it is the order of busi a 


1896. 
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in the morning hour. 
The PRESIDENT pro A motion must be made. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I move, then, that the Senate proceed to 


Mr. HOAR. A motion is 


the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed ae e e of the bill TOL R. 6249) Piha 
i appropriations for current and contingent expenses o: 
E and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 


p 

“The PRESIDENT pro t tempore. e e 
proceeded with at 

Mr, PETTIGRE The committee amendments on page 65 
were over, and we will go on through with the bill before 
we take them up. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 8, on page 65. The 
next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
1 65, after line 22, to insert: 

‘or the purpose of erecting additional neon ty for the Mount. Pleasant 
Indian sohool at Mount Pleasant, Mich, namel ‘or the ereetion of a girls’ 


gormiti and dining hall, $30,000; for the n of a schoolhouse, $10,000 
a 


The eee was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, line 1, after the word 
“ dollars,” to insert for the construction and furnishing of bath- 
rooms, $i, 000”; so as to read: 

deducation of 150 Indian at the Indian sch 

8. For gap 15 1 eneh ae annum, $25,000; 3 su sisa ph ty 
school, for general repairs and improvements, $1,000; for the construc- 
tion an 1 of bathrooms, $1,000. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Imove to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out the word “ one” before “thousand,” and inserting two": 
80 as to read “ 82.000.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
in the same clause, on page 67, in line 3, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” to strike out “twenty-seven,” and insert “ twenty-eight”; 
and in line 4, after the word “dollars,” to strike out “ for the con- 
struction and furnishing bathrooms “for the said school, $1,000"; 
80 as to read: 


In all, $28,550. 


serting “twenty-nine”; so as to 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The pext amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
in 3 on page 71, line 18, after “June 30,” to e the 
date 1896 to“ 1897"; and in Hine 21, after “July 1,” to 
the date 1895 to“ 1896”; so as to read: 


aired to p for goodsand suppiien for alarar ami 88 
ani en 

= —— ion of the same, for the aah AA A 3 
one — but no e R 

or delivered to any of said Indians prior to July 1, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 78, to insert as a 
new section the following: 


AGEEEMENT WITH THE INDIANS OF THE FORT BELENAP INDIAN RESERVA- 
TION IN MONTANA. 


Sev. 8. Whereas William C. Pollock, Bird Grinnell, and Walter M. 
Clements, commissioners on the part of the United States, did on the 9th day 
of October, A. D. 1895, conclude an agreement with the Indians of the 7 
Belknap ation in the State of Mon which agreement 

words pat figures as follows (Senate Document No. 117, Fitty-fourth con 
gross, frst session), to wit: 


a “na concluded October 9, 1895, with the Indians of the Fort Belknap 
servation in Montana, by William C. Pollock, George Bird Grinnell, and 
Walter M. Clements, © oners. 


lof ty vena made and entered into this 9th day of Oetober, A. D. 1895, 
by and ween William C. Pollock, Ge Bird Grinnell, and Walter M. 
emen . on the part of the United States, = the under- 


nge 


signed In residing upon and attached to the Fort Bell: dian Res- 
mt he Stato of ontana, the same constituting a m of the 

male adult Indians belonging upon said reservation, witnesseth that: 

ARTICIE I. 

For and in consideration of the sum 3 and the obligations assumed 
on the pert of the United 5 as he ter set forth. said Indians of the 
Belknap Reserva by convey, relinquish, and release to the 
United States all their p right ti made a interest x snd to that ion of their 
resent reservation, in State of Montana, | the aD a 3 the 
ollowing described monu- 


lines, to wit: Beginning at 
ment, at a a 3 the middle of the crest 
etic) . 3 degrees thirty min- 


t on a limestone ridge on the south side of the 
fost ht angles to the course of said 


north tor of pa Mig Oren aa eee 
creck a (magnetic) north two 


degrees forty-five minutes w a rounded, timbered knob on the crest of 
the limestone reef on.the 8 the ae of es Creek and 


ginning. 
ARTICLE II. 


For and in consideration of the conveyance, cession, and relinquishment 
hereinbefore made, the United States hereby covenants and agrees to advance 
and end during the period of four years, beginning from and after the 
= ion of te pe payments provided for oa 2 Der and made between the 
parties heretoon the — day of 5 — ery — oy N ra 
on the Ist day of May. D. 

Interior for the In 
shall be deposited in the 


lus S and j — ing at 
e agreement of 1887 shall also bear inter- 
estat per cent per annum. 

Such sums, or so much thereof as may be necessary in any one year, shall 
be expended in the purchase of cows, bulls, and other live stock, goods, lot h- 
ing. Dhar age a 3 Pipe oie — n providing employees, iu the 

ucation of Indian ime 


in th and of th a —— arg ieee eae hel 
n the care su 5 0 „ sit ess o 5 
in the erage oe and ping in De of oer new agency Ib 


school 
astisting the Indiana te build and keep in repair 


be n in 
houses, — 
in such other ways as may best promote their civiliza- 


Li Bator pe ap e dee and school employees 
1 all cases be given lans residing on reservation w) 
Aro wall qualitied for DUEN Positions, and that all to said: 
for stock-raising purposes, and their progeny, shall bear the brand of ye 
Indian 8 and Eras nót be sold, exchanged, or slaughtered exe 
by the consent of the eee et amigo" ne such tine ae tiie restriction tion shall 
bo removed by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 


ARTICLE IV. 


habits of industry and to reward labor, it is further 
that in the giving out cr distribution of eattle or other 
subsistence, and 


II. preference shall be given m to Indians who — 


In order to en 
Z tood and 


ae ee maloy aoe erena penni ra faith under 

take soil and ursuits 

3 a 9 wing pe and the distribution gone m fits shall hail he ede 
rom time to in such manner as best. .. 


ARTICLE V. 
As the scarcity of water on this reservation renders the 
ture difficult and uncertain, and since the reservation. is well cae — 
e thut 3 reliance of these 


stock raising, and it seems probable 
rt is to be found in cattle agreed that during 
severalty shall 


t is 
ment no allotments of land in se 


tribes shall 3 N severalty shall be made of 
their lands: 8 That an any tree e of the tribes muy. with the a 

yal of the agent in , fence in such area of land as aig and the members 
of his samiy would be entitled to under the allotment act, and may flle with 
the agent a on of such land re Nina Aa eee e 8 
ed | made on the same, and the tof anc gach: descriptive, stall gtr said mem- 
ber of the tribes right to: CCC 
severalty shall be made, 

Antros VI. 


So soon as this agreement shall have received the approval of Congress, the 
bor lines described in Article I shall be 6 
monuments not more than one-half mite a 
ch survey shall be borne dy the United States. but 
employed in the work shall be hired from 
een 


agreement by 
8 of . thrown open to oc 
whites until l the po of. the reservation 
established and marked. 


ARTICLE VII. 


have boen 


shall be applied to the payment of an rA ent whieh has 

6 . aea BOCKE OE 

epredations committed by suid Indien prior to the date of this agreement. 
Anrreru VIII. 

ions of the. nt between the ties hereto, made 

Febraurr 1 n 1887, r nor! in conflict with t the provisions o pri niger t are 


hereby continued in full force and effect. 
ARTICLE IX. 


It is understood and declared that whenever the word Indian isused in this 
agreement it includes mixed bloods as well as full bleods. 


ARTICLE X. 
This agreement shall not be binding upon either party until ratified by 


Dated and signed at the Fort Belknap Agency, Mont., on the 9th day of 

October, 1805. 

— WILLIAM C. POLLOCK. 
GEO. BIRD GRINNELL. 


HOUGA DJU SHI NA, hiss mark (LITTLE CHIEF), and others. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Fort BELKNAP AGENCY, MONT., October 9, 1895. 
8 Matt, Charles Buckman, Chas. Perry. and James Perry, do cer- 


tify t the annexed an'i foregoing agreement by and between the United 
States and Indians residing upon and atta hed to the Fort BelknapI dian 
Reservation in Montana was fully interpreted to said Indians and they made 
to understand the same; that after said interpretation the said Indians, 
whose names appear subscribed to said agreement, signed the same in our 


presence. 

We further certify that said Indians are members of said tribes and re ide 
upon said reservation, se apart for said Indians in Montana, and that said 
sulscribers are male adults over the age of 21 years. 

Given under our hand at the Fort Belknap Agency this 9th day of October, 


CHARLES PERRY, 
PRS BUCKMAN, 


AMES MATT, 
JAMES PERRY. 
Fort BELKNAP AGENCY, MONT., October 9, 1895. 
I hereby certify that there are 181 male adult Assinniboine and 153 male 
adult Gros Ventre Indians, making a total of 334 male adult Indians residing 


a this 5 GAHE 5 and annuities at this agency, as 
wR e records of the agency office. * 
by Sota UKE C. HAYS, 


L 
United States Indian Agent. 


Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That said agreement be, and the same is 
hereby, accepted, ratified, and confirmed. i 

That for the p of 5 the survey of the boundary lines described 
inarticle 1 as provided for by article 6 of said agreement, there be, and hereby 
is, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
a the sum of $1,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, the same to 
be immediately available. 

That upon the filing in the United States local land office for the district in 
which the lands surrendered by Article I of the foregoing mentare sit- 
uated of the approved plat of survey authorized by section 2 of this act, the 
lands so surrendered shall be open to occupation, location, and pure 
under the provisions of the mineral-land laws only, subject to the seve 
articles of the fo ing ment: Provided, That said lands shall be sold 
at $10 per acre: And provided further, That the terms of this section shall not 
be construed to authorize the occupancy of said lands for mining purposes 
prior to the date of filing said approved plat of survey. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 82, after line 3, to insert as 
a new section the following: = 


AGREEMENT WITH THE INDIANS OF THE BLACKFEET INDIAN RESERVATION 
IN MONTANA. 


Sxc. 9. Whereas William C. Pollock, moore Bird Grinnell, and Walter M. 

Clements, commissioners on the part of the United States, did on the 26th day 

o near po A. D. 1895, conclude an agreement with the Indians of the 
‘eet Reservation, in the State of Montana, which said agreement is in 

words and figures as follows (Senate Document No. 118, Fifty-fourth Con- 

gress, first session), to wit: 

9 concluded September 26, 1895, with the Indians of the Blackfeet 
rvation, in Montana, by William C. Pollock, George Bird Grinnell, and 

Walter M. Clements, commissioners. 


This agreement, made and entered into the 26th day of September, A. D. 
paged and between William C. Pollock, Geo: Bird Grinnell, and Walter 
M. Clements, commissioners on the part of the United States, and the under- 
signed Indians, both full bloods and mixed bloods, residing upon and attached 
to the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, the same con- 
stituting a ma per or the male adult Indians belonging upon said reserva- 
tion, both full blo. and mixed bloods, the latter’s rights to participate in 
all business proceedings of said tribe and to s} in all the benefits accruing 
to said tribes from a sale of land or otherwise being hereby i as 
equal to the full bloods, witnesseth that: 


ARTICLE I. 


For and in consideration of the sums to be paid and the obligations assumed 
upon the part of the United States, as hereinafter set forth, said Indians of 
the Blackfeet Reservation hereby convey, relinquish, and release to the 
United States all their right, title,and interest in and to that portion of their 

resent reservation in the State of Montana lying and being west of the fol- 
b -described line, to wit: 

ing at a-point on the northern boundary of the reservation due 
n from the summit of Chief Mountain, and running thence south to said 
summit; thence in a straight line to the most northeasterly 8 ot Flat Top 
Crag; thence to the most westerly of the mouths of Divide Creek; thence up 
said creek to a point where a line drawn from the said northeasterly point of 
Flat Top Crag to the summit of Divide Mountain intersects Divide Creek; 
thence to the summit of Divide Mountain; thence ina straight line to the 
western extremity of the lower Two Medicine Lake; thence in a straight 
line to a point on the southern line of the rightof way of the Great Northern 
Railway Company 4 miles west of the western end of the railway bridge 
across the north fork of the Two Medicine River; thence in a 1 fa line to 
the summit of Heart Butte, and thence due south to the southern line of the 
present reservation: Provided, That said Indians shall have, and do hereby 
reserve to themselves, the right to go upon aay nha of the lands hereby 
conveyed so long as the same shall remain public lands of the United States, 
and to cut and remove therefrom wood and timber for agency and school 
pu and for their personal uses for houses, fences, and all other do- 
mestic pu And provided further, That the said Indians hereby reserve 
and retain the right to hunt upon said lands and to fish in the streams thereof 
so long as the same shall remain public lands of the United States under and 
in accordance with the provisions of the game and fish laws of the State of 
Montana. 

ARTICLE II. 


For and in consideration of the conyeyance, cession, and relinquishment 
hereinbefore made the United States hereby covenants and agrees to ad- 
vance and expend during the period of ten years beginning from and after 
the expiration of the pamena provided for in the a; ment made between 
the parties hereto on the lith day of February, A. D. 1887, and ratified by 
Congress on the Ist day of May, A. D. 1888, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for the cow th full bloods and mixed bloods, now 
attached to and receiving rations and annuities at the Blackfeet Agency, and 
all who shall hereafter be declared by the tribes located upon said reserva- 
tion, with the approval of the Secre of the Interior, entitled to member- 
ship in those triton, the sum of 


500, 
IP's agreed that said money be paid as follows: The first year after 
the f tion of payments under the agreement of 1887, $300,000, one-half of 


which shall be deposited in the United States Treasury and bear interest at 
4 per cent per annum. and one-half, or so much thereof as shall be 5 
shall be expended as hereinafter provided; and annually thereafter for eig 7 
years the sum of $150,000: Provided, That any lus accumulated under and 
remaining at the expiration of the agreement of 1887, and any surplus that 
may remain from ay annual payment ponia for herein, shall also be 
laced in the United States Treasury to the credit of said Indians, and shall 
ear interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum. Such sums, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary in any one year, shall be expended in the pur- 
chase of cows, bulls, and other live stock, goods, clothing, subsistence, — 
cultural implements, in providin l in the education of In 
children, in procuring medicine and medical attendance. in the care and sup- 
pos of the aged, sick, and infirm, and of helpless orphans in the erection and 
eeping in repair of such new agency and schoo) buildings, mills, blacksmith, 
carpenter, and wagon shops as may be necessary, in assisting the Indians to 
build and keep in repair their houses, inclose and irrigate their farms, and 
in such other ways as may best promote their civilization and improvement. 


ARTICLE III. 


It is agreed that in the employment of all ncy and school employees 
preference in all cases be given to Indians residing on the reservation, who 
are well qualified for such positions; and that allcattle issued to said Indians 
for stock-raising purposes, and their progeny, shall bear the brand of the 
Indian Department, and shall not be sold, exchanged, or slaughtered, except 
by the consent of the agent in charge, until such time as this restriction shall 
be removed by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 


ARTICLE IV. 


In order to encourage habits of industry and to reward labor, it is further 
understood and that, in the giving out or distribution of cattle or 
other stock, s, clothing, subsistence, agricultural implements, as pro- 
vided in Article II. preference shall be given to Indians who endeavor by hon- 
est labor to support themselves, and ially to those who in good faith 
undertake the cultivation of the soil and engage in pastoral pursuits asa 
means of obtaining a livelihood, and the distribution of these benefits shall 
be made from tiine to time, in such manner as shall best promote the objects 


specified 
ARTICLE V. 


Since the situation of the Blackfeet Reservation renders it wholly unfit for 
agriculture, and since these Indians haye shown within the past four years 
that they can successfully raise horned cattle, and there is every probabili 
that they will become self-supporting by attention to this in > it 
agreed that during the existence of this agreement no allotments of land in 
severalty shall be made to them, but that this whole reservation shall con- 
tinue to be held by these Indians as a communal prazing tract upon which 
their herds may feed undisturbed; and that after the expiration of this 
ment the lands shall continue to be held until such time as a majority of the 
adult males of the tribe shall request in writing that allotment in severalty 
shall be made of their lands: Provided, That any member of the tribe may. 
with the approval of the agent in charge, fence in such area of land as he an 
the members of his family would be entitled to under the allotment act, and 
may file with the agent a description of such land and of the improvements 
that he has made on the same, and the filing of such description shall give the 
said members of the tribe the right to take such land when allotments of the 
land in severalty shall be made. 


ARTICLE VI. 


So soon as this agreement shall have received the approval of Congress 
the boundary lines described in Article I shall be surveyed and designated 
by two engineers, one of whom shall be selected by the Indians and one b 
the Secretary of the Interior; the said boundaries shall at once be marked 
by monuments, not more than one-half mile apart; the points at the mouth 
of Divide Creek and the westernmost extremity of the lower Two Medicine 
Lake, after they have been marked, shall be fixed and remain unchanged 
no matter what alterations may hereafter take place in the course of sai 
creek, or in the level of said e. The expense of such survey shall be 
shared equally between the United States and the tribes occu’ wg this 
reservation, but the unskilled laborers employed in the work be hi 
from among the Indians residing on this reservation. 

Such survey and the marking of the above-described boundary lines shall 
be begun immediately—not later than ninety days after the approval of this 
agreement by Congress—and completed as speedily as possible, and the ceded 
portion of the reservation shall not be thrown open to occupancy by the 
whites until after the new boundaries of the reservation shall haye been 
established and marked. 

ARTICLE VIL 


It is further agreed that whenever, in the opinion of the President, the public 
interests require the construction of or other highways, telegraph 
or telephone lines, canals and irrigating ditches, beni yd portion of this 
reservation, right of way shall be, and is hereby, granted for such peed sence 
under such rules, regulations, limitations, and restrictions as the Secretary 
of the Interior may prescribe: the compensation to be fixed by said Secretary 
and by him expended for the benefit of the Indians. 


ARTICLE VIII. 

It is further agreed and provided that none of the money realized from the 
sale of this land shall be applied to the payment of any judgment which has 
been or may hereafter be rendered upon any claim for pen g because of 
depredations committed by said Indians prior to the date of this agreement, 

ARTICLE IX. 


The provisions of Article VI of the agreement between the parties hereto, 
made February 11, 1887, are hereby continued in full force and effect, as are 
also all the provisions of said agreement not in conflict with the provisions of 
this agreement. 

ARTICLE X, 


It is understood and declared that wherever the word “Indian” is used in 
this agreement it includes mixed bloods as well as full bloods. 


ARTICLE XI. 
This agreement shall not be binding upon either party until ratified by 


Congress. 
Dated and signed at Blackfeet Agency, Mont., on the 26th day of September, 
1895 (A. D. 1895). 


SEAL, WILLIAM C. POLLOCK. 
SEAL. GEO. BIRD GRINNELL. 
SEAL. WALTER M. CLEMENTS, 
win O NIS TAI PO KAH, his x mark (WHITE CALF), and others. 

J. E. WEBB. 

A. B. HAMILTON. 

GEORGE S 

United Indian Agent, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


BLACKFEET INDIAN AGENCY, September 28, 1895. 


I, J. W. Schultz, hereby certify that I wrote the names a ges the 
pages, the same being those that were one y the 8 
eir 7 that the same was done by mon 1 Some i voluntarily, 


ring thereon are Indians, 
mane attached to the Blackfeet Indian Reservation. 
nd at the Blackfeet Agency this the 28th day of Sep- 
J. W. SCHULTZ. 
BLACKFEET AGENCY, MONT., September 28, 1895. 


bloods, 8 anh 
Given under my 


8 . 


ae In 
to the rn oaia Halas Hoods and mix in 3 was fully interpreted to 
said 5 and they made to understand the same; that af ter said interpre- 
tation the sai dians whose names appear subseri to said agreement 
the same in our presence. 
e further certify that said Indians are members of said tribe and reside 
pon said reservation, set apart for said Indians in Montana, and that said 
— — are male adults over the age of 21 years. 
Given under our hands at the Bl eet Indian Agency this 28th day of 


September, 1808. 
5 = CHARLES SIMON, z 
JAMES PE E, > 4 
Indian 


Int 
RICHARD SANDER 

United States Agency Interpreter. 

BLACKFEET AGENCY, MONT., September 23, 1895. 
I, George Steel], United States Indian agent at Blackfeet , Mont., 
hereby anions that the male 5 a pase of the Indians belonging to 

the Blackfeet Reservation, both full bloods and mixed bloods, is 381. 

This certificate is made upon my best knowledge information, and belief, 
derived from the records of my office and f ed by all other sources of 


reliable information as to 2 
1 under my hand Blackfeet Agency this 28th day of September, 
i GEORGE STEELL 


United States Indian ‘Agent. 
Therefore 


Beit enacted by the Senate 8 r & eee of the United States 

of America in Congress assemb be, and the same is 

hereby, accepted, ratified, on Sin onto 

That for the the purpose of "paying one-half of the expense of making the sur- 

of the boundary line described in Article I. as 8 by Article VI of 

paid d agreement, there be, and hereby is, a) propriate. 

2 Bh wig th not otherwise SOE: the sum of 500, or s0 much thereof 

y be necessary, the same to be immediately eon ; and the Secre- 

tary ry ot the Interior is hereby authorized to use so fie ot any appropria 
heretofore or he: ter e for aos ee of the Indians of the B 

rvation as may be necessary to pay one-half of the expense of the survey 

of oe 1 boundary line by the Lald A Article Vi of the agreement to be borne 


R rk upon the filing in the United States local land office for the districtin 
which the lands surrendered by Article I of the foregoing agreement are sit- 
uated of the approv vea pistor or survey authorized by section 2 m2 of this act, the 
lands so surrendered be open to occupation, location, and pw un- 
der the provisions of the 9 land laws only, subject to the several arti- 
ee e Sched pe dey ee Provided . tion shall 
no construed to authorize occupancy o for mining purposes 
prior to the date of filing said approved plat of survey. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 84, after line 2, to insert as 
a new section the following: 


AGREEMENT WITH THE INDIANS OF THE SAN CARLOS INDIAN RESERVATION 
IN ARIZONA. 

Src. 10. Whereas Province McCormick, United States Indian inspector 
did, on the 25th day of ee ge aN i accordance with the 0 0 of 
the act of Congress of March 2, (28 3 at Large, page conclude 

ent with the Indians of the San Carlos Reservation, reba for the 
5 ee ee to the United States of the lands of the reserva- 
tion 3 the coal fields, which said agreement is in words and figures 
= sews (House Document No. 320, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session), 


Lig ay Jeep made on or eh day of Februa: 
item in the act of Co: 
12 e Po ee 5 ing Pome 


ter. 


589 5 of any moneys in 


tted 18 Congress for its action,“ by Province McCormick, 
United States Indian inspector, on the o the United Sta and the 
— tig Mohave, and Yuma Indians, resi on the San Carlos In 


ARTICLE I. 


That the said Indians do hereby arg t, and relinquish to the United 
States all right, title, and claim which they may have in and to all the land 
embraced within the following described tract, now a part of the said San 
Carlos or White Mountain Indian Reservation, to wit: 

All the land lying south of a line, commencing at a point on the nt 
eastern boun the said reservation, 1 mile south of Goodwin Borin, ringi 
thence in a general direction west to the highest point on Mount Turnbu 
pe in a westerly direction to a point on a line between the Daea build- 

g pro per and 9 # or the Saddle Butte, 7 miles from said — 5 
— direction; thence in a westerly direction at longest rence 
gear to The mouth of Hawk Canyon, not crossing said canyon; Ti 

e Gila River, following the south bank to a point where said G 
crosses the present western boundary of the reservation. 

ARTICLE IL 

That in consideration of the lands ceded, Pern inane in A conveyed, as 
aforesaid, the United States stipulates and agrees To pry he ee 
of the United States to the credit and for the sole benefit of the said Apache, 
Mohave, and Yuma Indians and to account therefor annuall them, through 
wee Sens, Se tee proceeds acc: ruing from the disposal of such coal at and 
ds lying within the ona oan ASe under the laws applicable 
thereto; and that said money shall be paid to them in cash from time to time 


ila River 


as the same shall become available, pro ae and share alike to each 
man, woman, and child of the tribes now living upon and entitled to the 
privileges of the said reservation: Provided, That none of the money cred- 
ited to suid Indians under this agreement shall be subject to the payment of 
an judgments, or demands vere ples d Indians for s or dep- 
redations ed to have been committed prior to the signing of agree- 
men 


3 III. 
That for the purpose o ting the ceded land from the diminished 
reservation the new . e described in article 1 of the ment 
cm be rly surveyed and permanently marked in a plain and substan- 
sma irst 2 8 and durable monuments; and that the pout ot ona of said 


penkis ble to and be paid out of the proceeds of 
18 5 chargea pa Pp 


ARTICLE IV. 


This agreement shall 5 take effect and be in force until ratified by the 
Congress of the United Sta by 


13 and signed at San 98 Ariz., on the 25th day of February, 
PROVINCE McCORMICK, 
United States Indian Inspector. 
93 f articles of agreement ha been fully explained to us in 
, the undersigned chiefs, headmen, and members of the sey- 
eral bands of N 


e, oTa and Yuma Indians, attached to and receiving 
rations at the Carlos Agency in the Territory of Arizona, do hereby 
consent and agree to all the stipulations therein con’ ed. 
88 our eiia and seals at San Carlos Agency, Ariz., this 25th day of 
er 
(Here soy 66 signatures of the adult male Indians of the San Carlos 
rvation. 
itness: 


2 e th Infantry, Acting Indian Agent. 
leventh Infan i ndian 
D. G. CunnsMa eer ae 
Agency Clerk. 
We hereby certify that the foregoingarticles of ent were 
read and explained to the Indians, patties hereto, 8 council, eee 
thoroughly understood by them before signing the same, and that the agree- 
ment was executed and signed by said Indians at the Ben Carlos Indian 
Agency, in Arizona Territory, on the 25th day of Febru: 1896. 
United Si ty Sorter 
ni States; et nterpreter. 
TANT BREAD, 


United States A. ney Interpreter, Apache. 


United States S ee l Interpreter. 
ARTHUR DUCAT, 
United States Agency Interpreter, Mohave. 


L. MYER, 
Captain n Eleventh Infantry, Acting Indian Agent. 
D. G. CHEESMAN, 

Agency Clerk. 

I certify that the records of this office show that eg et total number of males 
on this reservation over 18 years of. age, according to last census, was 1,113, of 
woon 1. = scouts in the United tes service and permanently E 

8 


2 ALBERT L. MYER, 
Captain Eleventh Infantry, Acting Indian Agent. 
SAN CARLOS AGENCY, ARIZ., February 25, 1896. 


San CARLOS AGENCY, ARIZ., February 25, 1896. 

I certify that the records of this office show 1.083 male adult Indians over 
18 years of age now residing on this entire 5 aud that the foregoing 
agreement has been duly signed bya 885 thereof. 

Therefore 


‘CE McCORMICK, 
Be it enacted „ and ome 


United States Indian Inspector. 
of Representatives of the United States 
„ and ane 


ae agreement be, and the same 


e (estimated 
and made 
8 


Secretary of 
the 5 9 ptt the compensation to be allowed for executing 
said survey not to exceed the sum of per mile, including the monuments, 


There is ser appro; ratoa out of any money in the Treas not other - 
— ted. the 3 800, or e much th bai 8 


mia appropria! ereof as may be 
carry into eff tect th he provisions 4 of the E e eign soon aid amount B 


aiw however, That from the proceeds of the 
880 by said agreement there shall first deducted an 
amount sufficient to reimburse the United States for the expenditure author- 
8 bon th f 21 ho is a citizen of the United Sta: 
vory posone ve the age of 21 years whois a of the tes 
or who has declared his intention to become mo soeh, or any associatio: 
sons eee ene as above, een 


— Lupon m the ceded portion of said d reservation, not ex g 160 acres to 
such individual person, or #20 acres to such association, to de Aken as near 
as practicable in square form, 4 unon yment to the receiver d Ag per acre 
for such lands: Provided, however, T. 

as above, whoin good faith 
and o r. mine, shall 


person or associato ap tant pig 8 such coal lands shall file 
eld notes of the land urveyor gen to be zal show: 


8 upon ced rw ts 5 tha 

e n 
coal, whether ent or vein, or placer, may be 5 aaa rin * 
ance with the terms of the io general mi > United 8 tates, as 
found in Title XXXII, chapter 6, of the R Revised Statutes of the United States 
and amendments e 


All locations of the character specified in section 6 heretofore made upon 


Apri 10, 


said land are hereby validated, but no application for the e any 
coal or mineral lan ghall be received of the icoal olfice prior to the 
official filing of the plat provided by section 2 of this 

All locations of t 1 7 in section 6 heretofore made upon 
said land are hereby validated, but no pe greg wa for the $ aidea any 
coal or shall be received at the local land office prior to the 
official filing of the plat provided by section 2 of this act. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to strike out all of the amendment 
reported by the committee after line 17, on page 100, to the end of 
the section, and to insert in lien thereof what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). If 
there be no objection, the amendment reported by the committee 
to the end of line 17, on page 100, will be regarded as agreed to. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The amendment of 
the Senator from South Dakota will now be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is pro to strike out all the amendment 
after line 17, on page 100, as follows: 

21 ho is a citizen of States 
eee aaa of 
sons ified as app 

proper office, have the — to enter any guantity of vacant coal 
lands —— the ceded portion of said 180 
such individual person or 320 acres to such association, 
as practicable in square form, u 
for 17 5 pe 55 Provided, hower 
— opened a a ee $ shall have a preference right 9 for ninety 
days an 


g 
to bə taken as near 
pon 8 to the receiver of 55 per nere 
er, any person or 


made by or under the direction of the United States surveyo: eral, show- 
accurately the boundaries of the land claimed, which s be distinctly 
and d by course and dis- 


gro connecte 
ed monument within 2 miles, 
t of all surveys within such distance. 

Mining claims upon said ds for deposits of minerals other than 
coal, whether lode or vein or , may be located 3 in ac- 
cordance with the terms of the general ing laws of the United States, as 
found in Title XXXII, chapter 6, of the Revised Statutes of the United States 

amendments thereto. 

All locations of the character specified in section 6 heretofore made upon 
said land are gard validated, but no application for the 8 of any 
coal or min lands shall be received at the local land oflice prior to the 
official filing of the plat provided by section 2 of this act. 

And to insert: 


That upon the filing in the United States local land office for the district in 
which the lands surrendered by Article I of the foregoing agreement are situ- 
ated of the approved plat or survey authorized by section 2 of this act, the 
lands sosurrendered shall be oer to occupation, location, and purchase under 
the provisions of the mineral-land laws only, subject to the several articles 
of the for: agreement: Provided, That the terms of this section shall 
not be cons! to authorize occupancy of said lands for mining p es 
prior to the date of filing said approved plat of survey: Provided, homerer, That 
any person who in goad faith prior to the of this act had discovered 


from and after the official Firm in the local land 
on 2 of this act. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota to the 
amendment of the committee. 
Mr. ALLISON. I shall be very glad if the Senator from South 
Dakota in charge of the bill will state wherein the provision that 
he no proposes differs from the existing provision in the bill as 


Mr. PETTIGREW. The bill as printed provides that the coal 
and other mineral lands shall be sold and the proceeds held for 
the benefit of the Indians and paid to them each year. It also pro- 
vides that the coal lands shall be sold at $5 acre, which is a 
reduction of one-half of the pe charged under the existing stat- 
utes of the United States. Theagreementmade with those Indians 
provides that such lands shall be disposed of under the coal and 
mineral laws of the United States, and that they shall have the 

. Therefore we agreed when we made the contract with 

ose Indians that they should have practically not less than $10 

an acre for the coal lands, while in ratifying the agreement as 

by the committee they would receive only $5 an acre. It 

is for the e of correcting the error that I offer the amend- 
ment which I have sent to the desk. 

Mr. ALLISON. I of course do not know precisely what amend- 
ment is necessary, but the amendment to the amendment as read 
at the desk provides with respect to other minerals than coal. 
The proviso on page 101 reads: z 

Provided, however, That any person or association qualified as above, who 
„ the passage of this act had discovered and opened a 
mine, etc. 

I do not know whether any other minerals have been discovered 
on those lands. - 

Mr.PETTIGREW. Ithinknot. There is nothing in the notes 
of the a ent to that effect. 

Mr. ALLISON . So the only effect of tha change proposed is to 
make the price of these lands $10 an acre instead of $s. 

Mr. P IGREW. Yes, sir; to accord with the agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on 5 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


Mr. FAULKNER. There was an amendment on page 65 which 


Was passed over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are a number of amendments 
which were passed over. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Anumber of amendments have been passed 
over. aa? will take them up in their order. The first one is on 
page 28. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecreta: 
order the amendments which have been 

The Secretary. After the word “do: 
the committee report to strike out: 

Provided, That the sums of money mentioned in this and the preceding 
paragraph shall be paid to said Indians by an officer designated by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The next amendment which was passed 
over is on page 51. 3 

The P IDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated, 

The SECRETARY., At the end of line 13, page 51, it is proposed 
to amend the amendment by inserting: 

And a majority of the members of any board or commission to be paid from 
this appropriation shall be appointed from bona fide residents of the State or 
Territer 15 which is located the 


7 particular reservation concerning which 
such board or comm! is appointed to negotiate. g 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] 
to the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. CHILTON. President, 1 am reluctant to take up a 
question which has been so well worn in discussions before the 
Senate heretofore, but it does seem to me that the roposition of 
the Senator from Utah ought not to be adopted. The State from 
which I come has nothing beyond a general interest in the selec- 
tion of officers such as those touched by his amendment. So far 
as my information goes there never has been one of the many In- 
dian agents or Indian treaty commissioners throughout the West 
appointed from Texas. I have not the slightest expectation that 
any such will bo appointed in future. 

will say further that I have no sort of inclination to widen 
unduly the bounds of discretion vested in the 8 of the 
Interior or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or any other exec- 
utive officer. 3 

I am fully in accord with the Senator from Utah [Mr. 5 
on the general policy of localizing the appointments to Feder: 
offices so far as practicable, butit seems to me that that rule ought 
not to be applied where it may prove an obstruction. Home rule 
is a good rule, but exceptions to it are nocessary, and it seems to 
me this case affords a marked instance of the desirability of 
exception. 

the States have United States judges, marshals, attorneys, 
clerks, and commissioners. Hence a general policy of appointing 
s officers from local applicants works equitably as well as efti- 
ciently. 

But in the very nature of things, the places at which Federal 
business is disposed of can not be geographically distributed in 
fair proportion among the States. ere will more or less 
concentration in the location of sites upon which to conduct the 
operations of the Federal Government. 

It is a perversion of a good principle to say that because the dis- 
charge of the duties of a Federal officer happens to call him within 
the boundaries of a certain State or Territory the officer shall nec- 
essarily be appointed from the people of that State or Territory. 

Mr. President, we must not lose sight of reasonable distinctions, 
When we say that marshals, attorneys, and judges in Maine should 
be appointed from among the residents of Maine we give to that 
State a monopoly of those offices, but we counterbalance it by 
insisting that marshals, attorneys, and judges in Texas shall be 
appointed from among the citizens of Texas. When you extend 

e doctrine to offices of a strictly national character, about which 
no knowledge of State laws or special intercourse with localaffairs 
is n „vou reach, in my opinion, a dangerous ground. The 
Senators from Kansas might. with reason, claim that the 
superintendent of the national penitentiary at Leavenworth should 
be appointed from among the citizens of their State, or the Senators 
from Texas urge that the national-bank examiners in our State 
should be appointed from the citizens of Texas, 

It seems to me that the Senator from Utah ought to admit that 
his good rule deserves an exception in a case like this. When the 
question of procuring Indian lands by treaty arises we all know 
How much local influence and local enterprise become involved 
in a particular policy and how much such considerations control 
the final disposition of the matter. The same tendency would 


Will report in their 
over. 
„in line 19, page 28, 


exist if the reservation were located in Texas or in any other State. 
I can not see why a function like that of making a treaty with In- 
dians should be subjected to any special influence of local devel- 


opment. 
There is another thing, sir. Whatever one might think of a 
general policy of local appointments to Federal offices, is it proper 
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ing with like reser- 
vations and like offices? We should not make fish of Utah and 
fowl of Montana. We should not force upon a Senator from one 


that we should act upon different lines in 


State, as for example Washington, one line of policy, and upon a 
Senator from another State, as for example exas, another line 
of policy; but we should endeavor to pursue a consistent policy 
throughout. At least we might afford to make it consistent 
through one session of Congress. i 

Besides all this, Mr. President, I wish to submit to the Senate 
the question whether in any event it is within the authority of 
Congress to limit in advance the power of the President in making 
appointments. Can Congress pass a law to restrict eligibility to 
Te eral offices to the inhabitants of a particular State? Can we, 
in creating au office, make an arbitrary limitation upon the power 
of appointment vested in another jurisdiction? It seems to me 
not. If Congress can provide by law thatcertain officers shall be 
appointed from Utah A paces can also provide that all the Federal 
officers shall be appointed from the State of Utah. Under the 
same warrant it would be constitutional to provide that none of» 
the Federal officers shall be appointed from Utah. In that way 
we could confer upon the citizens of that State an absolute mo- 
nopoly of all the offices of this Government, or, on the other hand, 
we could disfranchise them altogether. ) 

While, of course, it is improbable that such extreme cases will 
occur, yet the question of power is as directly involved here as it 
would be in those cases. I would rid this question of all n- 
ship and submit to Senators the proposition that a law which re- 
stricts Federal appointments by specified State lines is violative of 
that deep underlying policy of nationality and eo erg Serna the 
States upon which our Federal Union is founded. I believe such 
an enactment is clearly con to the great principles which 
evoked our present system from the old Confederation and should 
be held unconstitutional as in conflict with the organic structure 
of our Government. 

Mr. President, there isno branch of Federalemployment which 
is further removed from the general policy of local i e 
than the Indian service. If there is any duty the harge of 


which depends less upon local knowledge and local motives than | mig 


every other, it is the duty of making treaties with the Indians. 
We all know how piece by piece the Indian lands have passed from 
the control of the aboriginal owners and how great bands which 
once roved and claimed a continent have been scattered to frag- 
ments and to poverty. I know, sir, that sentimental considera- 
tions have been and will be powerless to arrest this fate. Anglo- 
Saxon civilization 1 on to its destiny over mountains and 
deserts and even over solemn compacts. Everything yields to the 
instinct of expansion and the overruling law of self-preservation; 
but while we can not close our eyes to this great march, if there 
is any one line which should be guarded by a by disinter- 
estedness, by absolute freedom from local uence, by a broad 
survey of American national obligations, it is the work of obtain- 
ing from the Indians the surrender of their tribal and hereditary 
omes, : 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, there are three points of objec- 
tion raised by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON] to the pro- 
posed amendment. One is that if carried it will put an obstacle in 
the way of the public service; another, that it is an invasion of 
the Executive prerogative for Congress to provide the method of 
selection of commissioners to treat with the Indians; and the third 
is an apponi in behalf of the downtrodden aboriginal race of the 
United States. 

Instead of being an obstacle, the npag of the amendment 
would be the first step toward an execution of the purpose of Con- 
er in this direction. But $15,000 is proposed to be provided for 

ting with three tribes of Indians, the Uncompahgres, the 
Uintahs, and those on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation. Unless 
we shall have a local board or commission to treat with those In- 
dians the $15,000 will not provide the preliminary expenses, if we 
are to judge by the record of the past. I have in my possession 
here an abstract of the expenditures made by the commission ap- 
pointed to treat with the Uncompahgre and Uintah Utes, a com- 
mission recently turned loose on furlough. They have spent 
$16,000. They have not begun treating with the Uintah Utes, and 
80 far as practical results are concerned the Department has done 
nothing with regard to the treaty which was to have been carried 
out with the areas mes Indians in the opening of their reser- 
yation according to stipulations. 

Mr. President, it is a lon Neg Be the Eastern part of this 
country to the West, Men here know very little about the condi- 
tion prevailing there, as is evidenced by the report of the gentle- 
men who went out to treat with the Uncompahgre Utes. Their 
statement of expenditures shows that they spent nearly $4,000 
before they were able to perform the first day of labor under the 
commission which they received from the President of the United 
States. I will guarantee, sir, that if a local board had been a 

inted no such extravagant misuse of the public money would 

ve been permitted or attempted. The whole of the $15,000 now 


roposed will be insufficient, and grossly insufficient, if we shall 
Eaves continuation of tha ruis which provails tn the interior DO 
partment at the present time in the selection of men who know 
nothing about the conditions which they are to confront. 

Mr. ident, concerning the second point, that this will be an 
inyasion of Executive right: In the section of this very bill di- 
rectly preceding the matter now under consideration is a clause 
which requires that the President in appointing a commission 
shall not appoint more than two members from a certain polit- 
ical A it any less of a distress upon Presidential prer: 
tive to define the political lines within which he shall make hi 
selection than to define the graphical lines? It seems to me 
that people residing within States where certain large interests 
exist, upon the development of which much of the community’s 
progress may depend, have quite as much right as the adherents 
of political parties to petty spoils and patronage. I did not hear 
anyone raise an objection from the other side of the Chamber upon 
this particular point of the proposition, The only one who ob- 
jected to it was tho distinguished Senator from husetts 
pey, Hoar]. He objected to that clause of the preceding section, 

ut the Senator from Texas did not notice ap tly that it was 
an invasion of Presidential right or prerogative. 

Mr. President, so far as the rights of the Indians in the Rocky 
Mountain region are concerned, Í believe they will best be main- 
tained by haying commissions appointed from men who have 
dwelt near the Indians, who have had some fraternity with them. 
In Utah we have had a motto for many years, It is better to feed 
the Indians than to fight them.” e have taught them the 
arts of There has been no attempt on the part of the resi- 
dents of that State to take from any Indian that which was his 
right by inheritance. On the 1 we have spread the 
knowl of irrigation among them. The best farmers in the 
Indian communities of the United States are those who dwell in 
the State of Utah, and they have obtained that knowledge by the 
charitable consideration of men not | ges by the Government, 
but from members of the communities who have volunteered 
to go among the Indians and labor, that some remnant of the 
ighty race which once inhabited this continent may preserve its 
identity to future generations. 

There is nothing political or personal in the proposition of this 
amendment. On the contrary, I care not whether all three of the 
men to be appointed on the commission to serve in Utah shall be- 
long to one political party or the other. I care nothing as to the 
individuality of the men so long as they be competent; but I do 
object to having a question of such magnitude as this juggled 
with; I do object, sir, to having the Era A of the United States 
make appropriations year after year, to frittered away in the 
accomp. ent of no possible public good. 

The very reason which the Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON] 
asserted why these places should beat the disposal of the citizens 
of the United States is the reason why I think they should not be. 
People are hunting for place. We see away off 2,500 miles from 
the community in which we live some possible position procurable 
through political influence, and we say, This will be for us.“ A 
man is appointed to the position. He wants to hold it just as 
long as he can. He cares nothing whatever for the distress im- 

»osed on the local interest by his lack of action. He cares nothing 

or the local sentiment so long as he can draw the salary of that 
position, and he will hold it just as long as he can. Whenever 
any local protest goes up to the appointing power he will reply 
that it issimply the attempt of some monopoly to seize improperly 
and unwisely and nefariously the rights of Indians; whereasif the 
officers are appointed from local people they are controlled by local 
sentiment, and they will attempt to carry out the law. 

I think the amendment ought to carry in the interest of the pub- 
lic service and in the interest of the economy which we all ought 
to serve in this Chamber. S 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I wish to make one suggestion. 
The Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] calls attention to a provi- 
sion in the appropriation bill which precedes the amendment he 
offers. This provision is to the effect that in the 3 of 
one of the Indian commissions no more than two of the members 
shall be from the same political party. Individually, [havealways 
doubted the constitutionality of a limitation of that sort. But I 
wish tocall attention to a distinction between that clause and the 
one now under consideration. 

The theory upon which our Constitution was founded was that 
of nationality. The Constitution contains a clause that Senators 
and Representatives shall reside in the States from which they 
are chosen. But when you go beyond that and attempt to make 
eligible to other offices citizens of particular States only, you are, 
in my jadgment, trenching upon the essential principle that per- 
vades our Constitution—the principle of nationality in the powers 
clearly granted to the Federal Government. 

It does seem to me, sir, as I said a moment ago, that if we can 
provide by law that these officers shall come from Utah, we can 
go further and provide that all the statutory officers shall come 


3808 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 10, 


from particular States. Have you not then reached the et 
point which the framers of the Constitution intended to guar 


against when they established it upon a national basis? 

The Senator from Utah speaks of the friendliness to the Indians 
on the part of those who live around them. I know nothing of 
the 1 Utah particularly, but the history of this Gov- 
ernment is of instances where those who s neighbors to 
Indian reservations have looked i eth with envious eyes. 
You have only to turn back in our history to the case of Georgia, 
where there was almost civil war, almost armed conflict between 
Governor Troup, acting for the Georgia people, and the forces of 
the United States, about the reservation of the Cherokees and other 
Indian tribes in that State. That has been the history of such 
eae from the beginning of our Government down to this 


e. 

I can not believe that gentlemen who live in daily contact with 
Indians will give thesame considerate, patient attention to those 
matters as do men who are sent from other States. Of course I 
have no 3 to exclude the people of Utah, but my idea is 
that we ought not to attempt to put limitations upon Executive 
discretion in this respect; that it is unwise; that it will return to 
plague us. Whatever an individual Senator might do, if called 
to vote on the confirmation of an officer, as a matter of policy ad- 
dressing itself to him, when it comes to forcing our notion upon 
the Executive by limiting his power of appointment I submit that 
we are transcending the proper limitations of Congressional 
authority, and it ought not to be done. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, if this brief debate shall have 
resulted in bringing the Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON] to 
that splendid compen of nationality as against the rights 
of the States and the sovereignty of the States which he has seemed 
to indicate, I shall feel that I did not raise the point in vain. I 
love to hear expressions from either side of the Chamber in behalf 
of having no lines between the people of the United States. I 
think, however, that we have shown on this particular occasion 
a devoted attention to the national spirit which might better be 
given to it when some broad national question is under considera- 
tion. I should like to hear such declarations from the other side 
of the Chamber on an occasion of that kind. 

Mr. President, if the treatment of the Indians by the United 
States has been such as to drive the Indians as far from civiliza- 
tion, as far from their rights, as the Senator from Texas describes, 
it is time that there should be some local influence at work to 
preserve that which is left to them. I regard the treatment of 
the Indians of this country by the Government of the United 
States as that of dishonor and cruelty; and one of the blackest 
chapters of all our history will be that which records the manner 
in Which we havainvaded the rights of the aborigi races, the 
manner in whichywe have seized that which their God gave to 
them. In this particular matter I desire to see the rights of the 
Indians preserved, and I believe that the people who dwell in the 
States where the tribes are located will do better justice than 
the Administration now in power, will do better justice more 

erously by and more considerately for the Indians than the 
terior Department, especially under the management of the gen- 
tleman who now controls its destinies. 

The one thing which corrupted the Indians of the West is going 
on now. They are held upon their reservations, with vast tracts 
of land which excite the cupidity of men from all sections of the 
United States, and steadily, without coming into immediate in- 
tellectual contact with the Anglo-Saxon race to be taught the 
arts by which they can be preserved, they are being 8 
1 and 8 If we can have a er eg of their 

ds, if we can have allotments in severalty, if the Indians can 
learn methods of irrigation and other arts ne to be prac- 
ticed for the preservation of their community life in the West, 
they will be saved as a pie; But if we shall go on in the man- 
ner now practiced by the Interior Department there will not be 
any Indians leftin any one of the three reservations now under 
consideration to insure the perpetuity of the race. 

Mr. PALMER. May I ask the Senator from Utah in what 
Tes the 5 management of the Interior Department is 
defective? hat particular objection can he point out? Is it 
because citizens of other States are sent to those reservations as 
agents? What is there in the present management that differs 
from the past? 

Mr. GRAY. It is Democratic and not Republican. 

Mr. CANNON. It would be much easier to tell wherein the 
present administration of the Interior Department is not defect- 
ive than to go through a long recital of mistakes, obstinate mis- 
takes, willful mistakes, trated by the gentleman who now 
stands at the head of that Bepartment. I shall confine myself to 
one particular instance, sir—the treatment of the land and Indian 
questions of the West. 

7 passed an act by which the Indian reservation known 
as the Uncompahgre could have been thrown open to settlement 


and ownership by the people of the United States without taking 


from the Indians one scintilla of their rights. py treaty obliga- 
tion it was morae that when the Government should choose to 
do so it might allot the lands in severalty, and all not so allotted 
or not selected should become public domain, to be settled upon by 
the citizens of this country. The Secretary of the Interior ap- 
1 a a commission to go and treat with the Uncompahgre 
Utes, backed by an gud babe of $16,000 for that purpose. It 
is a fair charge that when the Secretary of the Interior sent that 
commission into Utah he gave to them oral instructions not to 
carry out the law. 

It is a fair charge to make for the simple reason that that com- 
mission, had it been instructed by the Interior Department to 
carry out the law, certainly would have done something in that 
direction, 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Utah allow me to ask 
him a ao 

Mr. CANNON. 5 
Mr. PALMER. It may be something more than a question. 
That charge the Senator says is a fair charge. Is it a true charge? 
Has the Senator my proof of its truth? 

Mr. CANNON. do not know the difference between a fair 
charge and a true charge. If a ch be not true, certainly it is 
not fair. As to whether I have pr or not, the records are full 


of proof of apacia instruction given to the commission for a special 
poe That commission never was to carry out the 
w, and the correspondence had between the members of the com- 


mission and the Intetior Department afford ample proof of it. 
The commission could have allotted the lands in severalty within 
the Uncompahgre Reservation in less than three months’ time. It 
was delayed month after month, pending which time the Secretary 
of the Interior sent his communication to Congress stating that 
he did not favor having the lands allotted in that way. hat 
further evidence does the Senator from Illinois want of the truth 
of the charge, when the work of that commission was delayed at 
the expense of the Government month after month, passing over 
a period of fifteen months, when the whole work coala have been 
done at the outside within three months, pending which time the 
Secretary of the Interior sends a communication to Congress that 
this is a method which he does not propose to follow and does not 
think ought to be followed in the di ition of these lands? I 
say that the charge is a fair one, that the commission had special 
instructions. 

Mr. President, it was notorious in the vicinity of the reservation 
that it would not be opened by the work of this particular com- 
mission. Some few words from one member after another of the 
commission leaked out until men dwelling in that locality were 

rone to say, ‘‘The reservation will not be opened.” That pre- 

iction was absolutely fulfilled. The Secretary, before the work 
of the commission had been anywhere near concluded, sent his 
communication to Congress o which he Es go in effect to say 
that some other method must be adopted, or else the law would 
not be carried out. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I think I can see how the inter- 
ests of the white people who desire to enter and occupy these lands 
were in some measure affected, but the Senator from Utah has 
= Lr told me how the interests of the Indians were unfavorably 

ec 

I am not entirely familiar with the history of the administration 
of Indian affairs by the Interior D ent. I know the present 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. I know that he is a citizen of 
Illinois of the highest possible character, integrity, and compe- 
tency. He was the judge of one of our courts for a number of 
1 It will be a surprise to the people of Minois who know 

im to hear that he has been used as an instrument of wrong, 
willful wrong, as the Senator from Utah characterizes the conduct 
of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. President, it is quite the habit, not of Senators exclusively, 
but of those who criticise the acts of executive officers, to deal in 
generalities. Such generalities are accepted as good change in the 
ordinary political market, but to those who have responsibilities 
they ought not to be ey, seep as furnishing evidence. I do not 
know as to the particular communication to which the Senator 
from Utah refers. I have not seen it. I am not a member of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, nor am I interested particularly in 
the administration of Indian affairs, but the charge made by the 
Senator from Utah of a willful disregard of duty on the part of the 
Secretary of the Interior deserves something more, in my judg- 
ment, if it is to be made the basis of action, than the mere general 
form in which the charge is made. Perhaps the practice of the 
law has made me somewhat skeptical of what is termed secondary 
evidence. The Senator hints that it was quite understood the 
lands were not to be allotted; that something leaked ont which 
satisfied the people interested. I suppose he refers to the ad- 
jacent white people, for whatever may be said of the people of 
the West, whatever may be said of people anywhere, they have 
been eagerly desirous of lands occupied by the Indians from the 
beginning; from the time the Pilgrim Fathers landed upon the 
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rock and my own immediate ancestors landed in Virginia. This 
desire for Indian lands is one which has always characterized the 
white people, and I distrust these claims on the part of the imme- 
rr neighbors of Indian reservations; I distrust their impar- 
tiality. 

I confess that I would prefer that a citizen should be selected 
who is not interested, one who simply desires the welfare of the 
Indians and the proper administration of his office, that he should 
be selected wherever he may be found, and that he should be sent 
to these reservations as an impartial person having no other de- 
sire than to serve the Indians and to do right. I prefer that sort 
of nursing fatherhood to the tender mercies of those who are 
around the Indians and desire to make profit out of their condi- 
tion. I say nothing against the citizens of Utah. I presume they 
are as good people as there are in the world; but I have no doubt 
that they are now hungering and thirsting for the valuable lands 
that belong to these Indians. I see by the newspapers that when- 
ever a reservation is opened there are thousands of people camp- 
ing around ready and eager to be in that happy class called soon- 
ers” in the occupation of Indian lands. say I have no doubt 
about the excellence of the inhabitants of the State in which the 
Senator lives, but I must confess that I have more faith in the 
impartiality of some disinterested, capable, honest man, such as 
can be found in this country, who neither desires the lands, who 
has no feeling about it, but simply regards the remnants of that 
race as objects of sympathy and care, and who seeks to protect 
them in their unhappy situation. Their situation is ppy. 
That they are going the pathway of the deer and the buffalo and 
all the aborigines, both animal and human, is a very fair proposi- 
ti < ; 


on. 

I confess to the Senator that conceding all he claims, that it is a 
matter of interest to those who reside near these reservations, I 
would prefer that the authority of the Government should not be 
limited; that it may go where it can find proper men, and appoint 
them and sendthem there. It is a national duty; it is not a local 
duty. Its responsibility rests upon us all. e all owe a debt, 
perhaps a debt of humiliation and shame, for our conduct toward 
the Indians, and a larger debt, I think, to Almighty God for the 
sins we have committed upon that race. How that debt ever will 
be satisfied I confess Ido not know. My friend on my right [Mr. 
Mutts] suggests that we should go into bankruptcy. Yes, bank- 
ruptcy crimes can not well be atoned for. 3 

But I desire to protest against these severe criticisms, these 
charges of a willful wrong; that is, that the Secretary of the 
Interior meant to do wrong and did not intend to do right; that 
he tried to do wrong and did not try to do right; that he was 
eager to do wrong and was unwilling to do iy It is the impu- 
tation of an official crime which the Senator from Utah has made 
against the Secretary of the Interior. I am willing to concede 
that there may be mistakes in judgment. The Secretary of the 
Interior may not be wise. I understand, indeed, he is not very 
wise, because I remember the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoL- 
88 a few days ago that he is down in Georgia making 

that are y converting men to the other way of 
thinkin He may not be wise, but still I am not willing to sit 
by and listen to these charges of a willful disregard of his duty in 
the absence of something which ought to be sufficient according 
to the rules of criminal justice. ere ought to be evidence at 
least strongly probable. I do not insist that there should be proof 
beyond reasonable doubt. I have no particular reason for defend- 
ing theSecretary of the Interior, except my desire that the admin- 
istration of the public affairs shall be proper and that those who 
are Pian upon to administer them shall be treated at least with 
0 airness. 

Mr. CANNON. T hope the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] 
did not construe any remark of mine as a reflection upon the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs or the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. In this Sahara desert of official tinge peared at the 
Interior Department there have been two yery bright green spots 
for Western men, and they have been the offices of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. So far as I know, there is no complaint to find with 
either one of these gentlemen; and had the advice which I think 
the official correspondence shows that they have given on the sub- 
ject been followed, we would not be here making such charges as 
to lead the Senator from Illinois to suppose that we imagine the 
Secretary of the Interior to be eager to commit crime. I do not 
care whether he is eager or whether he does it reluctantly. He 
does it with a great avidity; I am certain of that. He does it con- 
stantly on the two at questions which affect the West, the 
treatment of the Indian reservations and the treatment of the 
public-land question there. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Utah . CANNON] to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CHILTON. I wish to raise the Turton whether the amend- 
ment is in order or not. I wish to submit it to the Chair without 
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further debate before we come to the main question. Is it not 

eneral legislation? I make that point. The appropriation bill 
aes not provide for any commissioners, I understand; it does not 
provide for any board; but here comes an amendment provid- 
ing that when a board or a commission is appointed there shall be 
a majority of the board or commission appointed from the State 
or Territory in which the reservation is located. I submit that 
that is general legislation. It affects all the people of this coun- 
try. It is an exclusion; it is a disfranchisement of. the people of 
44 States of the Union, and it does seem to me, while the term 
general legislation” is one very vague and indefinite, that this 
is legislation of a description so far-reaching and comprehensive 
that it comes properly within the inhibition of our rules in that 


T t. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules that the amend- 
ment to the amendment is in order. 

Mr. GRAY. Can not the amendment be read? Ido not think 
many have heard it. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be read before the Chair rules 
on the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the commit- 
tee, to which the amendment of the Senator from Utah is pro- 
posed, will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 51, beginning at line 1, the committee 
report to insert: j 

Toenable the Secre of the Interior to negotiate with the Uncompah. 
tribe of Indians, and with the Indians residing upon the Uintah Reservation, 
in the State of Utah, and with the Indians residing u the Fort Hall Res- 
ervation, in the Stateof Idaho, and, in his discretion, with any other Indi 
for the surrender of any 8 of their respective reservations, or for such 
modification of existing treaties and ‘eements as may be deemed desirable 
by said Indians and the Secretary of the Interior, $15,000; and all agreements 
made for the purchase of the unallotted lands in any Indian reservation shall 
provide a fund for the 28 of taxes upon inalienable allotments, but no 
agreement made shall take effect until ratified by Congress. d = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] to the amendment of the com- 
mittee will be read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the committee amendment, 
line 13, page 51, insert: 

Anda majority of the members of any board or commission to be paid from 
this appropriation shall be appointed from bona fide residents of the State 
or Territory in which is located the particular reservation concerning which 
such board or commission is appointed to negotiate. C 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. : 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to open for public entry all that certain 
p of the public domain in the State of Utah known as the 

ncompahgre Indian Reservation. 

Mr. PEF I ask that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that the unfinished business 
may be empora laid aside that the consideration of the appro- 

riation bill may be continued. Is there objection? The i 

ears none, and the unfinished business is temporarily laid aside. 
The question is on the adoption of the amendment of the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Cannon] to the amendment of the committee, 
upon which the Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON] has made a 
point of order. The Chair will hear debate upon the point of 
order. 

Mr. GRAY. _ I was going to ask whether the Chair had decided 
the point of order. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will hear debate upon 
the point of order if any Senator desires to be heard. The Chair 
was about to rule upon the point of order when a request was 
made that the amendment be read. 1 

Mr. CHILTON. Now, I want to make an additional point of 
order, It is that the amendment itself pro by the committee 
is general legislation. I make that point of order upon the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will rule upon the 
first point of order that it is—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from Tennessee, 2 

Mr. HARRIS, I simply desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. 
The amendment of the committee, I believe, proposes to create a 
commission or some agency to be appointed to negotiate with cer- 
tain Indians. If that be true, as I think it is, the appointing power 
could select that agency from any part of the United States. If 
the amendment of the Senator from Utah to the amendment shall 
be agreed to the appointing power has not the same breadth of 
discretion in his selection. other words, under the law as it 
exists he has the broad field of the entire Union within which to 
select. If the amendment to the amendment shall be agreed to, 
the general law as it existsis changed by limiting the j tion. 
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of the territory within which he can make the selection. It seems 
to me it is legislation, and that sort of legislation which falls within 
the rule that prohibits general legislation upon a general appro- 


priation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does any other Senator desire 
to be heard opon the point of order? 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould rather be heard upon the second point 
of order. I shall wait until that point comes before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that the 
amendment to the amendment isin order. The original amend- 
ment, if it is in order, proposes to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to enter into certain negotiations with Indian tribes to 
accomplish certain results. The Chair holds that as incidental to 
that purpose it is in order to impose any limitation or restriction 
pred | Congress may choose to impose upon the Secretary of the 
Interior. If the original amendment is in order it is the opinion 
of the Chair that the limitation and condition which is proposed 
by the Senator from Utah is also germane and in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the amendment of the committee be 
read again. Ido not understand the amendment as the Chair 
stated it. 

The Secretary again read the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations embraced between lines 1 and 13, inclusive, on 

51. 


Mr. HARRIS. Now let the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Utah to the amendment be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has ruled that the 
amendment to the amendment is in order. The Senator from 
Texas raises the further point that the original amendment is not 


in order. 
Mr. GRAY. Being general legislation. 
Mr. CHILTON. Yes, sir. 


Mr. GRAY. Coming within the third section of the sixteenth 
a if the Senator from Texas will pardon me, which reads as 
ollows: 

o amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to an 
Soe a 

Upon the d that it is general legislation, I ume. 

Mr. SHO . Mr. President, I wish the attention of the Senate 
for a few minutes in explanation of the necessity of this appropri- 
ation. I do not regard it as general legislation. In 1880, as I re- 
member it—the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] will correct 
me if that is not the date—a treaty was made with the Uncom- 
pahgre Indians then residing in the State of Colorado. The treaty 
was confirmed by Congress sup at the time that 
the treaty wholly enabled the Secre of the Interior to give 
these Indians their allotments without further legislation. ey 
were to have taken lands on the Grand River in the State of Colo- 
rado if a sufficient quantity of land could be found in that vicinity 
or on that river. It was ascertained that there was a sufficient 

uantity of land. They were then put on a temporary reservation 

the Territory of Utah by Executive Tee pe 

Secretaries oF the Interior one after the other have thought that 
the law was insufficient to authorize them to parcel out land 
in allotments to the Indians without further legislation. Two 
years ago Congress enacted a law authorizing the ng ETRE of 
opening ara a prety att spon Ds eg ful pent ba 

0 ing these us on their and segregat- 
ing Ahe balance of the reservation for public entry. The same 
Congress provided that the same commission should negotiate 
with the Uintah Indians in Utah, The commission was appointed. 
The commission exists to-day. It was appointed to carry out 
these provisions of law. This is not new legislation. It is to 
carry out the provisions of a law now on the statute books. 

As to the Fort Hall Reservation in Idaho, the Government has 
made a contract for the construction of a canal at a cost of $90,000. 
That canal is well underway. Water will be on that reservation 
under the conditions of the contract on the 1st day of June of this 
year. While water will beon the reservation, there is no provision 
made to place the Indians on their allotments. Hence the water 
can not be utilized unless this amendment is incorporated in the 
bill. It merely enables the Secretary of the Interior to go on and 
carry out the provisions of the law now on our statute books. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator 
who has just addressed the Senate, and I should like to have the 
attention of the Chair also to the inquiry, because it is inent 
to the ruling that isasked for. inning in the tenth line of the 
amendment of the committee, it reads: 


And all agreements made for the purchase of the unallotted lands in any 
Indian reservation shall provide a fund for lg tego oe taxes upon inalien- 
—— but no agreement made effect until ratified by 


Now, does not that not merely limit the authority for the nego- 

mentioned in the paragraph, but make a — 
peed or to be 

the agreement 


tiations previous! 
to all authority given 


e e 
hereafter for the purchase of Indian land and limi 


so that it shall not take effect until a ratification by Congress? It 
seems to me that that provision very clearly goes beyond directing 
how the previous appropriation is to be applied and establishes a 
general rule for all cases, and therefore it is general legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to be informed 
whether the $15,000 appropriated by this clause has been estimated 
for or is in order as an appropriation? 

Mr. SHOUP. It was estimated for by the Interior t. 
The estimates were sent in with the other estimates to the House 
committee, but for reasons that I can not explain in full the pro- 
vision was not incorporated in the bill. The amountnamed is the 
original estimate made by the Secr of the Interior. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would like to see the 


estimate. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think this is an important amendment, 
and I should like very much to see it in the bill for the 
reason suggested by the Senator from Idaho; but when we read 
the amendment and take into consideration his remarks, it will be 
seen at once that it is general legislation. It does not cover sim- 

ly the question that he refers to, but under the amendment the 
8 of the Interior is not only authorized not to confine the 
commission that is to be appointed to the carrying out of the con- 
tracts and the agreements and the treaties heretofore made with 
this particular band of Indians, but he is, in his discretion, author- 
ized to make the treaty with any other Indians on reservations 
who have not had allotments made to them. 

Mr. SHOUP. Will the Senator permit me tointerrupt him for 
a moment? 

Mr. FAULKNER. 8 

Mr. SHOUP. I wish tosay that the provision to which the Sen- 
ator has just now alluded, authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to make these negotiations, has been incorporated in the 
Indian a Soy bill for a number of years. 

Mr. FAUL . If that be true, and there is not already a 
provision of law authorizing him to extend this investigation and 
these negotiations to other Indians, of course, then, this would be 
new and general legislation. You can not avoid that conclusion. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, one word on the subject of the 
amendment being general legislation. It can not be general leg- 
islation to provide a fund for the of making a treaty wi 
any particular tribe of Indians, and, in doing that, to authorize a 
treaty to be made. Now, as the general provision here authorizes 
a treaty to be made, it is a = limitation upon it to say what 
shall be put into the treaty, and to provide the proper protection to 
the Indians who accept the allotment. This isa general provision 
merely, that in the treaty with several tribes of Indians the taxes 
of those who hold their d in severalty shall be provided for. 
It seems to me an entirely proper limitation. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Utah how he construes 
lines 10 and 11, which read, and all ents made for the 
purchase of the unallotted lands in any Indian reservation shall 
provide a fund,” etc.? Does not that come under the general rule? 

Mr. BROWN. Ishould not so construe it. I should construe 
it in reference to the particular reservation we have in charge. 

Mr. HOAR. LIsuggest to the Senator that the difficulty might 
be remedied ine ae in after the words and all agreements” 
1 ‘under the authority herein given,“ or something of 

t kind. 

Mr. BROWN. I think it might be; but it is not subject to the 

point of order. I am simply ing of that limitation of the 
ent, and also the limitation suggested by the Senator from 
est Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, my tion was 
that, as it stands, it seems to me rather a question of order. To 
make a general rule for all cases under 5 given 
or hereafter to be given is general legislation, but if it had read, 
as the Senator seems to have in mind, *‘ all nts made under 
authority given by this act,” then it would be a special limitation 


on the authority of the Secretary of the Interior and not subject 
to the point of order. 
Mr. BROWN. I have already replied, and I repeat to the Sena- 


tor from Massachusetts, that as it now reads, although the words 
“any other Indians” are used, the lan must be construed 
with reference to the subject-matter of this treaty. It can not be 
held to apply to other statutes and other treaties, and this is a 
treaty with the three particular tribes named. The agreement 
would refer to this treaty without any such clause, although I 
think it appropriate to make it more definite bynaming them again. 

As to the phrase to which the Senator from West 8 Ar. 
FAULKNER] has called attention, with any other Indians,” the 
objection has not been made to that, but I think it ought to be. 
That clause should be stricken out, because we are only dealing 


with the icular tribes named in the clause the Uncompahgre, 
the Uintah, and the Indians on the Fort Hall Reservation. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will direct the Secre- 


to read from the House of Representatives Document No. 248, 
ifty-fourth Congress, first session. 


1896. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 17, 1596. 
Stn: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Con- 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior of the Lith 
— submitting an estimate of 2 ($5,000) to enable the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to negotiate with the Uncompahgre tribe of Indians and 
with the Indians r upon the Uintah Reservation, in the State of Utah, 


for modification of treaties. 
Respectfully, yours, S. WIEE, Acting Secretary. 


The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
> * = * * e hd 


Draft of item proposed to be inserted in the Indian appropriation bill. 


To enable the 3 of the Interior to negotiate with the Uncompahgre 
tribe of Indians, and with the Indians residing upon the Uintah Reservation, 
in the State of Utah, for such modification of existing treaties and agree- 
ments with said Indians, and such change in their reservations as ara be 
deemed desirable by said Indians and the Secre of the Interior, $5,000, or 


so.mnch thereof as may be the same to be immediately available; 


but no agreement made shall take effect until ratified by Congress. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It seems to me that the amendment em- 
braces a good deal more than is contained in the estimate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is ready to rule on 
the point of order. 

. SHOUP. Mr. President, when I stated that $15,000 was 
the amount estimated by the Secretary of the Interior or the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, I had not examined the reports, but 
I stated it on the authority of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules that, so far as 
the first part of the amendment is concerned, it would be in order 
if the appropriation were in order. The estimate which has been 
called to the attention of the Chair was for $5,000 for negotia- 
tions with the Indians of the Uncompahgre tribe and the Indians 
residing upon the Uintah Reservation. The a iation has 
been changed so as to include the Indians residing upon the Fort 
Hall Reservation, in the State of Idaho, and any other Indians; 
and the amount has been increased from $5,000 to $15,000. Unless 
there has been some estimate made beyond that submitted to the 
Chair, the Chair is of opinion that so much of the amendment as 
increases the appropriation from $5,000 to $15,000, and so much as 
ineludes the — residing on the Fort Hall Reservation and 
any other Indians, is out of order. 

Chair is also of opinion that the last clause of the amend- 
ment is general legislation, unless the language be so modified as 
to confine the provision to a fund for the payment of taxes to the 
SORE TRIER SOR CORPSE SON. D SOO. SEAS: BOCAS Sie 


use. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Do I understand the Chair to decide that 
he can segregate such amendments as he deems proper to come 
within the ? The amendment is offered by the committee as 
a whole amendment, and certainly it must be taken by the Chair 
asa whole and decided either to be in order or to be not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is pleased to recog- 
nize the point as well made by the Senator from West Virginia, 
and under the circumstances is obliged to rule the amendment 
out of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, before so ruling I should like 
very much to 1 — 5 of the Chair to the ee roo 
appropriation from the Treasury ent, whi er t 
3 of Indian affairs, on page 162, contain the following 

use: 
ing with Indian tribes: To enable the 
to negotia 


y 
agreement thus negotiated 
Congress, $15,000. 

So it appears that the statement of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
SHovrP] that this was the estimate is correct. There does not ap- 
pear anywhere else in this bill, I think—the Senator in charge of 
the bill will correct me if I am in error—any other clause of sim- 
ilar character; and the enumeration of the t reservations, the 
Uncompahgre, the Uintah, and Fort Hall, do not change in any 


way the general proposition of this clause, which is in accordance 8 


the Treas en 


with the estimate furnished ury Department. 
Will the Senator send the esti- 


The PRESIDING OFFI . 
mate to the desk? 
Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to this 
ion: Suppose what the Senator from Utah says be correct— 
and I have no doubt it is—still a general estimate to negotiate 
with all Indian tribes can not support a particular amendment 
confining that negotiation to three or four tribes. Suppose the 
of the Navy had sent in an estimate for the support of 
the Navy of $500,000 or $5,000,000 a year. That would not support 
a particular appropriation of $5,000,000 a year to one special 
purpose. 
I understand that there is nobody who objects to the amendment 
of the committee, but the objection is to putting on, what is 
by several Senators as bad policy, of limiting the ap- 
T some particular State. If that pro- 


vision had not been contained in the clause the point of order 
would not have been made on the other provisions. If the Sena- 
tors should be willing to forego that little thing, which they can 
not regard as very important, and be content with the rest of the 
clause, I think the point of order would be withdrawn, and the 
amendment would be adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the difficulty arises from the fact that 
the estimate read by the Senator from Utah . CANNON] is a 
general estimate for Indian treaties. Then there was a 
estimate sent in by the Secretary of the Treasury for specific nego- 
tiations. 

Mr. HOAR. Of $5,000 more. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of $5,000 more, making $20,000 in all. This 
amendment was prepared, I believe, by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, consolidating these two estimates and reducing them, 
making the appropriation $15,000 in all. So it seems to me, taking 
into view the two estimates, one special estimate and the other 
found in the Book of Estimates, that there is fair reason to sup- 
pore 3 this amendment is within the purview of the estimates 
of the ent. 

Mr. C. ON. Im wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to language of the amendment, which 
says, and, in his discretion, with any other Indians,“ which 
would make it general. I was not quoting from the Book of Es- 
timates in defense of any proposition of my own, but rather to 
pe a mistake concerning the attitude of the Senator from 

0. 
If it be necessary to withdraw this amendment in order that 
this clause may not fail, which I understand to be quite impor- - 
tant to some of our neighbors, I should be inclined to do it; butin 
that case we fail of what I think is very much more important 
than the meré expenditure of the money this year on Indian res- 
ervations, and that is the porr and economical execution of the 
law. With.that in view I can not consent, notwithstanding the 
uest, to withdraw the amendment. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the point of order insisted 
n? 

Mr. CHILTON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The subject is not without diffi- 
culty. The Chair ruled before with knowledge of only one of 
these estimates. The members of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions were most of them absent from the Chamber at the time the 
point was raised. The question is somewhat doubtful. Undoubt- 
edly it would be in order to move the amendment 1 as it 
is estimated for in the Book of Estimates. The di ty is that 
an amendment has been made up by combining two or three esti- 
mates in one, to some extent enlarging the scope of the estimates, 
and then annexing a provision of general legislation at the close. 
Undoubtedly an amendment might be drawn which the 
occupant of the chair would hold to be in order; but not finding 
an estimate sufficiently corresponding, in the opinion of the Chair, 
to this clause, the Chair adheres to the ruling, that the amend- 
ment is not in order. 

Mr. WILSON. Do I understand that the bill is now open to 
amendment, or are there further committee amendments? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate is considering vari- 
ous reserved amendments in their order. 

Mr. WILSON. On that very point I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, if it be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will be in order 
after the reserved amendments have been considered. The next 
reserved amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The next reserved amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is, on page 56, after line 3, to insert: 

That the of th $ „aut 

= 5 o Interior be ant 3 authorized and di- 
SE eee 
under contracts entered into by the Old Settlers or Western Cherokee In- 

1 commissi: p tion of their 
L., page —.— 9 ly deficiencies in 
the appro’ tions for the fiscal year en: ` : 
the oe — June 30, 1694, and for prior years, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to have that amendment 
passed over for the t. I think there are some Senators now 
absent who wish to be heard on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed 
over, and the next reserved amendment will be stated. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The next amendment is on page 61, in ref- 
erence to the Carlisle School. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not understand, and I wish to understand, 
just what the Chair held in regard to the amendment on page 51. 
Did the Chair rule it ont of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair ruled the whole 
amendment out of order. 

Mr. TELLER. I give notice that I shall move an amendment 
to take the place of at the proper time, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggested that an 
amendment might be drawn, based upon the various estimates, 
that would be in order in the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. ere Was an amendment on page 
57, which has not been disposed of, which was passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has been passed over at 
the request of the Senator in ad of the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator, then, does not wish to 
take that p now? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not just now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next reserved amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The next reserved amendment is on page 62, 
line 4, before the word ' dollars,” to strike out one“ and insert 
“four”; so as to make the clause read: } 

For support of Indian industrial school at Carlisle, Pa., at not exceedin, 
$167 for each pupil; and for transportation of pupils to and from said 3 
und for eet a re and improvements, Bob. 000; for additional to the 
salary of any military officer of Carlisle Indian School while acting 
intendent of said school, $1,000; in all, $101,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. At that point I wish, with the consent of the 
Senator in charge of the bill, to insert After the word hundred,“ 
in line 1, 62, the words ‘‘ and ten,” and after the word thou- 
sand” to insert“ six hundred.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word hundred,“ in line 1, on e 
62, it is proposed to insert and ten,” and after the word ‘‘thou- 
8 00 e same line, to insert six hundred”; so as to read 
8110, 2? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that that amendment is in exact 
accordance with the estimate. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move, in the same clause, line 4, on page 62, 
to strike out the words “one hundred and four thousand” and 
insert one hundred and eleven thousand six hundred”; so as to 
make the total $111,600.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5210) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal yo ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives, disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6614) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1897, and asking for a conference with the Senate on 
the ere ES ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. LISON. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked for by the House of 
Representatives. 

e motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr, ALLIson, 
Mr. PETTIGREW, and Mr. BLACKBURN were appointed, 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. MILLS. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day, it 
journ to meet on Monday next. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Texas, 

Mr. ALLISON. I had hoped that we should have a session to- 
morrow so as to progress with the appropriation bills, as their 
passage is imperative and their consideration will n ily re- 
quire considerable attention and debate. We have already had 
notice that Monday is to be occupied in the discussion of the 
Du Pont case, so that it will . impossible to take up an 
appropriation bill on that day, or, if at all, at a very late hour. 
Another notice has been given for Tuesday, which will occupy an 
hour or two of the time of the Senate on that day. It seems to 
me, therefore, if we are to make progress with the appro riation 
bills, we should either proceed with them or with other business 
on Saturdays. I do not know whether it is the wish of the Senate 
to make ꝓ ess with these bills or not. I do not, however, de- 
sire to stand in the way of the evident judgment of the Senate 
as to adjourning over to-morrow. know there are some com- 
mittees which have work to do which is necessary to facilitate the 
business of the Senate; but I want to give notice that for one I 
shall insist upon the whole of next week being occupied with the 


3 bills, to the exclusion of other matters, except 
ose which have been already noted. 


Mr. MILLS. I simply wish to say that every Senator knows 
that we have other business to attend to here besides our legiti- 


as super- 


mate legislative business, that we have Department business, and 
I for one wish to-morrow to attend to that business, and I think 
some others do. Iam, however, perfectly willing to let the Sen- 
ate determine the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate has been proceeding by 
unanimous consent. The 8 is on the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Texas, that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet 
on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY, 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the joint resolution (S. R. 116) au- 
thorizing the Public Printer to print the Annual Report of the 
Superintendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey 
in quarto form and to bind it in one volume contains an error in 
referring to section 75 of chapter 23 of the printing act of Janu- 
ary 12, 1895. I ask that a message be sent to the President re- 
9 recall of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Maine, that the President of the United 
States be asked to return to the Senate the joint resolution named? 
The Chair hears none, and that order will be made. 

Mr. HALE subsequently said: I find that the request I made a 
little while ago in reference to the recall of a joint resolution pro- 
viding for the printing of the report of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey needs to be in the form of a concurrent resolution. I now 
offer such a resolution, to which, I think, there will be no objec- 


tion. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution will 


read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of 
President be requested to return to the 

(S. R. 116) “ authorizin; 
the Superintendent 
quarto form and to bin 
errors in the text. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not rise to object to the resolution of the 
Senator from Maine. My impression is very strong, however, 
that it does not require a concurrent resolution, but thatthe body 
which sent the resolution to the President may ask him to return 
it without the assent of the other body. There might be many 
cases where one body wanted tocorrect a mistake of its own where 
the other branch would not want to have it corrected. It does 
not do any harm to have it a concurrent resolution in this in- 
stance; but I merely wish, for the sake of future precedent, to 


enter oS ic 

Mr, . I had that impression when I asked before that 
the Senate should send a message to the President asking for the 
return of the joint resolution, but I am informed at the desk that 
the practice has been the other way. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the resolution. Í 

The resolution was agreed to. 

SEACOAST DEFENSES. . 

Mr. SQUIRE. I give notice that on Tuesday, the 14th instant, 
I shall ask the Senate to take up the bill to provide for fortifica- 
tions and other seacoast defenses for the purpose of submitting 
some remarks to the Senate thereon, I do so in view of the fact 
that we shall have before us in the near future the bill for the 
8 of the Navy. I desire to make some remarks also with 
reference to the provisions of that bill, but more especially to call 
up the bill which was reported by the committee of which I am 
chairman, so as to make my remarks particularly applicable to 
that measure. 


esentatives concurring), That the 
nate the enrolled joint resolution 
the Public Printer to print the Annual Report of 
the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey in 
dit in one yolume,” for the purpose of conreoting 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6249) making appropriations for cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian rtment and ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year 5 une 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 

The next reserved amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The next reserved amendment is, at the top of 
page 65, to strike out: 
te ay rt and education of 120 Indian pupils at the school at Hampton, 

A., $20,010. 

For support and education of 200 Indian pupils at Lincoln Institution, Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., at $167 per annum each, $33,400. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think we had better take up the entire 
segue question at one time. It will all have to be discussed to- 

ether. 
> If a certain amendment were placed in the bill with regard to 
sectarian schools, to come in a few pages before amendment, 
I should then vote to disagree to the committee amendment as to 
the Hampton and Lincoln schools. As the bill now stands, there 
are no schools provided for but those which are strictly Govern- 
ment schools. Those two were stricken out by the committee 
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because they were the only ones left which were not strictly 
Government schools. 

The bill as it stands abandons absolutely the practice of con- 
tracting for the education of Indians. Therefore, this whole ques- 
tion will come up for discussion upon these two amendments. I 
think it proper, in view of the fact that an amendment will be 
offered on page 59 with relation to sectarian schools, that that 
amendment be considered now in connection with these two 
amendments. With the consent of the Senate, we shall now so 

roceed. 
af Mr. GRAY. Is the amendment to which the Senator refers in 

rint? 
z Mr. PETTIGREW. It has been printed, and the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. CARTER] will offer it. 

Mr. CARTER. Imoveto strike out all after the word “Alaska,” 
in line 20, on page 58, to and including the word schools,“ in line 
8, on page 59, and in lieu thereof to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Montana will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 20, on page 58, after the word Alaska,“ 
it is proposed to strike out: ; 

And it is hereby declared that it is the intention of this act that no money 
herein appropriated shall be paid for education in sectarian schools, and the 
Secretary of the Interior is hereby charged with the duty of so using and 

inistering said appropriation as to ca out said object, and he is hereby 


authorized and required to make all needful rules and regulations necessary 
to prevent the — of any part of said fund for education in sectarian schools. 

And insert: 

Provided, That the Poney of the Interior may make contracts with pres- 
ent jayan schools for the education of Indian pupils during the fiscal year 
1897, but shall only make such contracts at places where Government schools 
of adequate capacity can not be provided for such Indian children and to an 
SON not exceeding 60 per cent of the amount so used for the fiscal year 
1895; and it is hereby declared to be the settled 2 of the Government to 
make no appro) riation whatever for the education of Indian children in any 
other than National Government schools as soon as it is ble for provision 
to be made for their education in such schools, and the Secre of the Inte- 
rior is hereby authorized and directed to make such provision at the earliest 
practicable day, not later than July 1, 1899. 

Mr. CARTER, Mr. President, the question involved in this 
amendment is one of more than passing importance. The Indian 
tribes of the United States assumed a different relation to the 
Government, or the Government assumed a different relation to 
the tribes, after the close of the civil war. In 1870, under what 
became generally known as the ‘‘peace policy” of General Grant, 
a system of general education was attempted in connection with 
the work of Indian civilization. Thereafter the work of reducing 
Indian reservations from year to year to smaller compass pro- 
gressed steadily, agencies were established upon reservations of 
certain definite and prescribed limits, army posts were established 
in the Indian country with a view to keeping the Indians within 
the limits of the reservations. It being manifest that the work of 
herding the Indians with the Army and confining them in idleness 
upon reservations would be interminable and fruitless uniess 
accompanied by some process which would lead to their civiliza- 
tion, the General Government in 1870 issued an invitation to the 
Christian people of the country to cooperate with the Government 
in this work which seemed so important and so nearly allied to 
the plain demands of humanity. e invitation did not go out to 
the representatives of Mohammedan civilization, nor did the invi- 
tation extend to those who believe in the peculiar form of worship 
prevalent throughout India. It proceeded from the Executive of 
the nation in various ways to the people who believed in the 
methods of Christian civilization, without reference to church or 
creed. So nicely, so cordially, so handsomely, did the Christian 
spirit of the nation respond, that in 1873 the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs in his annual report to the Secretary of the Interior 
used this language: : 

The question of the civilization of Indians reduced to its last analysis is two- 
fold: First, whether the Government is willing to make sufficient appro- 
priation to teach barbarous men how to live in a civilized way; and second, 
whether the expenditure of such an Appropriation can be fairly made 
through the administration of persons to become their teachers. 
Without suitable provino for the necessary expenditures, the best efforts 
of the best men will be comparatively futile; and with the most abundant 
provision that the resources of the nation can e, no g will be accom- 
veers worthy of the effort unless there can_be found persons ready and 

itted to go to these Indians, in the spirit of kindness and stian love, with 
a faith in God, and a faith in man strong enough to sustain them amidst the 
degradation and perversities of barbarism, and cheer them on in the full 
conviction that no being made in God's image is incapable of improvement. 
No effort for lifting the a and degraded can succeed which is not guided 
by the enthusiasm which comes from this faith. The agent and his em- 
piyee will not give full work without it, and the Indian will not throw off 

icion and wake out of his indolence until he feels this touch of human 


pathy, 

For this reason the Government is y to be congratulated on the 
response which the Christian people of the country have made to the propo- 
sition of the President that they should take a certain supervision of Goy- 
ernment labor for the Indians by nominating nts and furnishing em- 


ployees suitable to represent the Government in its beneficent efforts with 
these tribes, as well as in sending 
labor among them, 

Every report of the Indian Commissioner and of the various 
Gee from that time up to 1889 is in perfect harmony 


missionaries and teachers for religious 
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and accord with the theory and principle set forth in what I have 
just read from the Commissioner’s report of 1873. 

In 1889 the Commissioner of Indian Affairs concluded that it 
would be wise to give to the blanket Indians of the pene a higher 
form of education, and he mentioned, among other things, as 
almost indispensable a knowledge of electricity and general philo- 
ak sabi propositions that should be given to this breech-clout 
fellow in order to bring him into the pale of civilization in its 
highest and best aspect. Thereafter, in 1894, Congress seems to 
have determined upon a departure from the Indian policy estab- 
lished under the Administration of General Grant in 1870. Good 
reasons may be asserted in Support of this departure. The work 
of Christian civilization had n steadily progressing and the 
time had probably approached when the Government school could 
be substituted for the Christian mission. Barbarism had been 
supplanted by a certain degree of civilization. Through the 
agency of this Christian endeavor, in which the people of all 
denominations participated, we had in some sections of the coun- 
try witnessed the gratifying result of Indians whose parents had 
been savages accepting and discharging the responsibilities of 
American citizenship. That period having arrived, in the judg- 
ment of the Government it seemed eminently proper that a sys- 
tem of national education should be supplied which would endure 
through time and be at the disposal of these new citizens as they 
came into the enjoyment of the birthright of American citizen- 


ship. 

But the Government was confronted with the necessity of act- 
ing in good faith with the people who had undertaken the work 
of assisting in this civilizing process. From the pockets of charity 
all over this broad land, from Jew and from Gentile, there had been 
buildings erected, educational institutions established and par- 
tially maintained throughout the years that had passed. In con- 
ofthe Repub this invitation Christian men had preceded the armies 

an 


of the ublic into the midst of the regions where the savage pre- 
vailed made it possible to conquer and invade without the aid 
or the necessity for bloodshed. 

Therefore, in view of the vast energy of the Christian people of 
the country, invested in obedience to the request of the Govern- 
ment, if appeared to fair-minded and just men that this new 
departure should be made with due regard for the kindly impulses 
of those who had pioneered the ways of civilization. Instantly to 
cut off all Government soppor to pioneer missions would not onl 
involve injustice to the pay spirited people who had erec 
them, but a gross and glaring injustice, involving eviđent princi- 
ples of inhumanity to the unfortunate children who, after meager 
education, would thus be thrown out upon the prairies or in the 
woods to mingle again in savage life. 

The Secretary of the Interior in the report for 1894 manifestly 
partook of this humane and just judgment which commended 
itself to impartial men, regardless of their political affiliations or 
their religious inclinations. I find in the report of the Secretary 
for 1894 the following statement: 

The contract schools are now the subject of general discussion. I agree 
fully with those who oppose the use of public money for the support of secta- 
rian schools. But this question should be considered practically. Theschools 
have crown up. Money has been invested in their construction at a time 

1 were as wise instrumentalities for the accomplishment 
of Ido not thiuk it proper to allow the intense feeling of opposition to 
sectarian education which is showing itself all over the land to induce the 
Department to disregard existing conditions. We need the schools now, or 
else we need a large a: be Zea i to build schools to take their place. 

It would scarcely be just to abolish them entirely—to abandon instantly a 
policy so long reco; My own suggestion is that they should be de- 
creased at the rate of not less than 20 per cent a year. Thus, in a few years 
more, they would cease to exist, and during this time the Bureau would - 
ually be prepared to do without them, while they might gather 8 
continue without Government aid. This is the policy which is now control- 
ling the Department, and unless it is changed by legislation it will be con- 
it The decrease in the appropriation for the present fiscal year is 20 per 
cen 


It is now proposed by the provisions of the bill absolutely to 
disregard moral or legal obligations to the generous, humäne, 
and kind-hearted people over this country Who continued this 
system throughout a period extending for nearly a quarter of a 
century. Further still, it is propo absolutely to deprive of 
any possibility of education in any form under Government aus- 
pices or Government aid in the neighborhood of 4,000 Indian 
children who have been for a series of years carefully educated 
and looked after in contract schools. 

At the Coeur d’Alene Reservation in the State of Idaho there is 
no Government school. There is not even a Government shed 
into which the children could be driven after the Government 
had abandoned them in the manner proposed by the bill. The 
same is true of the Flathead Agency in the State of Montana, the 
Tongue River Agency in the same State, the Turtle Mountain 
Reservation in the State of North Dakota, and the Puyallup Reser- 
vation in the State of Washington. Those agencies have an aggre- 
gate of 2,139 pupils, for whom the Government can notin the N 
nature of things make oy, provision. Sothe passage of the b 
in its present form would involve, as I suggested yesterday, one 


3814 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 10, 


of two things—either the abandonment by the United States of 
its duties to those wards of the Government, of its duty tohuman 
civilization, and their return tothe ways of barbarism, from which 
we have been endeavoring through various ways and agencies to 
drag them, or it would leave upon charity a burden which prop- 
erly belongs to the Government. I snbmit that as to those agen- 
cies where the Government has no facilities whatever for schools, 
the bill as it stands is inequitable and unjust to the Indian tribes 
to whom we owe certain definite obligations. 

But it is suggested that an 5 of $100,000 is made in 
the bill for the purchase of itional buildings which may now 
be in existence. In reply to that it is quite sufficient to refer to 
the last report of the issioner of Indian Affairs, whereby it 
is made to ap that if the Government schools, the contract 
schools, and the charity schools receiving no Government aid have 
their capacity taxed to the utmost, not to exceed 60 per cent of the 
Indian pupils can be provided for. I all the facilities now exist- 
ing only accommodate an enrollment of 60 per cent of the pupils, 
if it is to require a million and a half dollars to supply the neces- 
sary educational facilities to accommodate all, I in the name 
of reason how between now and the ist day of next July are 
2 00 provide the necessary facilities with the paltry sum of 


The amendment proposes to continue the policy outlined by the 
Secretary of the Interior in his report for 1894, to continue to di- 
minish from to year the aid to contract schools until the year 
1899, and in the meantime the Secretary of the Interior is directed 
to provide facilities for the education of the Indian children inde- 
pendent of contract schools. This humane policy regarding not 
only the duties of the Government to the Indians, but likewise its 
apparent obligation to the good Christian le throughout this 
country who have assisted in Indian civilization, is sought to be 
abandoned, and in the abandonment of the policy we propose to 
abandon the Indians, to abandon those children, and let them out 
of the schools to resume the blanket, to return to the Indian tepee, 
to fish and hunt for a living, without any educational advantages. 
I do not think that this proposed policy is in accordance with the 
dictates of honesty or humanity. 

It is that because some of the contract schools were 
inaugurated and have been partially maintained under denomi- 
national control therefore some injury will follow to the Indian 
children committed to their care. This 3 comes from 
men who know least about the Indian. I do not know of any 
form of Christianity which can be injected into a North Ameri- 
can Indian to the detriment of the Indian. No ereed has been 
sufficiently vicious to injuriously affect the savages whom we have 
corralled upon the reservations. 

While upon the floor on this subject I call attention to the fact 
that itis proposed to strike down the Lincoln Institution and the 
Hampton ool, I presume because of certain clauses in the con- 
stitution of the one or its organic act, and in the rts of the 
superintendent of the other. Here is the seriously objectionable 
feature urged against the Lincoln Institution. It was incorporated 
under an act of the legislature of Pennsylvania, approved May 9, 
1866. Section 3 of that act provides: 

The affairs and concerns of the said Lincoln Institution shall be conducted 

a board of consistin 


of 30 gen’ 8 
copal Church of the diocese together with the rectors of the 
shall be represented in the board of managers shall be 
Section 4 provides that— 


Hennts may be admitted without regard to their 3 belief, but 
2 cases, have respect for the ge the Protestant 
exercises 


that faith. 

How can it injuriously affect an Indian, the son or daughter of 
a savage, to be instructed in some form of religion, and particu- 
lari religion bags ape by the Protestant Episcopal Church of 
the United States? taken there under the age of 12 I should 
say that the doctrines of that church ought to be taught to a 
young Indian as regularly as the AB Cs, and for this reason: 
TI [eres erge- a apatni ree z = unit of modina 
ilization— or parents, respect for the marriage on, 
and in thus providing for the establishment of respect for the 
home you destroy some of the most vicious elements that have 
led to the continued barbarous condition of the Indians. 

Again, it is proposed to strike down the Hampton Home in Vir- 


Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Montana pardon me 
right here? I do not know whether his attention has been called 
a = Nee change in the organization and policy of the Lincoln 

Mr. CARTER. That cuts no figure with me. Iwill support it 
just as it is. 

Mr, HAWLEY. I understand. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It has not been changed so far as the 
charter is concerned. 


Mr. CARTER. Not so far as the charter is concerned. Iunder- 
stand that to be the fact. A 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is it a charter of the State of 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes, sir, of the State of Pennsylvania. 

It is proposed to strike down the Hampton School in Virginia, 
and the reason assigned for the incompetency and unfitness of the 
Hampton Institute to teach the Indians rests in the fact that the 
reports of the superintendent of that school to the superintendent 
of schools of the State of Virginia breathe a certain kindly, loving, 
5 spirit. I will read only one extract from the report of 

Missio: work isan important feature in i A uates 
area Titans deme of — — workers. S 

I do not care what denomination controls the Sunday school, it 
would be a grand and glorious fact toannounce that every young 
Indian between the two oceans was inclined to teach a Sunday 
school. The work of civilization and the necessity for Govern- 
ment aid to Indians begins to cease when the child becomes a 
Sunday-school teacher. That is but one of many expressions of 
similar kind found in the ad of the Hampton School. I honor 
80. 


the superintendent of that school for attempting to inculcate some 
principle of moral responsibility into the young sa committed 
to his care. I question not the religion he teaches; I question not 


the creed he represents; but he teaches a doctrine which leads 
the youthful savage to follow the kindly ways of the humble 
Nazarene who trod the weather-beaten hills of Judea two thousand 
yearsago. That is sufficient for me. 

I am in favor of even-handed justice in dealing with these Chris- 
tian People, and that involves a ual rather than an abrupt 
withdrawal of Government aid. I am in favor of yielding to the 
dictates of humanity by providing for the unfortunate Indian 
charges of the Government the best schools that we have avail- 
able at the time. I am in full sympathy and accord with the ex- 
tending of a national school system to the reservations and to the 
Indians who live upon them. I do trust that we may live to see 
this remnant of an unfortunate race absorbed in the body litice 
of the nation and taught the duties and responsibilities of citizen- 
ship under the guiding hand of the General Government rather 
than under the agency of sect or creed. But we have not reached 
the point where that may be fully achieved at a single bound. 

The amendment I think embodies justice, fairness, and honesty, 
and I trust it will be adopted. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, ever since I have been in Con- 

there has been a contest over what are known as sectarian 
dian schools, and every effort to do away with them has been 
met by the same stubborn resistance. On the last Indian appro- 
priation bill I remember that we had in the Senate a sharp debate 
which ended in striking from the bill the House provision for the 
gradual reduction of these appropriations and the gradual aboli- 
tion of those schools. This year the other House has met the case 
with decisive action and has put a stop finally to appropriations 
a i Er the this change, tha 
argument is always same against this c 5 t we 
are going to cast some thousands of Indian children out without 
education onto the prairies. Nothing of that sort is intended, I 
think, Mr. President. : 

The money is there to do the teaching; to ly the instruction. 
The es question is whether the teaching s be by Govern- 
ment officials, as is the case now in many of the existing schools, 
or whether it shall be continued through denominational teachers. 
The children will be educated in any event. They ought to be 
8 where the Government money is spent by Government 

enchers. 

There is no doubt, as the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer] 
has said, that any form of Christian faith is of the greatest advan- 
tage to the Indians. The sole question which concerns us, as it 
seems to me, is whether we have the right and whether it is in 
accordance with American principles to make appropriations of 
this kind. The Constitution says that 

Congress shall make nolaw respecting an establishment of religion. 

Thomas Jefferson, in the statute of Virginia known as the statute 
of religious freedom, said that to compel a man to furnish con- 
tributions of money for the propagation of opinions in which he 
disbelieves is sinful and tyrannical.” 

I think that sentence in Jefferson's statute of religious freedom 
covers all that is at stake in this matter and it is a vital principle. 

It seems to me that the Government should not make appropria- 
tions for any sectarian or denominational schools. If the yarious 


Christian denominations of the country desire to carry on Indian 
3 and do it from sors ee Ke 8 and be- 
nevolent persons, it is a grea good work for which everyone 
feels the highest respect, and with which no one would be disposed 
to find the ep: gens fault. But when we come to appropriating 
the money of the people for 


pu 
perfectly clear that that money o 
ment oftvers and by Government 


rposes of education it seems to me 
ht to be expended 
cers only, and that 


Govern- 
schools 


1896. 


that the Government maintains should be secular schools, like 
public schools 33 the country. 

The Senator from Montana gave the impression in What he said 
that the Hampton School, of Virginia, and the Lincoln Institution. 
of Philadelphia, had been swept out of this bill by the same force 
that put in this nonsectarian provision which he proposes to strike 
out. The reverse of that is the case. The House put in this pro- 
vision putting an end to sectarian schools, but the House also left 
in the appropriations both for Hampton and the Lincoln Institu- 
tion. The attack on the Hampton School and the Lincoln Insti- 
tution has come since the bill reached the Senate, and I am sure 
did not originate among those who are anxious to put an end to 
sectarian teaching at Government expense. Personally, I think 
the school at Hampton is absolutely nonsectarian. I think it is 
entirely entitled to the appropriation which we have always made. 
It is a very noble rosin it has done a great work. Toit was 
devoted unselfishly the life of General 8 as we all know. 

Ihave here a statement in regard to the school, furnished me by 
the superintendent, from whichit appears that the Hampton School 
was incorporated by the general 5 of the State of Virginia 
in the year 1870. e purposes of the school, as stated in its char- 
ter, were the instruction of youth in common school, academic, 
and collegiate branches, the best methods of teaching the same, 


officers, re 
of which 


frou 


its friends, 
urches. It 


lisle, and thence has been introduced in the Western schools. 

I think it is not necessary for me to enter further into a descrip- 
tion of Hampton or the work that has been done there. I believe 
that it is thoroughly familiar to all Senators; it has been discussed 
heretofore; and,indeed, the work of that institution, I think, is 
known to all Americans who are interested in work of that kind 
for the benefit of the Indians and of the negroes, to which it has 
been particularly devoted. 

The Lincoln Institution, in Philadelphia, has the clause in its 
charter which has been read by the Senator from Montana. When 
the charter was amended to allow them to educate Indians they 
made an express agreement with the Secretary of the Interior— 

That we were to FFT 
be sectarian, and also that the pupils were to be wed to attend whatever 
church their parents desired, which we have always done. 

Mr.PETTIGREW. Doyousay they have changed their charter? 

Mr. LODGE. No; I did not say that. Lsay they amended their 
charter to admit Indians, which is precisely the fact, and when 
they did it and took Indians they made an agreement with the 
Department which I have just read. 

e Lincoln Institution is performing the same work as that of 
Hampton; they are doing it at as low a price as is done per head, 
I think, at any of the Government or sectarian schools, and it 
seems to me that there is no reason why the Senate should cut ont 
of the bill the usual appropriations for these two excellent institu- 
tions. As to the broad general question which is included in the 
House clause which the Senator from Montana seeks to strike from 
the bill, I think I have already said enough. It seems to me that 
the House provision is in accordance with the well-recognized 
principle of our Government that public money should not be 

t for sectarian purposes. The very fact that such debates as 

is arise year after year over this 9 seems to me of 
itself to onstrate the wisdom of putting an end to it. The 
feeling is constantly growing more heated and such apao can 
only do graye harm in the long run. The House, which inserted 
that cae panne an end to sectarian teaching, left in both 
Hampton the Lincoln Institution, and it seems to me that the 
Senate may well leave the bill as the House has sent it to them. 

Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. Gray addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 


shire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will yield to the Senator from Delaware. 
I think he undertook to get the floor ey on this question. 
I will follow him, with the ission of the ir. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam much obliged to the Senator from New Hamp- 
Shire for his courtesy. : 
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Mr. President, I do not intend to trespass upon the patience of 
the Senate, and only rise to say asingle word in pursuance of the 
notice that I gave yesterday that I should move a disagreement to 
the amendment striking out from the bill the a Ji re em for 
the Hampton and Lincoln schools. Since then ve listened to 
the exceedingly interesting and eloguent remarks of the Senator 
from Montana and to the Senator from Massachusetts. I shall 
vote with great pleasure for the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Montana, and as far as I can gather the eona of the Sen- 
ate there will be very little opposition to it. Therefore, itis not 
necessary that I should detain the Senate by any remarks in addi- 
tion to what has been already said. But I want to put upon the 
record, if I may be allowed, before I sit down, the circular letter 
issued by the Lincoln Institution at Philadelphia, because [know 
some of those who are interested in that institution. I ask that 
it may be read from the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


LINCOLN INSTITUTION, INDIAN DEPARTMENT, 
324 Sourn ELEVENTH STREET, 
Philadelphia, Aprit 4, 1398. 
My Dear Stn: It is due to us and to you to explain the character of our 


school in regard to religion. 
After the re of the State of Pennsylvania, 
ment of soldiers’ orphan and pub- 


in conformity with the 


The managers at no time, neither man nor woman, nor the officers of the 
Home, were obliged to be of any icular faith. We have had and now have 
members of almost all denominations in our boards and in charge of the school. 

The Educational Home was organized asa branch of the Insi 
= for the younger children. 


—. or in Osag = — 
our placed un our charge vernmen 
of the United States. z 


It was understood when we received these pupils that we were to comply 
with the rules of the De t, and were not to be sectarian. and also 
the pupils were to be wed to attend whatever church their parents de- 
sired, which we have always done. 

It would be impossible to conduct a Christian institution without some 
form of worship, and Carlisle, Fort Totten, Lawrenceville, Haskell Institute, 
etc.. all have one form of ‘family worship. 

I add to this the 8 of our officers, employees, and pupils to prove 
that we are not sectarian. I would also state that our pupils are showing the 
benefit of their Eastern training, as we have just sent two girls and one boy 
as teachers in Government schools, and they are proving most satisfactory. 

Many of our children are attending public school here so as to train them 
for teaching their own people by the most improved methods. 

We trust that this explanation will be satisfactory to you and that you 
will allow us to continue the work that has so far been of inestimable benefit 
to the Indians. The management consists at volunteer men and women who 
give their money, time, and interest to this work without remuneration of 
any kind, but simply from patriotic and benevolent motives. 

e are under the control of no denomination, nor do we receiveany mon 
from any church society. The buildings and grounds of both our do 
ments and the small endowment fund we have was most all given us by 
— == — of eno faiths. ‘ R aik Cath 

x of our s are of Protestant parentage an Roman olie. 
Of the boys 62 are testants and 46 Roman Catholics. 
Yours, respectfully, 

. MARY Laias oe 
T: rectress. 

egy ART DAVIS = 
Secre Board o ana, . 
G. 5 President. 

SAMUEL BELL, 

Secretary Board of Council, 


Eliza „ laund 
Roman Catholic; r. Ellis C 
itor, David Van Wert. Roman Catholic. 
Boys’ department Superintendent. Geo: Jackson, Roman Cath- 
; assistant gg Po a Jos. T. Mercer, + mat- 
ron, M. Deeble, thodist; assistant matron, ‘urphy, 
Presbyterian; er, Noble Haigh, Anglican Church: 
assistant teache Allen, Con; tional; nurse, Carrie 
Emri . Kendall, e 


Ka > pawo n. tist; shoemaker, M. Bioce! 
hic; bermaid, Sophia Heck, Roman Catholic; 
Delia Coleman, Roman Ca ; chambermaid, 
Catholic; cham! DOPP roo 
dress, Mary Harvey, tholic; 
Roman Catholic; laundress, Mary 


Mr. GRAY. That circular was sent to me from this institu- 
tion by a friend in Philadelphia, and a very distinguished member 
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of the bar there. I shall take the liberty of reading his letter, 
because I want to say that his indorsement of the statements 
made in that circular are to me absolutely conclusive. With that 
statement in regard to the writer of the letter, I wish to read it to 
the Senate. Itis very short. Addressing me, he says: 

I venture to call your attention to the Lincoln Institution (Indian depart- 
ment), which is located here. 

That is, in Philadelphia. 


An appropriation in its aid is opposed, I understand, on the und that it 
is —— in character. Iam sure that the objection is without founda- 
tion. I inclose a circular, and its statements may, I feel entirely confident, 
be accepted as candid and truthful. The school is supported by t phased oe 
ple of our city, and without regard to creed. And I venture to hope that 
when the question of an appropriation comes before the Senate you will be 


able to give it your support. 
Believe me to be, yours, very truly, HENRY FLANDERS, 


I understood the chairman of the subcommittee who has cone 
of the iy, $a to ny that if the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Montana should be adopted by the Senate he would 
not object to the rejection of the amendment 5 the ap- 
propriation for the Hampton and the Lincoln schools, and I am 
content that that should be so, for I would be heartily in favor of 
the amendment of the Senator from Montana without even that 

ent or understanding. 

I believe it would be a very discreditable thing to this Congress 
and to the American people if we could gain our own consent to 
interfere with and thwart the efforts of Christia ian men and women 
to carry civilization among these Indians simply because they 
happen to belong toa church or to a creed that isnot ourown. I 

y agree that it is impossible in this country to appropriate 
public money taken from public taxation for the support of any 
school or institution that is sectarian in its character. But at 
the same time we ought to beable so to control ourselves as to act 
reasonably and with that saving common sense which enables us 
to do justice and to accomplish results without being borne down 
by ignorance and fanaticism, Itisa very melancholy thing that 
in this last decade of the nineteenth ceni there should still sur- 
vive that unchristian feeling among Christian sects which compels 
an interference with Christian work. It is very hard indeed to 
believe that the gospel of Christ can not be carried to the dark 
a of this continent or any other and the simple faith of the 

reat Teacher of our religion preached in its simplicity because 
of creeds and because of clashing and jealous denominational feel- 
ing. But soit is, and I recognize the fact, and I recognize the 
necessity of steering clear of this clashing, warring, unchristian 
Christianity. 

Mr. President, the ple who are connected with the Lincoln 
Institution at Philadelphia are many of them known to me. They 
are people imbued with Christian zeal and benevolence. They 
give their time and they ts of their means in order to support 
this institution and to educate Indian children, and I rejoice to 
believe that the Senate is going to restore that 5 for 
the education of the wards of the nation for Which we have a 
constitutional right and a moral duty to use money raised by 
taxation of the country. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it is gratifying to me to 
note the calmness and kindliness of expression that thus far has 
marked this discussion. I trust that I may be fortunate enough 
to utter no word that will engender religious feeling or that will 
operate to the detriment of either myself or the y of which 1 
have the honor to be a member. I am on record, Mr. President, 
in reference to this matter, and I have seen nothing in the past 
two years to change the expressions that fell from my lips in this 
Chamber when a somewhat similar proposition was then under 
consideration. 

I listened with interest to the earnest remarks of the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. I listened carefully to the readin 
2 his 5 aaa aave poe read it myself. 5 1 ili 

e ame ent correctly, it purposes to accompli o things. 
First, it proposes that what Fero as a vicious system, that of 
appropriating money for sectarian schools, shall be continued in 

country; and, in the second place, it proposes that we shall 
declare it to be the settled policy of the Government that, when 
we are prepared, and when the time arrives for dispensing with 
the contract school system, all further appropriations shall be 
withheld from schools like Carlisle and Hampton, The amend- 
ment, therefore, is designed to continue for a time, and no one 
knows how long, appropriations to sectarian schools, schools con- 
fined largely, almost exclusively, to one religious denomination, 
and it a that when those appropriations are finally 
discontinued that no further appropriations shall be made to 
roa schools other than those exclusively under Government con- 

ol. 


Mr. President, I do not give my assent to either of these propo: 
sitions, and I do not propose to vote for the amendment. e 
battle to divorce church and state is nota new one. It was fought 
in Holland nearly four hundred years ago, and it was settleđ there. 
It was settled afterwards in England. It strikes me as being a 


strange and unaccountable thing that at the close of the nineteenth 
cen in this free ublic of ours, we should be discussing a 
5 such as this in the American Senate. I can not for the 
ife of me understand how it is that we have drifted into a condi- 
tion of things, so far as the appropriation of public funds for sec- 
tarian purposes is concerned, which precipitates upon the Senate 
almost every year a discussion of this great and vital question. 

The Senator from Montana says that if we pass the bill as it 
came from the House of Representatives we will turn nearly 
4,000 Indian children out into the world without shelter and with- 
out educational advantages. The Senator from South Dakota 
pa PETTIGREW] on yesterday put the number at 3,000. But, 

. President, I take it that if we pass the bill precisely as it came 
from the House we will not necessarily turn a single Indian child 
out into the world, or deny to a single one of them the same ad- 
vantages, or better advantages for education, than they possess 
to-day. 

If we dispense with contract schools, as the bill proposes, and 
provide that the Government shall educate its own wards, the 
school buildings that are on those reservations will remain, and I 
do not see why the Government can not rent those buildings and 
go along with the system of education precisely as it is being con- 
ducted to-day, with the evils of sectarian teaching eliminated, 
Does the Senator from Montana presume to say, in behalf of those 
for whom he so eloquently pleads, that they will refuse to rent 
those buildings to the Government until such time as the Govern- 
ment can either erect buildings or pone existing buildings 
from the parties who own them now 

I take it that the Senator from Montana will not contend that 
that will be the result. For that reason it seems to me that the 
argument that we are going to throw out upon the cold chari- 
ties of the world three or four thousand Indian children and de- 
prive them of shelter and of educational advantages falls to the 
ground. This 1 85 Government will see to it that they are all 

rovided for and that every obligation that we owe to those people 
is faithfully observed and carried out. 

Mr. President, I do not care to discuss at length the two 
schools, Hampton and Carlisle, that the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the Senate have seen fit to strike from the bill. ey 
were stricken out, as I believe, solely because the House refuse 
to continue appropriations for schools that are openly and noto- 
riously sectarian. The Hampton School has a history of its own, 
and it is a history that is one of brightness and of glory. It has 
come down to us as an inheritance of which we are justly proud, 
and I do not believe that any Senator, whatever his religious 
opinions or his prejudices may be, will finally vote against con- 
tinuing the usual appropriation to this most worthy instituticn 
of learning. On the contrary, I take it that Hampton is going to 
stand in the bill, whatever action may be taken in regard to sec- 
tarian schools. 

The benevolent people of this country have contributed half a 
million dollars to erect buildings at Hampton for the purposes of 
education, and they are 55 $50,000 every year to help on 
the grand work of that noble school. We will not, I feel sure, by 
any vote of this body or of the other House of Congress, put our- 
selves on record as striking a blow at the progress and prosperity ~ 
of this er, educational institution. 

Mr. ident, Hampton is not a sectarian school, and I chal- 
lenge any man to show that in the proper sense any tenet of a 
church or of a sectarian denomination is taught at that institu- 
tion. It has a special claim upon the people of this country, and 
I am glad to stand here, as I haves before, to say a g word 
for Hampton, and to contend that it shall be dealt with fairly, 
liberally, and justly by the American Congress. 

In regard to the Lincoln Institution, I will say substantially what 
I have said about Hampton. It is a nonsectarian school. It may 
happen to have in its o r a declaration that it has outgrown. 
Some religious denominations in this country if tested in that way, 
Mr. President, would not stand before the intelligence and the 
enlightenment of the American people as well as they stand to-day. 
It may have an obsolete provision in its charter regarding the 
matter of religious teaching, but the fact is that Protestant and 
Catholic children there assemble, and a large proportion of the 
board of managers, officers, and employees of the school are Roman 
Catholics at the present time. It is not a sectarian school in any 

roper sense of the term, almost every religious denomination 
betas represented in it. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] suggested that he 
would vote for the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. CARTER], and thought that there would be little 
opposition to it. I trust that there may be a great deal of opposi- 
tion to it, and I hope that the votes of a majority of this Senate 
will be cast against that amendment, and that the bill shall be 


permitted to stand precisely as it came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. President, it is well to remember that another body, fresh 
from the people, reflecting, I think, at least as accurately the 
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views and feelings of the American people as does this Senate, by 
an overwhelming vote rejected the proposition embodied in the 
amendment of the Senator from Montana, and I trust that the 
Senate may be equally as thoughtful, as wise, and as patriotic. 

Mr. President, I believe in the public-school system of the 
United States. I believe in it thoroughly and profoundly, and I 
deprecate more than I can express any efforts, from whatever 
source they may emanate, to weaken or to undermine it. Iam 
also unalterably opposed to appropriations of public money for 
sectarian p , and I want to say, Mr. President, in all d- 
ness, by way of suggestion if not of prophecy, that if the storm 
now raging in this country i that m is not strong 
enough to end it this year, it will gather strength until the de- 
sired end is accomplished. The people of the United States are 
not going to sit idle, whatever their ron bat opinions or views or 
prejudices may be, and see the National Congress year after year 
violate the spirit if not the letter of the Constitution by appro- 
priating money for institutions that are notoriously sectarian in 
their teachings. I am against the entire scheme, and I will take 

leasure and pride here to-day and at any other time when I may 
pea an opportunity in casting my vote against any such pro - 
tion. Let us here and now end the system, and rescue our Goy- 
ernment from a practice that is indefensible, mischievous, and 
un-American. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I do not know that what are 
called sectarian schools are ially wicked. Ihave seen none 
anywhere that were not, on the whole, to be spoken of with entire 
respect. At the same time, there is a growing in ition to 
have the Government wen ge or make contracts with Catholic 
schools, Episcopalian schools, Methodist schools, or schools of any 
one of the numerous subdivisions of the Christian world. The 
churches themselves have substantially come to that conclusion. 

It occurs to me that I am quite ignorant as to what a strictly 
nonsectarian school is, and I would inquire what sort of a school 
the Government is to conduct? Woul 
it be unparliamentary, so to speak, to incidentally refer to Godin 
one of those schools? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It would? I was afraid so. 
ting light about nonsectarian schools. x 

I do not see why the general doctrines of Christianity could not 
be taught—the duty of man to his neighbor, obedience to God, the 
Ten Commandments, the Lord’s Prayer, the Golden Rule, and a 
great many other things that we all agree upon without any con- 
troversy whatever. 

Mr. TCHELL of Oregon. And the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Les, and the Declaration of Independence, 
without reference to party. aughter.] I do not see why we 
could not agree in some such things as those. But then Iam trou- 
bled, as I proceed, to find further that we may have a few Moham- 
medans, who might be shocked 1 heen simple declarations, or even 
mere ethical declarations; and then by and by we should come to 
an atheist, and we would be eo pees upon his rights if we per- 
mitted the Lord's Prayer to be said or the Ten Commandments to 
be read in the schools. 

I have little sympathy, endeavoring to consider it from the 
standpoint of broad statesmanship, with a great deal of what has 
been said upon the subject of sectarianism. The Christian Church 
is, unfortunately perhaps, divided; but it is only like an army. 
Some men like to serve in theinfantry, some in the artillery, some 
in the cavalry, some in the engineers, and some like a powerful 
organization, like that magnificent machine, the Roman Catholic 
Church, which moves with majestic power and steadiness and 
eternity of purpose. Read Macaulay’s description of it in his 
review of Ranke’s History of the Popes, and you will have a 
respect for that church, even if you dislike its semipolitical ten- 
dency at times, and however FEAS may be disposed to criticise some 
of its particular practices and requirements. 

I can speak in a similar respect of all the churches—not sects— 
churches of the Lord, intended to teach man that there is some- 
thing supernatural in the future; that there is, perhaps, a heaven 
and a hell; at any rate, that there is happiness and unhappiness in 
the next world—that there may be a place where some men could 
not expect to go, for they are not fit to enter into good society in 
this world or the next—they would not be at home. [Laughter.] 

I am for the amendment of the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
CARTER]. The proposition as it stands in the bill says that we 
shall stop short now, to-day; stop giving any money whatever or 
making any contracts with a church which does not teach just 
exactly what we believe in. The amendment of the Senator from 
Montana says if you do this there will be thousands of Indian 
children who will have no schoolhouse whatever until the benevo- 
lence of the people, the Christian missionary spirit of the United 
States, shall come forward and supply the deficiency. I think 
there is great force in that. 

I do not see why we should not let this thing down slowly and 


Now I am get- 


reasonably, and circumstances will adjust themselves to necessi- 
ties. Very few of the churches will give up any of the schools 
they have now; they will not lease or sell their schoolhouses; 
they will rather redouble their vigor; and many of us who are 
mighty poor churchmen of any kind would be very glad to help 


in the work. Do not say, Lock the doors! Close the schools! 
Quit! Come away from that unholy place! Let the children 
scramble the best they can and wait a year or two or three years 
before they get other schoolhouses.” Iwill not agree to it. Su 
pose you were to conduct a line of ocean steamers upon a 
policy, and to give notice that you will not take a certain class of 
people on your ships; that they can not travel over your line, and 
you come to that decision in mid-ocean, are you going to throw 
them overboard instantly? No, I think not; you would certainly 
take them to the wharf and tell them you do not want them to 
go any more on your line. That is all that is contained in the 
amendment of the Senator from Montana. 

Tam gat to see such a friendly spirit exhibited. Iam glad to 
see the kindly tone in which the Lincoln School and the Hampton 
School are spoken of. I know less of the Lincoln School, but I 
have known the rag bt School a great many years, and I esteem 
it a good part of an education to have known General Armstrong, 
the great president of that institution, a man who had deep rell. 
gious belief; but you would know him a long time before bein 
able to tell with what sect he was associated. With that belief, 
“Rich in e common sense,“ as (aioe dep said of Wellington, 
he was acceptable everywhere; a man of force, of character, he 
impressed himself upon the black men and the red men of that 
institution; he cautioned them against thinking that a little book 
knowledge would make honorable and successful people out of 
them, and he taught them how to be active, true, sincere men and 
women and citizens; and that school is still permeated with 
his spirit. e ma: of that school are from all churches; its 
general spirit is splendid—patriotic, religious, moral, and intel- 


it be out of order, would | lectual 


The original form of the Lincoln Institution, as was said by a 
Senator here a while ago, arose from the cir ce that it was 
founded by 1 and was requested to take charge of 
certain children whose poopie wanted them educated in the doc- 
trines and ritual of the 3 Church. 

Mr. GRAY. They were soldiers’ orphans. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; soldiers’ orphans; but their people 
wanted them to go to that particular school. Now, they have 
broadened it and have proyided for a governing board, without 
mentioning a bishop, or a church, or anything of the sort, and 
they have made a contract with the Government under which 
the pupils may go to whatever church they 1 and shall not 
be at all restricted in that respect. The Whole of the circular 
sent here by the officers of the institution—and I am glad they 
sent it—has been read, but I wish to call attention, as establishi 
the character of the school, more particularly to the officers an 
managers of it. 

They mention in the circular the facts that 86 of the girls are 
of Protestant parentage and 14 Roman Catholic. Of the boys, 62 
are Protestants and 46 Roman Catholics. I read a few names of 
officers only—not all. The superintendent of the boys’ depart- 
ment is George Jackson, a Roman Catholic; the assistant superin- 
tendent, Joseph T. Mercer, is an Episcopalian; the matron, M. 
Deeble, is a Methodist; the assistant matron, Mrs. Murphy, is a 
Presbyterian; the head teacher, Noble Haigh, is an Anglican; the 
assistant teacher, Daisy Allen, is a Congregationalist. The first 
six officers and teachers in the boys’ department are, therefore, 
each of them of a different church. 

In the ge department the superintendent, Mr. Hugg, is a 
Baptist; the next, the matron, a Methodist; the next, the assistant 
matron, a Methodist; the next an Episcopalian, the next a Metho- 
dist, the next an Episcopalian, the next a Congregationalist, the 
next an Episcopalian; the next, the cook, is a Roman Catholic; 
the house maid, a Roman Catholic; the waitress, a Presbyterian; 
the laundress, a Roman Catholic; the shoemaker belongs to the 
Greek Church, and the janitor is a Roman Catholic. [Laughter.] 
If that is not an absolutely harmless arrangement I do not know 
how to make one. 

I want to maintain these schools, and I want to let them down 
into nonsectarianism and lack of religious instruction as easily as 


can. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, with respect to the pending 
amendment, I desire to make a very few observations. I have 
known for a long time that the answer toa question is sometimes 
determined by the manner of statingit. In the particular instance 
before the Senate I understand it to be conceded that it is the duty 
of the United States to educate or to provide the means of educa- 
tion for Indian children on the reservations. I understand that 
duty is conceded. I understand, further, that it is a fact, about 
which there is no dispute, that the United States Government is 
not Ber ready by its own facilities and itsown means to educate 
all of these children, but that there are certain sectarian schools— 
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I use that term because I apprehend that I can employ nostronger 


one—existing in the reservations which can supply an education 
beyond the immediate facilities which the Government possesses; 
and the question is whether they shall be employed or not to sup- 
ply that which the Government can not đo by its own means. 

1. seems to me that if that is a fair statement of the proposition 
there has been a deal of discussion here which might well 
have been because, this uty tishing, the Government 
being unable by its own means to afford the facilities for educa- 
tion to all these children, there are certain ms who are entirely 
competent who have been employed heretofore, and whose method 
has given us, so far as I know, entire satisfaction; the question is, 
Shall we continue to employ them, shall the Government avail 
itself of these private agencies in order to discharge its whole 
duty, or shall we, upon some fancied impression, say we now 
abandon those children, and say to them ‘‘after a while we shall 
be able to educate you, but for the present the schools must stop, 
for the present you must cease attending the schools”? 

I can not understand why there is anythi pitt e eee 
ourselves of the facilities afforded by schools y established. 
I understand the Roman Catholic schools have heretofore educated 
Indian children in a very satisfactory way; I understand that the 
Methodist schools and the Presbyterian schools and all others have 
substantially discharged their duties toward the Government, and 
that no particular complaint has heretofore been made that the 
have forced their peculiar d upon the Indian children. 
that be true, what is there to be considered except to continue to 
pay the schools, or the managers of the schools, for aiding us in 
the discharge of the duties which we admit exist? 

Mr. President, in Illinois, and I believe all over the country 
where She popie schoolsexist, I do not remember that I have ever 
known a school board to inquire whether an applicant for the po- 
sition of a teacher was a Methodist, a Baptist, or a Roman Cath- 
olic. I have always supposed that the teacher was employed with 
reference to his or her qualifications, and I must confess that I 
can not see now what objection there can be to the employment 
of a Roman Catholic teacher or the subsidizing of a Roman Cath- 
olic school, or a Presbyterian or a Methodist school, to instract 
the Indians in the rudimentary branches of education; and thatis 
all, I believe, we propose to extend to them. 

I know the term ‘‘sectarian” has an odious sound; I know that 


with some the Roman Catholic faith is r ed as objectionable; 
the Methodists are opposed by some; the Presbyterians by others; 
the Baptists by others; and so of that gentle denomination called 


Friends. I believe down in some of the New England States at 
one time the Friends were ted and driven out; their very 
innocence made them the object of local opposition. But it seems 
to me we are sticking in the bark, and that the noise being made 
over this question just now is a sort of contribution to a sentiment 
which every now and then arises in the country, and makes an 
enormous noise about exceedingly unimportant 5 

I shall vote for the amendment upon the simple 5 pre- 
ferring secular education as I do, that at present nited States 
Government is not prepared to furnish the means of education to 
all these children. To the extent that we need to subsidize these 
sectarian schools, let it be done; but beyond that, after that, Iam 
willing to with any Senator who may prefer a strictly secu- 
lar education. I am not able to see that any question is involved 
here beyond the mere question of convenience. If we owe this 
duty we ought to dischargeit. If we can not do it with our pres- 
ent methods, there are those who have the facilities whom we can 
2 1 we can subsidize. If we can use them, why shall 
we not do it? 


The Senator from Montana . CARTER] made some observa- 


tions in to the probable improvement of the Indians by 
almost any form of faith. It seems to me in respect to barbarians, 
if the Indi are to be so regarded still, although I understand 


that many of them are American citizens, any form of faith would 
be an improvement. I am sure that there will be no danger to 
them arising from that cause, and Senators need not give them- 
selves so much anxiety about the methods of teaching in those 
8 because I am sure that no such impression be made 
upon the Indians as will be injurious to them. They need im- 
provement; and any method of instruction would be an improve- 
ment u their present condition. They would be wiser and 
better taught in any of these sectarian schools than they would 
be if left entirely without education. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, the objection raised by the Sen- 
ator from Montana to the provision of the bill as p EE by 
the House contained oe es gta a large number of Indian 
children will be depriv: school facilities under the provisions 
of the bill as it now ap before us. I propose to insert on 
page 59, in line 3, after word schools, what I now read: 

And in any case, if such there be, where the provisions of this act shall op- 

Indian child: present school facilities, the 


erate to deprive ren t Secretary of 
the Interior is hereby authorized to provide such temporary school accom- 
moda‘ teachers, as ay hoe for the time being, and 
report to the opening of pongeran — 


I think that will obviate the difficulty spoken of by the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. Carter]. I wish to say for myself in this 
connection that I have no objection of any kind or character to 
the creed, to the ritual, to the form of worship, or the polity of 
any denomination or religion, 

think the religion of the Master as He taughtitis broad enough 
to cover all mankind and all the various denominations that are 
trying to be Christian. So my objection to sectarian schools is 
not based upon any objection to a particular denomination. I 
think men and women can worship as well in one form as in an- 
other, penrided the heart is right, when it is out of the abundance 
of the heart the mouth speaketh.” I ask the Secretary to read the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. After the word “schools,” in line 3, page 59, 
it is proposed to amend by inserting: 

And in any case, if such there be, where the provisions of this act shall 
0 te to deprive Indian children of present school facilities, the Secretary 
of the Interior is hereby authorized provide such temporary school ac- 
commodations, includ teachers, as may be necessary for the time being, 
and report to Congress at the opening of next regular session. 

Mr. HOAR. Where does the amendment come in? 

é ac ee It is to be inserted immediately after the word 
gc 00 uae 

Mr. FAULKNER. Is it a substitute? 

Mr. PEFFER. It is to be inserted immediately after the word 
* schools,” in line 3, page 59, leaving the rest of the matter to stand. 

Mr. MITCHELL of n. That is ata different point in the 


Mr. PEFFER. 3 is to come in on page 59, line 8. 
. After the other amendment is di of? 
Mr. PEFFER. I understand that the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] is to strike out certain words, 
and I propose to amend the original text by adding what I have 
sent to the desk. 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator’s amendment is not to take the place 
of the amendment of the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER]? 
Mr. PEFFER. It is not to take the place of the Senator's 
amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 
Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment of the Senator from Kan- 
sas be read. We do not know what it is. 
2 PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will again be 
S S 
The SECRETARY. After the word “schools,” in line 3, page 59, 
itis proposed to insert: 
And in any case, if such there be, where the provisions of this act shall 


rate to deprive Indian children of present school facilities the Secretary 
the Interior is hereby authorized to provide such ap Aea accom- 
0 


modations. includi: being, and 
report to Congress at the opening of next regular session 


ing as may ve necessary for 

Mr. CARTER. Do I understand the Senator from Kansas to 
offer the amendment as a substitute for the amendment I propose? 

Mr. PEFFER. No. My object is to save the present wording 
of the bill and to add what the tary has read, so as to obviate 
the objection raised by the Senator from Montana, with the hope 
that by the adoption of my amendment the Senator’s objection 
would be satisfied and that he would urge no further objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. CARTER] is tostrike out and insert. The motion of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] to insert, being to perfect 
the text of the part proposed to be stri out, is in So the 
oe before the Senate is on the amendment of the Senator 


sas. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] is open to the serious objection which 
applies to the provision in the bill. 

call attention to page 3 of the report of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs for the year 1895, where the statement is made that 
not to exceed—to be more accurate I will read it: 

These figures do not include schools among the Five Civilized Tribes nor 
those which the State of New York providesfor her Indians. Therefore itis 
1 tifying to note the fact that from the rem: tribes 23,038 

dian. pup are now gathered together under the civilizing influence of 
schools and brought into daily contact with enlightened ideas and customs, 

The 23,036 represent the full capacity of the Government schools 
and the contract schools, and the full capacity of certain schools 
supported exclusively by charity without Government aid. This 
he suggests is over 60 per cent of the entire Indian school popu- 
tion exclusive of New York and the five Indian tribes e re- 

rt for the preceding year s ted that the total school capacity 

id not exceed 50 per cent. It is obvious when construing the 


two reports together that school facilities have been increased by 
the Government to accommodate about 10 per cent of the school 
ulation in addition to those theretofore supplied. 
Thare here a table showing the condition on 20 Indian reserva- 
tions, from which it is manifest that on those reservations the 


total school population is 15,488, while the Government has accom- 
modations for only 5,738. i 

Mr. TELLER. What are the reservations? 

Mr. CARTER. The Cœur d’Alene Reservation, in Idaho; the 
White Earth Agency, in Minnesota; the Crow Agenoy, in Montana; 
the Fort Belknap Agency, in Montana; the Ton ver Agency, 
in Montana; the Blackfeet Agency, in Montana; the Pueblo Agency, 
in New Mexico; the Turtle ee 1 FF orth 
Dakota: the Osage Agency, in oma; the Pine Ridge Agency, 
in South Dakota; the Crow Creek ncy, in South Dakota; the 
Rosebud Agency, in South Dakota; the Tulalip Agency, in Wash- 
ington; the La Pointe Agency, in Wisconsin; the Green Bay 
Agency, in Wisconsin; the Shoshone Agency, in Wyoming; the 
Mission Agency. in California; the Flathead Agency, in Montana, 
and the Umati ncy, in Oregon. 

The table is as follows: 


Table showing school facilities on reservations where contract schools are in 
operation. 


cy, Wash 
Cour d'Alene Reservation, 
dah 


EON T eee ee ey eee 
White Earth cy, Minn. 1, 
Crow A 8 1 
Fort Be Agency, Mont. 
oe River 2 Mon 
Blackfeet Agency. nt 
Pueblo Agency. N. Mex 2; 
Turtle Moun Reserva- 
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F ge Agency. pe 
cy, S. Dak. 
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La Pointe Agency, Wis.. 1, 
Green Bay hammer: Wis. 
Shoshone Agency, Wyo-- 

Mission ey, Cal 1. 


Fathead haps, Mont 
Umatilla Agency, Oreg 


e Ss el oS ee el ee ees 
To resume, the total school 8 is 15,488; the aggregate 
capacity of the Government schools is 5,733; the aggregate capac- 
ity of the contract schools is 5,185; the total capacity of the schools 
on those reservations is 11,018, leaving 4,995 children unprovided 
with school facilities in either Government or contract schools at 
* 3 named. 
roposition 
from ee woul > 
the Secretary. of the Interior shall betweeen now and the 
ist day of next July, when the pending bill becomes the law of 
the land, prohibiti absolutely a contract with any of these 
denominational schools, and requires the Government to furnish 
buildings independent of them. I submit that it is practically 
impossible. e buildings can not be constructed and the facili- 
ties provided within the limit of time suggested. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does the Senator from Montana mean to say 
that there are no buildings on the ground now where the schools 
are at present conducted? If there are, could not those buildings 
be rented? 

Mr. CARTER. Those buildings might be rented, but that 
might involve the process of confiscation. It may be that many 
of those good people will desire to prosecute their work notwith- 
standing Government schools are erected on the reservations, and 
I do not understand it to be in harmony with the policy of the 
Government to compel people to dispose of their property, prop- 
= which they were encouraged to construct by acts of Congress 
and by the country. : : 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator if he thinks 
there is anything in the bill prohibiting them from conducting 
such schools if they desire? 

Mr. CARTER. There is not. 

Mr. TELLER. Then, if it is impossible to rent their buildings 
and they prefer to go on ishing their own facilities, of course 
no chil will be turned out. F 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from Montana yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There are two schools in South Dakota 
under the control of the Catholic Church, one at Pine Ridge and 
the other at the Crow Creek Agency. They are both very many 
miles from any other school whatever or any other building, 
They were built there at the invitation of the Government, and 
3 was given to build them on ground at those agencies. 

undertake to say that if the bill passes as it is framed they will 


resented in the amendment of the Senator 
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not rent those schools, and that instead of there being 300 chil- 
dren in them next year there will probably be 50 in each school, 
and they will wait until they can collect money enough to go on. 

If we make a gradual reduction of 20 per cent a year they will 
keep the children, and the schools will go on as heretofore. But 
the church will not rent the building and turn their teachers out 
for a year or so, until the Government can build other schools, 
leaving their property unoccupied, without any equipment so far 
as teachers are concerned. But if we make a reduction of 20 per 
cent and it is the only way you can take care of the children 
they will raise money enough to conduct the schools at the pres- 
ent capacity. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me there is another 
ractical difficulty which has not been considered in the debate. 
uppose the sectarian schools are discontinued on the ist of next 

July and they go on under the denominations, as many of them 
I sup will, with decreased funds, but still keeping up the 
school in a private way. Here in those schools at various stages of 
their education are the children who have been entered there by 
the Government and the charge of whose education has been 
Sep by the Government. Perhaps one child is within six 
months of graduation, another within a year, and so on. Itis 
very hard to 5 from 9 where shoy 
are going thro ey may have a prospect soming teach- 
ersor finding ps now in the school if they graduate. It is very 
hard to compel them to go to an entirely. new school, where they 
ata to the teachers and where the teachers are unknown 
to them. 

S , although I do not imagine it is likely to happen, we 
Feni make it illegal to make a further contract with 
We haveall seen those children there, how much they are attached 
to the school and how well they are doing. It would be a gross 
injustice to compel the discontinuance of the education of a child 
there who: had got within one or two years even of his or her 
graduation. The amendment of the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
CARTER], if I understand it, provides pretty well, I think, for 
such a case. It is not in print. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not in print. 

Mr. HOAR. eis te be printed if it goes over until to- 
morrow morning. I recollect it aright, it provides for such a 
case, and Jam sure the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] would 
desire to modify his amendment in that respect so far as it might 
be advisable. 

Although I rose only for this 8 should like to say afew 
words on the general subject, and will be very few indeed, 
because it is not n to argue the question with a view to 
convincing Senators, and my own 9 on this subject are 
known to anybody who is or ever will be curious about them. 

The sectarian school plan was started by General Grant, who 
had a pe gear in it to a very large degree. I think he 

ided himself on it as one of the best things he did inhis time. 
At any rate, if it was not originated by him it was ily in- 
d by him, and I myself have heard him speak of it in private. 
The whole public service had become to some extent demoralized. 
during the war, and the Indian service had been particularly a 
reproach to the country; and the idea was that if instead of hav- 
ing influential politicians or other influential people in Congress 
or out select Indian agents and teachers of Indian schools, as a 
reward for political service, the religious bodies of the country 
peeks propon persons for appointment as Indian agents and teach-. 
ers to carry on and conduct the schools, then so far as the 
schools were concerned it would make a great e cue 

At the same time unquestionably it was founded on a vicious 
22 The Senator from IIlinois . PALMER] says: What 
it do to teach an Indian child, jnst coming out of bar- 
barism, the tenets of some particular religious sect? It is a great 
deal better than to leave him without any education at all.“ But 
the trouble is, you can not do that without exciting a strife between 
re sects for the opportunity of giving that instruction, 
wi tcompelli Government to make a choice between 
religious sects, which must stand equal before our law, in 
making the selection in every icular case. 

ep pire there are religious denominations in this country which: 
would take upon themselves the task of furnishing the entire 
religious and secular education of the Indian children in the coun- 
try—certainly there is one—and do it very well. I the 
Catholic Church would do it. I presume the Americam Mission- 
ary Association would do it. They would raise the funds so far 
as would be n beyond Government appropriations. But 
the result would be an invasion of the principle which lies at the 
foundation of our Government. You ean not opa religious 
denominations to give religious instruction to children without 
giving the instruction in accordance with the tenets of their own 


the 
and 
the 


sects. 

There are religions sects in this country and in the world, power- 
ful in influence and large in numbers, which believe that the failure 
to accept particular statements of faith, views of theology—even 
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if the failure exists from never having heard of them—condemns 


a person in that condition of unbelief to eternal misery and alien- 
ation from the favor of God in this world and the next. How can 
anybody who entertains such a belief fail to instruct any human 
being who comes within his influence in the faith which in his 
judgment is essential to salvation? Therefore the only way is to 
adhere to the principle of our Constitution, that there shall be no 
connection between any religious instruction and the state. I 
never liked that scheme when it was adopted, and I am heartil 
in favor of discontinuing it as soon as it can be discontinued wit 
justice to the children who are now under process of instruction 
and to those religious bodies which have undertaken these duties at 
the invitation of the Government itself. But I think we should 
carefully provide for the completion of the education of all chil- 
dren whose education has begun under the present scheme. 

I suppose it is not necessary for me to say that I have no sym- 
pathy whatever with any attempt at exclusion from all the func- 
tions or privileges or rights of American citizenship of anybody 
on account of his religious belief. The Catholic, Congregation- 
alist, Unitarian, Methodist, Episcopalian, as well as all others, 
stand equal before the law, Key in their rights of American 
citizenship. If a person is to attacked because of any sup- 
posed bigotry or intolerance, or because his faith, his opinions, 
are in conflict with American freedom, it should be done not by 
making religious faith a test of ađmission to or exclusion from 
public office, not by making religious faith the reason for giving or 
withholding the support of political ies or the votes of citizens, 
but by making the application of the principle to the individual 
himself. If a person who is bigoted, who is narrow, who owes an 
allegiance to a foreign potentate which is inconsistent with his 
allegiance to the Constitution and laws of his own country is pro- 
posed for pee office or as teacher in a public school, apply your 
principle to him, but never incorporate into the political creed of 
any or into the political conduct of any association of men 
the trine that because of religions faith alone an individual is 
to be excluded from the functions of American 3 

I hope, therefore, that the policy of divorcing the schools of the 
Government—whether they are the common schools in the States 
or the Government schools for the benefit of the wards of the 
nation—of denominational influence or control will go on and will 
be consummated. But it can not be done in an hour or in a day. 
If I understand the amendment of the Senator from Montana 5 
CARTER] it provides for a continuance of the present scheme to 
such an extent as will prevent injustice to the persons with whom 
the Government is contracting or injury to the individual. If I 
understand the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF- 
FER] it will on the ist of July next take children from schools 
where they are now being educated, and where in many instances 
they have nearly completed their education, and remove them arbi- 
trarily and in a mass to other schools which may be insufficient, 
and, at any rate, where their education has not so far begun. I 
am sure the Senator from Kansas does not desire that, and I pre- 
sume that before he brings his amendment to a vote he will in 
7... ̃ rah Ape evil. 

I ask that all amendments of which notice has been given may 
be printed for the use of the Senate. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to occupy the attention 
of the Senate as to these provisions long enough to say in reply 
to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], who I regret is not in 
his seat, that it isa mistake to sup that the Committee on 
Appropriations, in ting this bill, did so with the idea or un- 
derstanding that the children now enjoying educational advan- 

either at Government schools or at contract schools would 
be deprived of such facilities by means of the provisions con- 
tainod. in the bill. It will be observed, in the first place, that the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations increased by $200,000 the 
amount of the appropriation provided br ope other House. It 
will be observed in the next place that we have increased the ap- 
propriation for the construction, purchase, lease, and repair of 
school buildings and the purchase of school sites $100,000. So 
there is provided in the appropriation bill for additional public 
schools $230,000 in round numbers, which may be oy aoe either 
to the purchase or rent of any of the schools that are denominated 
as sectarian schools. The committee did intend fairly to provide 
for such schools as under the provisions of the bill might be dis- 
continued, 

It is not true, as stated, that the effect of these provisions will 
be to discontinue the education of from three to four thousand 
children, It may be that a certain number of children will be 
deprived of means of education unless the school buildings can be 
rented, as in the case suggested by the Senator from South Dakota 

. PETTIGREW | and in the caseof the Flathead Agency instanced 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. It is also a mistake 
to suppose that these contract schools embrace within them any 


considerable amount of the money annually appropriated for the 
education of Indian children. 2 8 p 

I have before me a statement which I have collated from the 
report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for the present year, 
in which it is shown that there are now educated at the public 
day schools of the different States 487 pupils, which, by the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Montana, will be absolutel 
deprived of the power of going into schools, because his amend- 
ment confines the education of Indian children to National Gov- 
ernment schools. It is the consensus of opinion of the Superin- 
tendent of Indian Schools, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and those most familiar with the education of Indian children 
that the best way to educate them is to have them mingle with 
the white children in the different schools, where that is prac- 
ticable, and it is practicable to the extent of 500 children during 
the current year. 

Mr. CAR . Will the Senator from Iowa allow me? 

Mr, ALLISON, Certainly. 

Mr, CARTER. Thereis no objection whatever to the amend- 
ment to the amendment providing that the education shall begiven 
in Government schools or in public schools under the control of 
the ive States and Territories. 

Mr. ALLISON. I 5 of the amendment as proposed by 
5 Senator; and it will be printed in that way unless it is modi- 


The Commissioner of Indian Affairs was before the Committee 
on Appropriations and stated that this method of education is 
growing in popularity not only with the Indian children, but with 
the schools in the neighborhood of Indian children where the 
General Government provides for 15 or 20 children, paying a specific 
amount for the tuition at the schools, and thus enlarge the local 
schools in the interior of our country. 

I will state the number educated at nonreservation Government 
schools, schools controlled wholly by the Government at this time. 
Perhaps the ave: attendance is somewhat less, but at non-Gov- 
ernment schools where the school buildings are erected and the 
schools in operation there isa capacity for 4,673children. Thereare 
Government reservation schools, known as Government boarding 
schools on the reservation, of a capacity sufficient now to take 
care of 7,845 Indian children, there being 75 reservation Govern- 
ment schools in all and 19 nonreservation Government schools. 

There are upon Indian reservations 110 day schools controlled 
and paid for by the Government, with a capacity of 4,145, mak- 
ing in all of nonreservation and reservation Government schools 
and day schools a capacity of 17,150 children—schools which are 
now wholly controlled by Government expenditure and Govern- 
ment supervision. 

Now, let us examine from this same report the Government 
contract schools and see how they are distributed and what is the 
character of those schools. All the Government contract schools 
are enumerated on pages 11 and 12 of the current report of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. I have not computed the exact 
number, but I believe there are 39 in all. There are in all these 
contract schools in the neighborhood of 3,800 pupils. Of these 
pupils, 348 are in contract day schools mentioned here. I do not 
know whether they are sectarian; probably some of them are, 
probably not; but there are 348 pupils in day schools, with an 
average annual expenditure of from $10 to $30. They do not come 
within the range of the expensive contract schools—of the con- 
tract schools known as boarding schools—where we pay from $108 
to $150 per annum for each pupil or for each term of ten months. 
The Senator from Montana will see that although this appropria- 
tion begins on the ist of July, the school year does not begin 
until the ist of September, or in most cases as late as the middle 
of September, and then it continues only up to July. The school 
vacation for Indian schools continues from two to three months, 
as the vacation for other schools is from two to three months. 

Mr. PEFFER. Four weeks are regarded as a month. 
ne ALLISON. Yes; four weeks are regarded as a month, I 

ieve. 

I have shown that 348 of the 3,800 pupils are in day schools. 
The largest number in the day schools, according to my recollec- 
tion, is 25. So these 348 pupils are scattered through day schools 
ranging from 10 to 25 pupils each. 

I find there are of boarding schools 14 where the attendance 
numbers 50 or under. If anyone will take pains to examine the 
details, to be found as I have stated, he will sée that these small 
boarding schools are scattered all over the United States, some of 
them on reservations. I do not know but all of these are on reser- 
vations, but they are in California, Arizona, Oregon, Washington, 
Idaho, and soon. Three of them have 60 pupils; one of them has 
65; one of them has 70; one of them has 90; four have 95; one of 
them has 105; one, 110; one, 130; one, 140, and one, 145; making 
only 1,925 pupils, exclusive of the 348 who are at the day schools. 

In addition to that there are, as shown by this report, certain 
other schools specially appropriated for by Congress which are 
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not included in the pending bill, but have been included in Indian 
appropriation acts hitherto, at least for one or two years. Among 
these are included, of course, the school at Hampton, Va., and the 
Lincoln Institutionat Philadelphia, which together have320 pupils. 
The Flathead school in Montana, which the Senator from Montana 
mentioned especially, has 300 pupils. Soin addition to the 1,925 
classified as I have shown, the larger portion of them being at 
schools where there are 70 pupils or less, there are a few schools 
derape provided for in other appropriation acts and not included 
in this bill. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs said to us that he did not 
believe there would be any great difficulty in providing for most 
of the children at these schools if he had an additional sum of 
money. He admitted that it would be somewhat inconvenient to 
do torkut with $100,000 additional he could practically provide for 
them 


Mr. President, it is a mistake to suppose that this school system 
of ours, especially as respects contract schools, had its origin a 
quarter of a century ago. It had its origin with the Hampton 
school, as I remember. There was before that time no contract 
school. It was never dreamed of by President Grant Goring his 
whole term of service. The idea was that the religious people of 
our country should have the control and direction of these Indians; 
that they should become the agents and employees; and that the 
patriotic and charitable people connected with the different 
churches would themselves establish mission schools whereby 
religion should be ati pi as well as secular education. But it 
was never oon or dreamed that I know of during the period 
of his term of office that there should be what are known as con- 
tract schools. Some time ago there was a great massacre in the 
Indian Territory or in that neighborhood. It was the Wichitas 
and Cheyennes, was it not? e Senator from Arkansas Mr. 
J Siig Oats remember. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, It was. $ 

Mr. ALLISON. Three hundred of those Indians were trans- 

orted under military authority to Pensacola or some place in 
orida. They were there three years in prison, practically 
under the military authority and under the care of Captain Pratt. 
When they were to be removed some twelve or fifteen of those 
people desired to be educated. They were not children; I believe 
all of them were mature men and women. Some place was sought 
in the Northern States were these adult Indians, whose hands were 
red with the blood of white men, could have an opportunity to 
1 , if you please, the rudiments of our Ly ee language, and 
iste 5 as respects our civilization. ow many applica- 
tions were made I do not know, but Hampton Institute had been 
organized by the State of Virginia as a normal and agricultural 
school for the education of the colored race in order to fit them 
to go out among their brethren in the South and educate them in 
the common schools, and Hampton Institute, with General Arm- 
strong at its head, said: ‘‘Bring your 15 Indian ple here 
and we will educate them as best we may.” Captain tt landed 
them at the Hampton Institute, and the Government paid for the 
cost of their keeping and their education there. Captain Pratt 
remained there a year, training and educating those Indians. 
Then it was for the first time that the idea was projected into our 
policy of carrying away from the reservations and from the homes 
of the Indians the young children who were roaming over the 
plains of the West. 

It was my fortune, Mr. President, to visit the Sioux tribes in 
1875. I saw there as intelligent and enlightened men as 1 
their judgment and their brain power as any set of men I have 
seen. But I saw at their agencies more than 1, 100 children play- 
ing npo the high -pama without a single schoolhouse within 
50 miles ot them, although in 1868, under the treaty which was 
made by General Sherman and ratified by Congress, we agreed 
that from the day of its ratification we would provide them with 
schools for all the children between the ages of 7 and 16 years. 
Yet schools were not provided for them. a report which I 
made to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs as a member of an 
Indian commission, I stated as my belief then that the best way 
to execute the obligation which we had made to those Indians 
would be to segregate the young people from the wild tribes and 
educate them as white children are educated. That was not done. 
But afterwards a few of those and a few belonging to other tribes 
were found at Hampton. 

After Captain Pratt had remained at Hampton, I believe, one or 
two years he separated from that institution and established the 
institution at Carlisle, which has been so well and so ably man- 

by him from that time to this. It will be seen by the roster, 
if I may call it so, of the Indian schools that Captain Pratt's 
school a capacity of 800 pupils. But within two weeks he 
has told me that he has1,200in his school. His policy is to allow 
the young Indian children to go out among the farmers at inter- 
vals and earn wages, and come in at other intervals and receive 
the benefits of the school at Carlisle. So the policy of making 


contracts began at Hampton and was pushed at Carlisle for some 
time. 

The Senator from Massachusetts alludes to the growth of this 
peior: That growin is largely to be attributed to the Senator’s 
a . 


colleague, Dawes, who was chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and who, in season and out of season, begged the 
Committee on Appropnariong for a constant increase of the appro- 
priation for the education of Indian children. 

Mr. HOAR. Ispoke of the contract with religious bodies for 
the education of Indian children. 

Mr. ALLISON. The contract with religious bodies came after 
Hampton and after Carlisle. I have herea table showing that up 
to eighteen hundred and—— 

Mr. HOAR. I do not want to interrupt the Senator from Iowa 
in his very interesting statement, but I think pernape I may 
claim a little of 725 credit of that change for myself without 

or vanity. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no doubt the Senator is right about that. 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to say, if the Senator from Iowa will 
pardon me, that I made a speech on the subject of the Indian 

uestion before my colleague, Mr. Dawes, went upon the Indian 

ommittee, in which I gave, after a great deal of study, the en- 
tire cost of the Indian wars from the beginning of the Govern- 
ment, and showed that it would have been cheaper for the Gov- 
ernment to have supported all Indian children of school age and 
pos them into costly schools, they being then, of course, hostages 

or the good behavior of their parents, than it would be to defray 
the cost of the Indian wars. In that speech I quoted from the re- 
port of my honorable friend the Senator from Iowa himself, who 
was then as now a member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
and moved an appropriation of $2,000,000 that year for Indian 
education. 

The Senator from Iowa replied then that, while he recognized 
the obligation which he had stated in his report, it was utterly 
impracticable to expend so large an amount on Indian education 
in a single year, because the teachers were not there, the schools 
were not there, the machinery was not there. He said if I would 
make it, I think, $300,000—I have forgotten what the sum was, but 
it was a very great advance on what was ever granted before—he 
would support it. He did support it, and that amendment, sup- 
ported by the Senator from lowa, with which I had become the 
means of stirring him up a little, was the first large increase of 
the appropriation for Indian education. Ido not know whether 
my friend remembers that or not, but it is the fact. 

. ALLISON. Ido remember it very well. 

Mr. HOAR. So the first large increase which originated the 
present policy of Indian education, taking all the children we 
could get from a particular band and putting them into a school, 
was due to an amendment toan appropriation bill which the Sen- 
ator from Iowa himself espoused. and which without his great 
influence in the Senate never would have gone through. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator from Massachusetts, I 
remember very well his remarks upon that occasion and his ar- 
ray of facts as to the cost of Indian wars, and especially the In- 
dian war which followed our failure to carry out our obligations 
to the Sioux tribe. I remember also his amendment and my 
promise to aid him. That only reenforces what I was about to 
show from a table which is found in the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs. In 1877 we appropriated only $20,000 for 
the education of Indian children. In 1881, four years later, we 
appropriated only $75,000. Then we began to increase the appro- 
priation. I think that was about the time the Senator from 
sachusetts pressed upon us the importance of Indian education. 
We then to increase the appropriation until, in 1886, we 
appropriated $1,100,000. The largest appropriation made was in 
1893, when we appropriated 82,315,612. So, from 1881 to 1893 we 
increased our appropriations for the education of the Indian tribes 
from $75,000 to $2,315,000. If you will canpa the appropria- 
tions made in the pending bill, you will find that they are equal 
to the largest appropriation that has ever been made for Tadia 
education, I think , although I have not computed it with accuracy. 

Mr. President, the education of the children of our Indian tribes 
has been a growth, and it has been a rapid growth. It has grown 
so that from a small number of children there are 23,000 children 
educated under the provisions of our laws, 18,000 of whom are 
educated at Government schools and schools under the immedi- 
ate control of the Government. So the progress we have made 
in educating Indian children has been the progress of the appro- 
priations made by the Government. 

There is one result that I think has followed it, although I have 
not examined it with care, except to see what has been the result 
for the last two or three years. As the Government increased its 
benefactions to the Indian tribes for educational t purposed the do- 
nations, if you please, or collections for education by means of 
private munificence, have correspondingly dimi ed. So, al- 
though this expense is nearly $2,300,000 by the Government there 
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is less than $200,000 provided for the education of all the children 
at the mission schools, if you call them mission schools. When 
Senators come to examine this whole system of education they 
will find that the Government has made the chief provision. 

If injustice has been done, if we have not made adequate pro- 
vision here for the support of the contract schools, the proposed 
change is not one which was first inserted in this bill, but which 
was proposed two years ago, and agreed to by both Houses at that 
time. This provision is simply in pursuance of what we did then. 
We then solemnly declared that the Government of the United 
States should itself provide for the education of Indian children 
under its own authority and under its own direction at the earli- 
est day practicable. e have, therefore, segregated these schools 
with a view to show that it is within the power of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, in my belief, to provide for most, if not 
all, of the Indian children who are now at the contract schools. 
The Senator from Illinois [Mr. 8 reminds me that the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs stated before the committee that 
that could be done. 

As to eee I voted to strike out the 
to that school, because the information I at the moment, and 
which was before the Committee on A iations, led me to 
believe that Hampton was a sectarian school within the reason- 
able purview of the statute, but I have since had ample informa- 
tion to convince me that it is not sectarian in any sense. I think 
Lincoln Institute at cap or is a little nearer to being so, but 
I think that, too, may be fairly excluded. 

So the Committee on Appropriations, in endeavoring to adjust 
the differences of views and opinions as to this great subject of 
Indian education, had not in mind the idea that we were turning 
any Indian child out of a school or that we were depriving any 
In child of an opportunity of receiving an education under 
the provisions of this bill. it can be fairly shown that that 
— be the effect of our action I, for one, am willing to make 


ision in relation 


the hol 
Mr. 


. From the fact that I saw the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. CARTER] getting together a pile of books, and other 
Senators getting up data, I concluded that probably there would 


be more 5 
TER. If the Senator will permit me, I desire to sub- 


mit an amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON, I yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from Iowa seems to object to the 
word “ National” in reference to the Indian schools. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is mistaken; I do not object to 
the words National Government schools.” 

Mr. CARTER. To what does the Senator object, then? 

Mr. ALLISON, I stated to the Senator that using that phrase 
might prevent the children who are now attending the State schools 
from attending the national schools. If the Senator prefers that 


language, I do not object. 8 
. CARTER. In order to meet the objection of the Senator 
from Iowa, which, by possible construction, might exclude the 
public schools of the pone ee which I have a reverence which 
will compare equally with that of any Senator on the floor, I sug- 
gest that the word National,“ in line 10, be stricken ont immedi- 
ately before the word . Government,“ and after Government“ 
the words or public” be inserted; so that the amendment will 
read Government or public schools.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of The amendment of the Senator 


tter adjourn and think over it? 
Let the amendment be printed as it is now proposed. =: 
Mr. CARTER. Very well. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Sena- 
55 fe: Montana be printed as modified, in the absence of 
0 on. 


. TELLER. I ask leave to offer an amendment to the pend- 
— ane come in at the top of page 51, and I ask that it be 
prin 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to 
have the amendment read? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iaskthat the proposed amendment be printed 
in the Recorp. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, in the 
r 


_ The amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. TELLER is to 
insert at the top of page 51 the following: 

To enable the Secre of the Interior to negotiate with the Uncompah; 
tribe of Indians, and with the Indians residing upon the Uintah Reservation 
in the State of Utah, and with any other Indians, for the surrender of any 
lads of their . reserva’ or for such modification of existing 

ties as may be deemed desirable by said Indians and the Secretary of the 
Interior, any agreement thus negotiated being subject tosubsequent ratifica- 
tion by Congress, $15,000. 
TRANSMISSISSIPPI EXPOSITION AT OMAHA, 


Mr. ALLEN. I now ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of Senate bill 1306, displacing the pending measure merely 
temporarily. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of a bill 
the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S.1306) to authorize and encourage 
the holding of a transmississippi exposition at the city of Omaha; 
in the State of Nebraska, in the year 1898, and making an appro- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 

0 pro X ere objection to the 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

to consider the bill. 


Whole, 

Mr. The bill has been read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to suggest one or two amendments to 
the Senator from Nebraska. 1 wish to strike out section 5, and 
to 5 for it an amendment which I will send to the Secre- 

s 5 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee amendments 
have not been acted upon. 

Mr. Let the committee amendments be first acted on. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will withhold my amendment for the present. 

The first amendment reported by the Select Committee on In- 
ternational Expositions was, in section 1, line 3, after the word 
‘*transmississippi,” to insert “and international”; and in line 6, 


after the word to insert and international“; 
so as to make the section read: 

That i and international shall be held at the 
diner a 22 pi an exposition eld a 


te of Nebraska, in the year 1898, under the auspices 
d ition Amociation: Provide 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 8, after the word 
**transmississippi,” to insert and international”; and in line 8, 
after the words ‘‘fifty thousand dollars,” to strike out: 

And for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, there is . 
for said building or buildings, out of any money in the ted States 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 60. 

So as to make the section read: 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause a suitable 

or buildings to be erected on the site selected for eae i 


building or buildings N 

Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and required to 
the material composing the same, at the close of the 
preference to the city of Omaha, or to the said Transmis- 
tion tion, to the same at an 

in such manner as may be determined by 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, ens in line 1, to 
strike out: That for the purpose of paying the expense of trans- 
portation, care, and custody of exhibits by the Government and 
the maintenance of the building or buildings hereinbefore pro- 
vided for, and the safe return of articles belonging to the said 
Government exhibit, and other contingent expenses to be approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury u itemized accounts and 
vouchers, there is hereby appropria for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary: Provided”; and in line 16, after the word “‘ aggregate,” 
to fill the blank by inserting “ 250.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I offer my amendment to the amend- 
ment of the committee. My amendment covers the striking out 
of oTo of section 5 and inserting what I send to the Secre- 

8 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all of section 5, 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 


incident to or out of same, except for the construction of 
expense it yo n growing. p p 


the building before provided for, and for the purpose of 
paying the expense rtation, care, and of bits È the Gov- 
ernment and the maintenance of the said building or buildings and the safe 
return of articles said Government exhibit and other contin- 


belonging to 
to be approved by the Secre 
and 22 


expenses 
accounts and vou : 
not exceed the sum of $50,000, nor shall the expenses 


8 


1896. 


exhi each every purpose connected therewith, including the trans- 
Sa oe ae Soe aun ena Ta We exceed the 
zum of $150,000; amounting in all to not exceeding the sum of boo. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the commit- 
tec 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 1 
The next amendment of the Select Committee on International 
Expositions was, in section 6, line 4, after the words sum of,” 
to insert * ten.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to suggest to the Senator that that 


amendment be not agreed to; and that instead of 810 day” 
there be inserted “a reasonable sum to be fixed by the etary 
of the 5 

Mr. ALLEN. That is agreeable, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 


the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 4 
The SECRETARY. In section 6, line 4, it is proposed to strike out 
the words, the sum of ten dollars per day,” and insert, “a rea- 
sonable sum, to be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 2 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the section be read as it will stand if 


amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The section will be read as it 
Will stand if amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 6. That the commission appointed under this act shall not be entitled 
to any com tion for their services out of the of th 
5 their actual expenses for tion and a reasonab‘e sum, 


of the Treasury, for subsistence for each day 
absent from home on the business of said commission. 


O) 
Treasury, which shall bo paid out of the sums 
aid of such exposition. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Select Committee on International 
Expositions was, in section 7, after the word ‘‘transmississippi,” 
at the end of line 2, to insert ‘‘and international”; so as to make 
the section read: 


SEC. 7. That medals, with te and inscriptions 
commemorative of said and international exposition and of 
the awards to be made to the exhibitors thereat, shall be prepared at some 
mint of the United States, for the thereof, subject to the 


than p: 
of said co counterfeiting or i 


penal or otherwise, act against the 
Tf coins of the United States apply to the medals struck and issu 
under this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 8,line 4, after the word 
„Transmississippi,“ to insert “and International”; so as to read: 


cumstances, be liable for any of the acts, doings, 
tions of said Transmississippi Interna 


bonds, 5 Biigatio 1 af kind issued by said corporati 
m. or o on any on, or 
for any deb bilities, or ttending 
5 a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 5 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, 1 z 

The PRESID pro tempore. The amendments reported 
to 5 — : ble will now be arcane 7 

e Select Committee on International Expositions reported to 
amend, in line 2 of the first clause of the preamble, after the 
word ‘‘transmississippi,” by inserting and international”; so 
as to make the clause read: 

Whereas it is desirable to encourage the holding of a transmississippi 
international exposition at the 4 | of Omaha, in the State of Po and 
the year 1898, for the exhibition the resources of the United States of 
America and 5 and civilization of the Western Hemisphere, and 
for a display of the arts, industries, manufactures, and products of the soil, 
mine, and sea; and 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the last clause of the preamble, in 
line 1, after the word Transmississippi,” to insert and Inter- 
national“; in line 3, after the words *‘ day of,” to strike out Au- 
gust” and insert June“; and in line 4, after the words day of,” 
to strike out October” and insert November“; so as to make 
the clause read: - 
and International Exposition Association 

i on the Ist day of June, 


has undertaken to hold such e: on 
N ovember, 1898: Therefore. 


1898, and closing on the Ist day 


The amendment was to. 
The preamble as amended was agreed 
The title was amended so as to read: 


encourage the holding of a 


to. 
“A bill to authorize and 
ippi and international ex- 
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BLUE MOUNTAIN IRRIGATION AND IMPROVEMENT COMPANY, 

ay eee 7921 1088 bil ee ah — 
ma up a „Which is ort, 
which 1 think will occasion no debate. It is Senate bill 1468. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1468) extending the time 
allowed the Blue Mountain Irrigation and Improvement Company 
for the construction of its reservoirs and canal in and through the 
Umatilla Reservation, in the State of Oregon. It proposes to ex- 
tend for five years the time prescribed by the act of Congress 
appena January 12, 1893, for the construction and completion 
of the irrigation ditch or canal and reservoirs of the Blue Moun- 
tain Irrigation and Improvement Company across the Umatilla 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Oregon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT IN ALABAMA, 

Mr. CHANDLER. It has been my desire for gome time to call 
up the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. — for 
an investigation into the Alabama election. 1 understand the 
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] is not well, and 
therefore I have not pressed the resolution, but there is an order 
of the Senate allowing the minority of the committee to submit 
their views against the passage of the resolution. I am desirous 
that that minority report shall be made, and I ask the Senator 
from Delaware if he can tell me how soon it will be made? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it should have been made and 
would have been made before this but for want of time on my 
part to prepare it, as it was rather intrusted to me to do. I have 
eee eee by the illness of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, with whom I was to consult with rd to 
— ta endeavor to have the report in early next 
W. 


Mr. CHANDLER. always want to extend all possible con- 
sideration to the Senator from Delaware, who is well, and the 
Senator from Alabama, who is sick; but I really wish that that 
minority report might be made, as the majority report was made 
some three or four weeks ago. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o'clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 13, 1896, at 12 
o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 10, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. = 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LATE HON. WILLIAM COGSWELL. 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
t consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 

esk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That Saturday, April 18, 1896, beginning at 1 o'clock, be set 
g tribu! the of Willi 5 

Huse of te to t Tenera Vilijan Cogswell Into a member 
80 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be con- 
sidered as agreed to. 
There was no objection. s 
HARRIET c. GREGG. 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2006) to increase the = 
„ C. Gregg, widow of Col. John Irvin Gregg, 

0 850. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Gregg, widow of zen 


i th Rasen 2 U: ited States Cav 
en . 8 , 
3 from $40 per month to 870 per — i and 
8 5 P 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 3 
Ri 5 Is there objection to the present consideration 

of the bill? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. We had better have the report read, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. TALBERT. I just want to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill if it has been considered at a Friday night session? 

Mr. MAHON. The report is long, and I can make a brief state- 
ment that would answer as well. 

The SP. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, 


the 
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Mr. MAHON. Colonel Gregg, this officer, served in the Mexi- 
can war as a private until he was 5 promoted to the office of lieu- 


tenant. He went into the Regular Army and served in the Indian 
wars on the frontier. At the breaking out of the war of the re- 
bellion he was placed in command of a brigade of cavalry, known 
as the famous Gregg Cavalry. He commanded the brigade through- 
out the war, and was engaged in all the battles in which the Army 
of the Potomac was engaged. He died in 1892. This lady had 
been his wife from 1847 to 1892. He left his widow without any 
or any means of support. 
ow, this old lady, Iam authorized to say, is in destitute cir- 
cumstances, and we are asking an increase of this pension not to 
$100, but from $30 to 850 a month. We have pensioned the wid- 
ows of many generals as high as $100 and $200 a month who 
never rendered as much service to this country as this man did. 
Now, this is very little to ask for, to 
month; and she does not ask for more. 


in, 


y only reason for ask- 
unanimous consent, and not waiting until the case could be 
ed up, is because it is so far down on the Calendar that it will 
never be reached at this session and, therefore, on account of the 
destitute circumstances of this woman, the widow of this gallant 
soldier, I ask that the measure may be considered now. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to say to the gentleman that so long 
as it is in my power, no officer’s widow shall have her pension thus 
in In saying this, I do not desire to single out this case as 
one specially for objection, but I avail myself of that opportu- 
a, and I object. 

2 MAHON, I will take the same opportunity with the gen- 


eman. 
Mr. LOUD. You will have to wait along time. 
; FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, reported the bill (H. R. 8109) making appropriations for forti- 
fications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole Hone on orig area of wma Union, and, with the accompany- 
e epoi e to be printed. 


2 of Nebraska. Igive notice that to-morrow, after 
= ates of the Journal, I will ask for the consideration of 
b 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
joint resolution were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 2490) to amend an act entitled An act to establish a 
national park at Gettysburg, Pa.,” approved on the 11th day of 
February, 1895—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 821) granting a pension to James W. Dunn—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2412) to make the city of Santa Barbara, county of 
Santa Barbara, State of California, a subport of entry—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

A bill (S. 1828) to authorize the Auditor for the Interior Depart- 
ment to settle and adjust the account of E. C. Chirouse, Indian 
agent at the Tulalip Agency, Wash.—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs 


J oint resolution (S. R. 128) directing the Secretary of War to sub- 
mit a plan and estimate for the improvement of the Nebraska side 
of 33 River, opposite Sioux City, lowa—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

: MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLarr, one of its clerks, an- 


ill (S. 1880) to increase the pension of Thomas J. Haughey; 
S. 1679) for the relief of Helen Larned; 

S. 601) granting a pension to Clara R. Rodgers; 

S. 2194) granting a pension to Mrs. Weltha Post Leggett; 
Ae 2055) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Christine 
arnard; 

A bill (S. 2220) to pension Ellen C. Abbott, widow of Bvt. 
Brig. Gen. Joseph C. Abbott; 

bill (S. 2035) granting a pension to Julia D. Richardson; 

A bill (S. 1665) granting a pennon to Rita Stine; 

A bill (S. 1356) to increase the pension of Elizabeth L. Larrabee, 
widow of Col. C. H. Larrabee, late of the Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment of Wisconsin Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 2353) granting a pension to Delia Gilman; 

A bill (S. 1960) granting an increase of pension to Lucy Ord 
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ive this widow $50 a | Maso: 


n; 
A bill (S. 1949) granting an additional pension to Capt. Brad- 
bury W. Hight; 

A bill (S. 2200) granting a pension to William H. Morgan; 

A bill (S. 714) granting a pension to Benjamin Franklin Dowell, 
of Oregon, for services with the Oregon Volunteers in the years 
1853, 1854, 1855, and 1856; * 

A bill (S. 2255) granting a pension to Lorenzo Meserth; 

A bill (S. 511) granting a pension to P. F. Castleman, of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 2068) to grant a pension to Emeline C. Sewell, widow 
of Chief Engineer George Sewell, United States Navy; 

A bill (S. 1602) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane L. 
Fagg, widow of Col. John A. Fagg; - 

A bill (S. 574) granting a pension to Caroline A. Slocum; 

A bill (S. 1269) granting an increase of pension to John S. Hall; 

A bill (S. 2223) granting a pennon to Riley W. Pierce; 

A bill (S. 1510) to pension Mrs. Susan M. Sessford; 

A bill (S.2514) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Annie 
E. Colwell; 

A bill (S. 2290) granting a pension to Hester A. Robinson; 

A bill (S. 2456) granting a pension to Oliver P. Gooding; 

A bill (S. 504) to increase the pension of Edmund Woog; 

A bill (S. 400) granting a pension to Johnson Hays; 

A bill (S. 737) granting a pension to James Richardson; 

A bill (S, 2557) granting a pension to Sarah E. Boyd; 

A bill (S. 1817) granting a pension to Caleb M. Wright: 

A bill (S. 2045) granting a pension to Harriet R. Mattack; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 125) directing the Secretary of War to 
transmit an estimate of the cost of the improvement by the Gen- 
eral Government of the Clatskanie River, Oregon; 

A bill (S. 2274) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Chamberlain; 

A bill (S. 205) granting a pension to Mary O. H. Stoneman; 

5 Kg (S. 1694) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H. 
el; 

A bill (S. 2635) granting a pension to Caroline Watkins; 

A bill (S. 2524) to increase the pension of Mary B. Le Roy; 

A bill (S. 613) granting an increase of pension to Henry Wilson; 

A bill (S. 125) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadel- 
phia, Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook; 

A bill (S. 1737) granting a pension to James G. Hartzell; 
bill (S. 1635) granting a pension to James Byrne; 
bill (S. 1636) granting a pension to John G. B. Masters; 

ill (S. 2578) granting a pension to Andrew M. Callahan; 

ill (S. 890) Baresi a pension to John N. Landon; 

ill (S. 706) for the relief of Eugenia Wood; 

bill (S. 2216) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth M. 
Stevenson, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A bill (S. 1809) granting a pension to Joshua Parker; 

A bill (S. 1189) granting an increase of pension to A. S. Louder- 


nounced that the Senate had passed bills and a joint resolution of | milk 


the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


ested: 
nie pill (S. 1414) granting a pension to Emma Brough Gerard; 
A bill (S. 1088 granting a pension to Celesthia ‘A. Whitney; 
A S. 1036) granting a pension to Rebecca E. Kutz; 
A (S. 725) granting a pension to Anna C. Garber; 
A bill (S. 1523) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bell; 
A bill (S. 1684) granting a pension to Sam P. Barbee; 
A (S. 830) granting a pension to Mary Allard, widow of 
A 
A 


ZEEE 


John Allard, formerly of Company E, Seventh Connecticut Vol- 
unteer Infantry; f 
bill (S. 1127) granting an increase of pension to Russell R. 


Sim (S. 2238) granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
S. pin (S. 856) tin ion to Philip T. Greel 
k granting a pension to Philip T. Greely; 

A bill (S. 1117) granting a pension to Cornelia De Peyster Black; 
A bill (S. 1052) increasing the pension of Luvicey J. Summers, 
widow of William H. Summers, late captain of Company E, 
Fortieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, and also a soldier in the 
Mexican war; 


b 
o 


b-a 


A bill (S. 2175) granting a pension to James Loyd Young, late 
of Company A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 2600) granting a pension to Mrs. Clifford Neff Fyffe; 

A bill (S. PEN eryr an increase of pension to William W, 
Tumblin, of Bradford County, Fla.; and 

A bill (S. 1011) for the relief of Capt. James Regan, United 
States Army. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 


A bill (H. R. 925) granting a pension to Annie J. Corbett, of 


R. I.; 5 
A bill (H. R. 995) granting a pension to Kate A. Pitman; : 
Rele (H. R. 3749) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida 
es; 
A bill (H. R. 2800) granting a pension to Martha Brooks; 
H. R. 2340) ting a pension to Caroline Parker; 
H. R. 8482) for the relief of John E. Evans; 
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rot (H. R. 4606) granting an increase of pension to Mary B. 


ouk; 
A bill (H. R. 2151) to restore to the pension rolls the name of 
Agnes A, Blackman; 

A bill . R. 2797) granting a pension to Peter B. Palmenteer; 


A bill (H. R. 2410) to amend an act increasing the pension of 
Marcus D. Box; 

A bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pension to Francis E. Hoover; 

A bill (H. R. 1050) to grant an increase o pronon to Elizabeth 
Deshler Whiting, widow of Lieut. Henry iting; 

A bill (H. R. 3993) granting a pension to Joseph Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 1838) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


EA 70 and 
A bill (H. R. 2234) granting a pension to Joseph A. Cooper. 
CHOCTAW COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Senate bill No. 2141, to amend an act 
approved August 24, 1894, entitled An act to authorize purchasers 
of the property and franchises of the Choctaw Coal and Railwa: 
Company to organize a corporation and to confer upon the same 
the poyan privileges, and franchises vested in that company.” 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the power to construct and operate branches, in- 
cluding those mentioned in section 2 of this act, conferred in and by section 

Apt theact approved August 24, 1894, entitled An act to authorize A hor ayes 
of the property and franchises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to 
organize a corporation and to confer upon the same all the powers, priyi- 
leges, and franchises vested in that company,” shall be exercisable in the 

Indian Territory only after maps showing the location of such branches 

shall have been filed with and approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

SEC. 2. That the powersconferred by said section 4 extend to branches 
intended to aid the development of any coal or timber territory contiguous 
or tributary to the lines of railroad of the said Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf 
Railroad Company, whether owned or controlled by said company or by 
others, said branches not to exceed in length 5 miles, and to the construction 
and operation of a branch from any point on its existing line of railroad to 
the northern line of the State of 5 for this purpose the said company 

have the like rights, powers, and franchises, as to the acquisition of a 
right of way and depot grounds, and as to the construction and operation of 
the said branch, and hall be subject to the like conditions and restrictions 
as it esses or is subject to under or Ey virtue of the provisions of the said 

8 24, 1894, as to the line of railroad acquired or constructed 

Sec. 3. That the line of railroad which has been heretofore constructed shall 
be regarded and treated asa full compliance by said company with the re- 

uirements of the act applicable to it, by which it was required, as a condi- 

of r construction the r, to complete its main line prior to 

February 18, 1896, and said company may exercise from time to e the 

rights, powers, and franchises heretofore or by this act conferred as to fur- 
ther extensions of or branches from its existing line. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman whether this bill has been considered by any 
committee? 4 Piek p 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes, sir. A like bill was introduced and favor- 
ably reported by the House committee, and the committee have 
recommended the substitution of the Senate bill for the House bill, 
the 5 anta cap 

r. BARTLETT of New York. Does not this bill propose to 
authorize one corporation to transfer or assign its corporate rights 

to another? 7 

Mr. FLYNN. No. I will state for the information of the gen- 
tleman and of the House that the report explains this matter quite 
clearly, and if I be permitted to read a few lines of it I think they 
will understand just what is the intention of this bill. It was 
drawn tomeetithe objection of the President, who, at the last session 
of Congress, required an agreement to be made that this legislation 
should be asked for by the railroad company. The report says: 

The act of August 24, 1804, gave the company power to construct these 
branches, but the act did not in terms require the filing and approval by the 
Secretary of the Interior of a showing the lines and locations. Before 
the President would sign the bi August he required Mr. 
Gowen, the president of the 9 to agree that he would not construct 
nor attempt to construct any of the branches contemplated bythe act until 
the bill had been so amended another Congress as to zom e maps to be 
filed with and approved by the retary of the Interior. s section is in- 
tended to meet that objection, and to keep that promise made to the President. 

This is the bill approved by the Department, to meet the sugges- 
tion of the President. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Has the Secretary of the In- 
terior approved this bill? 5 

Mr. FLYNN. Les, sir. The bill originated there and was pre- 
pared in order to irae 855 with the President's requirement. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. FLYNN, the House bill (H. R. 5975) was laid 
on the table. 

JOHN S. BURWELL, ADMINISTRATOR. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. SY e I ask unanimous consent for 

the 8 consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, be- 
ing the bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of John S. Burwell. 


— 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
anthorized and directed to pay, out of any 2 in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to John S. Burwell, administrator of the estate of A. L. 
Burwell de such sum of money, not exceeding $1,499.56, as shall be 
shown to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to have 
been expended by him, or by Thomas and John Peale as agents for him, in 
the m of tobacco stamps used to stamp tobacco held by said agents 
for him and inventoried according to law: Provided, That the said Commis- 
sioner is satisfied that said tobacco was manufactured Egy to July 20, ~~ 
and that the internal-revenue tax imposed by law prior to said date 
actually been paid thereon. 


oe Is there objection to the present consideration 
0 
Mr. DIN GLEX. I desire to reserve a point of order on the bill. 
Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, in explanation of this bill, I 
will state that in 1868, as the gentleman from Maine well knows, 


the law was changed with reference to the payment of the tax on 


tobacco. Prior to that time, when tobacco was shipped from the 
factory to an agent, it was required to be shipped tax- paid, unless 
a bond was given for the poymeny of the tax. On the Ist of July, 
1868, the law was changed so as to require the stamps to be > pat on 
the boxoftobaccoitself. At that time this tobacco had been shi 
to Ohio to an agent of the Burwell manufactory, which was situ- 
ated in Franklin County, Va. They required him at that time to 
go and get the manufacturer's stamps and put them on the tobacco. 

e had shipped the tobacco without giving bond. The evidence 
is clear that he paid the tax twice—first when it was ea from 
the factory, and then when he was required to buy the stam 
and put them on the tobacco. This bill has been submitted to the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and it has been reported favor- 
ably by different committees of Congress. The pending bill is a 
substitute which the Commissioner of Internal Revenue under g 
former Administration recommended should be passed in place 
of the original bill, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman havethat communication 
from the Commissioner read? 

Mr. SWANSON. I Will ask the Clerk to read it from the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE or INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, January 26, 1389. 

Sır: Iam in 1 5 8522 of goar letter of the 17th instant, and of its inclosure 
of a copy of a bill (H. R.9774) for the relief of the estate of A. L. Burwell, 
together with certain affidavits and other papers in support thereof. These 
inclosures are herewith returned to you. 

You ask for such information as the records of this office may disclose, and 
for such recommendation as I may. see proper to make in the premises. 

The bill proposes to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to John 8. Barwal 
administrator of the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased, the sum of $1,499.56. 

From an examination of the papers you inclosed it appears that this sum 
of $1,499.56 is the egate amount paid for tobacco stamps sold by the col- 
lector of the Sixth rict of Ohioto Thomas and John Peale, of Lynchburg. 
Ohio (who were mts for A. L. Burwell & Co.), between April TA 1800, an 
March 18, 1872; and it is all that these stamps were used tostamp tobacco 
manufactured by said A. L. Burwell prior to July 20, 1868, and that the tax 
3 by law in force prior to July 20, 1868, previously been paid 

ereon. 4 

In reply [have to remind you that the act of July 20, 1863, made a radical 
change in the mode of collecting the tax on tobacco. Then the present sys- 
tem of pa: the tax by the purchase and use of stamps deno the tax 
on the to at the time of its sale or removal from the factory premises 
was substituted for the previous system of making returns of sales by the 
8 or their agents, and of assessments and collections based on 

ose returns. 

Prior to the act of July 20, 1888, the law and regulations prescribed that 
eas sent by a manufacturer to his agent were re; ed as — still in the 

‘actory. In such case the tax was not due until the goods were sold or 
removed from the t's hands. 

The fair presumption, therefore, is that the tax imposed by law prior to 
paid Dy the wee of atampe denoting the tan; tant were perchaasd ty ead 

y the use of stam enoting the tax, were pur 
N nts subsequent to that date. * 5 
herefore, in order that the Government may have opportunity to fully 
examine the matter, I y suggest the following as a su tute for 
House bill 9774: 

“Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in ess assembled, That the tary of the Treasury be,and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to John S. Burwell, administratér of the 
estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased, such sum of money, not exceeding $1,499.56, 
as shall be shown to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
to have been expended N ee. or by Thomas and John Peale as agents for 
him, in the purchase of tobacco Leg used to stamp tobacco held by said 

nts for him and inventoried according to law: Provided, That the said 
missioner is satisfied that said tobacco was manufactured prior to July 
20, 1868, and that the internal-revenue tax imposed by law prior to said date 
had actually been paid thereon.” 
. Yours, respectfully, E. HENDERSON, 
Acting Commissioner. 


Hon. GEORGE E. BOWDEN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrosed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and $ 


On motion of Mr. SWANSON, a motion to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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GRANT OF LANDS TO COLORADO SPRINGS. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate bill No. 1317, to grant certain 
landa to the city of Colorado Springs, Colo. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Bo it enacted, eto., That the following-described tracts of land, situate in 
the — of EI Paso and State of Colorado, namely, that part of Pikes Peak 
Military s 


survey, and running thence rosary ae boundary line of said reservation, south 
— degrees west, 7,700 feet 7 
thirty-eight degrees fifty-five minutes eyo 8.210 feet to corner num- 


section quarter of 
and all that} portion of section 131 west of said reservation, and all that 
of reservation, and the north one-half 
quarter of section 25, and all that portion of the northeast 
q lying west of said reserv: and all that portion 
of the northeast quarter of section 14 lying west of said reservation, all in 
69 west, of the sixth principal meridian, con’ 


8,097. or be, ted and con- 
veyed to the city of Colorado Springs, in the county of Ei and State of 
Golorad: yment of 


0, e 
to have and to hold seid lands to its use and beh: 
water storage and supply of its 5 and for said purposes said ci 


Peg haces on Is there objection to the present consideration 
is bill? 5 

Mr. DIN GLEV. I will ask the gentleman how many acres are 
to be conveyed under this bill? 

Mr. S ROTH. About 3,000. 
' Mr. DINGLEY. They are not mineral lands? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No, sir; they are not mineral lands. They 


are lands which it is desired to acquire for the purpose of increas- 
ing the water supply of the city of Colorado Springs. That city 
has now about 20,000 population and is increasing rapidly, and its 


water supply is inadequate. It has become necessary to get some 
reservoir sites, and these lands have been selected. 
is taken for the reservoirs and also sufficient additional to prevent 
the contamination of the water. The lands are really worthless 
for any other . They are not timber lands; they are not 
fit for eee sol purposes; they are nothing but rocky barrens, 
gra paoe at which they are sold to the city is far in excess of 
their value to an: i 

A MEMBER. tis the price? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. A dollar and a an acre. 

Mr. CANNON. Whereabouts are they situated? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. About 8 or 10 miles from the city, on the 
western slope of Pikes Peak. They are above Manitou—up in 
that direction. —— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this an abandoned military reservation? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir; there are no houses or anything of 
that kind on it; it is nothing but a barren waste. 

Mr. LACEY. Photographs of the sites have been examined by 


the committee. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir; photographs were exhibited to the 
Committee on Public Lands; and ORE unanimously recom- 
mended the pam of the bill. The bill received the sanction of 
the Public ds Committee of the Senate, and was passed by 


that body. 

Mr. CANNON. The bill if enacted will grant this land for res- 
ervoir sites for water supply, and for nothing else? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. For nothing else. 

Mr. CANNON. If the land ceases to be used for that purpose 
it will revert to the Government? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I think so. I understand that such would 


be Snags effect. 

Mr. BOWERS. The landis worth nothing at any rate except 
ehe SPEAKER, 

The 8 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? The Chair hears none. The question is on ordering 
the bill to a third reading. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. I have just received a petition relative 
to this bill, which I desire to have read, and then I wish to offer 
Ar. LACEY, This is a favorable petition, I understand, and 

A k a fay e on, I un an 
why consume time in reading it? 


. BELL of Colorado. I wish, after the petition is read, to | Congress. 
the bill, Mr. CANNON. I do not know anything on earth about this 
case. Ido not know of any reason why this money should not 
be paid to this man, nor do I know any reason why it should be, 
. EVANS. The report of the committee is favorable. 


offer a small amendment. I do not 

Mr. LACEY. What is the nature of the amendment? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Unanimous consent was given to the consid- 
eration of the bill as it stood. 


Mr. BELL of Colorado. Some farmers on the stream below do 
not want this grant to interfere with their prior rights to water 
from Bear Creek. I therefore wish to ask the adoption of a small 
amendment. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. This can not interfere with them, at any 


rate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If amendments are to be offered the whole 
character of the measure might be ed. Consent was given 
to the proposition as embraced in the bill. It seems to me, under 
the circumstances, the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Snarnorz] 
should not yield for an amendment. 

Mr. S ROTH. I can not yield for the amendment. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us have the previous question. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I move the previous question. 

The eee question was ordered; and under the operation 
3 the bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHAFROTH, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


SAMUEL M’KEE, 


Mr. EVANS. I ask unanimons consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill ae R. 467) for the relief of Samuel McKee, 
The bill was , as follows: 

Be it enac eic., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and Gtrected to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to Samuel McKee the sum of $1,718, for expenses incurred 
by him ina contest for his seat in the Fortieth Congress. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 


report, 
Fhe report (by Mr. Cotson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 467) to ray 
to Hon. Samuel McKee the sum of $1,718 for expenses incurred by him ina 
contest for his seat in the Fortieth Congress, from the Ninth Congressicnal 
district of the State of Kentucky, have had the same under consideration and 


submit the follow: ess 
Your committee t said McKee's right to a seat in the Fortieth Con- 
issues were joined, evidence 
Committee of the 


claim the 
Ponty signe Congress, — 3 acted upon by said committee, 

Your committee 
it do pass. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for an explanation of the 
pill, with the view of ascertaining why there has been so long 
delay in the settlement of this claim. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, Mr. McKee, whom Iknow well, and 
who lives in my district, was elected to the Fortieth Congress—a 
long time ago, it is true. His seat was contested by Mr. Young. 
The House decided in favorof Mr. McKee. Mr. Young’s expenses 
were paid. For some reason, I do not know what, Mr. McKee’s 
expenses were not paid. From that time to this, occasionally, one 
House or the other upon a favorable report has passed a bill simi- 
lar to this; but thus far no bill of this kind has passed both Houses 
at the same Congress. This gentlemanis very poor; nobody needs 
the money more than he does; and I entreat the House to let this 
bill „ use these expenses were actually incurred and have 
not ba paid, though theexpensesof the contestant who failed to 
show his right to the seat have been ee 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. McKee living? 

Mr. EVANS. Heis. Helivesin ebay Se I know him well. 

Mr. COX. From what committee does this bill come? 

Mr. EVANS. From the Committee on Claims. I hope no ob- 
jection will be made to its consideration and passage. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman examined to see why the 
Fortieth Congress (which sat pretty nearly a generation ago) did 
not pay this successful contestant? H 

Mr. ANS. I have not examined that matter and can not 


make any statement in regard to it. I only rely u what the 
Committee on Claims has found. These claims have audited 
and approved by the Elections Committee. 

Mr. CANN ON. What Elections Committee? 


Mr. EVANS. I do not know; the committee of that House, I 


presume. 

Mr. CANNON. Can not some member of that committee in- 
form us on that point? 

Mr. EVANS. It was not the Committee on Elections of this 
House; it must haye been the Committee on Elections in that 


therefore report back the bill and recommend that- 
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Mr. CANNON. But it seems the committee is not prepared to 
give us any information whatever. 

Mr. EVANS. The gentleman who reported this bill, Mr. CoL- 
SON, is at home on leave of absence, I understand. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. COX. Before that question is put, allow me a word. This 
case has been favorably reported from the Committee on Claims. 
There are quite a number of these claims, reaching back, like the 
present one, for some years. At the last Congress all of these 
were embodied in a single bill by the committee, and submitted 
tothe House. The present Committee on Claims have examined 
them very carefully, and find the accounts itemized as the law 
88 and therefore a favorable report was made in this case 

which the gentleman from Kentucky now refers. It did not 

come from the Committee on Elections at all, I will say to the gen- 
tleman, but must come from the Committee on Claims. Itis one 
of the claims of this character, of a number probably embracing 
a half dozen or more, which have been reported favorably by the 


committee. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Is the gentleman a member of the Com- 
mittee on Claims? 

Mr. COX. Iam, sir. ö 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a moment in 
that connection? ; 

In 1878 there was legislation enacted for the first time which 
limited the amountthat contestants or contestees in election cases 
could receive to $2,000. Theretofore and up to that time the most 
liberal icy had obtained in payment of the in con- 
tested elections. I think up to that legislation that as a rule we 
paid five, six, or eight thousand dollars, and in the opinion of Con- 

it became necessary to restrict the amount in such cases. 

Now, this bill goes back to a eo of twelve or fourteen years 

rior to the enactment of the legislation to which I refer, and I 
ve not yet heard from the Committee on Claims the statement 
that 5 gone back and examined the debates to see whether 
the claim was taken up, why it was rejected, and why it was not 
paid if presented, or what possible reason could be assigned for 
allowing his election expenses to a Deer | member who was 
refused his seat when the member who was allowed to retain the 
seat was denied his. The presun pion is that the Fortieth Con- 
gress would do justice to a mem of its own body who was 
present and had a vote. But the men who constituted that Con- 
gress are all dead or absent, and we are in receipt of no accurate 
information touching the origin of the claim or any of the facts 
in connection with it to show why it had not been paid before. 

Now, I should not have made this remark were it not that the 
gentleman from Tennessee has already notified us that this is 
another Trojan horse that is to open up another line. All I claim 
and all I ask, so far as I am concerned, is that this matter shall go 
to the Committee of the Whole House, and I am perfectly con- 
tent that on Friday of next week, when the House into the 
consideration of private bills, it should be privile for consid- 
eration. Inthe meantime I hope the matter will be duly examined 
by the Committee on Claims, if that order is made. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, a moment only in reply to the gentle- 
man from Illinois. I am aware when the act was p that 
limited the compensation in these election contests to $2,000; but 
the Committee on Claims, in the examination of these matters, 
went further than that. They would not pass or permit any 
claim to be reported favorably unless it contained an itemized 
statement of the expense incurred. This claim, for some reason 
or other, I do not now recall what, has been delayed. As my 
memory serves me, I think the bill was introduced many times, 


ough—— 

Mr. EVANS. And favorably reported both in the House and 
Senate for many years. 

Mr. COX. And Iam neither advocating nor opposing the bill, 
but simply stating the facts as they appear of record with regard 
to the action of the committee. Iam perfectly willing that the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois may be adopted. This, 
however, is not such a Trojan horse as the gentleman seems to 
apprehend. There are only about four or five of these cases in all. 

F e 5 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 

Mr. PITNEY. I object, for the purpose of enforcing the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Ilinois. 

J. J. LINTS, 


Mr. POOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
pigs consideration of the bill (H. R. 145) for the relief of J. J. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of | 81853 
objection. 
e bill was read, as follows: 
Be it „That th: 5 
r eer ne ee 


Treasury 


ropriated to pay to J. J. Lints, of Syracuse, N. V., the sum of $1,289.33, in 


a 
fall for his as custodian of the public property at Erie, Pa., from the 
Sth day of April, 1857, to the 10th day of September, 1859, inclusive. 


Mr. POOLE. Mr. Speaker, the claimant in this bill performed 
public services for the United States in 1857 as custodian of prop- 
erty in Erie, Pa. This property consisted of timber, and during 
a very severe storm some 8 was done and a portion of the 
timber was washed away, he not having a sufficient force of help 
at his command to keep it in order and protect it; and his pay, on 
account of the loss, was stopped to the extent of 81, 289.33. In 
1860 a report was made to the Secretary of War by an officer of 
the Corps of Soncarsp ues) Engineers, in which it is shown that 
this man was employed as the custodian of the property, and the 
services were performed, and that the amount to which I have 
referred was improperly retained from his pay by the Govern- 
ment. 

This claim has been before Congress, I think, in eight or ten 
different sessions, in every one of which there has been a favorable 
ape from the Committee on Claims, and in three Congresses the 
bill passed one House and failed to pass the other. 

This man is now 85 years old, and is an inmate of the poorhouse in 
the county in which he resides. If any relief is ever to be afforded 
to him it must be done now. I do not believe it possible for him, 
from my knowledge of the man, to live to obtain justice unless we 

the bill promptly. I hope, in consideration of the facts, there- 
‘ore, as the report is very clear, that no gentleman will object to 
its present consideration. 

r. BARTLETT of New York. Let me ask the gentleman a 
Sane ppt Is this money going to the individual or the county offi- 
cers) 

Mr. POOLE. I would say in answer to my colleagne’s question 
that this is going to the individual; and, further, that this man is 
well educated; that he has a standing in the community; that he 
is in his old age a pauper, depending upon public charity, and this 
money would relieve him of his (Sera necessities—money that 
is properly due tohim. And,further,I should say that there is 
no one living that he can look to for aid or support. His wife is 
in a distant State, cared for by some relatives, and there is no 
one to pn where he resides. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Why was the pay withheld? 

Mr. POOLE. For this reason, that he was the custodian of this 
Robie property at Erie in 1857. The perty was timber, and 

uring a very severe storm, when he had no help to take care of it, 
it was lost. The value of the timber lost was estimated at 
$1,289.38, which was kept back from his compensation. He was 
only paid $? a oi and that represents the whole case. 

Mr. LOUD. the gentleman will permit me, I would like to 
inquire in reference to this case, as I remember it very indistinctly, 
having been on the Committee on Claims heretofore, but it seems 
to me, as I now recall it, that this man, as it was alleged, did not 
perform the duty which he was required to ‘orm, and that in 
consequence of his neglect the Government lost this property. 

Mr. LE. That was the charge, Mr. Speaker, but the c 
was disproved by the rt of the topographical engineer, w. 
decided that it was not his fault, and if the gentleman will read 
the report carefully he will find that to be the case. 

Mr. LOUD, But my recollection is that the reports are very 
conflicting as to that. My recollections are,as I say, vague about 
it, but I recollect opposing this case myself in the Committee on 
Claims. I do not remember the full merits of the case. 

Mr: POOLE. Mr. Speaker, this claim has been before ten differ- 
ent committees, and every one has made afavorablereport. They 
have done so largely on the reports made by the topographical 
engineer. 

r. LOUD. Reports mean very little sometimes. 

Mr. POOLE. Iam aware of that, but I think there is no such 
charge to-day, and I think the Committee on Claims are fully 
aware of the merits of the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. I do not know that I shall opioa but I am satis- 
fied that there was dereliction of duty. He did not perform the 
duty for which he was employed. 

Mr. POOLE. He had no assistants. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PITNEY. I should like to ask what tribunal settled the 
question at the time, whether this man’s pay should be charged 
out of his y with this timber loss, as alleged, by his neglect? 

Mr. POOLE. It was kept back by the officers of the Treasury 
Department who had charge of that particular work. Just who 
they were, I can not now state. 

r, PITNEY. When was the first application made to Con- 


Mr. POOLE. In 1860, in the Thirty-sixth Congress. 

Mr. PITNEY. According to an official paper contained in the 
report of this committee, it seems that the amount of that claim 
was only $881, 
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Mr. POOLE. If you will read all the report carefully you will 


find that there were different reports made, 
was $1,289. 

Now, I will say, Mr. Speaker, that in the last Congress, for some 
reason unknown to myself, the Committee on Claims did reduce 
the amount to $1,000; but the committee of the present Congress, 
after looking over the facts in the case, recognized the fact that 
this man had been unjustly kept out of his pay for ly Pe 
years, and en the fact that he is now an old, broken-down 
man, recognizing the justice of the claim, and believing that if he 
was entitled to rat baie he was entitled to the original amount, 
22 have reported in favor of allowing the original amount, which 

$1,289.33. 

Mr. PITNEY. Is that the amount carried in this bill? 

Mr. POOLE. Yes. 

Mr. PITNEY. I think it ought to be reduced to the amount 
due at the time. 

Mr. POOLE. That is the amount due at the time. There is no 
interest or anything of that kind. That is the exact amount 


The entire aggregate 


found due by the Department. 
The SPEAKER, there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 


There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. POOLE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, before that is done 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman will allow me to offer 
a little innocent bill, which carries no expense to the Govern- 
ment, 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I wish to ask for the reprint of a bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I withdraw the demand for the regular 
arder ione enough to allow the gentleman to obtain a reprint of 
his bill. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I ask fora reprint of the bill H. R. 
7860, the supply having been exhausted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to yield to 
me, to allow me to ask for the consideration of a bill which car- 
ries no money? 

Mr. GROS OR. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to comply 
with the request of the gentleman, but the same trouble will arise 
immediately again, as there are forty gentlemen here who desire to 
obtain recognition. 

Mr, PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. I 
do it in the hope of getting some pension business before the 


House, 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio demands the regu- 
lar order. i 

FILLED CHEESE. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Spoon, Imove that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8008) defining cheese, 
and also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, 
sale, importation, and exportation of ‘‘filled cheese,” and pending 
that motion, I desire to inquire of the friends and opponents of 
the bill if we can agree on a limit of general debate on the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending that, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio as to how long, if he knows—— , 

The SP The gentleman is submitting a proposition as 


to time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to submit a proponon to the 
House to limit general debate to two hours. The bill will have 
to be read afterwards, under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman from Ohio that 
I do not think that will accommodate gentlemen who desire to 
speak upon the subject. In that connection, I will also state to 
him that there is no disposition whatever, and I do not think there 
will be any, to prolong debate unnecessarily. There is a minority 
report on this bill, and it is not a partisan question at all; but 
there are other gentlemen than those on the committee who de- 
sire to k upon the bill. oo 

Mr. GROS OR. What proposition does the gentleman 
from Tennessee make? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would su t to the gentleman from Ohio 
that for the present we should allow the debate to run, and later, 
a little later, and during the day, we can fix a limit to debate, 
because the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the gentleman from 

Virginia, and others have appealed to us for time; and I think that 
there will be no difficulty in coming to a conclusion within a rea- 


sonable time as to the length of time to be consumed in debate, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I would very much like to have this de- 
bate go along. The bill ought to be disposed of to-day, and we 
can only sit until 5 o’clock. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman will remember that we 
haye gone along by unanimous consent until we have consumed 
about one-fifth of the day that can be devoted to other business. 
I can assure the gentleman that there is no disposition whatever 
to prolong unnecessarily the debate on the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that general debate be limited to 40 clock thisafternoon. It seems 
to me that ought to be sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that general debate be limited until 4 o’clock this after- 
noon, Is there objection? 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending that, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio as to 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOPKINS and others. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Pending the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, I move that gen- 
eral debate on this bill be limited to three hours, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Before any action is taken, will the gentle- 
man from Ohio permit me to ask whether it is proposed to divide 
the time equally between the friends and opponents of the bill 
taking into consideration the time that has already been consumi 
on the part of those in favor of the measure? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the 
House resolveitself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 8008; 
ang, pending that, moves that all general debate be limited to three 

ours. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask that the gentleman make it 5 o'clock, 
so that we close general debate to-day. That will bring us to con- 
sideration under the five-minute rule the next session. [Cries of 
„Oh, no!” on the Republican side. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There would be no opportunity to obtain 
a vote on the bill to-day. 

Mr. McMILLIN. None at all. Ido not see how you can get 
to e it within one hour if general debate is closed at 4 
o'clock. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will suggest to my colleague on the com- 
mittee that there are several members of the Committee on Ways 
and Means who have not had a aparmi on this bill who desire to 
speak; and it seems to me that to limit debate to three hours might 
cut them off. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Speaker, I want to do what is 
desired. I will make the proponon that general debate close at 
5 o'clock and that the previous question be considered as or- 
dered to-morrow at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that. 
That fixes the time when the previous question shall be considered 
as ordered before the consideration of the bill is entered upon in 
Committee of the Whole, and we mayzos even get through the 
reading of it in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; not at all. There will be two 
hours to-morrow. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. The gentleman surely does not think we can 
get through with the consideration of the bill in two hours under 
the five-minute rule. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, then, Mr. Speaker, I move that gen- 
eral debate on this bill be closed at 4.30 this afternoon, 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole the gentleman from Ohio moves that general debate be 
closed at 4.30 this afternoon. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And on that motion I demand the previous 
question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I rose to make a motion to 


amend. 

The SPEAKER. On that motion the gentleman from Ohio 
demands the previous question. The gentleman from Ohio has 
the right to demand the previous question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And the House has the right to vote it down, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the House chooses to do so, it has that 


right, 

Ar. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, my friend will not encounter 
any difficulty in limiting debate on this bill and the conclusion 
of its consideration in a very reasonable time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Speaker, I have made every reasona- 
ble proposition, and the gentleman from Tennessee has used every 
means to prevent its success; and I insist on this question. The 
House can vote it down if it chooses, 

Mr. HOPKINS. The only point is this: I do not propose to 
talk on this bill, but I know several of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means have prepared themselves to speak 
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upon this subject; and it has always been the custom, so far as I 
know, of this House that the members of the committee should 
have their hour if they saw fit. Now, the gentleman from Min- 
nesota and the gentleman from Iowa 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why, that would be seventeen hours. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Suppose it is. Suppose it takes seyenteen 
hours. This is one of the most important bills that comes before 
this House at this session. 

Mr. CHICKERING. That is why it ought to be 

Mr. HOPKINS . And it ought to be fully debated, 
and if it takes one or two days more I do not see that it is any 


ustice. 
inet GROSVENOR. This debate is all out of order. 
The SPEAKER, gentleman demands the previous ques- 


on—— . 

Mr. DINGLEY. One moment. I suggest to the gentleman, 
my colleague on the committee, that he unanimous consent to 
close general debate at 5 o'clock, without going further. I think 
there is only half an hour involved. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam willing to do that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that general debate upon this bill close at 5 o’clock to-day. 


Is there objection? 

Mr. PIC Pending that, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

TheSPEAKER. Objection is made. Thegentleman from Ohio 
demands the previous question on his motion that general debate 
close at half past 4 o'clock to-day. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS and others asked for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 107, noes 31. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The motion of Mr. GROSVENOR that general debate close at half 
past 4 o'clock was $ 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for further consideration of the 
bill was then adopted. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Huts in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for further consideration of the pending bill. By a vote of the 
House, general debate will close at half past 4 o’clock tona 

Mr. OSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, before I proceed with the 
argument, I wish to inquire whether any gentleman opposed to 
187 ae 11 to have charge of the time for debate in opposition 
to the bi 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understand that the gentleman who occu- 

ied the floor yesterday evening occupied it thirty-one minutes. 
aheu want a little time, not a great deal, in my own personal 
right. 
Ar. GROSVENOR. I presume the gentleman from Tennessee 
will allow me to say that there are a many more gentlemen 
who desire to for the bill than there are who oppose it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I thought the gentleman, b [miting the 
debate so closely, was cutting off some of his friends. 

Mr. GROS OR. My proposition is that the remaining time 
be equally divided, and that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Mo N] have charg of the time in opposition. 

Mr. McMILLIN e other side being charged with the time 
already occupied by it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think not. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understood the gentleman to say that he 
would to that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the short time I proposed had been ac- 
cepted I was willing to agree to that, but I am not now. I will 
say to the gentleman that of the members of the Ways and 
Means Committee not more than three who are present will oppose 
this bill, and of the members of the same committee not fewer 
than eight or nine will favor it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman say that not more than 
three will 92 the bill? 

Mr. GRO: VENOR. Not more than three members of the 
Poe and Means Committee. 

. MCMILLIN. You were never more in error in your life. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. Possibly I may be in error all 
along the line, but if so I have the satisfaction of knowing that I 
am very often in company with the gentleman from Tennessee. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. Mc LIN. There will not be fewer than six members of 
the committee who will oppose the bill. 

Mr. BRUMM (to Mr. Grosvenor). Atanyrate, why not stand 


by your ment that the time consumed on your side should 
be cha inst yo in the division of the remaining time? 

1 : OS OR. Why did not gentlemen accept my prop- 
osition = 


Mr. BRUMM. It was agreed to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. My proposition wasobjected to. 

Mr. BRUMM. But the objection was made by the gentleman 
from South Dako 1 55 PICKLER]. 

Mr. PICKLER. es, it was. I Want to see an end of this thing 
and to get some ion legislation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was compelled to force the conclusion of 


the debate. wd proposition was rejected all along the line. 

Mr. BRUMM. But it was rejected by the friends of the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. By gentlemen on both sides. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless there is an agreement made, the 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
to control half the remaining time and the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee Mr. McMILLIn] to control the other half. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I y think, after half an hour was con- 
sumed yesterday on one side and with so short a time allowed to- 
day for the discussion of this important measure, that the even 
division of the remaining time is quite equitable. However, what- 
ever the Chair does I shall, of course, cheerfully abide by. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no power to arrange these 
difficulties, and as no a ment has been come to by the gentle- 
men on the opposing sides, there is nothing left for the Chair to do 
but to divide the time . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the bill under considera- 
tion is a provision for the control and management by the Federal 
Government of the manufacture, exportation, and sale, in every 
form, of the commodity known as ‘‘filled cheese.” Filled cheese, 
Mr. Chairman, is the designation of a food product that is some- 
what new to a large majority of the American people. I there- 
fore shall begin by describing it very briefly, and will then pro- 
ceed to explain the lines upon which this 9 proceeds 
and the reasons why, in my ju ent, this class of legislation 
15 n and applicable to the particular subject-matter of 

is bill. 

Filled cheese is a food product manufactured from milk and 
neutral oil. The process is that of taking the milk of the cow and 
by a modern process extracting from the milk all butter fat, leay- 
ing the milk simply skimmed milk—nothing else. Seventy per 
cent of this milk and 30 per cent of neutral oil constitute the 

roduct known as filled cheese. The neutral oil is manufactured 

rom the leaf lard of the hog. The process of rendering and pre- 
paring for use is by the application of heat. There was some dis- 

ute in the testimony before the committee as to the degree of 

eat that has been applied to the commodity. In the beginning 
of our investigation it was stated that about 120° of heat were 
applied and that this was not sufficient to render the article di- 
gestible. The weight of the evidence, however, places the degree 
of heat at a pom veny considerably higher. 

Now, in the first place, a few words about the history of this 
legislation so far as this bill is concerned. The first bill on this 
subject was introduced by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Cook] and was No. 3010. It was introduced on the 28th day of 
December last. Later, on the 3ist of January, House bill No. 5213 
was introduced by Mr. WILBER of New York. The two bills 
went to the Ways and Means Committee, and were su uently 
referred to the subcommittee, which proceeded early in February 
to notify the dairy interests of the whole country that hearings 
upon this question would be had by the subcommittee. After a 
full hearing of all comers—whoever desired to be heard—hearings 
were practically closed in such time that the bill might have been 
reported back to the House a long time ago (I do not undertake 
to fix the exact period of time). I may say in this connection 
and I do it for a reason that will be apparent later on—that there 
was but one opponens to this legislation who ever made his appear- 
ance before the committee. All the friends of the legislation 
from Ohio to the Rocky Mountains came, through their ts, 
and had a patient and full hearing before the committee. . 
gle 9 from mio State ra _ came there 5 5 in a most 
respec manner and conservative language opposed the passa 
of the bill, defending the product, of Which he was u N 
turer, “ filled cheese,” from the assertion that it was deleterious 
to public health and simply inveighing in mild terms against the 
proposed legislation. Outside of that gentleman, so far as I now 
remember, not a single opponent of the bill was heard by the 
committee. 

A very great amount of misunderstanding, however, grew up 
in the country as to the promptness and energy and purpose of 
the committee; and so at last there began to come to us telegrams 
and circulars and letters with all sorts of demands, claiming that 
the committee was not acting with promptness, and finally claim- 
ing that the committee had made a bill that was injurious to the 
dairy interests—a measure which would not promote the cause 
for which we had enlisted. 


At this point in my remarks I will print a circular letter issued 
by the Ohio Dai ere tion, condemning the committee and 
makin; i es against us; and I will in the same con- 


i a i ago y : 
nection put in a reply to that circular which was written by a 
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distinguished gentleman connected with the Agricultural Depart- 
Serna rit, in what manner the mistaken idea had gotten 


Onto STATE DAIRY ASSOCIATION, March 26, 1898. 
DEAR Sm; In 184 the United States e to tho value of only 
in fourteen years of ian cent. 
to the value of $15,500,000, an increase in 


fourteen 

Owing to our weak and inefficient laws favoring manufacturers and ex- 
2 of adulterated goods the markets of the world have lost confidence 
our 
The 


cheese 


cheese. 
Canadian Government have laws prohibiting the exporting of an 
but full cream cheese; thus the confidence and demand for the Canadian 
Hon. D. F. WILBER, of New York, has introduced a bill in Congress known 
as “the Wilber filled-cheese bill, No. P the manufacture and 
practicall: eee wey exportation of filled cheese. 
This bill i4 indorsed y leading dairymen, farmers, and all interested in the 


another bill to Con; which is directly against the interests of 
FF 


letter, or 
the Wilber filled cheese 
ments as Mr, WILBER. E 

The oleo and filled-cheese interests are A in the national capital, 
backed by millions of money, 88 Se favoring adulterated 
products. Do not despair. voice of Millions of yeomanry, through 
pointed, personal letters to our lawmakers, must and will be heeded. 


pe! 
Keep an eye open for legislation, State and na: the farming 
— Se 8 tion. Hon- 


tional, tou 
interests. rompt to let your . know your 
est demands, Packed by the . of the geie dare a § be 
issu order of the Ohio State Dairy Association, which 
carefully examined all features of the ber filled cheese bill, and con- 
aar a of vast importance to the dairy and pure-food interests of 
country. 


L. N. BAILEY, Secretary. 
T. F. HUNT, President. 


[Copy.] 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C., April 2, 1896. 
R: To-day I have received the circular of your association, 
yourself and Secretary Bailey, about filled 


an 
eese legislation 
on am sry marn fy ently somebody has been sending out very mis- 
ormation. 
There has been an unseemly strife here for the réle of leader in the anti- 
filled cheese im- 


b favorably aos ping ring the House, 
cheese frauds in its support we 


to “down the committee 
here could be no greater mistake. 
The bills introduced upon the subject were duly referred to the leadin 
committee of the House and placed in charge of a subcommittee, of whic: 
the chairman is General GROSVENOR, the most experienced and influential 
member of your own State dele, n. I have followed the hearings of this 
committee and believe that it endeavored in all respects to do the fair 


on W. 


influences or even of very 
tion in the 8 of honest 


The most constructed and influential committee of the House has 
had this matter under deliberate consideration and is about to arrive ata 
conch e and intentions of this committee can not be chal- 

Serious opposition to what this committee deems the best present 
on the subject is morally certain to defeat, for this session at least, 
and probably for this Congress, all remedial legislation on the filled-cheese 


Of course my position is such that I must not officially’ take an t in 
— $ a the Davart 


the matter è from information, as instructed 
ment or called for by Con But a 8 letter to you, as a personal 
friend, can do no harm. I felt impelled nna Sony that your asso- 
ciation has been induced, 3 by mis representation, to take what seems 
to me such injudicious and injurious action. 

With personal regards, very truly, yours, 


HENRY E. ALVORD. 
Prof. Thomas F. Hunt, 
President Ohio State Dairy Association. 
For the information of General GROSVENOR, chairman of the subcommittee: 
Somebody is trying to make trouble, as is unfortunately successful in some 


D, 
bores FEE ee 
a bill made u 
the bills to whi 
by what 
the investiga- 


The of the committee had been to 
of the best provisions, in our judgment, of bo 
I have referred and with 1 
we had learned or thought we 


learned thro 


tions in the committee. The bill which we have submitted to the 
House has been reported with the assurance first that it is a more 
equitable and just measure than either of the others. It is also a 
more drastic provision, in our judgment, in the right direction, 
with some limitations of a conservative character that will render 
the bill less obnoxious to the assaults of its enemies and make it 
gnito nomen if not more so for the purpose for which it has 


n F 
Mr. BRUMM. I should like the gentleman to give me some 
information on thispoint: The committee in their report state that 
in 1893 the number of factories in the United States ing this 
commodity amounted to about 265, and the total product to 14,000,- 
000 pounds; while in 1896 there were about 100 factories and the 
product amounted to 12,000,000 pounds. Can my friend tell me 
why this decrease? How does he account for it? 

. GROSVENOR. I dislike very much to turn aside at this 


point 

Mr. BRUMM. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I thought he 
was about to sit down. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
will yield, I will answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can answer; but I prefer to do it alittle 
further on. 

Mr. BRUMM. I will wait. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Chairman, the legislation pro- 
vided inthis bill is along the line and practically identical in legal 
principle with the oleomargarine bill. The committee has been ve: 

to adhere with considerable tenacity to the line of that bill, 
because it was an enactment anomalous in our legislation; it was 
passen inthis House after along struggle, in obedience to a popular 
emand, was submitted to the severest tests of litigation in ail the 
courts of the country, clear up to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and finally in all its essential provisions was held to be 
legal and constitutional. So, inasmuch as the evil sought to be 
remedied here is practically the same evil as was the promiscuous 
manufacture and sale of the oleomargarine product, the commit- 
tee thought it wiser to pursue the beaten pathway of settled and 
established precedent t to go into untried fields and imperil 
the legislation which we sought to make effectual, 

We are ing a great deal in this country, Mr. Chairman, on 
that subject, and I may refer, in paning, to a current event. In 
the great State of New York, with all of its mighty intelligence 
and wisdom in legislation, yet they seem to have just discovered 
that a law aay Ty adz whole regulations on the subject 
of excise or liquor traffic has turned out to be not in any respect 
what it was expected to be, or to perform the functions which it 
was ted to perform, but has succeeded in destroying a whole 
line of valuable legislation that the legislators of that State them- 
selves did not understand they were iling; and they even.acci- 
dentally, asis said, repealed a law regulating the sewerage system 
of one of the great counties of the State. I refer to it not for the 
pace of criticism or reflection upon the system, but to show 

ow the statesmanship of to-day, if it can accommodate itself in 
the enactment of needed reforms by following the lines of well- 
settled principles of law, so that the legislation enacted can be- 
come at once effective, it will be recognized by the public as bind- 
ing and conclusive, and will be obeyed as a lawful decision of the 
highest authority in the country, and not become, as we so often 
find it in other cases, at once target for litigation, objection, 


and dispute. 

Now, what is the penan and what the necessity of the 
pending legislation? e product of filled cheese is manufactured, 
as near as I can now recall the figures, at the cost of about 4} 
cents a pound. Incidental to the manufacture of cheese is the 
creamery butter manufacture. The butter fat is extracted from 
the milk and made into butter, and the refuse of the milk is put 
into this cheap article of food. Now it is claimed by the friends of 
this legislation that the product isseriously deleterious to the health 
of the human species. There is strong evidence in the record 
tending to estabish that fact, but there is contradictory evidence; 
and upon the whole case I think that a conservative view of it 
would be this, that it is a product unnatural, that it is a chemical 
combination that is not consonant, and that it is not so healthful 
an article of food as pure cream cheese or full milk cheese, and 
that under many circumstances it may be seriously detrimental. 
I do not go to the full extent of the opening statement in this case 
made by General Hatch, of Missouri, but there is sufficient evi- 
dence in this record to raise a doubt as to the general healthful- 
ness of this product, and in any event there is sufficient evidence 
to make it imperative that it should be sold for what it is and not 
for what it is not. : 

It is one of the duties of the hour, Mr. Chairman, not only in 
Congress but in the State legislatures, to do all that is possible 
for legislation to do to protect the producer of any article of food 
product against the imposition of counterfeit or frandulent articles 
of the same species, and it is the duty of legislation in all its 
branches to protect the consumer of food products against the 


— 
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purchase by him, innocently or unknowingly, of fraudulent 
articles under the guise of pure food products articles essen- 
tially different from that which he he is * and for 
which he is required to pay. It is precisely on that principle 
that the oleomargarine act was passed. Not that the bat and 

urest of the oleomargarine product was deleterious to human 
Realth, not that it is a crime to produce it, except where it is 
inveighed against by statute, but that the public—the purchasers, 
the consumers—should be protected against the imposition of a 
spurious, fraudulent, or counterfeit article. 

Now, in the case of cheese it becomes vitally important that the 
producer of pure cheese—of the cheese of this country—shall have 
the chance of the markets of the country and of the world open to 
him, and shall not be affected injuriously by theintroduction into 
those markets of a counterfeit or spurious article, cheaper in its 
production and ruinous to the market itself, We charge here, on 
the eyidence in the case, that the introduction of this article into 
the markets of this country and its exportation abroad have been 
largely conducive to a practical ruin of the American trade in the 
pure article, And it has been evident to the satisfaction of the 
committee that that condition of affairs exists. It has been shown 
in practice. It has been done fraudulently and viciously, as the 
record abundantly shows. The real article can not be produced 
at an average, I think, of perhaps less, according to the testimony 
before the committee, than about 9 cents a pound, so that this 

roduct costs only about one-half as much, and yet we find that 
The system—I am not talking now of an occasional invasion of fair 
dealing—but the system has made it possible for the product to 
w as it has grown here; that it is manufactured and sold as a 
Read: that is to say, it is put on the market as a fraud under the 
similitude of the dairy cheese of the country, wrapped just as 
cheese is wrapped, boxed the same, and placed in the same manner 
on the market without a single identifying mark upon it to indi- 
cate its fraudulent character. 

It is put upon the market in enormous quantities, and there are 
large sales of it made each year in the markets of the country. 
We have evidence here that is indisputable that the fraudulent 
dealer—the dealer who p to deal in fraudulent cheese— 
orders from the commission house, where this product is sent by 
the manufacturer, what is known as“ filled cheese;” but he directs 
that it shall be branded as full cream cheese; Orange County 
full cream cheese,” Badger State full cream cheese,” or whatever 
brand is best adapted to his market, or that which has acquiretl 
the best reputation in the market where this fraudulent dealer 

erates, and he orders that brand to be put upon it. The fraud- 
nient commission merchant who supplies the dealer puts this 
brand upon it and sends it to him, and through him it goes out to 
the consumers. 

Mr. OTEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question just 
there—if this bill does not license the very fraud which he claims 


he is irog opera 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I will come along to that presently? 
But let me answer the gentleman at once with reference to his 


rule of honest dealing. They have manufactured a full milk 
cheese. They have branded it truthfully, They have entered the 
market and sold it honestly, and the market has grown until the 
fraudulent dealer recognizes it and orders from the fraudulent 
commission merchant the putting of a fraudulent brand upon this 
fraudulent cheese, It is put upon the market by the fraudulent 
dealer, and he at once becomes the controller of the market, 
through the reduced cost of the cheese, and, while putting money 
in his own pocket, destroys the value of the product of the man 
who for twenty-five years, perhaps, has been building it up as an 
honest dealer in an American product, 

Mr. Speaker, I will consume as little time as possible. 
purpose, and I may say for the sole purpose, of eradicating that 
evil and forcing by law an honest manufacture and an honest sale 
of this commodity we have proposed this legislation. I will not 
go over the details of the bill. 

Mr. BRUMM. I think it would be unsafe for you to go over 
the details of the bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, there is one thing to be said. Al- 
ways while the gentleman from Pennsylvania is near by, nobody 
need fear that the details will not be carefully examined. There 
are some amendments which the committee will propose at the 
proper time, pee unimportant, but in order to meet the views 
of some of the friends of this legislation; and there are other 
amendments which will be offered, probably, which the commit- 
tee can not consent to. 

Now, in general terms, this is the proposition of the law. The 
manufacturer of filled cheese will pay a tax upon his business of 
8400 a year. We put it $200 less than the oleomargarine tax, be- 
cause the object has not been in this bill to destroy the manufac- 
ture nor yet to lessen it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him just 
one question for information? 

T OSVEN Yes; certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT. In advocating the passage of this bill does the 
gentleman not advocate the licensing of what he considers to be 
a very grievous wrong? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask for information. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have not been happy in my expression, 
or the gentleman would have unders me. 

Mr. TALBERT. I understood the gentleman to say that the 
dealing in filled cheese was an evil and he wants to crush it out; 
but he wants to a bill legalizing it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, the gentleman only wants me to re- 
peat what I have already fully stated. I will now place it in lan- 
guage that I am sure the gentleman from South Carolina can 
understand. This bill does not license the manufacture at all; 
but for the purpose of placing the Government in a position to 
compel the regulation and manufacture and sale it charges a tax 
upon the manufacture. 

Now, secondly, it is not claimed in this legislation that the manu- 
facture and sale of filled cheese is an evil. Therefore we have not 


suggestion. We are not licensing the manufacture or trying to | licensed it 


avoid the manufacture of filled cheese, but we are trying, and 
that is the purport of this legislation, to avoid the sale of it under 
a false name—that is to say, we are trying to avoid the sale of it 
as full cream cheese, thereby permitting a fraud upon the public, 
and that is an answer to the whole question. We do not license 
its manufacture, and we do not prohibit its manufacture. We 
neither promote it nor discourage it, and we say to the manufac- 
turers of the filled cheese, Make just as much <n manu- 
facture all you please; but when you come to manufacture it the 
first thing you shall do will be to tell the truth about it, and at 
every step of the way along the line you shall continue to tell the 
truth abont it.” [Applause.] That is all there is of it. That is 
the PREDO of the oleomargarine bill. We do not license the 
making of oleomargarine, but we say, You shall sell it for what 
it Bi = that is the first step toward honest dealing in this 
product. 

Now, what has been the effect? We had a very large foreign 
demand for our cheese. And I may turn aside here at this point 
in the line of an argument that I heard this morning of a most 
interesting character. Very many of the products of our country 
have names that have become more valuable than the plants in 
which they are manufactured, Iwas told this morning that in 
the great whisky producing State of Kentucky there might be a 

uarter of a million of dollars invested in a plant for the manu- 

acture of whisky, and it would not be worth 10 cents on the dol- 
lar as compared with a plant that cost no more or ter sum, 
but which for twenty-five years or upward had been establishin 
the character of its products in the market. And it is the bran 
of the article that makes its value, and not alone its cost of pro- 
duction. Now, in the States of Wisconsin, Ohio, Illinois, New 
York, and other States—I am only thao Bs a few by way of 
illustration—the manufacturers of cheese have builded up the 
character of their article by a long and patient adherence to the 


Mr. TALBERT. It seems that the gentleman makes a distinc- 
tion without a difference? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman’s mind may be without a 
difference. We do not say that it is an evil to manufacture it. 
So far as this legislation is concerned, it may be that it is not an 
evil to manufacture it, if is not an evil to sell it, it is not a very 
great evil to eat it. I should not like to eat it, with my knowledge 
of it. We say you shall not manufacture it as something else, 
and you shall not sell it as something else, and you shall not sell 
it to a man to eat as something that it is not. 

Mr. TALBERT. You mark it so that it can be known what it 
is. Iam asking for information. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, that is all right; I have given the 
gentleman information. 

5 Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. I have not fully read this bill, I understand 
that this fixes a tax of so much a pound? > 

Mr. GROSVENOR. At 1 centa pound. 

Mr. CANNON. And then fixes the license for the wholesale 
merchants. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Fixes the tax for the manufacturer, the 
wholesaler, and the retail dealers. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, why not fix the tax atone-tenth of a cent 
a poma and make the license tax a dollar instead of $200. In 
other words, why not put a brand on this article for what it is, 
and then prevent the selling of it for something else, and not in- 
terfere with the people who make a product that other people 
think is a good roduct to buy? 

Mr. GR OR. Thisisan ent that ought to be made - 
in the form of a speech against this bill 

Mr, CANNON, Iam not making a speech against the bill, 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. That relates, as I have said, to the details of 
this bill, and not to the general 2 to which Jam talking at 


this time. I am not trying at this time to discuss the prey. or 
impropriety of the licenses, forfeitures, or fines of this bill. I can 
say to the gentleman, in a general way, that the high tax upon 
oleomargarine—and we have been guided largely by that—has not 
only not suppressed the manufacture nor curtailed the sale nor 
limited the 8 but under the provisions of that law the 
manufacture largely increased, although in fewer hands; the 
quality has greatly improved, and the consumption has largely 
in , and, at the same time, returns to the Government 
about $1,000,000 of actual revenue upon the business. We have 
put these licenses far below the oleomargarine law—far below 
the most of them I think two-thirds. The propriety of it prob- 
ably lies in the fact that this commodity has been used fraudu- 
lently in the country, and is cheaper, as I was going on to say, 
largely so, than the price of that article and is enormously profit- 
able to the manufacturers. Therefore these charges that we put 
upon it are a bagatelle in comparison to the sale of the article, 
that costs 44 cents a pound, nearly up to the full price of pure 
cheese in the market. 

Mr. CANNON. It was in the best faith that I interrupted the 
gentleman, desiring to yet at wise legislation; and by way of 
suggestion I would elicit information, and if the gentleman will 
allow me—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The propositions that you are making are 
well worthy of consideration. 

Mr. C ON. If the gentleman will allow me a minute, I 
want to state in connection with this discussion, and it will not 
take me more than a minute or two—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. My pera’ touching the tax on oleomar- 
garine. I voted for it without much understanding of what oleo- 
margarine was. Now, since that time I have regretted that the 
oleomargarine tax is as high as it is, for the reason that it inter- 
feres with and places burdens upon an industry which your con- 
stituents and mine are greatly interested in, namely, the growing 
of cattle. This matter interferes in the first place with the prod- 
uct of hogs, as I believe neutral lard takes the place of butter in 
the milk or the cream in the milk. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is right. 

Mr. CANNON, Now, I have no hesitation in saying that oleo- 
margarine is a product which is consumed by all, and that it is 
better than the average product of butter produced in the coun- 

; and for that reason much criticism, and I have thought just 
criticism, has been used in connection with the oleomargarine 
son TEE it puts a tax of 2 cents upon the people who use it. 

. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. And therefore I should be opposed to making 
the license so Biga Ifully agree in such legislation, if we have 
power to make it, and I suppose we have, as will brand this and 
all other products so that they will tell the truth; but there I want 
to stop. Certainly no man in the House ought to be opposed to 
putting a tax upon this product at the minimum and the license 
at the minimum, so that an industry shall not be burdened. 

Mr. BRUMM. Place the tax at the minimum and the penalty at 
the maximum. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The experience of the oleomargarine law 
has been that after all the high taxation and penalties the manu- 
facturers of that product have gone right on making vast profits 
and violating the law. in every possible way that theycould. The 
evidence before our committee, which it has had in its hearings, 
is that the law is violated a thousand times a day in the city of 
Washington. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If that is true is it not a proof that your efforts 
here to proceed with the destruction of this industry by taxation 
will be wholly unavailing? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. e do not want to “proceed to the de- 
struction of this industry.“ The gentleman is using language that 
has no application here. 1 

Now, Mr. Chairman, on this point of the high rate of license 
and tax, 1 cent a pound upon the manufacture of filled cheese in 
this country, with the licenses provided for in this bill, if the con- 
sumption is not to be greater than it was during the last year, will 
not amount to any yery considerable sum above the expense of 
the administration of the law. Take a retail dealer who pays a 
license of $40 a year, and who sells, perhaps, 100 pounds of filled 
cheese every day—a very low estimate for a retailer of that com- 
modity—and assuming that the consumer pays the tax, if amounts 
to a dollar a day upon the consumption. You have got to have 
something in the form of taxation that will point out these places, 
regulate their construction, investigate their modes of procedure, 
and make the business as nearly table as it can be made. It 


is not a very high-toned business in any country that makes an 
article in the similitude of a well-known food product and, even 
when the name is printed upon it, steals the form and part of the 
name of the genuine product and puts the imitation upon the 
market in that way. 
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Now, I have gone over the principles of this bill. It is not in- 
tended to give to the manufacture and sale of filled cheese the 
indorsement of the Government. It neither indorses it nor con- 
demns it. It neither licenses it nor ett it; but it aims, all 
along the line, under the power of the legislative department of 
the Government, to levy this tax, to make it absolutely certain 
that in this country these fraudulent practices shall cease. I will 
put into my remarks an illustration of the operation of this busi- 
ness, showing the destruction of our foreign market for cheese 
and the declarations of dealers in foreign countries that it has 
been the introduction of this fraudulent cheese that has driven 
the product of our farmers out of the markets of England, Ire- 
land, and Scotland. So vicious has this matter become that the 
Dominion of Canada, which is a large exporter of cheese to 
England and other 7 8 70 countries, prohibited as criminal 
the manufacture and sale of this imitation cheese, and a large 
number of the States of the Union have done the same thing. 

The gentleman need not be afraid that Congress is going to run 
into the teeth of ager sentiment upon this subject. The great 
State of New York, with its magnificent dairy interests, has made 
it a crime to manufacture or sell this imitation cheese, and the 
commission merchant in Chicago or Cincinnati who handles this 
article for the foreign market is compelled to ship it through the 
State of New York, but dare not sell a pound of it there. The 
States of Wisconsin and of Minnesota have also made it a criminal 
offense to manufacture or sell this article. 

Mr. CHICKERING. And at this session of the Ohio legislature 
there has been similar legislation. . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; the State of Ohio has made a regula- 
tion to insure the honest handling of the article. That, I believe, 
is as far as we have gone. 

Mr. BRUMM. Have any of the States taxed it as you propose 
to tax it in this bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not so largely. 

Mr. BRUMM. Anywhere near as gely? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Les; and I do not know but that some of 
them have taxed it even more largely. In many of the States, 
however, they have made it a crime to manufacture or sell the 
article, and the courts of your own State have upheld the regula- 
tion 

Mr. BRUMM. As to oleomargarine, yes. Now, will the gen- 
tleman be kind enough to answer the question I asked him? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Aho peneman asked me why there was 
a sighs falling off in the production of this article between 1894 
and 1895. 

Mr. BRUMM. Fifty per cent falling off in the number of fac- 


tories. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thesameistrueofoleomargarine. There 
are vastly fewer oleomargarine factoriesnow than there were when 
the oleomargarine law went into effect, yet the production of the 
article is much greater than it was then. That is because the law 
has driven the manufacturers into the production of a better 
article. Fewer men can engage in the manufacture now, because 
of the tax; but larger plants are employed, because they can man- 
ufacture on a larger scale and pay the tax. It has come to our 
knowledge that one man owns 30 filled-cheese factories; but after 
awhile perhaps those will all be consolidated into one. This 
accounts for the reduction in the number of places where the 
article is manufactured; and the reduction in the number of fac- 
tories has been accompanied by an improvement in the quality of 
the article produced. We had evidence relative to the operation 
of the oleomargarine Jaw, as the gentleman will remember, show- 
ing that very much of the materials that went into oleomargarine 
was absolutely villainous and poisonous. Thatcondition of things 
has been relieved by our legislation. We have evidence now that 
some of the matters that enter into filled cheese are as objection- 
able as those which entered into the manufacture of oleomar- 
garine, but we know that the quality of oleomargarine has been 
improved by the legislation upon that subject, while the product 
has not been increased in cost tothe consumer. The only answer 
I can give to the gentleman’s question as to why the manufacture 
has been reduced in quantity is that so many of the States are 
8 its manufacture and sale. With that, however, we 

ave nothing to do here, 

Mr. CHICKERING. If the gentleman will permit me, I will 
say that whereas 12,000,000 pounds were manufactured in 1895, 
it is estimated that 18,000,000 pounds have been already manu- 
factured between the 1st of January, 1896, and the ist of April, 
1896. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Showing that the growth of the manu- 
facture is rapidly augmenting. 

Mr.BRUMM. The table thatI have referred to runs up to 1896. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Up to 1896, but it does not include any 
pers of 1896. I need not appeal to the House on this subject, 

ntlemen understand the matter quite as well as I do. There is 
a demand for this legislation from every dairy-promoting com- 
munity in the Union. The demand is unanimous from these pro- 
ducers with the bare exception of the few who are engaged in the 
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production of this article. If, nevertheless, this demand is unjust 
and unreasonable, the universality of the demand ought not to 
control our action. But if upon the whole case we are compelled 
to say that this legislation is simply in the line of fair and honest 
dealing—simply in the line of giving to the public the fullest 
knowledge of that which they are buying—then the fact that 
there is a universal demand from our constituents for such ee: 
Suon ought to be conclusive of the action of every member of t 
ouse. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do the butter makers object to this? R 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have not heard anything of the kind. 
The interest of the agriculturists is the interest of the common 
people of this country. If we have prosperity, it must be corner- 
stoned by agriculture. If we dominate as a nation on the face of 
the earth, we must dominate because of the strength and integrity 
of our agricultural interests. Too much of our legislation has 
omitted the farmer; toomuch of our legislation has been bestowed 
upon others and not upon him. Representing as I do an agricul- 
tural district, I stand here identifying this interest as an agri- 
cultural interest. I recognize the principles upon which this de- 
mand is made as true and faithful exponents of good legislation 
and as justice between man and man. Singular it may be, but 
its aim is honesty. Anomalous it may be, but its purpose is to 
do the fair thing among the people of the country. A nation that 
will not deal honestly will never prosper. A nation which does 
not promote fair dealing will be driven from the markets of the 
world. 

Because I believe this provision is one of wisdom and justice 
and fairness, justified by legislative precedent, upheld by the 
judgment of the courts, and in the interest of the great mass of 
the American people, I sustain the report of the committee and 
shall support the passage of this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR took his seat amid loud applause. 
r. MCMILLIN. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 


Vir, eea OTEY]. ‘ 

Mr. O wey TA irman, I think this measure ought to be 
entitled, A bill to manufacture crime.” Sir, we have enough 
crime under human and divine laws without the House of Repre- 
sentatives undertaking to manufacturemore. The purpose of all 
civilized countries ought to be to curtail crime rather than to 
increase it. f 

I am opposed to this bill, first, because it enlarges the scope of 
the internal-revenue system, which in my opinion itis our duty to 
curtail, cut off, and get rid of as soon as possible. It is laying the 
mailed hand of taxation on the people, which it should be our 
duty to relax and remove. What do we see now? When we get 
up in the morning we draw on a pair of socks that are taxed; we 
put on our undergarments, every thread of which is interwoven 
with taxation. We draw on our clothes, every pocket of which 
is full of taxation, and nothing else. 5 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question, 
as I answered his question? 

Mr. OTEY. Certainly; I yield to the gentleman. F 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What commodity do you find in your 
pockets in the morning that is the highest taxed by the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. OTEY. I did not exactly understand the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman said that we got up in the 
morning to find our pockets full of taxed articles. 

Mr. OTEY. I did not say that. 

A MEMBER. Full of taxation, and nothing else.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ithonght the gentleman said taxed arti- 
cles. I thought he referred to something that had been left over 
the night before, upon which was levied a high tax. 

Mr. OTEY. Iam ready to yield to the gentleman at any time 
for a question. If I had two or three hours, I would answer every 
one of his questions, for I think I could do so. Throughout my 
whole life 1 have made it a point when I go about a mule always 
to stay in front of him, never to get behind him. [Laughter.] 

Iwas going on to say—the entleman interrupted me right in 
the middle of my beautiful allegory—we get up in the morning, 
we go to the washstand, and there we pick up a cake of soap that 
is imprinted with taxation; we go on and wash, with a bowl and 
pitcher, the towel, the toothbrush, and everything about which 
is taxed except the water. We go and sit down to our table and 
our knives, our forks, our spoons, our cups, our saucers, our 
tablecloths—everything on that table is taxed except, perhaps, the 
sweet milk and the cheese, filled cheese,” if you please, as no 
one, it seems, can discern the difference except by an internal- 
revenue stamp. 2 

You get up and you walk across a tax-ridden carpet. Every- 
thing around you—sunshine and shade—everything yon see, 
ing you feel, everything you taste, everything you hear, 
single or married, young or old, all, all are taxed, taxed, taxed! 
Even the nails in the coffin are taxed. And when you go to put 
the tombstone over your friend or relative that is taxed. [Laugh- 
ter. 


ne now you come here with this bill and propose to do what? 


To tax cheese! What kind of cheese? Filled cheese! I started to 
ask the gentleman from Ohio a question, but I was so much embar- 
rassed I had to sit down, because he is one of the old members of 
this House and I am one of ine yomg ones—that is, young so far 
as term of service is concerned. I understood the gentleman to 
say that about 70 per cent of this matter that they put into this 
cheese is foreign tothe milk. I do not know whether I quote him 
correctly or not. But, sir, the authorities which I consulted 
(which I lost on the cars this morning, and they have just come 
back to me) do not say so. But I will not go into that question 


now. 

Take this bill as you find it. You propose to tax cheese. The 
deputy collector comes into your house or into the nice little cot- 
tage of some hospitable countryman; he calls in there to stay all 
night. The tenant in his hospitality consents that he shall stay. 
This collector takes particular notice what is on that table, and 
he sees some “ filled cheese.” He arrests that man and carries 
him off to jail, 5 and the cheese he takes somewhere else. 

Mr. TAWNE . Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. OTEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In what part of the bill does the gentleman 
find any authority for such action as he supposes on the part of a 
deputy collector? 

OTE. The bill provides for paying a penalty of $500, and 
when 2 man does not pay a fine, he is generally arrested. 

Mr. 5 o pays the tax under this bill, the con- 
sumer’ 

Mr. OTEY. The man violating the law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The manufacturer pays it. 

Mr. OTEY. The man who has the commodity and sells it with- 
out tax—knowingly, I believe, is the word—is to be fined. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But your remark implied that the consumer, 
not the dealer, was to pay the tax and suffer the penalty. 

Mr. OTEY. Very well; let us refer to the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Here is the bill. Section 12 is the one to 
which the gentleman from Virginia has referred. 

Mr. OTEY. Section 12 reads as follows: 

Sec. 12. That every person who knowingly purchases or receives for sale 


any filled cheese from any manufacturer who has not d the special tax 
shall be liable for each offense to a e Bed $100 and to a forfeiture of all 
articles so purchased or received or of the full value thereof. 


Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 

The provision just read applies to the preon who buys this ar- 
ticle for sale and not for consumption. Ifthe gentleman will note 
the language he will observe that distinction; that is, that it pro- 
hibits the dealing in it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The section the gentleman has read corrobo- 
rates my statement, that every person who knowingly receives 
for sale this fraudulent article becomes subject to the provisions 
of the law. 

Mr. OTEY. Well, I have not got time, as you all must see, to 
answer everybody. Tou all” is an old Southern expression, I 
do not object to being questioned if I had time. 

Now, you go before your constituents after passing this bill— 
and I will necessarily have to be desultory in my remarks, for I 
expected to make an hour and a half speech and have only fifteen 
ininutes—but you go before your constituents and answer them 
this question—and I call your attention to the language here in 
the bill, which I will read: 

Retai i o „ E 
gaits Allen Loene LESARI TAO reo act for aatunl CONECO watt 
be regarded as a retail dealer in filled cheese, and sections 
3235, $237, 8238, 3239, 8240, 8241, 8243 of the Revised Statutes of the Uni 
States are, so far as applicable, made to extend to and include and apply to 
the special taxes imposed by this section and to the persons, firms, or cor- 
porations upon whom they are imposed. 

Now, you are going to vote on this bill repealing some 12 sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes or making them apply to the pro- 
visions of this bill, and I desire to ask what man among you 
read them? I mean who has read them since this bill came up, 
to know just what he is voting on? If there is a man who has 
done so, let him stand up. 

Mr. RAY. Here is one. 

Mr. OTEY. Are you on the committee? 

Mr. RAY. No, sir. 

Mr. OTEY. Well, you are an exception. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. Yes; I have read them, and since this bill was pre- 
sented to the House. I have read them carefully, and let me say 
to the eee that this bill is good law. 

Mr. OTEY. Then out of the whole House we have one gentle- 
man who has read these statutes, 

Mr. CHICKERING. Here is another. 

Mr. OTEY. You are entirely too late, my friend. You are out 
of time. [aught and applause, } 

Mr. RAY. I Would like to ask the gentleman if he has read 
them himself? 

Mr. OTEY. No, sir; and I would not undertake to do it, for I 
am not interested in that particular subject. The Revised Stat- 
utes are good enough for me, without applying them to cheese. I 
will take them as they are. Iam not engaged in remodeling them. 


todo anything of thatkind. You 


- Iam not the man who proposes 
are maine 60 that, and it is your duty to know what you are 
doing, and I want it to go in the RECORD that only one member 
has read these sections of the Revised Statutes. But when you 
go before e constituents on the stump, when people come u 
and ask about this legislation, then I want you to be able to t 
them candidly whether you have or have not read these statutes. 
Now, one gentleman says that he has read them. He is an excep- 
tion. [Laughter.] 
But why you tax this article? Do you tax it for revenue? 
You know you do not. Why, then, do you taxit? You say itis 
„n fraud.“ Why, have you any right to tax fraud? If you tax 
one kind of fraud why do you not tax all frauds? Why, my dear 
sir, a man with a wooden leg is a fraud to some people, some in 
this House. [Laughter and * e What is the meaning of 
fraud? Why, it means deceit, deception, with a view of obtaining 
an unlawful end, such as obtaining goods under false pretenses. 
It is deception, cheating, deceit, and so on. 3 Why, 
the hair on the top of your head is a fraud when it is a wig; it is 
a fraud when it is dyed. [Great laughter.] The false teeth in 
your mouth is a fraud; but it does not come under the provisions 
of this bill. [Laughter.] 

Bring me [addressing a page] a decaliter of the protoxide of 

ughter and applause.] I have not got time to 


_ over this whole subject of fraud and show you exactly what it is. 
Iwish I had. There is some interesting matter here. Shake- 
speare says that 


The welfare of us all 
Hangs on the cutting short that frandful man. 

Then cut him off. If he is a fraud do you wish to protect him? 
I ask again, are you doing it for the purpose of taxation? I asked 
the tleman from Ohio that question, if he was not licensing 
fraud b this bill. Hedo the question and would not answer 
it. He knows that this is simply licensing fraud. He said 
that there were counterfeits of pure cheese. 

Now, have you ever undertaken to tax counterfeits before? 
Suppose you did. Would not a tax on counterfeits license them 
to counterfeit? Would not it license them to make counterfeit 
money, as well as counterfeit butter? You condemn lotteries as 
a fraud. Did you license them by taxing them? No, sir; you 
passed a law that completely wi them out of existence. Do 

‘ou wish to destroy filled-cheese factories? Let a man go into 
Bwift's or Armour's and compare the cleanliness of their food 
products, compare their fats with the fats in the dairies through 
the Northwest. But you propao to encourage what you claim 
to be a fraud by affixing the seal of your approval toit. I am 

to any interference with legitimate business, and if I 

the time I would show you that this is a legitimate business. 

If it is a fraud, then you can not license it. You can not, in jus- 
tice to yourselves, consistently license a fraud; and yet you say 
here that if they will put the United States stamp on the thing 


that it may over the 2 when you know it is a fraud. 
The C MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. McMILLIN, I yield five minutes more to the tleman. 


Mr. HOPKINS, Wi 
tion? 
Mr. OTEY. Yes. 
Mr. HOPKINS. As I understand, it is not contended that 
filled cheese is a fraud, because the testimony before the commit- 
tee is that it is a wholesome protect. The point about having a 
stamp upon it is so that the dealers and consumers can discrimi- 
nate between that and the full-cream cheese. 
Mr. OTE. I want to ask the gentleman if it is necessary to 
tax it in order to do that? Why, in my own State we have in- 
of tobacco, inspectors of internal revenue, and all these 
Why can you not have them this thing and see 
wherein the deleterious stuff lies? Why, Mr. Chairman, I wish I 
had time to read what was stated to us in the hearings. One of 


the gentleman from Virginia allow an 


the gentlemen says that the fat from the is a great deal more 
wholesome than the fat from the cow, and that the cow is a great 
deal more liable to disease. I would like to go on and tell you all 


about the bacteria and the microbes that they kill in this process. 
They subject it to 200 degress of heat, whereas this butter, as they 
call it, is only heated to about 70 degrees. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That statement was made by the only filled- 
cheese manufacturer who appeared before the committee, was it 
not? 

Mr. OTEY. No; it is made by a distinguished gentleman that 
ou are all fond of—the Hon. Sterling Morton. Tou had him be- 
‘ore your committee, and that is his evidence. 

He said: 

V!!! 
ma 
eae og ‘aan te the. —— Psd cheese, Tithough not of high 


and is similar in chemical com The only essential difference 
o 

cow. 
„„ quality of lard, at the rate of 


is 5 W pounds of skit 


2 or 3 pounds as of tee een to 


true that at the present time eese is largely made 
insidious diseases which are man are more prevalent among 
cows than among hogs. 

Medical authorities and others differ as to the relative digestibility of dif- 
8 such as butter fat and pork fat or lard; but the ee known to 


n those districts where ch: 
dangerous to 


claiming that filled cheese is necessarily unwholesome or deleterious to health. 
ee of it are daily sold and consumed without apparently injuri- 
effects. 


But the 3 says, About how much of this stuff is in the 
cheese?“ I have tables here which will show, but I have not time 
to read them. I asked the tleman in charge of this bill, and I 
wish Le would answer, what is the principle of the cheesy matter 
in milk 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why, butter. 

Mr. OTE. No; it is not at all. It is what they call casein. 
Do you want to know what casein is? It is an albuminoid sub- 
stance found in milk, soluble in alkali. It is ted by ani- 
mal membranes. It dries into a yellow mass, and contains less 
nitrogen than albumin. A similar substance, called vegetable 
casein or legumin, occurs in peas, beans, etc. 

That is the principle in cheese. Take that out and you could 
not make any cheese at all. But by putting in the oil with that 
you make cheese. And how do you get it? Why, you take the 
stomach of a calf, a sucking calf. Some of the authorities say it 
is the third stomach and some say that it is the fourth stomach. 
They dry it, and after drying it and smoking it and all that sort 
of thing they mix it in with the milk, and it produces the curd. 


Now, what does the curd contain? It contains 92.95 cent of 
water, 0.24 per cent of butter, 0.81 per cent of casein, 5. cent 
of milk, sugar, and lactic acid, and 0.78 per cent of min matter, 


Now, what proportion of cheesy matter is there? The authori- 
ties which I get out of the Library say from 3 to 10 per cent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, cheeseis asolidified production from milk, 
the essential constituent of which is the protainous or nitro 
nous substance called casein. It is the basis of cheese, or purified 
curd of milk. Is any of this taken out of filled cheese? Notone 
particle. The butter is taken out, and then this oil is put in, 
and the testimony of all the e is that the oil or fat is much 
purer than the butter itself. e testimony of everybody who 
testifies on the subject is that this neutral oil is much purer than 
the butter. 

Now, these rich cheeses with which we are familiar commence 
to ripen very soon. They ripen from the outside to the inside, 
and if a ee man gets one of them it very soon spoils, whereas 
this filled cheese is a wholesome article of diet, ant lasts. They 
can get it from 5 to 6 cents cheaper than they can get the other 
cheese. Now, you propose to put a tax apor it to debar the poor 
people from getting wholesome product, except at the price 
of the other cheese manufacturers. 

I believe that filled cheese can be and is made pure; that un- 
filled cheese can be and is made impure. 

Cheese has been an article of food from the time of the early 


Jewish patriarchs. 
The manufacture of cheese, whether filled or unfilled, in this 
day is a process both chemical and mechanical, Chemi is 


playing a great part in the economy of things. In producin ed 
cheese it has conferred a benefit on mankind, pineal the food 
of the millions, and given employment to thousands of our desery- 
ing fellow-citizens. 

Strike it down by taxation, and you but addother burdens to the 
already overburdened and oppressed laboring people of our country. 

Mr. TERRY. It is a proposition to tax the poor man’s cheese, 

Mr. OTEY. Yes, sir. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, my time is so limited, and I 
have promised to yield so much time to other members, that I will 
ask the Chair to notify me when I have occupied fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is recog- 
nized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Mr. Chairman, it is not possible within the 
too limited time given for this discussion to sre this important 
measure that care and attention which should be given to a meas- 
ure proposing to add heavy parata fines, imprisonment, and 
additional taxes upon the eof the United States; but we have 
to take it as we find it. ill state, Mr. Chairman, the facts in 
such a way that I do not think any member of the committee will 
disagree withme, First, the weight of the testimony taken by the 
Committee on Ways and Meansis to the effect that filled cheeseis 
a healthful article of food; not so fine as the best cream cheese, but 
healthful; secondly, that it is cheaper than the cream cheese; 
thirdly, that the wholesale manufacturers of this 8 ali 
over United States, manufacture and sell it as filled c 
and not as cream cheese, 
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These are proponis which will not be denied in the light of 


the evidence before me. Recurring to the question of the whole- 
someness of filled cheese,” it will not be denied that the testi- 
mony shows that the milk that is used in the ee of this 
cheese is raised to the same temperature as is the milk in the pro- 
duction of full cheese or full cream cheese; and in addition to 
this, that, by the processes of manufacture, the leaf lard and the 
skimmed milk of which this product is made become heated to 
200° F., which is a higher degree of heat and more likely to de- 
stroy germs than that which is used in the production of full 
cream cheese, 

Having said this much concerning the nature of the commodity, 
I will during this debate insert the testimony of Secretary Morton 
on this subject, as he has given us a fair and most lucid statement 
concerning filled cheese. 

Mr. Chairman, two articles are used in the manufacture of 
“ filled cheese,” skimmed milk and the leaf lardof the hog. From 
the milk is taken by skimming the fat of the cow and the finest 
portion of the fat of the hog substituted. The ingredients are 
about 3 parts of lard to 100 of milk. 

Sir, no man can or could object more than I do to any fraud or 
imposition on the public. If that were the only question involved 
we would have no difficulty. No man can be more the friend of 


our great interests than I. But I am not willing to legislate 
for any ind purely to benefit another. That is what is pro- 
ere, 


Only a few years ago, Mr. Chairman, we were urged to pass the 
oleomargarine tax bill, because if we did not our dairy interests 
would suffer. It was done. I said then it would not accomplish 
the object. It has not. More oleomargarine is made here and 
consumed since the tax than before. In 1888, the first total year 
after that law went into effect, we produced 34,325,000 pounds, 
Last year we produced 56,958,000 pounds. To show how power- 
less is the statute to regulate and stop the use of oleomargarine, 
listen to the following from the statement of Hon. William H. 
Hatch, author of that bill, given before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee the other day: 

capital country, right here in hote 
e L R 
Sinte in this Union, and I defy any man on this committee to go to 


class restaurant of the city of Washington to-day and take what they will 
put before him as butter one time in ten with an absolute certainty 


u i he is 
oing to get 2 butter. I have seen ol e handed out tome within 
ys. I did not eat it, but it was given to me to eat in what are 
known as the best restaurants in the city of Washington. 


Now, sir, we are again told we must legislate for the dairy in- 
terest, this time to stop the use of competing cheese. 

Sir, where is this vicions system to end? You taxed oleomar- 

ine before, and you tax filled cheese” now for destruction. 
What industry will you assail next? When will you cease to lay 
your blighting hand on struggling industry. In yonr tariff bills 
you pretend to build tby taxation, and by your internal-revenue 
bills you tear down. erever you turn you 5 destroy. 
You had far better let the citizen regulate his own business. 

Sir, I do not hesitate to say, in view of all that has occurred both 
in the committee and in this House, that the purpose of this legis- 
lation is not to raise revenue, but it is to appeal to the taxing 
power to destroy or injure the filled-cheese manufacturers. It is 
the creation of new penalties; it is the imposition of new taxes; 
it is the subjection of the citizen to new surveillance; it is the 
right to take up and hold in the Federal courts citizens of the 
United States for things that were not heretofore criminal and are 
not now criminal per se; only criminal because they are made so 
by this statute. Given the right to legislate, you do not even say 
a single word about the necessity of this tax forrevenue. Goand 
examine the condition of the Treasury, and you will find there are 
$272,000,000 of net funds in the Treasury, $172,000,000 in addition 
to the $100,009,000 of gold reserve which it has been the custom of 
the Government to keep there. This is a vicious intermeddling 
on the part of the Congress of the United States with the business 
of the citizen for the purpose of regulating that business and 
crushing it out for the benefit of somebody else, and against that 
kind of legislation and injustice I raise my protest here, as I have 
ever done and ever will do, whether my constituents or anybody 
else’s constituents are involved in the question. Let the States 
crush it if they wish. Let the Government require that it be 
branded when it goes from State to State or to other countries if 
they wish, but do not use the taxing power to destroy. 

We have the most ificent form of government ever devised 
by the human mind. It would seem that the great Jefferson 
was almost inspired, Mr. Chairman, when he conceived the idea 
that he could avoid the centralized government and despotism 
which had been its inevitable consequence from the rise of the 
first eg to the downfall of the last ae He wisely 
concluded to frame a government that should consist of smaller 
3 within a great government, leaving the citizen all 

e could do without the interference of the government, State 


or national; leaving to the State government all it could do with- 
out the interference by the National Government; and giving to 
the Government of the United States the right to control the cit- 
izen only in those matters wherein it was permitted to do so b 
the Constitution, and wherein the State could not do it sow 
and wherein the citizen could not do it so well. 

That principle of government we wrested from Great Britain by 
blood and ering; that principle of government we embodied in 
a written Constitution. Here was the beginning of State rights 
of home rule.” But in the same Constitution wpe put the neces- 
sary power to tax the people for the 7 of supporting and 
maintaining the structure and to enable it to carry out those wise 
and proper functions of government. This right to tax the citi- 
zen for the common has been perverted in these latter days, 
and a lot of legislators, conceiving themselves wiser than the 
framers of the Constitution, wiser nas the masses of the people, 
wiser than the States and peoples who sent them here, have wrested 
the power or are parang this great function to the purpose of 

rivate gain and for the purpose of crushing out an industry that 

oes not happen to suit their taste. That is the situation now. 
Jefferson’s conceptions are disregarded and his system of govern- 
ment is for oes 

Mr. TALBERT. That has been done upon the same principle 
as imposing the 10 per cent tax on State-bank circulation, for 


p of preventing their existence. 

"Mr. MoMILLIN. t is done on the same principle as the impo- 
sition of the 10 per cent tax on State-bank circulation, which was 
not to raise revenue but to crush the banks. It is the same prin- 
ciple involved as in the oleomargarine bill, where the tax was 
proposed and levied at a time when we had a big surplus reve- 
nue, and it was done for the ps of crushing out that indus- 
try. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] has confessed 
the impotency of human ingenuity to do that thing against the 
protest of the American people by admitting here to-day—as the 
author of the bill, Mr. Hatch, admitted in the hearing, as I have 
shown you—that in the city of Washington there is more oleo- 
margarine consumed than in any other city of its size in the coun- 
i ag the law has proved itself wholly inefficient. 

RA. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. RAY. While you are complaining of the imposition of the 
10 per cent tax on the issues of State banks, is it not true that that 

iece of legislation has brought us a better and a safer system of 

— g in the United States than we ever had before? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is wholly untrue that any tax cor for 
destruction ever in the end benefited the American people. It is 
wholly untrue that we have the best currency system on the earth, 
On the contrary, any man who is satisfied with the present situa- 
tion is easy to please, and I do not envy him his intelligence. 

Mr. RAY. hether I have any intelligence or not, would the 
gentleman now return to the old State-bank system? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not mean to nor could I reflect on the 
gentleman's intelligence. Iam not going to be diverted de 
from the important question that is before us for consideration, 
but I will answer you because I avoid nothing. I favor the re- 
peal of that tax. I would repeal it on the presumption that the 
people at home have as much sense as you and I, and can take 
care of themselves if we let them alone. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill is off the same piece of cloth out 
of which was cut the oleomargarine tax law. ere is no excuse 
for this legislation. One class of persons engaged in this business 
you tas GUD A rele, ahe Chass yea ex Oa A , and others 
you tax $40 a year. You ppe to further Federal courts 
with these prosecutions. you propose to appoint and send 
out a lot of “tasters and smellers” to g to every kitchen and 
churn in the country and see whether they are pleased with the 
methods by which cheese and butter are made in those places. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Spies. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Spies, as my friend from Texas, Judge CUL- 
BERSON, says—spies and informers. Furthermore, this measure 
goes further than any other to which my attention has been called, 
by providing in one of its sections that the citizens shall submit 


to any surveillance“ that the Secretary of the Treasury and the 


Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall im Not only do you 
enact this law, fixing the penalty and providing for itsenforcement, 
making and punishing new crimes that are devised, but you launch 
out in the criminal field on a great terra incognita where you pro- 
pose to allow the Secretary of the Treasury to make new regula- 
tions to which the citizen is compelled to submit. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does not the gentleman know that the oleo- 
margarine law contains the same provision? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ihave not had an opportunity to compare 
this with the oleomargarine law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the fact. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, so much the worse for the oleo: - 
rine act. Then, I will say, as I said at the beginning, that the 
oleomargarine law and this proposed legislation are two of a kind, 
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Mr. TAWNEY. You said that was an original proposition in 
this bill and I simply wanted to correct you. 

Mr. MoMILLIN I did not say that it was an original proposi- 
tion in this bill; at least I did not purpose to say so. What I said 
was that this was the first time such a provision had been called 
to my attention. 

Mr. Chairman, you have heard the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] who reported this bill. Did he put the right to tax 
this article on any higher ground than the purpose to injure this 
industry? Nota bit of it. If any word facing it on any higher 
ground esca his lips I do not now vara it, and I tried to catch 
ev i e said. You heard yesterday the gentleman who 
opened the debate in favor of this bill [Mr. Cook], who comes 
from the State of Wisconsin, and who eo admitted that the 
object was to put a brand” upon this article as a fraud. They 
are not after revenue; they are out to destroy. 

Mr. Chairman, we take a different view of the question from 
that which those gentlemen take. We insist that if you want to 
brand you ought to stop with branding; that you oe to go with 
this matter to a different committee; that you ought to apply a 
different process; that if you simply want to designate this article 
as it passes from State to State yon should simply provide that 
when it is to be shipped it shall properly branded, and let it 
come under the interstate-commerce regulation, instead of your- 
selves perpetrating “a fraud” upon the people by the very bill 
which you pro to enactinto law. My friend on the teft 8 
OGDEN] has called my attention to another thing which I h - 
tended to reach later, but which I may as well mention now. 
You provide that the dealer in this commodity shall put up a sign 
in his store. He may have paid every tax required by the law. 
He ay not have a single package of cheese not marked as re- 
quired by law; he may have complied with every legal provision 
as to the tax; yetif he has not stuck up on the door facing or some- 
where within his establishment a statement ‘‘ Filled cheese kept 
for sale here,” he, too, goes to the Federal courts, passes through 
the Federal gin mill, and is mulcted in costs and fines. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In the provision to which the gentleman 
now refers is there anything different in principle from that 
which has always been in our internal-revenue laws in relation to 
the manufacture and sale of cigars and the manufacture and rec- 


ap a of distilled spirits? 

. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, when the dealer in spirits 
has paid his tax he has dischar, his obligation to the Govern- 
ment. The gentleman will not dispute that proposition. 

Mr, GROSVENOR rose. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But whether that is so or not, here is a tax 
you do not need; here is a tax for the imposition of which there 
is no excuse, except that you want to help some persons in a rival 
business, and for that purpose you subject the citizen to the pay- 
ment of fines and costs, and also to imprisonment if he fails to put 
up on his shop door the sign, Filled cheese for sale here.” And 
when this legislation has worked out its full purpose, when you 
have taken possession of vast business interests through the oleo- 
margarine law and through this bill and through your other pro- 
hibitory and restrictive laws, both internal and external, as ap- 
plied to the tariff, when you shall have further filled the Federal 
courts with op ive prosecutions, when you have accomplished 
all this, you Will find another sign over your Federal courts, the 

ign which Dante has described so 5 in his Inferno, 
where he says that over the portal of the seventh circle of hell was 
seen this inscription, ‘‘ Who enters here leaves hope behind.“ 
[Applause.] 
ere the hammer fell. ] 
. GROSVENOR. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman 
from Minnesota . TAWNEY]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the subcom- 
mittee which first considered the subject of “filled cheese“ with 
a view to the enactment of a law to regulate its manufacture and 
sale, and which drafted the bill now under consideration, I deem 
1 a 1 ue myself and to the proposed measure to say a word in 


This bill, as my colleague on the committee said, has been drawn 
upon the lines of an act approved August 2, 1886, commonly known 
as the oleomargarine law, modified, however, so as to be applica- 
ble to the conditions attending the manufacture and sale of cheese 
and imitation cheese. These modifications consist 8 in 
the reduction of the special tax, the licenses, the fines, and penal- 
ties; in the definition of cheese and filled cheese; in the definition 
of wholesale and retail dealers in filled cheese, and in the mark- 
ing and branding of that article. The reduction of the tax and 
licenses was not made wholly upon the responsibility of the sub- 
committee. Experience,as shown by the testimony of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, in the administration of the oleo- 
margarine law has demonstrated that a lower tax and a lower 
license will afford the public and the honest dairymen of the 


country greater protection against the fraud now practiced upon 
both. It will enable the Internal Revenue Department of the 
Government to more rigidly enforce the law than it could if the 
tax and these licenses were so me that the manufacturer and 
dealer, rather than pay them, would assume the risk of incurring 
the penalties of a violation of the law as they are now doing in 
the case of oleomargarine. 

So much for the general differences between the bill now under 
consideration and the oleomargarine law upon which it is based. 
When we come to consider the bill in detail these changes and 
5 and the reasons for them will be more fully dis- 
cussed. 

Mr. Chairman, in determining whether or not this bill should 
become a law, we should be satisfied first it is constitutional; 
second, that it is n and that its provisions are calculated 
to promote the public welfare; and third, will it injuriously af- 


fect any legitimate private interest? A careful consideration off 


the bill, its purposes and effect, will, I believe/*shdw.-that the 
first two propositions can be incontrovertibly answered in the 
affirmative, and that the last may, with equal positiveness, be 
answered in the negative. ok 

IS IT CONSTITUTIONAL? Sani" A 

By the Constitution the power of taxation for the purpose of 
revenue is vested in Congress. The ammunt of 8 not 
essential to the exercise of the power. Whether thi , there- 
fore, will raise much or little revenue is not material. If it 
raises any, it is the legitimate exercise of a constitutional power, 
provided the revenue be raised by a tax levied upon an article 
which Congress 55 The gentleman who has just 
taken his seat [Mr. Mc J. when driven to the wall to find a 
peg on which to hang his argument against the constitutionality 
of this bill, proceeds to assail the motives of the friends of the 
measure. Taxation, he says, is not the motive, but annihilation. 
If that were true, Mr. Chairman, the bill would nevertheless be 
constitutional. In that case the destruction of the filled-cheese 
industry would be due to the exercise of a power incident to the 

wer of taxation, which power, as Chief Justice Marshall in effect 

as said, carries with it and legalizes all that may result from its 
proper exercise. If, therefore, Congress has the power to impose 
the tax and doesit, neither the amount of revenue, the effect upon 
the article taxed, nor the particular motive that prompted the leg- 
islation will have ay legal significance whatever, Judge Colla- 
mer, that distinguished jurist and eminent statesman, in a case 
reported in 11 Vermont, 22, said: 

Improper motives can never alter the character of a legal act. Whatever 
a man has a legal right to do he may do with impunity. 

The same is true of a legislative act, which, if constitutional, 
will not be affected by the motive which prompted it, nor by the 
arguments used against its passage. 

_But, Mr. Chairman, the fact that the report pase gt find the 
bill does not state that more revenue is necessary is urged by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] to prove that reve- 
nue has no place among the purposes of the measure. He also 
argues that because there is in the Treasury to-day, of borrowed 
money, an available cash balance of over $170,000,000; therefore a 
bill to increase the revenue is not necessary. Itistrue, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the report is silent as to the necessity for more revenue; 
but why was it necessary to expose the incompetency of the Dem- 
ocratic party and the insolvency of the Government in this report 
when the facts are known and admitted by every man, woman, and 
child in the land, except perhaps the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. McMiLiin}. The fact that more revenue is needed has been 
published almost gany. In the statements showing the condition 
of the Treasury and the receipts and expenditures of the Govern- 
ment which we have received every morning since the Wilson- 
Gorman perfidy bill went into effect in 1894, we have all the evi- 
dence that any man needs to detérmine the fact. 

Ihave before me these daily statements for April 7, 8, and 9, 1896. 
What do they show? We see that on the 7th the Government ex- 
pended $978,033.29 more than it received. On the 8thit expended 
$545,854.95 more than it received, and on yesterday the excess of 
expenditures over revenue ee from all sources reached the 
enormous sum of $1,041,318.73. e total excess of expenditures 
over receipts during the first nine days of this month was $5,768,- 
874.95, and for this fiscal year $24,519,577.16. The following fig- 
ures, taken from these official statements, will show the receipts 
and expenditures more clearly and in detail: 

APRIL 7. 1396. 


This fiscal 
year. 


This day. | This month. | 


Receipts: 
Customs 
Internal revenue 

eous 
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1896. 
APRIL 7, 1896—continued. 
F This fiscal 
This day. | This month. year. 
Expenditures: 
i iscellaneous 148.000. 0081, 803, 00. 00 | $87,464,619. 37 
. is t , 000. 00 $ 508,000. 00 > 476. 
„000. 00 000. 00 „ 
000. 00 
000.00 


Total expenditures 9, 798,388.00 | 279, 158, 930. 26 
cess ditures over 
rts oe „ 978,083.29 | 4, 182, 201. 27 22,932,903. 48 


„285.883. 44 8130, T11, 832. 97 
224, 765.81 | 113, 628,909. 78 
254,113.80 | 13, 493, 510. 35 
224, 513.05 | 257,834, 353. 10 
975,000.00 | 69,138,619. 37 
703,000.00 | 41, 202,476. 44 
306,000.00 | 20, 888, 615. 32 
330,000.00 | 10, 248,083.30 
653, 000.00 | 109, 904, 815.79 
026,388.00 | 30,993,370. 04 


Total expendituress 
Excess of expenditures over 
POCO Sons IS uncon 


Expenditures: 
oa and miscellaneous 
—— — a 


Total expenditures............ 
Excess of expenditures over 
TOORIDG cinch scavecsnentsen 


In view of the facts thus made plain, I am rised, Mr. Chair- 
man, that any gentleman should assert on this fioor that the Gov- 
ernment does not need the revenue which this bill will raise, It 
not only needs that amount, but a great deal more, which the 
Republicans of the House at the beginning of this session of Con- 

attempted to raise by the passage of the Dingley revenue 
ill, which met its fate in some subterranean passage of a silver 
mine in the other end of the Capitol. Revenue, Mr. Chairman, is 
necessary, and one of the p of this bill is to meet that ne- 
cessity by imposing a tax on an adulterated food product, manu- 
factured and sold for that which it is not. Those who say we 
have a surplus in the of $171,000,000 forget that ev 
dollar of that balance and more has been borrowed from the Ameri- 
can people or from foreign syndicates. Why, Mr. Chairman, it 
can conclusively be shown that every loan negotiated by this Ad- 
ministration was occasioned primarily by a deficiency of revenue. 
There is every reason to believe that this deficiency in revenue 
will continue to the end of this Administration. We should 
therefore do something at this time to increase our revenue. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ill the pantti permit an interruption? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Iwill yield for that p É 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the deficiency should continue even as it 
has been shown to exist for the last year, would it not still require 
more than three years to absorb the fund now in the Treasury in 
excess of the $100,000,000 of gold reserve? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, that depends altogether on whether gold 
will be withdrawn from the Treasury under this Administration 
as it has been withdrawn in the past and whether the present defi- 
ciency in reyenue will continue at a diminished or increased rate. 

Mr. McMILLIN,. It is nota question of gold; but how much is 
there in excess beyond the ordinary requirements of the Govern- 
ment and the reserve of one hundred million? 

ee was, and my assertion is, that even if the revenues 
continue as now and the expenditures shall continue as they are it 
will require more than three years, or over four in fact, before you 


would need additional taxation on account of the deficiencies in 
the revenue. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The assertion of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see is based on the assumption that the only draft on the surplus 
in the Treasury will be to make up the deficit in revenues. This is 
not a fact by any means. He also ignores the fact that the ap- 
parent surplus consists of redeemed greenbacks and 
notes which if used to meet deficiency in revenue will afford the 
brokers of Wall street and Lombard street an opportunity to 
again raid the Treasury, deplete the gold reserve, and necessi- 
tate another Government loan. ` 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. inly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Isit nota fact that there is less money in the 
Treasury to-day than this Administration has borrowed within 


the last three years? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir; that is true, as shown by the state- 
ments from the Treasury Department, and being true it shows 
conclusively that the money in the Treasury y is borrowed 
money or the proceeds of borrowed money. 

Mr. i , When the oleomargarine law was under consid- 
eration in the Forty-ninth Congress the same argument was used 
to defeat it. It was said that revenue was not its p . Since 
its enactment some of its provisions have been assailed on the 
ground of their being unconstitutional, but no lawyer has ever 
presumed to question in the courts of the United States the con- 
stitutional right of Congress to enact that law as a whole. This 
measure, being drawn upon the lines of that act, will for the same 
reason be unassailable on constitutional grounds, 

Mr. Chairman, the motive behind this bill is not, as claimed by 
its enemies, the destruction of one branch of industry for the ben- 
efit of another with which it competes. That argument is only 
used for the purpose of scaring members. Those who make this 
claim fail to distinguish between a law that is expressly intended 
to N one legitimate industry legitimately conducted and a 
law, such as this is intended to be, which will raise revenue, and 
in addition prevent fraud and deception by compelling those en- 
gaged in a certain industry to conduct their business honestly and 
to sell their product for what it is, and which, to accomplish these 
no purp; — the paning power of the Gorapena If the 

-cheese industry is ‘oyed in co; uence of the passage 
of this bill it will owe its destruction to the fact that it can no 
longer practice a fraud upon the people by sug its product for 
what it is not, and because the people will not buy filled cheese 
when offered for sale assuch. But the law can not be charged 
with its destruction, except in so far as it requires those en 
in the business to deal honestly with the people. If the filled- 
cheese industry can not live when conducted honestly, who upon 
this floor will say it has the right to live at all? [A plause. ] 

Nor can it be successfully claimed that the tax of 1 cent a pound 
imposed by this bill will even injure the business of shamnfactoring 
filled cheese. 

From the evidence before the committee it appears that this 
product can be manufactured at a cost not to exceed 44 cents a 
pound. It is even offered to the wholesale trade as low as 24 cents 
apound, So that with the tax and license fees added to the cost of 
production there would be a margin of profit to the manufacturer 
and dealer in this spurious product. It is sold to-day in competi- 
tion with genuine cheese, which costs from 11 to 12 cents a pound 
to produce. If compelling its salefor what it is reducesthe price 
the manufacturers of filled cheese, after paying the tax, would 
still reap as large if not a larger profit than the manufacturers of 
genuine cheese receive. These are facts which members should 
consider in determining the effect of this proposed tax upon the 
filled-cheese industry. 

If, therefore, more revenue is needed, and we can show that this 
industry as now conducted is fraudulently conducted, and toraise 
revenue and prevent this fraud the constitutional power of taxa- 
tion is invoked, the bill is constitutional and we are not only jus- 
tified, but it is our duty in levying the tax to make suitable provi- 
sions to protect the public against a glaring and stupendous fraud 
now practiced by the manufacture and sale of an article of food 
1 3 maoe anga sold in 155 5 of arenon 
it is not and against whic e people are powerless to p 
themselves. [Applause.] 

THIS LEGISLATION NECESSARY. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the demand for revenue is not the only 
necessity for this legislation. If in the future we are to enjo 
permanent prosperity, the great and overshadowi agricultural 
interest of our country—the very basis of our material progress 
and national prosperity—must receive from its representatives 
and the representatives of the people every consideration and all 
the protection to which it is entitled. New markets for the prod- 
ucts of the farm should be discovered; old ones protected, enlarged, 
and preserved. And when, by the aid of science or through the 
dishonesty of man, the ucts of the farm are so counterfeited 
adulterated, or imitated that the imitation, stealing the name and 
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appearance of the genuine product, drives it out of the market 


ugh deception and fraud which can only be detected by the aid | d 


of chemical science, it is time for the lawmaking power of the 
Government, through the representatives of the people, to inter- 
fere and require the sale of the artificial product for what it is, 
and thus protect the honest producer of genuine food products. 
This is demanded not alone in the interest of the producers, but 
also in the interest of the consumers; and is especially our caf 
when the deception and fraud is practiced in respect to food prod- 
ucts. [Applause.] 
FILLED CHEESE DEFINED. 


Mr. Chairman, what is filled cheese and what methods are em- 
ployed in its manufacture and sale? Filled cheese is a compound 
or counterfeit cheese, the constituent parts of which are skimmed 
milk and uncooked animal fat, known to the trade as neutral oil. 
This neutral oil is substituted or put into the skimmed milk to 
take the place of the butter fat extracted by the use of the centrif- 
ugal separator. This substituted fat is not made by those who 
manufacture filled cheese, but is bought by them from the manu- 
facturers of neutral oil or pork-packing establishments. It is 
claimed by the manufacturers of filled cheese that nothing but 

ure hog leaf is used in making this oil. They admit, however, 
That it may be, and doubtless is in many instances,made from the 
fat of diseased animals or from impure refuse or putrid fats, and 
that when they receive it they do not know and have no means of 
knowing whether it is pure or filled with the germs of disease. 
de ee of skimmed milk and neutral oil used in making 
cheese is about 70 cent of the former and about 30 per 
5 latter. x this is Sanon a certain 5 of rennet, 
e n coloring an voring matter. is made in 
the form eee of pure cheese, with absolutely no mark 
or brand of any kind to identify it as filled cheese. 
The following are the ingredients used in some of the patents 
for ing filled cheese: 

Patent No. 136051, February 18, 1873: Skimmed milk, with tal- 
low, lard, or butter of low grade; 15 pounds of fat to 1,000 pounds 
of skimmed milk; 3 ounces of saltpeter added to milk; heated and 


Patent No. 264516, September 19, 1892: Artificial cream for mak- 

butter ion cheese. por N ee milk, with — 

oil, lard, oleo: e, other animal or v 0 
. * 

There are in all some 8 or 10 patents for making this bogus 


cheese. 

Mr. CLARDY. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARDY. Was there anything before the committee that 
rama soar this product is unwholesome; that it is not suitable 

or 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is. If the gentleman will turn to the 
hearings he will find on 60 a very able article on the subject 
of whether or not filled cheese is deleterious to health. 

Mr. CLARDY. Does their examination show thatit is deleteri- 
ous to health? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; I do not think that anybody can success- 
fully claim it is deleterious to health when itis properly made, 

. CLARDY. That is what I want to find out. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That question depends upon whether it is 
properly made, as sugg y the gentleman from Illinois, and 
upon the strength of a man’s ive organs, 

Mr. CLARDY. So it is with eating bacon. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the uncooked fat of an animal is as easily 
digested as the butter which is extracted from the milk, and the 
uncooked fat is free from disease then it is not an unwhole- 
some product; but if the uncooked fat of an animal is not as easily 
4 and if—as is the fact some people can not digest it at 

then when they eat filled cheese they are ea that which is 
indigestible, and therefore unwholesome; and, , if—asisthe 
case in many instances—the fat is taken from a diseased animal it 
is not only unwholesome, but absolutely dangerous to health. 

Mr. CLARDY. Is not that the fact with reference to almost 
any 8 article of food, that it disagrees with some particular 


is not as ere as the butter fat extracted from the milk. 
S. I think my colleague will agree with me that 
Department, on an examination of filled cheese, 
decided that there was nothing deleterious in it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; the cultural t did not so 
decide. But there was a chemist up here in the Internal Revenue 
De ent who made that claim. 

. CLARDY. Mr. Chairman, that is a very important ques- 


Mr. TAWNEY. Chemistry and physiology are two entirely 
different things; and if a man relies upon chemistry for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining whether that which he takes into his stomach 


is digestible he may in a very short time have an acute case of 


a. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him, is only 
leaf lard or uncooked lard used in this manufacture, or do they 
use the rendered lard also? 

_Mr. TAWNEY. They do not use the rendered lard. The tes- 
timony shows that in the manufacture of this cheese they heat 
the leaf lard just to such a d of temperature as will enable 
them to use it conveniently, about 180°. It is not cooked as we 
cook hog fat when we render it into lard. It does not reach that 
degree of heat that will destroy the disease germs, if there are 
any, in the fat. 

The neutral oil used in the manufacture of this cheese is made 
by the pork-packing establishments and the neutral-oil factoriesand 
the oleomargarine factories. These men are not more scrupulous 
than the rest of mankind and do not make post-mortem examina- 
tions to determine whether the animal died from disease or other 
cause. What they are after is the fat, and when you eat filled 
cheese you have no assurance whatever that you are not taking 
into your stomachs the germs of some fatal di . 

Mr. HOPKINS. Wil the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman was 
perature to which leaf lard was subjected before being used in 
the manufacture of filled cheese. I have before me the evidence 
that was taken before the committee, and with the permission of 
my colleague I will read one sentence. 

. TAWNEY. I will not consent to it, unless the gentleman 
will read the evidence on the other side. 

5 S. But it says that it is raised to a temperature 
0 > 

Mr. TAWNEY. By the injection of a live-steam jet; that is 
far from cooking. 
om CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 

e A 
Mr. TAWNEY. I should like ten minutes more. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be permitted to proceed for ten minutes. 
here was no objection. 
EXTENT AND METHODS OF THE BUSINESS. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the number of factories and 
the amount of filled cheese produced in the United States can be 
only approximately estimated. There are no reliable statistics on 
the subject. Some investigation has been made by the Agricul- 
tural ent to ascertain the facts, and the result shows that 
in 1894 there were in Wisconsin and Illinois about 266 filled-cheese 
factories, apart aren ay that year about 14,000,000 pounds. The 
legislature of Wisconsin having since then prohibited its manu- 
facture in that State, some of the largest factories have, I am in- 
formed, moved across the line into the State of Minois, and in 
nas State there was produced in 1895 12,000,000 pounds of filled 

eese. 

This suggests to me one of the points ur; 
the enemies of this measure. It IE this: t the matter of regu- 
lating and controlling the manufacture of this product should be 
left exclusively to the States. The answer to that is simple. 
Suppose every State in the Union except the State of Dlinois 
prohibited the manufacture of this product; that would simply 
concentrate the business in that State or in any other that did not 
see fit to legislate on the subject, and the injury to the legitimate 
fairg interests of the country and the r to the publichealth 
would be as great as it is to-day. The only effective way to put 
a stop to the fraud and com 


ing abont the tem- 


with much force by 


the manufacturer and dealer in 
filled cheese to conduct his business honestly and to sell his prod- 
uct for what it is is by national legislation. 

But gentlemen claim this is an honestindustry, honestly con- 
ducted, and that this billif will unjustly discriminate against 
it. This argument depends solely upon assertion. Thereis not a 
single fact to sustain it. It is true, as claimed, that the manufac- 
turers do not put any brand upon their product. But this is not 
done to enable the wholesale and retail dealer to sell it as filled 
cheese. On the contrary, the wholesale dealer wants it without 
brands so as to enable him by the use of the stencil to sell it for 
Wisconsin full cream cheese,“ New York cream cheese,” 
s Bager State cheese,” “ Young American cheese,” or any other 
special brand that has an established reputation in the cheese mar- 
ket of the world. The evidence taken before the committee shows 
conclusively that such is the ice of those who deal in this prod- 
uct. It also appears that it is sold to the consumer at about the 
ice paid for the genuine cheese of which it is the counter- 
feit. y, Mr. Chairman, from the testimony of the expert from 
the Agricultural ent, Mr. Alvord, who investigated the 
subject, it appears that this fraud is practiced upon the people to 
such an extent that in the city of Columbia, S. C., he did not find 
a single full cream cheese, but found filled cheese ing the New 


York and Wisconsin brands of full cream cheese. In city of 


1896. 


Macon, Ga., he found but 1 merchant out of 11 who had any 

uine cheese on his premises. So extensively is this fraud prac- 
ficed and the demand for pure cheese destroyed that the loss to 
the tdairy interests of thecountryisenormous. Thisis shown 
by the third and fifth annual reports of the dairy and food com- 
missioner of Minnesota. From them I learn that in 1890 we had 
130 cheese factories in that State, producing about 10,000,000 
pounds. In 1895 there were only 35 factories, producing less than 
a million pounds of cheese. In 1890 there were more than 5,000 
farmers supplying our cheese factories with milk; in 1895 only 


250. 

It may be true that we can not prove this result to be due 
entirely to the manufacture and sale of filled cheese, but the fact 
remains that until within a year there was in the adjoining State 
of Wisconsin more than 200 filled-cheese factories turning out this 
spurious product at the rate of 10,000,000 pounds annually. This 
was put upon our market at a 1975 just a little below the amount 
for which genuine cheese could be manufactured and sold; hence 
the farmers have sought in the manufacture of butter a more 

rofitable market for their milk, and are abandoning the cheese 
1 What is true, Mr. Chairman, of Minnesota is doubtless 
true of many other States, and until this blight upon the cheese 
market first made its appearance no State gave promise of grander 
results in this dairy industry than did the State which I have the 
honor in part to represent. Imight add that no State in the Union 
possesses advan! for the production of all kinds of dairy prod- 
ucts superior to those enjoyed by the farmers of Minnesota. Our 
climate is unexcelled; we have an abundance of the most nutri- 
tious grasses; a purer water supply no State can boast of. Every 
condition essential to the 5 of the best and purest dai 
products are enjoyed by the farmers of my State. All they 
and all that is essential to their success in the matter of uc- 
ing butter and cheese is to be protected against fraudulent com- 
petition. 


ing the cheese production in the 
United States Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Animal Industry, 
r Dairy Division.] ? 
DATA AS TO CHEESE AND FILLED CHEESE. 
Cheese production of the United States according to the census. 


Nore.—Nine-tenths of this cheese is made in the States of New 
Wisconsin, Ohio, IIlinois, Vermont, Iowa, Pennsylvania, and Michigan, 
ing in the order named. 

From this table it appears that in 1869 we produced 162,927,382 
pennas of cheese; in 1879 243,157,850 pounds, the increase in 


increase whateyer in the production of genuine cheese in that gor 
over the 1879. This, Mr. Chairman, is an astonishi x 
one that does not exist as to any other important industry in the 
land, and one, too, that should impressevery member of this House 
who wishes to see our great agricultural industry prosper and 
8 the peng of sage the 5 he 5 in bess 
manufacture of one of our principle dairy products, and a rem 
for the same. We believe, Mr. Chatrmnen. the cause is the fraud- 
ulent manufacture and sale of adulterated, counterfeit cheese 
and that the pending bill affords a complete remedy. 


OUR FOREIGN MARKET. 
Mr. Chairman, the effect of the manufacture and sale of this 


Penoas product u the consumption and demand for nine 
eese is shown with greater in our foreign trade than 
in our domestic market. Ihave here a statement of the of 
cheese from the United States and Canada, which I will print 


with my remarks: 
Exports of cheese from the United States and Canada. 
[For single years and yearly averages for five-year periods.] 
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From this statement it will be seen that in 1885 we exported 
118,813,685 pounds of cheese, while Canada the same year exported 
only 61,502,949pounds. In 1895 weexported only 60,448,421 pounds, 
a decline in ten years of more than 58,000,000 pounds. Canada in 
1885 exported 146,004,650 pounds, an increase during the same 
period of more than 85,000,000 pounds. Canada prohibits the 
manufacture of filled cheese; we do not. We manufacture and 
sell it abroad. Our export trade declines; theirs increases. That 
is the result, Mr. Chairman, of the difference between a Govern- 
ment that looks after and protects the interests of the agricul- 
turists against imposition and fraudulent competition and a Goy- 
ernment that does not. Had we guarded and watched over the 
cheese industry of this country as carefully as did our neighbor 
to the north of us by such legislation as we now propose Canada 
pona have never taken from us our foreign market for genuine 
cheese. 

Mr. CLARDY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Iwill not; I have not the time. [Continuing.] 
But we would have held our supremacy in that market, as we 
were capable of doing, had it not been for the inj to the repu- 
tation of all American cheese caused by the sale of cheese to 
foreigners for that which it was not. [Applause]. 

Mr. eee aryl tees manufacturers of cream cheese, know- 
ing that beca of the reputation of American cheese in the 
British market they can not sell their product in that market for 
what it is worth, are to-day exporting their cheese to Canada for 
reexport to Great Britain, not as erican but as Canadian 
cheese. Itis estimated that more than 10,000,000 pounds of Amer- 
ican cheese is annually to Canada for this purpose, and 
that, too, as Canadian cheese. Mr. James Neal, consul at Liver- 
pool, in his report says: 

The Provision 
Bef a A ion Spree ap ore 
of bogus or filled cheese, manufactured chiefly in Ilinois and W. „and 
are of opinion that it should be put a stop to. They make the following rec- 


ommendations: Absolute prohibition of export of filled cheese and greater 
care in the manufacture of the best, so as to equal the Canadian in quality. 


On the same subject Mr. Robert J. McBride, consul at Leith, 
Scotland, reporting on the subject of dairy products, says: 

On this subject I again wish to quote from the testimony of Mr. Osborne 
before the select committee of the House of Commons. He said in substance 
that the public was often imposed upon by She cheese sent here from Amer- 
ica, as there is no means of asce o com tion of these 

His remedy for. both butter and cheese is that 

ould be made res oe, the goag of nesre 

ecline respon: x 

that the articles from — countries should ‘be 

hibited from imported into Great Britain. He would propose that 

he packages in which the articles were brought to this country should have 
a government stam pasapon them, and also that there should be a certificate 
e believed that most of the filled ch 


they export, because it will improve their trade. 
Mr. Allen B, Morse, consul at Glasgow, says: 


The great trouble with the market for United States cheese in Glasgow is 
that too many cheeses of an inferior grade and r quality are being sent 


what is called filled“ c 
are beef fat, lard, and like substances. 
. dealers in Glasgow and Li Tpoot bay 

ions o ion ers 1 a ve ve 
of Wisconsin to enact laws or to 


Mr. Chairman, in addition to the reports of our consuls abroad 
upon the effect of the sale of counterfeit cheese in foreign markets 
on the demand for our genuine cheese I will print in connection 
with my remarks a protest inst filled cheese by the Home and 
Foreign Produce Exchange, Limited, of London, addressed to the 
governor, senate, and assembly of the State of Illinois: 

PROTEST AGAINST FILLED CHEESE. 
Home AND FOREIGN PRODUCE EXCHANGE, LIMITED, 
HIBERIAN CHAMBERS, LONDON BRIDGE, S. E., ENGLAND, 
To the Governor, Senate, and Assembly of the State of Illinois, U. &. A.: 


— estion of vital importance to the interest of the cheese-making indus- 


0 
tation and poor skim-milk 
mn 
curd. This article has none of the pri ies of cheese, as the added fat 
merel; ee the poverty of the curd and rapidly becomes rancid and 
offensive. reason of the culty of F 


cheese as an 

is of so import to your farmers, as it is 
most desirable that the good name of Illinois cheese should remain unsul- 
lied. The trade here, therefore, most respectfully ange your senate to leg- 
islate this matter without delay, and in sucha way as stop the manufacture 
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of the spurious article altogether. Such action will at once remove all sus- 
picion a’ hed to the importations from your State and place the trade 
upon a creditable and honorable basis. 

JOHN D. COPEMAN, 


Chairman. 
JOSEPH R. WEBB, 
Chairman Subcommittee, 
C. J. HIGGINSON, 


A, 


Secretary. 


Mr. Chairman, this memorial has been sent here by one of the 
leading commercial organizations of Europe, asking the people of 
the State of Illinois, in the interest of public health, in the interest 
of honesty, and in the interest of our farmers and the forei 
market for one of their ponpa products, to legislate upon the 

ill. Could there be more conclusive evi- 


the matter of all food products, and against which they are power- 
less to protect themselves, and so believing I shall cheerfully sup- 
rt this measure. I do so because it is within the legislative 


as in the interest of the cheese maker, [Applause.] 
[rare the hammer selt] 
. GROSVENOR. I desire that the other side should use 
their time, 8 only about thirty minutes left on this side. 


Mr. McMILL 
. BRUMM]. 


i gg Ey 

Mr. BR . Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this bill, be- 
cause in my judgment it is the most infamous bill that ever was 
brought in this or, I think, in any other properly organized legis- 
lative body. I Say! infamous.“ It is infamous, because it is not 
honest to start with. It does not mean what it says, and it does 
not say what it means. The advocates of this bill have already 
de that fact. The gentleman who has just preceded me 
says t he wants to encourage foreign ety edi ate of this 
cheese, and yet in the same breath he says that he does not mean 
to destroy the manufacture of filled cheese. Now, I would like to 
know how you are going to encourage the importation of the pure 
cheese unless you absolutely destroy the manufacture of filled 
cheese? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me? 

. 1 LI have not time. 

Mr. RAY. You misstate what he said. 

Mr. BRUMM. It can not be done, because you can not prevent 
the false branding of the cheese after it leaves your country. As 
long as we can manufacture filled cheese—I do not care how you 
brand it here—the moment it leaves yo jurisdiction they will 
brand it themselves as they please; and the only way to help you 
in a foreign market is to absolutely destroy the manufacture of 
filled cheese, and yet gentlemen tell us they do not mean anything 
of the kind, Another thing; you certainly do not mean revenue 
by this bill. a 

Mr. HOPKINS. If they make filled cheese in foreign countries, 
there is no reason why we should not; and in fact they do make 
it there. There is not a market in Europe where you do not 
find it. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then how will this bill help you in the forei 
markets? It will not help you there. You are trying to gull the 

eople with the idea that it will, but it can not possibly do it. 
Fhe argument of the tleman from Ohio proves that conclu- 
sively. He says that in Kentucky there are whisky establishments 
that are worth more than half a million dollars, and yet that if 
they were deprived of the use of the brand they would not be 
worth more than 10 per cent of the amountinvestedinthem. The 
brand, yer K the 1 They navo 8 ee brena 155 
making a whi ere is no law imposing taxation for 
the p 9 of purifying their whisky, and there are many diff 
ent gr 


I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 


er- 
es of whisky, from the very best down to the meanest rot- 
t, yet the better brands are worth more than the original plants 
t make them, because their reputation has been built up by 
a superior article. That is the only way we can compete 
withthe Canada cheese or with any other cheese—by establishing a 
ap for making a superior brand. Wecan not compete 
th them by legislation. - 
Mr. TAWNEY. How are you going to protect your brands 
VCC 
s Lou can no p counterfeiting, yin 
foreign countries. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I think we ought to try. 


Mr. BRUMM. I want to say to the gentleman that my law 
that he will propose here that will prevent counterfeiting I will 
support. He can not go too farin that direction for me. Iam 
willing that you shall brand; I am willing that you shall punish; 
but I am unwilling that you shall tax this article out of existence. 
Jam unwilling, Mr. Chairman, that they shall tax it out of exist- 
ence, first, because that potioy is antirepublican, is against the 
genius of our institutions. I am unwilling, in the next place, 
because by doing so they take a cheaper food product out of the 
market and compel the poor man to use a dearer one. And let 
me say right here that butter and cheese as articles of food are 
not comparable. Butter is a luxury, cheese a necessity. 

Mr. LACEY. Filled cheese a necessity? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes, sir; filled cheese a necessity. Butter isa 
relish, Filled cheese is a food, and, being a food, it is a necessity. 
Of course there are other foods; but the man that will make two 
blades of grass grow where heretofore but one blade grew is a 
greater benefactor than he who wins a battle, and the man who 
introduces a new food product which will tend to cheapen the 
food of the poor man is equally a benefactor, because he supplies 
a necessity. Of course there are different meats and not any par- 
ticular one is absolutely necessary, but there are families in which 
cheese is one of the leading articles of food, and if filled cheese 
can be made pure and can be 8 marked, then I say, let 
everybody be his own jndge as to whether he wants filled cheese 
or cheese of the other kind. Again, Iam opposed to this bill be- 
cause it tends to monopoly. I am opposed to it because it does 
not benefit the farmer. I am op to it because it does not 
benefit the dai u. 

se CHICKERING. Are you opposed to monopolies in gen- 
era 

Mr. BRUMM. Iam always opposed to them. 

se CHICKERING. What is there about this that is a mo- 
nopoly? 

Mr. BRUMM. Iam going to tell you, if you give mea chance. 
I say this legislation does not benefit the farmer or the dairyman. 
It helps only the monopolist. Even your oleomargarine law did 
not help the farmer. e cry for-that legislation did not come 
from the individual farmer. Your butter is made now in the 
creameries. Those establishments are found dotted all over the 
land. Their agents collect the milk and cream and take it to 
the creameries and there the butter is made. So it is with your 
cheese. It is made in cheese factories. The agents of the cheese 
factories collect the milk from the farmers all around, and, as has 
been stated, there is evidence before the committee that one man 
owns 30 of these factories. This legislation means the greater 
concentration of the business, It means just what you say your- 
selves has been the result of the oleomargarine law, a reduction 
in the number of factories and the concentration of the business in 
fewer hands. 

Mr. LINNEY. It breaks down healthy competition. 

Mr. BRUMM. As suggested by mg friend from North Carolina 
[Mr. Linney], it breaks down thy competition, drives the 
PRII cheese out of the market, and by thus reducing the supply 
enables the few cream-cheese manufacturers to raise the price of 
all cheese. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Fraudulent competition. 

Mr. BRUMM. Iwill go with the gentleman to prevent fraudu- 
lent competition. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is what it is. 

Mr. BRUMM. No; there is the trouble. 
what you say e bill, and you do not say what you mean. 
Your bill is an infamous bill. You attempt to tax entirely out of 
existence these manufacturers of filled cheese and the dealers in it. 
I would like to go over the provisions of this bill. My friend did 
not want to go over them; none of PER gentlemen on that side 
seemed to want to go over the individual sections of the bill. 

Isay you absolutely tax this industry out of existence. Why, 
sir, just think of a grocer in a country town paying $40 license to 
sell filled cheese! No dealer can afford to pay such a tax as that. 
The provision of the bill means that no man dare sell the article; 
and it seems to me nonsense, an insult to our intelligence, to think 
that an American Congress would permit a bill to pass so filled 
from beginning to end with fraud and deception, fon bie on its 
face . different from that which you intend shall be its 
operation. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 


You do not mean 


Mr. BRUMM. I am sorry I can not yield. my time were 
extended I should be glad to do so. 

You wipe out the filled cheese, or the cheese of the poor man, 
and you inish the supply of cheese. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman know that the filled cheese 
of the poor man” is sold for the same price as uine cheese? 


Mr. BRUMM. I have no doubt of that. And the gentleman 
knows very well, because he is a judge of the article, that poor 
whisky is sold at the same price as good whisky. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Les, and I want to suppress the sale of the bad 
article wherever I can. 

Mr. BRUMM. But you can not do it byalaw. That is the 
point. [prance 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Brum] five minutes more. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I say this bill will produce no 
revenue. You can accomplish the prevention of fraud much bet- 
ter by imposing a fair, reasonable tax, as suggested by my friend 
the chai of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. LACEY. Now that the 1 time has been ex- 
tended (and I hope he will have additional time if he wishes), will 
he yield for a question? 

Mr. BR . Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. Has the gentleman had occasion to eat this 
cheese? Has he tried it, so as to be able to tell us whether it is 
a good article or a bad one? 

r. BRUMM, Iam no judge of cheese myself. 

Mr. LACEY. That is what I thought. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRUMM. But if the Ps gene is such a good judge of 
cheese and does not like the filled cheese, he need not eat it; that 
is all. 1 The question whether men are judges of 
cheese themselves or whether they are not is a matter that does 
not touch this argument. I am willing that this article shall be 
branded, I do not care how black a brand you put upon it. But 
Iam a p put our T a An in such a ae that if any 
man wants to buy this article with its black brand upon it, he is 
practically prohibited from doing so, for you say that no man 
shall sell it in my district. That is what your bill means. 

Iam opposed to this bill because it is against the doctrine of 
protection. I am opposed to it because it introduces a system 
antagonistic to our ideas of revenue. And I want to say here that 
the 10-per-cent tax on banks is not a case to be cited here, because 
our Government has absolute jurisdiction over the coinage, the 
issue, and the value of money. Therefore, the 10-per-cent tax on 
banks has no relevance in this case. But when you come to tax 
food products in an internal sense, you are only justified in doing 
80, first for revenue, and next because of an absolute necessity in 
the sense of self-preservation. There is no other ground on which 
you can justify yourselves. 

Let me state how this billis inconsistent with the doctrine of 
8 Protection encourages home production; this bill 

oes not. Protection destroys por ear is bill creates mono- 
poly. Protection chea; the article; this bill makes the article 

earer. Protection raises revenue; this bill does not raise any 
revenue. Protection makes the foreign producer pay the tax; 
this bill makes the home producer pay the tax, notwithstandin 
my friends on the other side may disagree with me. Therefore, 
say that by passing this measure you are striking at the very 
essence and root of the dogma that we are so ioe: of as Repub- 
licans. And, therefore, I shall oppose this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Ray]. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I am absolutely amazed at the lan- 

nage used and statements made by the gentleman from the great 
Stats of Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM]. Iam amazed that any man 
from that State can in so short a time show himself possessed of 
so much absolute and e 3 1 Now, 
I was brought up on a farm, and although for the last thirty years 
engaged in the law business, I have during most of that time man- 
aged farms, conducted dairies, had to do with cheese factories, 
and with butter, and with the people of this country interested in 
the maintenance of those industries, I think I know something 
about dairying, something about cows, something about butter, 
something about lard and other hog products, and also something 
about the habits of our people. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] started out by 
absolutely misrepresenting the gentleman from 1 
TawNEYI. The gentleman from Minnesota stated that the filled- 
cheese business was destroying the legitimate cheese business of 


the coun’ 
I must—— 


Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman from Minnesota stated that this 
filled-cheese business had so interfered with the legitimate cheese 
ind that our farmers and business men—— 

Mr. BRUMM. I deny the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. RAY. That our farmers and business men are ier ape our 
pure cheese to Canada, where it is being branded as Canada cheese 
and shipped to England, thus giving us a market. That is what 
the gentleman stated. 

Mr. BRUMM. I was not talking of what the gentleman from 
Minnesota said. Iwas speaking of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania misrepresented 
the gentleman from Minnesota—— - z 

Mr. BRUMM. I was not talking about him, 
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Mr. RAY. By stating that he had said we were endeavoring 
to pass this bill for the purpose of giving a market abroad to this 
filled cheese. 

~~ BRUMM. That is what the gentleman from New York 
said, 

Mr. RAY. Thegentleman from Minnesota stated no such thing, 
and the gentleman from New York stated no such thing. 


Mr. BRUMM. I did not say he did. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. I think, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania must have filled himself with some sort of product 
except the genuine stuff. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRUMM. Youseemtohayenothinginyouatall. [Laugh- 
ter and a pee) . 

Mr. RAY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope that this merriment 
will not come out of my limited time, because I want to state two 
or three other things with reference to this measure. 

The gentleman from 3 says that butter is not a 
food, but is a luxury. This is the first I have heard of that. It is 
surprising to me that a man should make such a statement. The 
farmers and the laboring men all up through the northern part 
of Pennsylvania, through New York, New England, and of 
the cheese-producing States, and the great West usg butter as a 
food—understand it to be food, 

Mr. BRUMM. Let me ask a question right there. Did you 
ever have any butter issued to you while you were in the Army? 

Mr. RAY. Oh, yes; I was in the Army—— 

Mr. BRUMM. But did you have butter issued to you? 

Mr. RAY. Yes; I had butter issued to me occasionally; and 
we bought it once ina while, when we could find it and had the 

rice. 

But, sir, the evidence before the committee demonstrates be- 
yond all peradventure that nearly all of the fat that goes into the 
manufacture of filled cheese is lard; and still the gentleman says 
that filled cheese is a magnificent, healthy, life-sustaining, pure- 
food product, because there is lard in it and no butter, and the 
people want it, long for it, and I suppose that in his district the 
“babies ery for it.” 

Now, when the laboring man and the peop of this country 
who use these articles want lard, they can buy it for themselvesin 
a pure form and by its proper name; and if they want to eat lard 
they can do so, and eat it as lard. When they want cheese, let 
them have cheese; and the main object and purpose of this bill is to 
compel the dealers in this article known as“ filled cheese” in the 
cities and villages all over this country to sell cheese as cheese 
and filled cheese as filled cheese. The main purpose is to prevent 
the commission of a fraud upon the customer by selling him one 
thing under the name of another. We purpose to pass this bill that 
the purchaser may know when he goes into a store exactly what 
he is buying and what he is paying for and using. 

I regret, sir, very much that time will not it of a more 
extended consideration of the question, but I wish, at all events, 
to call attention to the fact that there was very much fallacy in 
the position occupied by the gentleman from Pennsylvania s 
BRUMM], and to impress upon gentlemen the fact that this is not 
a question of taxation, but one of honesty, pure food, and the pro- 
tection of the agricultural interests of the Sarine States of the 


Union. 

This bill defines and imposes a tax upon and regulates the man- 
ufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of what is known as 
filled cheese. The bill says that all substances made of milk or 
skimmed milk, with the admixture of butter, animal oils or fats, 
vegetable or any other oils or compounds foreign to such milk, and 
made in imitation or semblance of cheese shall be known and 
designated as filled cheese. 

Mr, Chairman, the people of this country who use any article 
as food have the right to know what they are consuming. Cheese 
is understood to be the product of the dairy, an article made from 
milk and containing the substantial constituents of milk, Filled 
cheese is not manufactured from milk, but from lard, the product 
of the hog, and thus the hog is placed in opposition to the cow as 
a producer of cheese. Iam opposed to this imposition upon the 
American food consumer. I am not opposed to the American hog 
or to those who desire to ally themselves with the American hog, 
but I am opposed to the product of the hog being used as the 
milk of the cow, and am opposed to any such imposition upon the 
American bovine. 

Under date of March 5, 1896, H. W. Wiley, chief of Chemistry 
Division in the Agricultural Department, tells us that a sample of 
filled cheese is composed as follows: 


Per cent 

J)%õͤĩé,é%ͤg ¾ ²ꝗęũL7 ] ĩi Dͥ e ð x — E 5.44 
22.25 

Fat 34.0 
Water - 31.09 
Sugar and - 7.20 
Heishere NU- or rersp renset eA - 1.80 
I NG Koss adie espe E SE A E N N senuncanenenacausteunan 50.07 
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He further tells us that the fat found in filled cheese is composed 
almost exclusively of lard stearine. Stearine, as its name might 
imply, is not extracted from the steer, but is a hog product, and 


the residue or offscourings resulting or obtained from the manu- 
facture of lard oil. The only milk used in the manufacture of 
filled cheese is that from which the cream has been removed by 
the separator. In other words, filled cheese is the result of mixing 
refuse lard with skim milk and so combining the two as to pro- 
duce an article that is sold to the laboring masses of this country 
as the product of the dairy, when, in fact, it is not cheese and does 
not contain the life-sustaining power found in cheese. Filled 
cheese is a fraud and an imposition upon those who would pur- 
chase and use cheese as afood. Filled cheese is an imposition 
upon the farmers of the United States, for it substitutes in our 
city markets an article that is not cheese for cheese—substitutes a 
fraudulent article that is sold as cheese. Filled cheese is an indi- 
gestible mass of lard or other animal oils flavored with skim milk. 

This bill seeks to compel manufacturers and dealers in this 
article to brand it as filled cheese and to sell it as filled cheese, 
and it im penalties for failing to comply with the law in this 
respect. e bill seeks to protect the honest farmers and also 
the consumers of cheese. j 

In the instance, the bill proposes to raise revenues for the 
support of the Government by imposing a tax upon all persons 
who deal in filled cheese. If any person i to enter into 
competition with the American cow and produce and sell ‘‘filled 
cheese” by combining skim milk with lard, he is permitted to do 
so by first taking out a license and paying a tax entitling him to 
engage in this business. Then the retail dealer must put up a 
sign Le esr that he is dealing in filled cheese and not in cheese 
the product of the dairy. 

Again, these filled cheese when manufactured and ready for the 
Bess i must be plainly branded, so that he who buys may know 
that he is purchasing the fraudulent article instead of the genuine. 
The bill imposes fines upon those who deal in filled cheese with- 
out first having paid the tax and secured a license. 

It is the duty of the American Congress to see to it that the 
farmers are protected in the legitimate industry of butter and 
cheese making. It is the duty of the Co: to see to it thatthe 
food consumers are not imposed upon. This bill seeks to accom- 
plish the three objects: First, the raising of revenue for the su 

of the Government, of which we are sadly in need; second, 
to protect the dairying interests of the United States, and third, 
to protect the food consumers against fraud and imposition. 
Those who undertake to claim that butter is not a food product, 
but only a luxury, need only to inquire at the dinner table of the 
laboring man to know that they are sadly deceived or grossly 


orant. 

The cow has held her place in the affections of the people of all 
countries in all , and will continue to hold her place, and but- 
ter and cheese will hold their places in the affections of food con- 
sumers for all time. It is only recently that certain individuals, 
who care much for the almighty dollar, but nothing whatever for 
the stomachs of the American citizens, have started the manufac- 
ture of this bogus, fraudulent article known as filled cheese. The 
proposition now before this House is to prevent imposition and 
permit those who desire cheese to have cheese, and those who de- 
sire lard to have lard. When the roll is called on this bill the 
friends of the farmer, of the agricultural interests of the United 
States, will vote aye, while those who favor fraud will vote no. 

The same cry that is now raised against this bill was raised 
against the bill that sought to tax oleomargarine or bogus butter. 
It was claimed that that law would be unconstitutional. But it 
was passed, and it has stood the test in the courts and has been 
pronounced constitutional in every feature. This bill is framed 
upon the same lines,and will be found constitutional in every 
respect. It is a just bill. As the gentleman from Minnesota has 
already stated, this filled cheese, fraudulent article, has been 
largely manufactured and shipped abroad as genuine cheese, as 
the product of the American dairy. À : z 

e people over the water were not slow to discover the imposi- 
tion, and the result has been that American cheese has n 
brought into disrepute, and the market for the genuine article 
has been almost destroyed. As stated by him, our farmers have 
been compelled to send our genuine cheese to Canada, have it 
there branded as Canadian cheese, and shipped thence to England 
and the Continent of Europe in order to obtain for it a market. 
All this we have done because Canada has prohibited the manu- 
facture or sale of this filled and fraudulent cheese, and hence has 
maintained for herself a market abroad, not only for the products 
of her own dairies, but for the products of dairies in the United 
States. It seems strange to me that any member of the American 
Congress can for a moment oppose the passage of a bill that seeks 
tosustain, and that will sustain, the character of the product of the 
American sage nia restore to us a profitable market in foreign 
countries for the legitimate article. 


Mr. Chairman, I have no 3 with those gentlemen who 
oppose this bill because it seeks to tax the business of manufac- 
turing filled cheese. We have the right to tax it for the purpose 
of raising revenue. Incidentally we have the right to ae the 
business for the purpose of protecting legitimate cheese and but- 
ter making in the United States. If we have not this right, then 
the United States of America had better go out of business, and 
the farmers of the United States would do well to resign at once 
in favor of fraud and imposition, 

Every legitimate business has a right to every lawful protec- 
tion we can throw around it, and no honest man will complain. 
The silage of the soil is an honorable employment, and the hard- 


worked farmer has the right to ap to the American Congress 
for such laws as will give him the benefit of the business in which 
he is engaged. 


It has been stated here that filled cheese is a wholesome article 
of food, not deleterious to health. With this statement I can not 
agree. I do not suppose that a small amount of lard taken into 
the human stomach is very detrimental provided the digestive 
apparatus is in good condition. But I am quite certain t no 
human being can eat lard in any form in the same quantities he 
would eat and survive the operation unless the has the 
sp, aa apparatus of an ostrich. 

t may be that an Eskimo in the very highest northern Jati- 
tudes might eat filled cheese with impunity, but it is quite certain 
that no human being in our latitude can eat filled cheese as cheese 
and long maintain a decent degree of health or a respectable 


TPES ity of temper. 

If any of the gentlemen who oppose this bill desire to consume 
filled cheese and thus add to the market for hog products, I have 
no objection, but I do insist that it is our duty to see to it that 
they are protected in having filled cheese when they desire it. I 
insist that the retail dealer shall sell cheese when he p to 
sell cheese and only sell hog cheese or filled cheese when he pur- 
ports to supply his customer with that article. The passage of 
this bill will secure protection not only to the hog-cheese eater 
but to the consumer of the legitimate product of the dairy. 

It is a conceded fact that filled cheese can be sold at a profit and 
at from 5 to 7 cents pound less than the genuine cheese, and 
it is also a conceded that man and dealers in filled 
cheese are now quite generally selling the bogus article as genu- 
ine and for the same price that the genuine icle commands. 
Therefore it is not at all strange that the lobby of this House is 
crowded with the hired attorneys of these manufacturers of filled 
cuna, ane are using every possible effort to prevent the passage 

The Fifty-fourth Congress owes to itself the duty of rebuking 
these men who would fatten at the expense of the honest farmers 
of the United States engaged in a legitimate business, If we fail 
in our duty now we shall be held responsible by the great army of 
American farmers and that other aea army of honest working- 
men who consume the products of the farm, now marching side 
by side under the ublican banner justly art piers 5 that our 
pledges to them will redeemed. This should not be made a 
political question, but the bill seems to excite opposition only from 
the Democratic side of this House. The plea is that we are un- 
justly taxing an honest industry. If the industry of manufactur- 
ing filled cheese is an honest one, why this excited and strenuous 
opposition to those features of the bill which require filled cheese 
to e branded, advertised, and sold as such? 

If the industry of manufacturing and selling filled cheese is an 
honest one, why have those engaged in it h fore sold the arti- 
cle as genuine cheese, the genuine product.of the dairy? Why 
have wage oe given the article some other name? The answer is 
plain. Filled cheese has maintained itself in the market only by 
false pretenses. The manufacturers of this fraudulent article 
have borrowed the name cheese and ay! ee wen sham in order 
to upon the trade and upon the consumer. As alread 
stated, the production of the genuine article has largely fallen o 
since the manufacture of this fraud commenced. Ourfarmers are 
suffering; the market for their legitimate product is being de- 
stroyed; and at the same time the consumers of cheese are being 
imposed upon, and an extravagant and exorbitant price is being 
demanded and received of them in exc for the fraudulent 
article which they have no intention of purchasing. In effect, the 
consumer is being fraudulently deprived of the fruits of his honest 
toil, while his health is at the same time being steadily impaired 
without his knowing the cause. 

Justice to the farmer, justice to the consumer of food products, 
and justice to the national character all demand that this bill 

ily become a law. : 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. TRACEY]. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely trust that this bill 
will not pass in its present shape. : 

The question raised by the bill has in it more than appears on 
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the surface, and goes to the very bottom of the exercise of the tax- 
wer. 

5 so far as the product itself is concerned, the testimony, as 
stated, shows, I think, conclusively that it is not deleterious to 
health, If it is deleterious to health, then the bill does not go far 
enough. If itis not deleterious to health, it goes entirely too far, 

Now, if the testimony is in accord with what I have stated—and 
so far as I have been able to examine it it seems to be in entire 
accord with it—that the food product known as filled cheese is not 
deleterious to health, then bill is unquestionably wrong in 
principle, because the tax it seeks to impose on the manufacture 
and sale of this article is one that will make its manufacture and 
sale impossible. Therefore the question presented by the bill is 
whether the taxing power shall be exercised in the interest of or 
tothe prejudice of the people. If it is to the interest of the people 
to so exercise the taxing power as to abolish an institution or an 
industry, then I am in favor of it on the ground that the institu- 
tion or industry abolished was injurious. But if it is to the preju- 
dice of the people, or any large class of them, to exercise the tax- 
ing power to the extent of abolishing or destroying an indusiry, I 
am opposed to the exercise. 

This seems to be an instance, Mr. Chairman, where we are at- 
tempting to use the taxing power of the Government so as to 
destroy an industry that has grown to considerable proportions 
in this country, that employs a considerable number of people, 
and that furnishes a f product of which chemists and others 
testify that it is not injurious to the health of those who consume 
it, and a food product that can be furnished at from 5 to 6 cents 
a pound less than the genuine article. 

ow, in so far as the bill proposes to compel the manufacturers 
of filled cheese to brand their products so that ev urchaser 
will know precisely what he is getting, lam in favor e bill. I 
believe that both those who manufacture and those who sell it 
should be compelled to brand it, in so far as the law can compel 
them to do so, to the end that every purchaser may be advised as 
to what he is purchasing. When you 5 for such 
branding and have Ne the means of enforcing it upon all 
manufacturers and dealers, have you not accomplished all that is 
really desirable? In its present shape the bill is not in any sense 
a revenue measure; it isa bill for the destruction of what a s 
to be a legitimate industry. It may be said also of the industry 
itself that it is not a competitor of the cow, nor does its prosecution 
in any way interfere with or limit the usefulness of the cow; on 
the contrary, it extends that usefulness by using the skim milk, 
after the cream cheese has been extracted from it, for the manu- 
facture of filled cheese. . : 

We have taken that course with ol ine, that is, required 


eomargarine 
its marking and branding, and the growth of the manufacture of | of 


oleomargarine has proceeded right along, for the reason that there 
are millions of people in this country to-day who use no butter 
on their tables or in their houses except oleomargarine. It is used 
in more than one-half of the hotels of America to-day, and I have 
no doubt that there are plenty of men upon this floor who use oleo- 
margarine, many and many a time—I had almost said avert d day of 
their lives—without knowing whether it is oleo or whether it is 
genuine butter. e 
Now, these products and these industries that fill a place in our 
industrial system, and that furnish cheaper food uctsto alarge 
class of people, and which products are palatable and healthful, 
are in my opinion doing a good thing instead of a bad thing. 
While Ishould bein fayorof levying a sufficient tax upon the man- 
ufacture and sale of the product to pay for the supervision of it, lam 
opposed to the lévying of one single cent more than will pay forthe 
complete supervision of the business by the Government. When- 
ever it can be determined just what amount of tax is necessary to 
that end, I am in favor of that tax. I believe that a tax of $50a 
year upon the manufacturer, $25 a year upon the wholesale dealer, 
and $i a year upon the retail dealer will pay for all the supervi- 
sion necessary upon the of the Government in order to insure 
to the people the sale of the genuine product, if they want the 
pannie, and the liberty to purchase the filled cheese if they want 
at. 


This, Mr. Chairman, seems to be the question at issue, the ques- 
tion raised by this bill. I have read a pori of the testimony, 
but have not had time to read it all. I heard the statement e 
a while ago that the motive which prompts an act is of no conse- 
quence if the act itself is legal. Now, I undertake to say that that 
is not sound philosophy. The motive which prompts an act is 
always a question to be inquired into, especially by those who en- 
gage in the making of laws. The motive that prompts an act is the 

index to the character of that act itself, and therefore ought 
to beinquiredinto. It may be true that the motive which sang 
an act doen not determine its legality or illegality, but it may de- 
termine its morality or its beneficence, or contrary. It may 
determine that to a very considerable extent. 

I have listened to the statements relative to the manner in which 
this cheese is made. Now, while there is some conflict in the evi- 


dence, there seems to be a preponderance of testimony that there 


is a sufficient cooking of the raw fat which enters into the makeup 
of filled cheese to absolutely destroy every disease germ there is 
in it, if there are any. There is a sufficient cooking, according to 
the testimony given before the committee. It is true that one 
man stated that the temperature at which the raw fat was cooked 
was 130 eroon: but he was informed by the chairman of the 
committee that the testimony showed that statement to be incor- 
rect. So we have from the committee itself the statement that 
there is asufficient cooking of the principal ingredient that enters 
into the makeup of this food product to make it healthful so far 
as the cooking is concerned. 

I undertake to say, however, that this is not so much a question 
of digestion as it is a question of exercising the taxing power to 
promote the welfare of the people, or to impede that welfare. It 
is not so much a question of the economy of health as it isa 
question of the economy of the pocketbook upon the part of a very 
large class of the people of this country. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I will not use any mona time at present, 
and whatever time I may have left I yield back to the gentleman 
from Tennessee 2 MCMILLIN]. 

The . The time of the gentleman is exhausted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield fifteen minutes to my colleague on 
the committee [Mr. Evans]. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, it was not my purpose to trouble 
the House with any remarks on this subject, but it has seemed to 
me, since the discussion of this bill began, that it was due to 
myself that I should state the views I entertain, in justification 
of the vote I shall cast in opposition to this bill should it not be 
materiall 3 and modified. 

In my short experience in this House I have found an exceeding 
disposition upon the part af some one interest, whether it be 
sort of interest or another to obtain some kind of Congressional 
legislation in aid of itself, as against a riyal interest. 

ow, if Iam not mistaken, that is largely the germ and origin of 
this proposed measure. I believe Lcansay with accuracy that until 
this discussion in the Committee on Ways and Means Inever 
consciously hi of the article called filled cheese.” I have 
heard butilittle of anything else since. Ihavenoconstituent,sofar 
as know, who feels much interest in the bill. So that I have come 
to the consideration of this question without any feeling or any 
arg prejudice for or against the arp called ad fil 1 
this article were a mere Iuxury, and a possibly injurious luxury, 
as is or may be alleged against whisky, if there were doubts of its 
being a go thing for the country and the people, I should not 
oppose this bill; but it is pp oe af that kind. Filled cheese is 
unquestionably a meritorious food product. It is a product made 
skimmed milk in which rennet, pure lard, and other harmless 
substances take the place of the butter or cream, and the milk 
being filled in this way, the product is called filled cheese” in con- 
tradistinction to cream cheese made without skimming the milk. 
Doubtless it is not as meritorious a food product as full-cream 
cheese, but that it is healthful, or rather that it is not unhealthy, 
is demonstrated by the fact that 12,000,000 pounds of it have been 
made and consumed in this country annually and not one single 
particle of proof has ever been heard or suspected to exist that 
those who use it as a food have in any wise been injured by its 
consumption. 

Now, while that may not demonstrate that it is as gooda - 
uct as full-cream cheese, unquestionably it demonstrates that it 
is not a deleterious article of food. being so, the question 
1 ĩ SEAN end te ee ot 
inju y legislation discriminating against it and in favor of 
another food product, I do not care if that other product is a better 
food product than this? I ama protectionist of the straightest sect; 
but I have not so learned the doctrine of protection as to believe 
that under it you can either wisely, justly, or fairly legislate in 
the interest of one meritorious home industry inst the interest 
of another meritorious home industry, though the latter may not 
be so fully meritorious as the former; but let each stand upon its 
own merit. I am willing to protect a home industry against a 
foreign industry every time, but never one meritorious home in- 
dustry against another home industry. Let each of these food 
podang stand on its own merit; and in order that that may be 

one Iam inclined to favor that part of this bill which provides 
that these manufacturers of filled cheese shall be required to 
brand it, shall be required to identify it in such a way that the 
marks of identification shall remain with the article until it goes 
into the hands of the consumer, so that when he buys and eats 
he may know exactly what he is doing. 

Mr. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 
Is not the proposition to abolish the tax on alcohol for the arts 
directly in the interest of the manufacturer of wood alcohol? 

Mr. EVANS. Whether that is so or not is a question I may 
discuss at the proper time, should there be any legislation sub- 
mitted to the House to call forit. It can not be denied that if 
this bill is passed it will be greatly to the discredit of filled cheese, 
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as something that Congress thought not quite as fit for food as 
cream cheese and that it ought to be legislated against to the ex- 
tent at least of putting a tax upon it, and requiring that those 
who deal in it should pay a license fee for so doing. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understood the gentleman a moment ago to 
say that he was in favor of branding this filled cheese. 

. EVANS. Iam. 

Mr. 1 Would not that discredit it fully as much as 
taxing i 

Mr. EVANS. Not at all. It only makes it say what it is; and 
I shall favor that, though somewhat doubtingly, and only because 
I am willing that far to aid the t foundation industry of farm- 
ing, coupled as that object is with the equally meritorious one of 
furnishing the consumer with the means of knowing what he is 


etting. 
nae TAWNEY. What right has Congress to legislate as to 
at 

Mr. EVANS. If you will allow me, I will develop my idea, I 
did not interrupt you, and have not interrupted any gentleman; 
and perhaps it would conduce to the clearness of my expression, 
and I may cover the whole field—if I can in fifteen minutes—if I 
can be e to proceed without interruption. 

I doubt very much whether Congress ought, as an original 
proposition, ever to legislate upon this or kindred subjects unless 
there should be some overwhelming reason for it. But I say, so 
far as this bill is concerned, my opposition to it is not so radical 
as that I would say I would not support it if you reduce the taxes 
to nominal sums and immensely modify the severity of the pun- 
ishments prescribed. I do not say that I would not support it in 
that event. On the contrary, I would. But you must remember 
that the only power that Congress has to pass such legislation as 
this lies in the fact, as I understand it, that it may levy a tax upon 
any article, it makes no difference what it is. 

it you want to raise revenue it is perfectly legitimate for Con- 
gress to tax any article, It may tax this or it may tax that; and 
if the object of this bill were to raise revenue for the Govern- 
ment—if we needed this revenue then I might support it even in 
its present form, But that is not the purpose behind the proposed 
legislation. The object to be accomplished by this bill is to 

rotect cream cheese and the public who use it, and this end is to 
fe reached by requiring tilled cheese to be branded and marked. 
That far I am willing to go and to put a nominal tax upon it, so 
as to give Congress jurisdiction of the subject, and thus secure 
the accomplishment of the great object of identifying this cheese, 
and giving everybody notice of what it really is. But I do not 
believe that anybody will contend, on the evidence produced be- 


fore the Committee on Ways and Means, that this industry is one 


which gives a product which is injurious either to the morals or 
to the health of the people. In this connection I will read a state- 
ment from one of those who were most intelligent upon the sub- 
ect, Mr. Adams, food and dairy commissioner of Wisconsin. In 
testimony he made this statement, which, I believe, is a frank 
declaration, and the truth in the case. He said, on page 122 of 
the hearings: 

This question is not one of public health; it isnot one of hygiene; itis not 
one of dietetics; nor is it one of digestion ; it is simply and purely one of hon- 
esty and trade. 

That is all. I say that he exactly gave the facts in this state- 
ment. He stated them with accuracy and with fullness. Then, 
so far as the merits of the bill may be concerned, the question is 
one affecting only honesty in trade. There is no question of health 
in it. 

Mr. STEELE. Will my colleague allow me a question? 

Mr. EVANS. Certainl: 


kill 

Mr. EVANS. I will say this: That it is and must be a wgnder- 
fully small, feeble, insignificant germ that has been put into this 
filled cheese, when there has been 12,000,000 pounds of it manu- 
factured and used per year and not one of those germs has been 
in the business of injuring anybody at any time since this manu- 
facture wasstarted. fecha fase o, this is a matter of requiring 
honesty in trade, and Isay allright. Make these people place marks 
of identification on this cheese. I am very doubtful whether, in 
your efforts to bring this about, you ought to charge the expense 
of it to the industry. You ought to make the Government pay 
for it instead of taxing this one industry. You ought not to tax 
one industry in a business to make it pay for 3 the pub- 
ee, you are discriminating against it and in favor of another 


‘What is the principle involved? It is that Con 


can sit in 
judgment upon every industry, and if it shall decide that the prod- 
uct of one . as a counterfeit resemblance of another 


it can for public protection require the placing upon it of such 


identifying marks as will distinguish it from the genuine. I 
doubt, I say, if this is within the constitutional power of Con- 
gress, unless coupled with the taxing power or as a regulation of 
interstate commerce. In this bill that difficulty is relieved by the 
Paper panes edge for. But another one arises when the question 
is viewed from the standpoint of taxation. 

We ought not to single out one individual food product even 
though it be a rival of a better one and taxit. If we do ithere, 
we do not know where we shall stop. We may be called upon to 
try every inferior and cheaper product of every industry, thus 
necessarily making it higher in order to protect the dearer prod- 
ucts. In my judgment we should go no further than to require 
branding, etc., and impose no tax high enough to increase the 

rice 120 this food to men whose taste or poverty leads them to 
uy it. 
ow, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this matter is narrowed 
down to a very small compass. It is, in my judgment, a question 
whether you are going to tax the filled- cheese interest in order to 
build up the cream-cheese industry, or at least to keep it from 
retrograding. In this age we can not undertake to keep down 
modern ideas or modern inventions. In almost every field of pro- 
duction you will find industfies that were well established and 
had gone on prosperously for years when some great modern im- 
State came in and cut under them, and undermined them. 
ose superseded industries might come here and claim that the 
new processes which produced the goods cori ought to be taxed 
for the benefit of the old industries, but would anyone concede the 
claim? Not at all. 

I do not believe that the taxing power of Congress ought to be 
exercised upon individual products unless upon articles, like whisky 
and beer, which may be alleged to be deleterious to the public 
health. But no such charge as that is made with regard to filled 
cheese. Therefore, what we have here is simply the case of one 
industry seeking to discredit another industry in order that its 
own interests may be built up. Iam willing, though I have some 
doubt as to the propriety of the step, I am willing to vote for this 
bill in so far as it proposes to require the branding and identifica- 
tion of this product, but I do insist that the other iting ele- 
ments in the bill, the subjecting of this business to such severe 
punishments and to overtaxation, ought to be eliminated. 

If you are going to tax this article at all, make your tax nominal. 
It is necessary to impose a nominal tax in order that Congress 
may get authority over the matter. I am willing to impose a 
nominal tax, so as to give Congress jurisdiction, although as a rule 
I believe it would be safer to discourage legislation of this char- 
acter altogether. I believe the first effort that was made in this 
direction was when the oleomargarine act was passed, and I think 
that was a step in the wrong direction. The only ground upon 
which legislation of this character can be justified is that it is 
immoral for any man to attempt to palm off upon the public an 
article under a false designation. I am willing to go far enough 
to prevent that. I am willing to say that this article shall 
marked and branded, so that it can be distinguished and known 
for what it is, but I think we ought not to go any further than 
that in this kind of legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, if I haye any time left I yield it back to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 

1 . MAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Linney]. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat startled at this 
proposition. One thing that shook my confidence in the patriot- 
ism and wisdom of the Democratic organization, to which I more 
than ten years ago belonged, was its disposition to drift away from 
what I have thought, ever since I have given any attention to 
pobio matters, to be the proper system of taxation to support the 

vernment of the United States, to wit, the tariff system; and 
I have been taught to believe and I do believe to-day as firmly as 
I believe anything, that the true policy of this great Republic of 
ours is to abstain totally from the imposition of excise taxes. The 
laying and collecting of internal or excise taxes can be justified 
only y Bome great overpowering necessity. The history of this 
Republic, from its foundation down to the present, I think, estab- 
lishes that proposition. 

In the earliest period of the country’s existence resort was had 
to a system of direct taxation. That resort was brought about by 
a war necessity, to wit, the burdens of the Revolutionary struggle. 
Subsequent to that period, the statesmen of the past contented 
themselves with a properly regulated system of e taxation, 
or rather of customs dues, by reason of its beneficent operation 
upon the industries of the country, while at the same time it 
ae revenue enough to meet the demands of the Government, 
and thus obyiate the necessity of the hand of the taxgatherer 
being placed upon the industries and the energies of the individual 
citizens of the Republic, 
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I think it is very easy to prove that the present system of inter- 
nal revenue can be defended only as a war necessity. The war 
between the States 5 upon the Republic a war 
debt, the pressing weight of Which can hardly be estimated. Hence 
the same necessity was upon us that had come upon us imme- 


d . h 
human existence, which did not answer the 0 —suc 

‘ Matna L belove has dis: 
o; such articles as tobacco, without which the 
citizen can probably exist in a better state of health than with it. 


lay the hand of the sexgesberee upon a product of industry fit for 


that are now open to the poor, the energetic, and the industrious 
people of the country. Pass this bill, and the hundreds and thou- 
sands of people who are engaged in this legitimate business will 
have to seek employment elsewhere. That is what I understand 
to be the effect of the measure. 

Besides, Mr. Chairman, I doubt our power to pass such a bill 
as this. The Constitution of the United States Sha exists. Every 
member of this House swears to support it. How far may we go 
in the direction of such legislation as this? If we may tax this 
particular class of manufacturers of cheese in order to benefit the 
manufacturers of another class, why can we not tax the yellow- 
corn in order to benefit the white-corn grower? Why can we not 
tax spring wheat in order to benefit the grower of wheat of other 
varieties? Why can we not tax the inferior kind of potatoes that 
are grown in some parts of the country in order to benefit the 
sellers of the White Rose”? Tell me, some one who is in the 
habit of thinking about these matters—who has made great ques- 
tions of state a specialty for years and years—tell me where is 
the limit? Because I think this bill passes the true limit of our 
constitutional power I oppose it. é 

When the oleomargarine bill was passed many of the best think- 
ers of this country believed that we exceeded our constitutional 
authority. Unquestionably we took then a step beyond anything 
that ever received the sanction and enco ent of the best 
thinkers of the country in its earliest days. This bill goes a step 
beyond the oleomargarine legislation. And if this House in its 
wisdom should conclude to add this article to the list of those 
coming within the system of excise taxes, as we now have it, 
where is the limit of our authority? : 

Besides, sir, if we go on adding to the articles covered by this 

stem of excise taxes, when can we begin to reduce and ally 
abolish that system? Instead of making additions, something 
ought to be lopped off somewhere. If gentlemen in charge of this 
bill will agree to strike out its provisions and substitute therefor 
a proposition to repeal the tax now imposed Toan fruit brandies, 
I will. vote for it. Why? Because that would be one step in the 
right direction; it would lop off a portion of our excise taxes, I 
— that the great leader of thought in the other end of the 
Capitol that conservative, pai i g, philosophic thinker, Sen- 
ator SHERMAN—has already advocated legislation in this direction. 
He has declared, I believe, that the time has now come when, 
instead of enlarging our system of excise taxation, instead of 

lacing additional articles upon the list, the Government of the 
nited! States should dispense with thissystem of taxation entirely, 
leaving all the articles now subjected to this species of taxation 
to be taxed by the States, if need be, in order to relieve local 
burdens. ao) 
ere the hammer tt 
. MCMILLIN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina . SHAW]. 

Mr. SHAW. . Chairman, there is one feature of this bill 
which very forcibly affects the Ay le of my district in the State 
of North olina, I refer to the $40 tax which it 9 
lay upon the retail dealer. In my section of North olina we 
haye a great many country stores—stores which are away from 


the railroads 25, 30, or it may be 40 miles. Many of these stores 
do not sell perhaps $100 worth of cheese during a year. But there 
are some people who want cheese—everybody wants cheese occa- 


sionally—and if a tax of this kind is imposed upon these small 
dealers, a t many people will be absolutely deprived of a 
cheap article of food. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. Chairman—I do not know how it is in 
other sections of the country—in the South labor has been reduced 
year year during the last few years, until to-day in the cot- 
ton fields and in the turpentine forests of the South the laboring 
man can not make half as many dollars within a given time as he 
did ten years ago. But under the provisions of this bill, instead 
of doing something to reduce the price of food in proportion to the 
reduction in the price paid for labor, you increase the price of food 
upon which the laborer must subsist. 

I would not object to this bill, Mr. Chairman, provided there 
were no tax attached to it. I think it would be right that when a 
man offers an inferior class of cheese for sale he should brand that 
cheese as a cheap or inferior article. But, sir, if this bill be en- 
acted, then in addition to the great horde of spies and revenue 
officers that we now have in my State we shall find the courts 
crowded with numerous indictments which ought never to have 
been brought. 

My friend from Pennsylvania . BRUMM] has stated that 
cheese is a necessity, while butter is a luxury. That is not so in 
my State. Where we live, almost any poor man living out in the 
sand hills can keep a little cow and have butter occasionally, but 
a number of cows are required if one wishes to engage in making 
cheese; and if one wishes it for his own consumption it takes 
money with which to buy it. I submit, sir, as a matter of fact, 
that if this bill is passed in its present state there will be num- 
bers of poor people throughout this country who have heretofore 
been able to eat cheese who must do without it in the future. 

Now, if the bill is so amended as to strike out the clause impos- 
ing the tax on the country stores, and all taxes, I think I shall yote 
for it, but not otherwise. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


Kentucky 155 3 
Mr. DY. Mr. Chairman, there has been so much said on 


the pending bill that I shall occupy the time of the committee but 
for a very few moments. 

If this bill sought only to require the manufacturers of filled 
cheese to brand it what it really is, then I should have no ble 
objection to it. In fact, when I first saw the caption of the bill, 
and believed that to be its purpose, I thought I would vote for it. 
It seemed to propose to do what was just and fair. When I come 
to examine it more particularly, however, I see that it goes very 
far beyond that. 

I believe that every manufacturer of goods should sell them for 
what they really are, and not for what they are not. I do not 
object to that restriction. If that were the only restriction, I 
should certainly favor it. But it goes, as I have said, far beyond 
what is reasonable and seeks to crush out one industry apparently 
for the benefit of another. 

It is not only . i the genius of our country, Mr. Chairman, 
and our system of government, but it is a bill that is decidedly to 
the disadvantage of many of the citizens of ourcountry. A man 
who manufactures filled cheese does it as a legitimate industry, 
just as much as any other manufacturer, and he has as much 
right to make filled cheese as the other man has to make any other 
kind of cheese or any other class of goods. 

Now, there is just one other question. It is admitted that this 
product is not injurious to health; thatis to say, it is a healthful 
article for human sustenance. If that be so, why should we tax 
one healthful article to make another healthful article sell higher 
or give it a better or more extended market? The great masses of 
the people of this country are compelled to use cheap food, which 
they are able to purchase or produce. Now, if this healthful food 
is a cheap food, and not deleterious to health, why should not the 
peoplt be allowed to exercise their own option and buy it and use 
it instead of paying the higher price that they would be compelled 
otherwise to pay for the genuine article? 

There is one other point, and I pro: to be very brief. I have 
stated two gopa aons connected with the matter, but there is still 
another. tlemen say that this bill seeks to protectthe products 
of agriculture. I represent one of the best agricultural districts 
in this country, and have at present no other interest except in 
farming. But there is not a single article used in the manufacture 
of filled cheese that is not an agricultural product. I ask your 
especial attention to this statement: There is not a single article 
entering into the manufacture of this cheese that is not a part of 
the agricaltaral products of this country just as muchas milkis. 
My district is not a cheese-making district, it is not a butter-pro- 
ducing district, it is not a dairy district; but it is a district that 
raises in large numbers hogs and cattle for the markets of the 
country, and these, you gentlemen say, are the products which 


g | 
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enter 


largely in the manufacture of filled cheese. I claim that 
the: eae eA Aa ON OO AE AE ONOIR oT AGEE 


Gentlemen say that with some stomachs this filled cheese might 


disagree. I say the same statement might be made of bacon and | chantable butter 


many other products which we produce onourfarms, The health- 
iest farming le I 3 ever seen or Inora, e gr 3 
perience as a ora sician, were the negroes of the 
when they lived almost e ively upon bacon and corn bread. 
There never was a healthier people. these are facts, and they 
have not been denied here in this discussion, then this bill seeks 
to benefit one class of our farmers to the detriment of another, 
and I am opposed to it on that ground; and the only reason I rose, 
Mr. Chairman, was to express these views from the standpoint of 
a farmer. 
re the hammer fell. 
ae McMILLIN. I yield five minutes of the remaining time to 
e 


entleman from Alabama pr: UnNDERWoopD]. 

. UNDERWOOD. Mr. i , this bill is introduced for 
one of two p 
cheese industry out of existence, or it is for the p 


ither for the of driving this filled- 

of allow- 

ing another industry to come in competition with it. In other 
eee ene to build up one industry at the expense of 

e other. 

Now, if the bill comes before the House for the purpose of driv- 
ing this industry out of existence, why is it brou, here at all? 
Does the committee claim that filled cheese is deleterious to the 
health of the community where it is used? Not at all. After 
considering the question, and hearing a great deal of testimony on 
one side and the other, the committee comes in here with a report 
in which it is stated that the evidence on one side pointed to the 
fact that the product was deleterions to health, and on the other, 
with equal force, that it was not. It did not bring before the 
House, in a conclusive manner, any evidence which the commit- 
tee itself accepted. It reported no conclusion upon the ayy se 
The report of the committee does not claim that the sale of the 
product should be prohibited on that ground. 

If it is injurious to the health of the consumer, the of the 
States, through the powers vested in the legislatures of the differ- 
ent States of this country, can and will prohibit its sale. I think 
we can safely count on the fact that the governments of the 
States of this country will protect their citizens from the sale of 
injurious commodities. It does not require the aid of the Goy- 
ernment of the United States to see that the people of this country 
shall be protected from the sale and use of deleterious food. There- 
fore I can not see why the committee should bring this bill before 
Congress for the purpose of absolutely prohibi the sale of the 
commodity. If it is only to prevent a fraud, if the committee 
only intends to see that these filled-cheese manufacturers shall not 
impose on the people of the United States by selling them one 
article when they think they are buying another, Co has the 
power to require that this cheese shall simply be branded “ filled 
cheese,” and wherever it goes it will carry on its face a statement 
of what it is, without any taxation accompanying it. That bei 
the case, there can be but one conclusion we can come to, an 
that is that this bill is introduced here for the purpose of protect- 
og ne class of people at the expense of another. 

ow, there are numbers of farmers in this country who raise 
cotton, who sell their cotton seed for the p of having it 
CFC 5 on af this fle 
ingredien y goes e com on 
cheese. Why should t this House, by its legislative action, seek to 
pome the sale of that commodity, seek to destroy the market 
‘or cotton-seed oil for the purpose of benefiting those gentlemen 
who are engaged in dairy farming? 


ie the hammer f 
. MCMILLIN. Mr. itman, in the remaining time I want 
the statement of the Sec of Agriculture on this subject read. 
ae — proceeded to the communication, Before he had 
conclu 
Mr. R of Georgia said: Mr, Chairman, Lask unanimous 


consent that this very clear and excellent statement by the Secre- 
bad thrid be printed in the RECORD. 
ere was no objection. 
The communication is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 27, 1896. 


- 


GENTLEMEN: In connection eat evel ay tion to legislate on the subject 
of under your committee, the following 
statement may be of some interest: 

Department E sheng fran, — — be Rane ihe — — — 

o! ous 0 * 
been as to article, and it is hoped an impartial one, the 
materials which enter into its me of manufacture, its posi- 
and — — N mi cond the la of ral 
Q; on in © laws seve 

States, It is tly a perfectly legitimate food uct and properl 
called Ifhas the characteristics of cheese, although not or Mf 
and is similar in chemical composition. The only essential difference 

filled cheese and that made from whole milk isin the substitution of the fat 
of the hog for that of the cow. The natural fat of the milk being extracted, 


‘imposition and 


is replaced by a quality of lard, at the rate of 2 or 8 poun 
eee to pounds of saa ee 3 
n velopmen: 
oils have been used, including — penal i 
, as well as Others still rand of doubtful origin. But 
objectionable results have led to the rejection of all except neutral At 
the present time the only fat not natural w 95 


ordinary cheese, while part of the milk and all of 
8 is to a temperature of at least 200° F. This is about 
as high a temperature as pork fat is subjected to in cooking, and much higher 
than the fat of milk is heated in ordinary cheese making. The places and 
processes of mam of lard cheese, or filled cheese, and the same where 
whole-milk or full-cream cheese are made are practically equal, so far as care 
and cleanliness are concerned. 
The liability to use raw materials containing the formes of disease is about 


the same in making genuine as in m cheese. It is possible 
to thus convey the germs of disease from cos and to the human famil: 
but the danger can not be regarded as serious in eit! case. It is probably 
true that at the present time in those districts where cheese is ly e 
insidious diseases which are to man are more prevalent among 
cews than am: h 

in making filled cheese are all 


classes.of le without detriment to health. There is no just ground for 
claiming that filled cheese is necessarily unwholesome or deleterious to health. 
consumed without apparently in- 


Large quantities of it are daily sold and 
“put there ars ple who t safely consume hog fat in any 

jut there are many who can no y any fo 
and many more who Ai not do so knowingly. These a very e 
claim a it to he reasonably guarded agains the imposi on of having 


cheese sold to them under the and name of cream cheese. prac- 
tice has been found to prevail in all of the country where there are not 
stringent State laws of exclusion and prohibition, with special agencies for 
their enforcement, 


No merchant or consumer who is an of cheese would, u exam- 
fi mistake the Eis gt: ay Woni, npon e 


ination, best filled cheese 
cream cheese. It is devoid of true cheese flavor, and attains the dry 
and crumbly consistency of a well-cured cheese. But the imitation has the 
appearance of a fresh or- mild and can be, as it is, successfully and 
3 substituted for the nine article of second or quality. 
The filled cheese is made and placed in market without any brand or mark- 
ing on cheese or indica: its real nature. It is held in large quan- 
tities by the who merchants in thisform. These merchanta generally 


m. 
(although not in all cases, it a ) sell it for what it is. But it is the 
common practice, after sale to jo bers or the smaller wholesalers, to piace alt 
sorts of and false FFC 
additi information thie, — i — mig Cheese designated 

o on poin necessary. as 
“filled.” or “imitation,” or “lard,” is nowhere to be found in local trade, but 
the * filied” article is always sold under some other name. 

It is this element of fraud which constitutes the serious objection, and 
about the only one, to the manufacture and sale of fillod cheese, and which 
is the only just ground for restrictive legislation in regard to it. But the 

Eit systematically ticed is indefensible and so injuri- 
ee pono tore to trade as to demand prompt and effective measures 
ox its rep: 


ression. 
The sole object to be obtained by legislation. 5 the subject seems to be to 


merchandise in w 
simpler the form of attaining this the better. 

An enactment directed solely against deceit and fraud, with severe penal- 
ties for violations of the same, appears far more reasona just any 
perversion of the taxing power of the Government for the real purpose of 
securing police regulation. 

If there be reasons why it is deemed necessary to accom the object 
under cover of a “revenue measure,” the facta stated here! 
the conclusion that minimum rates should govern the fixing of 
and special taxes rather than such as would prove prohibitory to an ind 
not reprehensible itself, altho: indirectly responsible for much imposition 
on consumers, deception in , and injury tothe purely dairy interests of 
the country. 

This latter 


of the subject is sufficiently 22 in the last annual 
report from this office for the year ended June 30, 1896, at pages 74 and 25. 


Yo respectfully, 
washing x J. STERLING MORTON, Secretary. 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 
House of Representatives, Fiftyfourth Congress. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, is the time on the other 
side exhausted? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time on the other side is exhausted. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hold in my hand an analysis, pene) 
the Chief of the Chemistry Division of the Department of Agricul- 
ture, and I ask unanimous consent that it be printed in the REC- 
ORD, to accompany the statement of the Secretary of Agriculture 
which has just been read. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to have certain documents printed in the RECORD, to 
accompany the statement from the Secretary of Agriculture 
which just been read. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

Unclosure. Subject: Filled cheese.] 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 13, 1898. 


of handing you herewith a copy of an anal by 
tof 2 — of cheese received 2 


Sim: I have the 
the chemist of 


on the 11th instant, marked “Family's Favorite, Jersey Creams.” The chemist 
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Payer: teed te apy sonering Pasar Sige fats determined in cheese, 
an e e ir fe an three-fourths of foreign fat. It is a well- 
marker respectfully, J. STERLING MORTON, 


Hon. D. F. WILBER, 
Committee on Agriculture, House of Representatives. 


[Copy.] 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
DIVISION OF CHEMISTRY, 
Washington, D. C., February 13, 1898. 


Sır: The sample of cheese sent by , and obtained from Mr. WII. of 


3.93 | markets of the world and offered for sale asa 
3 


not to be cotton-seed oil. The was made from skim milk, which 
tained about one-fourth of its butter fat. It 8 well-marked case 


of filled 8 No substance other than added fat was detected as a 
mas’ Respectfally, H. W. WILEY, Chief of Division. 
Hon. CHARLES W. DABNEY, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary of Agriculture. 


[Copy.] 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
DIVISION OP CHEMISTRY, 
ashington, D. C., March 6, 1896. 
+ The large sample of filled cheese which you sent for examination has 
a the following results: 


been analyzed with 


examination of the extracted fat, after crystallization from 
that it was unmistakably com almost exclusively of lard 
The flat rhombic so characteristic of this glycerid were 


and 
low absorption number of the fat, viz, 50.7, shows that it isa 
lard stearine. The low Reichert m a 1.8. indicates that the cheese 
was made milk from which the been remov aseparator. 
The o creaming of milk—hy allow. it to stand in pans— 
would not remove a sufficient quantity of butter fat to give as lowa 
Reichert number as in ted. 


dica 
In summarizing the results of the analysis it may be said that the cheese in 
question was made from milk skimmed by mechanical means, —.—7 not to 
exceed half a per cent of butter fat t and that the abst fat was 
rep ag by lard stearine, presumably the residue from the manufacture of 
“Respectfully, H. W. WILEY, Chief of Division. 
Hon. CHARLES W. DABNEY, JT., 
Assistant Secretary of Agriculture. 
{Inclosure.] 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 6, 1896. 
Dear Bin: Ihave the honor to transmit herewith for your information a 
the of the of this Departm 


copy of report Division of ent, contain- 
F cheese submitted by you for 
exam: 


I have the honor to remain, very truly, 
dias W. DABNEY, JR., 
Hon. D. F. WILBER, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Analysis of samples of cheese, 


* Calculated to dry substance. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin i. SAUERHERING ]. 

Mr. SAUER ING. Mr. Chairman, the State of Wisconsin 
stands second in the United States in the manufacture of ay 
pora The Second Congressional district of that State, whi 

have the honor to represent, stands first on the list. The meas- 


ure before the House is intended to the dairy ind 

a frand which has dy injured it The nig objecti 5 
1 we to this measure is thet it does not impose a tax of 2 cents 
a pound upon filled cheese instead of 1. 


that so short a time has been allotted to me in which 


I regret 
to defend the interests of my constituents and the interests of 
9,000,000 le of the United States, for itis impossible to say too 
much in favor of this bill. 

The protection of the dairy interests of the United States against 
a bold-faced fraud which is gradually but surely drawing the life- 
blood out of that great industry is to-day a burning question. 
The pea bok industry is to-day one of the great commercial fac- 
tors of the world. In importance and magnitude it ranks higher 
than any one industry known to commerce, and its wealth-pro- 
ducing power has far outstripped our world-famous “‘ king cotton.” 
It directly affects over 9,000,000 men on American farms, and 
involves a money business of $800,000,000 5 

In late years this great ind has been much hampered and 
imperiled by the manufacture of a spurious imitation of cream 
cheese, called filled cheese,” which has been placed upon the 
ure and unadulter- 
ated food product, The process of manufacture is quite simple 
and inexpensive. the use of a modern cream separator 
butter fat is extracted from the milk and manufactured into good 
creamery butter; then the skimmed milk is taken, and, by a pe- 
culiar process known to the trade, lard and neutral oils are forced 


By 
good authorities we find that the cost of 3 ee of fill 
cheese is about 3}cents. As a rule, the producer of filled e 


The fraud has been detected, and has materially 
affected our foreign trade in cheese, all of which ultimately must 
result in a loss to the American farmer. 

It is the purpose of this bill to compel the manufacturer of filled 
cheese to sail under his own colors and to reestablish our good 
name in foreign markets so far as our dairy products are con- 


It is a matter of great 
should 


sions during the gr session, when oppurtunity offered itself, 


y, Mr. Chair- 
man, so impressed was I with the apparent loyalty of the mem- 
bers of this House to the agricul: ts of the ited States that 
I thought any measure to interests of that class of our fellow- 
pass this body without debate and by a unanimous 


When the bry siren appropriation bill was before this com- 
mittee a great interest was manifested in the subject of securin, 
for the farmer the publication of a book on dairying which 
been out of print for many years and contained n g but sta- 
tistical abstracts of dairying in foreign countries. Although the 
appropriation required to republish that book would have been 
small in com with general ap iations, I am convinced 
that I voice sentiment of the farmers of the d district of 
Wisconsin in saying that while the farmer does not object to the 
expenditure of large sums of money to support this Government 
in maintainingits . proper provision for the hap- 
piness and welfare of its people, he does most emphatically object 
to the expenditure of one cent for anything that will not serve a 
good purpose. Had the House consented to the Senate amend- 
ment calling for the republication of the book referred to, it would 
„FFF diy Girona ape eb s 

erican farmer, to a tosati people by g 
a cheap book that has been out of print 3 and contai 
nothing but out-of-date statistics about the dairy interests of for- 
eign countries. It isa universally re fact that we lead 
the world in the or 2 of our dairy products when un- 
tainted by fraud. ow, Mr. Chairman, the point I am trying to 
get at is that the farmer is not benefited by nor is he satisfied 
with windy talk, so often indulged in by members of this House 
in his behalf. What the farmer wants and demands is good, hon- 
est, square legislation, and he fully expects that every member 
of Congress will assist in the enactment of laws which will be of 
oe benefit to the farmer as well as all the people of the United 

tates. 

The object to be accomplished by the so-called filled-cheese” 
bill now before the House for consideration is of the greatest 
im to 95 per cent of the American e. It is intended 
by this measure to give a proper reward to honest labor and hon- 
est industry, to protect the producer and manufacturer of pure 
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oducts against a fraud which has grown up in this country by 
False labeling of dairy products. During the past seven years 
this pernicious practice caused a falling off in the exports of 
American dairy products of 58 per cent. The great decline in the 
5 of our cheese since 1889 is plainly shown by the follow- 
g table: 


cheese exported from the United States. 


It is shown by authentic reports that in the year 1884 the exports 
of cheese from the United States reached the enormous of 
111,950,686 pounds, while in 1895 the exports from all parts of the 
United States amounted to only 40,610,242 pounds, showing a 
falling off in eleven years of 63 per cent in this one article alone, 
while it is a fact that its production during the same period has 
increased 25 per cent. Asaresultof this, a tsurplus of cheese 
for consumption has been thrown upon the home market, andthe 
producer has received ruinous prices. The question naturally 
resents itself, Where has our trade gone to, who has been bene- 

Red by this enormous falling off in our exportations of cheese, 

and ‘what is the cause of the great decline? Mr. David Muir, 
cheese exporter from New York and Montreal, Canada, i 
sented to the National Dairy Union, at its annual meeting last 
year, statistics showing that for every pound of decrease in the 
cheese exports from the United States those of Canada increased 
to a corresponding amount; also that the increased demand over 
what little was taken from the United States, and what Canada 
was able to produce, was obtained from New Zealand and Aus- 
tralia. In fact, it was conclusively shown from letters received 
by exporters that foreign importers were taking all the cheese 
they could obtain from other countries where they were cer- 
tain of getting pure goods before they would take the risk of buy- 
ing from the United States. The reason given for this was that 
these foreign importers had been deceived by having filled cheese 
shipped to them when they had ordered and thought they were 
getting the pure and unadulterated article. ; 

It has been urged by gentlemen who are opposing this bill that 
the regulation and suppression of this fraud should be left to the 
various States, and that Congress has no authority to act in the 
matter. I will say that some of the States have made desperate 
efforts in that direction, and the legislature of my own State 

a very stringent law, entirely prohibiting the manufacture 
and sale of filled cheese in Wi in. While this absolutely 
guarantees the purity of cheese produced in Wisconsin, it does 
not prevent the filled-cheese producers of other States from brand- 
ing their fraudulent goods“ Wisconsin full cream cheese,” and 
thus robbing us of the benefits to be derived froma name 
and savory reputation. State legislation, however stringent, has 
failed to give the desired relief, and the farmer and producer of 
pure cheese now look to Con to help them by enacting a 

national law which will compel filled cheese to stand on its merits 
before the world by being s properly markedand branded. Allthey 
ask is simple fuss, and honesty in marketing dairy products; 
so that the consumer may be able to buy the pure article when he 
chooses without fear of getting filled cheese when he pays full 
cream cheese prices. . f 

In the year 1889 the State of Wisconsin stood first among the 
States of the Union in the capita production of dairy products. 
Her fame as a producer of pure goods was well known through- 
out the commercial world, and she found a ready market for all 
she could produce. However, with the advent of the filled-cheese 
fraud that favorable reputation became an element of danger. 
How could the manufacturer of filled cheese find a better and 
wider market for his goods than by branding them as a Wiscon- 
sin product? The fraud was soon discovered in foreign markets, 
and our goods have been ded with suspicion ever since. 
While we have onr aroe eR 5 during Sna paas seyen years from 
this itic fraud ed filled cheese, Wisconsin even to-day 
stands second in the amount and value of dairy products. 

The statistics for 1895 show that there are within the State 1,887 
cheese factories, valued at $1,000,000, with an output of over 50,- 
000,000 pounds, valued at $4,000,000; also 800 creameries, valued 
at one and one-half million dollars, with an output of 75,000,000 

ands, valued at over $12,000,000. The Second district of the 
tate which I have the honor to represent stands first on the 
dairying list, having 245 cheese factories, valued at $201,000, with 
an output of 8,600,000 pounds, valued at $594,000, and 250 cream- 
cries, valued at $426,000, with an output of 14,101,600 pounds, 
valued at $2,397,000. I simply mention these facts to show that 
I come from a section of country where this subject is thoroughly 
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understood and where the need of legislation like that proposed 
in the pending measure is fully appreciated. 

The line of argument followed by gentlemen in opposition to 
this bill is characteristic of the argument of a lawyer when he 
knows he has a bad case. Instead of meeting the issue fairl 
and squarely, gentlemen shoot off on a nt, expatiating wi 
great enthusiasm on the elements of a finely spun theory of con- 
stitutional construction and State’s rights. 

These are the same ents that were used in opposition to 
the oleomargarine bill w that measure was 8 in this 
House. Almost the entire debate against that bill was based upon 
the ground of its want of constitutionality. But what do we find 
as a matter of fact? In every case that was carried to the courts 
on that point the law was declared constitutional, and it stands 
to-day firmer than ever. — 

It is urged that the tax feature of this bill is not only unconsti- 
tutional, but un-American and unjust, I have devoted a great 
deal of study to this particular feature and can not, for the life of 
me, discover any difference between this tax and the ordinary tax 
paid for engaging in the liquor and cigar business. The principle 
is precisely the same in both cases, and nothing is clearer than 
the right of this Government to impose this tax. 

The geen from Alabama says that if filled cheese is injuri- 
ous to the health of the consumer, the people of the States, through 
their legislatures, can and will prohibit its sale. I will say to the 

entleman that as a matter of fact many States have passed such 

ws, but find that they do not give the desired relief. As lon 
as anyone may produce this filled cheese in some other State an 
with impunity label it ‘‘Full cream cheese,” how is the consumer 
of any State to be protected? Further than this, the gentleman 
seems to Borgar that there are other and broader principles 
involved in this question. What we contend for is commercial 
honesty and simple justice. We demand that every producer of 
a commodity shall offer it for sale for just what it is, and most 
emphatically object to the dishonest practice of passing off a 
cheap, impure, and unhealthy article for something it is not. 
The States which have taken a stand on this question and declared 
their disapproval of the pernicious practice of cheating our foreign 
customers and robbing our farmers of their just dues are to-day 
being preyed upon by the filled-cheese sharks of other States, who 
brand their goods as the produci of the States having these pro- 
hibitory laws. Itis the plain duty of the United States to protect 
the people of one State against imposition by citizens of other 
States when they are powerless to protect themselves. In this 
matter it is simply impossible for a single State to assure its own 
HERE the gentleman from Alabama to the contrary notwith- 


g. 

Quite an elaborate argument was made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania on the point that the tax clause of this bill endeavors 
to tax out of existence an industry, and therefore is unconstitu- 
tional, unjust, and antirepublican. Even if it were true that this 
clause does tax out of existence an industry, we have a very 
good precedent for such an act. There is upon our statute books 
to-day a law imposing a tax of 10 per cent upon State bank issues, 
for the sole purpose of taxing them out of existence, and, thank 
heaven, it is doing it very successfully, too. The constitutionality 
of that act has never been questioned except by Democratic na- 
tional conventions, and although the present Administration was 
elected on a platform pledging the repeal of that 10 per cent State 
bank issue tax, they have not had the moral courage to live up to 
their pledge, because they know the law is good law and in the 
interest of public policy. 

But the imposed a this bill would in no wise destroy the 
filled-cheese industry. The profits in that business are so large 
that it could easily stand three times the proposed tax without 
any serious results, eet that filled cheese could, as it is at 
present, be sold for the same price that is obtained for the pure 
article. If anyone cares to use filled cheese rather than full cream 
cheese, we are perfectly willing that he should have it, but, Mr. 
Chairman, when I go into a grocery store for the purpose of buy- 
ing full cream cheese and pay the price demanded for full cream 
cheese, as an American citizen I most seriously object to being 
hoodwinked and cheated by being given a fraudulent and un- 
wholesome imitation of the article I paid for. 

The merits of this bill are so evident, the justice of it so plain, 
that it ought not to require much argument to secure for it the 
support of every member of this House. Without saying one word 
against filled cheese as such, if it has the merits claimed for it by 
5 who oppose this bill, what possible objection can there 

to making it stand or fall on those merits. When your pur- 

es are honest and your cause a good one, why endeavor to shun 
the light of day? e desire the passage of this bill because it 
strikes at the root of an evil which is fast destroying our foreign 
markets for dairy products, curtailing the possibilities of the dairy 
farmer, reducing the value of his stock in trade, and defrauding 
millions of consumers of cheese. The filled-cheese industry as 
carried on to-day is a detriment to every one of the 70,000,000 


1896. 
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people who live in this country, and a benefit to only about 

200 people who are engaged in this nefarious business and who 

are getting wealthy at the expense of all the rest of the country. 

Filled cheese is sold at practically the same price that is demanded 

for the pure article, hence it does nothing in the way of supply- 

ing 25 cheaper article for the poorer classes, a claim made for it on 
oor. 

This bill should be enacted into law and strictly enforced after 
being enacted, because it stands for honesty and justice. Itisa 
step in the direction of that grand Republican principle, protec- 
tion. There is no class of people in this country who work more 
hours per day and more days per year and who receive smaller re- 
muneration for their labor than the honest, thrifty farmer. The 
duties of his calling are so numerous and exacting that he usually 
finds little time to take a hand in public affairs and see that his 
interests are properly protected. He is rarely represented in Con- 
gress aie 3 y so-called professional farmers, who rather mis- 
represent him. Let us pass this bill and secure to the American 
farmer what properly belongs to him. Let us protect him against 
the impositions of a few wealthy monopolists who are growing 
rich at his expense. The farmer is universally recognized as the 
backbone of a nation, and those nations that have made his wel- 
fare one of their first considerations have always endured longest. 
It is im oe 5 the 8 of the or beh te 8 
ing to the producing of our population those advantages 
wah raan oes provided for them. Fast! = protect the farmer 
in his right and thus g prosperity our people. 

Mr. 3 I represent an agricultural district. I am proud 
of the fact, and glad of this opportunity to speak in behalf of my 
people. Iam proud of the Republican party, because it stands for 

rotection to all the poopie and has always been the friend of the 
armer. I feel certain that that grand old party will not be found 
wanting when the time comes to take a vote on this important 


measure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks to ex- 
tend his remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Lask that all gentlemen who speak on this 
bill may have permission to extend their remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN . The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY 
asks unanimous consent that all es who . on the bi 
may have permission to extend their remarks in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. BARNEY]. 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman, in the short space of time allotted 
to me I can hardly to be able to present a detailed argu- 
ment upon the important bill before the House. 

In my humble opinion no measure has been or will be presented 
to the present Congress of greater moment to the Fee e of this 
country than the bill now under consideration. e last three 
years of financial depression have borne heavily upon all the peo- 

le of this country, but no class has suffered so much as the farm- 
ng community. For some reason which I can not explain, the 
Democratic party seemed to owe this class a icular grudge, and 
has fully paid it by the enactment of the Wilson-Gorman tariff 
measure, which took away every vestige of protection which had 
theretofore been given to the farmer. Free wool and free barley 
have brought down the prices of these staplo producis of the farm 
to such a low fgura that it is no wonder t the agricultural 
classes are bitterly complaining that their interests have been neg- 
lected, if not entirely forgotten, in the legislation of Congress. 
For this reason it is no wonder that they have turned their atten- 
tion to the dairy products of the farm, trusting that in this direc- 
tion at least they would not be brought into competition with 
foreign labor and that some reasonable remuneration might be 
received in this way for the hard labor of the farm. This fond 
hope has been blasted; and in this business the farmer has been 
met with the meanest and most dangerous of all competition— 
that of the fraudulent manufacturer and counterfeiter. 

Isubmit to the Republican members of this House that if it is 
good policy for this Government to protect the American laborer 

rom the competition of the pauper and poorly-paid laborer of 
foreign lands, it is equally good policy to protect the American 
farmer from the competition of the counterfeiter at home. I am 
not surprised that the Democratic side of this House opposes this 
bill, for such opposition is entirely consistent with members of 
a party which declared in substance that taxes levied for the 
purposes of protection are unconstitutional. But I trust when 
this bill is put upon its final meee no Republican member will 
record his vote against it. This egislation is along the lines of 
the settled policy of the Republican party and is as loudly called 
for as the protection of any industry in this country. embers 
of this body who come from some of the sections of this country 
are too apt to belittle the industry of dairy farming and to under- 


rate its importance to the prosperity of this country and to the 
farmer in particular. Itis the 9 industry of many of 


the States of this Union and ranks first in importance among all 
the varied products of the farm. 

The dairy products of the State which I have the honor in part 
to represent for the year 1895 are estimated at $30,000,000, and 
would have been much more were it not for the competition of 


this 5 of skim milk and soap grease, improperly called 


“filled cheese.” Our foreign exportation of cheese, which a few 
ras ago amounted to $16,500,000, last year dwindled to $3,000,000 
ause of the discredit brought upon the American dai b 


y 
the exportation of the products of filled-cheese factories falsely 
branded as full cream American cheese.“ 7 

The Government of Canada has already passed a similar but 
more stringent law than this, and is rigidly enforcing it. As a 
result the i i has driven us out of the European 
market and American cheese has been denounced and refused as 
afraud. In order to get some market abroad for his cheese the 
American farmer has compelled to first export it to Canada, 
there to receive the Canadian stamp of excellence, before he puts 


it into the foreign market. Think of it, that the dai en of the 
richest agricultural country in the world are compelled to filch 
the stamp of a neighboring province to sell their g ! And this, 


not because their pure cheese is a poor article (for the world makes 
no better), but because the filled-cheese counterfeiter has robbed 
= tarmar of his good name by filling the market with a fraud 
and a lie. 

This is not the full measure of the injury done, for this counter- 
feit product in the markets of our own country is rapidly destroy- 
ing the best market in the world, the American home market. It 
is ped bm Mhe taste of our people for this article of food, and is 
rapidly diminishing the demand for any kind of American cheese, 

y own State has already passed a stringent law on this subject 
and several other States have done the same thing; but history has 
shown, and it needs no argument to prove, that individual State 
legislation is powerless to remedy this evil. After the pee of 
this law by the State of Wisconsin, the filled cheese factories there 
were loaded up and carted over into the adjoining State of Illi- 
nois, adjacent to the great grease-extracting city of Chicago, and 
there skim milk is loaded with hog fat and put upon the market 
branded as Wisconsin full cream cheese.” In this way a double 
crime is committed—the putting upon the market of an article 
called cheese which is not cheese, and stealing from the farmers 
of a neighboring State the good name which they sought to estab- 
lish by the enactment andenforcement of a law against the perpe- 
tration of a fraud. 

They have argued long and loud upon the other side of this 
House that the tendency of this law will be to build up a monopoly 
and to destroy an honest industry. I must say that this is the 
first time I ever heard a fear expressed that the farmers of this 
country were in danger of becoming monopolists! They ask, and 
by the passage of this law will receive, no monopoly except that 
which every principle of equity and justice gives to them—the 
right to place upon the markets of the world the honest products 
of the farm without the . competition of counterfeiters. 
And a business can not be called honest which depends for its suc- 
cess upon stealing the good nameof another. An industry which 
has pr red and been built up by false representations, and by 
cheating both the honest producer and the consumer, is entitled 
to no consideration at our hands. The counterfeiter of our cur- 
rency is sent to prison and the counterfeiter of our food can not 
complain if his business is placed under the restrictions of the law. 

Neither can it be justly said that the passage of this bill will tend 
to increase the price of the food of the American consumer; for 
when you take into consideration the real value of the article, 
judged either by the standard of the cost of production or its value 
as a food, American cheese will be made cheaper instead of dearer. 
The pure article may be enhanced a little in price to the whole- 
saler, but the consumer, if he wishes to get it, can buy the coun- 
terfeit article for what it really is, and consequently, for what it 
is really worth. The reports show that filled cheese, the cost of 
production of which is about one-half that of the genuine article, is 
sold to the consumer at retail for three times its actual cost, and for 
but little less than that of pure cheese. Who gains anything b 
this fraud but the extractors and the skim-milk ‘‘ fillers” 
— the loss is upon the consumer as well as upon the American 

armer. 

From another standpoint this bill commends itself to this ee 
lative body and to the approval of the American paps. © 
people of this country have the right to know the kind of food they 
areeating and of what it is made. A system of food adulteration 
has been rapidly increasing in this country for the last twenty-five 
years, and it is high time that one step at least should be taken to 
stopit. The charge made against our Connecticut forefathers of 


having manufactured nutmegs out of basswood may not be true, 
but it can not be denied that there is some proof of its truth in the 
fact that there are 


ple in this country 2 who are adulter- 
ating and counterfeiting almost every manufactured article of 
food which is used upon our tables. This is the reason, and the 
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u go into a 


only reason, why, if grocery store to-day and ask 
prices, you will find That the imported article of food sells for 
about twice as much as the same kind of domestic goods; and this 
is why the honest American manufacturer of these goods is com- 
to brand them with some 3 in order to get a 

ir price in the market = 3 eee er, 5 
grace to the American e. ery p: o country 
pee egroeg ag hand in excallencs and in price in the mar- 
kets of the world; and it would if we would enact more just such 
laws as this against counterfeiting and then see that they are 
strictly enforced. t 2 z > 

Then I say that from every reasonable point of view this legis- 
lation is justifiable and is demanded. The farmers of this coun- 
try do not often knock at the doors of Congress asking legislation 
in their behalf. They have no system of organization which 
makes them honnd, aa pg Bayo A TIEDE panne garry is- 
lative halls. Even under the present mixed tariff of 
trade and protection enacted by the last Congress the manufac- 
turer and the miner are afforded a measure of protection, but the 
farmer is left out in the cold,” to protect himself as best he can 
and to root or die.” 

Let us, then, give the American farmer this just measure of re- 


lief from a dishonest fraud at home, and when we have the power, 
as we to have after the 4th of March next, we give 
him the 


ther relief of poroen from cheap labor abroad. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. . Chairman, I yield the balance of the 
time to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER]. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, what has been said by the 

tleman from Ohio ei ag in charge of the bill and 
3 colleague from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] makes it unnec- 
essary for me to occupy the attention of the committee in talking 
about the constitutionality of this measure or about the general 
character of the article of commerce commonly called filled 
cheese.” I think the committee understands what problem 
we have to deal with. So far as I am personally concerned, I in- 
tend to with absolute candor of the phases of thismatter that 
are involved in the debate. 1 have n g to conceal from any- 
body on the filled-cheese question. I intend to support this bill 
for three different reasons, each one of them, in my judgment, 
and sufficient; and the first reason is that the enactment of 

e bill will have a tendency to bring into the public Treasury ad- 
ditional revenue. 

A MEMBER. How much? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Ido not pretend to know how much, but I 
know it will be visible to the naked eye, and in these times of 
shortage and deficiency even that is of some importance to the 
Government. [Applause. ? 

Iam a little sorry that that question should have been brought 
into the discussion, because there is a large number of fairly good 

le in this country, like my friend from Tennessee Mo- 

J. who have adopted the higher mathematics which 
emanates from the ent, and who d the 
i i above the common rules of arithmetic 


funds that have 
{Laughter 


It nto me that no man ought to make such an objection as 


; and yet body in this House, unless possibly my friend 
rot Temenos . MCMILLIN] may be 1 per- 
fectly well that President of the United States has borrowed 


money at the rate of $167 a minute from the day of his inaugura- 
tion until this hour, and that he has fastened upon the people of 
the United States an additional burden of interest equal to $20.26 a 
minute for the next thirty years, and yet when a man stands up 
here and honestly suggests some method of producing a little addi- 
tional revenue it is met with a statement that the funds areample 
and that there is no defici 


— to 2 the Prodigal Son was an itinerant cap- 


from 
Tennessee no addition 
could be properly used to show that Lazarus, luxuriating among 
the rich man's dogs, was in reality engaged in organizing a loan 
and trust company and collecting bread crumbs for his personal 


amusement. [Great laughter.] Every man, it seems to me, who 
has in his heart a lingering prejudice in favor of national sol- 
vency ought to welcome every dollar that comes in the direction 
of the Treasury of the United States. The oleomar law of 
1886 ran the gauntlet of the exact objections that have beset us 
in this debate, and yet that law has produced an aggregate revenue 
of more than $10,000,000, nearly $2,000,000 annually being brought 


into the Treasury of the United States. I support this bill, there- 


fore, as a F 

Again, I support the bill use it offers an appropriate le 
protection against the adulteration of the people’s food. In the 
process of taxation it identifies a fraud and escorts a notorious 
swindle into the light of day. Bee You have read the 
precept of Scripture which exhorts yon to take no thought of what 
ye shall eat or what ye shall drink or wherewithal ye shall be 
clothed. That Scripture will need a new interpretation unless we 
can in some way manage to rescue the food and drink and cloth- 
ing of the people of the United States from the hands of the coun- 
terfeiters. As the case now stands neither the clothes on our 
backs nor the food on our tables nor the common weapons for 
fighting thirst between meals have esca suspicion. In this 
carnival of deceit the rich and the poor alike suffer. 

Look at it. Even the expert a rs at our custom- house in 
New York are hardly able to tell difference between a standard 
sample of woolen cloth and a bogus imitation, gently softened by 
glycerin and brought up to weight by a solution of 
raw tin. Only last È haat in the State in which my friend from 
P lvania [Mr. BRUMM] resides, a package of oleomargarine 
took first prize offered for “butter” at the Pennsylvania State 
fair [laughter]; an award almost worthy of that early ernor 
of Pennsylvania who used to complain of the people of Connect- 
icut because they were,selling his people on made out of 
basswood i of the genuine sassafras. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARDY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania was a judge 
of butter at that time. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have no doubt of it, or at least I have no 
doubt that he would have approved the award of the committee, 


N 

Mr, = MM. That is not saying anything against oleomar- 
garine, though. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I undertake to say that 
this world in which we live will not go on permanently under a 
system like that. It will not go on forever coffee i 
delicately molded ont of blue mud. [Laughter.] It will not 
goon buying tea that has been 88 commingled with the 

ied leaves of the forest. (Laughter. | t will not go on drink- 
ing wine that has been manuf: in a cellar without the 
intervention of grapes, nor those other and more penetratin, 
beverages that have entered into partnership with such a fa 
assortment of explosive chemicals as to greatly facilitate the de- 
scent of our fellow-citizens, as the old negro preacher ressed 
it, down the lubricated steeps to the opaque profundity of 
tion. [Great tegen : 

Oh, but says the eman from Tennessee, this is a matter for 
the States. Well, that is partly true. I admit that it is a matter 
for the States, and right y the States are grapplir with 
the question. But, Mr. Chairman, it is a matter for this House 
also; and wherever Congress can get a legal hold on it, it comes 
within the jurisdiction of the tatives of the United States. 
I have great respect for the doctrine of State jurisdiction, though 
so far as the old-fashioned doctrine of State nan isconcerned, 
gentleman from Tennessee onght to know that thirty years ago 
that doctrine was so disabled by a collision with the United States 
of America that in 1886, on this very question, even the lowl 
American cow was able to kick it into a cocked hat. [Laughter. 
That was on the oleomargarine bill. Fortunately for the public 
health, every principle upon which this bill stands has been already 
justified at the bar of our highest court. There is not one of those 
1 ispute. The business of man- 
ufacturing filled cheese is a fraud. I do not mean to say that the 
manufacturers are all guilty of fraud 
= ag — —_ ARDS bill is mo for the purpo pot taxa- 

on for revenue, or the purpose pressing this usiness? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Iam now eng: 1 im telli 


fe in telling the tleman 
speak | the three things that this bill is for, and before 1 9 


and the House will understand them perfectly. I do not say that 
all the manufacturers in the present stage of the industry are 
guilty of fraud. I will not even go so far as to say that all the 
wholesalers habitually perpetrate a fraud. But I do say that the 
evidence is sufficient to show that the business itself is a fraud, 
and for one I am here for the purpose of looking a little to the 
rights of the man who orders Iowa full cream cheese” and is 
furnished by the wholesale dealer with a spurious and inferior 
article. Iam here looking to the rights of the citizens of this 
country who go into a store for the p of buying cheese and 
take home with them an objectionable admixture of skimmed 
milk and soap grease. ter.] 

Iam speaking here for the victims of the American boarding- 


1896. 


house system who eat cheese for the purpose of promoting the 


digestion of pie, and then have to take another pie in order to | ter, 


Mite AA ie T Anges me lar oe 
i unders i ion thoroughly. e dairy com- 
missioner of my own State, Mr. W. K. Boardman, has been espe- 
cially vigilant in the investigation of this question, and I will 
read an extract from his letter received this day indorsing this 
bill and urging the friends of American agriculture to stand by 
it in exposing the commercial fraud known as filled cheese”: 


You will be per a great service to the of Iowa by champion- 
this bill when it is before the House for final action. Ihave this day re- 


ved from the chemist of the 9 station of the Iowa ultural 
coner a report of two analyses of samples of cheese which was being sold 
in city. The cheese that these samples represent was pw from 


Chicago parties by wholesalers here as full cream cheese. The sample of 
one of the cheeses was branded on the outside in red letters.“ Wisconsin full 
gream.“ Bothsamples are pronounced filled cheese by the chemist. Follow- 
TES the words used by e chemist for the analysis of the cheese marked 
“Wisconsin full cream": From the above result I would say that this 
sample of cheese was made from milk having its content of butter fat almost 


entirely removed and penne, by an of the nature of lard. It is, 
in other words, a filled cheese.“ 


I give you this information in order to show no matter how closely this busi- 
ness is watched the dealers at Chicago will, through d tion and other 
means, get their fraudulent goods before the ge With 
the bill now before Congress enacted into a law, branding 5 
of such cheese would at once make known its true character, and no jobber or 
retailer could then be deceived. 

That is the fraud, which has become bold and naked in the com- 
merce of this country, which this bill, by the process of taxation 
the only jurisdiction we have in the matter, aims to identify and 
thereby in some degree seeks to arrest. 

So far as the licenses and penalties provided by the bill are con- 
cerned, nobody need be troubled about them. They are barely 
sufficient to induce the trade to keep clear of the fraud. 

But somebody says here that the real object of this bill is not 
to raise revenue, nor even to identify a fraudulent article of com- 
merce, but to protect the interests of the American dairy against 
a new business which injuriously competes with the old one. 
And that enables me to speak very briefly (for I have only six 
minutes left) of the final reason that leads me to give my hearty 
su pon to this bill. : 

T e morbid researches of modern chi have been able to 
do some very curious things. = have substituted a cheap veg- 
etable oil for the old-fashioned pork fat and putit upon the Amer- 
ican market under the label of prime steam lard,” and at the 
same time they have taken the animal fats out of milk and substi- 
tuted neutral animal oils and made two products, one of which 
for the sake of its color they call butter,“ and the other for the 
sake of its shape they call ‘‘cheese.” gher] Now, butter 
has had friends enough in the past to take care of it and protect 
it by law with more or less success. The law has been a little 
more slow in coming to the protection of cheese—probably be- 
cause many varieties of cheese have been thought able to take care 
of themselves. [Laughter.] It would seem, for example, that 
limburger cheese, now safely domesticated in the district from 
which my friend SAvERHERING comes, is endowed by nature with 
means of defense that require very little assistance an act of 
Congress. [Laughter.] 

It is not necessary for me to deny on this floor that the possible 
effect of this bill will be to give an advantage to American agri- 
culture. The bill is not objectionable to me on that account. On 
the con every 3 student of human affairs teaches us 

ture is the basis of civilization itself, and that no pos- 
perity can exist in this world under conditions that do 
not yield to the cultivation of the soil a fair return. So that if a 
new business, begotten in the laboratory of the chemist, by false 
tenses, threatens to narrow the opportunities of the American 
‘arm by occupying its market place at home or by destroying its 
reputation abroad, as my friend from Minnesota indicated, and 
the law comes in and levies a tax on that new business, it does 
not alarm me that the tax may operate in some measure, at least, 
to promote the welfare of the most ancient and honorable occupa- 
tion of the human race. [Applause.] 

One-half the American people live on the farm; and nearly all 
the rest of them that are worth mentioning were born there. 
1 The general welfare, to provide for which our insti- 

tions were established, requires that the food-producing mil- 
lions should be secure in their pursuits; nor should any adroit 
imposition, however backed by money, be allowed to take from 
the farm any portion of its legitimate earnings. Oh, but,” says 
one, this business which you are condemning and corre | 
of has s= x taken the butter fat out of milk and substitu 
lard; therefore this is a fight between the cow and the hog.” 
Now, I happen to represent a State that is first in the production 
of swine and first in the production of improved milk Kine „ and I 
feel authorized for one to say that the American hog does not ask 
my friend from Tennessee, who has already, for the sake of cotton- 
seed oil, helped to drive him out of the | business—does not 
ask him to repair the injustice by trying to stick his nose into the 
butter and cheese business, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Weask you to keep yours out of it. [Laugh- 


3851 


. DOLLIVER. Iwas making no reference to my friend’s 
nose; but the law, for the protection of the public, proposes to put 
its nose in because the integrity of the business concerns the 
American people. I say, give American cow a fair chance. 
She has been the faithful servant of man. She landed with our 
ancestors at Plymouth Rock [laughter]; and, tied behind the old 
weather-beaten emigrant wagon, she has marched, with the house- 
hold goods of the pioneers who have taken possession of this con- 
tinent, from ocean toocean. [Applause.] She has increased and 
multiplied and Seg paras e earth, until to-day the industries 
which she has e possible contribute annually to the wealth of 
the world more money than the t combinations of modern 
capital—more than iron and steel, more than lumber and coal, 
more than cotton and wheat, more than all the looms of New 
England, more than all the mysterious riches of gold and of silver. 
Yet there are men in this House whom I have heard to-day sneer- 
ing at this bill who spend most of their time trying to get protec- 
tion for some insignificant local enterprise or “ talking thro 
their hats” in the silver debate. [Laughter.] I say, give the 
American cow a fair chance! For myself, I am in favor, Mr. 
Bromo, of her monopoly—a monopoly that God gave her—in the 
: Nr. BU Af. Then N ee mh the production of 

8 8 en you ought to encourage uction o 
her cheese rather than cut it down. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is one monopoly that I am in favor of. 
Andif every manin this House whoin the days of his boyhood gotu 
at daylight to feed the cows and stayed up after dark in order to mi 
them; if every man who has churned actual cream witha reliable 
right churn and has watched with a boy's enthusiasm the old-fash- 
ioned process of making cheese in the days of its honor and repute. 
will stand by this bill, we will drive from the American barny 
the horde of counterfeiters and cheats at common law and keep them 
out ‘‘till the cows come home.” [Long-continued applause. ] 

Mr. OGDEN. The gentleman has astonished both the boy and 
the cow by the enthusiasm he has invoked over this measure. 

The time for general debate having expired, the Clerk proceeded 
to read the bill by paragraphs for debate and amendment under 
the five-minute rule. 

The following was read: 

SEC. 3. That special taxes are imposed as follows: 

Manufacturers of filled cheese shall pay. $400 for each and every 8 
annum. Every i in firm, or corporation who manufactures filled cheese 
fa alod choose shali pa $20 per sam’ very peram; firin oF Corporatia 
who sells or offers tone pAr filled cheese in the ga ginal manufacturer's pack- 
ages for resale, or to retail dealersas hereinafter defined, shall be deemed a 
wholesale dealer in filled cheese. Butany manufacturer of filled cheese who 

ven the required bond and paid the uired special tax, and who sells 
only filled cheese of his own production, at the place of manufacture, in the 
origina packages, to which the iar G eek ap pene are affixed, shall not be 
Se ee ee special tax of a wholesale dealer in filled cheese on account 

Mr. CANNON. May J ask, Mr. Chairman, if that is considered 
a paragraph, or if the entire section must be read before amend- 
ments are offered? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is only one of the paragraphs of the 


section. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it proper to offer an amendment here, or 
to wait until the entire ph is read? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think we should go to the end of the 


section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that this paragraph is 
open to amendment now. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move, in line 2, on page 
8, to strike out ‘400 ” and insert 50.“ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We can not understand the amendment of 
the gentleman here. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not yet been reported from the desk. 

Mr. CANNON. I offer that amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, a great man tlemen 
have retired from the Hall under the impression that no votes 
will be taken on this bill this afternoon, a suggestion having been 
made to that effect, and therefore, pending the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HULL reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the bill H. R. 8008, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

REPRINT OF BILL. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the print of this bill (H. R. 
8008) both in the House and Senate was exhausted on yesterday, 
and by an oversight I failed to ask for a reprint. Inasmuch as it 
is now o to amendment, I ask for a reprint of the bill and the 
report , which is very brief. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HENDRICK. LI object. 
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Mr. BRUMM. I hope the 
more the bill is distributed and read the less support it will have. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A number of gentlemen have asked that 
the bill be reprinted 

Mr. HENDRICK. Very well, I will withdraw the objection. 

So, there being no further objection, the reprint was ordered. 


tleman will not do that. The 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
oint resolution were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
the Speaker as follows: 
A bill (S. 125) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadel- 
phia, Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


55 bill (S. 205) granting a pension to Mary O. H. Stoneman—to 


e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 298) ting an increase of pension to William W. 
Tumblin, of ord County, Fla.—to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. ‘ 
A bill (S. 400) 8 to Johnson Hays to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 504) to increase the pension of Edmund Woog to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 511) granting a pension to P. F. Castleman, of Ore- 
gon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 574) granting a pension to Caroline A. Slocum—to 
me ons on Inyalid Pensions. 55 

ill (8. granting a pension ara R. gers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 613) granting an increase of pension to Henry Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 706) for the relief of Eugenia Wood—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 714) granting a pension to Benjamin Franklin Dow- 
ell, of Oregon, for services with the Oregon Volunteers in the 
years 1853, 1854, 1855, and 1856—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 725) granting a pension to Anna C. Garber—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 787) granting a pension to James Richardson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S.830) granting a pension to Mary Allard, widow of 
John Allard, formerly of Company E, Seventh Connecticut Vol- 
unteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 856) granting an increase of pension to Philip T. 
Greely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 890) granting an increase of pension to John N. Lan- 
don—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1036) granting a pension to Rebecca E, Kutz—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1127) granting an increase of pension to Russell R. 
King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1139) granting an increase of pension to A. S. Louder- 
milk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1148) granting apension to Celesthia A. Whitney—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1356) to increase the pene of Elizabeth L. Larrabee, 
widow of Col. C. H. Larrabee, late of the Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment of Wisconsin Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

A bill (S. 1414) granting a ion to Emma Brough Gerard— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1602) ting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane L. 
Fagg, widow of Col. John A. Fagg—to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

A bill (S. 1635) granting an increase of pension to James Byrne 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1636) ting a pension to John G. B. Masters—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1665) granting a pension to Rita Stine—to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
pension to Sam P. Barbee—to the 


A bill (S. 1684) granting a 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1694) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H. 
Stahel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1787) granting a pension to James G. Hartzell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1809) ting a pension to Joshua Parker—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1817) granting an increase of pension to Caleb M. 
Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1949) granting an additional pension to Capt. Brad- 
bury W. Hight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2035) granting a pension to Julia D. Richardson—to 
4 Ui . 845) . to Harriet R. Matlack to 

z gran a pension et R. — 

the Committee on invalid Pensions, 


A bill (8. 2055) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, Christine 
C. Barnard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2200) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2216) 5 an increase of pension to Elizabeth M. 
Stevenson, of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (S. 2220) to increase the pension of Ellen C. Abbott, widow 
of Byt. Brig. Gen. Joseph C. Abbott—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2223) granting a pension to Riley W. Pierce—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2238) granting an increase of pension to Simeon Ste- 
vens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2255) granting a pension to Lorenzo Meserth—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2353) ting a pension to Delia Gilman—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 2456) granting a pension to Oliver P. Gooding—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 2578) ting a pension to Andrew M. Callaham—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2557) granting a pension to Sarah E. Boyd—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 2635) granting a pension to Caroline Watkins—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 125) directing the Secretary of War to 
transmit an estimate of the cost of the improvement by the Gen- 
eral Government of the Clatskanie River, Oregon—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
ie ea u when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6996) to authorize the construction of a wagon and 
foot bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or near the city of 
Columbia, Ala.; 

A bill (H. R. 5161) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture fòr the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897; and 

A bill (H. R. 5672) to grant torai companies in Indian Ter- 
ritory additional powers to secure depot grounds, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Manon, for three days, on account of sickness in family. 
To Mr. Lawson, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota, for ten days, on account of 

important business, 
o Mr. BISHOP, for one week, on account of important business, 


JOHN R. BIGELOW. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7436) for the relief of the 
estate of John R. Bigelow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to y to Eunice P. Bigelow, administratrix of the 
estate of John R. Par, eceased, out of auy money in the arsy not 
otherwise oropa , the sum of $284.66 as rent of a tract of land, with the 
buildin; ereon, known as Clermont, in Fairfax County. Va., 3 miles 
from Alexandria, as found and set forth by the Court of ims in its find- 


ings of fact reported in House Haneous ent No. 19, Fifty-second 
Con „second session, and that this sum be paid to her in full satisfaction 


of all claims against the United States on account of the purchase of the 
Clermont property in July, 1864, by John R. low and Westel Willoughby, 
and its subsequent occupation by the United 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will explain the bill in a few brief moments, if 
the House will give its attention. 

John R. Bigelow, now deceased, whose estate is the claimant 
here, was enlisted as a surgeon in the Union Army. In the year 
1864 he bought some land which was condemned by the United 
States Government as belonging to a man who was then in the 
Confederate service. He bought the land under condemnation 
proceedings, for which he paid the sum of $1,900. He supposed 
that he was getting a title in fee simple to the property, but it 
turned out wards that under the law the Government could 
only confiscate the life estate of the man, and he dying soon after 
the war, Mr. Bigelow was unable to occupy the property for a 
longer period than some three or four years. Immediately after 
the purchase op the 25 y 7 Uni e Som anen oo 

on and occupi It for e of a smallpox 1 . 
PeThis claim was referred, I thinks wierd the e the 
Court of Claims; and the findings of the court are precisely as I 
have stated. They found that the estate was entitled to receive 
only the rent for the use of the property for the time the Govern- 
ment occupied it at the rate of $20 per month, which they say was a 
reasonable rental, although it is very much less than the claimant 
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says it ought to have been rented for. The estate loses alto- 
gether the $1,900 which was paid into the Treasury; and all that 
is derived from this rental is the small sum of $284, which is the 
amount of the rent of the premises as a smallpox hospital for the 
time the Government occupied it. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 
What time was this property occupied by the Union forces? 

Mr. PAYNE. The ae shows that it was occupied at the 

rate of $20 a month for about fourteen months, 

Mr. COX. But what time; in what year? 

Mr. PAYNE. From early in 1864. 

Pot COX. Then the occupation by the Government began in 
1 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Was the occupation before or after the death 
of the owner whose interest had been confiscated by the Govern- 
ment on account of treason? 

Mr. PAYNE. It was before the death of the owner. It was 
occupied immediately after the sale by the Government, which 
took possession of it for a hospital. The party by whose death it 
reverted back to the estate lived only three or four years; but the 
occupation by the Government was for the period of time I have 
mentioned and was befere the death of the party. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is to say, the Government occupied the 
property petoro the death of the owner, whose interest had been 
con 

nae PAYNE. Yes; it was occupied by the Government as a 

x hospital for fourteen months at the rental fixed—$20 a 
pe: —and was occupied during the lifetime of the party whose 
property was confiscated 

McMILLIN. What I am trying to get at is—— 

Mr. PAYNE. During the lifetime of the party whose estate 
was confiscated. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is the important question, Because if 
it was after that it would be the Lad geek of the heirs. What I 
wish to ask is whether any portion of this was after the death of 
the original owner? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; it was all during his lifetime. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand the gentleman to state that 
this is a claim which has been found by the Court of Claims, 

Mr. PAYNE. Found by the Court of Claims. The findings 
are in the report. 

Mr. RI DSON. What reason is there for making an ex- 
ception in favor of this case when there are something like „000 
of similar cases that have been favorably decided by the Court of 
Claims and are now on the Calendar of this House? 

Mr. PAYNE. This is a small amount. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iknow, but there are a great many sim- 
ilar cases coming from my section of the country, and the gre 

te of all is something over $900,000, on which there have 
Favorable findings by the Court of Claims. Now, I want to eae 
why this case should be allowed, while the others should not be? 

. PAYNE. I will say to the gentleman that in the first place 

this party paid the Government $1,900 for this title which he re- 

from the Government in 1864, over thirty years ago. He 

is ia ont that money, and all he can get back i is this pittance of $284 

and a few cents. It seems to me that this is different from any 

other ‘claim, because it is a case where the party is out actual 

money 5 into the Treasury of the United States for this title 
whic 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The mtleman does not understand that 
there was any warranty of title in the case, of course? 

Mr. BRUMM. Where is this place located? Was it within the 
Union lines? We have a number of cases before my committee, 
and I should like to know abont that. 

Mr. PAYNE. The property was located in Alexandria, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
* of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

r. COX. Unless we can get some further explanation about 
this 9 do not want to be forced to the point of objecting, 
but I want to ask— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that there was no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. COX. No; I want to get at one poin 

The SPEAKER. The question is before the House for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. COX. As I understand the gentleman’s piotamenk, this 
property was confiscated? 

r. PAYNE. Yes. 
Mr. COX. And it was sold? 
Mr. PAYNE. By the Government. 


Mr. COX. Sold by the Government, and your party bought it 
and . money into the Treasury of the United States for the 
pro 


. PAYNE. Yes. 
Mr. COX. Now, did the rental under which you elaim occur 
after the sale or prior to the sale? 
Mr. PAYNE. . after the sale and before the party 


whose property was confiscated died. I want to say further that 
there was a litigation brought by the heir to the property. One 
French Forrest was the Rags whose 8 was confiscated, 
and his son, after the death of French H orrest, brought an action 
in ejectment, and that action was defended and afterwards 
affirmed, I think, by the Supreme Court, gsang mm from the 
remises. The 3 ve artar the sale and before the party 


1 wae so prope ny vas 
aun —.— ode nthe G Government got the use of the 

pr e sale 

spo YNE. Yes. 

Mr. COX. And this is a claim for the rental after the sale by 
the Government? 

Mr. PAYNE. Itis. 

The bill was order to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

JOHN WALLER. 


Mr. ODELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
aac consideration of the bill (H. R. 5253) to reimburse John 

alor, former pos pe endorse Monticello, N. Y., for moneys ex- 
pen in carrying the m 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, an That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized and to pay to John Waller, late postmaster at Monticello, N. Y. 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum o 
$800, to reimburse him for moneys expended in carrying the United States 
mails and for damages consequent therefrom. 


Pit a PARER Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bi 
oc McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, let us have the 
rt read to see what the foundation of this claim is. 
he report (by Mr. BRUMM) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill . . R. 5253) to 


reimburse John Waller, former postmaster at Monticello, N. for mone 
8 in carrying the mails, have carefully considered the same, an 

repii in all respects similar to the present bill was introđuced into the 
Forty-eighth Congress, and was refe: to the Committeeon Claims, and by 
that committee reported favorably. Your committee hy the report of 
oe. committee and recommend that the bill do pass. report is as fol- 
ows: 


“The committee find that the said John Waller was, during the months of 


February, March, April, and May, in the year 1575, the postmaster at Monti- 
cello, in the county of 3 Lud Sta State of New za and at that time 
Monticello was at the head of the railroad route, and th 


mails were received 
via the Port Jervis and Monticello Railroad and via the Mi Midland Railroad 
at Fallsburg Station. 

The committee further find that during the months aforesaid the said 
railroads were compelled at various times to abandon their service as car- 
riers of the mail, on account of snow obstructions, which prevented running 
of trains. stoppage was a serious embarrassment to the business inter- 
poset of Monticello and the surrounding country. The post-office at Monti- 
cello became choked with the aoe of adjoining towns. To give relief the 
3 employed O'Neil & Co., who were running passenger slei 

ween Monticello and Liberty, in said county, and between Monticello and 
Middletown, in the adjoining county of Orange, to perform the os 
service of Sarrying the mails, and thereupon reported the facts to the — 
nt Postmaster. General. 


8 apres i prs goatee service the postmaster relied upon 
tion Regulations of sagt Pose Office 7 1 . . which 
had been furnished him for his guidance in 


2 “Whenever any contractor fails to commence the service stipulated in 
his contract, or abandons the same, it is the duty of the postmaster at the 
head of the 2 to employ temporary service at the lowest rate possible; 

e facts to the Assistant 


atel report th Second Postmaster-General 

a 

Tie postmaster followed these es wet pri The railroads were the 
. 3 


contractors. . abandoned the service, an 
pora service and made report of the facts ea required 
en O'Neil & Co., the temporary contractors, made out their bill and 
demanded payment of the Second Assistant Postmaster-Ge General, it was re- 
fused on the ground that there were no funds 8 to the payment of 
ereupon they brought suit against Waller and recovered judg- 
and pe. was competed to pay, and actually did pay on the 
e sum o 
“In addition to this, the — . .. has paid, in part. and 8 ob- 
tions to the amount of E his co fees and costs ànd necessary 
disbursements in defending sa 


“Your committee is of o inion that the claim is a just and meritorious one, 
re therefore reports the bill back favorably, with a recommendation that 
pass.” 


STATE or New YORK, 
County of Sullivan, age Be . ss: 
ig hie says that during the months 
1875, he was postmaster at Monticello, 
and that mails were received 5 the Port Jervis and Monticello Railroad, 
and via the Midland Railroad at Station. 

That caring the months named heavy falls of snow in this section of coun- 
try blockaded said railroads, and ae great quantities of mail matter accu- 
mulated at the ther says that ia the 

Deponent further says in the rules and 1 furnished him for 
— . there was a certain provision known as section 259, 

was as follows: 

Wa SEO. 259. Whenever any contractor fails to commence the 5 
lated in his contract, or abandons the same, it is the ¢ the duty of the pos 
a Eager palin gb be route to employ temporary service at . 
sible, ee report the facts to the Second Assistant P. General im- 


ent further says that, believing 3 F 


of the mails which accumula‘ d. 
relying upon the eee ee a e, 
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who were running ie 2 e Monticello and Liberty, in said 
county, and between M. dietown, in the county of 
Orange, to perform the 528 5 of there- 
after reported the facts to Second 
That paon Sne the completion of such service the said O'Neil & Co. made out 
General, and pay o Assistant Postmaster- 
8 emanded, but refused. 
thereupan t the said O'Neil & co. sued this deponent for said services 
3 77 ware 


dudgmoen and this pte deponas was compelled to pay, and ac- 
tually did pay, on the 20th of March, 1883, $426.25. 
That no part of the money thus paid has ever been refunded to him. 


JOHN WALLER. 

Sworn to before me this 21st day of March 1854. 

PETER E. PALER, Notary Public. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. COX. There is quite a number of these claims that have 
come out of the Committee on Claims. One is just about as meri- 
torious as another. As there is a question about that sort of leg- 
islation in a special bill, [ think the bills ought to take the regular 
order; and I object to the present consideration of this bill. 


JOHN R. BIGELOW. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the bill that I asked the attention 
of the House to was a House bill, and there was a Senate bill 

which I desire to have substituted for it. 

The SPEAKER. The House bill that was at the request 
of the gentleman from New York was the House bill instead of 
the Senate bill. If there be no objection, the Senate bill can be 
substituted for the House bill. 


Mr. Mc . Are they exactly the same? 
Mr. PAYNE. They are. 
The SPEAKER. Chair hears no objection. 


The bill is as follows: 


A bill (S. 100) for the relief of the estate of John R. Bigelow. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereb: 
authorized and directed to pay to Eunice P. Bigelow, adminiatratrix of the 
estate of John R. Bigelow, deceased, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise riated, the sum of 10 1 5 K land with the 
buildin: in Fairfax County, V a., 3 miles from 
Alexan as fou Claims in its of 


fact pin in 


‘ohn R. Bigalow 4 
and morg * su ment occupation by the United 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was according] 
read the third time, and passed. 4 


REV. EDWIN WARRINER. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of this bill, It will take but a minute. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 505) for the relief of Edwin Warriner. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place the name of Edwin Warriner on the of the 
First Battalion Connecticut Cavalry Volunteers as chaplain, and to recog 

nize him af v= that tion in the service of the United States 


from the Ist December, „the date of his co: — — the 12th 
day ee tice ga the date of the acceptance of his i by the gov- 
ernor 0 8 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, it will take but a minute to state the 
object of this bill to the House. This gentleman is a leading 
Methodist in my district. He pao as chaplain for 
nearly three years in the First Battalion of Connecticut Cavalry. 
That regiment was organized into two battalions, and he served 
with the First Battalion. He was paid for his services by the 
State of Connecticut during all that time, but the regimental or- 
ganization was not completed until about two months before his 
resignation, and „ he never was mustered. Iwill not 
detain the House by reading this report, but will | only read the last 
gens tee is sufficient: 

one, and the reasons why he was not mustered into the 
MEAN erg thet Pa Wl Bietan — 9 — not ye er — claim ae 9 — 
who had — — ee valuable service in the ie peA H and danger. 

There is no question of money involved in the case; there is no 
claim for a pension or back pay about it. It is simply for the cor- 
rection of an honorable reco; 

Mr. LOUD. Who said that? s 

2 Sey Y ni toa ce unanimous report from the Committee 


nen LO 8 t is the committee's report. 

Mr. MoMILLIN, Let the report be 

The report 5 0 (Mr. FENTON) was read, as follows: 

Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


The Committee 
505) for the relief of Rey. Edwin Warriner, sap had the same un con- 
sideration, and report it back to the House with the recommendation that it 


fel agen ore S sang never eee 
the committee. are as —— FA NA, 
5 5 Edwin W. 


arriner was tthe son Seen 
Volunteers — the We mitten oF 4 this Si te (Gomnectiont ) by Gov- 
San Ww A. Buckingham December ipl: aed mortal nc mach cause 


12th of March, 1864, when be andere his resignsth ‘hich was accepted, 
and he was honorably AANA 
Mr. Warriner 


was never * into 2 ‘service of the United States for 
the reason that there was no for a chaplain of 1 
ent not havin, 


, 1895. 
Mr. Warriner was paid his salary as chaplain by the State of Connecticut 
during tent f e of ais Bante, whlch ny te refunded to tothe S tate 
of Connecticut by the 1 tends to prove that the 


United States re the validite of ee the 9 appointment, and 
service of the claimant. 


The service of Mr. Warriner as further substan: 
(afterwards General) Blakeslee — is fart t William T Ook oe 
mit affidavits upon that point and testify to his fidate and efticient service. 
The case isa n one, and the reasons why he was not mustered into the 
service of the United States ought not to prejudice his claim nor prevent the 
Government of the United States from doing an act of simple Na to ono 
who had rendered his country valuable service in the hour of trial and and danger 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it seems that this party has 
already been paid by the State of Connecticut and that State has 
been reimbursed by the Government a the United States. Now, 
what is the object of this 

Mr. HILL. It is simply this: This gentleman has served as a 
member of the Union Veterans and also in the Grand 
Army of the Republic, and he finds to-day, much to his surprise 
that he was never mu into the United States service, an 
that he has no 2 1 a membership in those organizations. 

Mr. McoMILL Where was hisa regiment? 

Mr. HILL. His eae was organized into two battalions, 
and his service was t about three months of his three 
years, with the First Battalion, before the regimental organiza- 
tion was complete. 

. MCMILLIN. Where was he en ? 

Mr. HILL. He was with the First Battalion of Cavalry Vol- 
unteers of Connecticut, and served with them. Thisis simply to 
correct his record, and carries no money whatever, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a panse.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. HILL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CONDEMNED CANNON AND CANNON BALLS FOR L. W. COOPER 
POST, GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, OF LATHROP, MO. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


passage of a little bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair .thinks that probably there is 
hardly time to p ass another bill. 
Mr. DOCKERY. There are two minutes, and it will take but 

a minute if nobody objects. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill Ot} R. z D da doiak eing opo conden 8 cannon and cannon balls to Grand 
Army Post, Department of Missouri, No. Si, 
of yr Aaien — 

Be it enacted, etc., That the of the 


Navy be, and he is purely, 
ost, Department 


D Lathrop, Mo., one con- 
‘hat the same can spared 
— thab ae aise is hereby incurred by 


authorized and directed to deliver to L. W. Coo 
— 5 No. 81, of the Grand peng the ae Repub 
demned cannon and five cannon balls: 
without detriment to 
the Government. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] e Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and d. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. Executive Document No. 346, being a letter 
from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, tra transmitting acopy 
of the findings filed by the court in the cases of Hannah S. Crane, 
Mary Ives Crocker, Kate Mary Dillon, and James 8. Boyd against 
The United States, should have been referred to the Committee on 
Claims instead of the Committee on War Claims, and without 
objection the change will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER, Inaccordance with the rules the House is now 
in recess until 8 o’clock this evening, and the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. PAYNE] will please act as Speaker. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock) the House took a recess until 8 
o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 p. m., 
and was called to order by Mr. PAYNE as ——— pro tempore, 
who directed the Clerk to teat the special order 

The order was read, as follows: 


The T m. take a recess until 8 o loc 
at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal of politi 
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said evening scaon not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and D minuiea e 


JONATHAN SCOTT. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the ght ot the eee rie and he is hereby. 

authorized and directed to 1 $72 per 
Month, eee 4 and a limitat —＋ of the pension ia name 
of Jonathan Oswego, Kans., late of Company M, ment 
Iowa Vatuntoss Ca Cavalr 

The bill was 


On motion 1 r. Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed Was laid on the table. 


J. S. COCHENOUR. 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. S. „a week ago I gave notice that I de- | f 
sired to call up the VVV 
have considered by e e PAD GA 

The bill eee as follows: 

Be it enacted. * the Secreta 
authorized and directed fo place on ect to the provi- 
r ion Jaws the mammo Fate Gochenone, ita 
ca) „ 
„ per month. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have the report in 
8 

Mr. WOOD. Let it be read, Mr. Speaker. It is very brief. 

Tho report by (Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


itn the Interior roll, eubject to th he is hereby. 


John S. Cochenour was enrolled December 
lieutenant of Company H, Sixtieth Illinois Volunteers, February 
e er 1sek inthe pattie of choro, Ga, his left 3 

ones was 
off, mans le 10 inches from 


oi rda in the goed Office a 
aud deci that Ste 40 
and is eae heat 
a portion of the time. 

Fe pa ow contina So sie ted sal hes been TAVR OF 456 Ae ice nantir aix 
D He has heretof: been confined to bis bed, and the 


Zo early as May 25,180 his i 
As early as May 25, 1 
pacitated for mauual 


and his 
with his advancing years. 


be worse, than better, 
last i peop et, May al. 1 31, 1883, is- 
closed that the end of the teod.” 


eee 
on account of his wound December 14, shoe from 


The committee have examined the affidavits now on file in the Pension Of- 
fice of the * ring Dh physicians: Z. D. French, J. H. Hundley, H. A. Lemen. 
M. D. Foster, in addition to the re of the medical 
arts a arii ae the follo la have also been examined 


eee Srv a git Wert. 6 $a 
Calvin U. F Ide alee What of roy Cc. TTT 


t entirely incapacitated for the performance 
; Peclutel 5 
him is absolu necessary. e witnesses have personal knowledge 
oF his con dition. and onder the the — — are unable to 
age ps ve. erty the evidence of a layman is not as accurate and valuable as 


of a physician. 
There is no 9 but that month is insufficient for applicant's 
and w unless 


$20 per 
TTT 
tho strictly construed. He requires frequent though not 
F another 

view of all the facts and the t record of this soldier the committee 
recommend the © passage of the bill with these amendments 


bill and title to “John 8. Cochenour,”” Hand 230 add te the end of bil iu Ben 
of the pension he is now receiving.” 


The amendments recommended in the last paragraph of the re- 


port were adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a 
ai ane and being engrossed, it was ly read the third 
e, an 
On motion of Mr. WOOD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. S , I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills 
on the Private Calendar under the special order. 

The 8 being taken on the motion of Mr. PICKLER, the 

9 re declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 
PERT I ask for a division. 

The Hows divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes none; so the 
motion was agreed to 

The Saag: accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar under the 
special order. The Clerk will report the first bill. 


SOLOMON HYAMS. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 2602) for the relief of Solomon Hyams. 

Be it enacted, etc., a PCT 
and directed to increase the of 80 


authorized 3 
Charleston, S. C., Indian war 3 LI F in yes fon of the 5 


sion now received by him, under certificate 
The report (by Mr, ELLIOTT of South Carolina) was read, as 
follows: 


TTT the bill (H. R. 2002) 
FFF 7 


the inole Indian w: 

On October 5, 1882, Ñe Biod an application at the Pension Bureau, d aes 
that while in said service he incurred from a fall in line of duty. 
7... 


claim was 
e however, he was granted the Baie 2 month pro- 
Taua or the he indian war service-pension act of 27, Stel snd ke nee a 


. T 

cident to that great age, he is suffering from hernia above mentioned. 
income, aside from the 

The facts are own by the 

n, S. C., and by the statements of 


e a emer arn ane to the aged and des- 
1 ee eee 
Fate in “in linea. ye provera lieu thereof the word 17. 
the rating at $20 per month. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I e 
league, Mr. ELLIOTT, to state that he is person: ly 5 
this his old man, who is 90 years old and in indigent pe ecu bad 
. e and tae DO sores of support 

tthe pension he is 1 I do not know him myself, 
but t is the statement which my colleague authorized me to 


The amendment recommended in the report was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY JANE LYNN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 483) 
for the relief of Mary Jane Lynn, daughter of John R. Lynn, a 
Revolutionary soldier. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 9 e to hm 
authorized and directed to place upon the 3 


Mr. McCLELLAN. F 
The report (by Mr. HALTERMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee El pme a x. 

a pension to Mary Jane Lynn, 
5 consideration, 3 25 10 le following 
Tenge now over 78 years of 


was born in Unio: nion County. Pa. No ko Festi Aa 
Lynn. 


onel Moylan regiment of 8 

^g 

the 5 resided at the tines of his F Fee 
LOEO IOA: 


lating money therefor, 


granted a 
ng dated April 6, 148. 
to survive him a 
her mother until her 


t ciroums 


1854. 
eee e icant, is a maiden lady and is in in — 


as a seamstress. 5 
t to a 


er are shown in papers 


on file at the Pension Bureau, and ng t evidence was given you. com- 


mittee as to the age, eee ag pendence of the beneficiary. 
several ‘or the 


There are preceden: 3 
of the 8 necessitous — ons amd, nthe that 
55 in the 3 be tpg 9 to — The passage of 


is therefore recommend 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I notice that the report in as 
case says that there are several precedents for such legislation. 
would like to ask the chairman of the Committee on Pensions 4. 
he can cite any of those precedents? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. There are several precedents, not only 
in this Congress, but in the Fifty-third. The precedent that has 
been established by the committee and by Congress as to the amount 
of pension is $12 a month, and the Committee on Pensions have 
adhered strictly to it. This case comes within the line of the 
precedents referred to in thereport. The facts have been proven 
to the satisfaction of the committee. 

Mr. TALBERT. This strikes me as a very exceptional case. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it.do pass, 


ro ey 
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MICHAEL PETTIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8007) granting an increase of pension to Michael Pettis, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ee gene a That ae 8 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


. 2 ~~ agen the 8 of Michael 5 
‘oun: Rifles, re service, who performed conspicuous service e 
war with Her to $30 per — 

The report (by Mr. Harpy) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3007) 
granting an increase of on to Michael S. Pettit, have considered the 


same, and respectfully 1 as follows: 
The claimant, Michael S. Pettit, was a private in Company F, First United 
rved from August 25, to April 11, 1848, in 
the war with Mexico. 


States Mounted Rifles, and se: 
On January 23, 1883, he filed an application at the Pension Bureau declarin, 
s — 8 December 13, 1847, he fell trom 


that at Chapulte; near the ue. of Me: 

a scaling ladder and broke his foot, and at the same time a shell exploded 
near his head. g tympanum of tho right ear, entirely destroying 
the hearing of the ear. 


ing total inability to perform manual 
has elapsed since the service was rendered he has f: 
appl required to complete the application, and no allowance of the disability 


application has ever n made. 
r the of the Mexican war service-pension act of January 29, 
1887, Mr. Pettit made yee thereunder and was allowed the pension o 
r month provided by that act. Since then the pension has been increased 
112 per month under the act of January 5, 1893, because of the claimant's 
destitution and inability to earn a support by manual labor. 
Mr. Pettit is now about 74 years old, without property of any kind, and an 
inmate of the Soldiers’ Home at Marion, Ind. statement concerning his 
services and the reasons for asking the increased allowance provided by the 


bill are as follows: 
SOLDIERS’ Home, Marion, Ind., December 8, 1395. 


DEAR SIR: In the latter part of the last Congress there was a bill intro- 
duced by Mr. McNagny in my behalf, ting me an increase of pension. I 
will state the facts in my case as briefly as I can: 

In 1846 I enlisted in the First Regimen’ of Mounted Rifle Regulars, under 
Persever F. Smith as colonel and John C. Fremont as lieutenant-colonel, and 
served all through the war with Mexico. I was in every engagement from 
Cruz to the capture of the City of Mexico. I served as pioneer for 
Company E at the storming of Cha: pec; was with the sto: ng party at 
that time; lost one shoe, and ££ my foot cut with rg 5 tied it up and 
still kept with our regiment. tween the castle and the Belen Greety Gate, 
while we were going from one arch to another, and when near the gate, a 
shell burst close to where I was standing in one of the arches and the con- 
cussion bursted the tympanum of my right ear, and totally destroyed my 
hearing in that ear. Ist — 2 with my company, and on the morning of 
the lith of pap ber, 1847, helped place our flag over the capitol. After we 
had been in the city some time my foot and leg became y inflamed, my 
ear ran corruption constantly, and I became so bad that I was forced to be 
sent to the hospital, where I remained until discharged on April 12,1848. At 
that time our company (E) was disbanded, and while I was in the hospital I 
was transferred to og song A and disc from Company F. 

We had but a short time before got a new surgeon, Newton by name, and 
our captain pune away at home, and I myself not thinking an: about 
pensions at that time, and being anxious to get away on the next wagon train, 
paid no attention to the advice of our surgeon in chief, who told me at 
the time that I was entitled toa pension. Now, the facts are these: I have 
been deaf in my right ear from that time, and I have been lame fromthe day 
I was discharged, and I received it all in the line of duty. There was nota 
stouter or more healthy man in the b as all who knew me would tes- 
tify. Through neglect I never app! fora pension until a short time before 
the bill iving the Mexican veterans $8 per month at 62 years of ago, 
Out of the number who were with the colors on the 14th of September, 1847, 
there are only two living, as far as I can ascertain, myself and Jacob Tourga. 
Captain Roberts. of the Rifles,“ was in command of the colors on that day. 
He died in scm meng be a few years ago. 

Now, Isu that all of the papers that I signed at the time I got m n- 
sion are on file in the Pension Department, and the testimony there will ow 
that I have stated facts. d but 1 00 01 Hat 

Martin had a copy of my discharge, not know w 
he has done with it. 

Iam at this time an inmate of our grand Home here, and it could be almost 
a paradise for the “ vets” if they would make it so—sheltered from storms 
and rain, e comfort provided by a teful country that is denied to 
thousands, as fax as I am concerned, if it were not for y ties at home, 
I could be content; but one that has always been surrounded with a happy 
family can not be happy away from them. 

Now, if it is just and right for me to_be granted an eee ar Daci Da 
so that I can spend the few re days with loved ones at home it is al i 
ask. Iam now nearly 74 years old, and I am certain that I have been entitled 
to a pension ever since I was disc Re ek 

I need not say one word in regard to the Rifle Regiment. Every reader of 
history knows its record, and as for the fact in re; to planting the first 
flag over the Capitol, see Scott's Official Report, or ch's History of the 
War with Mexico. 

I ue not ask anything, even now, had it not been for adversity un- 
avo: e. 

Now, if it is possible to help me I will be W and I am very 

for what I already receive. If I should be allowed a small increase 


thankful 
it would not be for long. 

I enlisted at Ind. Spear Tipton was first lieutenant. There 
is not a prominent b ess man in sport but will testify to 8 
character—such men as Judge Chase, Judge McConnell, Baldwin & Nelson, 
Murdock, or any old resident there. 8 

Lam, very respectfully, yours, truly, 


MICHAEL S. PETTIT. 
First Regiment United States Mounted Rifles. 
Hon. C. W. STEELE. 
P. S.—Senator DAVID TuRPTE ought to do all he can for me, as he is an old 
aintance; used to live in the same town. 
do not know if you are a kinsman of Uncle Charley Steele, of Wabash, or 
not, but if you are, I have a right to call him uncle, as he was uncle to my 
wife. Colonel Butler was her grandfather. 


Many of the material facts set forth in the foregoi 


statement are fully 
shown by the papers on file at the Pension Bureau, and the claimant's repu- 
tation for truthfulness and reliability is fully vouched for by Hon. William 
D. Ow of state, and by other prominent citizens of Indiana. 

recommended, with an amendment 
and substituting therefor the wora 
name, and by changing the 


bill respectfu l]; 
5 out the word “thirty,” in line 
“twenty,” so as to fix the rate of pension at $20 per month; also amend 

© initial S.“ to claimant's Christian 
of his surname to “ Pettit.” 
The amendments recommended in the last paragraph of the 
rt were adopted, 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. HELEN MORRELL CARROLL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 730) 
e increase of pension to Mrs. Helen Morrell Carroll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Te 


Be it enac: etc., That the Secret. of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen Morrell 
Carroll, widow of Samuel §; Carroll, late a major-general in the United 
Sead oi Army, at the rate a month, in lieu of the pension she is now 
receiving. 


_Mr. ERDMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MILES) was read, as follows: 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 730) 
granting a pension to Helen Morrell Carroll, have carefully examined the 
same, and, adopting the accompanying Senate report (No. 53) as their own, 
respectfully recommend its passage. 
[Senate Report No. 53, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 790) granting 
a pension to Helen Morrell Carroll, have examined the same, and report: 
A similar bill was introduced in the Fifty-third , referred to the 
8 on Pensions, examined, reported favorably, and passed the 
nate. 
The facts are as follows: 


Mrs. Carroll is the widow of the late Maj. Gen. Samuel 8 Carroll. She 
is now drawing a pension of $30 permonth. She is in feeble lth and with- 
out property. General Carroll's military record is one of conspicuous merit. 


Entering the service in 1856, he punea great renown, in the late 
civil war, as will appear from the appended statement from Lis military 
service furnished by the War Department. He was promoted to or for 
gallant and meritorious services in the battle of Chancellorsville; to lieuten- 
ant-colonel for gallant and meritoriousservice in the battle of Gettysburg; to 
colonel for gallant and meritorious service in the battle of the Wilderness; to 
— SeSe for gallant and meritorious service in the battle of oes l- 
2 Ay to major-general for gallant and meritorious service in the fli 
uring the war. 

The record is one of great brilliancy, and your committee are of opinion 
bared heed the widow to a much higher rate of pension than she is now 
receiving. 

Your committee recommend, therefore, the passage of the bill. 


Wan DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, > 

Washington, December 22, 1894. 
Statement of the military service of the late Gen. S. S. Carroll, of the United 

Vlafes Army, compiled from the records of this . 

Cadet United States Military Academy, July 1, 1852, to July 1, 1856; was 
uated and appointed brevet second lieutenant, Ninth Infantry, July 1, 
856; promoted to second lieutenant, Tenth Infantry, October 1, 1556; pro- 
A 25, 5 captain, November i, 1861; com- 
‘antry, mber 7, ; commissioned 


1869. 
Brevetted or United States Army Ma 8 for gallant and meritori- 
5 N e, Va., lieutenant-colonel July 3, 
or. 


colonel y 5, 1864, for 

pus aortico in te baie of Spottapivamiay Ve major do 

ous service in the 2 o! ai 0 ne; 
ri — . — the field during or- 


une 9, 1857; en route to and in Utah to July 8. cog ha 


; commanding regiment, Eighth Ohio 
irginia to Ma’ 2 a bri- 
862; and was in the 
June 9, 1862; battle 

idan, August 14, 
BO; commanding 
of the Potomac (on sick leave uy 24 to August 5, 1863) to 


Va., May 2 to 4, 1863; Getty 8 

s e, Va., y 2to H 81 8 uly 

3, 1863; Bristow Station, Va., October 1863; Wilderness, Va., May 5 and 6, 

1864, and Spottsylvania, Va., May 9 to 13, 1864, where he was twice wounded. 

He was absent on account of wounds to December 6, 1864; he was on duty in 

the Department of the East and Washington, D. C., to February 21, 1865; com- 

manding De; ent of West ‘ia to March 8, 1865; 3 Secon 

Division of t 5 to April 2, 1865, and the Fourth Provisional Di- 
m, Army of the mandoah, and First Di C $ 

on duty at Camp Stoneman, District of Columbia, and awai orders to 

August 14, 1865; comman: the district of northeast V. 

cen Virginia to J ar 

cruiting service to April 1 1 

1868; on twen 


DAN tof Washington So 
; on duty as 
— Division of Atlantic, to March 19, 1588. and awaiting orders and 


1896. 
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He was exam- 


undergoing examination before a retiring board to June, 1869. 


g 
ined by a retiring board at New York City, June 1, 1869, and the board found 
his case as follows: 


in 

“That Byt. Maj. Gen. S. S. Carroll, lieutenant-colonel, United States In- 
fantry, is incapacitated for active service, and that said incapacity results 
from wounds received in battle, while commanding two bi es of from 15 
to 17 regiments in the battle of Spotsylvania, Va., May 13, 1 and the board 
recommend that he be retired in conformity with the thirty-second section 
of the act of July 28. 1866.” 

General Carroll was therefore retired from active service June 9, 1869, 
with the full rank of major-general, being the rank of the command held by 

when wounded. He died January 28, 1893. 
J. C. GILMORE, 


G 
Assistant Adjutant- General. 


Mr. TALBERT. I think, sir, that we should stop a while and 
discuss the merits of this pro d legislation. There has been no 
objection raised to a einge bill out of, I believe, four that we have 
passed which appear to be meritorious. But when we strike this 
case we can see that the purport of the bill is to discriminate in 
favor of the widow of a major-general. Sheis already under the 
law, and according to the regulations and rating of the law, draw- 
ing $30 a month. This bill proposes to give her in addition $45, 
making her pension 875 a month, when the very first bill we 

to-night, providing for that gallant old soldier, Captain 
ochenour, who was proven to be a gallant soldier, grants him 
only $50 a month. 
ow, you propose to give the widow of this or-general $75 
a month for no other reason on the face of the earth than that she 
was the widow of a major-general. I submit, Mr. Chairman, 
that that is not a sufficient reason why this woman’s pension 
should be raised from 830 to $75 a month. I submit there is not 
a man in this House to-night who will get up here and claim that 
there is sufficient evidence in this case for thus increasing this 
widow's pension. If so, let him speak out, or forever hold his 
peace. o doubt her husband was a gallant soldier. He served 
in two wars, and his memory should be revered. I t him 
for what he did for his country. He was a grand and gallant 
man. But there are to-day, all over this Union, thousands of 
widows of as gallant men as this major-general ever could have 
been, and yet those widows are drawing only eight, ten, or twelve 
dollars a month. I submit it is not just to those women and their 
departed husbands, lying to-day in the cold and silent grave, to 
makethis unjust discrimination in favor of the widow of a major- 
general. It is wrong in every sense of the word. 

There may be precedents for this bill, but if so they are based 
on exceptional cases—cases where there were distinguished serv- 
ices on the part of the wife as well as the husband. If I mistake 
not, the very next bill which we shall reach is one proposing to 
increase the pension of the widow of General Doubleday, she hay- 
ing actually taken her gun and gone forth to perform the service 
of a soldier. That is an exceptional case. There may be some 
reason in such an exceptional and distinguished case for grant- 
ing an exceptional pension, but this is cnly an exception to the 


e 
In this case there is a long report, the statements of which, of 


course, I do not undertake to deny. No doubt the report is truth- 
ful in stating the gallant services of this man in the Mexican war 
and in the“ late unpleasantness.” Ido not deny those statements. 


Yet I say there is an insufficiency of evidence to justify raising 
his pension from $30 to $75 a month. 

Tap to the distinguished chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions [Mr. PicKLER] to come to my aid to-night and to 
show his faith by his works. He has stood on this floor and urged 
the claims of the private soldiers and their widows; he has stood 
up for their rights as against the rights of major-generals and 
others. I do not think he can sit here to-night and complacently 
vote $75 a month to a widow for no other reason than that she 
is the widow of an officer. If he does he will depart from his 
assertions. 

It will be borne in mind that there is, if I am correctly informed, 
no rating above that of a lieutenant-colonel. The general law 
makes no provision for any higher pension than to the widow of 
a lieutenant-colonel at the rate of a month, the same pension 
which the officer himself would receive; and that possibly is just 
and right. But, sir, I submit that when you propose to increase 
a pension of this kind, without any testimony except that the 
applicant’s husband was a gallant officer, it is not just toward 
the thousands of widows of soldiers who were just as true and just 
as brave as this general and who suffered privation away down 
at their homes throngh many dreary days and nights alone. 

Now, one word as to the way in which cases are presented in 
these reports. I wish to send to the desk to be read a letter which 
I received some time ago from a gallant soldier in regard to a pen- 
sion already . This letter shows the misrepresentations 
upon which reports may be made. It is a letter written to mein 
regard to the pensioning of Mollie Crandall. I would have had 
it read on a previous Friday evening if I could have obtained the 
. when the bill to which it refers was under considera- 

m. This letter is written by an old soldier who knew Captain 


XXVIII— 242 


— 


Crandall. I desire the letter read in my time, and I ask that the 
Honse give it attention, for although it does not bear directly upon 
the pending case it shows that misrepresentations sometimes find 
their way into the reports of committees, that our committees 
may be imposed upon by misrepresentation, and upon such incor- 
rect information they sometimes bring forward their reports, Let 
the Clerk read. : 
The Clerk read as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 30, 1896. 

DEAR SIR: If you care to continue opposition to the granting of an increase 
of pension to Mollie Crandall, widow of the late Capt Clark Crandall. when 
final action is to be had by the House, I beg to suggest that you call the atten- 
tion of the two members who came to your assi ce on-the evening of the 
20th instant to what I have to claim for Captain Crandall, and reasons why I 
object to the kind of excuses given why the captain did not apply fora - 
sion under the general law, and fifty others of his comrades one knew 
as well and intimately as did the three or four who were called upon to, and 
did, 1 7 as printed in the report of the committee. As one of his personal 
intimate friends, I protest Ss go any record being made, under any pretext 
or for any purpose, that will reflect to the discredit of the good name for in- 
8 an intelligence he bore among his comrades and all others who knew 


One certifies that he knew of his physical condition and advised him to 
apply for a pension. This advice was not taken by the captain, for he was a 
pension attorney, familiar with the pension laws, and knew that he could not 
support a claim for a pension under the law in force at the time the advice 
was given to apply. “Poor and in distress “at that time, it is true, and 
proud,“ he a no claim, or he would have been pensioned, as he was 
entitled, at S0 per month. I claim for him and the good name he left that it 
was because he was an honorable man, well knowing that under the law he 
was not entitled, and never for one moment did he harbor the thought of 
applying and supporting the claim by false testimony. 

other certifies to the frequent talks he had with the captain and how he 
related his experiences and attributed all the ills he paltered: to his army life. 
This would make Captain Crandall a Har 


N to do so, when the facts 
are he applied under June act of 1890, and was at the time in receipt of $1,440 
per year as an employee of the Senate. Mr. Crandall was an honest mam 
and I object to any record eg ate that will prove him to have been 
otherwise. I for him that he 1 for pension and it was granted 
him under June, 1890, act, because he knew it was justly dus him, and in do- 
ing so he did not represent that he was starving, neither was it ne 


for him to have done so. If it was, then the cap lied. But he was nota 


Har. and I again object to the record as now made up. Give the widow $20 
if you wi ut not at the expense of the good name of my deceased friend 
and co! o. 


J. B. BURKE. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, that letter speaks for itself. I 
have no comment to make upon it. I only want to say that the 
widows of the common soldiers suffered privations, poverty, and 
want during the war, and are suffering in the same way now, 
while the widows of officers were living “in clover” and having 
a fine time. 

Mr. Chairman, I will ask this House to agree that this bill be 
laid aside with an unfavorable report. Let this widow remain 
just where she is, drawing a pension of 830 a month. I move that 
the bill be laid aside with an unfavorable recommendation. I 
hope there will be no objection to this motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question Shall the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation?” takes precedence of the mo- 
tion of the sareman from South Carolina. 

Mr. TALBERT. I insist, Mr. Chairman, that I have offered 
an amendment to that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understood; but the question 
on laying the bill aside with a favorable recommendation takes 
precedence of the gentleman’s motion. 

Mr. TALBERT. You consider the principal motion before you 
do the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes, in cases of this kind. 

Mr. TALBERT. That is strange parliamentarylaw; but, how- 
ever, go ahead with your rat killing. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Pending this question, I 
move to strike out 875“ and insert 850.“ 


The CHAI The question is on agreeing to the motion 
pee gentleman from New 8 to amend che bill as stated 
y him. 


Mr. ERDMAN. In the absence of the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. MILES] who reported the bill, and as there seems te 
be some opposition to it and no one here to defend it, being a Sen- 
ate bill, Lask that it be passed over, not to lose its place on the 
Calendar. until Mr. MILES returns. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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MES, MARY DOUBLEDAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1203) 
ting an increase eee to Mary Doubleday, widow of Byt. 
1 Abner Doubleday. 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the ae ip 7 subject to the provisions 
and 1 of the pension Jaws, the name of Mary ubleday, widow of 

bner er Doubleday, a and PAPET her a pension of $100 per month, in lieu 


* oy Mr. e was read, as follows: 
The Committee mole pen Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1203) 
m to Mary E from the report of 

ty- “third Congress th: wing, which they adopt 
under this bill is the widow of Byt. a aoe ere 

vanced in life, is in feeble healt: 

not tosecure with fl the amount pro- 
We find that after General è 


insurance company failed, and that Ai last tours 
the fear — his widow would come to wan 
of the notable services of her Bader . in behalf 


F 
an an 
sisted in maintaining disciplina and good order; 
was 


it 4 ag San oi 
lieving the guards and in k watch of the approach 


the ve unanimously decided to 
recommend the increase 5 — blind wed 
.. nee ase earnestly recom- 
3 services merit 8 e e 
Congress. gu tion should be accorded in this case, especially 
ae te pe advanced age, physical infirmities, end epaian — E 


Your therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. ERDMAN. As this would seem to come within the line of 
„ from Pennsylvania who 
introduced the bill say a to it. 
Mr. DALZELL. I have no onto te to occupy the time of the 
unless there be some objection. I prefer that we have 
a vote. 


The CHAIRMAN. riba ven canal EME ne ae Nene a 
with favorable recommendation? 

The motion was agreed to 

The bill was accordingly laid aside to be reported to the House 


favorably. 
JOSEPHINE FOOTE FAIRFAX. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8112) 8 a pension to Josephine Foote Fairfax. 
ill was ES That as follows: 


and 2 hine Foote 
widow of the late Rear-Admiral ill Fairfa, of the United 
States Navy, at the rate of $100 per wore e 


ae report (by Mr. a Pen was read, as follows: 
oto Fairfax was 5 the 99 4 — R. 


fully wing amen 
Inline 8, strike out one hundred“ and insert 
[Senate Report No. %48, Fifty fourth Congress 5 
The whom was referred 5 bill K Bane grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Josephine Foote vb Ba o same 
under consideration, and submit the following sic 
The applicant is the widow of the late Rear-A miral Donald McNeil Fair- 
United States Navy, and the daughter of Rear-Admiral Andrew 
Hull ies» Both 18 officers served wit and their 
Rear- N Pontot a born in Connecticu ptember od a 1806. He was 
ason of United States Senator S. A. Foote, of that 
as a midshipman in-1822, he saw active service almost ttamediately under the the 
elder od od paths pone cn ee © piratical haunts in the West In 
came lieutenan 
During the years 1549, . while in command of the Perry, he did 
effective service in the sup ression of the African slave trade. e com- 
Plymouth in in 1856, protec ene feed open y ih 1 
ing hostilities between Great Britain and China, * he 
An tea attack orts, 


ton Ri being refused, 
papi ne outbreak of the war of the reellen he was 


of was 
1863, he was selected to succeed 
mt in command of. ihe eet_off Charleston, but while on his way to 
he died in New_York, June 26, 105 
À Fairfax was born in Virginia 10, 1821, and 2 ted 
midshi, abe rl sal as Ppa During the Mexican war he served 
. part in the ca) of Mazatean and Lower 


Mason 
was directed in person by Lieutenant Fairfax, a most 


An May 108, ba are Setened £0 command fha- Cagegs, to Admi- 
ral Farragut, off New Orleans. In January, 1863, he was o: North to 
command the monitor Nantucket. Boston was after - 


wards transferred to the Montauk, and 


th, 
and the present bill e ee here can 
not bo a more worthy case „ accordance with so many 
In an affidavit filed with the committee by Mrs. Fairfax she states that 
“her husband died on the 10th ae of TORET 0 7 — Ke 8 or sup- 
port for her. She has herself an to maintain. 
2 is without means to . 
rely inadequate for mea 
8 ae are also test: 


ree unmarried 
2 a small — — 2 own, en- 


C tee recommend the passage of the 


Mr, TALBERT. This bill was also reported by the gentleman 
from argui y whois absent. I ask that this also be passed over 
without u. 

Mr, Pil I think this bill ought to pass. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection 5 gen- 
tleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

This bill passed the Senato attics thé report by the House com- 
mittee was ordered; and therefore I move now to substitute the 
Senate bill for the House bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is this bill identical with the House bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. Ido not know whether it is identical in lan- 
guage or not. It is the same amount. 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair has some doubt whether it is 
proper to entertain the motion. 
. TALBERT, I submit that it is out of order in Committee 
of the Whole. It must be done in the House if it is done at all. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks the point of order is well 


Mr. PICKLER. I do not know why it would be ont of order to 
substitute the Senate bill for the House bill, the committee having 
authorized it to be done. The bills are identical, and the commit- 
tee recommend that the Senate bill as a substitute. 

The Senate bill has been before the committee, and the House 
committee has ordered the bill substituted, which I did not state 
in the first place, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the bill on the Calendar? 

Mr. PICKLER. I suppose 80; it ought to be. 

The CHAIRMAN. If it is on the Calendar it can be taken up 
out of its order and the substitution made, 

Mr. PICKLER. That was the action of the committee when 
the House bill was reported from the committee. This bill came 
from the Senate, and Mr. MILES, a member of the committee, was 
directed to substitute that for the House bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the 
gentleman from South Dakota. The gentleman unanimous 
consent to substitute the Senate bill for the House bill under con- 
sideration. Is there objection? 

Mr. TALBERT. I object. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I move that it be substituted for the 
House bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point of order against that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the bill is not on the 
Calendar, and is of opinion that it is not com t to entertain 
the motion of the gentleman from South Dako 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I join in the request of the gentleman 
ge ‘South Carolina that the bill be passed over withont losing 

pax on the Calendar. 
e CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

5 WOODMAN. I object. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I notice that 
the committee in this case approves the bill with an amendment 
to strike out one hundred” and insert ‘‘ fifty’; so as to make it 
read 850 a month.” 

I wish the Committee on Invalid Pensions, or some member of 
the committee, would explain why the widow of Rear-Admiral 
Fairfax should have a pension of $50 a month and the widow of 
Gen. Abner Doubleday have $100 a month; and pending that 

co og egrets I SEP ERN the floor for the purpose of 8 it. 
Mr. Chairman, there is no such record, in my 
Pewee A ey country, and I doubt whether there ever will be 
again, as that made by the widow of Gen. Abner Doubleday dur- 
ing the late war. Not only was her husband a soldier throughout 
his life, and not only did ie render very gallant and meritorious 
services, but his widow was with him in the Florida war, with 
him at Fort Sumter, with him for years and years in the active 
service; and I call the man’s attention to the fact that the 
rt shows that at Fort Sumter she took her place with the 
She herself was a soldier, Mr, 


r 
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Chairman, and the committee thought she was entitled to some 
consideration on that account. 

1 ey, say, Mr. Chairman, while I am on my feet, that I am not 
so much in favor of these large pensions for the widows of gen- 
erals as some other members of this House are, I believe that 
rank should be respected; it always is respected in law; but I do 
not believe in as great a difference as appears occasionally between 
what a general’s widow should receive and what the widow of a 
private should receive. There are some of these bills reported at 
a higher figure than I individually should have recommended; but 
the majority of the committee recommend these bills and we pre- 
sent them to the House. Now, as far as the comparison made by 
the gentleman is concerned, I have only to say that I think $50 is 
a large pension, as a general thing, for the widow of anybody, and 
I think that $50 is ample in this case before us, of the widow of 
Admiral Fairfax. While I would not detract from the service 
of Admiral Fairfax one iota, I do say that there is no other case 
like that of Mrs. Doubleday and her husband. That is the differ- 
ence, and that is the view taken by the committee. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, it is not my 
disposition to detract or attempt to detract in the slightest degree 
from the well-earned reputation of Major-General Doubleday. He 
Was as worthy an officer as one could expect any country to have 
in its service, and I did not oppose pensioning his widow at the 
unusual rate of 8100 a month; but it seems to me that there should 
be some rule of practice, some rule of procedure in the matter of 
these pensions. If one widow is entitled to $100 a month, I know 
no reason why the widow of an officer having equal rank should 
not receive the same. z 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It certainly is not competent 
for the chairman of the committee, or for any member of the com- 
mittee, to undervalue the services of Rear- i airfax. He 
served his country away back in the twenties, in the suppression 
of the African slave trade. He was very instrumental in the cap- 
ture and holding of California, that grand territory, in behalf of 
the Government which he represented. 

Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Wait one moment. He was 
the man who first raised the flag in Southern California at Monte- 
rey, and when the time came for him to serve his country in the 
war of the rebellion he served it as faithfully as his opportuni 
and capacity would permit. I had no personal acquaintance wit 
him and have none with his widow, but I honor the record which 
he made as a naval officer, and Istand here to ask that this House 
shall give to his widow like consideration with that which it gives 
to other widows. : 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. One moment. The gentle- 
man from South Carolina asked me to yield to him, and I will 
yield to him first and then to the tleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. TALBERT. I only wan to get information from the 

mtleman that I could not get from the Chair. What are you 
fatkin 1 1 What is the motion? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Iam talking about the gen- 
eral propriety of passing this bill, and I presume the gentleman 
from South Carolina recognizes that as a sufficient subject for dis- 
cussion here to-night. 

Mr. TALBERT. Which bill? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, The billin favor of the widow 
of Rear-Admiral Fairfax. 

Mr. TALBERT. We had agreed to pass that over. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It has not been agreed to do 
that. That is where you are mistaken. 

Mr. TALBERT. Then Iam mistaken, and I stand corrected. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let us find out who is objecting tolaying this 
bill aside. I thought it was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman sitting im- 
mediately in front of me [Mr. Woopman] objected. 

Mr. TALBERT. I myself asked that the bill be laid aside. I 
should not object to my own motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. What I want to ask the tleman from New 
Hampshire is whether he wants to give this widow more than 
850 a month? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Iam not in favor of any of 
these large pensions—— 

Mr. PICKLER. The committee have cut this amount down. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But when the committee 
have cut down one and asa the other, I want the committee 
to find some level ground upon which it can stand in all cases 
and then let us determine whether this House will stand by and 
sustain the committee upon that grading of pensions which they 
may recommend. 
et: x PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield fur- 

T 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes, 


tleman the reason 


Mr. PICKLER. Ihave tried to give the 
which actuated the committee. Mrs. Doubleday was a soldier 
herself, in the thick of the danger with her husband, and the com- 
mittee thought that any woman who displayed such bravery as 
that was entitled to the pension which her husband would have 
been entitled to, and he would have had this under the law. [Ay 


plause.] That is the reason we did it. If the gentleman 
that a woman who withstands the shock of battle and is in the 
thick of the conflict is not entitled to any credit for that, then he 
disagrees with the committee; but he ought to have made his ob- 
jection when that bill was before the House. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, if the gentle- 
man from South Dakota will assert that Mrs. Fairfax was not with 
her husband in California and that she did not bear some of the 
rigors of that spa press when that grand territory was annexed to 


the United States I shall be glad to have him say so. 
Mr. PICKLER. I do not want to try toprovea negative. Ido 
not know anything about that. The only thing I do know is that 


Mrs. Doubleday did what we have alleged. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But it is unfair to institute 
a comparison like this, and not be willing to assert the facts that 
make the comparison. 

In order to test this matter, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the word“ and insert the words one hundred” in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New Hampshire to the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee, by striking out fifty and inserting 
‘tone hundred.” 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I was a member of 
the committee that had this question under consideration, and the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mites] who had charge of this 
bill agreed to $50 per month, stating that the widow was satisfied, 
surrounded as she was, that she could be made comfortable with 
a pension of $50 a month. It was considered, I believe, the same 
day as the other case which has been spoken of. It was satisfac- 
tory to the widow and satisfac 
mittee that we should report the bill. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. WOODARD. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. The gentleman from New Hampshire, 


Mr. Chairman—— 
utleman from Utah is recognized. 
an— 

Boi ALLEN of Utah. Ithink there is only one gentleman from 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Utah was recognized. 
Mr. ALLEN of Utah. © gentleman from New Hampshire, 

with his usual desire to consume the time of this committee, has 

overlooked the fact that in the case of the widow of General 

Doubleday there was poverty, according to the report, and that 

in this case the report states that Mrs. Fairfax has some property 

of her own. That is one difference, which is a vital one, in the 

two cases. [Cries of Vote!“ 3 
Mr. B R of New Hampshire. . Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The question was taken; and the amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment 
recommended by the committee. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I should not 
have claimed the attention of the committee again had it not been 
for the gratuitous assertion of my friend from Utah. I have 
rest a attempted to consume the time of this committee or of 
this House. I have endeavored sometimes to enforce upon this 
committee as best I might convictions which I honestly entertain 
in regard to legislation pending before the committee. Now, I 
wish this committee to fully understand the question as. submit- 
ted by the gentleman from Utah. It is that if a family of a high 
officer in the Army or Navy of this country shall, through their 
personal extravagance, when he hasreceived a salary greater than 
the salary of a member of Congress, and expended it from day to 
day, so when death comespenury enters their household, at the same 
time this Government shall pay a large pension to keep that widow 


and that family in affluence. 


If that is the proposition of the gentleman from Utah, I am happy 
to say J am not with him; and I do not believe that the people of 
this country will justify such legislation upon our part hereorupon 
the part of our successors. These highofficers of the Army or Navy 
receive salaries ranging from $4,000 to $6,000 a year, sbout four or 
six times that which the average citizen of the United States re- 
ceives. Of course I grant that their condition in life, the position 
which they are compensa to maintain, requires of them greater 
expenditures than the ordinary citizen; but for that vay reason 
the Government has given them an incr salary; and it is as 
much their duty to save something out of that salary for old age, 


to the members of the com- 
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for sickness, and distress as any other citizen of the United States; 
and it is a bad practice and an extremely bad precedent, in my 


opinion, for this House of Representatives to pensions here 
for $50, $75, or $100 per month to the widows of these officers and 
leave the widows of the veterans who carried the musket and pre- 
served this country in want and suffering for $8 a month. [Cries 
of Vote!” Vote! “] 

Gentlemen, if you are willing to go on record bestowing the 
gratuities of this Government at the rate of $100 a month, or $50 
a month even, in these cases and leave the poor soldier and the 
soldier’s widow, who is debarred by some technicality from re- 
ceiving any gratuity or pension at all, you are willing to do that 
which Iam not. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Chairman, I think that the assertion 
which I made has been proven by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire himself. The gentleman says that Mrs. Doubleday’s hus- 
band lived in affluence. That affluence“ consisted in a life of 
economy, and he invested his savings in a life-insurance policy and 
the company failed, and now the gentleman from New Ham shire 
implies that he squandered what the Government paid him for his 
services, The gentleman from New Hampshire, in discussing this 
subject, has the air of that class of men who, because they have 

stocks or because they own houses from which they derive 
income or because they are wealthy though the railroad stocks 
or bonds which they hold, look with intolerance upon those who 
in a different line of life have not been able to accumulate wealth 


to provide for their families; so when a man gives a lifetime of 
faithful service to his country, and when his widow comes here 
to ask for a pension because of theservices of her husband, that hus- 


band is held up to reproach before the people of this country for 
not having accumulated a competence for the support of his family. 
Mr. Chairman, I have not consumed the time of this committee 
upon these questions, but it seems to me that the time has come 
when ho do so ought to be asked to cease. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. May I ask the gentleman a 


question? [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 
The C MAN. The question is on the amendment proposed 
by the committee. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, for the same reason that I was 
ee to increasing the pension of the widow of General Car- 
roll, I oppose increasing the pension of the widow of Admiral 
Fairfax. The only reason given is that he was an officer, and I 
submit that that is not a sufficient reason. I agree with the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] that we ought to have 
some common ground 575 which we can stand in pensioning the 
widows of soldiers, and I suggest that that common ground is $30 
a month which the law gives them, and I would like to haye the 

ntlemen come upon that ground with me and let us all stand 
are Iam i pra to increasing the pension of this widow above 
830 a month. I shall oppose it to the last ditch in every honorable 
way that I can. I hope the bill will not be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, but if you are determined to recommend 
its Hrs A I shall demand that you doit by the vote of a quorum. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. But, Mr. Chairman, the motion, with 
which the gentleman from South Carolina agreed, was the motion 
of the gentleman from New Hampshire, that the pension should 
be increased in this case to $100 a month, and then the gentleman 
from New Hampshire gave very good reasons why we should 
agree with the report of the committee and keep it at $50 a month, 
and we are all in favor of that. 

Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman is only talking through his 
hat. [Laughter.] I favored no such amendment. Iam opposed 
to in ing it over $30. 

Mr. K of Iowa. Oh, no. The gentleman mistakes a mem- 
ber from the State of Iowa for a Representative from the State of 
South Carolina. [Laughter.] 


Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman persists in talking through 
his hat” although it isin the cloakroom. [Laughter. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I again ask unanimous consent 


that, in the absence of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. MILES], 
this bill be laid aside until his return without losing its place on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. POOLE. I object. 


The question being taken on the amendments recommended by 
es the irman declared that the ayes seemed to 
ve it. 


Mr. TALBERT. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—aycs 102, noes none; 
so the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill as amended 
be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass? 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman—— [Laughter and cries of 
„Vote!“ “Vote!”] 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman from South Carolina has already spoken twice 


upon this question, while he has no right to speak more than 
once. 

Mr. TALBERT. Ihave not spoken upon this bill at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina ig 

recognized. 
_ Mr. TALBERT. Now, if the gentleman from New York will 
just be quiet and sit down and let his hair grow [laughter] I will 
occupy only a very short space of the time of the committee. 
(Cries of !” “Good!” and laughter. | 

Mr, Chairman, gentlemen may laugh, 3 may hiss, but 
I for one propose to stand here in my place in this House and 
speak out, sir, against what I consider to be an outrage upon the 

ple of this country. I claim the right to advocate that which 

think is right and just and proper, and no groaning, or hissing, 

or laughing, or ‘ pints ” of order, or quarts of order will prevent 
me doing that which I claim is my right. Renate eer 

Gentlemen stand up here and plead the poverty of this widow 
and the poverty of that widow, the poverty of this man and the 

overty of that man, when that is not at the question that is 
fore us for consideration in these pension claims. The question 
in each case is the justice of the claim as it is presented here. 
Why, sir, all over this broad land, from one ocean to the other, 
from the Gulf to the Lakes, we have poor people, some of whom 
have hardly clothes to wear or food to eat; so if we intend to use 
this DoGy as a board of charity for all those people we shall have 
our hands full. Truly this is a great, a rich, a magnificent coun- 
try; and some one has suggested that itis asmall business, in view 
of the greatness and magnificence of this country of ours, to object 
to small pension claims. 

Sir, I know this is a great and gana country, the richest upon 
the face of God’s green earth. is is a country with 150,000 or 
160,000 miles of railroad, with great towns and cities springing up 
like mushrooms, with factories and great marts of e and other 
evidences of growth and prosperity. But, sir, go out into’ the 
interior among the masses of the people and you hear nothing but 
the harrowing song of hard times. There is a cry of distress 
among the people who pay a largo percentage of the money we 
are a FY Sage here in thi 1. It is that class of people that 
I stand here to represent. 

od Brn isa pre country, with all its wealthand power; but, 
Mr. Chairman, eath all this greatness and grandeur is the 
canker of a distressed and downtrodden and poverty-stricken peo- 
ple who are crying to Con for relief. You turna deaf ear to 
them. You pass your resolutionsabout Cuba and Venezuela; you 
pass a bill to stop prize fighting; you appropriate money for vari- 
ous objects; but you do nothing for that class of people who are 
the bone and sinew of this land and upon whose shoulders rests 
the support of this mighty Government of ours. 

When I think of the condition of these people I think it right 
to oppose the increase of the pension of a widow of a general from 
$30 to $50 a month for no other reason than that she is the widow 
ofa general. I raise my voice against such a proposition; I enter 
my protest. Isay that when gentlemen in the majority here pass 
such bills as these they do wrong, they outrage ee And, sir, 
I want to see the day come when this looting of the Treasury for 
pono p ses will be stopped—this electioneering with the 

reasury of the United States for votes, by voting away the money 
of the people here to undeserving pensioners. It is ahypocritical 
pretense of patriotism and love of the soldier, because many of 
you turn your backs upon the private soldier who smelt powder. 
who withstood the shot and the shell, and who bore the heat and 
burden of the day. This is done in the interest of the officers, 
many of whom were in bombproofs. Here is an effort to pension 
the widow of an officer. His life as an officer was a short one. 
For only a few days or months he was an officer. 

Now, you want to raise the pension of his widow from $30 to 
$50 a month. I sy to gentlemen on the other side who are in 
the majori here, do this thing if you will. Ican only protest; 
and you will find me steadily protesting against such proceedings, 
In passing such a bill, you do that which is wrong; you outrage 
justice; you insult the widows of the gallant’private soldiers who 

re the brunt of the battle, who bore the heat and burden of the 
day; and this wrong you are doing in the interests of the officers. 
You discriminate against the widows of men who endured toil 
and privation. If you want to do this, do it; but you shall do it 
after I have protested, after I have exhausted every honorable 
means to prevent your doing it. If you will doit, the responsi- 
bility rests on you, but I will take no part in such infamous plun- 
going of the public purse. [Applause and cries of “Vote!” 
“Vote!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation? 

The 8 being taken, there were—ayes 97, noes 1. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). There are 
123 members present—more than a quorum. The bill is laid aside 
to be . favorably to the House. 


TT ab eo oe eee 
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MRS. ELIZABETH RICHARDSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
8932) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Richardson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to cause to be placed upon the pension rolls of the 
United States the name of Elizabeth Richardson, mother of Robert F. Rich- 
ardson, late a private in Company A, in the Eighth Regiment of Missouri 
State Militia Cavalry, and who was killed during the war, and pay to hera 
pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The amendment reported by the committee, tostrike out $20” 
and insert $12,” was read. 
The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8982) arang a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Richardson, submit the following 


re : 

Hrs. Elizabeth Richardson, an old lady of 77 8 is the dependent mother 
of Robert F. Richardson, who was a private in Company A, Missouri State 
Militia Cavalry, a 5 which erwards became ee A of the 
Eighth Missouri State Militia Cavalry. He enlisted in December, 1861, toserve 
during the war in Missouri. He was admitted to the post hospital at Jeffer- 
son City, Mo., Ji ponya 1862, with measles, and returned to duty February 
23, 1882. February 28 he was reported on the company roll as absent on fur- 
lough, and on the muster-out roll of the 8 January 25, 1 the re- 
1 was made, was killed near Osceola, Mo., February 8, 1862, by guer- 


There is an vd ago Cocoa ap Ae the dates, but the testimony shows 
conclusively that the soldier was killed by guerrillas near Osceola while 
absent from the command on furlough. 

The case appeals strongly to the sense of right in almost every human 
breast. This soldier gave life for his country, not in battle, it is true, but 
inad rate encounter with those roving enemies of all government who 
infested that section of Missouri at the time. Im consequence of that loss, 
the mother is now on the ve of the grave and in want. 

Your committee, in view of the facts, beg to report favorably and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass, with the following amendment: 

trike out twenty in the last line and substitute “twelve.” 

Mr. McCLELLAN,. I wish to ask the gentleman who made this 
report whether this was one of the militia organizations of Mis- 
souri coming under par: ph 3, section 4693 of the Revised Stat- 
utes. Was it called out by the President, and did it act under the 
orders of the United States? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I wish to call the attention of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to the point made in this report on the sub- 
ject of line of duty. As the bill stands, I have no objection to 
voting this pension to this dependent mother if it is done on the 
ground (which I assume was the fact) that this man wasa gallant 
and brave soldier, But the report states that he was killed while 
in the line of duty—on an individual furlough, presumably—by 


errillas. 
geri CROWTHER. He was not on an individual furlough. He 
was on a furlough by order of the post commander and the officer 
in,charge of the post hospital at the time. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Still it was a furlough. 

Mr. CROWTHER. It was not an individual furlough.” 

Mr. MCCLELLAN. Then I correct my statement as to its being 
an individual furlough. 

Mr. CROWTHER. The soldier was in the line of duty. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. irman, every Secretary of the In- 
terior from the period of the war until 1889 held that a man was 
in the line of duty when he came under the terms of the opinion 
of Attorney-General Cushing, delivered May 17, 1855, that opin- 
ion holding that ‘‘ while in the performance of those things which 
the law requires of him as a military duty, the soldier is in the 
line of duty.” 

When the new Administration came in in 1889 the Assistant Sec- 
cretary of the Interior made a number of decisions overruling the 
previous practice of the Department and the decisions of the Sec- 
retaries who had gone before him. He held in one case that a 
man who had been hurt by the collapse of some seats in a circus 
was hurt in the line of duty. He held in another case that aman 
who was thrown from a horse which he was riding against the 
orders of his captain was in the line of du He held in another 
case that a man who, while returning to his command, stopped— 
against the orders of his captain—had supper, took some drinks, 
and then fell downstairs into a cellar and was injured—the 
Assistant Secretary held that this happened in the line of duty. 
When the present Administration came in various decisions of 
the last Administration were overruled; and in the case of James 
E. Harrison (7 Pension Decisions, 97, the decision being rendered 
December 22, 1893) the following was laid down as line of duty”: 

While in performance of those things which the law requires of him as a 
military duty, the soldier is in the line of duty. [Attorney-General Cush- 
ing’s decision, May, 1895. 

n cases involving the line of duty, the vital question is, Was it, the cause of 
disability, appurtenant to, dependent upon, or otherwise eventually connected 
with the claimant's duty as a soldier; or was the disability incurred while 
the soldier was acting in a personal matter independent of, or adverse to, his 
military duty? If the disability was incurred under the latter circum- 
stances the soldier would not be pensionable as one in line of duty. 

Now, according to this report, assuming that the purpose of 
this bill is to pension this lady because her son was ed in the 


line of duty, itis proposed in this case to revert back to the rule 
laid down by Assistant Secretary Busey, a rule which established 
not only a ridiculous but a dangerous precedent. The rule of the 


present Administration, on the con , has worked well and has 
been adopted by every Secretary, as I have shown, except in the 
last Administration, by Secretary Noble. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, in connection with this re- 
port and this bill, let me say that this is one of the most meritori- 
ous cases that has been considered by the committee during this 


session, and I care not what rules have been laid down by the 


Department to the contrary. 

Icare not what decisions have been laid down by the officials 
connected with the Bureau, this is the last court of resort for a 
case of this character. This is the place for the final adjudication 
of the question. This unfortunate soldier wasin the line of duty. 
His father—and this fact does not appear in the record, but the 
evidence is before the committee to sustain it—his father went to 
Jefferson City, obtained a furlough not only from the post com- 
mandant, but from the hospital authorities, and while taking his 
son home, who was sick with the measles and unable to perform 
military services at the time, both the father and son were mur- 
dered by the guerrillas who infested Missouri at that time in 
large numbers, and every support this poor woman had was com- 
pletely 15 50 5 out and destroyed. These are the facts. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, this is an exceedingly brief 
report, and I would like to have the gentleman who e it fur- 
ther explain the matter as to whether this mother was dependent 
on the son for support at that time. 

Mr. CROWT: Let me answer By snes that this remark- 
able administration of the Pension Office has decided that she 
was not arpendens on the son because the son was murdered first, 
when the Department has no authority for any such decision. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Now, I will have a word to say about this 
‘remarkable administration“ of which the gentleman speaks. 

Then, the gentleman has concealed the fact in the report that 
his claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. CROWT. Ofcourse; the bill could not have been here 
otherwise. 

Mr. ERDMAN. The report is flagrantly defective in failing to 
contain the facts which should be set forth, in order that the 
House may act intelligently. It is about on a par with what oc- 
curred in a coordinate branch of the Government on yesterday, 
where seyenty-odd cases in a very brief time—by the titles alone, 
I judge from the Recornp—were ed. 

r.PICKLER. They are in favor of pensions over there. That 
is the difference between them and the gentleman. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes, sir; they are, and the gentleman from 
South Dakota is. He is in favor of all kinds of pensions, with or 
without merit 

Mr. PICKLER. And you are not in favor of any. 

Mr. ERDMAN (continuing). And I say probably for votes, as 
the gentleman from South Carolina states. I can not conceive of 
any other panone than probably for the same reason that Indiana, 
Ohio, and Kansas are to-day full of pensioners, while my State. New 
York, and other States have had to stand back until doubtful States 
were properly taken care of. 

Mr. HARDY. Your State is not doubtful, and has had its pro- 
portion, 

Mr. ERDMAN. No, sir; not for the number of men she sent 
into the war. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. Your State is only doubtful for the 
3 

Mr. ERDMAN. When we get through with Ohio and Kansas 
and Indiana, when they give them their „share“ and pension all 
of these people, then perhaps we may expect something at this 
end of the line. 

Now, I was saying that in the coordinate branch of the Gov- 


ernment on 5 probablx 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Do not you know it to be true that 
there are thousands of old soldiers in Kansas not drawing pen- 
sions? If the gentleman does not know it and will examine the 
records he will find it to be true. z 

Let me say to him, further, that Kansas furnished more soldiers 
according to her population than any other State in the Union. 


[Applause.] s 

Mr. ERD. And the three States I have named have more 
pensioners on the roll in proportion to the soldiers furnished than 
any other State in the Union. 

. CROWTHER. And so it would have been with the State 
of Pennsylvania if certain gentlemen who are now opposing pen- 
sions had fore to the war, as they ought to. 

Mr. ERDMAN. The statement has been made before, in the 
Halls of Congress, and it was not contradicted, that it was done 
for political purposes. 
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Mr. HULICK. TI understood the gentleman to say that in Ohio 
and some other States so many soldiers were placed upon the 
pension rolls for political purposes. Do you mean to assert that 
again as true? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I mean to say the three States I have named 
have more soldiers on the rolls, as I have stated, and that I verily 
believe it was erent about for political purposes. 

Mr. HULICK. y question is, do you say that the roll has 
been increased and the soldiers of Ohio pensioned for political 
f 5 Do you assert that? 

. . HARDY. And the soldiers of Indiana? 

Mr.ERDMAN. I have said, and I say again, that the rolls show 
in the past for the three States that I have named such a propor- 
tion that I verily believe it was brought about for political pur- 
poses. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is old straw that has been thrashed out 


‘ore. 

Mr. LEWIS. How many soldiers have been put on the rolls for 
political oS peng by this Administration? 8 

Mr. ERD . This Administration is not engaged in that—— 

Mr. HARDY, I want to ask how many soldiers has this Ad- 
ministration cut off the ion rolls? [Applause.] 

Mr. ERDMAN. Well, if the tleman had eased longer in 
the Pension Bureau, he might per have answ the question 
himself. [Laughter.] Now, gentlemen, a coordinate branch of 
the Government yesterday passed some seventy-odd bills, putting 

the rolls pensioners at $20 a month, $100 a month, $75, $50, 
$80, $17, $25, $50, $40 — 
. CROWTHER. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. ERD . Yes, certainly. 

Mr. CROWTHER. What has that got to do with the present 


bill? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I will tell the gentleman before I get through 
what it has to do with it. Pensions were genni at $25 a month, 
$30 a month, $8 a month, $16 a month, $50 a month, $8 a month, 
8 $12, $12, $50, $75, $30, $100, $75, $40, $8, 825, $17, $50, $75, 820, $12, 

850, > $50, 830, $12, $50, 830, $15, $12, 830 

Mr. ELLIS. Is this an auction? 

Mr. ERDMAN (continuing). Seventy-two dollars, $30, $12, 
812. 830. 812 

Mr. HARDY. And a half. [Laughter.] 

Mr. 8 8 Twelve dollars, $50, $20, $17, 815. 
$40, 812, $12, $12, 850, 

A MEMBER, Going, going, gone. 5 

Mr. ERDMAN enty dollars, $17, 88, and six more cases 
where the dollars are not stated. 

A MEMBER. Last call. ; 

Mr. ERDMAN. Now, tlemen, is not that a record that we 
are likely to follow now? How do the soldiers who get $6, 88, 810, 
and $12 a month like that? What do they say to you? Do they 
say it is right? They tell me not. Do you say it is right? 

r. CROWTHER. Yes. 

Mr. ERDMAN. They are not saying that it is right 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman votes for the highest general's 

ions of any man on our committee, always? 


Mr. ERDMAN. I did; and the gentleman from Pe IVvania, 
who introduced the bill, i to tell the House why I re- 
ported that bill. 


Mr. PICKLER. Because I could not vote you down, for one. 
Mr. ERDMAN. And the gentleman, if he is in the House, I 
resume, will tell you why I reported that bill favorably. It is 
own to almost all, but I want to call your attention 
Mr. PICKLER. I was not talking about any particular bill. 
Now, if the gentleman will yield, is it not a fact, as the gentle- 


man e into that subject 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


Mr. ERDMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. 1 a fact N eee ree Hae Penn- 

lvania insists on pensions given for in our 
sibhae kei and inst my objection, too? Isit not a fact that 
the gentleman, who so frequently criticises this House, does that? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I want to say this—— 3 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. You have not answered the question 

t. ’ 
as ERDMAN. Iam in favor of doing justice to the officer as 
well as to the soldier, and I am in favor of doing justice to the 
‘widow as well as to the soldier, and to the orphan, too; and as to 
the large pensions that we have reported, a number of bills for 
officers above the rank of lieutenant-colonel, I say it is legitimate 
that we should report them, because the general law makes no 


distinction over and above the grade of lieutenant-colonel, and it 
is right and proper that we should, by private bills, take care of 
the rank and services of officers, : 

Now, gentlemen, what I complain of is that this report does not 


set forth sufficient facts for you to act a ce f on; and I say 
to you that it is the purpose of the commi of which I am a 
member to make these reports briefer and briefer—I want to call 
the attention of the House to it—and you demand more informa- 
tion, so that you may act intelligently and with reason upon these 
bills as they come up before you. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!”] 

The C . The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation, 

; CHARLOTTE WEIRER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2689) granting a pension to Charlotte Weirer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


and 
Antonio Weirer, late of Com: Second Regiment United States Artil- 
lery, and pay her a pension of $2: per month. 


The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill R. 
2689) to pension Charlotte Weirer, having considered the same, 
submit the following report: 


The evidence before the committee demonstrates that the claimant, Char- 


pre necessities; that she is wholly depen 
and has neither kith nor kin upon whom she can rely for assistance, and that 
she is required to have assistance most of the time. 

In view of these unfortunate surroundings and conditions, your committee 
are of the opinion that the bill should pasa: with tho following amendment: 

Strike out the word “twenty” and rt the word“ twelve“ and insert 
after the word month the words in lieu of all pension granted.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The apenas is, Shall the bill as amended, 
be laid aside with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, you will observe that this is a 
bill where we propose to take care of a necessitous widow. She 
is getting $8 a month, the same as all other widows get, but you 
intend to give her $12 because she is old, because she is dependent, 
and because she is suffering from senility. Does it not strike you 
as fair that you should take care of all and not single out one of 
them? Shall we adopt it as a rule that anyone who can get up 
here and establish her claim in this way shall be given $12 a 
month? If she is of a class that is entitled to more than $8 a 
month, she en to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Are you objecting to this old woman, who is 
70 years of age, getting $12 a month? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I am opposed to any 

Mr. PICKLER. Are you opposed to a helpless old woman of 
70 ing $12 a month? 

Mr. ERDMAN (continuing). Iam opposed to any woman who 
does not prove that she is entitled to more than all the others are 
paid getting any more. My judgment is they are not entitled to 
it. And does the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
say that we will lay down that as a rule hereafter? 

. PICKLER. Yes, sir; I would be willing to give every 
woman who has attained the age of 70 years, and who is the mother 
or widow of a good soldier and has nothing to live on, $12 a 


month. [Applause. 

Mr. ERA N i Why do you not introduce a bill to that effect? 

Mr. HARDY. Will you vote for it? 

. Why do you not introduce a bill to that effect 
yours 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. We have passed two bills for major-generals’ wid- 
ows, one at $75 and one at $100 a month. 

Mr. ERDMAN. One at $100 and one at $50. 

Mr. HULL. One rear-admiral's widow at $50, or a rear-admi- 
ral's daughter also at $50. Now, the ranks there were the same. 
I did not hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania raise = par- 
ticular objection to them on the ground that they were different 

of pension. Why does he not make a uniform pension 
for the widows of major-generals? 

Mr. ERDMAN. If I thought I could get a majority of this 
Honse to support it I would. 

Mr. HULL There is no doubt you could if you did not make 
it too high. 


Mr. ERDMAN. I want to say to the gentleman from Iowa that 
had the gentleman from Pennsylvania who introduced the bill for 
General Doubleday’s widow explained that bill, as he said he 
would, it would not be brought up in judgment against me every 
time I rise upon this floor. t lady was pensioned in herown 
right, and in the right of the memory of her husband. 
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Mr. HULL, I would like to ask the gentleman if it was neces- 
sary to have it explained, why did he not explain it. He had the 


floor. r 
Mr. ERDMAN. Iunderstood the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL] was going to explain it, or else I should have done 
80. [Cries of Vote!” Vote! 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
MRS. H. J. KIERNAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. H. J. Kiernan. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


authorized and directed 
d limi 


The report (by Mr. McCLELLAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
468) granting an . Mrs. H. J. Kiernan, 
ow of the late Gen. James L. Kiernan, in lieu of her present pension, beg 


leave to submit the following: 
Gen. James L. Kiernan was born in New York City in 1937, se e 
from the medical department of the University of New York in 4 
He entered the service as assistant surgeon of the Sixty-ninth New York 
Infantry. A few months 3 he was — — to the Fifth Ken- 
4 . He was a volunteer in First Missouri 


inj 
the town, which was entered by a detachment of the — ai CAV: He 
laid in bed, disabled and in in, but declined to be paroled. While in bed 
he overheard a conversation between a Confederate officer and a friend, the 
substance of which was that a large force of cavalry an was about 


you „where, 
across to Grand Gulf, a distance of 8 miles. The 


President Linc- 
written — of Generals sry ee Seel MePher- 


times, once through the lungs, and from that he suffered cs namia k and his 
death on November 27, 1869, was directly attributable to this woun 
The following is a copy of his recommendation for promotion as brigadier- 


general: 
“MILLIKENS BEND, LA., April 13, 1863. 
“The und ed officers of the United States Army would most respect- 
fully recomm: Maj. James L. Kiernan to His Excellency the President of 
the United States for promotion. After beriag: been surgeon in the ares. 
for two eo formed the most varied and active service, and did 
duty with activity and zeal, he is about to retire from the medical depart- 
ment in order to enter the line. We respectfully trust that the ent, 
taking into consideration his services and our recommendation, will consider 
his case favorably. 
„U. S. Grant, major-general; Frank P. Blair, major-general of vol- 
unteers; John A. McClernand, major-general, commanding; 
vin P. Hovey, brigadier-general, commanding Twelfth Divi- 
b J. M. Schofield, - 


sion; S. A. Hurlbut, major general or- 
eral; . John F Hartranft; John C. Sullivan, b paler 
meral; P. Jos. Osterhaus, brigadier-general, United States 
. iss gen ie =i ig yin pany 
major-general; A.J.Smith, brigad eral; . Burbridge, 
8 eneral: W. P. Benton, bi er-general of volun- 
teers; imby, ` „ er. 


F. er- 
ral; David Sh lonel 

Washburn, colonel 88 ndiana vehement: Richd. 
Owen, colonel Sixtieth Indiana Volunteers; Wm. S. Hillyer, 
colonel and provost-marsbal-general, 
nessee; Wm. T. Hall, colonel Eleventh I commanding Third 
Brigade, Sixth Division: Clark Wright, colonel Sixth Cavalry 
Missouri Volunteers; W.J. Landrum, colonel Nineteenth Ken- 
tucky, commanding Second Brigade, Tenth Division, Third 
Army Corps; Grantham I. lieutenant-colonel and 
z C. P.; Davis W. Cheek, captain th Regiment Infantry.” 

In view of the meritorious services of this gallant officer, we earnestly rec- 
ommend the passage of this bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I make the same objection to 
this bill that I did to the two other bills we took action on before. 
I see no reason why the pension of this officer's widow should be 
raised to $30 by this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. One question I would like to ask is, what 
propers has this lady? 

. FISCHER. She has none. She has to depend upon her 
own resources to earn a livelihood. 

The question was taken on ordering the bill to be laid aside with 
a favorable recommendation, and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 2. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The . makes the point of no quo- 
rum. 5 755 counting. ] e hundred and eleven gentlemen are 
in the . On this question the ayes are 86, the noes are 2; the 
motion is agreed to, and the bill is laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation, 


MRS. CATHERINE GAFFNEY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4475) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Gaffney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and 


to place on the —— roll of the United States the 

name of Catherine Gaffney, widow of Michael Gaffney, formerly of Com- 

peng I, Second Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension at 
e rate of $12 per month during her life. 


The report (by Mr. KERR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
vost granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Gaffney, would y re- 


Rone committee have examined the facts in_connection with this claim, 
and report in favor of the passage of the bill. The facts disclosed are some- 
what remarkable. The claimant, while yet a minor, about the year 1846 mar- 


retu „ however, after a brief 3 — The 
were married near Buffalo, N. Y. In the year 1852 he left for Cle 5 
Soon afterwards she heard from relatives at Cleveland that he had been acci- 
a vessel, 


him. A Buffalo 
to disclose his presence in either of those cities after the when the re- 
of his death was received. Later, about the year 1 she married one 
rnelius She pig eee at the of the war 
killed in ba in the year 1862. As 


and was in 
lied for and SF one Nh oa and also a pension as guardian 
wo minor children who have since died. 
On November 4, 1864, she married Michael Gaffney, at Buffalo, N. X., a 
soldier in the war, who lived with her until October, 1885, when he died at 


Cleveland. The evidence discloses that his death was caused by * 


but her claim has been rej at the Pension ce on the ground that 
there it 10 ac uate woe that her first husband, Thomas Madigan, who 


VSS namely, that she is now 
nearly 70 years of age, lives in two rooms scantily furnished, with one child, 
whois a haf done supports herself as a washerwoman, and notwithstanding 
the difficulties of her situation bears a most excellent reputation among her 
neighbors for industry and moral character. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, this bill was introduced by my 
colleague from Ohio [Mr. BURTON], who is unavoidably absent 
this evening, and torona courtesy to him as well as justice to 
the beneficiary of this bill, I cheerfully assume the burden of stat- 
ing the facts. The case is a very plain one, a very simple one, and 
a very just one. This lady married a man by the name of Madi- 
gan in 1846 or thereabouts. He was an intemperate, worthless 
sort of fellow—— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is there any reason why this 
lady can not get a pension at the Pension Office under the law as 
it now stands? 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. What is it, please? 

Mr. LAYTON. Her claim was rejected there because there 
was no satisfactory proof of the death of her first husband. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is not the gentleman aware 
that Congress has passed a law which provides for the presump- 
tion of death in such cases, so that that objection can no longer 
be raised? 

A MEMBER., That does not apply to the case of a previous hus- 


band. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. She is now Bs dag for pen- 
sion by renewing her application at the Pension ce, and I sug- 
gest to the gentleman that it may be to her advantage to e 
that course, because the application being renewed now, the pon- 
sion when granted, will date back and she will geta higher pension. 
Therefore, in the interest of the very 550 whom he is trying to 
serve, I suggest to the gentleman that he give that point some con- 
sideration, and let this bill go over at least for one week. 

Mr. LAYTON. Iwill say to the gentleman that I have no per- 
sonal interest in this case. It is not my case; it is the case of m 
ee from Ohio . BURTON]. [Cries of Vote!“ ** Vote!” 

Mr. ERDMAN. the gentleman from Ohio has information 
on the ang erg I would like him to explain how it came that this 
claimant filed her original claim July 14, 1886, alleging that the 
soldier died in October, 1885, from rheumatism contracted in the 


ce? 

Mr. LAYTON. I presume that is all correct. 

Mr. ERDMAN, e soldier was killed, was he not? 

Mr. LAYTON. She married three times, and two of the hus- 
bands were soldiers. The first one, Sullivan, enlisted at the be- 
ginning of the war, and was killed in battle in 1862. She married 
the second soldier, Gaffney, in 1864. He died some time in 1885 
from disease contracted in the service, and her claim for pension 
as his widow was rejected by the Pension Office, as I was about 
to state when interrupted, by reason of the fact that no satisface 
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tory proof was furnished of the death of her first husband, to 
whom she was married about 1846, and who deserted her in 1852 
and was never heard of afterwards. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Can the gentleman explain this? She alleged 
a prior marriage to one Sullivan, asoldier in Company E, One hun- 


dred and sixteenth Regiment New York Infantry, and was pen- 
sioned as Sullivan’s widow in her own right, and also (after re- 
marriage, October 30, 1864, to Gaffney, alias Kelly) as the guardian 
of the minor children of Sullivan. 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes, sir; she had two children by Mr. Sullivan 
who have since died. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Theclaim was submitted toa 
tion to ascertain if ible the identity of the soldier, alias Rey 
as the husband of claimant, Gaffney, and this fact is fairly esta’ 
lished, Is that true? 

Mr. LAYTON. I am not familiar with the facts except so far 
as they are set out in the report. 

Mr. ERDMAN. This woman married a second time without 
waiting seven years for the presumption of the death of her first 
husband to arise. 

Mr. LAYTON. That is true. It was only about six years after 
the death of her first husband when she married again. 

Mr. ERDMAN. And you are now asking this House to say that 
six years is good enough? - 

Mr. LAYTON. No, sir. I am asking this House to say that 
about forty-four years are good sone Her first husband dis- 
ap in 1852, and has never been heard of since. 
r. ERDMAN. Les; but she remarried in less than seven years 
after his disappearance. 
Mr. LAYTON. Les; in about six years. I see that my col- 
e from Ohio [Mr. KERR] who made the report is present. 
had noticed his presence sooner, I would have asked him to 
lain the case more fully than I can do it, 
e CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
ass? 
z The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 
MRS. EMILY M. VAN DERVEER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2143) granting a e to Mrs. Emily M. Van Derveer, widow 
of the late Brig. Gen. Ferdinand Van Derveer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll of the United States the 
name of Mrs. Emily M. Van Derveer, widow of the late Brig. Gen. Ferdinand 
Van Derveer, at the rate of $100 per month. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out “one hundred in the seventh line of the bill and insert “seventy- 
five,” so as to make the pension $75 a month. 

The report (by Mr. Layton) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2143) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Van Derveer, widow of the late 


ecial examina- 


If 


Brig. Gen. Ferdinand Van Derveer, having carefully considered the same, 


submit the following report: r 

lt is shown by the report of the Record and Pension Office that Ferdinand 
Van Derveer (the deceased husband of the 5 of this bill) was en- 
rolled May 21, 1846, and mustered into service June 26, 1546, as first sergeant, 
Company I, First Ohio Volunteers, Mexican war, to serve one year. He is 
reported on the muster rolls of the id hear AA peon elected t lienten- 
ant September 2, 1846, and captain October 5, He Was mustered out with 
the eas as captain June 12, 1847. 

Ferdinand Van Derveer was mustered into service September 24, 1861, as 
colonel of the Thirty-fifth Ohio Infantry Volunteers, to serve three years. 
He is reported as present with the regiment on January 28, 1863; from that 
ugust 31, 1883, in command of the Third Brigade, Third Division, 
Fourteenth Army © : and thereafter, on June 28, 1864, in command of the 
Second Brigade, Third Division, Fourteenth Army Corps. After June 23, 
1864, he is reported absent in Ohio on sick leave. e was mustered out of 
service, as colonel of the above-named regiment, August 26, 1864. 

Ferdinand Van Derveer was appointed brigadier-general of volunteers 
‘October 4, 1864, with rank from the same date, and accepted the appointment 
November 29, 1864. He was assigned to the Department of the Cumberland 
January 13, 1865; was ordered on duty in the Fourth Army Corps, January 
21, 1865; was assigned to the Second Brigade, Second Division, Fourth Army 
Coi February 8, 1865; and continued on duty in command of said brigade 
until June 14, 1885, when he was ordered to Hamilton, Ohio, to await action 
on his resignation. His resignation was accepted and he honorably dis- 
charged the service to date June 15, 1805, in special orders from this Depart- 
ment dated June 16, 1865. 

The report from the Bureau of Pensions shows that General Van Derveer 
died November 5, 1892; that he drew $3 per month for services in the Mexi- 
can war (service pension), but never received or applied for any pension dur- 
ing his lifetime for service in the war of the rebellion; that he was married to 
the beneficiary December 14, 1848; that she, as his widow, is now receiving a 

nsion of but $$ per month under the act of January 29, 1887, dating from 

ovember 6, 1882. 

The sworn testimony of a reputable physician, who was intimately ac- 

uainted with General Van Derveer during the last forty-five years of his 

= anes that his disease and death was the direct result of his army 
service.” 

Other testimony presented to your committee shows that Mrs. Van Derveer 
is now aboutt? years of age; that she has no income whatever except the pan- 
sion she is now receiving; that she has no Mok arty whatever except an old 
homestead in the city of Hamilton, Ohio, which is encumbered and soon 


be ae a. forfeited-land sale for delinquent taxes unless this relief is afforded 
er . 

The military re of General Van Derveer in both the Mexican war and 
the war of the rebellion were exceptionally E and valu- 
able. In Gen. George H. Thomas's report of the battle of Chickamauga (the 
battle in which General Van Derveer won his star) he very — 8 commends 
the courage, valor, and the distinguished services of Gene: an Derveer 
during that long and bloody battle. 

History of Ohio in the War 
and valor during the war. 8 

For the foregoing reasons, and in accordance with many 88 your 
„ recommend the passage of this bill with the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out "one hundred,” in the seventh line thereof, and insert seventy- 
five”; so as to allow her $75 per month. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I have been com- 
ing to these meetings with a considerable degree of regularity for 
the purpose of aiding in ing a quorum to enact legislation pen- 
sioning Federal soldiers and their widows who have been unable 
to obtain pensions at the Department under the general laws. I 
have sat here to-night, Mr. Chairman, and have found that two- 
thirds of these bills which haye been passed haye been to increase 
the pensions of officers of the recent war all the way from fifty to 
one hundred dollars a month. I have observed that but two or 
three bills for the relief of private soldiers or their widows have 
been porene to the Committee of the Whole; and I have ob- 
served that each time when such a bill carried a larger sum than 
$12 a month, the rate allowed by law, the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions has with remarkable regularity reduced the pen- 
sion to the $12 limit; but in each case where the beneficiary was 
an officer or an officer’s widow there has been an increase of from 
events to seventy dollars a month above the amount allowed by 

W. 

Now, I yield to no man on this floor, or off of it, in my convic- 
tion that this Government ought to take care of those that are en- 
titled to pensions; that it ought to take care of the old soldier and 
his widow and his children, where theyare dependent. I will goas 
far as any gentleman for the purpose of attaining that object; but 
in justice to myself, and in justice to the constituency I repre- 
sent—and there are a t number of private soldiers and their 
widows and children in my district—I can not sit here longer 
without entering my protest against the course we are pursuing 
in our pension legislation at these Friday night sessions. 

I have no doubt that the beneficiary named in this bill is an 
excellent lady. I have no doubt that the widow of General 
Doubleday is an excellent lady. I have no doubt that she went 
with her gallant husband through the late war; that she stood 

ard; that she did picket duty; that she was brave and loyal; 
But, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, we must 
not forget the many thousands of soldiers’ widows all over this 
broad land who stayed at their homes through long and dreary 
days, maintaining their children and themselves, while their hus- 
bands were away, and doing this with a degree of courage and 
fortitude that was unexcelled by the wife of any general who may 
have taken in the conflict. 

Mr. PICKLER. I suppose the gentleman does not intend to 
misrepresent the facts or the committee. 

Mr. MCCALL of Tennessee. No, sir; and I want to say 

Mr. PICKLER Let me show you where you have done so. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. One moment right here, 

Mr. PICKLER. You have stated what is untrue. That is 
what you have done. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I say I have not stated an untruth 
on this floor. 

Mr, PICKLER. I say you have. 

Mr. MCCALL of Tennessee. I say to you that every bill brought 
here to-night except one or two has been to increase the pensions 
of the widows of officers. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is not true. No such bill has been 
. here. The statement shows the gentleman's ignorance of 
the facts. 

oe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota is out 
of order. ; 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I shall not call upon my friend 
from South Dakota for information, since I can find it in the 
reports. 

r.PICKLER. Thegentleman had better inform himself from 
some source. 

The CHAIRMAN, The 
in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. So I understand the Chair to say. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Now, if the gentleman will permit 
me, and I do not offer this as an apology to the gentleman from 
South Dakota—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not want any apology. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. But I want to explain this mat- 
ter for my own satisfaction,so that the House may understand 
what I intended to say. It was not my purpose to criticise un- 
justly the Invalid Pensions Committee, nor do I do so now. But I 


es many other instances of his courage 


gentleman from South Dakota is not 
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have called the attention of this Committee of the Whole to the 
peculiar condition of facts presented by this Calendar. I do not 
attempt to say, nor do I wish to be so understood, that the com- 
mittee has purposely arranged this condition of affairs. I would 
not be so angut as to say that. But I was only pointing out the 
peculiar condition of affairs presenting themselves here. And for 
one, representing my constituents, whom I said were among those 
that fought in the ranks, I must protest against giving the widow 
of every colonel or general from $50 to $100 a month, while the 
widow of the private solđier can not be allowed to haye more than 
$12 a month. 

Mr. PICKLER. In that position I agree with you. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. That is all [have attempted to say. 

That is allI say now. If the gentleman thinks I have made any 
reflections upon his committee it has been because my remarks 
have been misunderstood, not because I intended to do so, because 
I agree with the gentleman at the head of the Invalid Pensions 
Committee. I believe in ing care of the widows of private 
soldiers and also of the officers; but I do not believe in giving to 
the widows of colonels and generals whatever they may ask—pen- 
sions of from $50 to $100 a month—while the widow of the private 
soldier is compelled to receive the pittance of $12 a month, with- 
out digg wo to her pitiable condition and her surroundings. 
Mr. PICKLER. What I complain of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee about is what the gentleman claims to give as the facts in 
connection with the action of the committee, He says that the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, with equal regularity, have cut 
down the pension of oray soldier’s widow to the lowest possible 
notch, when the record shows to-night that the three pensions 
granted to widows of soldiers are fixed by the committee at sums 
that they could not possibly have received from the Department, 
because there was no law by which they could receive any amount 
there. The gentleman, therefore, I claim is unfair to the commit- 
tee, and it is not right to make a statement of that kind which 
the facts do not warrant. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I want to keep 
myself entirely within the facts. If I have made a statement 
which is not correct, the RECORD will show it. What I was try- 
ing to show was that this committee—not the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, but the Committee of the Whole House—has agreed 
to each amendment offered to-night to reduce the pension of a 
private soldier, or of the widow of the private soldier, from twenty, 
or twenty-four dollars in one case, to twelve dollars a month, 
while each of the bills presented to give to the widow of an officer 
a pension of from $45 to $60 per month more than they are enti- 
tled to receive, with a surprising degree of regularity has been 
acted upon and agreed to. It is this committee, not the commit- 
tee over which the gentleman from South Dakota presides, to 
which I was 5 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I would like, with the permission of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions this question 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not know whether I can answer the gen- 
tleman's question in the time of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I will yield in a few moments. 

3 Mr. HEMENWAY. I would like to ask it just in this connec- 
on. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Very well; I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. HEMEN WAV. I notice here that the een recom- 
mended for Catherine Gaffney is $12 a month. That is the pen- 
sion she would get under the law if her case were proven in the 
Pension Office. I notice also that all of the claims presented of this 
class are recommended at just the amount the law would allow, 
Now, I ask the gentleman in charge of the Pension Committee, 
with reference to Calendar number 159, which is reported at $75a 
month, is that the pension that she would be granted if she could 
make out her case at the office? 

Mr. PICKLER. Whose claim is that? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The claim of Mrs. Helen Morrell Carroll, 
which is ate from the committee at $75. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will answer in my own time. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman from South Dakota can 
answer in my time. The gentleman from Tennessee has yielded 
tome. I ask him if that would be the pension to which she would 
be entitled? 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman knows that 
there is no pension of that rank. 

Mr. HE WAY. Then, again, is $75 the amount of the 
panon that the widow of General Doubleday would receive if 

er case were allowed in the office? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; itis not. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then take the next case, reported at $50, 
the case of Mrs. Fairfax. Is that the pension that she would be 
entitled to receive under the law if her case were allowed in the 
office? And the other two cases—Calendar numbers 165 and 167— 
what about them? 


Mr. PICKLER. Isuppose the gentleman understands the pen- 


sion laws—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Because I want to call attention to the 
fact atm ntleman intimated that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee z 


COATT] Heg when he spoke about the way pensions 
were reported from this committee. The gentleman from South 
Dakota said he was not informed as to the pension laws. But the 
ntleman himself demonstrates the fact that he is not informed, 
use in these five cases he recommends a larger amount than 
the law would allow in the case of officers’ widows, when in the 
only case of a widow of a private soldier the committee recom- 
mends exactly what the law allows and no more, 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; the law does not allow anything. The 
gentleman does not understand this question. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And we are asked here to indorse the 
action of this committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, let me say to the gentle- 
man—— 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, I must decline to yield any further, 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, the gentleman does not want his ques- 
tion answered, I sup N 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. The gentleman can answer any 
question he pleases after I conclude. 

I wish to say that it was not my purpose to misrepresent facts; 
but when you get to the bottom and examine this Calendar you 
will see that I was somewhere in the neighborhood of being cor- 
rect in my statement as to what we are doing here. 

Now, what are we doing? I have sat here Friday night after 
Friday night for the purpose of aiding pension legislation, keep- 
ing as quiet as I could, and endeavoring to secure the passage of 
these bills by my presence. When the last case reported by the 
gentleman from New York . MCCLELLAN], the bill H. R. 468, 
was considered, if that had been the last one of this kind I would 
have kept quiet. But I find the second bill from that, the one that 
is now under consideration, grants an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Van Derveer, and if you take this Calendar that condition exists 
in connection with these claims right through I do not know in 
how many cases. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if we are to come here Friday night after 
reny night to increase the pensions of these ladies who are 
alr getting $30 a month, to give them fifty, seventy-five, or 
a bandrol dollars a month, I for one propose not to come i 
But if you come here to pension the widows of the poor soldie 
those who went to the front, those who fought in the ranks, and 
to ape their widows who stayed at home and nursed the baby, 
took care of the minors in their poverty and distress, and whose 
condition of want is augmented now by the approach of old age, 
I am ready to come here every Friday night and give my aid to 
procure relief for them, the relief that they are entitled to under 
these bills and so much need. 

That is all I have to say upon this question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this is the same old straw we 
have to thrash over every evening. Now, when gentlemen com- 
plain of the widows of generals having consideration in this com- 
mittee 8 complain of themselves. Those bills come 
before the Committee on Invalid Pensions for action, and we take 
action thereon. I agree with the tleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McCaLL] to a large extent. I believe that there is growing up an 
impression that too much difference is made between generals’ 
aaa paesa and the widows of private soldiers, and I say for my- 
self individually that there are few generals’ widows for whom 
I would go above $30, and there is only an exceptional one—one 
out of a hundred—for whom I would go beyond $50 for any gen- 
eral’s widow. Iam speaking now of my own individual impres- 
sions and belief. 

Mr. MCCALL of Tennessee. So was I a little while ago. 

Mr. PICKLER. These bills come from the committee and 
come before the House for action. Now, the gentleman from 
Tennessee, when I complained of his being unfair to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, had said he observed that the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions cut down the bills for the widows ot private 
soldiers to the lowest possible amount. Now, does the gentleman 
realize the fact that we take these bills for the widows of privates 
in the same way that we take these other bills? You introduce 
the bills. Each member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions is 
a subcommittee; and they take ap the bills which you urge them 
to take up. You bring these bills before the committee. The 
committee do not introduce the bills. We take the bills which 
individual members introduce. 

Now, these bills for the benefit of the widows of privates that 
we have passed to-night are bills for the relief of widows who are 
entitled to nothing under the pension laws. Contrary to the 
statement of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCCALL] and 
contrary to the statement of the gentleman on my left [Mr. 8 
EN WAV], these widowsof privates, for whom these bills were passed, 
are entitled to nothing under the general law. They can get noth- 
ing in the Pension Office. 
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Mr, HEMENW AY. 
Mr. PICKLER. No; 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Lou dare not. 

Mr. PICKLER. aoe purposely misrepresented facts, You do 


not gees od ogee N. 
Mr. AY. You dare not permit a question. 
Mr. PICKLER. You do not want any information. You want 


to try to make the RECORD misrepresent the facts. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Lou let me have a minute and I will 
make a record that will represent the facts. 

Mr. PICKLER. There is one thing I want to say, and that is, 
while I am in favor of some difference on account of rank, and 
while the law has always made some difference in rank, yet for 
my individual self I am opposed to as much difference as appears 
on some of these bills. It is against my personal objection, but 
the majority of the committee say otherwise, and we always bow 
to the majority. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one thing to be said, however, in favor 
of these widows of officers and in favor of these officers’ pensions. 
When the law was passed making the total pension of a private 
soldier 88 a month, a lieutenant-colonel was given $30 a month. 
Above the grade of lientenant-colonel there was no higher amount. 
Everything above that was put in at the same figure, and we 
never have had a grade, in direct terms, for colonel, or brigadier- 
— or major-general, under the law. There is nothing there 
y 


Now, while the pension of the private has been increased from 
$8 to $18 and $30, while a private who is totally incapacitated to 
perform manual labor can draw $30 instead of $8, as formerly, 
under the general statute, a lieutenant-colonel’s widow or a gen- 
eral's widow has never had her pension increased one dollar under 
8 There is the difference. Whereas the private sol- 

ier’s penon: has been increased nearly fourfold—four times $8 
would be $32—if you were to multiply the $30 that a 8 widow 
gets, four times 830 would be 8120. That would be the amount to 
which she would be entitled if an increase had been made in the 
same ratio as that which we have given to the 5 So I say 
itis not fair to come here and say that such great things are 
being done for the generals and such small things for the privates. 
I do not believe in that kind of an advance. I believe t 830 a 
month is a good pension, and, as I say, there is not one case in a 
thousand in which I would go over $50 as far as I individually 
am concerned. 

I agree with much that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McCatt] has said. I do not want to see this pension roll increased 
by large pensions for generals’ widows. I want to see the pension 
roll kept within bounds, in order that the thousands of old soldiers 
and their widows who are not yet drawing a dollar of pensions 
may be placed on the rolls. 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. PAYNE having re- 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
I will not. 


sumed the chair as RORE ah tem Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman 
of the Committee of the le on the Private Calendar, ed 
that that committee had had under consideration the bills H. R. 


2602, 3007, 3112, 3932, and 2689, and had instructed him to report 
the same with amendments and with the recommendation that as 
amended they Te also that the committee had had under con- 
sideration the bills H. R. 483, S. 1203, H. R. 486 and 4475, and had 
directed him to report the same tothe House with the recommen- 
dation that they do pass. 

SOLOMON HYAMS. 


5 re. The first business reported from 
the Committee of the Whole is the bill (H. R. 2602) for the relief 
of Solomon Hyams. z 

The amendment recommended by the committee 5 to. 

The question was taken on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 4. 

So the bill was ordered to be for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY JANE LYNN. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Mary Jane Lynn, daugh- 
ter of John R. Lynn, a Revolutionary soldier. 

The bill was ordered to be 8 for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL PETTIS, / 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R.3007) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Pettis, with amendments. 


The — yE ents recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were } 
2 i = amended was 5 to be Srna: 25 a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARY DOUBLEDAY. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (S. 1230) granting an increase of pension to Mary Double- 
gr i hgre of Byt. Maj. Gen. Abner Doubleday. 

e bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPHINE FOOTE FAIRFAX, 


The next bill re from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. os rani a pension to Josephine Foote Fair- 
fax, with an amendment. 2 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The question was taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed for 
a third reading; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 1. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Car- 
olina makes the point that there is no quorum. The hour of 10.30 
o'clock having arrived, under the rule the Chair declares the 
House stands adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. i 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 280) to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating drinks to Indians, and for other purposes, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
g abs 1209); which said bill and report were referred to the House 

‘alendar. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1904) 
to regulate marriages in the District of Columbia, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report No. 1211); 
e fe said bill and report were referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7578) granting the Flag- 
staff and Canyon Railroad Company right of way for railroad 
purposes through the Grand Canyon Forest Reserve, in north- 
ern Arizona, rted the same with amendment, acccompanied 
by a report (No. 1212); which said bill and re were re- 
“caste to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 7259) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate 
and improve the civil service of the United States,” approved 
pire Oops 1883, reported the same with amendment, accom- 


pani a report (No. 1215); which said bill and rt were 
eres to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
nion. 


Mr. STRONG, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8043) to amend chapter 58 
of the Revised Statutes, being an act to provide for holding terms 
of the United States court at Mississippi Citx, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1216); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally rted from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 2153) to amend the military record of George F. Miller. 
(Report No. 1210.) 

By Mr. HARDY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
1 Le 5612) granting a pension to Nathan Mitchell. (Report No. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs: The bill (H. R. 4609) for the relief of William R. Stein- 
metz. (Report No. 1214.) 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

aces following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr, HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a uni- 
form law on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United 
ST Mr. LOUD: A bill (H.R S111) for establishing a fog-signal 

y Mr. g R. or a 
vessel at San Francisco Bar, California—to ony, Sat P on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILBER (by request): A bill (H. R. 8112) to extend 
Eleventh street northwest from Florida avenue to New Jersey 
avenue extended—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8113) to extend New Jersey 
avenue northwest from Brightwood avenue to Whitney avenue 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. i 

By Mr. RUSK: A Pees resolution (H. Res. 166) relating to 
motive power on the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway, the 
Belt Railway, and the Maryland and Washington Railway com- 
panies—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 167) au- 
thorizing foreign exhibitors at the Tennessee Centennial Exposi- 
tion, to be held in Nashville, Tenn., in 1897, to bring to this country 
foreign laborers from their respective countries for the purpose of 
preparing for and making their exhibits, and allowing articles 
im from foreign countries for the sole purpose of exhibition 
at eee apc to be imported free of duty, under regulations 
preseri by the Secretary of the Treasury—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. HARDY: A resolution (House Res. No. 245) to pay 
George H. Strattan $33.34 for services performed by him as a 
ner, in the post-office of the House of Representatives from 
November 22, 1895, to December 2, 1895—to Committee on 
Accounts. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were disc from 
5 consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 3331) to pension Col. James Lindsay—Commit- 
tee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 7951) to pension Rhoda L. Day and Jettie An- 
nis—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


— U 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ‘ALDRICH of Ilinois: A bill (H. R. 8114) ting a 
pension to S. V. Cornish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 8115) to recognize the gallant 

conduct and meritorious services of Francis M. Charles as a volun- 
teer aid in the late war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 8116) to grant a pension to 
Mrs. Sarah D. Lightfoot, of Owensboro, Ky.—to the 88 
on Invaid Pensions. P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8117) for increase of pension of Charles B. 
Eades, of Hopkinsville, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 8118) torelieve the heirs of John 
II. We ing, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 8119) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Henry E. Cady—to the 
Committee on Mili ý 5 EL 

By Mr. CURTIS of : A bill (H. R.8120) for the relief of 
John Bost—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8121) 2 a pension to Sarah H. 
Eldred—to the Committee on Invalid 8 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8122) for the relief of Herman 
J. Miller, of Union County, Tenn. —to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8123) to increase the pension of Harvey N. 
Dail—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8124) to increase the pension of Creede N. 
Welsh, of Mossyereek, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid 
r HAGER: A bill (H. R. 8125) ting ion to 

y Mr. A i & pension 
Joseph D. Williams—to the Committee on Fnvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 8126) to pension James M. Miller 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 8127) amending the military 


zoco of Frederick Soloten—to the Committee on Military Af- 
‘airs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8128) granting an increase of pension to John 
Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8129) amending the military record of Eras- 
tus Confer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8130) to pen- 


sion Mrs. Lucy Munday—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8131) for the benefit of Crab Orchard Baptist 
Chureh—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 8132) for the relief of Walter 
Masten—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 8133) for the relief of Frederick 
Fisher—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8134) for the relief of Rachel R. Martin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 8135) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to A. S. Loudermilk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 8136) removing the charge of deser- 
tion against and correcting the military record of Elmer Stickle, 
late Company D, Fifteenth New Jersey Infantry Vounteers—to 
the Committee on Milit Affairs. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 8137) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. Danb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8138) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Fremont 
County, Colo., against the passage of bill granting lands to Colo- 
rado Springs—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Fayette, Wis., for the enactment of a Sunday- 
rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Wisconsin, for the adoption of a resolution and the creation of a 
commission to promote and out principles of arbitration in 
all matters of Sana between the United States and England— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COX: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph William- 
son, of Pulaski, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Remonstrance and petition of citi- 
zens of Leavenworth, Kans., against the continuance of the Mar- 
quette statue in . Hall to the Committee on the Library. 
oe Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of residents of 

erst, Mass., in favor of the bill for the adoption of the metric 
system of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 

eights, and 8 

By Mr. HANLY: Faper of John T. Ross, to accompany House 
resolution relating to the claim of George W. Strattan, for serv- 
ices—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the Connecticut 
Temperance Union, for the appointment of a national commission 
of inquiry to report on the liquor traflic—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. Jof Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill 
No. 7117, to grant a pension to Gen. O. P. Gooding—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of citizens and 
masters of California, in favor of the passage of House bills Nos. 
3341 and 3351, relating to compensation of fourth-class postmas- 
ters and against the reduction of letter pos from 2 cents to 1 
cent—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of the Grand Lodge of Virgini 
Independent Order of Good Templars, praying for a-national 
commission of Sot oe to report on the liquor traffic—to the Com- 
mittee on Alco Liquor Traffic. 

Mr. PAYNE: Petition of teachers and board of education 
of Penn Yan, N. Y., for a law requiring the study of the Declara- 
= of Independence in public schools—to the Committee on Edun- 
cation. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of James E. Adams and others, of 
South Shaftsbury, Vt., praying that the statue of Pére Marquette 
be removed from Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Li- 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of Eunis M. Stickle, widow, for removal 
of . —.— of preg h relay ages Elmer Stickle, deceased, late private 
in Company D, Fi ig New Jersey Infantry Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition 6f Lockwood Coun- 
cil, No. 33, Order United American Mechanics, of Danielson, 
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Conn., favorable to the Sperry or Lodge immigration bill—to the 
Committee on ation and Naturalization. Ss 

Also, petition of citizens of Connecticut, in favor of a national 
graduated inheritance tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church, 
the Christian Church, and the Congregational Church, of Romeo, 
Mich., for the e of a Sunday-rest law in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of the heirs of Jonathan Ford, 
deceased, late of Morgan County, Ala., praying reference of his 
os to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


SATURDAY, April 11, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXPLANATION. 


Mr. OTEY. Mr. Speaker, on page 8833, in my remarks on the 
filled-cheese bill, when I was discussing the question of the penalty 
of $500, the gentleman from Minnesota r. TAWNEY] I under- 
stood asked me, Who paid the penalty?” and asked if the consumer 
dit. I replied that the man who violated the law paid it. In 

e RECORD it is, Who paya the tax under this bill?” I simply 
want to state that I thought he said, Who pays the penalty?” If 
I had understood his question to be Who paid the tax?” my 
answer would have been, , The consumer.” 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that is hardly a correction 
of the RECORD. 

Mr.OTEY. It is in the RECORD that he said tax.“ I thought 
he said penalty.“ Certainly my answer to his question, s o 
paid the tax?” would have been“ The consumer.“ 


IMPROVEMENT OF NEBRASKA SIDE OF MISSOURI RIVER AT SIOUX 
i CITY. 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the Senate joint resolution 123, 
directing the Secretary of War to submit a pa and estimate for 
the improvement of the Nebraska side of the Missouri River op- 
posite Sioux City, Iowa. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to cause to be 
8 and submit a plan and estimate for the improvement of the Ne- 

raska side of the Missouri River opposite Sioux City, Iowa, in accordance 
with the pi pinks of Capt. H. F. H Co: of eers, dated November 
p 


16, 1894, and printed in House Executive Poumon No. 48, Fifty-third Con- 
gress, third session. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
3 read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


SURVEY OF WATERWAY CONNECTING WATERS OF PUGET SOUND 
AND SALMON BAY WITH LAKES UNION AND WASHINGTON, 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors to ask consideration of a Senate joint 
resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby. directed to 
transmit to Congress the report of Capt. Thomas W. Symons, Corps of En- 
gineers, dated August 29, 1805, together with the accompanying report of the 
assistant engineer, upon the survey of the waterway connecting the waters 
of Puget Sound, at Salmon Bay, with Lakes Union and Washington; 
subinit a an estimate of the cost of constructing the said waterway on the route 
described and laid down in the aforesaid report. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? 


Mr. CANNON. I would like to know whatit means. I would 


like some little explanation. That does not convey any informa- 
tion to me. 
Mr. HERMANN. The information which is now in the hands 


of the Secretary of War recently reached him from the regular 
engineer. Previous to the consideration of the river and harbor 
. bill by the House and the committee that information was not at 
that time in the hands of the Secretary of War. It is now there. 


The Senate committee has to consider this matter. It is unable to 
obtain the information, because of a rule or statute which we 
have prohibiting the Secretary of War to furnish any information 
of this character to Congress unless Congress shall demand it 
through a joint resolution. : 

Mr. C ON. Where is this waterway? 

Mr. HERMANN. It is in the State of Washington. 

Mr. CANNON. It has not been received in time to get in the 
river and harbor bill this time? 

Mr. HERMANN. Itdid notreach the Secretary of War in time 
to be considered. 

Mr. CANNON. It seems to me something ought to be left for 
the next session of Congress. I object. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas, 

Mr. CANNON. Task for the regular order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The order is demanded. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8008) defining cheese, and 
also imposing a tax upon and r ting the manufacture, sale, 
importation, and exportation of filled cheese. 

he motion was a to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Hutt in the chair. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to submit a e to the gentle- 
man from Ohio. I think we can pass the fortifications bill inside 
of an hour and a half, and several of us have thought that the 
best way would be for the gentleman from Ohio to yield and let 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. . charge of 
the bill call it up and have it disposed of by the House, and I ap- 
peal to my friend from Ohio to let us do that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The trouble is, Mr. Speaker, that I shall 
not be here at all next week. I think we can pass the pending 
bill in an hour’s time. Now, let us try it and see. 

Mr. CANNON. The point is, that a ee to tax a prod- 
uct which will not yield a great amount of revenue seems to be 
not so important as a proposition to defend the country in these 
times of rumors of war. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let us try and see whether we can not 

i of the pending bill in a short time. 
. CANNON. ell, if the gentleman will not accept my sug- 
gestion now I will appeal to him later. 


FILLED CHEESE. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of further considering the bill (H. R. 8008) defin- 
ing cheese, and also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manu- 
facture, sale, importation, and exportation of ‘filled cheese.” 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 


Illinois gia tort 

Mr. C. ON. r. Chairman, I will withdraw that amend- 
ment and offer another. I move to strike out the word “four,” 
in line 2, and insert the word ‘‘one.” I offer this amendment 
with modesty and hesitation, and I want to ask my friend from 
Ohio [Mr, cbt a sid as he and I do not disagree about what 
it is desirable to do by legislation in the premises, if he does not 
see his way clear to accept the amendment? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate that there may 
seem to be a strong reason in the mind of any person who takes a 
casual view of this question why this amendment should be 
adopted, but we carefully considered the whole subject in com- 
mittee. There was present a very able and distinguished member 
of the committee who favored, I think, the exact provision which 
the gentleman from Illinois now pro , and the committee felt, 
and further consideration of the subject has strengthened my own 
opinion, that the manufacturer of this article and the wholesale 
dealer are taxed low enough in the bill as it stands. We have 
reduced the tax upon the oleomargarine manufacture 33} per cent, 
and we have made a greater reduction in the tax upon the whole- 
sale dealer. When we come to the retailer there may be some 


to | concession agreed to by the committee; but the manufacture of 


this product naturally concentrates and gets into fewer hands as 
improved processes covered by patents developed the perfection 
(if that term may be applied to it) of this manufacture. We are 
told that already there are 30 factories held and controlled by a 
single proprietor—a corporation, I suppose: I do not know—and 
we believe that the business can be better regulated by a tax of 
not less than $400 upon the manufacturer and $250 on the whole- 
sale dealer than b; 5 rates. If you put this tax at 
$100 you will find t the revenue department will run in debt 
rather than derive any revenue from the business, and while I 
know that the gentleman from Illinois is sincere, I think his 
amendment had better be voted down. 
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Mr. CANNON. I ask the gentleman now to yield me five 
minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask the attention of the com- 
mittee for five minutes. This is a revenue bill; revenue, how- 
ever, not being the primary object of the bill. It is necessary, in 
order that oe may regulate the making of filled cheese 
and prevent its being passed off as genuine cheese, that it should 
exercise the revenue power. I have no quarrel with that. I do 
not believe in counterfeits anywhere—counterfeit men, counter- 
feit money, or counterfeit products. I think that each entity 
upon the Lord’s footstool should stand upon its own merits. d 
when I say that I say it in defense of the principle of this bill, 
and I my also as the basis of an attack upon extreme provisions 
in the z 

Now, what is the trouble? We have an industry in this coun- 
try—the dairy industry—which makes cheese. It is a laudable 
industry. It is supported by the people of this country. But 
there is another industry which makes so-called filled cheese. That 
product is made, as they tell us, by using neutral lard and milk 
that has the butter element taken out of it. It is not claimed that 
this is not a laudable industry. It, also, is one that the people of 
this country have a right to engage in—just as much right as the 
dair has to engage in his industry. But it is claimed that 
filled cheese is made to look like real cheese and is sold and imposed 
upon the public as such, thus unduly discriminating against the 
makers of cheese proper. They are both laudable and legitimate 
industries. The object of this pro taxation is primarily to 
make certain that the consumer know what he gets and that 
one industry shall not be dishonestly ws ee with by the other. 
2 is the whole matter, as I understand it, in a nutshell. Iam 

or it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the 3 permit me to make him 
a suggestion in the line of his discussion at this point? 

Mr. CANNON i 


$ . Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think the gentleman will find on examina- 
tion that the dealer in oleomargarine will pay a certain tax, and 
then that the same dealer will be compelled to pay this tax in 
addition, so that there will be a double tax on him for the two 
articles in which he deals. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to 
state another thing. Iam not in harmony with any suggestion 
from anybody about anything that, within our borders, will tax 
any citizen engaged in a lawful industry for the benefit of some 
other citizen engaged in a competing industry. I am a protec- 
tionist, but I am a protectionist of our own people i the 
balance of the world. Iam a protectionist for the benefit of our 
own people. Iam not such a protectionist that I would tax my 
colleague from Illinois for the benefit of my colleague from Iowa. 
So Iam notin harmony with the doctrine of protection as it is 
brought in here, improperly and illogically, in favor of this pro- 


tax. 

Now, what are the facts? Take the twin product of oleomar- 
garine. We taxed that 2 cents a pound some years ago; and we 
provided considerable license fees for the manufacturers and deal- 
ers. Whatistheresult? Theresultisthat revenue to the amount 
of ten million and a half of dollars has been collected from oleo- 
margarine. Last year there were 57,000,000 pounds of oleomar- 

ine made in this country. What is itmadefrom? Tallow, 
eaf lard, and a small quantity of cotton-seed oil, churned through 
milk. It is a good product, a healthful product, economically a 
cheap product to the consumer. Who furnishes the raw materi- 
als? e men on the Iowa and Illinois prairies who raise the cattle 
and the hogs. 

But,“ it is said, this product is sold for butter.” If the deal- 
ers sell it for butter, strip off the mask. But would nota tax of 
one-tenth of a cent a pound and a license fee of $100 for the manu- 
facturer mark the oleomargarine as well as it is marked now? 

But,“ says somebody, we ought to raise tax enough to pay 
the cost of administration.” How much is that? I went this 
morning to the Internal-Revenue Office, and I said, Last year 

ou collected a million and a half dollars from oleomargarine. 

ow much did the collection cost?” „Why,“ was the reply, it 
cost so little that the expense can hardly be estimated.“ Well, 
how much?” Twenty thousand dollars, at the outside, would 
be a liberal allowance.” That is the estimated cost of collecting 
one million and a half of dollars on oleomargarine. 

Tha CHAIRMAN The time of the gentleman from IIlinois has 
e $ 

r. CANNON. I should like to occupy five minutes more. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask that the gentleman’s time be extended 
for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. But,“ say those who favor this tax, the 
manufacturers can well afford to pay the tax; we do not much 
like the making of oleomargarine anyhow.” Ah, gentlemen, 


within our own borders no tax can be levied upon any article that 
is consumed without the producer of the raw material, the manu- 
facturer of the finished product, or the consumer paying that tax; 
and it is generally divided among all three. 

Now, I would not vote for a law (if we had the power to enact 


it) that would prohibit the making of oleomargarine. Why, sir, 
it is a legitimate industry, and the product is a cheap—economic- 
ally cheap, I mean—and valuable food. The farmer and the con- 
sumer strike hands, and the manufacturer is a mere incident. 

So I would be glad to see legislation that would strike off this 
million and a half dollars of tax on oleomargarine and place upon 
the industry a tax which would yield, we will say, $25,000, which 
would be ample to police the business just as well as it is policed 
now, and would relieve large numbers of our citizens from a tax 
which they ought not to pay. 

But the question here is filled cheese. I listened yesterday to 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER], to whom I always lis- 
ten with great interest. enjoyed his clear, cogent, poetical, 
oratorical effort; it was splendid—magnificent; and the appeal he 
made in behalf of the cow coming home early was irresistible. 
But I would say to my friend from Iowa that down in central Mi- 
nois we have the American cow“ - perhaps not to larger extent 
than the people over in Iowa, but quite as many. And a great 
multitude of people there are interested in the price they get for 
their beef, and for the hog when it is driven to market. e would 
not interfere with the dairy interest; let that interest stand; its 
merits entitle it to stand. But I do not want you to tax the mul- 
tiplied thousands of farmers throughout the length and breadth 
of this country who market their cattle and their hogs, a portion 
of the product going into oleomargarine and a portion into filled 
cheese. Those people are your peers and the peers of your con- 
stituents. They have a right to engage in those agricultural 
industries. 

I say again, tax this industry so far as may be necessary to 
police it, and there stop. Any other tax than that which will 
truthfully brand filled cheese as such is oppression, and shall not 
have my support if I can get a modification of it. That is all my 
contention. -` 

Why should a man who makes filled cheese pay $400 a year 
license? Do you say that this tax is necessary in connection with 
the system by which Government officers shall see what he is 
doing, that this tax is necessary by way of policing the industry 
for revenue purposes, making it absolutely certain that the manu- 
facturer not palm off his filled cheese as cream cheese? If 
that is your purpose, I strike hands with you. But when I say 
to you that a license fee of $100 a year, ins of $400, and a tax 
of a tenth of a cent a pound upon the product would ten times 
over pay the cost of collection and prevent counterfeiting just as 
well as a license fee of $10,000 and a tax of even 10 cents a pound, 
I say to you that in my judgment the case is made out. I ask 
gentlemen of the House to look at this matter coolly, without 
prejudice. ‘Let every tub stand on its own bottom;” do not tax 
one class for the benefit of another. 

3 the hammer fell. 

. GROSVENOR. IL should like to make a statement 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to offer an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute, and have it pending. It is rather hurriedly written 
and I will read it myself: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and insert the following: 

“That every manufacturer or dealer in any manufactured article intended 
for interstate commerce who shall manufacture, sell, ship, or offer for sale 
any inferior or low grade or class of such article purpo claiming, or pre- 
tending by brand, label, circular, advertisement, or otherwise, that it is of a 
superior quality or higher grade or better class than it really is, shall be 
deemed guilty of a fraud and misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof 
shall be 8 by a fine not exceeding $1,000.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
N proposition is not germane to the pending amend- 
men 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not be in order to offer it at this 
time, at all events, as a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that the ostensible 
object of the 8 measure is to prevent fraudulent practices 
in regard to the manufacture of cheese. The claim is made that 
an inferior grade of cheese, or that which is not cheese at all, is 
manufactured and palmed off upon the general public under the 
name of cheese. Now, if you be in earnest, if you wish to prevent 
frauds on the public, why not prevent them from being defrauded 
in various other kinds of manufactures, by shoddy or inferior mer- 
chandise of all kinds, which are palmed of on the public as first- 
class goods? Complaints come from all over the country that 
such practices are constantly resorted to with d to sales of 
merchandise; and you are now attempting to drive from compe- 
tition one class of goods by putting a tax upon it and insis 
that it shall be branded a fraud, under the ostensible claim tha 
you are trying to prevent frauds on commerce. Let us go a little 
further, if that is your real object. 
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Now, sir, what you are really after—those who are persistently 
pressing this bill—is, under the guise of taxation, to stamp out 


one industry at the expense of another. 5 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I understood the question of 
order had been raised upon the proposed amendment or substitute. 
Mr. TERRY. I am addressing myself to the point of order. I 
am showing that this 1 is perfectly in line with what 
you proposed to adopt here. This is precisely the same proposi- 
tion, but going a little further than the bill we are now consider- 


"Sie. DINGLEY. The gentleman from Ohio made the point of 
order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio stated that it was 
not in order, and the Chair so held, at this time. The Chair under- 
stood the gentleman from Arkansas to read the proposition as the 
basis of his remarks. . 

Mr. DINGLEY. The point of order was raised, however. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is aware of that. 

Mr. TERRY. Iwill send up the substitute and have it pending, 
to be offered at the proper time. I know it can not be presented 
now for action. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It can be offered now, but not acted upon, 
until the original ition is perfected. 

Mr. TERRY. I send it up at this time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is not in order and can not be offered 
at this time, I submit, Mr. Chairman. I understood it to be read 
merely as the foundation of the gentleman’s remarks. 

Mr. TERRY. It is offered as a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then it can not be done at this time. 

Mr. TERRY. It can be pending at this time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The pending amendment is a ly ove propo- 
sition, suggested by the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. Cannon]. 
This is a proposition that embraces the whole bill, and could not 
possibly be in order now. . : 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the gentleman from Ohio will permit me 
to interrupt him, I will say the pendency of an amendment does 
not prevent the introduction of asubstitute, for the rule expressly 
provides that there anny be ding at the same time the original 
proposition and amen a yee hy and an amendment to the 
amendment, also a substitute for the proposition, and an amend- 
es E o eee Of 5 su sh oan not be dis- 
posed of until original proposition is perf 

Mr. TERRY. Iso understand the rule, 

Now, Mr. Chairman—— — 7 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I trust the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Cannon] will not prevail. It 
pro to reduce the tax carried by the bill from $400 to $100. 

. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman from Ohio will allow 
me a moment; I do not care to occupy time in discussing the 
matter. I would simply state that there are about 100 of these 
factories or places of business in the United States. The proposi- 
tion to reduce the tax, as suggested by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, would result in a collection of only about $10,000, which 
would not be half enough to pay the expense of enforcing the 


law. 

Mr. CANNON, If the gentleman from Ohio will permit me— 
I do not wish to occupy his time, but I am sure it will be ex- 
tended—$20,000 collects the oleomargarine tax and more than 
collects it, and there are three or four times as many of them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If you reduce the tax it will not produce 
enough to secure the enforcement of the law. ; 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have my 


tim in now. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Ohi 


0. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. As Ihave said, Mr. Chairman, I hope the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ilinois will not prevail. 

I have not time, of course, within the five minutes allotted to 
me to discuss the general features of this bill. I do not agree to 
the ition laid down by the gentleman from Illinois and 
others 2 this discussion on this floor, that the manufacture 
of filled cheese is such a business that we ought to encourage it 
by legislation. It is said to be a healthy food product, Ido not 
know, and do not care, whether that is true or not. I do not be- 
lieve that we ought to encourage the business in any form, Rats 
are said to be healthy as an article of food; Chinamen eat them, 
and claim that they are healthy and not deleterious, but I doubt 
very much whether the American Congress would be or 

t to enco the canning of rats, because they are health- 
, for sale 5 [Laughter.] I would object to it, and 


I doubt whether anybody in this country would propose to can 
and sell them to Chinamen or anybody else because they are said 
to be healthy. 2 

Ido not know that filled cheese is a product that is healthy or 
other wise, but it is a business that ought not to be encouraged, It 


may not be unhealthy, but in whatever light you look at it it is a 
swindle upon the public. It proposes to make use of the name of 
cheese for the purpose of covering up a fraud on the people, 
That great business industry—the manufacture of cheese—was 
built up in this country by the honest farmers of the land during 
years and years of hard toil until all the civilized world knows 
the meaning of the word cheese.“ We know—all civilized be- 
ings know—that the word cheese“ means the product of the pure 
milk of the co 

A MEMBER. Or the goat. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But we propose now toallow manufactur- 
ers to make a product with lard, trash, soap grease, skimmed milk, 
and other commodities, mix them together, label them cheese,“ 
and sell them to the world, and all that we shall require them to 
do under this law is to affix to it the adjective “ filled.” It is not 
cheese in any sense of the word, and ought not to be allowed to 
go under the name. Weought not toencouragethismanufacture, 

ut, on the contrary, ought to discourage it by every means at our 


The cheese business has conquered its way in the world. The 
making of cheese from the pure milk of the cow has been a mat- 
ter of slow growth. Men have sacrificed their lives and their 
money to clear away the farm, to build up the industry, and have 
pona out into the markets of the world and conquered those mar- 

sets by honorable dealing until those markets understand the 
meaning of the word ‘‘cheese”; but here are men now proposin, 
to take hog grease, soap grease, and skimmed milk and to ste 
the word ‘‘cheese” and to go into a market which has been al- 
ready conquered by the honest 9 of this country and to 
sell their product in the place of cheese. I submit that they ought 
to pay for that. It is worth something. The farmers of my di 
trict, many of whom are cheese makers, have helped to conquer 
the markets of the world, until the world understands the mean- 
ing of the word cheese. 
Now, these men from Chicago and other places propose to take 
zop and skimmed milk and manufacture something the 
call cheese, and go into the markets of the world with it and 
their product. It ought to be worth thousands of dollars to them. 
They find the market already made. It would be a different 
thing if they started out and conquered a market, but they find a 
trade-mark built up byan honest yeomanry of this country, and 
they pro to steal that trade-mark. Youmay brand this prod- 
re filled cheese,” but the word cheese, nevertheless, is 
ere. 

Mr. OTEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Ihave not time in five minutes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. They ought not to be allowed to 
use the word “cheese” at all. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No; they ought not to be allowed to use 
the word cheese at all, and the use of that word ought to be 
worth more than 8400 apiece to the manufacturers. The world 
understands what that word means, and now to undertake to allow 
these manufacturers to invade a market which has been created by 
the farmers of this country, to allow them to do that for 8100 as a 
manufacturer’s license, is an outrage. Already the farmers 
feel that they are being burdened, and they are asking Congress 
to protect them, and if Congress will not protect them by impos- 
ing a tax, where in heaven's name shall they appeal for protection? 
I protest in the name of decency, in the name of manhood, in the 
name of the honest yeom of this country, that a tax of $400 is 
not too large. It is too „if anything. I submit that to en- 
gage in the manufacture of soap grease and skimmed milk, and 
send it out to the world stamped as cheese“ and to sell it as such, 
is an outrage on honest . and I would prohibit it if I had 
my way. At all events, I would tax it more than 8400 if I had 
my way. [applause] So I am opposed, Mr. Chairman, to strik- 
ing out this $400 and inserting $100. In the name of God, if you 
can not do something for the protection of the farmer, let us ad- 
journ and go home. [Applause.] 

Mr. BOW ERS. Do you not know that protection is for manu- 
facturers and bankers, not for farmers and miners? That is the 
way it seems to be understood in this House. 

r. BRUMM. If you want to help the farmer, why do you not 
introduce the wool schedule of the McKinley bill, and give them 
some substantial relief? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
yeaa has as har, 

Mr. HOP 8. Chairman 

Mr. RAT. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. Would it 
be in order at this time to offer an amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have the floor, I believe, and if I can get 
order, I should like to occupy the floor a minute or two. 

Mr. RAY. I want to e a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The parliamentary inquiry can come later. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] 
is recognized. The committee will be in order, 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I have known my esteemed 
friend from Ohio [Mr. NortHway] for a numbers of years, and 
I confess that I am greatly surprised at the intemperate S 
that he has just made to the members of this committee. I can 
not understand it. k 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Iwill explain itto yon, if you will come 


around. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ido not believe you could explain it, except 
upon the theory that you are of a distempered mind. 

ow, the idea of comparing the manufacture of filled cheese to 
canning rats is a comparison that nobody but my friend from 
Ohio would make. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. You see the point, do you? 

Mr. HOPKINS. And if the gentleman had read the testimony 
that was taken before our committee, and had exercised his usual 
honesty, he never would have indulged in such an intemperate 
speech or such an unsayory comparison. 

Now, what is filled cheese? It is the result of the new method 
of separating the fatty substance from new milk. By the cen- 
trifugal force that is used milk can have the fatty substance 
taken from it and made into butter, and that milk thus relieved 
of its fatty substance, which is perfectly fresh and wholesome, is, 
under this new method, manufactured into cheese. How? By 
taking leaf lard and subjecting it to certain heat, so that it be- 
comes oil, and mixing a certain number of pounds of that with a 
hundred pounds of this milk, and then the process of manufacture 
is the same as the manufacture of other cheese. The leaf lard is 
as pure and clean a product as the fatty substance in the milk 
itself. The only difference between a -cream cheese and this 
filled cheese is the fact, as I have just indicated, that in the one 
case it is the fatty substance that comes from the cow and in the 
filled cheese it is the fatty substance that is taken from the leaf 
lard of the hog. : 

The testimony before our committee was that the farmerreceives 
25 per cent more for his milk by reason of the manufacture of filled 
cheese than he would without. Unless you permit the use of this 
milk in the manner that is indicated here in the manufacture of 
filled cheese it is of little value to the farmer; but by permitting 
its manufacture to go on, as was stated by one gentleman living in 
my district, the farmers of my section get 25 per cent more for 
their milk than ac hess withont this. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question? 
Mr. HOPKIN S. Lyield to the gentleman. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to ask the gente 
man from Illinois if he thinks there would be this increased price 
for milk provided the manufacturers of filled cheese did not sell 
their filled cheese for full cream cheese? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iwill reach that point, and I propose to do 
that before I get through; and I will state to the gentleman right 
here that I voted for this bill in committee, and I propose to vote 
for it here and vote for it in the House, but the fraud does not 

Mr. RAY. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. One ata time. Let me answer this gentle- 
man and then I will yield to you. There isno manufacturer that 
has ever manufactured these cheeses that has sold them for other 
than they are—that is, filled cheese; and when full cream cheese 
is bringing 10 cents, 12 cents, and 13 cents per pound in the mar- 
ket the manufacturer is selling filled cheese for 5 and 6 cents per 
pound. Now, where the trouble comes 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Let me get through, and then I will. Where 
the trouble comes in is here, that when filled cheeses leave the 
hand of the manufacturer and go into the hand of the dealer 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. If I can be recognized I will yield my time to 
my colleague. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has no time to yield. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I will ask unanimous consent that his 
time be extended, and that he may have so much time as he desires. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Where the trouble comes in, as I was about 
to observe when interrupted, is here—that after the cheeses leave 
the hands of the manufacturer and go into the hands of the dealer 
the retail dealers frequently sell them for full cream cheese. 
am opposed to that, as every other honest man oughttobe. Ifavor 
a system of legislation that will cause these cheeses to be marked 
for just what they are. 

. RAY. Will you submit to a question right there? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Les. 

Mr. RAY. I understand you to state that yn are in favor of 
the bill, and you voted for itin committee. y I be permitted 
to ask if you assented to the report of the committee? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have not read the report. Ionly committed 
myself to such parts as I voted for. What has been stated in the 
report I may or may not subscribe to. 


Mr. RAY. Let me call your attention to a statement and ask 
if you assented to that. The report says: 
cen duane of this cheese for shipment to the South have been discov- 
ered in 


e city of New York, branded“ New York State full cream cheese,” 


Fine cream cheese,” Badger State full cream cheese"; and other brands 
filled cheese.” * i POR 
1 eese.” 


Now, is that true or not? That is in the report of the committee. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That was thetestimony before the committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That was the testimony of one of the parties 
there. And another party testified that the great object in get- 
ting this bill through was to drive out the filled cheese in the 
South and allow the skimmed-m lk cheese of New York to go 
there to be sold as full cream cheese. 

Mr. RAY. You donot dispute the proposition that in the great 
Southern seaport towns that this filled cheese is sold in large quan- 
tities under false pretense as full cream cheese? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, now, if the tleman understood my 
remarks, I stated that I am in favor of legislation that will pro- 
hibit the selling of this cheese for other than it is, and if it is sold 
for Wisconsin cream cheese, New York full cream cheese, or 
Tllinois full cream cheese, I am opposed to it, and yon will find 
as we go on in the consideration of this bill that ample 3 
is made to absolutely prohibit such an imposition upon the public 
as you mention. The amendment which we are now consi g 
isnotthat. The question is as to whether the manufacturer who, 
as the testimony shows, has never sold his product for other than 
it is shall be taxed $400 per annum for manufacturing or only $100 
per annum, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does not the evidence show that the entire 
manufacture of this article is shipped unmarked and unprinted, 
and is not that the highest evidence possible that the manufacturers 
are ies to tite pro d frand on the wholesale dealers? 

. TAWNEY. The evidence also shows that this article is 
made in the semblance of cheese. ` 

Mr. HOPKINS. Made in the semblance of cheese? Itisakind 
of cheese. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ves, it is; and the evidence is that it is better 
ar We much of the skimmed-milk cheese that we find in the 
marke 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Illinois made that state- 
ment, but nobody else did. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The evidence that is reliable and that people 
can be guided by is that this article is a better cheese for con- 
sumption than much of the skimmed-milk cheese that is sold by 
the mannfacturers of New York. : 

Now, the gentleman in charge of the bill has said that this arti- 
cle is shipped unmarked. Lagree to that. But the bill which we 
are about to enact proposes to provide for having it marked. 
But when you require it to be marked, there is no reason why we 
should compel the manufacturer to pay a license fee of $400 a year 
when 58100 will meet the requirements of the Government. The 
point that I make is, that we should legislate so that filled cheese 
can not be sold for full cream cheese, but that in our legislation 
we should do no injury to any man, and as long as the evidence 
before our committee is that no filled cheese has been sold by the 
manufacturer as full cream cheese, I hold that we should not tax 
this manufacturer out of existence. Put your tax upon the 
that be the fraud. Fix it there, and then you will dono 
injustice. 

. GROSVENOR. Does not the gentleman admit that selling 
an article of this character unbranded and unmarked, with full 
knowledge of the use that it is to be put to, is the highest evidence 
of a contemplated fraud on the part of the manufacturer? 

Mr. HOPKIN S. The gentleman ought to remember the evi- 
dence given before our committee, which was that the manufac- 
turers never sell this for anything different from what it is; that 
it goes to the dealer, and that if any fraud is perpetrated it is by 
the individual dealer. The manufacturers have never sought to 
put this article upon the market for other than it is. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why do not they mark it, as other people 


mark their products? 
Mr. HOP. S. Anybody who is familiar with cheese can 
easily distinguish this from full cream cheese. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. He can by cutting it and eating it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The men that the manufacturers deal with 
can tell by inspecting the cheese that it is not full cream cheese, 
and as long as i have subsequent provisions in the bill which 
will take care of the marking, so that no fraud can be perpetrated, 
it seems to me that a tax of $100 is as good as a tax of $400 for the 

rotection of the porni and the prevention of fraud. But, Mr. 
irman, I simply rose not to discuss the full provisions of the 
bill, but to meet the argument that was made by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. NortHway], who undertook to say that this filled 
cheese was nota wholesome product and that it was to be compared 
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with rat meat. Now, the Agricultural Department has said 

Mr. i ORTHWAY. You do not desire to misrepresent me, I 
suppose 
. HOPKINS. Ido not. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I did not compare it to rat meat. I said 
that rats were said to be healthy, and I asked would the gentle- 
man therefore encourage the sale of rat meat. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, you sought to put filled cheese in the 
same category with rat meat. You made that reference or com- 
a to prejudice the minds of members against filled cheese. 

ow, the Agricultural Department has decided that there is nothing 
unwholesome in this product. Mr. Adams, of Wisconsin, who is 
as competent to upon the subject as any man in America, 
did not attack the manufacture upon the ground that it was an 
unwholesome product, but for the reasons set forth yesterday by 
my colleague on the committee, Mr. Evans. Mr. Sherwin, of 
Elgin, also testified that from a long experience in the business he 
was prepared to pa So the committee and the country that there 
was absolutely nothing unwholesome in this filled-cheese product. 

The whole contention here is largely between the skimmed 
milk cheese makers of the country, represented by New York and 
Ohio, and the filled-cheese makers, who are competing for the 
Southern market. The testimony is that the filled cheese has 
driven out of that market, not the full cream cheese, but the 
skimmed-milk cheese, and as long as it is a contention between 
those two interests I think the one product ought not to be taxed 
out of existence while the other passes without any tax at all. I 
do not wish to have my position misunderstood. I favor legisla- 
tion which compels the manufacturer and dealer to sell this prod- 
uct for just what it is; but I have no sympathy with the spirit 
that would utterly destroy it. Ihave always favored legislation 
that isin the interest of the farmer, and believe that in saying 
what I have here to-day I better represent him than my friend 
from Ohio who has just addressed the committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a question of order. Under what 
rule is this debate proceeding? Has the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. PORRER] the right to proceed without limitation of time? 

The C: . The Committee of the Whole gave the gen- 
tleman from Illinois unlimited time. The Chair stated the prop- 
osition to the committee, and there was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was not present, then, when that was 
done. I oe that the gentleman from Illinois, who repre- 
sents the o eee industry in the United States, was, in 
he = for his constituents, exceeding the time allowed him under 

e rules. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, not having participated in the 
general debate, I desire, before stating my views on this question, 
unanimous consent to occupy ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to allowing the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] to occupy ten minutes? 

Mr. McMIL: I hope that request will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I sustained the oleomargarine 
law when it was before the House several ‘pei ago, as I have 
voted in Committee on Ways and Meansfor the present bill. Yet 
I do not desire to be understood as sustaining this bill on some of 
pue ronnan which have been urged before this committee. 

is exceptional legislation, It is an appeal to the taxing 

pomi of the General Government for the purpose of accomplish- 

indirectly an end that is in the nature of the exercise of the 

po. ee A which belongsto the States. That, I think, must be 

conceded. While the measureis constitutional, under the decision 

of the Supreme Court of the United States, as an exercise of the 

pera. pover of the General Government, yet I am frank to con- 

cede that the purpose had in view berma the raising of revenue 

involves indirectly theexercise of a police , in general, 
should be exercised by the States. 

Now, what are the circumstances which justify, from the point 
of view I have suggested, such legislation as the oleomargarine 
law and such legislation as is proposed in this bill? It seems to 
me that the circumstances to be considered are these: A great and 
overshadowing interest in this country, the most important inter- 
est in the country, has been seriously interfered with 5 
by the discovery of certain methods of imitating products whic 
have belonged to the farm. In my judgment, the name butter“ 
and the name cheese, though not legally trade-marks, are, to all 
intents and purposes, from the point of equity, trade-marks that 
belong to the farmers of this and other countries; and any attempt 
on the part of anyone to palm off on the community imitations of 
these products and to sell them as the genuine products is contrary 
to the public interest, and so contrary to the public interest that 
if this illegitimate interference can not be reached efficiently and 
eee the States there is a justification in an ap to the 
General Government to exercise its taxing power for the purpose 
of saving to the farmers of this nation the rights which pays 
and equitably belong to them in the trade-marks ‘ butter” an 
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Now, if it were possible for State legislation to accomplish all 
the ends proposed to be accomplished by this legislation, then this 


subject should be left to State legislation. But experience has 
shown that it is not possible for legislation by the States to reach 
the evil which is complained of; and it is an evil of Figantic im- 
portance, Seana the most important interests in this country. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Terry] has suggested an 
amendment which, if it were within the jurisdiction of Congress to 
enact such a law, might reach the end. But the gentleman very 
well understands that Congress could not take jurisdiction of 
such legislation as he proposes with reference to the exercise of 
the police power, a power which as such belongs to the States 
and which can not be exercised in the direction suggested by Con- 
gress. Therefore 

Mr. TERRY rose. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can not be interrupted now. 

Therefore there has come an appeal to Congress from this great 
and overshadowing interest to exercise the taxing power to ac- 
complish an end which thus far the States have been unable to 
accomplish on account of the impossibility of securing concur- 
rent and uniform laws of all the different States on this subject. 

Hence this legislation, I am frank to say, is here because of this 
overshadowing necessity. Under the guise of an exercise of the 
taxing pomer of Congress we are endeavoring to correct the great 
evils which have come upon the farming interests in connection 
with this subject. I sustained under that guise the oleomargarine 
law when it was enacted by Congress. I sustain this bill because, 
it seems to me, the farmers of this country have an equitable right 
to the use of the trade-marks, so tospeak, of “buttet” and ‘‘ cheese” 
for their dairy products. It appears to me that it is the duty of 
Congress to secure the protection of that great interest, if it can 
be wind george even in this indirect way. 

I would not use this power under ordinary conditions. Itis a 

ower that must be exercised cautiously. But under the extraor- 

inary conditions existing, the exercise of the power seems to 
me justifiable; and on this ground I justify the vote which I gave 
in 1886 on the oleomargarine law and the vote which I propose to 
give in favor of this bill. 

Now, from another point of view, the bill proposes to so mark 
this imitation product that whenever the paron comes to buy 
it he may know what he is buying. The bill does not propose to 
destroy the manufacture of this imitation cheese. The bill does 
not propose that the tax on the manufacturer or the wholesale 
dealer or the retail dealer (and I think the tax on the retail dealer 
should be less than that proposed in the bill) shall be such as to 
interfere unduly with the manufacture or sale of this article. 
There may be some difference of judgment as to the extent of 
such a tax; but experience has shown thatit has not interfered 
with the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine and that in the 
form proposed in this bill it will not unduly interfere with the 
manufacture and sale of this imitation cheese. I confess that if 
the tax were such as to prohibit the manufacture there would be 
very serious doubt about this legislation—not only serious doubt, 
but to my mind there would be an objection which could not be 
overcome as against such legislation. But to my mind, Mr. Chair- 
man, the taxation prop here does not go to the extent of im- 
properly interfering with or suppressing the manufacture. 

I remember very well when the oleomargarine law was dis- 
cussed before the House it was objected to the enactment that it 
would break down the manufacture in this country. But the re- 
sult of it was simply to secure the marking of the article that was 
sold in the markets of the country for just What it really is. Now, 
have the people, the public, reaped any advantage from the enact- 
ment of that law? It seems to me that they have. I remember 
before the passage of that act that this product, oleomargarine, 
was everywhere sold as butter, and sold, too, at the same price as 
butter, but to-day under the oleomargarine law—and the product 
is branded for what it is—you can hardly go into a store in this 
country where it is sold at all that you can not find it under its 
proper name, and sold at a much less price than the genuine but- 
ter. Those who desire to buy pure butter are enabled to do so, 
and those who want to buy oleomargarine on the und that it 
is a cheaper product can get what they want at a less price. So 
it will be with this filled cheese,“ as it is called. To-day it is 
being sold not as filled cheese, not as a substitute for cheese, but 
as 8 cheese, being sold as if it were genuine cream cheese, 
and at the full price. 

Now, when you enact this law and require it to be branded for 
what it is, instead of being sold at 10 or 12 cents, the full price of 
genuine cream cheese, it will be sold for 5 or 6 cents, and that 
is the inevitable result. In other words, the purchaser who de- 
sires to use filled cheese will be able to buy it every time and 
for about one-half the price that he has to pay to- dax. 

So, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that two great public inter- 
ests are accomplished by the enactment of this legislation. First, 
that the dairy interests—the farming interests of the country— 
which have the right, it seems to me, to all the benefits that can 
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be gained from the trade-marks of butter and cheese, will be en- 
abled to have those rights preserved to them without the menace 
that exists from the sale of an imitation article. Second, that all 
persons who want to buy cream cheese—the ee dairy product of 
milk—will have the opportunity to do so. t all persons who 
want the cheaper product—the imitation product of cheese—will 
have the opportunity, so far as Congress legislates, to purchase 
that for what it is, and at the lowest possible price, and hence the 
dealer can sell either, as he sees fit, and the consumer can purchase 
either, as he sees fit. If any State finds it desirable, in its opinion, 
to prohibit the sale of any article whose use it believes to be harm- 
it possesses the police power under which it can so legislate. 
ere the hammer fell. ] z 
. OTEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman from 
Maine be permitted to proceed. He is giving us very interesting 
information. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman from Maine wants addi- 
tional time—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have stated the reasons, briefly, on which I 
support the bill. Ido not desire to commit myself to the idea that 
the taxing power of the Government ought to be invoked in sim- 
pea ordi business transactions, even to prevent fraud. 

t is a matter within the power of the State to control, and 
should not come here. But the question presented by the pending 
bill is so exceptional, and the evils resulting from it are so excep- 
tional, that properly, in my judgment, we can exercise a power 
which the Supreme Court of the United States has decided we 
possess; and yet I admit it is a power that we ought to exercise 
only on those occasions where the interest to be protected is of great 
moment, and where the State legislation is powerless to effect the 
desired result. [Applause.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. STEELE having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a m from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLarr, one of its clerks, announced the Senate insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 6614) making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 

ear ending June 30, 1897, agreed to the conference asked for 
5 the House of Representatives, and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, 

. PETTIGREW, and Mr. BLACKBURN as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of R. 
ested to return to the 


sentatives concurring), That the 
President be requ: nate the enrolled joint resolution 
(S. R. 110) authorizing the Public Printer to print the Annual Report of the 
Superintendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey in quarto 
form, and to bind it in one volume, for the purpose of correcting errors in 


the text. 
FILLED CHEESE. . 

The committee again resumed its session, Mr. HULL in the chair. 

Mr. MCMILLIN was recognized. 

Mr. OTEY. I hope the gentleman from Maine will permit me 
to ask him a question before he takes his seat. 

The CHAIRMAN . The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to move to limit the debate on this 

roposition. 
5 e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee has been 
recognized, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with no little 
interest to the remarks of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEY]. He has spoken with his usual clearness, but not with his 
usual consistency. He confesses, with that candor which ordi- 
narily characterizes him, that this is the invocation of the taxin 
power for other purposes than for raising revenue. That muc 
at least has been gained by the debate. t much we have set- 
tled after a whole day of denial. The chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, which reports this bill, confesses the object 
to be police regulation. He says that you may invoke the taxing 
pana for this particular purpose, but draws a distinction, which 

am a little unable to follow him in, by saying that you may 
invoke it in part, but you can not invoke it to destroy. 

It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that there is only one true dividin 

line on a question of this character: The Government of the Unit 

States has power to regulate commerce between this and other 
nations and between the States Dy commercial regulations, but 
its taxing power can not be invoked for the purpose of destroying 
anything without violating the spirit, if not the letter, of the Con- 
stitution. I want to warn the gentleman, and I know he is a 
thoughtful student of political affairs, that when he enters on this 
wide field of regulating all of the industries of foreign countries 
and their imports by tariff laws, and enters upon the broad field 
of undertaking to control all the industries of this country by in- 
ternal taxation, he has a job on his hands which even Solomon, if 
here in all of his glory, could not discharge acceptably. 


XX VITI—243 


How simple government is when left to its proper and legitimate 
functions. How complex it is when the legislator, puffed up with 
alittle brief authority, his head expanded by temporary 3 


thinks he is wiser than the people at home and ter, and t 
he can control everything by statute. He can make prosperity and 
te all industries by his legislative wisdom. 

t is utterly futile if you desired to do it, and you ought not to 
attempt it, even if you could by perverted or usurped power do 
it. Now, Iam in favor of the amendment offered by my friend 
from Illinois Mr. Cannon]. It is right. It is in the line of the 
recommendations of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. He 
came before the Committee on Ways and Means; he said that the 
taxes on retail dealers in oleomargarine were higher than they 
should be, and that the law could be better enforced with lower 
taxes than with the rates that were already imposed, and yet this 
committee recommends that the House adopt a tax upon filled 
cheese that is almost as high as that which the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue has admitted was too high for practical pur- 
pote on oleomargarine. I will read to the committee his state- 
ment: 

issioner ER. One t objection to t 
Comm MILL ke ron j he oleomargarine law as it 


centive to go crooked is 
a man selling at whol 


8 CHAIRMAN. Where do you suggest it is too high? 


h. I think you would find 
5 you would have much better observance of the law if the rates were 
lower. 


Mr. TAWNEY. If an oleomar; e manufacturer wanted to engage in the 

CCC [if bs wore te tle Cean eaS painea to 
oner . à 

would have to pay another in this business. $ 

So that, so far from soping the Commissioner’s recommenda- 
tion to reduce the rate of taxation, you have left on the retail 
dealer within a few dollars of what he said was too high on retail 
dealers in oleomargarine. Now, one word more and I will sus- 


pend. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is undertaking to state 
what was said in the committee room. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam undertaking to state what is published 
in the hearings. : 

Mr. GROS OR. I understand that. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Iam not undertaking to say it, but I have 
said it, word for word. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Have you said another thing, my friend? 
Have you said that after hearing that statement by the Commis- 
sioner we reduced the rate of tax upon the manufacturer from 
$600 to 8400? And one further word, have you stated that after 
that recommendation we reduced the wholesale tax from $300 to 


$250? 

Mr. McMILLIN. You did reduce a part of them, but the Com- 
missioner told you that $48 tax on a retail dealer in oleomarga- 
rine was too high. Disregarding that admonition, you put a high 
tax on the retail dealer in filled cheese. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Oh, no; not at all. Forty dollars. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 


has a 

Mr. GROSVENOR., Information and knowledge are incidental 
to intelligent debate. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then, if they will give it I will ask my friend 
to follow the example of Solomon, and get wisdom. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You get your bill and read it, and you 
will find you are arguing on a wrong basis. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. All right. In what I quoted I did not v. 
a word from the printed report of what the Commissioner said. 
I did not vary a word from his examination in the printed report. 
If Sia will read my remarks in the RECORD you will find that I 
did not interpolate one word or comma. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I moye that debate upon 
this section and the amendments thereto be closed in five minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I rise to a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What paragraph of the bill 
are we considering? 

The CHAIRMAN, Beginning on line 2, page 2. 

The motion of Mr. GROSVENOR was agreed to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield the time to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. TAWXEVI. 

Mr. TA EY. Mr. Chairman, the amendment under con- 
sideration comes v. appropriately from the State of Illinois. 
It is in the interest of the filled-cheese manufacturers, and that 
State in 1895 produced 14,000,000 pounds of filled cheese, and has 
within it almost all the filled-cheese factories in the United States, 
5 fact Hist I — the MEEA of be House to understand before 

vote upon the pending proposition. 
Mr, Chairman, in reply to the argument of the gentleman from 


3874 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ArRIL II, 


Hop- 
KINS] against the proposed manufacturers’ license, I will say 
that they have not stated a single fact concerning the relative 
market value of filled cheese and pure cream cheese, which should 
be the only basis upon which the tax or license should be fixed. 
Aside from 3 fact mas ao e of filled nese in 
branding and designa eir product“ cheese” are infringing 
upon the trade-mark of the farmer and the manufacturer of gen- 
uine cheese, the relative difference between the cost of production 
of the two articles is of itself sufficient to sustain this license. 

We ey a tax of 1 cent K peona on 1 and then, in 
addition to that, we impose a license upon the manufacturer, the 
wholesaler, and the retailer. Now, when you come to ascertain 
the aggregate tax per pound upon the product, it is less than one 
cent and a ee a pound, including all the licenses and the 
special tax of 1 cent a pound. Filled cheese is manufactured ata 
cost of 4 cents a pound, and can be manufactured for 3 cents a 

mnd; and, in my opinion, if we pass this bill it can be manu- 

ed for 2 cents a pound. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, let me interrupt you there. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I have not the time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Theobject is not to cause the consumer to pay 
as much for filled cheese as cream cheese. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Minnesota declines to 


eld. j 
mar HOPKINS. He yields to me. But only to Bae oe them to 
sell it for what it is, and give it to the consumer for of what 

cream cheese costs. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Isay, Mr. Chairman, that the cost of produc- 

filled cheese is from 3 to 4 cents a pound, so that an increase 
in the cost of production resulting from this tax will not exceed 
11 or 14 cents; and the aggregate cost, with the tax, will not be 
more than 44 to 5} cents a pound. £ 

Now, to produce full cream cheese it costs from 11} to 124 cents 
@ pound. ese two products have heretofore been sold in the 
market for the same price, or nearly so. If this bill results in re- 
ducing the price of filled cheese to those who desire to eat it, there 

i be a wide margin for profit after paying these licenses 
and the special tax. Men talk about the poor man having the bene- 
fit of cheaper cheese! He has-not had that benefit in the past, and 
one of the results of the oleomargarine tax, which is hig r than 
the tax imposed by this bill, was to reduce the price of oleomar- 
garine to consumers. How, then, can gentlemen say, in the face 
of that fact, that this tax, this license, will destroy the manu- 
facture of filled cheese, or that it will increase the cost of the filled 
cheese to the consumer? It will simply be compelling them to sell 
their product for what it is, and when that is done they will still 
have a fair profit on their product. 

There has been a great deal said by the gentlemen from IIli- 
nois concerning pA punn and value of this article as a food 

roduct. A great deal has been said about the evidence taken be- 
Lore the committee on that subject, but it is unnecessary for me 
to allude to that now. That branch of the subject was fully cov- 
ered in the remarks I submitted yesterday. I will t, how- 
ever, that the evidence referred to does not show that filled cheese 
is a wholesome product. 

The CHAIR . The time of the gentleman has expired. 
[Cries of Vote!” “ Vote!”] The question is on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois, te strike out “four” and insert 
one.“ = 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRUMM. Division. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, we will have a stand up upon that. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes, 38; noes, 76, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CANNON. I want to offer an amendment. 


Illinois [Mr. Canyon] and the gentleman from Illinois 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at this point. I will offer an amend- 
ment to the retail dealers. 

Mr. CANNON, Allright. In line 6, 2, Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the words two hun and.” Is debate 
exhausted on this ph? 

The CHAIR K. 
ae CANNON. Then let the Clerk read so that it will read,” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘Wholesale dealers in filled cheese shall pay $50 per annum. 

Mr, CANNON. That is right. 


The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. TRACEY. Division. 

The CHAIRMAN, The call for a division came too late. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Retail dealers in filled cheese shall pay $40 per annum 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the balance of that 

aph relates only to the application of certain sections of the 

evised Statutes, and therefore I ask unanimous consent to make 
a motion to amend the sentence that was read by the Clerk. By 
direction of the committee, I move to strike out the word ‘forty 
and insert the word ‘‘twenty-four.” 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, that amendment 
will be agreed to. 7 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, let the amendment be read 


again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 2, line 17,after the word “pay,” strike out “fort: 
lieu thereof the word “ twenty-four”; so as to read: Re 
cheese shall pay $% per annum.” 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman 
if he can not see his way to make it $10. 

Mr. BRUMM. Say $5. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Do not ask the earth. 

Mr. CANNON. That is not asking the earth. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let this be voted on. I think I can not 
consent to the rc pea of the gentleman from Illinois, and the 
question is on striking out forty ” and inserting “twenty-four.” 

Mr. CANNON, . Chairman, I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out “ twenty-four” and i ing ten.“ 
if I can have the attention of gentleman from Ohio . GROS- 
VENOR], I wish to say that no man on the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, nor, in my judgment, any member of this House, includ- 
ing the gentleman in charge of this bill, will say that $10 will not 
mest every requirement, police or otherwise, except the bare 
amount of revenue, that $24 will. I pause to see if any gentleman 
will deny that proposition. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, we want to do nothing 
but what is just in this matter. The other two licenses are the 
important features of the bill, and I am willing, at the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Divouay , to fix this one at 
$12 per annum. 

. CANNON. Iwill accept that if I find that after I have 
made one more statement the gentleman will not agree to make 
the amount less. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; a dollar a month is low enough, 

Mr. CANNON. In my little city of 20,000 people there are 70 
grocery and ponso establishments that supply in a small way 
groceries and provisions to the population of the city and of the 
surrounding country. They deal in what goes in the market, and 
this is a legitimate object of dealing. Now, from those 70 estab- 
lishments, at $12, there will be a revenue of $840 a year; and what 
is true of my city is true of like places all over the country. I 
appreciate the willingness of the gentleman in charge of this bill to 
reduce the amount of this license to $12, but I appeal to him to 
say whether it can not be further reduced. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We can divide 12 by 12 and that will bea 
dollar a month. I think that is low enough. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; I will not insist further. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. i , I want to offer an amendment 
to the amendment. I pepo to reduce this license to $5, and on 
that I want to be heard for a minute. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Imake the point of order that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvaniais not in order, because there 
is an amendment to the amendment pending. 

Mr. BRUMM. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, That amend- 
ment has been accepted. 

The C . Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Ohio to modify his amendment so as to make it a motion to 
strike out forty” and insert twelve”? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. BRUMM. Therefore my amendment is in order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope my friend Will allow a vote to be 
taken. We all understand the matter. 

Mr. BRUMM. Iam notso sure that we all do understand it, 
If revenue is what you are after, you will get more revenue by mak- 
ing thislicense $5 3 it 812. e majority of the stores 
in which this article will be sold are not stores that sell only one 
particular article or class of articles. They are, for the most part, 
what are known as country stores, and are to be found in the 
country towns and in cities having Bolg terres of 20,000, and if 
you put this tax at $5 a year there will not be a storekeeper who 
will not pay it; so that by putting it at this low figure you will 
really collect more revenue than you will if you fix the license at 
$12. These small, promiscuous stores, as they are called, can not 
afford to pay a tax of $12 for the purpose of selling one kind of 
cheese alone, and the result of fixing the license fee so high will 
be not only to give you less revenue, but to concentrate the sale 
of this article in the hands of a few storekee instead of having 
it sold everywhere. Therefore, if you are honest in the purpose 
which you avow in enacting this bill, you ought to permit this 


and insert in 
dealers in filled 


Now, 


ting 
amendment to be adopted putting the tax at $5 a year, and I shall 
insist on a vote upon it. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to say a word, Mr. Chairman, and 
only a word. When we come to the definition of a retail dealer it 

ill be seen that the provision of the bill is made so broad and 
liberal that the retailer may sell 10, 15, or 100 cheeses at a time; so 
that we give the retail dealer the advantage of position so far as 
the definition is concerned. 

Mr. BRUMM. But how does that help the storekeeper who 
perhaps buys only one or two cheeses at a time and sells the arti- 
cle by the pound? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My friend will bear witness to the fact 
that this article is sold largely in the companies’ stores at the 
mines and factories, where they sell thousands and thousands of 
cheeses at retail every year; and to put the tax at $5 a year would 
not pay for the inspection and care which the Government would 
have to exercise. 

Mr. BRUMM. Why, your revenue collectors will attend to it. 
You have them R every district—your liquor and tobacco 
tax collectors, Itis nonsense to say that this tax can not be 


collected. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to speak to this 
particular amendment. I intend to occupy only two or three 
moments, and in that time to state a few reasons why I propose 
to vote for this.bill as it comes from the committee and to vote 
against all amendments that will impair the bill. For one I do 
not wish to butter my bread with soap grease or to eat cheese 
made out of soap ,if it has been chemically treated. The 

ntleman from Illinois . Horxixs] said just now that this 

ed cheese was a healthful product, that it was healthful food. 
I deny that proposition; and in doing so I speak PETS If I 
am rightly informed in regard to the manufacture of filled cheese 
and the treatment of lard to which the gentleman refers, neither 
the manufacturer of oleomargarine nor the manufacturer of filled 
cheese heats this pork to such a point as to destroy the 
globules or microbes. ey heat the pork oil only to such tem- 
perature as will make it run. 

When this matter was under consideration before the Massa- 
chusetts legislature the State board of health of our Common- 
wealth was appealed to for information in re to the healthful- 
ness of this product; and that distinguished second to none 
in this country, said that in the manufacture of these products 
the door was wide open for implanting the seeds of disease into 
the human system. They said and clearly showed that there was 
danger in this uncooked hog oil that trichinæ and other hog dis- 
eases might be communicated to the consumers. 

Now, in regard to the protection supposed to be obtained from 
branding filled cheese or oleomargarine, I claim that the branding 
affords no protection whatever to the consumer, It is the man 
who butters his bread in the hotel or private residence or boarding 
house that I am solicitous about. He does not have any brand on 
the plate showing that the article placed before him is filled cheese. 
In my State, if oleomargarine or the proun of hog oil are used 
as butter, the boarding house or hotel keeper is required to hang 
up a sign Imitation butter (or imitation cheese) served here.” 

t is what we want in every State of the Union. That is what 
we want in this capital city. I venture to say that most of the 
members of this Honse to-day are, at their hotels or boarding 
houses, buttering their bread with imitation butter manufactured 
from hog oil or soap grease or something else than the product of 
the cow. We want a wholesome, decent enforcement of the law 
in the District of Columbia for our own protection. 

Now, I submit to members of the House one e which 
I have learned from eminent medical authorities: The oldest med - 
ical books do not record a single instance of a Jew, living strictly 
as a Jew and not eating pork in any shape, who ever died of can- 
cer. I submit that this uncooked hog oil is dangerous; that it 
contains the germs of trichine, cancer, and other hog diseases. 
I am first, last, and all the time for this bill as it came from the 
committee, and am opposed to any amendments which may im- 
pair the efficacy of its provisions. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire for a moment the at- 
tention of the Committee of the Whole and also of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. MoRsE]. I have goat r t for that 

mtleman. His great business ability has brought him a liberal 

ortune, a fact in which I rejoice. e all understand what his 
product is. [Laughter.] Now, in my part of the country there is 
an establishment which sets itself up as a rival in his branch of 
business; there is a gentleman there en in making a similar 
product to that of the gentleman from nsetts, and that 
gentleman claims—I am inclined to think it is a slander—that the 
product of the gentleman from Massachusetts, a product used in 
the polishing ofiron [laughter], contains arsenic, 3 inju- 
rious acids, and other chemicals that make its use absolutely dan- 
gerous to life. That gentleman out in my region of country urges 
this as the reason why von lei of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts should not be , and fears the gentleman from Mas- 


sachusetts will sell his product in packages similar to those used by 
the Illinois factory, and I am expecting every day to receive a 


letter demanding that I introduce a bill here to tax the product 
of eo from Massachusetts because it is dangerous to 
the health of the community. e p But I am going to 
stand ont against it Pansies} until I have further evidence that 
the product of the gr eman from Massachusetts is really dele- 
terious to health. the gentleman from Massachusetts, how- 
ever, should, in the fullness of time, find out that my constituent 
is competing successfully with him by selling an article that is 
about to drive him out of the market, and should the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, while proclaimingthathis prodnctisa health 
article, seek to counterfeit the product of my constituent, then 
rather think I would favor legislation which would require the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to truly brand the article of his 
manufacture. [Laughter.] Butwhenlhadmadehim truly brand 
it I would stop there. I would not put a cent or a mill of tax 
upon the product of the gentleman from Massachusetts in the 
interest of my constituent. ughter. | 

Mr. MORSE rose. [Cries of Vote!“ “ Vote!“ 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I think I am entitled to reply to 
the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] has seen fit to intro- 
duce the subject of blacking here. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no question but that we make good 
blacking in New England; there is no doubt about that; but I 
have never seen or known of any person recommending that any- 
one should eat that article or butter his bread with it. If the 
gentleman from Illinois will find any person who is trying to 
have the article consumed in that way the a between the 
product the gentleman has introduced here and that now under 
consideration, namely, cheese made of hog oil, may appear. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said that we make b in New 

land, but Ihave never seen any so good but that it would 
make a white mark on any man who would stand on this floor 
and defend imitation butter or imitation cheese, or would advo- 
cate the continuance of this fraud on the consumers and farmers 
of the country. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agresing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to strike out 
„twelve“ and insert five.“ 

Mr. CANNON. I will only say, Mr. Chairman, before the vote 
is taken, that this is another good advertisement for the gentleman’s 
stove polish, if he needs any. ughter. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I just wanted to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois if there was any agreement between-him and the gentle- 
tun aom Massachusetts to aid in advertising his product here? 

ughter. 

Mr. C ON. Idonot think the gentleman ought to be too 
inquisitive about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred on the motion to strike out “forty” and 
insert twelve.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Roget CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 

e bill. 

The Clerk read the fourth section of the bill, as follows: 


Sec. 4. That 88 firm, or corporation who carries on the business 
of a manufacturer of filled cheese without having paid the special tax there- 
for, as required by law, shall, besides being liable to the payment of the tax, 
be fined not less than $40) and not more than $3,000; and every person, firm, 
or corporation who carries on the business of a wholesale dealer in filled 
cheese without having an the special tax therefor, as required by law, shall, 
besides being liable to payment of the tax, be fined not less n $250 nor 
more than $1,000; and every panh firm, or corporation who carries on the 
business of a retail dealer in filled cheese without having paid the special tax 
therefor, as required by law, shail, besides being liable for the payment of the 
tax, be fined not less than $40 nor more than $300 for each and every offense. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I haye an 
amendment to offer here. 
e MAN. The Clerk will read the amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking ont section 4. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Now, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Ohio in charge of the bill to allow me ten min- 
utes at this point. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave no objection. 

I ask unanimous consent that the debate on the amendment be 
limited to ten minutes, and that the gentleman from New York 
may be itted to occupy the time. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from New York is entitled to 
five minutes. I think there will be no disposition to prolong the 
debate; and I ask unanimous consent that he have ten minutes. 
It may be that others would like to be heard. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to limit the debate 
to fifteen minutes, and ask unanimous consent that ten minutes 
be given to the other side. 


| 


— ee 


man from New York himse 


rule; tha 
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The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, that order will be 


made. 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. BROMWELL having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
pet bills and a joint resolution of the following titles; in which 

e 


concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2426) to amend an act entitled An act to provide for 
the care of dependent children in the District of Columbia and to 
create a board of children’s guardians,” approved July 26, 1892; 

A bill (S. 1806) to authorize and encourage the holding of a 
transmississippi and international exposition at the city of Omaha, 
in the State of Nebraska, in the year 1898; 

A bill (S. 1468) extending the time allowed the Blue Mountain 
Irrigation and Improvement Company for the construction of its 
reservoirs and canal in and through the Umatilla Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State or Oregon; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 126) requiring the roof of the new city 
post-office building, Washington, D. C., to be fireproof. 

FILLED CHEESE. 


The committee re its session, Mr. HULL in the chair. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the committee, when I first read the bill that is now under con- 
sideration I was in some doubt as to the vote I should cast in re- 
rd to it. It was not until after I had read the report submitted 
= the Committee on Ways and Means that my mind was made 
up inst the bill; and that impression, adverse to the proposed 
legislation, was strengthened by the frank avowal of the leader of 
the majority on the floor, the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
Mr. DINGLEY], who said this morning in reference to this bill 
tit was an attempt on the part of the Congress of the United 
States to exercise the police powers of the Government or to enforce 
police regulations within the States. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], also of the com- 
mittee, said he fayored the bill because it was in the nature of a 
police regulation, That was in substance his statement—I do not 
pretend to give his exact words—and if I mistake not every gen- 
tleman who has spoken in favor of the bill has ur; its passage, 
for what reason? Because it would stop fraud. In other words, 
because it would be, in its natural outcome, a police regulation 
for the enforcement of the protection of the health of the people. 

What do the Committee on Ways and Means say in their report? 
They tell us they think the bill ought to pass— 

So as to prevent fraud and furnish complete protection to the purchasers 


against the purchase of an inferior article sold to them by unscrupulous or 
ignorant dealers. 


So it is not a bill to collect revenue; not a bill to tax—and I for 


one am not opposed to the indirect method of taxation known as 


excise. I believe that to be a proper method of taxation; but here 
is a frank avowal that this is not a measure of taxation; nor is it 
claimed for a moment that it is a measure to be adopted to regu- 
late interstate commerce. It is in no sense of the word a reg 
tion of commerce. What is it? It is an act to prevent frand, 
to protect public health, and to have what is claimed to be a dele- 
ous article of food sold in the open market for what it really is. 
Mr. RAY. Will my colleague allow a question? 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will yield for a question. 
Mr. RAY. Right there let me ask are you op to all laws 
that will prevent fraud, or any law that will prevent it? 
Mr. TLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I should be per- 
fectly willing to leave that 855 estion to be answered by the gentle- 
He knows me 
Mr. RAY. But really, is that the basis of your objection—be- 


cause this law will prevent fraud—or are you against it on the 
j pound ont we have no right, under the Constitution, to pass the 
bill at 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In answer to the gentleman 
from New York, the basis of my objection is that this sort of leg- 
islation is unconstitutional; that it has been so declared by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and I will call attention to 
three decisions—one in 1869, by the then Chief Justice, Salmon P. 
Chase; one in 1890, if I mistake not, by the prowess Chief Justice, 
Fuller; and one in 1894, by Mr. Justice Harlan. 

Now, what is the rule laid down by the Supreme Court in these 
decisions? That each State has plenary power in all matters of 
police regulations; that is, that the police power of the States can 
only be exercised by the States themselves, and not by the central 
authority. The Supreme Court of the United States goes further, 
and it i that the fourteenth amendment has not changed that 

the rule has always existed, and if there be any power 


which should remain in the State it is the exercise of the police 
power. 
Now, the question came up, I think, in the case of The United 


States vs. De Witt, which was decided in 1869, in 9 Wallace. It 
was there held by the Supreme Court of the United States that a 
section of a statute which was manifestly not enacted in the aid 
of the power to collect a tax, but in reality was a police regula- 
tion, was unconstitutional, and that any such provision of law 
had no force whatever beyond the District of Columbia. So I sa’ 
pass this act if you will, but it will have no force or effect beyon 
eta of this District or outside the Territories of the United 
Mr. Ray rose. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will answer the gentleman 
inaminute. The distinguished gentleman from New York is so 
good a lawyer 

Mr. RAY. Ido not want to interfere with you at all. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will answer the gentleman’s 
former question now, while itis fresh in my mind. I am opposed 
to every fraud in the production or sale of any article of food or 
drink, but I say the State of New York, the State of New Jersey, 
the State of Massachusetts, the State of Minnesota, should take care 
of the food within their own limits; and the gentleman is well 
aware that it was decided in reference to the State of Massachu- 
setts that the State itself could control the sale of all articles of food 
deleterious in their nature coming within the borders of the State, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
Can the State of Massachusetts prevent the manufacture of adul- 
terated food products in the State of New York? And if it can 
not do it, then can not those adulterated products be brought into 
the State of Massachusetts and sold there? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No,sir. TheStateof New York 
and the State of Massachusetts and any State of the Federal Union 
can control the manufacture or sale of the articles manufactured 
within its own borders; and one step further, each State can con- 
trol the sale of articles of food coming within its borders, although 
manufactured in another State. That answers the question of the 
gentleman from Minnesota. I do not speak without authority. 
Now, take the first case, of The United States vs. De Witt. There 
Chief Justice Chase said what? 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. May Iask the gentleman a question? 
Has not Congress regulated the sale and manufacture of oleomar- 
a 1 ma has not the Supreme Court held that it had the power 
to do 4 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The only instances where the 
exercise of this power by the Congress of the United States has 
been held good have been in cases where it was manifest or ap- 
paront, or could be urged with some degree of plausibility at 

east, that it was an exercise in aid of the Farei to collect a tax, 
but where it is apparent from the report of e committee, where 
it is apparent from the debate, where it is apparent from the ad- 
missions of the gentlemen who are urging the passage of this 
measure, that it is only an invocation of the police power, then I 
ay the act is manifestly unconstitutional and beyond our power 
enact., 

Now, let me call the attention of the committee to what was 
said by Chief Justice Chase in the case of The United States vs, 
De Witt, the old case reported in 9 Wallace, in the year 1869, 
There the question before the court was whether the twenty- 
ninth section of the internal-revenue act of March 2, 1867, in refer- 
ence to selling naphtha mixed with other oils or inflammable 


troleum and making it a misdemeanor punishable by fine and 
ampe onum 
13 CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
e 


ired. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to have an exten- 
sion of time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not consent to a removal of the 
limit of debate, but the gentleman from New York may have the 
whole of the time in which to combat the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. I believe the Supreme Court will get 
the better of him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. I ask unanimous consent that I may print in the 
RECORD with these remarks, but as a part of my own, some ex- 
tracts from the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case of Plumley vs. Massachusetts, reported in 155 
United States, 461. j : 

Mr. BAR of New York. Oh, certainly; print the whole 


book. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
print certain extracts in the RECORD. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
or the decision referred to by Mr. Ray, see below.] 
. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I have no objec- 
tion to eng that decision in its entirety. 
Mr. RAY. I would not ask to do that. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Of course I propose to call the 
attention of the committee to that decision. Now, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOR] attempts to ridicule the decisions of 


— e 


1896. 


our court of last resort, and it may well be, because unless we 
take a position in contravention of the justices of the Supreme 


Court we can not pass this act. 

What was said by Chief Justice Chase? Owing to the numer- 
ous interruptions from the other side, it is somewhat difficult to 
reach the words of the Chief Justice. He said, in reference to the 
provision of the act to which I called attention—it being plainly an 
evasion, not an effort to collect the internal-revenue tax on petro- 
leum and naphtha—as follows: 

rr Ral pcg naoh rot W. 3 eee 8508 — 

m. ave effec gress 
exclu ig terete y, all State legislation, as, for example, in the District of 
um 

Now, that decision applies directly to the question under con- 
sideration. The other two cases to which I call attention are the 
matter of Rahrer (140 U. S.), where the opinion was rendered by 
Mr. Chief Justice ler, and where he says: 
restraints and burdens upon persons 


ty in conservation and promotion of the public health, order, 
peng pooper ty is a power originally and always belonging to the States, not 
neral Government nor or restrained by 

ve. 


ex 
d this court has lation, 
sae purposes, as not in the sense of the Constitution necessarily ging 
upon any right which has been confided expressly or by implication to the 
National i Government. 

And the last case to which I shall call the attention of the com- 
mittee is the case to which reference was made by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Ray]. That is Plumley against chu- 
setts. There Mr. Justice Harlan said: 

bject over which it would seem the States ought to have 
5 the wer to legislate in respect to which it 5 not to 
supposed was intended t to be surrendered to the General Government, it is 
the protection of the ple against fraud and deception in the sale of food 
ucts. Such legislation may, indeed, indirectly or incidentally affect trade 
É such products transported one State to another State. But that cir- 
cumstance does not show that laws of the character alluded to are inconsist- 
ent with the power of Congress to regulate commerce among the States. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman read where Justice Harlan 
of the right of Congress under the Constitution to legislate 
on the subject. a 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It was held in that case by the 
Supreme Court of the United States that the statute of Massachu- 
setts which forbade the sale of the article claimed to be injurious, 
oleomargarine, although coming from another State, was a proper 
exercise of the police power of the State. 3 
You can PER EAS authority of the Supreme Court of the United 
States which will sustain the constitutionality of the measure 
under consideration. While I am opposed to any frauds and 
shall not vote for any measure that will sustain them, we certainly 
ought not to pass an unconstitutional law merely because gentle- 
men think that some filled cheese will be sold within the borders 


of some particular State. Ñ 

4 Y. Mr. Chairman, the extracts from the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Plumley vs. 
Massachusetts (155 U. S., 461), which I obtained the leave of the 
House to print in connection with the remarks of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] are as follows: 


Now, the real object of coloring oleomargarine so as to make it look like 
genuine butter is that it may appear to be what it is not, and thus induce 
unwary purchasers, who do not closely scrutinize the label upon the 
in which it is contained, to buy it as and for butter produ: unadul- 
terated milk or cream from such . The suggestion that oleomargarine 
is artificially colored so as to render it more table and attractive can only 
mean that customers are deluded, by such coloration, into believing that they 
are getting genuine butter. If anyone thinks that ol arine, not arti- 
ficialls colored so as to cause it to look like butter, isas table or as whole- 
some for purposes of food as pure butter, he is, as y observed, at libert 
under the statute of Massachusetts to manufacture it in that State or to sell 
it there in such manner as to inform the customer of its character, He 
is only forbidden to practice, in such matters, a fraud upon the general pub- 
lic. The statute — Smt to suppress false pretenses and to promote fair deal 
in the sale of an article of food. It compels the sale of oleomargarine for 
it it really is by preventing its sale for what it is not. Can it be that the 
nstitution of the United States secures to anyone the privilege of man- 
selling an article of food in such manner as 
g something which, in fact, is 
for sale? 
* 


‘ormly reco; timately for 


in 
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If there be any subject over which it would seem the States ought to have 
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reaper with the power of Congress to regulate commerce among the 
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* * 
In People vs. Arenburg (105 N. X., 123,129,130), the 8 
88 before the court of appeals of New York. Tha 
referring to its decision in People vs. N. Y., 377 
statute of New York rela’ to the manuf: 
violation of the fundamen ht and privilege of ev: 
to adopt and follow such lawful ind pursuit, not injurious to the com- 
m ed, that butter made 
and suitable for food as 
ts and is substan 
and that itis cheaper, and tha’ 
ts and liberties of the people 


* 
mestion now 


to prohibit them from 8 dealing in it, for the mere purpose 
of TORE the producers of dairy butter against competition, yet it can 
not be claimed tha 


t possesses,” continued the court, the merits which are claimed for 
it and is innocuous, those making and dealing in it should be protected in 
the enjoyment of liberty in those respects, but ay may legally be re- 
quired to sell it for and as what it actually is and upon its own merits, and are 
not entitled to the benefit of any additional market value which may be im- 

to it by resor to cial means to make it resemble dairy butter 
in ap ce. It may be butter, but it is not butter made from cream, and 
the difference in cost or market value, if no other, would make it a fraud to 


pass off one article for the other.” 

Again: “ The statutory poe is aimed at a designed and intentional 
imitation of dairy butter, in manufacturing the new product, and not at a re- 
semblance in qualities inherent in the articles themselves and common to 
both,“ The court, therefore, held that artificial coloring of oleomai ne 
for the mere purpose of m it resemble aairy butter came wit! the 
statutory prohibition against imitation, and “that such prohibition is within 
the power of the | ture and rests upon the same principle which would 
sustain a prohibition of coloring winter dairy butter for the of 
enhancing its market P rascal by making it resemble summer dairy 
should the legislature deem such a prohibition necessary or expedient.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York to strike out section 4. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That every manufacturer of filled cheese shall file with the collector 
of internal revenue of the district in which his manufactory is located such 
notices, inventories, and bonds, shall keep such books and render such re- 
turns of materials and products, shall put up such signs and affix such num- 
ber to his factory, and conduct his business under such surveillance of offi- 
cers and agents as the issioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval 
of the Secre of the Treasury mar by, regulation require. But the bond 
required of such manufacturer shall be with sureties satisfactory to the col- 
lector of internal revenue, and in a penal sum of not less than $5,000; and the 
amount of said bond ma: increased from time to time and additional 
sureties required, at the tion of the collector or under instructions of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have an amendment to which the attention 
of thechairman of the committee has been called, and I desire to 
offer it, after which I will make an explanation. 

The Clerk read. as follows: 

On page 4, line 17, after the word“ revenue,” insert the following: 

Any manufacturer of filled cheese who to comply with the provisions 
of this section or with the regulations herein authorized shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be fined not less 

$500 nor more than $1,000.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, in explanation 
of that amendment, that the section is an exact copy of section 5 
of the oleomargarine law, and that under that section the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue made certain regulations governing the 
manufacture of oleomargarine, and also requiring the specific 
kind of books they should be required to keep. There was a vio- 
lation of that section, and the Government attempted to prosecute 
for such violation. And in that case, which went to the Supreme 
Court, the court held that the violation of that section could not 
be punished, for the reason that the section itself did not specify 
any penalty. The prosecution was commenced under section 10 
of the oleomargarine act, which was a general penalty; hence the 
Supreme Court, in the opinion in the case of United States vs. 
Eaton (144 U. S.), held it could not be done; and I offer that 
amendment simply in order to perfect that section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out section 5. 
In reply to the suggestion made by the distinguished chairman 
[Mr. Dineiey] of the Ways and Means Committee, that the sub- 
stitute offered by me is unconstitutional, I desire to state that if 
the bill itself is constitutional then my substitute certainly is. If 
we take the report of the committee, what they aim at is the sup- 
pression of fraudulent practices. I quote from their report: 

The claim is made, and we sustain it, that it isa fraud upon the purchaser 
to sell him a manufactured article branded falsely or unbranded, and the 
principle upon which we have proceeded is to te the manufacture and 
sale by wholesale and retail, and also for export of the commodity known as 
ie filled cheese,” soas to prevent fraud and furnish complete protection to the 
purchaser. 

Now, in regard to the constitutionality of the bill I will not 
undertake to give my oy case or opinion, but will simply quote 
from the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in 


the original-package case (135 U. S., p. 110), simply p 

that the amendment which I offer applies 5 to 1 
articles intended for interstate commerce. The Supreme Court 
says that— 

As to the power tor te commerce, none of the evils which proceeded 
from the feebleuess of the Federal Government contributed more to the great 
revolution w) troduced the present system than the deep and general 
conviction that commerce ought to be ted by Congress, and t the 
grant should be as extensive as the mischief, and should comprehend all for- 
eign commerce and all commerce among the States, 


Further on, page 111, referring to a former decision (125 U. S., 
465), the court says: . 
It is there shown that the transportation of freight or of the subjects of 


Stituent of commerce itself. 


or sale, is beyond all question a con- 
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Further on they say: ESTEN 
The passengers or of from one 
. 8 D 
was possi 
would result if one State could y or indirectly tax persons or property 
or prohibit particular property from entrance into the 
tate that the power commerce the States was conferred 
upon the Federal Government. 


Again they say, page 116: 
th f. 
And Congress, under its general eee 8 


mn W. of merchandise 
what exclu and may therefore admit or not, as it shall deem best, etc. 
Still further on in the same opinion, page 119, the court says: 
Where the subject is national in its character and admits and requires uni- 
formity of ulation cose eye all the States, such as tion 
between the Bates, including the importation of from one State into 
another, Congress can alone act upon it and provide the needed regulation. 


Now, here is a my ae regulation which its advocates claim is 
intended to prevent fraud in a matter which is the subject of in- 
terstate commerce, and yet the gentleman from Maine Da- 
LEY] claims that an amendment to extend this bill to all fraudu- 
Jent impositions and practices in articles of interstate commerce 
is unconstitutional. submit that if this bill is constitutional the 
substitute which I have offered certainly is. : 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let me ask the gentleman a question, In all 
of the cases before the Supreme Court involving the a- 
rine act, or any of its provisions, has there ever been alawyer who 
the right of Congress under the Constitution to 


that the Constitution can be invoked to prevent fraudulent 
impositions in the matter of cheese, but not in the matter of shoddy 
goods and spurious articles of other kinds. 
The C MAN. The question ison the amendment offered 
by the 1 from Arkansas. i 
Mr. TERRY. I withdraw the amendment, Mr. Chairman. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc. 6. That filled cheese shall be packed by the manufacturers in wooden 
only, not before used for that hg rahe marked, e and 

ed with the words filled cheese“ in -faced letters not less than 

ches in length, 1 circle in the center of the top and bottom of the 
less than 2 inches in length in 


same description of letters as above provided for the mar 1 cheese; 
and all or by manufacturers of 
wholesale dealers in cheese or to exporters of filled cheese shall be in 
original ped dealers in filled cheese shall 
stam! nan 3 8 when sol 
in sui © wooden or W. shall mar and bran 
pasha nally ions to be prescribed by the 


in Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue with o Secretary of the Treas- 
or offers to sell, or delivers or offers 


e Te 
UY alror Alle See 5 see form than in new wooden or paper 
marked and branded as hereinbefore provided and as above de- 
no Aa T nS Dreis LA TAONE ox AAE E MOMI 
ner con + — 
a ey ee ea 
than or be imprisoned not more than one year. 

Mr. CHICKERING. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 22, page 5, after the word “offense, insert nat less than $100 and.” 

Mr. CHICKERING. This amendment Sapa h fixes the mini- 
mum penalty in cases of violation of the law and provides that it 
shall be not less than 8100. Under the present provision of the 
bill a man could be brought into court for a violation of this act 
and be fined $1 and the requirements of the law would be met. I 
wish to say, in regard to this amendment, that such of the mem- 
bers of the committee that reported the bill as I have spoken to 
seem to be in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. RAY. Will not the gentleman modify that amendment so 
as to make the amount $50 instead of $100? My experience as a 
lawyer is that if you make the minimum penalty too large you 
never get a conviction. 

Mr. CKERING. I have no objection to accepting that 
tion, and I will modify the amendment accordingly. 

. CANNON. With all due respect to the gentleman, I trust 


that he will further modify it by withdrawing it entirely. 

Mr. CHICKERING. t the gentleman es to do. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; then I have only to say a single 
word. This section 6 is a very severe section. It provides that 


Retail dealers in filled cheese shall sell only from originalstamped packages, 

the filled cheese when sold in suitable wooden or pack- 

D ii GCC SAIA wad erat 
of Internal Revenue. 


Under this bill there is imposed upon hundreds of thousands of 
dealers in the country the duty of literally and strictly complying 
with these provisions. If any retail dealer, by accident, mistake, 


or otherwise, shoulda wrap a piece of this cheese in any other than 
the specified covering he is subjected to what penalty? A fine of 
not more than 8500 and imprisonment not more than one year. 
I you propose to make your penalties severe, that is a wise pro- 


vision. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 
These penalties are imposed only upon men who knowingly violate 
the law; who falsely brand these commodities. Now, is there any 
equity or pity to be invoked in behalf of a man who will falsely 
brand a food product? 

Mr. CANNON. But I am speaking of the retailer. 

ME GANNON. fvery-inan te charged with-s koowlolge of 

; í man is c with a knowledge o: 
ý 7 n the provision i is offense 
the word “knowingly” is used. 
Bog BONINA, — i P pasran Ber pira 2 8 — 

e in the package. is not necessary of course rovide t 
he shall know the law. z 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He must know that he has falsely branded 
the article, or he can not be convicted. 

Mr. CANNON. That is presumed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all; it must be proved. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman deny that the presumption 
of 3 of the law runs against the man, and can not be 


con ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is a question of fact; and the pre- 
sumption of fact runs in favor of the man’s innocence, not in favor 
of his guilt. The Government must prove the offense beyond rea- 
sonable doubt, s 

Mr. CANNON. That he knows the law? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Tt is not a question of knowing the law. 
This is a question of doing a thing. The offense is in doing it 
knowingly and doing it falsely. 

Mr. C ON. Let us see. An ignorant man engaged as a 
retailer is presumed to know the law. Although he may be un- 
able to read or write, he is not allowed to dispute the presump- 
tion that he knows the law. Now, when a customer comes in, 
this cheese may be on the counter. The wooden packages or 
other coverings prescribed by the law may be exhausted. The 
customer says, I want a pound of that cheese.” The dealer 
pine out a pound, without putting it in the 85 8 package. 

sup he ** knowingly” does that. Now, the bill as reported 
provides that each case stand upon its own merits; that the 
judge may grade the fine down to a dollar or up to $500; that he 
may send the person to prison for a day or fora year. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. CHICKERING] now comes in and pro- 
poses to amend LB ods ing that the judge shall fine the accused 
not less than $50. is is I desire to say about the question. 
If the House wants to vote for such an amendment, let it do so. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I trust that the gentleman in 
charge of this bill will insist on ior dia as 5 by the 
committee rather than that just offered by way of amendment. 
I will give very briefly my reasons for this suggestion. I speak 
in the presence of men of experience in the conduct of legal 
affairs, some of whom have acted in the capacity of judges, others 
of whom have exercised the 3 power as chief magistrates 
of their States, and many others. of whom, without having occu- 
pied such official positions, have had experience as lawyers. 

Now, I think it will be conceded by all the legal fraternity that, 
so far as may be, minimum penalties ought to be abolished, and, 
a maximum penalty being provided, the question of the extent of 
the penalty within the maximum should be left to the court try- 
ing the case: It is the experience of those who have participated 
in legal proceedings that where penalties are made excessive there 
will inevitably be acquittals in minor cases, the costs of which 
must fall on the Government, Thus there will often happen a 
failure of what seems to bea proper prosecution because of the 
unwillingness to inflict what is deem: ee Shed pine 

While it is true, as has been stated by the gentleman from Ohio, 
that the law presumes every person innocent until he is proved 
guilty, there are certain presumptions arising from the surround- 
ings of the accused. For instance, the possession of goods ina 
certain condition suggesting a violation of the law devolves upon 
the person in possession of those goods the necessity of showing 
affirmatively that there has been no violation of law in the trans- 
action. I believe that the ends of justice will be best subserved 
and the administration of the law most effectually secured by 
leaving this provision in the form proposed by the committee, 
naming simph the maximum penalty, but allowing the court the 
ä 0 any penalty below that maximum which may 
seem 


proper. 
This is no new doctrine with me, nor does it apply to this case 
alone, In many cases arising under 


the internal-revenue laws 


1896. 


we have already, by acts of Congress since I have been here, abol- 
ished minimum penaltiesand left the maximum standing, thereby 
confiding the e t of the penalty to the discretion of the court. 
Others have been recommended to the House, and thetendency of 
wise legislation, of wise administration in these modern times, 
has Denan. S 5 P e than in that which is 
suggested by the pro amendment, 

The CHAIR WN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the 


ntleman from New York. 
The question was 
McMILLIN 


en; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
) there were—ayes 62, noes 37. 
So the amendment was adopted. x 
Mr. CHICKERING. I offer a further amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, which I ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in line 23, page 5, after the word “not,” the following: “less than 
thirty days, nor.” 


Mr. CHICKERING. It is the same principle involved in the 
other amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr, Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
7 . 6, in line 10, page 5, after the word packages,“ the 

ollo: 0 f 

tions to be mrescribed by the Coramissioner of internal Weventi; with the ap 


. : 
inse e following: 
be: shall the filed cheese sold by them in suitable wooden or pa 


And 

ck: which shall be marked and branded with the words ‘filled cheese’ 

Pack used letters not less than one-half inch square, in three eo places ogak 
su 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, the bill of the committee in the 
particular part proposed to be amended here seems to be defect- 
ive. Suppose, for instance, that the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue does not prescribe any regulation for the branding of 
this commodity. It is simply permissive, and not mandatory. 
The amendment makes it absolutely obligatory to brand the prod- 
uct for what it really is. r jer 2 

These gentlemen tell us that there is protection in branding 
soap grease called filled cheese.” This amendment, if adopted, 
allows the purchaser anywhere in this country, if he chooses to 
purchase this article, to doso, and he knows exactly what he is 
getting. There is no mistake about it. There is nothing covered 
up in the transaction. 

I hope the amendment will be adopted. é 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, this 2 was consid- 
ered very carefully by the committee, and in view of the fact that 
it will be an inflexible tion which the retailer may success- 
fully evade, and that it will be impossible in the future to overcome 
that evasion except by an amendment of the law, which may be 
difficult to do, the committee part gpa the provision which has 
been successfully administered with reference to the sale of oleo- 
m ine. As the e. now stands in the bill the matter 
will be left with the Internal Revenue Department of the Govern- 
ment, where it properly belongs, and where suitable tions 
may be made for stamping the retailers’ No advan: 
can be gained by the adoption of the pro amendment. e 
mattercan be better regulated by aruleof the Department. Then, 
if the regulations are evaded by the dealers, they can be changed. 

Mr. WILBER. Mr. Chairman, with reference to the rules pre- 
scribed by the Internal Reyenue Bureau with regard to the oleo- 
margarine business, I wish to state that these rules and regulations 
as made by the Department are not enforced by their own officers. 
Packages of cleomargarine have been purchased within the past 
four weeks in open market—in fact, I made a purchase myself in 
the market here—and the rules and lations of the Department 
for branding such oleomargarine, which regulations require that 
the word “ oleomargarine,” in le of a half inch or a quarter 
of an inch in length, shall be p on the outside of the package, 
in a position conspicuous and plainly visible on the package, were 
noto ed; but as a matter of fact the package I purchased was 
not so branded at all, because from the outside it could not have 
been determined what it was, for the brand was on the inside of 
the paper which wrapped the article. 

Now, we have agreed to this section, prescribing the branding 
by the manufacturer, explicitly, and I see no reason for leaving it 
tothe Internal F to determine how this brand- 
ing shall be done, so far as the retailer is concerned. It is right 
that the public, the people, the consumers, shall be protected, and 
that the necessary rules and regulations shall be prescribed in 
every statute governing such matters whereby they may be prop- 
ay tected, and not be left to the Internal Revenue 

ink it is the invariable case that where such 
tions are laid down in the law they are far more liable to be car- 
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ried out and followed by the dealers than regulations which may 
t of the Government. 


I hope the amendment will be adopted. 
The . The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from usetts 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
TAWNEY) there were—ayes 52, noes not counted. 
Mr. CANNON. There is some misunderstanding, Mr. Chair- 


man—— 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, there is evidently a mis- 

apprehension as to the vote being taken. 
r. DINGLEY. Will the Chair cause the amendment to be 


again read? 
The amendment was again reported. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the question anew, 


as there seems to have been some misapprehension before. 
Mr. DINGLEY. This amendment is to make the marks, as I 
understand it, as large on a pound of this cheese as on the whole 


It seems to me that the regulation ought to be left to 


the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. We ought not to go into 
legislation on a little matter like this. 

. MORSE. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, that 
debate is not in order. Certainly it is not in order to carry debate 
on when a vote is being taken. 

Mr. DIN GLE. I was showing that the amendment was 


misunderstood. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the question again. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 55, 


noes 62. 
Mr. MORSE, Mr. SHERMAN, and others demanded tellers. 
Tellers were refused. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: - 
Sn. 7, That all retail and wholesale dealers in filled cheese shall displa in 
= a Filed 


ous place in his or their sales room a sign bea: the words 
cheese sold here in black-faced letters not less 6 ine 


in length, upon 
a white ground, with the name and number of the revenue district in which 
his or their is conducted; and any wholesale or retail dealer in filled 


cheese who fails or neglects to comply with the provisions of this section shall 
be deemed ty of a misdemeanor, and shall on conviction thereof be fined 
foreach every offense not more than $200. 

Mr. CHICKERING. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in section 7, line 8, page 6, after the word “offense,” the words “not 
less than $100 and.“ 

Mr. CHICKERING. To make it conform to the other amend- 
ment, I will make that $50; so that it will read: For each and 
every offense not less than $50.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman modifies his amendment so 
as to make it read $50 instead of $100. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CHICKERING. I move to strike out the last word. I did 
not hear the Chair make the announcement. I demand a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman should 
have made the demand before the announcement was made. 
KERING. I did not hear it. 

The gentleman says he did not hear it, and 
the Chair will r ize the demand. 

Mr. BRUMM. I rise to a point of order. It is entirely too late 
to call for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from New York says that 


he did not hear the announcement, the Chair will now recognize 


the demand for a division. 

Mr. BRUMM. It was made a long time after the Chair an- 
nounced the result. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had announced the decision, but 
the gentleman stated that he did not hear. 

Mr. BRUMM. Well, a month after he might say he did not 
hear the result of the division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 33. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHICKERING. Mr. Chairman, the measure now under 
consideration is of vital importance to the people that I have the 
honor to represent in this body, as it directly affects every dairy- 
man in three of the leading icultura! counties in the greatest 
cheese-producing State of the Union. At the last annual meeting 
of the New York State Grange, held in the city of Binghamton, 
represented by progressive farmers from every county in the State, 
a resolution was unanimously passed urging upon Congress to take 
some action in this important matter. The resolution was sent to 
meat Washington, containing a request to do all in my to 
look after such legislation in connection with this subject as 
would best conserve the interests of the farmers of the State of 
New York. Since that time I have received, as doubtless other 
members of the New York ion have received, numerous 
itions from the various agricultural organizations throughout 


the State in favor of immediate action by Congress, 


i. 
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The article known as “ filled cheese,” which has not been manu- 
factured in the United States to any great extent until recently, 
is produced by a process which has arrived at such a state of 
3 as to deceive the public. There are now about 100 fac- 

ries for the manufacture of this article in the United States, 90 
of which are in the State of Illinois, and nearly all in the vicinity 
of what is known as the Elgin or butter district,in the northern 
part of the State. The amount produced in the year 1895 was 
12,000,000 pounds. The cost per pound is from 3} to4 cents. This 
year, however, the manufacture has increased to such an extent 

that it is estimated that from the Ist of January to the ist of 
April, 1896, 18,000,000 pounds have already been manufactured. 
According to the report of those best informed, this article is sold 
on an average of from 1 to 2 cents per pound less than the price 
of full cream cheese. This being the case, the net profit on last 

ear’s production would aggregate $500,000, which goes into the 

ds of a few manufacturers, jobbers, and retailers who own 
all the factories, do all the business, and control the entire market. 

I do not wonder, Mr. Chairman, that these men oppose the pas- 
sage of this bill; but I ask, who are better able to pay the tax 
imposed by the Government than the men who are engaged in 
destroying the great cheese industry in this country, and thereby 
adding annually a million dollars to their bank account? The 
method of manufacturing this article briefly is as follows. This 
is given that the members of this House may know what they eat 
when filled or lard cheese is placed before them. This statement 
is substantially from a gentleman who owns 30 out of the 90 
factories in the State of Illinois. He states that in connection 
with his creameries he buys the milk from the farmers, and by a 
a procen of a slam 2 by the use of the latest and mo 
improved machinery for that purpose, separates every particle o 
fat from the milk, leaving what is called skimmed milk. The 
cream is made into butter and sold as such. The skimmed milk 
is then taken and there is added to it sufficient uncooked lard to 
replace the butter fat taken from the milk. Remember, the lard 
is not cooked, but raised to a temperature of about 130° and the 
oil pressed out of it. Thirty per cent of that oil is mixed with 70 
per cent of skimmed milk, and after adding coloring matter the 
mixture is manufactured into fancy full cream cheese. 

In many cases the article is not branded until the seller gets an 
order with a request to put sucha brand ee it as will please 
the people of the locality where it is to be sold, and in other cases 
the retailer puts his own brand uponit. In no case, however, is 
the cheese sold to the consumer for what it really is,and here is 
where the greatest fraud is perpetrated. Experts who have ex- 
amined this article tell us that when first made it is with great 
difficulty that the fraud can be detected; but after a short time 
the real quality of the article becomes discovered, and the con- 
sumer becomes an enemy of all kinds of cheese, and the whole 
cheese-making industry is brought into disrepute on account of 
the fact that the consumer has been made to believe that he has 
purchased the best quality of the genuine article. There is no 

uestion that the reputation of American full cream cheese has 

m greatly injured iy the sale of this article not only in this 
country but also abroad. 

Secretary Morton, in his annual report of 1895, states the case 
clearly when he says: 

Throughout the year United States cheese has commanded the minimum 
figure upon the English market. Our cheese has suffered disproportionately 
to other makes, by the depressed condition of the English cheese market, and 
reached in 1895 the lowest price ever quoted for American cheese in that coun- 
try. Our correspondent reports in explanation that the United States cheese 
is not in fayor with the British public, because so much in the past has been 
adulterated. During the first eight months of last year Canada and the United 
States stood side by side supplying the English market with cheese; but 
whereas Canada has this year not only held its own but made a gain, 
shipments from the United States have fallen off 117,000 hundredweight, an 
amount e tA the increased shipments of Australasia and Banat 
and to the falling off in the wholeshipments to Great Britain. In fact, every 
5 cheese to Great tain has this — enlarged its trade 
With t anue except the United States, which 
of its last year’s business. 

While it is hardly fair to attribute this entire loss to the flooding 
of the European markets with filled cheese, there is no doubt that 
the shipments of these adulterated goods have had a very unfavor- 
able influence. But the largest damage to our manufacturers of 
pure cheese comes from the flooding of the manufacturing and 
ee oe of our own country, especially in Southern sections, 
with these spurious goods, where thousands upon thousands of 
boxes are shipped every fall and winter to take the place of gen- 
uine cheese. is article goes to Southern markets with the most 

nt brands upon it, such as ‘‘Extra New York cream,” 
„Added cream,” ‘‘Double-extra cream cheese,” or Extra Wis- 
consin cream cheese.” It will be observed that while manufac- 
turers may sell it for what it really is and the jobbers may sell it 
to the ee in like manner, yet the retailer perpetrates a fraud 
upon the co: er. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that the statement can be safely made 
that not a pound of the 12,000,000 sold during the year 1895 has 
been given to the public for what it really was, and that a very 


lost over 21 per cent 


large proportion of this worthless article would to-day be decay- 
ing on the counters of the dealers if the unsuspecting public had 
any conception of its real character. The great loss that our 
American d en have suffered in consequence of the prejudice 
that has arisen by reason of the sale of filled cheese is best illus- 
trated by the great decline in the exports of American cheese 
from 118,813,685 pounds in 1885 to only 60,448,420 pounds in 1895 

while Canada, where the manufacture of filled cheese is prohibited 
by a law which is strictly enforced, hasincreased her exports from 


61,502,949 pounds in 1885 to 146,004,650 pounds in 1895, and the 


very best cheese from the United States now sells more readily in 
London bearing the Canadian brand than under the names which 
but a few years ago were accepted as a guaranty of all that was 
honest and best in cheese. Since 1860 the increase in quantity ex- 
ported by Canada is a thousandfold. Then she exported less 
than one-hundredth part of the quantity sent from the United 
States. Now the cheese exports of the former are more than 
double that of the latter in quantity and nearly 10 per cent greater 
in value per pound. . 

Mr. Chairman, in view of these startling facts the question comes 
to us asthe representatives of the people, What can we do to place 
the American dairymen upon a par with the rest of mankind when 
his goods reach the markets of the world? I insist that this bill 
does not go far enough. We should follow the States in our own 
country and our neighbors across the border, and absolutely pro- 
hibit the manufacture and sale of this fraud within the limits of 
the United States. There is no more reason why the people of 
Illinois should conduct a business injurious to the great masses 
of the country than the people of any other State. But let us pass 
this bill that proposes to tax the manufacturers, wholesalers, and 
retailers, and compels all to brand the article, so that no one can 
be deceived by it under heavy penalties for violations, with the 
hope that in this way some will be accomplished along the 
line that I have indicated. 

Why should any member of this House vote against this pro 
sition, which proposes to make every man who engages in this 
business honest in his transactions, which treats all alike and 
makes no discrimination? The benefit of the manufacture and 
sale of this article without these restrictions does not come to the 
men whose business, as I have shown, is being ruined by it, and 
who in these days of financial e are struggling in man 
cases under the burden of debt, hoping for relief from the prod- 
ucts of their daily toil; nor to the majority of business men who 
believe in square dealing and honest business methods, but only 
to a few manufacturers, jobbers, and retail dealers, who are dis- 
gracing the great mass of honest producers of a wholesome and 
necessary article of food and making their pure product a byword 
wherever this American fraud enters into competition with them 
in the markets of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, I am glad to have the honor in behalf of the 
farmers of the State of New York to make a final appeal to the 
members of this House for favorable action upon this important 
matter. Statistics tell us that more than nine-tenths of all the 
cheese produced in this country comes from the States of New 
York, Wisconsin, Ohio, Illinois, Vermont, Iowa, Pennsylvania, 
and Michigan, ranking in the order named; but the State of New 
York, for whose interests I especially plead in this connection, pro- 
duces alone about one-half of the total product of the United States, 
and the reputation of the Empire State gives character to the entire 
cheese output of the Union. Itrequires the milk of 1,000,000 cows 
to produce the $25,000,000 worth of cheese made sear | in this 
country; and the State of New York maintains one-half of that 
number, and adds one-half of that fabulous sum to the material 
a of the country by the manufacture of this one article of 

Do you wonder, Mr. Chairman, that the people of New York 
are demanding this legislation? The farmers of New York are 
passing through the greatest crisis in their history. They have 
recently seen the prices of all the products of the farm reduced by 
the action of Congero in breaking down the wall of protection 
between them and Canada, ynder the operation of the infamous 
Wilson bill, which placed upon the free list many articles which 
they produced and greatly reduced the duty upon all the rest. 
They have seen the products of a foreign country coming over 
into their own splendid home markets, which have been built up 
by the protective policy of the last thirty years, only to destroy 
and break them down. They have seen the only measure of relief 
which has thus far been offered, and which ed this House in 
the early pet of the session, expiring in the Senate of the United 
States at the hands of those who profess to be their friends. And 
now 8 asking Congress to give them relief from this filled- 
cheese fraud, which. as I have said, is destroying the industry 
upon which they now Ge pact and which is making their great 
food product a byword wherever it goes, at home or abroad. 

Mr, Chairman 


„I trust that when the vote is taken upon this 
question, and the result of our action to-day is flashed from one 
end of the country to the other and through the public press finds 
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its way to the homes of the farmers of the United States, they will 
have reason to rejoice that we, as their representatives, have been 
true to the trust reposed in us, not only by restricting the manu- 
facture and sale of this great fraud, but also in taking a step in 
the direction of the final overthrow of one of the worst evils that 
to-day curses the American dairymen. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, it is not surprising that New 
York manifests ae interest in the pending measure; it is not 
strange that her Representatives on this floor take unusual inter- 
estin its consideration. It would indeed be surprising did they 
not use their utmost exertion to perfect it, to incorporate into it 
every possible provision to protect the honest producer of good 
wholesome mil k cheese from unfair competition with the spurious 
article; manufactured not from pure milk, the combined 1 
of the effort of the farmer, the growth on his beautiful fields, and 
the natural gift of the docile bovine quadruped, but from a com- 
bination or conglomeration of skimmed milk and animal fats with 
artificial coloring, and having thus, as nearly as may be within 
their power, perfected the measure, earnestly advocate its passage. 
And the closer this bill resembles the Wilber bill, the nearer per- 
fection, in my judgment, Mr. Chairman, will it be. I would like 
that bill, but if I can not get it, I will take what most nearly 
resembles it. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that our special interest should surprise 
no one, for New York State, the Empire State, first in population, 
in wealth, in education, in charities, first in commerce, is also first 
in the dairy industry. Not only first in comparison with any other 
State, but she lacks but little of being so as compared with all 
others. Her dairy eee nearly equal those of all the other 
States combined. New York farmers ask no protection from hon- 
est competition with their fellows of their own or other States. 
They do ask—aye, demand—that that competition shall be honest, 
shall he fair, shall be in the open. They compete in kind at all 
times and in all places. They shall not longer be subjected, if their 

resentatives can prevent it, to an unjust, and to some extent, 
at least, fraudulent competition with a cheap and inferior article, 
_ which hides its real interior beneath a cover which deceives the 
purchaser and consumer. This bill does not contemplate prevent- 
ing the manufacture of filled cheese.” It does tear from it the 
mask behind which it has been parading as full cream cheese; it 
does deny to its manufacturers the right to reap unreasonable 
profits at the expense of the dairymen and everyday consumer, 
and makes the article face the world for what it is, and pay a mod- 
erate tax for the privilege of DRIE here at all. The principle in- 
volved in the bill is not new. A decade ago a like deception upon 
butter in the form of oleomargarine, which had increased upon the 
market to enormous proportions, was regulated by Federal action. 
That action met, as does this bill, the very earnest opposition of 
the producers of the substitute, both before and after the passage 
of the oleomargarine law, but the highest judicial tribunal of the 
land declared the law constitutional. 

I do not know that it is frange to encounter this opposition. 
The millennium is not here, and few men are satisfied with a mod- 
erate profit when it is possible to obtain a large one. You know 

They used to sing some time ago 
A rather plaintive song— 

Man 5 little here below, 
Nor wants that little long. 

But nowadays the song is set 
To a different rhyme— 


Man wants as much as he can get 
And wants it all the time. 


8 A 3 ae 

ut, Mr. an, while it is in our power to prevent that 
pon becoming abnormal through deception, and by this measure 
t is possible, we should exercise that power and the House will 
to-day do so. 

This filled-cheese industry, Mr. Chairman—for I must so denorh- 
inate a business that last year aggregated 12,000,000 pounds, and if 
continued unchecked during this year would treble that amount— 
if unrestricted will absolutely ruin the American cheese industry. 
But a few years ago the United States cheese led in the markets 
of the world. Why, Mr. Chairman, but a few years since when 
wandering through the market of San Francisco, filled as it was 
with the bounteous products of the beautiful and fertile Pacific 
Coast, coming to the cheese market I asked from whence came 
the best cheese, and was answered, ‘‘ Herkimer County, N. Y.” 
That is within my Congressional district, and the other county in 
that district, Oneida County, makes just as good. The statement 
was true then. It is true to-day. e same answer would then 
have been given at Liverpool. Not so to-day. The answer now 
at Liverpool would be Canada.“ Why? Not because we do 
not make the same high grade now as then, but because so much 
of this spurious cheese has crept into the market from the United 
States that ey ha cae the buyer against all. 

Meantime Canada has shown the greatest wisdom in furnishing 
every protection to her farmers that is ible. She has mary 
poneed them from the spurious articles of oleomargarine an 

ed cheese, and as the result has given to them larger and bet- 


ter markets, and withal a reputation everywhere for pure prod- 
ucts that have carried into the farmers’ pockets a large increase 
in money. The very fact that under her wise laws her exports 
have doubled in ten years while ours have decreased is a most 
Sonion argument why we should follow her example in this 
kind of legislation. It is a curious fact that American cheese in 
the Live l] market bearing a Canadian brand will bring a 
higher price than the same cheese bearing an American brand. 
Pass this bill and the prestige of the American cheese will be 
restored. The price will return to its former plane. The Ameri- 
can farmer will be materially aided. The profit that now 

into the hands of the few manufacturers of filled cheese will be 
distributed among the thousands of farmers all over the land. A 
slight remedy will be afforded the farmer for the ugly competition 
of the Canadian farmer, which has worked so disastrously to our 
citizens upon the frontier. 

This bill isa wise one, moreover, because it furnishes a protec- 
tion to the purchaser. It is a travesty upon our national honor 
that we allow aspurious article to pass current with a false brand. 
To label lard cheese as full cream cheese is a crime and is unjust 
to the innocent purchaser. If itis to be manufactured at all, let 
it be sold in the open for just what it is. Let the customer know 
without equivocation just what he is purchasing. If the manu- 
facturers and retailers do not care to be honest in their transac- 
tions in this article, let the American Congress compel them to 
be. Papla) 

This bill compels honest dealing. Do we want it, or shall the 
American market be a perpetual masquerade ball? It provides 
additional revenue. Do we need it? Let the $262,000,000 of bonds 
issued in time of peace give answer. It ishes a measure of 
protection to the American farmer. Does he need it? Let the 
price of farm products, the condition of the farming communities 
Lae peak the land, during the past year or more give answer. 
The New York farmer, the American farmer, wants protection 
from fraud within and protection from cheap wages and 
homes without, and after he has had an 5 to 5 x8 
the ballot box he will have it. [Loud app use.] 

Mr. CANNON. I call the attention of the gentleman in charge 
of this bill to section 9, where I propose to offer an amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, so far as I was concerned, 
I had consented to a change in the amount of the tax in that sec- 
tion; but there is now brought back to my mind the fact that the 
representatives of this filled-cheese industry asked us to strike out 
of the bill as it was originally prepared the 2-cent tax, the oleo- 
margarine tax, and agreed that if this product was to be taxed at 
all the rate should be 1 cent per pound. Therefore I think the 
gentleman from Illinois ought not to try to do that which the 
parties directly interested did not ask to have done. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, on pege 7, line 2, before the 
word ‘‘one,” I move to insert the words ‘‘ one-half of,” so that it 
will read, ‘‘ one-half of 1 cent,” etc. : 

The gentleman from Ohio says that the manufacturers asked 
that this tax should be reduced from 2 cents tol cent a pound. I 
am in no sense representing the manufacturers of filled cheese. 
We can afford to be honest with each other, whether we are honest 
with the balance of the world or not. [Laughter.] Lrepresent in 
part the men who furnish the milk that goes into this product, 
and in part those who raise the hogs from which the neutral lard 
is obtained; and those two classes are a majority of the people of 
this country. Gentlemen agonize here about protecting the 
farmer,” but when you scratch them you find that what they are 
after is not protecting the farmer, but protecting the dairyman who 
is engaged exclusively in that branch of agriculture and who is 
seeking not to raise revenue by this bill, but to wipeout competi- 
tion. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Fraudulent competition. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam perfectly willing to join hands with my 
friend to prevent the counterfeiting of any food product in this 
country, and I have no reason to say that he has at heart any 
desire to go beyond that; but I do say that there are gentlemen 
here who have avowed within the last fifteen minutes that this 
bill is but one step toward preventing competition, toward pro- 
hibiting the making of this article at all. 

Mr. CHICKERING. That is just what I said and just what I 


meant. 

Mr. CANNON, That is just what the gentleman said and just 
What he meant. Now, then, we have the issue sharply andsquarely 
drawn. I would not, if I had the power, prevent any citizen of 
the United States from making this or any other food product. I 
will prohibit him from coming with a falsehood in his mouth 
and in his hand, representing that his product is something which 
it is not. But, Mr. Chairman, I have yet to learn that we are to 
establish a m of economy in this country that is to tax one 
citizen who is engaged in an industry for the benefit of another 
citizen. I was never instructed in that school of economy, and. 
when the purpose is openly avowed, it shall not be carried ou 
here without my protest being uttered against it, When it goes 
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ition by a law 
that the sup on: 
i Sa 
T will have none of it by my vote. Other gentlemen may if the 
want to. Now, I want to say, after inquiry, that a tax of one- 


to the extent of proposing to wipe out com 
enacted for that purpose, and when it is ayo 
sion of a counterfeit is a mere pretext, if that is the size 


a cent a pound, with the license fees, will pay all the expense of 
collecting this tax twenty times over. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But are ies get any revenue? 

Mr. CANNON. Revenue! edo not want to get any revenue 
in this way. God forbid that we should get revenue by any form 
of in taxation any longer than itis necessary. Correct prin- 
ciple forbids that in the name of revenue we should come in here 
and tax the man who has skimmed milk to sell or the man who 
has hogs or neutral lard to sell because he makes a product that 
competes with some other citizen’s product, 

Mr. CHICKERING. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHICKERING. Why does the gentleman propose a tax of 
one-half a cent a pound, then? 

Mr. CANNON. Because I believe in branding this article truly, 
and Iam willing to use the agency of the Government for that 


Vr. GROSVENOR, The cost of this product is shown by the 
figures, about which there is no controversy, to be not greater than 
4} cents a pound. A tax of 1 cent, which is half of the, original 
tax upon oleomargarine im by the law for which, I rejoice 
to say, my friend from Illinois voted as a member of the House 

Mr. TAWNEY. He made a for it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; he made a very eloquent on 
behalf of that bill; a better one, if possible, than the one he has 
made justnow. [La pak But I say, Mr. Chairman, that a 
tax of 1 cent per pound has fixed upon at the suggestion of 
the manufacturers themselves. They came to the committee and 
said, We are entirely willing, if you are going to pass this bill 
at all, that you shall lay a tax of i cent a pound instead of 2 cents, 
as on * 


Was original pro j 
Just a word further. por oiin g has been said about standing 
by the poor man—the man who eats poor cheese, as I understood 


the illustration. Let me tell the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Mr. Brus] something that he probably value more in the 
fure than does in the present. These man ers and 


wholesale dealers and retailers of filled cheese have been selli 
this cheese, as the record here abundantly shows, as high as 11 an 
12 cents a pound. How were they able to do that? e 
ing the fact that it was filled cheese not the genuine New York, 

isconsin, or Ohio full cream cheese. 

Mr. BRUMM. Now, will the gentleman t a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Wait a moment. it is wise to legislate 
so that some people can get cheap cheese,” let us force these 
manufacturers and dealers to tell the truth to the man to whom 
they offer this article, and he will very soon learn that the actual 
value of this filled cheese does not exceed one-half the value of 
what they are trying to sell it for. 

Mr.BRUMM. Permit me right there. You contend, then, that 
b Se ee of this bill you will prevent the maker of filled 
5 — m asking an exorbitant price for it; that, in other words, 
you will bring him down to a fair profit? ; 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am arguing that by the of this 
bill we will compel the filled-cheese man to ‘tell the truth.“ 

Mr. BRUMM. But the object is to bring down the price. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I knewa man once to get elected Presi- 
dent of the United States by using just that form of expression. 


Mr. BRUMM. You are always very kind. The tax on oleo- 
margarine, as I understand, is 2 cents a pound? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is right. 

Mr. BRUMM. And you want to put a tax of 1 cent a pound on 
filled cheese? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is just what we are going to do. 

Mr. BRUMM. Now, what is the retail price Oks oleomargarine 
on an . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not say. 

Mr. BRUMM. What is the cost price? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Seven or eight cents a pound. We have 
tried to put all these figures at about the relative proportion there 
is between filled cheese and oleomargarine. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then I have only to say that if the cost of oleo- 
margarine is only 7 cents a pound your oleomargarine law did not 
reduce the price of oleomargarine at all, because the article is 
selling as high as butter to-day, and the tax you now propose on 
filled cheese is much higher in proportion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am not working here for filled cheese or 
for low-priced cheese; but I am determined that the people of this 
country, so far as my humble efforts may avail, shall have the 
opportunity to know when they are buying filled cheese that the 
= buying an article which has not cost as much as the full milk 
cheese. 
gentleman please tell me how much 
revenue this bill is expected to yield? What is the estimate? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We expect to get enough to pay expenses 
and to do something to help out the Democratic Administration. 
[Laughter and applause. 

a the hammer fell. 

.OTEY. I should like the gentleman to answer my swear 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] has expired. 

Mr. OTEY. Does the gentleman decline to answer my ques- 
tion? I want to know what is the estimate of the ttee as 
to the amount of reyenue which will be derived from this tax of 
1 cent a poua: 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We have never made any estimate. 

Mr. OTEY. Then, this is a tax bill without an estimate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is right. But there is one esti- 
mate 8 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Chairman, is a substitute in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. A substitute for what? 

Mr. OTEY. For th 1 amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman can offer an amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. OTEY. Can I offer a substitute for the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman can move to amend the 
amendment. 

Mr. OTEY. Very well. I move to amend the amendment so 
as to strike out ‘‘half a cent” and insert 1 mill.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is thinking about milli- 


meters” now. [Laughter.] 
i on Mr. OrEy’s amendment to the 


The question taken 
amendment, it was rejected. 

Mr. OTEY. Can I not have time to answer the gentleman from 
Ohio? He asked me a question, as I understood. 


The question being on the amendment of Mr. Cannon, it 
was rejected. 
The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill and read sec- 


tion 14, as follows: 


Sec. 1. That whenever any stamped apa ong filled cheese is 

[Laughter. i 3 emptied it shall bs the duty of the person in w hands the same is to de- 
Mr. BR I hope you will not shirk the question. You | stroy the stamps thereon; and any ga who willfully neglects or refuses 
gay, do you not, that the object of this bill is to cheapen the price? | 0 to do shall, for each such offense, be fined not ex 880 or imprisoned 


If not, why do you assert t the manufacturers or dealers now 
get 10 or 12 cents a pound? 
ass GROSVENOR. I do not say that the object is to cheapen 

e price. 

Mr. BRUMM. What is the purpose, then? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Just what I have repeated over and over 
again. But when the gentleman says that we are going to 
enhance the price 

Mr. BRUMM. Oh, I did not say that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That he wants his constituents to get 
“cheap cheese,” we say the way to get cheap cheese is to put a 
brand on this filled cheese which will indicate the cost, and thus 
we cheapen the production beyond all reasonable doubt. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will you not cheapen the article still more by 
reducing the tax to a cent a pound? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Nobody who is in favor of this bill wants 
the tax reduced. 

Mr. BRUMM. That is no answer to “3 question. Now, per- 
mit me to ask one more question, and I will not trouble you 


further. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield to the gentleman with very great 
easure. 


not less than ten days nor more than six months. 


Mr. OTEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out section 14. 

This brings up, sir, the question of imprisonment for what is 
really not a crime, again. 

I understood the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TAWNEY] on 
7 to ask me a question ° 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to correct the eee 

Mr. OTEY. L accept the correction, and beg oot pardon, A 
much greater State, Le: t, in minerals than Michigan. 

The gentleman from Minnesota asked mea question on yesterday 
as to who paid this tax. I understood him to ask who paid the 
penalty, and answered, The man who violated the law.” Of 
course if I had known that he asked the question, Who paid the 
tax?” I would have stated the consumer. I wanted the correction 
5 morning, but as it was not then in order, I desire to put 
it in here. 

But now you propose to imprison a man because he does not 
destroy some little package that had a 1-cent stamp on it. The 
stamp has been already canceled, and there is no reason to sub- 
ject the citizens of this country to punishment of this character 
by revenue officers coming up and arresting them for not doin 
a trifling act of that kin t may have „ and 
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hope very much that the section will be stricken out of the bill. 
It ought not to be there at all. : 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, Orry, it 
was rejected. : 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill, and read sec- 
tion 18, as follows: 

Su. 18. That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 

needful regula’ 


the Secre tions for the car- 
rying into 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert as a new section, to be known as section 19, between sections 18 and 
19 of the printed bill as follows: 

“Sge. 19. That no existing law or part of law which authorizes or allows 
compromises or settlements with offenders shall apply to any offenders un- 
der this act after the first violation of any of the provisions hereof.” 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Under the general provisions of 
law relating to the Internal Revenue Bureau, we find section 3229, 
which provides in terms for compromises in cases of violation of 
the internal-revenue law, and in such cases there shall be filed in 
the office of the Commissioner the opinion of the solicitor of in- 
ternal revenue, with his reasons therefor, including a statement 
of the amount of tax assessed, and the additional tax or alty 
imposed by law because of the neglect or delinquency of the per- 
i as the amount 


of the Treasury, shall make all 
ect the provisions of this act. 


ee apace whom the tax is assessed, as w 
ac paid under the compromise. ve 
Mr. 1 I am opposed to extending the provisions of any 


law which authorizes a minor officer of the Government.to com- 
promise cases against violators of law. As a matter of fact, it 
places the pardoning power in the hands of an officer connected 
with the Internal Revenue Bureau. This should not be done. 

The amendment I have offered relates only to subsequent viola- 
tions. It is a violation of the law, which must be presumed to be 
a willful violation, that we propose in this wise to bring to sure 

unishment. There isa need foran exhibition of the “strong 

d” on the part of the Government, 

I have in my hand, for instance, the hearings before the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means upon this bill, and find, from the tes- 
timony presented, that it has been the general practice to compro- 
mise cases of this character; and certain parties make a business 
of compromising. They find it cheaper to compromise than to 
comply with the law; and on page 78 of the hearings I find thata 
single firm in Washington has paid some $3,000 in the past few 

ears in the wayof compromises. That ought not to be allowed. 
When a person has once violated the law and been convicted of 
the violation, there should be no further compromise in his case, 
but he should be compelled to bear the penalties of the law, be 
brought into court and branded by the proper judgment as a will- 
ful violator of the law. 

I repeat we ought not to place in the hands of the internal-reve- 
nue officers the ae? to pardon such crimes as this, 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will allow me, I would like 
to have this amendment again rted. 

The amendment was again 2 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman will see the purpose 
“fit, DINGLEY. Yo to apply that simply to this law? 

5 . You propose to apply simply w? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not know exactly, of course, what effect 
that provision may have or to what extent the compromises may 
be authorized by existing law. But the proposition here would 
establish the principle that the administration of this particular 
law should be different from the administration of all other inter- 
nal-revenuelaws. Now, I think we ought not to enter upon such 
a course of legislation as that, I think we ought to know exactly 
the result before we undertake to adopt this amendment, 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I will call the attention of the 

mtleman to the statute. Let me read the entire section to which 

have referred in brief. I read section 3229, which is in the fol- 
lowing terms: 

Src. 3229. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the advice and con- 
sent of the Secretary of the Treasury, may compromise any civil or criminal 
case arising under the internal-revenue laws instead of commencing suit 
thereon; and, with the advice and consent of the said Secretary and the 
recommendation of the Attorney-General, he may compromise any such case 
after a suit thereon has been commenced. enever a compromise is made 
in any case there shall be placed on file in the office of the Commissioner the 
opinion of the Solicitor of Internal Revenue, or of the officer acting as such, 
with his reasons therefor, with a statement of the amount of tax assessed 
the amount of additional tax or penalty imposed by law in consequence of 
the neglect or delinquency of the person aguinst whom the tax is assessed, 
cea eee eee ada terms of the com- 
pro! R 

Now, under that provision there have been compromises in this 
city, with a single as much as $3,500. It is made profitable 
for them to compromise rather than comply with the law, and I 
propose that on subsequent violations there shall be no such thing 


as 5 
Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend permit me to ask him a 
question? 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The law requires—and I have no doubt it has 
been complied with—that the reasons for the compromise shall be 
filed of record. Has the gentleman examined the record and 
found that there was a state of facts that did not justify the com- 
promises that the Commissioner said he made? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the gentleman will turn to the 


hearing, on 77, it is practically conceded by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, and he there promises to make no further 
compromises. It shows this law is abused and that it is profitable 


to offenders to compromise or buy immunity. I do not believe in 
3 or sale of indulgences to commit crimes. 

r. MCMILLIN. Has there been any perversion of justice by 
the compromises? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Itseems to beconceded by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue himself. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. No such thing was conceded by the Commis- 
sioner, 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Let the gentleman read the hear- 
ings before his own committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN, T heard them, and I have read them in addi- 
tion. Now, before the gentleman criticises what the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue does, and proposes, as stated by my 
friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], to change the whole system 
of the administration of internal-revenue laws as applied to this 
statute that we are about to enact, it strikes me that he ought to 
be sure that there is justice in his criticism. The reasons have 
been filed, and if they are wrong, it is very easy for the gentle- 
man to show that. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I am thoroughly satisfied, and I 
have simply taken the evidence in the hearings. don 
77 that persons have been given unqualified assurance that they 
will be protected. They are protected in their violations by the 
who e dealers, and that $3,500 has been paid by a single firm. 
That fact of itself proves it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And the presumption is that the officers of 
the Government acted wisely, and that that was the best thing for 
the Government to do? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No; it shows that the law has been 


abused. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, when interrogated before the committee u 
this subject, stated in answer to a question by my colleague à 
TAWNEY] as follows: i 

Mr. TAWNEY. When ie! come up and pay, do you dismiss the case? 

J oner MILLER. It depends on what they pay and what the circnm- 
stances are. Compro, is vested in the office; bat we exercise it only 
always get a favorable report from the district 
pes ar There was one case in which we requi $2,200 or $2,250 to be 
pe es 8 er ae in my own State where we got $1,800 recently. He 

Again, Mr. Miller says: > 

Ido not want to be misunderstood. In all cases where there are cases in 
court action by the Department is never taken without the consent of the 
district attorney. 2 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Exactly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And now, Mr. Chairman, I submit that 
to take one single item of thé internal- revenue law and put a dif- 
ferent rule upon the Commissioner of Internal Revenue with 
reference to t is not wise. What may be the wisdom of a 
change of the whole power given to the Commissioner is not a perti- 
nent question here and now, but to single out this item as though 
the violation of this law was a greater offense than that of all 
those upon whom the tower in Siloam fell“ is, it seems to me, 
unwise, and on that I differ with the gentleman from Nebraska, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not only that, but it will tend to bring this 
law into ete 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It will tend to bring this law into disre- 
pote; it will tend to rouse poe sentiment against a law like this. 

t this law be put upon the same plane of administration as all 
the other laws upon kindred subjects. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I want to call at- 
tention to some of the facts, because we ought to legislate intelli- 
gently here. Weare not changing the body of internal-revenue 

Was it exists now, but we are passing a law relating to thissubject 
whichisanewone. This law ought to be right. Now, let me agai 
call attention to page 78 of the testimony of Mr. Oyster, president 
of the National Dairy Union, who knows whereof he speaks. He 
says, speaking of this matter of compromises, they are made by 
the Department, and that cases were compromised before the par- 
ties had any hearing. He says that one firm are selling four or 
five hundred tubs of oleomargarine per week, and of course the 
small fine of $50 does not cut any figure. Here is his exact 
language: 


where we are satistied. We 


OysTER. They assured me at the Department that cases were compro- 
lling oleomargarine sells from 
fine of does not cut any fig- 
ure. Iam told that one firm paid $3,500 in fines; but that is nothing compared 
to the money they make. y more money in a week selling 

margarine than that fine would amount to. 
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I submit, gentlemen, that you ought not to place a premium 


upon wron oing, on willful violations of thelaw. Where aman 
willfully persists in violating the law, let him be brought into 
court and submit to the judgment of the court. In that way he 
will find it profitable to cease doing wrong. We ought to make 
it difficult to do wrong and easy to do right, and we never can 
accomplish that by making it easier for a man with kid gloves to 
slip around behind the door and settle his offenses instead of going 
into court, where the average poor criminal has to come and sub- 
mit to the sentence of the court. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Would not your amendment and 
your argument apply with equal force to all violations of the 
internal-revenue law? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It would, but we are making new 
law on this question, and I am not willing that the abuses of the 
past shall be carried into the new law. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But in making this new law, you 
make a distinction between that and the whole system of admin- 
istering the internal-revenue law. 

Mr. ER of Nebraska. I do that because, as the gentle- 
man well knows, and as every other peron well knows, we are 
dealing here with an actual fraud. Nobody denies it. Neither 
can a person who has been convicted of a violation stand up and 
claim that he is innocent. Let us deal with this subject frankly. 
The man who knowingly uses this - filled cheese” is the exception. 

The great majority intend to use full cream cheese and buy it 
as such, paying full price therefor. The manufacturer and 
wholesale dealer, while he does not deceive his immediate pur- 
chaser as to the character of the product, knows full well that 
somebody along the line will practice a fraud and impose the 
product upon the consumer—that the spurious inferior product 
will be palmed off on the swindled consumer for a pure and supe- 
rior article and at a good price. Its very inferiority makes it 
profitable to carry on the business, and the manufacturer and 
wholesaler usually pay these compromises. Even in the name 
the stuff bears the dishonest practice is made manifest. It is the 
best illustration I know of eee Se livery of heaven in 
which to serve the devil.” There can be no such thing as a legit- 
imate trade ina counterfeit. Willful counterfeitsin either money 
or a food product should be punished. The practice should be 


wi out. 

. WILLIAM A. STONE. But also does not your amend- 
ment say that the officers, the district attorney and the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, will all unite in making it possible for 
willful violators of this law to take advantage of his violation—— 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Nothing of the kind. I simply 
take away from them the discretion to pardon crime; and that 
wer ought not to be vested in any officer connected with the 


ternal Revenue Bureau. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But does not the history of these 
violations of the internal-revenue law establish the fact that 


where persons have willfully and repeatedly violated the internal- 
revenue law they have to pay = sums for a compromise? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebras They have not to pay large sums. 
The gentleman well knows, because of his investigation, that this 
very fact has led to a constant increase of crime. While it has 

laced some money in the Treasury, it has increased crime in those 
States where compromises have been practiced. It is only where 
we know that crime will certainly be punished that crime ceases. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Does the gentleman regard this as 
a crime, while these internal-revenue laws are not really crimes 
in a great many instances? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. There is hardly a more indefensi- 
ble crime against every honest sentiment of honor and virtue in 
the country than the adulteration of an important food product, 
and a man who knowingly sells this stuff, which they call filled 
cheese, as full cream cheese can make but small claim to honor. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That may be; but while it may be 
a violation of the law, he may do it unwittingly. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. For that reason I provide it shall 
not apply on the first violation, but after the first violation. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. But your amendment provides that 
it shall apply after the first violation. Why do not you make it 
apply after the first conviction, and not after the first violation? 
A man may violate a law a number of times and never be called 
to.account for it. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. And never will be convicted if you 
allow them to sneak out in this sort of way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It strikes me this would be apply- 

a very severe penalty for what may be practically a technical 


ense. Lee Vote!“ Vote!“ ’ 
Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, while no man on the floor of this 
House is more earnestly in favor of the 


of this bill than 
myself, yet I hope this amendment will not be adopted. The 


Government of the United States has established a poner St treat- 
ing with offenders against the internal-revenue laws of the United 
States, and if we want a law to be popular and to be effective, to 
be enforced, we must be consistent in our legislation, in our acts; 
and if we single out this bill, if it becomes law—and I have no 
doubt it will—if we single this bill out and provide special pen- 
alties, and then provide that there shall be no compromise in cer- 
tain cases, we shall attract the attention of the whole country to 
it; we shall invite criticism, we shall invoke antagonisms, and the 
law will be ineffective and unpopular. Now, I hope every friend 
of this bill will vote against this amendment. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I will modify my amendment by 
striking out the words ‘violation of” and inserting ‘‘ conviction 
on”; so that it will read after the first conviction on any of the 
provisions hereof.” 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the more 
you discuss this bill the more you develop the fact that the bill is 
a fraud from beginning to end. Here is an amendment offered 
to put into your bill the same tics that you have in the reve- 
nue bill; and yet you get this bill upon the floor of the House be- 
cause it is a revenue bill. You can not get it here in e way 
this session. You get it here because, as my genial friend from 
Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER] says, ‘we want revenue.” You put it in 
here under the pretext of being a revenue bill. It can not be here 
in any other way; and when you do that you should apply to it 
the same rules that you apply to your internal- revenue law. Then 
vou all get up and say, Do not do that,“ because it will let the 
cat out of the bag and develop the true hideousness of the bill. It 
will invite criticism from everybody in the country, and every 
man of you will vote against it. I submit that those who are hon- 
est in this matter will apply the same rule to this that we shall 
apply toevery otherinternal-revenuelaw. Iam with you, brother, 
and I will vote with you. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. DINGLEY. e moment. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has certainly misapprehended the character of the amend- 
ment. As it stands it applies the internal-revenue laws exactly as 
they exist. 

. BRUMM. I understand what the amendment is. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You have got it wrong end to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The question was taken. 

The The noes seem to have it; the noes have it, 
and the amendment is lost. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, what has become 
of my amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has been submitted to the 
committee and voted on and declared lost. [Laughter. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied that 
not one gentleman in twenty-five heard the result. 

The CHAIRMAN. There were about three ayes and a large 
volume of noes. The Chair announced that the noes appeared to 
have it, the noes have it, and the amendment is lost. The gentle- 
man from Nebraska and the gentleman from Pennsylvania were 
engaged in a little private conversation and he did not hear the 
result, but the amendment was declared lost. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I certainly did not hear the result. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the amendment will again be sub- 


mitted. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair is per- 
fectly willing to submit it again. [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears no objection, and the ir will again submit the question 
on the amendment. 

The question was again taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment 
in the form of a new section, to be numbered 18}. 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no such section. 

Mr. BRUMM. I am going to offer one and call it that, as I 
have a pareet right to do. I want to offer something that will be 
of real benefit to the farmer. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that there is no question before the House. 

Mr. BRUMM. This is an amendment which the gentleman 
will not oppose. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Let us know what it is. k 

Mr. BRUMM. Iknow you can not oppose it, because you are & 
friend of the farmer and you want revenue. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. t is it? 

Mr. BRUMM. I want to offer as section 18} the wool schedule 
— 33 bill. [Laughter.] I know you will not oppose 

at, ‘ou? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Les. 
Mr. BRUMM. You will! Then I shall have to withdraw it. 
[Laughter.] 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Src, 19. That this act shall gointoeffect on the ninetieth day after its passage, 
BRA all wooden containing 10 or more pounds of filed cheese found 
on e 


remises of any dealer on and after the ninetieth day succeeding the 
of this act shall be deemed to be tasane under section 8 


this act; and for the urpo cE securin 
ead byt is act, the filled cheese sha 


ked, and branded 
roved 
venue 


— — of the Treasur 
may authorize the holder of suc p 
to affix thereto the proper tax-paid stamps. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, Thave listened very attentively 
to the discussion upon this bill, I have listened to its reading twice, 
and I have come to the conclusion that itis a vicious piece of leg- 
islation from beginning to end. It is protection run mad. There 
is only one redeeming feature in the bill; that is the provision re- 

niring manufacturers of filled cheese to mark their product so 
that those who buy it to sell or for consumption may know gas 
what they are doing, may know the kind of goods they are - 
ing in. a 
. Chairman, I submit that this bill seems to be a proposition 
to license that which is wrong, dodging the question by calling 
the license fee a “tax.” It seems to me that the very term 
filled cheese” isa misnomer. The idea which it conveys to my 
mind is that of an external case composed of something compara- 
tively good, the interior being filled up with impure matters, de- 
structive of health and of life, and I believe that in licensing it 
under cover of this bill you are giving the countenance of the 
Government to the carrying on of a business that is wrong, and 
you will be taxing one paly for the benefit of another. 

On the other hand, if it is admitted that this product is not in- 
jurious to health, then this bill is wrong in principle, wrong in 
theory, destructive in practice, and in violation of the theory of 
the Government under which we live. It is framed and based 
upon the same 1 upon which Congress acted when they 
imposed a tax of 10 per cent upon State banks of issue, so as to 
crush them out of existence and give the business of banking into 
the hands of national banks, thus enabling those institutions to 
levy tribute upon all other kinds of business enterprises by de- 
manding exorbitant rates of interest upon all loans, thus imitat- 
ing the robber barons of the Rhine of old, who from their palaces 
fired a shot across the bow of every passing craft, and descending 
like hawks from the rocks robbed and tore their victims till their 
greed was satisfied or the strength of the victim became ex- 
hausted. 

These national banks have arranged themselves to so adjust the 
finances of the country as to utilize them for the benefit of one 
class, and that a very small class of the country. That is what 
they have done, and it has been completely done. The result has 
been that by means of their manopo y they have acquired such 
power that they now control this whole country, they manipulate 
conventions, control State and national legislation; they corrupt the 
jury box, control riety us control the decisionsof the courts; and 
if we pass this bill it will have a like effect in respect to this business 
of the manufacturing of cheese. It will create a monopoly for the 
manufacture of cheese of all kinds. The small fish will be driven 
out, the large ones will swallow them up, and the business will 
be entirely monopolized by a few, so as to raise the price to the 
consumer, and the great mass of the people will at last be the 
2 by having the price of all grades of cheese raised enor- 
mously. 

I nef opposed to the principle of this bill. It is vicious in tend- 
ency; it destructive in 155 it is against the bgt theory of 
our Government, and I hope that every part of the bill will be 
stricken out except the provision requiring the manufacturers of 
these products to mark it so that those who buy it either for deal- 
ing or consumption may know what they are buying and see just 
what they are doing. you wish to enact that part of the bill, I 
see no objection to it; but let us not go on and establish a monop- 
oly and give it power to crush out the small industries of the 
country, which have a hard time to make a living now. Let the 
small fry have the right to continue business without a tax. Equal 
rights to all, and special privileges to none, should be our motto; 
and let us in shaping legislation beware lest we should tax one 
industry to build up another, which is both undemocratic and 
un-American. (Rag ears 

Mr. TAWNEY. Chairman, on page 9, in line 24, I move 
to strike out ‘‘ eight” and insert nine.“ 

The amendment was a; d to 


greed to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move that the committee rise and report 
the bill and amendments to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] 
desires to offer a substitute. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, if there are no other amend- 
ments to be offered, I ask that my substitute be read. 


iia substitute proposed by Mr. TERRY was read as printed 
above. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to state that this amendment is in line 
with the professed object of this bill. In this connection, I wish 
to submit an extract from a letter received from a worthy farmer 
in my district, Mr. John Nesbitt, and relating to just this ques- 
tion. He says: 

Everything that farmers have need of is sold to them in every shape and 
form under a false brand, and very inferior articles seem to be sent down to 
us in the Southern States, and the plows are duplicated and of inferior e, 
trace chains not half welded and of inferior iron, our harness filled with 
scraps of leather, our wagons of inferior timber, our 5 of shoddy, and 
our shoes of paper or scraps of wood in sole, shavings of leather glued to- 
gether, ee the wet they fall to pieces—and other things too numerous 

Now, sir, if the gentlemen supporting this bill are in earnest, 
if they want to stop fraud upon the purchasers of these articles of 
interstate commerce, why not make the bill apply to all such arti- 
cles? Why single out the one commodity cheese and apply these 

rovisions to it? I tell you, sir, when gentlemen speak of fraudu- 
ent p actices, this bill itself is a miserable fraudulent pretense, 
which, under the guise of protecting the consumer, tries to strike 
down a competitor in a particular branch of industry, who, asthe 
testimony shows, furnishes an article just as good as that which 
this bill seeks to protect. Ihave heard very reputable gentlemen 
on this floor who have eaten both kinds of cheese say that they 
can not tell one from the other; and the fact that the two articles 
command, as has been stated here, nearly the same price, shows 
what is the real merit of the article which you propose to strike 
down, But when you have imposed all the onerous restrictions of 
this bill upon what you call ‘filled cheese,” the price of the other 
will be raised, or its grade be lowered, to the injury of the con- 
AITEN and the poor and the country merchant will get the worst 
of it. 

Gentlemen who are supporting this bill want simply to get rid 
of a competitor in a particular industry under the guise of trying 
to protect the public. And I want to say that when this legisla- 
tion has been enacted, and when the people see the results of it, 
you will hear from them. You are proposing to tax the little 
country merchant $40 for the privilege of selling the people the 
kind of cheese that they want. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; $12. 

Mr. TERRY. It was $40 in the bill as you offered it; but no 
matter what may be the amount. Even $12 ee more than 
the profits of the cheese that the country dealer sells in a whole 
year would amount to. Virtually, this bill will amount in the 
rural districts to prohibition against dealing in this article of 
cheese, which is cheaper and just about as good asthe other. You 
will hear from the people on this subject,and the majority of 
ee 2 5e found opposed to such vicious legislation as thi 

pplause. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, step by step everything is 
coming our way in this country. I certainly find myself in a most 
delightful condition when a gentleman purporting to belong to 
the late Democratic party is found solemnly—— 

Mr. TERRY. You have sang that requiem before. You and 
your party have assumed several times that the Democratic 
was dead; but you will find it a very lively corpse when you have 
put up your candidate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A gentleman belonging to the late Demo- 
cratic party comes here with a proposition that the United States 
shall undertake to Se heme the manufacture of all the commodi- 
ties that the people of his State are engaged in making or consum- 
ing. This is an obliteration of the old doctrine about which we 
have had considerable trouble heretofore both in war and peace; 
and I welcome the gentleman into the purer light and better at- 
iby tae of the great party which believes that the Congress of 
the United States has some power to legislate in the interest of the 
people of this country. 

r. TERRY. Democracy does not deny the power of Congress 
to legislate in the interest of the people, but that is not your bill. 
Certainly the pey of great moral ideas” when it undertakes to 
do a thing should not do it under false pretenses. If youare sin- 
cerely seeking the benefit of the consumer you should adopt some 
em a eneral legislation—not this cheeseparing legisla- 

on pro efe. = 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has fired his farewell shot 
o’er the grave where his hero is buried.” He has repeated the 
same speech which we heard upon the oleomargarine bill not very 
many years ago. Yet I have not heard that the people of this 
country have ever risen up in opposition to that bill. I think that 
the gentleman is entirely too anxious for the future of the men 
who are going to vote for this bill. This bill is upheld by the 

pular demand of an immense interest in the country. We will 

o our duty and look to the future for our vindication. 

Mr. MOODY. i , wish to ask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill whether in any section it is made clear that the 
enactment shall in no way affect the administration of the State 
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laws relating to the traffic in filled cheese? I am prompted to ask 

this question because I find in the oleomargarine law an express 

provision that the laws of the States shall not be affected by the 
e of a national law on the subject. In a recent case peters 

The Supreme Court the point was made that the o 

statute affected the laws of the States; and the court held that it 


did not, because it contained me ress provision which prevented 
an repeal of State statutes b nited States statute. If that 
in 5 with this bill 


point has not been conside 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remin . that the 
acme a is now upon the substitute offered by the gentleman from 


1 TERRY]. 
Arias Y. In answer to the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR], I will state that this amendment 
applies onl 5 articles which are the subjects of interstate com- 
merce; and it is in harmony with the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the substitute proposed 
ne the gentleman from Arkansas. 
p Let eet was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 31, 
noes 
So the substitute was rejected. 
Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by adding a 
new section at the end of the bill in the following words: 
That section 3243 of the Revised Statutes shall be, so far as applicable, ex- 
tended to the provisions of the present act. 
. That can only be done now, the Chair 
. unanimous consent. 
DERSON. I think, Mr. Chairman, that this is already 
made in the bill, on e 3. 
Mr. MOODY. I rose, . Chairman, for the purpose of making 
i i and withdraw 


I find the section is already in the 

e amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I now renew the motion that the commit- 
tee rise and report the bill as amended to the House with favor- 
able recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HULL reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union having had under consid- 
eration the bill H. R. 8008, had directed him to report the same to 
the House with sundry amendments, and as so amended recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask the previous question on the bill and 
the amendments to its passage. 

Mr. OWENS. Can a motion to recommit be now submitted? 

The SPEAKER. Not just at this moment. 

Mr. OWENS. After the peers ious he ae is ordered? 

The SPEAKER. It can then be offered. 

The i ane question was ordered. 

Mr. OWEN Now, if in order, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it should be after the 
amendments are acted upon. The motion will be in order when 
the bill has been passed to a third reading. 

The amendments recommended by the ittee of the Whole 


he bill as 
as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

thir vii! and it was econo read the third time. 

Mr. ctl ees Mr. Speaker, I now offer the following motion 
to recommit 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Plan 25 Means . 
instructions to report a bill pro for marking and 


what is known as “filled cheese” for interstate trade, pie ores 
ties for viola’ said provisions, but ee, the tax and license 3 Pro- 
vided for in tho now under consideration. 

e e was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 27, 
noes 1 
So the motion was rejected. 
e uestion recurred on the of the bill. 

CMILLIN and others. On that let us have the yeas and 


na 
yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 160, nays 58, not 


voting 136; as follows: e 
YEAS—160 
Blue, Cook, Wis. Eddy, 
Allen, Utah Bowers, 5 Ellis. 
‘Arnold, R. I. preva 88 or. 
A Brosi ö 88 3 
very, my 
Babos Brown,’ Hartig, Yowa Gamble, 
Baker, Burrell, Curtis, Gibson 
toa yi Cald —.— —.— 1 ia 
er: 
Barney, 0 È De With, Graff, 
Bartholdt, Clark, lowa Dingley Griffin, 
Bell, Colo. k, Mo. Dolltyer, . 
Bennett. ding, Doolittle, Trou! 
Bingham, Coffin, Dovener, A 
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A Kirkpatrick, Odell, 
Hater, Nebr vase Otjen, Steele, 
Lefever, Payne, tep) 
85 Leighty, Perki Stone, C. W. 
Hart Leonard, Pool 5 
man, mar ‘oole, 3 
tch, Lewis, Princo, Strowd, N. O. 
Heatwole, Linton, Pugh, Tawney, 
Hemenway, Long, Ray, Tayler, 
Henderson, Tout: es, 
Henry, Ind. Low. ‘Towne, 
Marsh, Russell, Conn. 8 
He McCleary,Minn. Sauerhering, Treloar, 
Hilborn, ure Yee . 
Meiklejohn, Settle, ‘an 
Hopkins, Mercer, Shafroth, Van Voorhis, 
. 5 Kans. . — — Walker, Mass. 
ub 6 nes erman, ‘anger, 
Hulick, Minor, Wis. Shuford, arner, 
Hull, Moody, 1 Watson, Ind. 
Jenkins, M Smith, III. Watson, Ohio 
Joy, Mozley, Smith, M: ilber, 
em, Murphy, t ood, 
Kerr, N Southwick, oodman, 
er, Northway, 8 ing, Wright. 
NAYS—58. 
Aldrich, II. 4 
Allen, Miss. Crowley, ire, Sayers, 
e s Me Tenn. Strait, 
Ba — Filet . o 1K T 
rtle „Ky. ‘erry, 
Berry, Halt, Neben Tu G 
ry, c rner, Ga. 
Brumm, Hart, McLaurin, ler, 
Hendrick, Me. alker, Vn. 
Xr Kendall, McRae, W. 
Cobb, Mo. Latimer, Meyer, Wheeler, 
U. Layton, Moses, Williams, 
Connolly, er, Otey, Yoakum. 
„Fu. Little, Owens, 
Cooper, Tex. T, Pendleton, 
NOT VOTING—136. 
Abbott, raper, Lawson, Robinson, Pa. 
4 — soley Livingston, Russell, Ga. 
Aitken, Fairchild, Shaw, ' 
Anderson, Fenton, Loudenslager, Skinner, 
Andrews, tzgerald, Mahany, Snover, 
Arnold, Pa. Foote, Mahon, 
Baker, Md. Fowler, McCall, Mass. 
khi Gardner. MeCormick, Spencer, 
Barrett, Griswold, McEwan, Stahle, 
Beach, Grow, McKenney, 8 
ised Tex. . * $ pemo pe 5 
Op, Harmer, eredi wart, 
Black, Ga. es, kes, 
Black. N. Y Heiner, Pa. Miller, W. Va. Strode, Nebr. 
Boutelle, Henry, Milliken. Sulloway, 
Bue Miner, N. 1 zer, 
a 51 ee en Tae n 
urton, Ohio ooker, oney, 
Catchings, Howard, Ne te, 
z Howe, Newlands, Tucker, 
Cobb, Ala. Huff. Ogden, r, Va. 
Huling, Overstreet, Underwood, 
88 ne peak Sara 2 
wen, urley. tterson, ý 
Crisp, Hu Pearson, Wellington, 
Culberson, Bees. Pickler, White, 
Ou: * ee es ee ilson, I 
z 00 ly ‘owers, 
sil Johnson,N.Dak. Price, Wilson, N. X. 
Dayton, gou, nigg, Wilson, O. 
De Armond, Ox, mney, ilson, S. C. 
A. Kulp, ‘burn, oodard, 
Downing, Kyle, Robertson, La. Woomer. 
So the bill was passed 


Mr. 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. COWEN. 

. JOHNSON of North Dakota with Mr, Lawson. 
. DRAPER with Mr. Tucker. 


| STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. STOKES. 

Lonntzn with Mr. HUTCHESON. 

Corson with Mr. PRICE. 

ARNOLD of Pennsylvania with Mr. WILSON of South Caro- 


Stewart of Wisconsin with Mr. STALLINGS. 
ANDREWS with Mr. MILES. 

WILSON of Ohio with Mr. MCKENNEY. 
SNOVER with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

MILLER of West Virginia with Mr. WOODARD. 
OVERSTREET with Mr. BELL of Texas. 

Kup with Mr. DOWNING. 

PEARSON with Mr. SPENCER. 

JOHNSON of California with Mr. JONES. 
GRISWOLD with Mr. OGDEN. 

r. BULL with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

On this vote: 

Mr. PICKLER with Mr. Swanson. 

Mr. WELLINGTON with Mr. SORG. 


sr 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3887 


Mr. HURLEY with Mr. WALSH. 

Mr. HOOKER with Mr. MINER of New York. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. AITKEN with Mr. LOCKHART. 

Mr. Burton of Ohio with Mr. LINNEY. 

Mr. MCCALL of Massachusetts with Mr. PATTERSON, 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. Money. 

Mr. CUmuNds with Mr, ABBOTT. 

Mr. Grow with Mr. CULBERSON. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD with Mr. BERRY. 

Mr. Curtis of New York with Mr. UNDERWOOD, 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. TURNER of Virginia. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. BLACK of Georgia. 

Mr. LoupENSLAGER with Mr. KYLE. 

Mr. PITNEY with Mr. ERDMAN. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. SULZER. i 

Mr. Apaus with Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. 

On this day: žy 

Mr. BOUTELIÆ with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Peet 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I voted “nay” on this bill, 
but find I am paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. 
Curtis, and therefore withdraw my vote. x 

Mr. POWERS. I voted for the pones of the bill, Mr. S 
but find I am paired with the gentleman from Georgia, Mr, 
who would have voted against it. Iwithdraw my vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My colleague, Mr. Foorz, is unavoidably 
absent from the House. If present, he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to ask the excuse of my colleague, 
Mr. HYDE, who is unavoidably detained from the House on ac- 
count of sickness. He would have voted for the bill, if present. 

Mr. SCRANTON. My colleague, Mr. STAHLE, is necessarily 
absent, but would vote for the bill, if present. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. The gentleman from South Dakota, Mr. 
Picker, is absent unavoidably and paired on this bill. If pres- 
ent, and voting he would have voted yea.” 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. The gentleman from North Car- 
olina, Mr. LIN N Rx, is absent from the House. If present, he would 
vote ‘‘nay” on this question. 

Mr. BARHAM. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. JOHNSON of 
California, is absent sick. If present, he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. BLACK of New 
York, is unavoidably absent. If present, he would have voted for 
the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire to make the same an- 
nouncement with reference to my colleague, Mr. ACHESON. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The gentleman from New York, Mr. SULZER, 
was called away on important business, and desired me to state 
that, if present, he would vote for the bill. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

RETURN OF A BILL FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following concurrent 
resolution; which was read by the Clerk: 

Se eee ns srg ween greene 
8. 116 suthoricin the Public Printer to print the N Report of the 
uperintendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey in quarto 

oS to bind it in one volume, for the purpose of correcting errors in 
The resolution was agreed to. 

VENTILATION OF THE HOUSE WING OF THE CAPITOL, 


Mr. ATWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Commit- 
tee on Ventilation and Acoustics to ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be asked to detail an expert 
on heating and ventilating from the office of the Supervising Architect, to 
carefully examine the plans submitted to the Committee on Ventilation and 
Acoustics for an improved system of F south (House) wing of 
the Capitol, and that he be anthorized to report to said Committee on Venti- 
lation and Acoustics at the regular meeting of the committee on April 23, 
1896, his opinion of the proposed plans, with tions and recommendations 
for such alterations as in his estimation would improve the proposed p. 
and better the present system of ventilation. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
ask the gentleman from Massachusetts who submits these plans, 
by whom are they drawn? 

Mr. DINGLEY. They are plans in the possession of the Com- 
mittee on Ventilation and Acoustics. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Iwish to know by whom they 
were drawn? 

Mr. ATWOOD. There are several plans before the committee 
for consideration, and we simply desire that the expert engineer 
having in charge the heating 5 of the Federal build- 
ings under the Supervising Architect examine these dif- 
ferent plans and submit to the Committee on Ventilation and 
Acoustics his zopari as an expert. This resolution carries no 
appropriation with it, and I hope it will pass, 


ker, 
LACK, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. HARDY. I object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This only calls for the report of an expert 
upon these plans, 

Mr. HARDY. I will withdraw my objection if the Speaker 


will allow me to say a word about the matter. I understand that 
the Committee on Ventilation have before them a plan to appro- 
priate $100,000 for the ventilation of this Hall. I understand fur- 
ther that there are other plans before the committee for the venti- 
lation of this Hall which will not cost $10. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Well, what the committee 
want is to have the expert ventilating architect of the Govern- 
ment tell them which plan is the best, or whether either of them 
is d for anything. 

Member. What is the proposed plan? 

Mr. HARDY. Oneof the plans is for ventilating by some kind 
of a process whereby the air is driven out by chemical means. I 
understand further, Mr. Speaker, that the proposition before the 
committee to which I particularly refer not only carries an ap- 
propriation of $100,000, but there are some pet 8 before tlie 
committee 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the expert examine them. 

Mr. HARDY. If the matter is to be left to a number of scien- 
tists or to a number of gentlemen and ladies, whoever they may 
be, who understand these things, and if the committee will give 
them an opportunity to be heard, I will withdraw my objection, 
and I do now withdraw it. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman to withdraw his 
motion, in order that I may offer a resolution to which I think 
there will be no objection. 


PRELIMINARY SURVEY, SALMON BAY, PUGET SOUND, 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors to ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of a joint resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, It is a matter of emergency, and unless it passes to-night 
it will not be of any avail. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 104) directing the Secretary of War to transmit to 

Congress a report on survey of the waterway conn the waters of 


Puget Sound, at Salmon Bay, with Lakes Union and Washington, and to 
submit an estimate of the cost of constructing said waterway. 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit to Congress the report of Capt. Thomas W. Symons, Corps of Engi- 
neers, dated August 29, 1805, together with the accompanying report of the 
as ant engineer, upon the survey of the waterway connecting the waters 
of Puget Sound, at Salmon Bay, with Lakes Union and Washington; also to 
submit an estimate of the cost of constructing the said waterway on the 
route described and laid down in the aforesaid report. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I Will ask the gentleman from Oregon if this 
is an attempt to start a new project for the river and harbor bill? 
Mr. HERMANN. No; I will say that it is not. It is an ol 
projek: but the local engineer was requested to forward certain 
ata with regard to the commerce of that section of the Pacific 
Coast. The data are now before the Secretary of War, but he is 
not permitted to transmit it to Congress until Congress shall ask 
him by joint resolution to send it. The Senate has passed this 
joint resolution, and it is necessary that it shall pass the House to- 
night. Otherwise the Senate committee will not be able to avail 

themselves of this information. It is a case of emergency. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is not the gentleman a member of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors; and if so, how does it happen that 
the matter was not considered when the river and harbor bill was 
before the House? The gentleman is very alert usually. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ithankthe gentleman, but Iwill say that this 
information was not in the possession of the Secretary of War at 
the time the river and harbor bill was being considered by the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. It is now in the possession of 
the Secretary of War, and he desires to transmit it to Congress, 
but is prevented from doing so until Congress shall ask him. 

The SPE Is there objection tothe present consideration 
of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. W A. STONE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
EULOGIES ON THE LATE WILLIAM H. CRAIN, 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a resolution to fix a day for eulogies 
in honor of the memory of the late W. H. Crain, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resol That the session on Saturday, April 25, be; at 2.30 
3 tis Uolivery al autugeantes ts inte W.. ruin. Paa 


The resolution was agreed to. 
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SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and a 


oint resolution were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
y the Speaker as follows: 
A bill (S.1117) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia De 


Pe: lack to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

oint resolution (S. R. 126) requiring the roof of the new city 
paren building, Washington, D. C., to be fireproof—to the 
ittee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 2426) to amend an act entitled An act to provide for 
the care of dependent children in the District of Columbia, and 
to create a board of children’s guardians,” Anproved July 26, 
1892—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1052) 1 the pension of Luvicey J. Summers, 
Widow of William H. Summers, late captain of Company E, 
Fortieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, and also a soldier in the 
Mexican war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2524) to increase the pension of Mary B. Le Roy—to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (S. 2514) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Annie E. 
Colwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2290) granting a pension to Hester A. Robinson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2274) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Chamberlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2194) granting a pension to Mrs. Weltha Post Leg- 
gett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2175) granting a pension to James Loyd Young, late 
of Company A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2068) to grant a pension to Emeline C. Sewell, widow 
of Chief Engineer Soorte Sewell, United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S.1960) granting an increase of pension to Lucy Ord 
Mason—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S.1880) to increase the pension of Thomas J. Haughey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1679) for the relief of Helen Larned—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1523) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S.1510) to pension Mrs. Susan M. Sessford—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

A bill (S. 1269) granting an increase of pension to John S. Hall 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

‘A bill (H. R. 2410) to amend an act increasing the pension of 
Marcus D. Box; > 

A bill (H. R. 995) granting a pension to Kate A. Pitman; 

A bill (H. R. 994) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
B. Keith; 

A bill (H. R. 1838) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


Congan; à 

A bill (H. R. 2151) to restore to the pension rolls the name of 
Agnes A. Blackman; 

A bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pension to Francis E. Hoover; 

A bill (H. R. 2797) granting a pension to Peter B. Palmenteer; 

A bill (H. R. 83) for the relief of John C. Cutter, late first lieu- 
tenant, Thirty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. B. 3432) for the relief of John E. Evans; 
bill (H. R. — granting a pension to Caroline Parker; 

i (E R. 2234) granting a pension to Joseph A. Cooper; 

ill (H. R. 3993) granting a pension to Joseph Porter; 

(H. R. 3749) to increase the pension of Mrs, Eunice Ida 


ill 
Rhoades 
bill (H. R. 1050) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Deshler Whiting, widow of Lieut. Henry Whiting; - 

A bill (H. R. 4606) to grant an increase of pension to Mary B. 
Houk; 

A bill (H. R.2800) granting a pension to Martha Brooks; and 

A bill (H. R. 925) granting a pension to Annie J. Corbett, of 
Providence, R. I. 

COMPILATION OF MESSAGES AND PAPERS OF THE PRESIDENTS, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of a joint resolution. Ithink gentle- 
men will not object to it. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a joint resolution 
which will be re rted by the Clerk. . 

The Clerk as follows: 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to provide for the pro distribution of the 
publication entitled Messages and Papers of the dents,” 

Be it resolved, etc., That the quotas of Senators, Members, and Delegates of 

Misce 01 — - 
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the House Uaneous Document No. 210, second session third Cor: 
being a com m the title of which is Messages and rs of the 
residents, be vered by the Public Printer, when printed ready for 


3 to ues 
TS, an 
ized ate 


tendent of Documents. That the Senators, Mem- 
6 Fifty-fourth Con be, and are hereby, author- 
to designate to the Superintendent of nts the names of persons 
to whom their ve quotas of said documents shall be sent from time 
to time as the volumes are published. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the object of the resolution 
is to provide that this publication, which I think will consist of 
four volumes, shall be sent to the same persons, the idea being 
that the sets ought to be kept in complete or unbroken form. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has this been reported by the Committee on 
Printing? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It had better go to the Committee on Printing, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I conferred with the chairman of the 
committee. The whole work, I may say, is under my supervision. 
I saw all the members of the Committee in the Senate and in the 
House, and all agree that this resolution should be adopted now, 
as the first volume is about to be delivered to Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Allright. I notice that the chairman of the 
committee is not . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I know. I have seen the chairman, how- 
ever, as I have stated. 

Mr. DIN GLEV. And the gentleman knows he is in favor of 
the resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. He favors it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. All right. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I submit to my colleague that I fear the 
phraseology of the resolution does not accomplish the object he 
seeks. It will be possible under the phraseology of that resolu- 
tion, I think, for any person who succeeds one who may be here 
to send these volumes to those whom we are not designating now. 
I ask that it be in read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will state before it is read that it is the 
same language which was used in the law which provides for the 
distribution of the Naval Records, and also, substantially, the lan- 
guage used in the law which provides for the distribution of the 

cords of the Rebellion, one being by the Sectetary of the Navy 
and the other being by the Secretary of War. I ask that it be 
reported. The resolution was carefully drawn, and I think the 
ad is clearly expressed. 
e joint resolution was again read. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I see that it applies to the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress only. That had siti SA me. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. e House will pardon me for saying 
just a word or two for the information of members. The first 
volume of this valuable compia aon as I esteem it, will be ready 
for delivery to Congress in about two weeks from to-day. The 

s 


Public Printer that within two weeks the first volume will 
be delivered, It will include the first twenty-eight 75 1 5 our 
adison, in- 


history as a 3 that is, from Washington to 
clusive. It is thought that the compilation will make about four 
volumes in all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Can the gentleman indicate how many 
copies each member will receive? 

. RICHARDSON. The full number of the publication is 
6,000, 2,000 for the Senate and 4,000 for the House; and dividing 
4,000 by our number, 360, it gives about 11 copies to each member 
of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the estimated expense of printing the 
compilation? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There has been no estimate. It was or- 
dered by the Fifty-third Congress, and no estimate has been made, 
The resolution ordered the Joint Committee on Printing to have 
the compilation made. That committee, having no one to do the 
work and having no money with which to do it, placed it in m 
hands, and I have done the very best I could to execute the 
in a satisfactory manner. I entered upon the work in March, 1895, 
immediately upon the adjournment of the Fifty-third Congress, 
and, I may add, have devoted a great deal of time and labor upon 
it. The utmost endeavor has been put forth to make the compila- 
tion complete and exhaustive. It will include all the annual veto 
and s messages, proclamations, and inaugural addresses of 
the Presidents, from Washington to the close of the present Ad- 
ministration; at least I have earnestly sought to include them all, 
It may be, by inadvertence, some are omitted, but I trust not. It 
has been ially troublesome and difficult to obtain the procla- 
ee as the Government does not possess them in complete 

orm. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What is done with the number left over 
after the equal distribution to members. 

Mr. RIC DSON. The law disposes of all such fractions. 
The fractions, of course, are not disposed of by this resolution; 
but they are under the printing law, and under that law the 
fractions in all cases which exceed a given number are directed 


to be placed in the charge of the superintendent of documents, to 
e by him distributed mainly upon the orders of members of 
ngress, 
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Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Can the gentleman tell how long it 
Will be before the work will be completed? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not with absolute certainty. I would 
state, in answer to that question, however, that the work has all 
been done by myself, and the “copy” for the printer has been 
prepared, andis ready, down to Harrison’s Administration, except 
the messages and communications from the President to the Sen- 
ate in executive session from which the injunction of secrecy has 
not been removed. The injunction of secrecy had not been re- 
moved from the messages by the Senate since the Administration 
of President Johnson until about one week ago, when there was 
a further removal of the injunction that I might have access to 
them for this compilation. is removal was down to Mr. Har- 
rison’s Administration. The only matter which will enter into the 
first volume, members will understand, is that down to and in- 
cluding Mr. Madison’s Administration. The other, down to Mr. 
Harrison’s Administration, as I have indicated, is ready for the 

rinter. 
* Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will we have it all done this session? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is hoped that by twelve months from 
this date the entire work can be delivered to Congress, and, as I 
have already stated, the compilation will make four volumes, as 
at present estimated at the Government Printing Office. 

e joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the announcement of the result, the 
Chair submits the following personal requests: 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Faris, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. GIBSON, grea A on account of important business. 

To Mr. Oapex, for two weeks, on account of important business. 

The result of the vote was then announced; and accordingly 
(at 4 o'clock and 33 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. STEPHENSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 
152) toauthorize the Secretary of the Interior to use Fort Bidwell 
for an Indian training school, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1217); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

r. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 

) authorizing the Cleveland Bridge Company to construct a 
bridge across the Arkansas River between Pawnee County, Okla., 
and the Osage Indian Reservation, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1226); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
serora reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
ey R, 7119) for the relief of George R. Gary. (Report No. 
1218. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill S 1975) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia Jones Duncan, 
widow of Byt. Maj. Gen. uel A. Duncan. (Report No. 1219.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 5183) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley A. Pletcher. (Report No. 1220.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7647) granting a pension of $30 per month to Albert 
Brown, late of Company D, One hundred and fourteenth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers. (Report No. 1221.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


9 
y Mr. LITTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 4515) for the relief of the heirs of John W. West. (Re- 
port No. 1224. Ye 
By Mr. DE WITT, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 


XXVITI—244 


(S. 517) for the relief of Thomas Williams, an employee of the 
Senate folding room, for injuries received while in the discharge 
of his duties in the year 1892. (Report No. 1225.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

5 the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OWS: 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 8139) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids 
of balls to W. Downs Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Min- 
neapolis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 8163) for the relief of 


widows and minors of pensioners, and those entitled to pensions 
under the general pension laws of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 8164) to provide tract or prop- 
erty indexes in the office of the recorder of deeds for the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 168) to facili- 
tate the reorganization of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company; 
to secure to actual settlers the right to purchase at a price not 
exceeding $2.50 per acre the agricultural lands within its grant, 
and to prohibit said company or any successor company from giv- 
ing by consolidation, sale, or other corporate action control of its 
railroad to any corporation, company, person, or association of 
persons owning, operating, or controlling a parallel or competing 
railroad—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A joint resolution (H. Res. 169) directing 
the Secretary of War to examine and submit estimate of cost to 
prevent the peninsula at Crescent Bay, California, from washing 
away—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

a Mr. BREWSTER: A memorial of the assembly of the State 
of New York, in favor of the passage of the bill (H. R. 306) grant- 

nsions to soldiers and sailors who were confined in so-called 
ederate prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Mili Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7376) 
for the relief of Ezekiel Downey; and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8140) for the 
relief of William S. Williams, late of Company D, Forty-fifth 
onma Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committed on War 

aims. 

By Mr. BARNEY: A bill (H. R. 8141) for the relief of William 
J. Norton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 8142) for the relief of Gertrude A. 
Leftwich, widow of John W. Leftwich—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8143) to pension Mrs, 
Catharin e Shipley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8144) for the relief of Patrick H. Wheat—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8145) granting a pension to C. L. Thomas 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8146) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Tidd—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8147) to correct the muster of Arthur A. Put- 
nam into the service of the United States and to authorize the 
parent of arrearages thereby accruing—to the Committee on 

ilitary Affairs, 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 8148) 1 an increase of 
8 5 to George Kerr, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on 

valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 8149) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of David M. Rhoades—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 8150) granting a pension 
to James P. Newton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8151) to remove the charge of desertion against 
William T. ie SEY the Committee on . Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8152) to remove the charge of desertion against 
John Spruens—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 8153) for the relief of An- 
drews Chapel, of Stafford County, Va.—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R. 8154) for the relief of Alice 
Severy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8155) for the relief of Amy McCormick—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


ing 
Co 


* 


3890 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 11, 


Mr. SHUFORD: A bill (H. R. 8156) for the relief of Gaither 
Walser—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8157) for the relief of Alexander and H. H. 
Swicegood—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 8158) for the relief of 
Thomas C. Ellison—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 8159) to pension Mrs. Martha 
M. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 8160) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to W. J. Gardner, and correcting the date of his muster 
out from the service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 8161) promes pension to 
Mrs. Louvina Ma to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8162) to increase the pension of William H. 
Dyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ponani and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: Petition of the Rhode Island 
Engineers’ Association, — for the p e of the Wilson 
engineering bill—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of Providence, R. I., in 
favor of the passage of Senate bill No. 2447, to establish a depart- 
ment of commerce and manufactures—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. B K: Petition of Washi n District Epworth 
League of the Methodist Episcopal Ch ; also of the Central 
Union Mission, of the District of Columbia, for legislation for the 
appointment of a national commission of inquiry into the liquor 
traffic—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Memorial of the Society of the Sons of 
the Revolation in the State of New York, in favor of the passage 
of House bill No. 3016, to protect the American flag—to the Com- 
mittee on the J 1 

Also, memorial of E. Knichling, E. A. Fisher, and others, of 
Rochester, N. V., in favor of the adoption of the metric system 
of weights and measures to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Mr. BULL: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Providence, 
R. I., in favor of the passage of the bill creating a department of 
commerce and manufactures—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. i 

By Mr. CODDING: Petition of citizens of Wyoming County, 
Pa., in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, remonstrance and petition of certain citizens of Wayne 
County, Pa., against the continuance of the Marquette statue in 
Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wyalusing, Pa., favoring an amend- 
ment to the Constitution acknowledging the Deity—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of Rev. J. E. Chapin, 
D. D., of the Presbyterian Church, Neenah, Wis., and the congre- 
gation of said church, numbering 334 persons, favoring the enact- 
ment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia equal to 
the most efficient State Sunday law—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of John E. Bouser, of Pinconing, 
Mich., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4566, amending the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Remonstrance of sundry citizens of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., against the maintenance of the Pére Marquette statue 
in the Capitol, and a petition for its removal—to the Committee 
on the Library. d > 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Affidavits in support of House bill No. 
5507, for the relief of D. W. Snider—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. S 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Resolutions of the Fairhaven (Wash.) 
Commercial Club, favoring the passage of legislation toward the 
organization of an exposition showing the products, etc., of West- 
ern States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, memorial of the Western Central Labor Union, in favor 
of the bill regulating the manning of vessels on the Great Lakes— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of citizens of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the 

passage of joint resolution No. 11, which provides t no mon- 
eys shall be appropriated for sectarian purposes to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, 
Also, petition of certain railway postal clerks of the State of 
Washi n, favoring the passage of House bill No. 1, to reclas- 
sify and prescribe the salaries of railway postal clerks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the city council of tralia, Wash.; also 
memorial of the city council of Puyallup, Wash., favoring the pas- 


‘Commerce Commission to cause to be prepared 


sage of legislation authorizing the construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, memorial of Hooker Post, No. 25, of Chehalis, Wash., 
favoring the 3 of a bill which provides for the distribution 
of condemned cannon to Grand Army of the Republic posts—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the citizens of Columbia City, Wash., for the 
passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DOVENER (by request): Petition and remonstrance of 
W. R. Jewell and 69 other citizens of Vandalia, W. Va., in regard 
to the Marquette statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Remonstrance and petition of 
Charles A. Beam and 103 other persons, of Horseheads, N. Y., 
against the continuance of the statue of Marquette in Statuary 
gree and petitioning for its removal—to the Committee on the 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of White Ribbon Women of Mon- 
tana, favoring arbitration of differences with Great Britain—to 
the Committee on Foreign: Affairs. 

By Mr. HAGER: Petition of I. H. Moredick and 100 others, of 
Villisca, Iowa, praying for the passage of joint resolution No. 11, 
to amend the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of E. W. Hinshaw and 82 other 
citizens of New Providence, Iowa, protesting ya military 
training in public schools—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. DE: Petition of citizens of the State of Washington, 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 1, to reclassify and pre- 
scribe the salaries of railway postal clerks—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Farragut Post, No. 6, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Port Townsend, Wash., asking for the passage of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Puget Sound University, of Tacoma, 
Wash., praying for the appointment of a commission of arbitra- 
tion to adjust all troubles between me United States and Eng- 
land—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, remonstrances of citizens of Tacoma, Wash., against the 
appropriation of public moneys to sectarian institutions—to the 
Committee on Be (aaah han 

Also, memorial of members of Lynch Post, No. 42, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Lynden, Whatcom County, Wash., favoring 
the passage of bill to establish a national memorial university—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petitions of Max Taltz and other civil engi- 
neers of the city of St. Paul, Minn., for the adoption of the metric 
system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights. and Measures. 

By Mr. KNOX: Papers toaccompany House bill No. 5125, grant- 
ing a pension to Catharine Mundie—to the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions. 

By Mr, LEIGHTY: Petition of Andrew W. Dunlap, of Fort 
os Ind., in regard to pension—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2414, granting a pen- 
sion to Emil y E. Dennison, of Peabody, Whitley County, Ind.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTON: Two petitions and remonstrances of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, regarding the Marquette statue—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the National Association of Manu- 
facturers, of Philadelphia, asking Congress to direct the Interstate 
a classification of 
freight which shall be uniform throughout the United States—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LEONARD: Petition of citizens of Lycoming County, 
Pa., praying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of citizens of Crown Point, Ind.; also 
prenen of citizens of Farmland, Ind., asking for the passage of 

ouse bill No. 4566, favoring the reduction of letter postage to 1 
cent, and to correct certain abuses of the second-class mail-matter 
rates—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of M. Leatherman 
and other citizens of Minnesota, against the proposa amendment 
to the preamble of the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCEWAN: Petition of Central Labor Union of Haver- 
hill, Mass., asking passage of House bill No. 184, favoring the 
appointment of a commission on direct legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Andrews Cnapel, Methodist Episcopal Church South, of 
Stafford County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. OTEY: Memorial and resolutions of the Lynchburg 
Academy of Medicine, against the bill to prevent vivisection in 
85 oe of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 

um 
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By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Renhold Patitz and 33 others, of 
Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of the metric m of weights and 
measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and $ 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of 69 citizens of Mars, Butler 
County, Pa., protesting against the continuance of the Marquette 
statne in Statuary Hall, or in any other public national room, 
building, or upon any public ground—to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of Richmond Evans and others, of 
Pownal, Vt., for the removal of the statue of Pére Marquette 
from Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the 0 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Two petitions of citizens of the Twenty- 
fifth New York Congressional district, asking for the passage of 
bill to adopt the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Memorial of John Craig Post, No. 86, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Jeffersonville, Ind., asking for 
or passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Dyer—tothe Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Mrs. Mary M. 
Carrico- to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to 8 bill for the relief of B. F. Richard- 
son- to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 13, 1896, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 
approved. 
PETITIONS. AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore ted a petition of the Phila- 
delphia Board of e, of Philadelphia, Pa., and a petition of the 
board of managers of the New York Cotton Exchange, praying 
for the establishment of a department of commerce and manu- 
factures; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented a memorial of Council No. 27, of Crip- 

le Greek, Colo., and a memorial of Council No. 59, of Holyoke, 
Solo. remonstrating inst the placing of the statue of Pére 
Marquette in Statuary ; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Keene, Ohio, praying for the enactment 
of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of 53 citizens of Ohio, remon- 
strating against the introduction of mili training in the public 
schools of the country; which was refe to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Central Labor Union of To- 
ledo; of Screwmakers’ Protective Union, No. 6256, American Fed- 
eration of Labor, of Toledo; of Federal Labor Union, No. 4091, 
American Federation of Labor, of Martins Ferry, and of Union 
No. 6551, American Federation of Labor, of Columbus, all in the 
State of Ohio, praying for the free and untimited coinage of sil- 
ver; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of Council No. 67, American 
Protective Association, of Carlisle, Pa., remonstrating inst the 
placing of the statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary ; Which 
was referred to the Committee on the Li A 

Mr. PROCTOR ee the memorial of James E. Adams and 
48 other citizens of South Shaftsbury, Vt., remonstrating against 
the placing of the statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. ALLEN (for Mr. THURSTON) presented a petition of Han- 
cock Circle, No. 12, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Nebraska, of Burwell, Nebr., praying for the 
enactment of a service-pension law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPI® (for Mr. VOORHEES) presented a petition of sun- 
ary Irish-American citizens of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for 
the enactment of legislation securing amnesty for all the political 
prisoners now confined in English prisons for alleged treason 
against the Government of Great Britain; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Dr. Alfred Mitch- 
ell and sundry other physicians of the State of Maine, praying 
for a grant of land by the General Government for the establish- 
ment of a national sanitarium; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

Mr. WALTHALL presented the petition of J. G. Barr and 22 
other citizens of Clay County, Miss., praying for the enactment 
of legislation giving second-class 2 matter, such as religious 


tracts, full advantage of the act of July 16. 1894; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MANTLE presented the petition of Charles S. Stewart, 
Henry Scharf, Samuel J. Oglesby, and sundry other citizens of 
Wickes, Mont., 5 the placing of the statue of 
Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall and praying for its immediate 
removal; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of Council No. 107, Ameri- 
can Protective Association, of Springfield, III., remonstrating 

inst the appropriation of money for sectarian institutions; 
ich was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. GORDON presented a petition of the Georgia Division of 
the Travelers’ Protective Association of America, praying for the: 
establishment of a department of commerce and manufactures; 
which Was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Chamber of Commerce of Macon, Ga., praying for the 
repeal of that portion of the interstate commerce law which refers 
to the long and short haul, or that it be so amended that the 
results. of the recent decision of the Supreme Court may be 
avoided; which was referred to the Commi on Interstate - 
merce, 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wash- 
ington, N. C., praying that an appropriation be made for the im- 
provement of the Pamlico River in that State; and a petition of 
sundry citizens of Town Creek, N. C., praying that an appropria- 
tion be made for the improvement of the navigation of the stream 
known as Town Creek; which were referred to the Committee om 
Commerce. 

8 Mr. . 3 a jaor 5 5 oe canny ay phase the 
tate of Florida, praying forthe payment of the unpai itors 

of the Freedman’s Bank and for a settlement of the affairs of that 

institution; which was referred tothe Committee on Finance and 

ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

A joint resolution asking the of the United States to 


B ent of the unpaid depositors of the Freedman’s 
settlement of the affairs of that institution. 


Be it resolved by the legislature of the State of Florida, That the Cons 
ieg * 


a 
W 


de for 
for a. 


of the United States is hereby requested to provide for the payment 
unpaid depositors of the Freedman’s Bank and for a settlement of the 
of that institution. 

Be it further resolved, That the secretary of state furnish each of our Sena 
tors and Representatives in Congress a copy of this joint resolution. 

Approved May 29, 1895. 2 
Srarn oF FLORIDA, Office Secretary of State, ss: 

I, John L. Crawford, secretary of state of the State of Florida, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing is a true and correct sony of a joint resolution. 
asking the Congress of the United States to provide for the payment of the 
uny depositors of the Freedman’s Bank, and fora sottlementof the affairs 
of that institution, as passed by the legislature of 1895, and filed in this office. 

Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of Florida, at Talla- 

the capital, this 7th day of April, A. D. 1898. 
JNO. L. CRAWFORD, 
Secretary of State. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1823) to amend an act ap- 
proved July.15, 1882, entitled An act to increase the water sup- 
ply of the city of Washington, and for other purposes,” reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2521) to provide for the drainage of lots in the District of 
Columbia, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill 75 2225) for the relief of Col. and Byt. Brig. Gen. 
Henry. L. Abbot, United States Army, and brevet major-general 
United States Volunteers, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a el eet thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2504) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Beckford, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TEL The Judiciary Committee of the Senate has had. 
under consideration the bill (8.742) to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy, and directed the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] to report it with amendments. The Senator from Mi 
sissippi mia. Syn Lask leave to present it for him. I therefore 
si the bill favorably with amendments, 

. MITCHELL of Oregon. Representing the minority of the 
Judiciary Committee, I desire to present a substitute for the bill 
just ret daa by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]... It is 
the bill heretofore introduced by me in the Senate with certain 
amendments. I ask that it may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). It 
will be so ordered, if there be no objection. The bill and pro- 
posed substitute will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was: referred the bill (S. 2748) paronan that all judgments in. 
civil causes in the District Columbia shall. bear interest, 


reported it without. amendment, asked that the committee be 
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discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be 
referred to = Committee on the District of Columbia; which 
was i 


PROPOSED SUMMARY OF CONGRESSIONAL PROCEEDINGS, 


Mr. PEFFER. Iam directed by the Committee to Examine the 
Several Branches of the Civil Service to report back Senate bill 235 
and to ask its indefinite postponement. Before the order is en- 
tered I desire to give a reason for it, so as to save the necessity of 
submitting a written report. 

It is a bill to provide for the daily publication of a summary of 
the proceedings of Congress, the ere of the bill being to supply 
the people of the country in general with a summary of Congres- 
sional proceedings at a very low price, so that the people individ- 
ually can afford to pay for it the same as they would pay for an 
ordinary weekly newspaper. 

However, upon inauiry of the Public Printer, I find that it 
would be practically im ible for the work to be done in the 
present condition of the Public Printing Office. He answers that 
as to printing 100,000 or 200,000 or 500,000 copies of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD the office is utterly unable to estimate the cost of 
such an increase by reason of the difference in the size of the 
Rxconp from day to day, and also owing to want of room, defi- 
ciency of presswork, labor, and all such things. Lask, in copnec- 
tion with my submission of the bill, that the letter of the Public 
Printer may be 8 in the RECORD. 
ee PR T pro tempore. Without objection, it will be so 

The letter of the Public Printer is as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., January 18, 1896. 

DEAR Srp: In reply to 2 of the 16th instant, making inquiry as to the 
probable cost of an additional issue of either 100,000 or 200,000 or 500,000 copies 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD daily, I have the honor of saying that this 
office is unable to estimate the cost of such an increase, for the reason that 
the RECORD is not uniform in the number of its and no fair basis is 
known by which an estimate could be made which we could safely submit 
with any degree of accuracy. Your su ion relative to an increased 
number of the issues of the RECORD woul an im ility under exist- 
pe cations and laws as affecting this office and the publication daily of 

To print and issue romptly as the RECORD is now printed, an issue of 100,000 
copies or either of the other numbers named, would be an im bili 
RECORD press facilities were increased tenfold and the workin, 
2 in the RECORD press and m rooms increased five hundred fold. 

I intend as an o d estimate. ou were to come here in person, I 
could illustrate to your practical mind what would be required in machinery 
and space to secure the result you have in view. It is my opinion that the 
RECORD as a whole could be printed more satisfactorily to Congress than 


any summary of it. 
Very TH. E. BENEDICT, 
Public Printer, 
Hon. W. A. PEFFER, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. PEFFER. Now let the bill (S. 235) to provide for the daily 
publication of a summary of the proceedings of Congress be post- 
poned indefinitely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be postponed 


indefinitely. 
ISLAND OF JAPONSKY. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report back favorably Senate Resolution No, 211; and, as it is 
a resolution merely asking for information, I ask that it may be 
put upon its passage. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. LODGE on the 7th instant was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


ys 


Whereas the of Michael Travers, a citizen of the United States, 
who has bee a person non compos mentis, has represented to the 
Senate of the United States by a sworn petition that he has been 


MRS. FLORENCE E. MAYBRICK. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 

to whom was referred the joint resolution 3 129) 5 

the Government of Great Britain to pardon . Florence E. May- 

brick as an act of magnanimity, to report the same with a recom- 

mendation that it be indefinitely postponed, and with a written 
“i about three lineslong. I desire to have the report read. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts submits a written report accompanying the joint resolution, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the report, as ee fa 
a e e joint 
253525 ce E Tos ree ss 
of the committee the 


tter is not wi 
te. They theref 


resolu- 
tin the 
the 


the of 
resolution be indefinitely 


ore 1d that the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the joint 
resolution be indefinitely pos ed? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Florida . CALL], theauthor 
of the joint resolution, is not present, and I ask that it be passed 
over until he comes in. 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. GALLINGER. Let it go to the Calendar, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
might ask that it g to the endar. 

r. ALLEN. Very well; let it go to the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the joint 

resolution will be placed on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2812) granting a pension 
to Martha M. Harrier; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2818) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph Brown; which was read twice by its title, and, 
yon ms accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2814) granting a pension to Samuel 
A. Knoop; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
* a r, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. P GREW introduced a bill (S. 2815) granting a pen- 
sion to James Ballard; which was read twice by its title, 09 re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2816) granting the northwest quar- 
ter of the northwest quarter of section 30, township 17 north, 
range 3 east, Black Hills meridian, tothe Nashville Presbyterian 
Church of Nashville, S. Dak.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2817) for the relief of the 
Atlantic Works, Boston, Mass.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2818) for the relief of 
Gaither Walser; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2819) for the relief of Matilda 
Haynie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. ALLEN (for Mr. THURSTON) introduced a bill (S. 2820) 
granting a pension to Mary F. Hawley; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2821) for the relief of Isaac Marsh; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2822) to increase the pension 
of Theodore V. Purdy; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2823) for the protection of agricul- 
tural staples and American ships in the foreign trade by authoriz- 


ing the ent of bounties on exports of agricult roducts 
of the United States, conditioned on their carriage in 8 
or foreign vessels; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 2824) granting the use of cer- 
tain lands to the city of St. Augustine, Fla., for a public park, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. TURPIE (for Mr. VoorHEEs) introduced a bill (S. 2825) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the mili record of George 
Pott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2826) to re- 
move the c of desertion from the military record of Samuel 
F. McConnaka; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
„ paper, referred to the Committee on Military 

Airs 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2827) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Michael S. Pettis; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2828) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel E. Liscom; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2829) granting a pension to Plumy 
E. Marden; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2830) granting an increase 
of pension to Gerhard Shoemaker; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2831) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 2832) for the re- 
lief of Daniel T. Tollett; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, GEAR introduced a bill (S. 2833) restoring the pension of 


z. 
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Francis M. Ross; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. * 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2834) samba the Secre of 
War to furnish a certain number of unused rifles to Harper Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, at Keosauqua, Iowa; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 8 

Mr. GRAY (by . introduced a bill (S. 2835) to establish 
the parity of gold and silver as measures of value; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 2836) to pension Frances E. 
Wickware; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. $ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2837) to increase the pension of Al- 
bert Head; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. g 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2838) 
for the relief of Benjamin J.Cleardy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 130) to extend 
the rights and privileges granted by an act entitled “An act au- 
thorizing the construction of a railway upon the Government res- 
exvation at Fortress Monroe” to the Newport News, Hampton and 
Old Point Railway Company, in the State of Virginia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

MRS. MARY R. WALKER. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2839) granting 
a pension to Mary R. Walker, of Forest Grove, Oreg.; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent of the 
Senate for a minute and a half to make a statement in reference 
to the bill before it goes to committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). The 
Chair hears no objection, and the Senator from Oregon will pro- 


Mr. MITCHELL of m. The proposed beneficiary under 
the bill, Mrs. Mary R. Walker, of Forest Grove, Oreg., was born 
April 1, 1811, and is now over 85 years of . On the 5th of 

ch, 1838, with her husband, Rev. Elk Walker, she left 
the State of Maine to labor among the Indians as a missionary 
west of the Rocky Mountains. She forded every stream from the 
Mississippi to the Columbia on the back of a pack mule, her rid- 
ing horse having been stolen in the early partof the journey after 
leaving St. Joseph, Mo. 

She arrived, with her husband, now deceased, at the mission 
station of Dr. Marcus Whitman, in the Territory of Oregon, Au- 

t 29, 1838. She is now believed to have resided west of the 

ocky Mountains longer than any other white American citizen, 
either male or female, and is the only person remaining of the 
associates of Dr. Whitman. In the spring of 1839 she, with her 
late husband and the late Rev. Cushing Eels and wife, removed 
to Tshimakain, now Walkers Prairie, to establish a mission among 
the Spoleane Indians. It is believed to be largely owing to the 
labors of those four persons that this tribe of Indians has never 
engaged in any of the outbreaks against the whites. 

t was through the unremitting labors, accompanied with in- 
numerable dangers and hardships in connection with her late 
husband and his associates, that Mrs. Walker became one of the 

eat factors in saving the Northwestern States to the United 

tates. Now, at the advanced age of 85 years, she is left in indi- 
gent circumstances, and is mentally and physically disabled, re- 
quiring the care of a person . 

In view of these facts and many others which might be elabo- 
rated, I introduced the bill, and ask the Congress of the United 
States to grant this estimable pioneer lady, the remaining survivor 
of that noble vanguard who planted the seeds of civilization in the 


far West,a pension of $50 a month. I hope the Committee on 
Pensions will give the bill their careful consideration. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be referred to the 


Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present in connection with the 
bill a petition of citizensof Oregon, very numerously signed, pray- 
ing that the pension be granted. I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, to accompany the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
zatorren to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be ck se 


by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
i ‘airs, and ordered to be printed. 


to the Committee on 


Military 


Mr. LODGE submitted three amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
were Be ars to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
prin 

Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


printed. 
Mr. GORDON (by request) submitted an amendment intended 


to be proposed to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was 
Daron to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PASCO submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 

roposed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was re- 
3 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MANTLE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Mines and Mi ing. 

Mr. BAKER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to thesundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. DUBOIS submi an amendment intended to be oh aioe 
by him to the sundry civil riation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORDON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
aka patie to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PERKINS (for Mr. MCMILLAN) submitted two amend- 
ments intended to be proposed to the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis 
trict of Columbia, ànd ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL SERVICE AND RETRENCHMENT COMMITTEE HEARINGS. 

Mr. PRITCHARD submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment be au- 
thorized to employ a stenographer to 7 aA hearings before 2 expense 


thereof to be pa out of the Mpeg toa ‘und of the Senate, have 
notes of such hearings printed for the use of the committee. 


BILL BECOME A LAW, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the bill (S. 2419) 
to authorize the leasing of lands for educational p ses in Ari- 
zona, having been presented to the President March 26. 1896, and 
not having been returned by him to the House of Congress in 
which it originated within the ten days prescribed by the Consti- 
tution, has become a law without his approval. 

SALARY ACCOUNTS OF SENATORS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 

Senate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will be 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. WOLCOTT 
March 4, 1896, and reported by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections upon the 10th instant, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the duty of the Secretary of the Senate to credit the 
salary accounts, respectively, of LEE MANTLE, a Senator from the State of 
Montana, and CLARENCE B. CLARK, a Senator from the State of Wyoming, to 
the full extent of their monthly pay from March 4, 1893, the date of the com- 
mencement of the terms for which they were elected, to July 81, 1894, the 
date of the passage of the act of Congress changing the time whe the sala- 
ries of Senators elected or appointed to fill vacancies in the Senate, and of 
Senators elected for a full term subsequent to the commencement of such 
term, shall commence to run. 


Mr. COCKRELL, I ask that the resolution may lie over for 
the present. Ihave not had an opportunity to look into it, and 
it was not to lose its place but to continue on the table until I 
could have time to examine it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks that the resolution may le on the table without prejudice. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I call the attention of the Senator from Ore- 
gon to the resolution. I do not know that he is listening. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have no objection to the course 


ar Say 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, without 
objection. 
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LIFE-SAVING STATION ON NEW ENGLAND COAST. ` 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 2783) to establish a life-saving station on the 
coast of New Hampshire or Massachusetts between Hampton and 
the Merrimac rivers. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc. eatin the o-saving stall of the r be, and is hereby, 
jg rma to esta station on the coast of New Hampshire 
usetts at 8 ween the Hampton and Merrimac rivers 

© General Superin ent ee the he Life-Saving Ser vice may recommend. 


PiS bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the title was amended soas to 
read: A bill to establish alife-saving station on the coast of New 
Hampshire or Massachusetts between the Hampton and the Merri- 
mac rivers.” - 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


Ami from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolutions: 

4 bill (S. 100) for the relief of the estate of John R. Bigelow; 

A bill (S. 1203) ting an increase of pension to Mary Dou- 
bleday, widow of . Brig. Gen. Abner Doubleday; 

A joint resolution (8. R. 40060 directing the Secretary of War to 


transmit to * on survey of the waterway connect- 
ing the waters of Pu und, at Salmon Bay, with lakes Union 
and Washington, an to submit an estimate of the cost of con- 


structing said waterway; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 123) directing the Secretary of War to 
submit a plan and estimate for the improvement of = Nebraska 
side of the Missouri River opposite Sioux City, Nebr 

The message also announced that the House — * to the 
concurrent resolution requesting the President of the United 
States to return to the Senate the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 
116) een the Public Printer to print the Annual rt of 
the Superintendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey, in quarto form, and to bind it in one volume. 

The messa ote, further announced that the House had passed the 
3 bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 


ate spill (H. R. 5 
A bill = R. 483 

John R. 
2 
il ( 


A bill ŒH 


S. Pettit; 
A bill H. R. 3189) to increase the pension of John S. Cochenour; 
A bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Jonathan Scott; 
A bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of John S. Burwell, adminis- 
trator of the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased; 

A bill H. R. 8008) defining cheese, and also imposing a tax upon 
ont ting the manufacture, sale, importation, and exporta- 
tion of filled cheese“; and 

A bill (H. R. 8013) 8018) donating one condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Grand Arm y of the ublic, L. W. Cooper Post, Depart- 
ment of Missouri, No. 61, of Lathrop, Mo. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The ORA also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 

signed by the President pro tempore 

A bill UH. R. 83) for the relief of . C. Cutter, late first lieu- 
tenant, -sixth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 925) granting a pension to Annie J. Corbett, of 
Providence, R. iis 

A bill (H. R. 994) granting an increase of pension to Andrew B. 


eith; 
A bin (H. R. 995) granting a pension to Kate A, Pitman 
A bill (H. R. 1050) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
iting, widow of Lieut. Henry Whiting; 
A bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pension to Francis E. Hoover; 
A bill (H. R. 1888) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


fit 
A 3 R. 2151) to restore to the pension rolls the name of 


for the relief of J. J. Lints; 

for the relief of Mary Jane Lynn, daughter of 
nn, a Revolutionary soldier; 

i R.505) for the relief of Rev. Edwin Warriner; 

H. R. 2606) for the relief of Solomon Hyams; 
R. 3007) granting an increase of pension to Michael 


K. 2800 
R. es 
(H. R. 3672) 5 Airo to railroad 9 in Indian 


Territory additional powers to secure depot grounds; 


A bill (H. R. 3749) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida 
Rhoades; - 


A bill (H. R. 4800 granting a pension to Joseph Porter; 


R. 4606) to grant an increase of pension to Mary B. 


ouk; 
A bill (H. R. 5 . app tions for the artment 
Eyi Agriculture for th e e — es June 30, 187 Aud 

(H. R. 6996) 2 — aoa orize the construction of a wagon 
8 foot eae Ray eg hattahoochee River at or near the 
city of Columbia, Ala. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CULLOM submitted the tonoraa report: 


The committee of conference on the di votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R E)“ parece 


tions for the legislative, executive, and judi expenses of the eee 


30, 1897, and for other ” havin: 
have agreed to . i cand 


tg Houses as nage 
ts amendments numbered 41, 1 ou 11 57, 


Tha te recede from i 
3801 620,04 0, e fl 72, Th 15, 10, 19, 94, 97, 108, 104, 124, 125, 120, 


That the House recede from its d ent to I amendments of the 
VVV 
„60. fi . 5,98, 110, 
113. Fun 114, ya TAi , = and 15 nd to the same. AS 
House recede from its disagreemen e 
ate Pinse oian aia oo — —.— am t as follows: Re: 


t as follows: 
gtore the matter * out b 4 2270 a and in lieu of the matter 
inserted insert the following: e ditional while the office is held by 
the 28 incumbent“; and the 3 8 to the same. 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the Sen- 


proposed 

hat the House recede from its ment to the am 
ate num 46, and agree to terre same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: The 
Secretary of State is authorized to use not exceeding $3,120 for the services of 
the employees in the Bureau of Statistics, De nt of State, in the work 

compiling and distribu’ consular and other commercial rts, out of 
the appropriation of $20,000 for 8 reparation, printing, pe on, and dis- 
tribution, by the De: ent of State, of the’ consular and other commercial 
reports ein ue 8 and consular appropriation act approved Feb- 
ruary 27, 1806"; to the same. 

That the Hober recede from „ to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 47, to tho same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter rahe by said amendment a on 67, after line 2 of 

as a separate paragraph, the follo “For ‘chman, to care = 
the monument and wharf at akefield, Va., ; the wharf to be used by 
public under such rules and regulations as mau be prescribed therefor by — 
ecretary of War”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 59, and ates to the same withan amendment as follows: In lieu 
af the ery inserted said amendment insert the following: For chief of 

division of cere accounts, $2,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 70, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of arent proposed in said amendment insert $800"; and the Senate 


same. 

Achat the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 81, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum p: insert * its disagr and the Senate agree same. 

hat the House recede from i ent to the u t of the 
Senate numbered . and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “Ap- 
pointment clerk, $1,800"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its t to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 87, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
ma ie of the sum proposed insert $50,960"; and the Senate agree to the 


Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 100, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In re 5 sum proposed in said amendment insert $250"; and the Senate 
a o the same. 

the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate 5 106, and agree to the same with an am amendment as follows: 
In lieu 58 oo proposed by said amendment insert $1,800 "'; and the Senate 
e same. 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 106, and agree to the same with arf&mendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$50,220”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 107, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 9 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the words 
“twenty-five thousand” and insert in lieu thereof the words “twelve thou- 
sand five hundred"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 124, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pro insert $1,300""; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its ent to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 143, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
line 3 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike ont the words “two 
terms” and insert in lieu thereof the words “a term”; and the Senate agree 


to the same. 

That the House 2 from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1 to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 106, in line 15 of i inl, — out the word as and insert in lieu 
thereof the word is“ ; and the ‘Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

Senate numbered 148, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 1 of the | ma inserted by Car amendment strike out the words 
“five hundred"; and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its ent to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 149, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum insert $25,720"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the. 


Senate numbered 151, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


by law to be exclusively engaged u some 0 
E to do, but all details hereunder 


pope in each particula e 
peno of not exceeding one hundred and twenty days. All details hereto- 


170. 177, 178, 1:9, 180, ISL 1 
195, 196, 197. 1 200. 201. 202, 


HENRY H. BINGHAM, 

JOHN E. MCCALL, 

ALEXAND: M. DOCKERY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I could pages the time of the 
Senate, if I thought the Senate desired it, in referring to each of 
the amendments in detail that the Senate made to the bill as it 

the other House. I hardly think the Senate would expect 
that, but 1 do think that they probably would like to know what 
provisions the Senate inserted in the bill upon which the conferees 
of the two Houses have disagreed. I will therefore make a little 
statement of the facts in relation to those items. 

The conferees of the two Houses failed to agree as to the follow- 
ing provisions: 

Por 25 clerks to the Senate committees, at $1,800 each; 

For an increase of messengers and skilled laborers for the Senate. 

The Senate will understand that on all these items the conferees 
of the two Houses have failed to agree, 

As to 88 annual clerks to Senators; 

As to an increase of the Capitol police force; f 

a to librarian and for the appomtment of a register of copy- 

Ahts; 
hs to the salary of an Assistant Comptroller; 

As to the amendment of the Senate in relation to the contingent 
expenses of the assay office in Idaho; 

Fe! to a change in the time of meeting of the legislature of New 
exico; 

As to provision stricken out by the Senate for employees in the 
Office of Naval Records; me 

Foran additional appro riation of $11,000 for printing, binding, 
etc., in the Office.of Naval Records; 

Forten examiners, to constitute a board of examiners of surveys; 

For a classification division in the Patent Office; 

Amendment authorizing the Secretary of the Interior in his dis- 
cretion to continue the contract for the Official Gazette and other 
things for one year; x 

Amendment continuing seven watchmen employed in the Capi- 
tol Grounds; f, 3 

As to additional 5 provided by the Senate for 
carrying on surveys in different States and Territories Where 
additional appropriations were asked, except as to Colorado; the 
Colorado provisions were agreed to; 4 

As to the amendments made by the Senate giving an increase 
of force in the office of the Attorney-General and an increased 
amount for the library; ; a) 

As to provision for printing and distributing additional numbers 
of the opinions of the Supreme Court; 

Also amendment providing for a messenger in the Eighth judi- 
cial circuit; and 

Finally, as to all the provisions involved in the sections in rela- 
tion to a change of the tem of payment of United States dis- 
trict attorneys and marshals. I will state, however, that in the 
consultation of the conferees with some of the gentlemen of the 
Judiciary Committee, especially of the other House, a number of 
amendments not touching the question of salaries in the court pro- 
visions, as I term them, were agreed to informally, but lest the 
provisions might be mixed up by concurring in them and dis- 
agreeing to others it was thought best to disagree as to the whole 
batch, in the hope that at the next sitting of the conferees we 
— 55 agree upon the salary provisions and then agree to those 


These are substantially the features of the bill as to-which the 
conferees were unable to agree, and I thought it was due to the 


of 
them, but so that 


Senate that I should call attention to them, not for the p 
securing an expression of the Senate regarding j 
the Senate might know something more about what was going on 
with reference to the bill than they would know by marme read 
the numbers of the items which have been disagreed to. I could 
give in detail the items as to which the Senate and House con- 
ferees have agreed, but I think with this explanation of the im- 
portant matters yet left to be considered the Senate will under- 
stand the report of the conference committee and agree to it, 
that perhaps is all the Senate will desire to know. i 

Mr. GORMAN. I understood the Senator from Illinois to say 
that all the items relating to the increase of compensation for 
clerks of Senators, messengers, etc., have been disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. CULLOM. They have been disagreed to by the conferees 
on the part of the House, and we have not been able to come to an 
agreement as to them. So they will go back to another confer- 
ence, if another conference is had upon the subject. 

Mr. GORMAN. As I understand, the conference committee 
have agreed to all of the appropriations for the House of Repre- 
sentatives, leaving the matter of the appropriations for the Senate 
alone standing out. 

Mr. M. There were no substantial provisions in contro- 
versy between the conferees as to the gorien relating to the 
clerks and employees of the House. ere was nothing of that 


kind to contend over. . 

Mr. GORMAN. I suppose, as a matter of course, the conferees 
on 5 the Senate will take care of the items relating to the 

I want to ask the especial attention of the Senator from Ilinois 
to amendment numbered 102, on page 90 of the last print of the 
bill, It is an amendment added by the Senate authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, to cause the present 
contract for producing copies of the drawings of the weekly issues 
of patents for inventions, etc., and for producing the photolitho- 
graphic work for the Official Gazette of the Patent Office to be 
extended for the term of one year from the Ist of July next. Do 
I 5 the Senator to say that that amendment has been 
agr 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not. The exact facts are these: The hon- 
orable Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], immediately after 
the passage of the bill by the Senate, and before it went to con- 
ference, suggested to me that he desired to be heard upon the 
amendment before it was disposed of. I therefore su when 
we reached it that I preferred the Senator from Maryland should 
be present and have the opportunity to say what he desired before 
it was disposed of. It was, however, learned that the Senator was 
not at the time in the city, and therefore the amendment was disa- 
greed to by the conferees of the two Houses without much dis- 
cussion. 4 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, then I prefer to make a short 
statement in regard to this particular amendment which was 
adopted by the Senate, so that it may appear in the RECORD and 
be used by the conferees if they so desire. 

This is a provision, I think, which was offered by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. If it was adopted by the Senate 
it escaped my observation at the time, although I was present in 
the y. It is a provision authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to continne in existence the contract made last year for the 
panung and . of the Patent Office Reports. 

e amount involved is about $92,000. 

There has been considerable controversy on the subject, and at 
one time an investigation was ordered by resolution of the Sen- 
ate, the distinguished junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopGeE], It „offering the resolution, directing an investigation 
into the contract for this work. The then chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Printing, General Manderson; the then Senator 
from North Carolina, Mr. Ransom, and I entered into an investiga- 
tion, and went through it very thoroughly. WefoundinthePatent 
Office, under the law as administered by the present Commissioner 
of Patents, that there was a looseness which, in our ju ent, 
required legislation to correct and to prevent abuses in that work. 
So in drafting the printing bill, which subsequently became a 
law, we inserted a provision requiring that each year this work 
should be advertised for publicly, not ‘let privately, as had been 
the custom, so as to prevent it being awarded at an excessive 
amount to favorites. We also provided in that law that when- 
ever the Public Printing Office was in condition to do this work 
it should be transferred to the Public Printer. A part of it is 
being done there now. 

Under that provision of the law the Patent Office asked for pro- 
posals, and went outside of the requirements of the law, opening 
the door to a different character of work than that which had been 
prescribed by the act itself. The Committee on Printing having 
taken the matter into consideration and having their attention 
called to the subject, uired the Commissioner of Patents to 
conform to the law, and in the last contract that was made there 
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were three bidders, one being for $92,000, and one for ninety-four 
thousand and some odd dollars. The contract was awarded, as a 
matter of course, to the lowest bidder. Since then the Public 
ee Office has been put in condition, or will soon be in condi- 
tion, to do this work at a very much decreased cost from the present 
contract price, 

The Senator from Connecticut, without knowing all the circum- 
stances, as he is not familiar, I take it, with that branch of the work, 
offered an amendment to continue in force for one year longer the 
contract, which expires in May next. It is, in the judgment of 
myself and the other members of the Committee on Printing who 
have looked into the subject, not only a violation of law and a 
change of the statute, but it is probably going back to and inau- 
gurating a system of affairs which we labored so hard to correct 
in the last Congress. I therefore hope that the committee of con- 
ference on the of the Senate will to recede from this 
amendment; and if it be in order now, as I suppose it will be when 
the report is adopted, I shall make a motion that the Senate recede 
from its amendment numbered 102. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, as the Senator from Maryland 
remembers, the history in this body of the amendment referred to 
was that it was first offered p g that the Secretary of the 
Interior should be allowed to continue this contract for four years. 
It seemed to me that that was not right, and, at the risk of incur- 

ing the displeasure of the Senator who offered the amendment, I 
made the point of order upon it, which was sustained. Subse- 
quently the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] had the amend- 
ment modified, leaving it in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Interior to extend the time for one year. There seemed to be 
some question as to whether that provision as shaped by him was 
subject toa point of order. I did not make the point of order, and 
no one else did. The Senate adopted the amendment; and the 
Senate can very readily see that the Senate conferees, desiring to 
represent the Senate itself, naturally would feel like standing by 
the amendment, at least until it had been ascertained whether 
there was any disposition on the part of the Senate to recede from 
it. Therefore we took no action apon it except a formal disagree- 
ment, because of what I stated with reference to the arrangement 
between the Senator and myself, yet I should not have felt dis- 
paes to give up the provision without first reporting it to the 

te. 


So far as I am concerned, I am willing, if it be in order, that the 
Senate may give an expression as to what it desires to do in refer- 
ence to the amendment at this time. I believe it has to be done 
now, if at all. I am not very familiar with these questions. Could 
we not agree to the conference report and then take a vote upon 
the amendment? 

Mr. GORMAN. Isubmitthe question to the Chair as to whether 
the conference report may be agreed to and the Senate can then 
recede from the amendment? 

Mr. CULLOM. If it be in order, Iam perfectly willing to have 
that course 215 5 7 

5 PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the amendment as to a 

ial item? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; amendment numbered 102, from which I 
desire to have the Senate recede. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is that in order before the conference report is 
adopted or after, or at any time? 

Mr. HARRIS. Before. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think at any time. 

Mr. HARRIS. It must be done before the report is voted on. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I move that the Senate recede from 
amendment numbered 102. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that surely isnot in order, because the 
only question, as I understand, when a conference report is made, 
is whether the conference report shall be agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Is this an item which has been agreed to in con- 
ference or di eed to? 

Mr. CULLOM, Disagreed to. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me very clear that the procedure is 
this: The report embraces those items as items. That is not 
agreed to. e report is simply a recitation of what the commit- 
tee has done, and this item is left open. Now, clearly it seems 
to me that the report should be accepted. It is only a recital of 
what has been done and what has not been done, and then it will 
be in order for the Senator from Maryland to move to recede on 
one of these items, which is left out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] bas precisei stated the parliamentary situation. 

Mr. HARRIS. suggested that the motion to recede would 
have to come before agreeing to the report, but I did not know at 
the time, and do not know now, what the rt is. 

Mr. CULLOM. The report on this amendment is a disagree- 
ment by the conferees of the two Houses. 


Mr. RIS. Then my suggestion to the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GorMAN] was erroneous, If that be the report, of 
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course the report may be agreed to and a motion to recede from 
any particular amendment will be in order afterwards, 
Ir. HALE and Mr. GORMAN. Afterwards. 

Mr. CULLOM. Lask that the report of the committee of con- 
ference be adopted. 

The PR ENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the report of the committee of conference. 

The apui was concurred in. 

Mr. RMAN. I now move that the Senate recede from its 
amendment numbered 102. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maryland that the Senate recede from its 
amendment numbered 102, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On 90 of the last print of the bill, after 
line 13, the Senate adopted the following amendment: 

That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, cause the present 
contract for produ ies of the drawings of the weekly issues of patents 
for inventions, trade-mark certificates, drawings for the library editions of 
patents, for producing exhausted copies, and copies of pending applications, 
and of foreign patents or publications, and for producing the photolitho- 

phie work for the illustrated pages of the Official Gazette of the Patent 
9 5 to be extended for the term of one year from the Ist day of July, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on receding 
from the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I was out of the Chamber when 
this subject came up. I understand that some statement was 
made by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GormMAN] with relation 
to this matter, giving the reasons why the Senate should recede 
from the amendment. I did not hear those statements, but I de- 
sire very briefly to state why the Committee on Patents recom- 


mended the amendment. 

In the years that have ed there has been a great deal of criti- 
cism of the way in which the contract for photolithographing the 
designs for the Patent Office Gazette has n 3 It has 
amounted almost to a scandal for the last twenty years. It had 
been done by one firm up to the commencement of this Adminis- 
tration, at a cost of about $150,000a year. At the commencement 
of this Administration it will be remembered that the Commis- 
sioner of Patents made an arrangement with a gentleman from 
Boston, who was connected with the Administration in some way 
at that time, about which there was a good deal of talk and con- 
siderable criticism. After that the Commissioner of Patents ad- 
vertised for a contract. The lowest bidder for the contract was 
a Mr. Graham. His bid was $11,000 below that of any other bid- 
der. If I remember aright, it was about $90,000, when we had 
theretofore been paying from $140,000 to $150,000 for this work. 
That bid was accepted. That bidder has invested in the enterprise 
$100,000, more or less, for the pupo of being able to carry out 
his contract. There has never been a day’s or an hour's failure in 
getting out the drawings. His contract has been complied with 
to the letter, under t disadvantages at times. The contract 
expires next July. Under the eed law it is to be relet by ad- 
vertisement. The same firm which has been taking $150,000, more 
or less, in years past for this contract can come in and, for the 
sake of breaking down this new contractor, bid for the work at 
less than it can be done for. When that contractor has thus been 
broken down, there is no other concern in the city of Washington 
that can do the work except the old concern. The Committee on 
Patents thought it would be very well to allow the Secretary of 
the Interior, in his discretion, to extend the contract for one year, 
If the Senate thinks that is not a good business proposition, it 
may recede from the amendment. It is under this statement I 
hope they will not recede. : 

Mr. RMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut 
was not here whenI made my statement. The statement which 
he makes is exactly accurate about the troubles heretofore exist- 
ing in relation to this contract. I made that statement substan- 
tially while the Senator was absent. 

Upon examination by the Committee on Printing in regard to 
this matter, it became manifest thatgthere must be a very radical 
change in this work, and that the t discretion which had 
been exercised o the Commissioner of Patents should be limited. 
After the most thorough investigation for the p se of intro- 
ducing economy and of having this contract 3 to the lowest 
bidder in an open, y, and honest way, and to have a further 
safeguard so that the Government would be fully protected, this 
provision was made in the printing law: 

All printing for the Patent Office making use of lith: 
raphy, ether with the plates for the same, shall 

formed under the direction of the Commissioner of Patents, under such 
fimitations and conditions as the Joint Committee on Printing may from 
time to time prescribe, and all other printing for the Patent Office shall be 
done by the blic Printer under such limitations and conditions as the Joint 
Committee on Printing may from time to time prescribe: Provided, That the 
entire work may be done at the Government Printing Office whenever, in the 
judgment of the Joint Committee on Printing, the same would be to the in- 

rest of the Government. 


Under that provision, and with open bids, there were three bid- 


hy or photolithog- 
8 for ant 
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ders one year ago, and the gentleman who obtained the contract 
made a bid of about $92,000, and the next lowest bid was $94,000. 
The Government Printing Office at that time was not quite in 
condition to do this work. It is practically in condition to do it 
now. 

Mr. President, 175 8 8 nays — by such 3 in 
an appropriation bi ill again be entering upon a m whic 
we tried to correct, I know the Senator from Connecticut, if he 
had examined this subject as thoroughly as did General Mander- 
son and I, would see the wisdom of continuing the present system 
of making the contract every year, and as early as a e. A 
part of the work is being now done at the Printing Office, and I 
think this summer the whole of the work may be accomplished 
there at a greatly reduced cost, but it would be manifestly unjust 
and unwise, in my judgment, to continue ‘the existing contract 
under those conditions. 

I shall not go into further details. After the investigation made 
by the Committee on Printing the testimony was submitted to the 
Senate, but the committee did not attempt to criticise, as we might 
have done, and dagen d ought to have done, the action which 
had theretofore n en. We rather contented ourselves in 
making a provision of law which would prevent such abuses in 
the future; and I trust that provision will not be disregarded by 
the retention of this amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, it will be observed that this pro- 
vision is not mandatory at all. It does not extend the contract, 
but leaves it discretionary with the Secretary of the Interior to 


do it. 
One word with zegara to the Public Printing Office. That office 
is in no condition whatever to do this work, It can not do it with- 


out an addition to its pan of $100,000. 
Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no; not so much as that. 
Mr. PLATT. LIundertake to say that to do this work will require 
5 zy large addition to the plant of the Government Printing 
ce 


It is true that the Government does some portion of the work 
of getting out the Official Patent Office Gazette. It sets up the 
ifications of patents on a large scale, and yet every week all 
of that work is photolithographed, and has to be, and this book 
which I hold in my hand 8 is either weekly or once in 
two weeks made up by the photolit ogtaphic rocess. There is 
no process in the Government Printing ce by which it can be 
done, and it is not contemplated that any process is to be added to 
that plant for the purpose of doing it. 
Mr. CULLOM. I only desire to say a word, and then I hope 
we shall have a vote. 
As the Senate will remember, this amendment was put in by 


the Senate; it was not inserted on the report of the Committee on | Gear. 


Appropriations. My own judgment at the time was in favor of 
the provision of law requiring the Secretary of the Interior to 
advertise and let this contract to the lowest bidder, but I con- 
sented to allow the amendment to go into the bill without making 
a point of order upon it, and the Senate adopted it. So far as the 
Appropriations Committee is concerned, I do not think it is ver 
much concerned whether the amendment stays in or goes out. 
Bope we shall now have a vote upon it. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] to recede from 
amendment numbered 102. 

Mr. GORMAN, Let us have the yeas and nays, Mr. President. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Suir]. I do not sehim 
present, and therefore withhold my vote. 


Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. Not knowing how 
he would vote if present, I withhold my vote. 


The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the negative). I with- 


draw my vote, as I am paired with the senior Senator from Loui- 
siana [Mr. CArFERY], who is not present. 
Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 


eee junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE] 
vo 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). The 
phan ii 1 that the junior Senator from Rhode Island has 
not voted. 

Mr. BACON. In his absence I feel compelled to withdraw my 
vote, as I am paired with that Senator. 

Mr. PALMER (after having voted in the affirmative). I in- 
Gnire TnS senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] 

as VO 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Dakota 
has not voted. 

Mr. PALMER. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. 


Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
supposed when I voted that the junior Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. gost ee | had voted. I find, however, that he has not, 
and, as I am paired with him generally, I withdraw my vote. 

CKBURN (after 5 in the affirmative). I 
oe if the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MOMILLAN] has 
vo 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with that Senator, but I trans- 
fer my pair with him to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
IrBy], and will let my vote in the affirmative stand. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I suggest to the Senator from Ilinois . 
PALMER], as it is feared there is not a quorum present and vo a 


that we transfer our pairs, he being paired with the Senator from 
North Dakota % SBROUGH]| and I being paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey . SMITH], I suggest that the 


Senator from North Dakota be paired with the Senator from New 

Jersey, which will enable the Senator from Illinois and me to vote. 
Mr. PALMER. That is entirely satisfactory to me. I vote 

„Jena. > 


Mr. DUBOIS. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BACON. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE] tothe senior Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. VoorHEEs], and vote ‘‘yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Cockrel Martin. 
Bese „ as 
Blackburn, Gorman, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Brice, Gray, Pasco, 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. Perkins, 
Chilton, Pugh, 
NAYS—21 
Aldrich, Carter, Mantle, Stewart, 
Baker, Davis, Mitchell, Oreg. Warren, 
Bro Dubois, Morri ilson. 
Butler, e, Platt, 
Call, Gallinger, Proctor, 
Cannon, Hawley, Sq 
NOT VOTING—47. 
Allison, Gibso Meike. Feller. 
er, 
Berry, — Mitchell, Wis. Thurston, 
Blanchard, e, Morgan, Tillman, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Murphy, — 
Caffery, elson, Vi 
Olark. 7 H Pottier Your 
‘oar, W, 
Daniel, by, Pritchard: Walthall? 
E Jones, Nev. guy; Wetmore, 
Faulkner, 2 well, te. 
$ dsay, Shoup, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 


The called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Chilton, Lodge. Y, 
A n. Clark, McBride, 
Bacon, Cockrell, McMillan, Sherman, 
Baker, Cullom, Mantle, Shoup, 
Bate, Dayis, Mills, Stewart, 
H Dubois, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Biackburn, Faulkner, Morrill, Turpie, 
ice, allinger, Nelson, Vi 
3 — —.— Palmer, —— 
jurrows, rman, „ 
Butler, Gray, Perkirs, Wilso: 
5 è, Plat Wol 
Cannon, Harris, Prite. 
Carter, Hawley, Proctor, 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Maryland me GORMAN], that 
the Senate recede from amendment numbered 102, on which the 
yeas and nays haye been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll, 

The EEY proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], whom I 
do not see in his seat. I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. IRBY] and vote yea.” 

Mr. CHANDL (when his name was called). On this vote I 
agreed to pair with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru]. I transfer m 
pair to the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], 
who is now paired with the junior Senator from IIlinois . 
FATHER) so that the junior Senator from Illinois and I cay vote. 

vo ae nay. » 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] to 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] and vote yea.“ 


yew 
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Mr. VILAS (when the name of Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin 
was called). My 8 MITCHELL] is unavoidably ab- 


sent from the Chamber y and is paired with the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SE J. 

Mr. PALMER (when hisname was called). Adopting the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from 8 Dusots] with respect to 
an 5 of pairs, I will vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. SHO (when his name was called). I again announce 
— I have a general pair with the Senator from California [Mr. 

HITE]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from 7 [Mr. CAMERON]. 

The roll call was concl 

Mr. QUAY. I have a 9 pair with the Senator from Ala- 
bama . MORGAN]. he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
3 junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE] 

voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. BACON. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Rhode Island, but I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and allow my vote to stand. Otherwise 
I would withdraw it. 


Mr. NELSON (after having voted in the negative). I havea 
meral pair with the Senator from Missouri Ar. VEsT], whom 
do not see in his seat. I therefore ask leave to withdraw my 


vote. 

Mr. PUGH. I will state to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Quay] that if my colleague [Mr. MorGan] were present, he 
would vote * yea.” 

Mr. QUAY. Then I vote!“ yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
announced a pair between the junior Senator from West Virginia 
pe ELKINS] and the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE]. 

understand that the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] has 
already been paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER). Itherefore transfer my pair with the junior Senator 
from West Virginia to the junior Senator from New York [Mr. 
Murruy] and allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to announce the transfer of the pair 
with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON] to the senior 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Alliso; Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
acon,” Cullom, Lodge, uay, 
Bate, Faulkner, Martin, h, 
Berry, Gordon, Mills, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Palmer, 
Brice. Gray, Pasco, ilas, 
ton, Harris, Perkins, Wolcott. 
NAYS—2%. 
dri Carter, Mantle, Stewart, 
8 Clark, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Baker, Davis, Morrill, Warren, 
Brown, Dubois, Peffer, Wilson. 
Butler, Gallinger, Pettigrew, 
Call, Gear, Platt, 
Cannon, Hawley, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—%. 
Blanchard, Gibson, 3 Smith. 
Burro e, (9 n, uire, 
— — brough, Mitchell, Wis. Thurston, 
ce) 
Chandler, Hoar, Murphy, Vest. 
Daniel, Irby, elson, V. 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, Walthall, 
Frye, 55 Sewell. Wetmore, 
George, Asay, Shoup, ite. 


So the Senate receded from its amendment numbered 102. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isu the House of Representatives will be 
notified of the action of the Senate as to the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Was this the only amendment left open in the 
If not, the Senator from Illinois should move that the Sen- 


Mr.CULLOM. Theconference es has deen adopted, and this 
amendment has been taken out of the bill by the vote or receded 
from. I move that the Senate insist upon its other amendments 
not di of and ask for a further conference. 

The motion was agreed to. z 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the of the Senate at the further con- 
ference,and Mr. CULLox, . TELLER, and Mr. CocKRELL were 


appointed, 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 

yi bill . f. 133) Sy tee hot 4 0 J: L; da 
i or the reli ary Jane Lynn ter 

of John £ Lynn, & Revolutionary soldier; Ai 

A bill (H. R. 2606) for the relief of Solomon Hyams; 
g 8 R. 3007) granting an increase of pension to Michael 

A bill (H. R. 3189) to increase the pension of John S. Cochenour; 


an 

A bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Jonathan Scott. 

The bill (H. R. 145) for the relief of J. J. Lints was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of John S. Burwell, admin- 
istrator of the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 505) for the relief of Rev. Edwin Warriner was 
gg its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

The bill (H. R. 8013) donating one condemned cannon and can- 
non balls to Grand Army of the Republic, L. W. Cooper Post, 
Department of Missouri, No. 61, of Lathrop, Mo., was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 8008) defining cheese, and also imposing a tax 
upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of cheese,” was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to call up the privileged question, 
the resolution declaring Henry A. Du Pont entitled to a seat in the 
Senate from the State of Delaware. 

I call 8 ce resolution and desire to state that I shall not speak 
to-day. e Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] wishes to 
2 and he will be followed by the Senator from Utah [Mr. 

ROWN]. Other speeches on the resolution will be delayed until 
to-morrow, so that the Indian appropriation bill can be taken up 
after these Senators shall have concluded their remarks. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections February 18, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, That N A. Du Pont is entitled toa seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1803. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, after the clear and compre- 
hensive statement of the facts in this case and the law a plicable 
thereto in the opening of the debate by the distinguished Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. CESPE chairman of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, supplemented by the able argument of 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD] and other Sen- 
ators in support of the claim of Henry A. Du Pont to a seat in this 
body as Senator-elect from the State of Delaware, together with the 
able and exhaustive presentation of the views of the minority by the 
distinguished Senators from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE] and Mississippi 

Mr. GEORGE] and others in opposition thereto, I confess to no 

ittle embarrassment in asking the further attention of the Senate 
to the consideration of a question every phase of which has been 
already presented and concerning which the judgment of Senators 
may possibly be fully made up and concluded. Being, however, 
a member of the committee intrusted in the first instance with 
the examination of this case, and having joined with the majority 
in the report presented, I venture to ask the indulgence of the 
Senate while I discharge what seems to be a duty in briefly pre- 
senting some of the reasons which impelled me to the conclusions 
reached therein. 

In the discussion of any question, whether of grave or trifling 
concern, it is always advisable at the beginning to eliminate all 
those matters concerning which there is not, and can not be, the 
slightest contention. The debate has now so far p as to 
make this course ible. If this suggestion is adopted it will be 
found that the vital points in the controversy are circumscribed 
within very narrow limits. What, then, may I ask, are the ad- 
mitted facts? Let me enumerate. 

It is conceded that at a general election held in the State of 
Delaware in November, 1894, there were elected a governor for 
the term of four years and a full membership of the Delaware 
legislature, consisting of 9 senators and 21 representatives; that 
in Jan , 1895, the governor-elect, Mr. Marvil, was duly in- 
ducted into office and entered upon the performance of his duties; 
that both branches of the legislature, composed of members duly 
qualified, were 8 organized, and that Senator Watson was 
elected er of the senate; that among the duties devolving 


upon such legislature was the election of a United States Senator 

for the full term of six years beginning March 4, 1895, and ending 

March 4, 1901; that the legislature entered upon the performance 

oE 5 duty in conformity to law and continued therein until the 
y 


adjournment, May 9, 1895; and that on this last-named 
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day the recorded vote in the joint assembly for United States Sen- 
ator was 15 for Henry A. Du Pont and 15 against him, whith did 
not give Mr. Du Pont a majority of the total recorded vote of 30, 
and that the legislature therenpon adjourned without aay 

It is further conceded that on the 8th day of April, 1895, Gov- 
ernor Marvil died; and that by the constitution of the State of 
Delaware it is provided that— 
motel, resignation, or inability: the speaker of the senate abAll exorcise the 
office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified; 


That on the following day, April 9, and in compliance with this 
constitutional mandate, the chancellor, in the presence of the sen- 
ate, administered to Mr. Watson, the speaker of the senate—and I 
quote the journal entry—‘‘ the oaths of office as governor,” by 
which, among other 8 Watson obligated himself to“ perform 
the duties of the office of governor of the State of Delaware with 
fidelity.” It is further admitted that thereupon he entered upon 
the discharge of the duties of such officeand that he has ever since 
exercised and is now performing the duties of chief executive of 
the State of Delaware. It is further admitted that from the 9th 
day of April, 1895, the day Mr. Watson took the oath as 8 
and entered upon the exercise of that office, until the day of 
May, 1895, the day of the final vote for United States Senator in 
the joint assembly, Mr. Watson took no part in the business of 
the senate, either as speaker or senator, or in the proceedings 
of the joint assembly; and that the highest vote recorded in the 
joint assembly for United States Senator between the 9th of April 
and the 9th of May was 29, and that the declared yote of 80 for 
United States Senator in the joint assembly of May 9th was made 
possible only by the appearance of Mr. Watson, then exercising 
the office of governor, who on that day entered the senate and 
the joint assembly and cast his vote for United States Senator. 

It is further conceded that on the final vote Mr. Du Pont re- 
ceived 15 votes, and that of the 15 votes cast against him 1 of the 
number was the vote of Mr. Watson, and that without his vote 
Henry A. Du Pont would have had a majority over all, and would 
have been elected a Senator of the United States from the State of 
Delaware for the full term of six years. 

In this recital I have not intended to make, nor do I think Ihave 
made, a single statement that is not conceded to be true. It will 
be observed, therefore, as I stated in the beginning, that the vital 
points in this case are circumscribed within very narrow limits 
and hinge primarily and chiefly upon the single question whether 
on the 9th day of April, 1895, Mr. Watson had the legal and con- 
stitutional right, while exercising the office of governor, to ic- 
ipate in the proceedings of the joint assembly and vote for United 
States Senator. If he had that right, then Mr. Du Pont was not 
elected. If he had not that right, then Mr. Du Pont was elected. 
This, I believe, is conceded. 

Let it be borne in mind also that there is no other contestant 
for the seat. If Du Pont was not elected no one was. 

The primary and vital question, therefore, to be considered and 
determined, simply stated, is this: Had Watson, while exercising 
the office of governor of the State of Delaware, the right to vote in 
the joint assembly of the legislature for United States Senator? 
Upon this point the Committee on Privileges and Elections were 
unable to agree, and this is one and the main issue presented to 
the Senate for its considerate and final judgment. 

The majority of the committee insist that when, on the 9th day 
of April, Senator Watson took the oath and entered upon the 
exercise of the office of governor of the State of Delaware, from 
that moment, and so long as he continued to exercise its functions, 
he became and continues to be governor; and that as such he had 
no constitutional or legal right to discharge the functions of sena- 
tor, and that his ae o do so in the joint assembly of cs e 
was an usurpation and his vote for United States Senator a nullity. 

On the other hand, it is contended that although Watson entered 
upon the exercise of the office of governor, yet, nevertheless, he 
was then a senator, and continues to hold the office of senator and 
speaker, and that there was no constitutional or legal restraint 
which prevented him from discharging the functions of both 
offices at the same time; and that, in fact, his exact legal, consti- 
tutional, and official status was, and is, senator and speaker exer- 
cising the office of governor. 

This contention presents at once an issue involving the construc- 
tion of several provisions of the constitution of the State of Dela- 
ware to which it becomes necessary to invite attention. 

It will be remembered that the Delaware constitution creates no 
such officer as lientenant-governor, upon whom, in case of a va- 
cancy in the gubernatorial office, the duties of governor usually 
devolve, but in lieu thereof it is provided that in the event of a 
vacancy in the office of governor, by death or otherwise, the 
speaker of the senate in the lan of the constitution—‘‘shall 
exercise the office until a governor elected by the people shall be 
duly qualified.” It was under and by virtue of this constitutional 
mandate that Senator and Speaker Watson, on the 9th day of April, 


1895, entered upon the performance of the duties of the executive 


office, and still contmues therein. This transfer of executive 
authority was accomplished by the peaceful and orderly methods 
prescribed by the constitution, without the slightest disturbance 
in any of the functions of government, and would have scarcely 
arrested public attention but for the extraordinary and unexam- 
pled assumption of power on the part of the newly installed ex- 
ecutive. After assuming and entering upon the exercise of the 
office of governor, and while in the full and exclusive discharge 
of its high functions, Governor Watson presumed to reenter the 
senate, resume the speaker's chair, preside over and participate in 
the deliberations of the joint assembly, and cast his vote for United 
States Senator, justifying this startling exhibition of autocratic 
power by asserting that he was not only the executive of the State, 

mt at the same time a member of the legislative branch of the 
government, and, indeed, the rightful incumbent of three offices at 
the same time—governor, speaker, and senator—the powers and 
ARGAE ASL SONG Ss Wee RENAIS RETR i at 


Out of this assumption of official authority has grown this pro- 
tracted controversy, culminating in the issue now presented for 
the determination of the Senate, and which may be stated in a 
single line, viz: Could Watson, while exercising the office of 
governor, lawfully perform the functions of senator? 

To this query we make emphatic denial; the 3 equally 
emphatic, affirmation. And thus the issue is made up. 

In support of onr contention that Watson had no authority to 
act in the dual capacity of governor and senator, we appeal not 
only to the common-law doctrine of . but we con- 
fidently invoke the express prohibition of the Delaware constitu- 
tion (Article II, section 12), wherein it is declared that No 
person holding any office under this State * * * shall, during 
his continuance in office, be a senator.” 

Now, the contention on the part of Mr. Du Pont is that when 
Senator Watson entered upon the“ exercise of the office of gov- 
ernor” he became, and was, in the language of the constitutional 
provision just quoted, ca person holding an office under the State,” 
and that therefore ‘‘during his continuance in such office” he 
could not “be a senator ”; that the holding of the office of gov- 
ernor and senator by the sone pezon at the same time is herein 
expressly forbidden, and that Watson’s attempt, therefore, to per- 
form the functions of senator while holding the executive office 
was a direct and palpable violation of the constitution, by the ex- 
press terms of which he was positively inhibited. There would 
seem to be no possible escape from this conclusion, and the force 
of the deduction is conceded when opposing Senators attempt to 
cut their way through this constitutional barrier by boldly declar- 
ing that Watson, though entering upon the exercise of the office 
of governor on the 9th of April, 1895, did not in fact become gov- 
ernor, nor was he then nor is he now, though in the continued 
exercise of that office, holding any office under the State” other 
than that of senator, and therefore is not within the constitutional 
inhibition just quoted. 

I have attempted to state with accuracy the exact position of 
opposing Senators; but that it may appear I have in no way mis- 
represented their contention in this regard, permit me to quote 
the precise language of the Senator from indiana [Mr. TURPIE]: 

I admit that the governor is an officer of the State, but I say that Watson 
never was governor and never could be governor. He may be some time, but 
when he becomes governor it will be after he is chosen b. the citizens of the 
State to that office, in the nage of the constitution. will never become 
governor before that time. Hecan not be governor before that time, No 
other power can choose him. No other constituency can elect him. The 
governor of Delaware is chosen by the people. Watson was holding no other 
office under the State then—none whatever. He is a senator, and continues 
to be a senator. 

The counsel even took the position that exercising the office is 
not an office, the point being to escape the constitutional inhibi- 
tion that a person holding any office under the State can not be a 
senator, and so the Senator from Indiana continues: 

Ladmit that the 


gma itis rs that Watson never Was governor, and could not be 
evolved yer na only to exercise the office. Thatis the extent 


was not an office; it was simply the exercise of an office ay wasa right appar 


It will be observed, therefore, that I have stated accurately the 
position of the minority in that they seek to avoid the consequences 
of the constitutional inhibition against any person being a sena- 
tor while “holding another office under the State” by contending, 
in the words of the Senator from Indiana just quoted, that Wat- 
son, though ‘‘exercising the office of governor,” was thereby 
holding no other office under the State—none whatever.” 

It is interesting to note in this connection that the position now 
taken by op Senators—that Watson did not in fact become 
governor when he entered upon the exercise of that office—isa 
complete reversal and abandonment of the position taken 
counsel in their argument before the Committee on Privileges an 
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Elections, wherein it was admitted that Mr. Watson did become 
and was in fact governor when he entered upon the exercise of 
that office. I quote from the reply of opposing counsel to the 


argument made in support of Du Pont’s claim. ey say: 


Counsel devote 30 pages of their brief to a demonstration of the fact that 
the speaker of the senate, in case of a vacancy in the office of governor, be- 
comes governor of the State. The matter counsel present on this head attests 
their industry and may interest the curious, but it supports a proposition 
which we do not contest. 

It was conceded then that Watson became, and was in fact, 
governor the moment he entered upon the exercise of the func- 
tions of that office; and had that admission been made on the 
floor of the Senate it would have simplified, if not ended, this con- 
troversy. But opposing Senators were too astute to make this 
concession, knowing that under the constitution of the State of 
Delaware the office of governor and senator can not be held by 
the same person at the same time, and that as it was absolutely 
essential to the validity of Watson’s vote for United States Sena- 
tor that he should have been a lawful member of the State senate 
and of the joint assembly when he voted, it became equally im- 
perative to deny that he was at that time governor, or that he 
was holding any office under the State” except that of senator. 

It becomes necessary, therefore, to inquire, as a matter of fact, 
whether Watson, while exercising the office of governor, was by 
that act holding an office under the State” within the meaning 
of the constitution and whether Senators can successfully cut 
their way through this constitutional inhibition by contending 
that such holding was not an office. 

It will not be ey niet I suppose, that the governorship is an 
office. Indeed, the Senator from Indiana says: 


Iadmit that the governor is an officer of the State. 


That being conceded, it would seem to follow that one holding 
that position holds an office. Therefore if Watson was actually 
governor he was, in the lan of the constitution just quoted, 
“holding an office under the State.” Our contention is that when 
he entered upon the exercise of the office of governor he became 
governor for the time being as absolutely as though he had been 
elected to that office, and could not, therefore, while 1 
its functions, be a senator. He was the constitutional governor, 
subject to all the limitations and restraints which that constitu- 
tion imposed. It would not be contended, I suppose, that if the 
governor of the State chosen by the people should, during his 
term of office, be elected a State senator, that he could consti- 
tutionally take the office of senator and at the same time continue 
to hold the office of governor. In such case he could only be 
admitted to the office of senator by first vacating the office of 
governor. If the people are powerless, by an election, to confer 
upon one and the same person the office of governor and senator, 
by what process of reasoning or under what provision of the con- 
stitution of the State of Delaware is Watson clothed with the 
dual powers of senator and governor? The answer is, by virtue 
of that provision of the constitution which imposes upon the 

er of the senate the duty, in a certain contingency, of exer- 
cising the office of governor, but that in such case, while pornog 
of all the powers and charged with all the duties of both offices, 
yet he was noinine but one—that of senator—and only exercising 
the other. And this brings us to the examination of that pro- 
vision of the constitution of the State of Delaware under and 
in obedience to which Watson entered upon the exercise of the 
executive office. 

Article III, section 14, provides as follows: 

i or, by hi 
OP al rasta e ths wc of ofa ome at tin 
office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. If there 
be no er of the senate, or upon a further vacancy happening in the 
office, his death, removal, resignation, or inability, the speaker of the 
house of representatives shall exercise the office until a governor elected by 
the people shall be duly qualified. 

Plain as this propor don of the constitution is, ya it is the 
storm center around which all the legal acumen of the opposition 
spends its force. The contention is this, that the expression 
“shall exercise the office,” does not mean that the speaker of the 
senate shall become or is governor in fact. but that he is simply 
“exercising the office moving it around as though it were a thing 
of life, to keep its blood from monne To keep the office alive 
until such time as a real governor can elected by the people 
and be duly qualified. Is thisthe common-sense or legal meaning 
of the expression exercising an office”? Webster defines the 
verb. to exercise” as follows: To put in practice; to carry out 
in action; to perform the duties of; as, to exercise an office.” 

It is difficult to comprehend how one can exercise an office, per- 
form all its functions, discharge all its duties, and yet not_be an 
incumbent of such office. As was said ina well-adjudicated case, 
to which I shall have occasion to refer later, Ho can a person 
fill the office of governor without 5 Given a public 
office and one who, duly empowered, harges its duties, and we 
have an incumbent in that office.“ Mechem, in his work on 


Sten eed and Officers, a recognized authority in the profes- 
sion, Says: 

A public office is the right, authority, and duty created and conferred by 
law, by which, for a given period, an individual is vested with some portion 
of the sovereign function of the government, to be exercised by him for the 
benefit of the public. 

An office— 

Says Blackstone— 


is a right to exercise a private or public employment and to take the office 
and emoluments thereunto belonging. 


Judge Cooley, whom the Senator from Indiana justly eulogized 
as a great jurist, in Troop vs. Langden (40 Michigan) said: 

An office is a special trust or charge created by competent ä If 
not merely 5 certain duties will be connected with it, the perform- 


ance of which wi the consideration for its being confe upon a par- 
ticular individual who, for the time being, will be the officer. 


Judge Danforth, in Rowland vs. Major (83 New York), said: 

Whether we look in the direction of our language, the terms of politics, or 
the diction of common life, we find that whoever a public charge or em- 

loyment, or even a particular employment affecting the public, is said to 

old or be in office. 

But it is needless to multiply authorities. 

It is impossible to conceive, in the light of these citations, how 
Watson could exercise all the functions of governor, perform all 
its duties, and yet not be in fact the executive of the State. Yet, 
in the face of reason and authority, the contention is persistently 
adhered to that when Senator Watson took the oath of office as 
governor, and entered upon the performance of its duties, he was 
merely exercising the office of governor as an appendage to the 
office of senator, and was not in fact governor. It is contended 
that he was a sort of ex officio governor—speaker of the senate, 
and, by virtue thereof, exercising executive functions; that the 
two offices were linked together. True, the speaker of the senate 
is designated as the first in the line of succession to the vacant gov- 
ernorship, but it by no means follows that because of that desig- 
nation the person named is vested with the powers and duties of 
both offices. The designation of the ker of the senate was 
only for the purpose of making certain the person m whom the 
executive office should devolve; and when the devolution occurs, 
and the individual named enters into the office, he holds it in his 
natural and not his official capacity.” As was well said by the 
court in a case to which I shall refer: 

If an office ie a to another office, the determination of the first 
office will dete: the second. On the contrary, if the appointment to an 
office be by descriptio personm of one who holds some office by the title of 
which he is d bed, and who on some contin: noris to enter and fill 
another office, the answering the description, at the e the contingen 
arises, designates him as the person who is to enter and fill the office, an 
when, as thus pens Be oe he enters into the office he holds it in his natural 
and not in his offi capacity. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Michigan kindly give me 
the citation? 

Mr. BURROWS. It is a case reported in 11 Oregon, at page 
389, the case of Chadwick vs, Earhart. 

Watson's being speaker of the senate si ply made him eligible 
to the office of governor, but when he entered upon the discharge 
of the functions of that office he held it wholly independent of and 
without regard to the office of speaker. 

It was only to designate some person with certainty. It might 
have been the senior senator; it might have been anybody not in 
the senate or in the house. It was to designate some person, and 
if that person happened to be an official who was so designated it 
does not follow that he takes the duty of both offices. 

Butin examining the question whether Watson, in entering upon 
the exercise of the office of governor, actually became an incum- 
bent of the office, it is wholly unnecessary, in my Aio ent, to 
look beyond the plain terms of the constitution itself. t such 
became and is his official status is clearly demonstrable, I think, 
from the very language employed. Indeed, any other interpreta- 
tion would render the words used wholly inexplicable. Let us 
examine carefully, then, for a moment, that provision of the Dela- 
ware constitution under and by virtue of which Watson entered 
upon and is now exercising the office of governor. It is as follows: 

05 
e E AT S OAREN OE TOO E DSN erata ine vies 
until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. If there be no 
speaker of the senate, or— 

These words have been passed over lightly by our friends on the 
other side— 

hi death, removal, resi 
aston: De say Foo house of representatives shal pe 
the office until a governor elected by the people s be duly qualified. 

I want to call attention to the words ‘‘further vacancy happen- 
ing in the office”; that is, happening in the office of governor. 
Here we have, in case of a vacancy hoppening in the office of 
governor, the line of succession definitely fixed. First the speaker 
of the senate, and after him the speaker of the house shall exercise 
the office. When does the exercise of the office of governor de- 
volve upon the speaker of the senate? In the language of the 
provision just quoted, upon any vacancy happening in the office 
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of paremat by his death, removal, resignation, or inability.” 
And when does the exercise of the office devolve upon the er 
of the house? In the language of the constitution, when there is 
“no speaker of the senate, or upon a further vacancy,” not a con- 
tinuing vacancy, ‘‘ happening in the office by his death, removal, 


resignation, or inability.” 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The speaker who has become gov- 


ernor? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes. The further vacancy ™ here referred 
to is clearly a vacancy caused by the death, removal, resignation, 
or inability of the speaker of the senate, who, upon the happen- 
ing of a vacancy in the office of governor, has entered upon the 

tformance of the executive functions. Iasked the Senator from 

ississippi [Mr. GEORGE] in relation to that when he was on the 
floor. and he said: 

It means exactly what it says. It means the death of the speaker of the 
x gi RROWS. After he has entered upon the office. 

Mr. GEORGE. After he has entered upon the exercise of the duties of gov- 
ernor. 

Here we have, it will be observed, two vacancies referred to—one 
caused by the death, removal, resignation, or inability of the gov- 
ernor elected by the ple; and the other by the death, removal, 
resignation, or inability of the speaker of the senate, who may 
have succeeded to the exercise of the executive office. It will be 
observed this second vacancy is spoken of as a further vacancy 
in the office.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Of governor. 

Mr. BURROWS. Of course, not thesame vacancy. Mark the 
words“ further vacancy.” This presupposes a prior vacancy, and 
not only that, but that such prior vacancy had been filled by some- 
body, otherwise the res „further vacancy” would be 
meaningless and absolutely senseless. There could be no further 
vacancy until that former vacancy had been supplied. There 
might ba a continuing vacancy, but not a further vacancy. If 
Watson, when he entered upon the exercise of the office of gov- 
- ernor, did not fill the vacancy caused by the death of Governor 
Marvil, and become the governor of the State, then Watson's death, 
resignation, or removal could not create a further vacancy in that 
office. It would only continue the original vacancy. It is absurd 
to talk about a further vacancy in an office already vacant and con- 
tinuing vacant. That is an impossibility. The vacancy already 
. first be filled before it is possible to create another 
or further vacancy in the same office. One vacancy happening 
in an office, there can not be another or a further vacancy in that 
office until the prior vacancy has been filled. A tenant may vacate 
his landlord’s house, but there can not be another—a further— 
vacancy in that house until it has been again occupied. The ex- 
pression further yacancy” is wholly inexplicable apon soy 
other theory than that the original 8 had been filled and, 
5 this instance, by Governor Watson. This seems to me con- 
clusive. 

This view is strengthened by the words of the constitution, 
which contemplate that the person exercising the office of governor 
may vacate his position by death or resignation, or he may be 
removed or become incapacitated; but if the contention of the 
opposition be correct that Watson did not become and is not now 
governor, and further, that the exercise of the office is not in itself 
an office, then Watson is holding no official place in connection 
therewith, and, although wielding all the powers of the executive 
office, he is in a position—call it what you may—from which 
there is no escape except by death. His only nope oe relief is 
through the inte ition of Divine Providence. e, the con- 
stitution declares he may relieve himself by resignation. Butif 
he is not an officer he can not resign, for he has nothing to sur- 
render. How can he resign that which he does not hold? He can 
not be removed, for he is in the occupancy of no official position. 
He may become a madman or an imbecile, yet no degree of inca- 
pacity can dislodge him from an office which he does not possess. 

But, more than this, if the contention of the opposition that 
Watson is holding no official place in connection with the guber- 
natorial office is correct, then an immunity and distinction is 
conferred upon him which no other executive, State or national, 
enjoys. He is placed beyond the reach and power of impeach- 
ment. The constitution of the State of Delaware (Article V, sec- 
tion 2) provides: 

The governor and all other civil officers under the State shall be liable to 


m ent for bribery or any high crime or misdemeanor in office. 
Who may be impeached? First, the governor. But, in the lan- 
guage of the Senator from Indiana, Watson never was governor 


and could not be governor;” so he could not be impeached as goy- 
ernor. Secondly, who could be impeached? All other civil offi- 
cers.” But, in the language of the Senator from Indiana, Wat- 
son was a senator and was— 


holding no other office under the State, none whatever. The right devolved 


im only to exercise the office of governor; but the right was not an 
S it was not an office. 


If it was not an office, then its occupant was not and could 
not be and is not an officer; and so Mr. Watson can not be im- 
peached as a civil officer for any crime or misdemeanor in connec- 
tion with the gubernatorial office. It is no answer to declare that 
Watson may*be im ‘hed as senator or speaker for crimes com- 
mitted in the executive office, for he may required to exercise 
the office of governor long after the expiration of his term as 
senator. It will hardly be contended he could be impeached in 
an office which he has ceased to hold. 

And so we have the anomaly and, I may be pardoned for adding, 
the absurdity of a person exercising all the functions of the great 
office of executive of a State with all its powers, civil and mili- 
ar wholly exempt from that wholesome restraint which the 

ight of impeachment secures. Such is the absurd result to 

which the contention of the opposition necessarily leads. It 
seems to me, therefore, from the clear and express language of 
the constitution itself, there is no escape from the conclusion 
that when Watson entered upon the exercise of the office of goy- 
ernor he filled a vacancy in that office, caused by the death of 
Governor Marvil, and, for the time being, became in fact the 
executive and was, therefore, within the inhibition of the consti- 
tion which prohibits any person from being a senator who is 
holding any other office under the State.” 

But if there could be the slightest doubt about the intention of 
the framers of the Delaware constitution to wholly divorce the 
exercise of executive from legislative functions by the same per- 
son at one and the same time, such doubt must be wholly dis- 
ponpa by that other provision of the constitution wherein it is 

eclared that— 


No è + person holding any office under this State shall exercise the 
office of governor. 

It is admitted that the senatorship is an office. If Watson, 
therefore, was and is senator, as is contended by the opposition, 
he is expressly interdicted from even “ exercising the office of gov- 
ernor.” He is doubly barred from the performance of the dual 
functions of governor and senator. 

But it is sought to evade the effect of this latter inhibition by 
contending that its force is suspended in the case of a speaker of 
the senate, who, in obedience to the mandate of the constitution, 
is charged with the duty of 5 office of governor; that 
such case constitutes an exception. such was the intention of 
the framers of the constitution, why did they not so declare? 
Why did they not say that no person holding any office under 
this State shall exercise the office of governor, except when its 
exercise devolves upon the speaker of the senate or house of rep- 
resentatives, as in this constitution provided.” The fact, however, 
that they made no such exception is suggestive of the conclusion 
that they intended none. 

But it is needless to grope our way through the uncertain and 
bewildering paths of 2 speculation when we may confidentl 
walk with steady and unfaltering step in a course illumined wi 
the light of judicial learning. I propose to call attention only to 
two or three cases out of the many which seem to bear most di- 
rectly upon the issue involved in this controversy. And first I 
will cite a case to which the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL 
alluded in opening the debate, decided by the supreme court o 
the State of Maine, and reported in 7 Greenleaf, page 483. The 
constitution of the State of Main e contains the following provision 
(Article IV, section 14): 

Whi the offi f j 
aa ranna aa oo E oiar minas Doom Tecan br det resign 

Precisely like the constitution of Delaware— 
the president of the senate shall exercise the office of governor until an- 
other governor shall be duly qualified; and, in case of the death, resignation, 
removal from office, or other disqualification of the president of the senate 
so exercising the office of governor, the er of the house of representa- 
tives shall exercise the office until a president of the senate shall have been 
chosen; and when the office of governor, president of the senate, and 
of the house shall become vacant, in the recess of the senate, the person act- 
ing as secre of state for the time being shall, proclamation, convene 
the senate, that a president may be chosen to exe: the office of governor. 
And whenever either the president of the senate or speaker of the house 
shall so exercise said office he shall receive oy the compensation of gov- 


ernor; but his duties as president or speaker be suspended; and the 
senate or house shall fill the vacancy until his duties as 5 shall cease. 


On the 14th of January, 1830, Joshua Hall, a member of the 
Maine senate, was chosen president of that body. Soon after- 
wards the governor died, and Hall entered upon the exercise of 
the office of governor. Sixteen senators, including Hall, had been 
admitted and sworn. On the 26th of January the senate decided 
that there were four vacancies. Under the constitution these va- 
cancies were to be filled by a joint assembly of the legislature, 
On the ist of Fe the house of representatives sent a message 
to the senate uesting that body to meet the house in joint as- 
sembly for the election of senators to fill the vacancies. On the 
2d of Fe the senate being in session, a senator moved an 
adjournment, in order that the members of the senate might meet 
the members of the house of representatives in joint assembly. 
Hall, who was then exercising the office of governor, appeared 
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the senate and claimed the right to act as president. The vote 
was taken by yeas and nays. Hall voted in the negative. His 
vote being counted, the result was—yeas 8 and nays 8; and the 
motion was lost. On the 13th of February Jonathan G. Hunton, 
having been meantime elected governor, submitted eertain ques- 
tions to the supreme court, in pursuance of a provision of the 
Maine constitution. One of these questions was the following: 

2. Has the president of the senate, when the office of governor is vacant, 
and when 1 ongni to be acting as governor, a right to preside and vote at 
the senate 2 

The answer to this question was given by the chief justice, with 
the concurrence of the other justices, in the following words: 

As to the second question, my te gece is that while the president of the 
senate, in virtue of office as such, is clothed with the power of exercising 
the office of governor, he has no right to preside over the senate or to voie 
as a member of that body. x 

There is a provision of the Maine constitution which to some 
extent impairs, but by no means destroys, the value of this de- 
cision as an authority in the case now under consideration. Itis 
to the effect that while the president of the senate exercises the 
office of or his duties as president of the senate shall be 
— and a president pro tempore elected. Clearly Hall 

no right to ide over the senate, for the constitution ex- 
pressly ded his functions as president of that body while 

isi e office of governor, and the court was certainly right 
in so holding. But the court went further and declared Hall had 
no right to vote in the senate. 

If this provision of the Maine constitution just quoted sus- 
pended the acting governor’s duty to preside over the senate, it 
certainly doesnot 3 or purport to suspend his power or duty 
to vote as senator. his power or duty to vote as senator is 
suspended, it must be suspended by some other provision of the 
State constitution. That other provision is to be found in a 
clause which is common to both the Maine and the Delaware 
constitutions, to the effect that no person holding any office 
under the State shall, during his continuance in office, be a 
senator or representative.“ And this gives great value and weight 
to the Maine decision as an authority in the case now under con- 
sideration, for it makes the Maine case and the Delaware case, £9 
far as this point is concerned, closely analogous. The prohibition 
is the same in both constitutions. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishall not interrupt the Senator if it annoys him, 
for I see he is making a close argument, and if he intimates that 
it will annoy him, I shall not interrupt. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator says that the answer given 7 the 
chief justice to the question propounded by the governor of Maine 
was founded, in so far as that answer declares that the actin 

vernor had no right to vote as a senator, ma provision whic 

orbade anyone holding an office under the State being a senator. 
If that be true, why was it necessary for the framers of the con- 
stitution of Maine, in addition to a provision which said that no 
one holding an office under the State should be a senator, to also 
add that the person who exercises—or whatever the phrase is— 
the office of governor shall be suspended in his duties as speaker; 
for, clearly, if he could not be a senator he could not be speaker? 

Mr. BURROWS. I of course do not know what was in the 
minds of the framers of the constitution of the State of Maine 
when they declared that the duties of the president or speaker 
should be ded while exercising the officeof governor. They 
might have declared also that his duties as senator should be sus- 
pended during that time; but Isuppose it never entered the mind of 
any one of the framers of that constitution, as it had never entered 
the minds of the people of Delaware until recently, that anyone 
holding the office of senator could at the same time exercise the 
office of governor or would ever attempt to do so. 

Mr. GRAY. It seems to me, if the disti ished Senator will 
allow me further, that the framers of the constitution had in 
their minds that it might be possible when the er of the 
senate exercised the office of governor it would be claimed that he 
could still be speaker, because they said in effect that it was nec- 
essary to inhibit him from remaining as speaker by express words. 
So the framers of the constitution of Maine have practically put 
a construction upon that other inhibition, to wit, that no one ex- 
ercising an office under this State, or holding an office under this 
State, shall be a senator, by afterwards, or in the same constitu- 
tion, putting an additional 3 that the person who exer- 
cises the office of governor be ded as to his duties as 
speaker. 8 have evidently put that construction on the first 
inhibition by deeming it necessary to add the second. 

Mr. BURROWS. owever that may be, I think the decision 
of the supreme court on the question is directly in point; for 
they not only declare that by the express terms of the constitution 
his function as speaker was , but also that he had no 

ht to vote as a senator. 


have one other case, and only one, to which I desire to call 
attention, which I think i i 


is very important in this connection, and 


it is the case reported, as I have stated to the Senate, in 11 Oregon 
Reports, page 389, of Chadwick vs. Earhart, 

By the constitution of the State of Oregon it is provided: 

In case of the removal of the governor from office, or of his death, resig- 
nation, or inability to the duties of the office, the . — shall devolve 
on the secre of state; and in case of the removal from office, death, res 
nation, or inability both of the governor and secretary of state the presi- 
dent of the senate act as governor until the disability be removed or 
a governor elected. 

This case arose in this way: The governor of the State was 
elected to the United States Senate and resigned the governor- 


ship, and thereupon, under the provision of the constitution just 


uoted, the secretary of state entered upon the performance of 

e duties of governor. The contention was whether the secre- 
tary of state was entitled to the salary of governor. 

Chief Justice Waldo, delivering the opinion of the court—and 
the case is stated in the opinion very said: 


right to the per int of 
rmative, whether he shall continue to 


until the 
ei n 


tary 
office; in other words, that the duties of office, but not the office itself, 
devolve upon the secretary of state. 

This ition seems to require, first, either that the office of governor 
should continue vacant during the time the secre its duties, 
and that such duties be in some way performed by the secretary of state, 
as such, consistently with a condition of vacancy; or, second, that the office 
be filled, and yet he who fills it be in nowise governor, but continue to be 
merely secretary of state. 


I think the case is on all fours with the one we have here: 


the 
ee eee 


public duties. Such duties 


te ence, given a public office and one who, d = 
ered, discharges its duties, cal wa have an incumbent in thob ome aei 
is the case here. The secretary 


of state, by force of the function cast u 
ee governor, and consequently entitled to the salary 8 
e office. 

In Merriam vs. Cli 6 Blatch., 9 (1867), Mr. Justice Blatchford said: 
+ Three times since the adoption of the Constitution the President has di 
and, under the provision referred to, the powers and duties of the office o 
President have devolved on the Vice-President. All branches of the Gov- 
ernment have, under such circumstances, recognized the Vice-President as 
holding the office of President, as authorized to assume its title, and entitled 
toitsemoluments. The Vice-President holds the office of President until a 
successor to the deceased President comes to assume the office at the e: 
tion of the term for which the deceased President and the Vice- ent 


int. 
Pitendent of insurance. 
ernor for the term 
whom was to be designated 


superintendent 
u the deputy. 
the time he 
entitled to such salary. 

The court, by Grover, J., ag the conclusion reached b 
which are especial! puun in this case: But the 
though not den regal 

nestion under consideration. In the 
— will be found the following proyisii 

0 


ion: 
ernor or his removal from office, dea 3 or absence from 
the State, the powers and duties of the daes chat evolve upon the Heuten- 


death of De Witt Clinton, the then incumbent of the office, and its powers 
devolved on Na- 


ch. 

“It was held by William L. Marcy, then comptroller, that he was to be 
regarded as the acting governor, and entitled to the salary given by law to 
that officer. The same questions, under the same provision, again arose in 
1829 upon the Sy Sy sig of the office of governor by Martin *. 
the powers and duties of the office devolving upon Enos T. Throop, then 
lieutenant-governor, and were decided the same way by Silas Wright, then 
comptroller. It will be seen that these questions were identical with that in 
the present case. Wesurely shall not go far astray in following the prece- 
dents established by these able jurists, wise statesmen, and rigid economists.” 

The principle on which the second question is to be decided, namely, 
whether the appellant shall cease to be governor when he ceases to be secre- 
1275 of state, seems to be this: If an office be appendant, as the expression is 
in I Leon, 321, to another office, the determina: of the first office will deter- 
mine the second. This is the case where a person holding any office isex 


person who is to enter 
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officio entitled to some other office. For instance, in City of Portland vs. 
Denny (5 Oreg., 160) the recorder of the city of Portland was ex officio a justice 
of the „In that case the office of justice of the peace was appendant to 
the office of recorder and determined with it. 

On the contrary, if the nomination or appointment to an office— 


Now, mark the language— 


: r 
O ck ocd wins hile Roars Den Or te ttle of which le le Aani toi, 
and who, on some contingency, is to enter and fill another office, the answer- 
ing the description at the time the contingency arises designates him as the 
fill the office, and when, as thus designated. he 
enters into the office he holds it in his natural and not in his offi capacity. 
This seems to be the principle which applies when the office of governor 
devolves on the secretar. state on the happening of any of the erents 
ed in the constitution. That the president of the senate, who holds 

under a similar title, ceases to be president of the senate when he becomes 
governor seems evident, for the two offices are incompatible at common law 
and there is no constitutional implication that both offices shall be held to- 
gether It would follow, therefore, that the president of the senate would 

old the office of governor, once incumbent, without reference to his office 
of president of the senate. Now, as two offices may remain distinct which 
are not incompatible. though the officer is the same person, it would seem 
that the same principle should govern the holding of the office of governor 
by the secretary of state. 

This question therefore must also be answered in favor of the appellant and 
judgment be entered accordingly. 

Judgment reversed. 

It seems to me that this case is directly in point and on all fours 
with the case we are trying in the Senate to-day. 

It seems to me, in conclusion, in the light of reason and author- 
ity, that when Governor Marvil died and Watson entered upon 
the exercise of the office of governor, he became the executive of 
the State and, by reason thereof, was prohibited by the constitu- 
tion from discharging the duties of senator, and that his partici- 
pation in the pr of the joint assembly of May 9th, 1895, 
and vote therein for United States Senator were without author- 
ity of law and wholly void. 

r. President, it is not my desire, nor is it my purpose, to 
examine the other ground occupied by the opposition, namely, 
that whatever the fact may be as regards the legality of Watson’s 
vote, the Senate of the United States is impotent to investigate 
that question. Though clothed with constitutional pone to 
“judge of the election, returns, and qualifications of its own 
members,” yet, in the exercise of that power, we can not cross the 
threshold of the legislature from which the election springs. 

The governor of the State, or any other person with the consent 
of the 3 may, in open violation of the organic law of the 
State, participate in the election of a member of this body, yet we 
are estopped from calling in question the legality of such act. 
Such a ee is an invitation to fraud in the legislative organi- 
zation of every State; exposes this body to the machinations and 
intrigue of unscrupulous partisans, and menaces the very founda- 
tion of representative government. But, as I said, Is not dis- 
cuss this question, for I am persuaded if Senators are convinced 
that Watson had no right to vote for United States Senator, and 
that without his vote Pont was elected, they will not be re- 
strained by any theory of estoppel from so declaring. 

Mr. President, it is impossible for me to rid myself of the 
conviction that the course of Governor Watson, in entering the 
senate and the joint assembly of the State of Delaware on the final 
day of its session and casting his vote for United States Senator, 
was dictated by party necessity more than by any conviction on 
the part of Watson or his supporters that there was any warrant 
in the constitution or laws for a proceeding so unseemly and unex- 
ampled. After a struggle of nearly four months the day had 
come when it was conceded that Henry A. Du Pont, in a joint 
assembly of 29 members, would receive a majority of the votes 
and the election to the office of United States Senator. To prevent 
this result Governor Watson was summoned to the joint assembly 
and to vote inst Henry A. Du Pont. He obeyed his party’s 
mandate and, for the first time since his departure, reappeared and 
assumed legislative functions. 

From the 9th day of April, 1895, when, in the presence of the 
senate, Watson took upon himself the oath to support the Con- 
stitution of the United States and the State of ware, and to 
perform the duties of the office of governòr of the State df Dela- 
ware with fidelity,” until the 9th day of May thereafter, Governor 
Watson had taken no part in the proceedings either of the senate 
or the joint convention. On the 9th of April he received the 
thanks of the senate for the efficient manner in which he had 
discharged the duties of speaker, and thereupon vacated the chair, 
took leave of thesenate, and retired from the chamber. From that 
time on, until the 9th day of May, he responded to no roll call of 
the senate or joint assembly. His name was not called in either 
body. He ceased to receive the compensation of a senator or 

aker; his accounts for services in such capacity were adjusted 
and closed, and from that time on he has drawn and is now re- 
ceiving only the salary of governor. He assumed the title of the 
executive of the State, and in all his official pepe has subscribed 
himself as “governor.” In all this he followed the footsteps of a 
long line of illustrious predecessors, no one of whom, in the 
whole history of the State, so far forgot the obligation of his oath 


of office or the pres of official life as to attempt to perform 
ean 


both legislativ executive functions. 

In my judgment this whole business was an afterthought. Cer- 
tain it is that it was a work distasteful to Watson himself, from 
which he shrank in the consciousness of its impropriety. On the 
very day the step was to be taken Watson lared: I do not 
think it right, but my party demands it.” This was the spur that 
pricked the sides of his intent” and goaded him on to the con- 
summation of the deed. 

By this act Governor Watson thwarted the sovereign will of the 

ple of Delaware and inflicted an irreparable injury upon the 
State by depriving her, for more than a year now, of that equal 
representation in the Senate of the United States to which, under 
the Constitution and laws of the country, she was justly entitled. 
Iam aware of the fact that the high character and great ability 
of the distinguished Senator who stands sole sponsor for the State 
has reduced that injury to the minimum, yet this can not justify 
the wrong or palliate the offense. How long this disfranchisement 
of a State is to be tolerated and enforced it is impossible to fore- 
cast, but one thing is certain, that every hour of its continuance 
isa fresh grievance and an added injury. While we are powerless 
to make yf parsnon for the past, the future is within our control. 
It is to be hoped that the judgment of the Senate will be such as 
to restore to the State her rightful representation in this Chamber 
by according to Henry A, Du Pont the seat to which he was elected 
and is justly entitled. 

Mr. BRO . Mr. President, Henry A. Du Pont applies to the 
Senate and asks to be admitted as a member thereof because he has 
received 15 votes in the Delaware legislature, which body consisted 
of 29 votes conceded to have been legal, and which Du Pont claims 
was the whole number of the legislature of that State at the time 
of his election, and that therefore he has received the vote of the 
majority of the members of the legislature of his State. His elec- 
tion is opposed on the ground that there was one other vote which 
was cast at the same election and which should be counted as such, 
and if counted does not give Mr. Du Pont a majority. That vote 
is the vote of Mr. Watson, and the circumstances that made his 
vote 1 or illegal may be briefly stated: That he was elected 
and duly 2 as a senator of the State; that he was elected 
speaker of the upper house; that pending the session of the legis- 
lature, and after the voting on the subject of United States Sena- 
tor had begun, the governor of the State of Delaware died, and in 
pursuance of the fourteenth section, Article II, of the constitu- 
tion, a vacancy happening in the office of governor by his death, 
the speaker of the senate, Mr. Watson, exercises the office of gov- 
ernor. He accepted that duty; entered upon that duty; ceased to 
act as senator and his name was stricken from the rolls of the 
senate and from the roll of the legislature. His name was not 
called during the month that elapsed between the death of the 

overnor and the occasion on the 9th day of May which is involved 
ere, though every day there was a vote on the question of 
United States Senator and every day the roll of the senate was 
called in joint assembly, his name was omitted. He exercised all 
the functions of governor; described himself as governor; was 
recognized as governor by the two houses, and had his pay as 
vernor. 

As has been illustrated by the case which has been read here by 
the distinguished Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], it is the 
governor who draws the salary and not the person who occupies 
the office of governor. Section 6 of Article III, at the top of page 
29, provides: 

The governor shall, at stated times, receive for his services an adequate 
salary, to be fixed by law, which shall be neither increased nor 
during the period for which he shall have been elected. 

In accepting the pay under that section Mr. Watson recognized 
himself us the governor and described himself as such in drawing 
pio pay- In short, in the language of the constitution, he exer- 
ci e office and exercised it to its fullest extent. Under these 
circumstances the committee have found eleven reasons, stated at 
pages 40 and 41 of their report, why Mr. Watson’s vote should 
not be recognized asa legal one, and, therefore, why Mr. Du Pont 
should be sworn in as a member of this body. e minority of 
the committee have stated their reasons in the same report. 

The distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], of the 
minority of the committee, who apparently drew the report and 
oe it, has more fully and more clearly, in the elaborate and 
able argument made in this Chamber, stated the reasons for their 
opinion. I will briefly state them before discussing the particu- 
lar . 5 5 involved. In doing so I use my own language and 
my deductions from his argument, which, as I analyze it, con- 
sists of these reasons: 

First, that the record and journal of the joint assembly shows 
30 votes were cast for the office C$ United States Senator, and that 
the record can not bedisputed. If I understand rightly the arga- 
ment of the Senator, this point goes to the extent t the conclu- 


sions stated in the record that there were 80 votes cast must con- 
trol, although the record should also show, as it is claimed on the 
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other side the record did show in this case, that there were but 29 
votes in the N and although the record should also show 
that 1 of the 30 votes had ceased to be a member of the legislature 
and had become governor. Or to take a more extreme case, the 
final entry in the record that there were 30, if conclusive, it would 
be equally conclusive though the same record had also shown that 
5 or 10 of those votes had persons who were never elected to 
the legislature; had never been qualified as legislators, but had 
Pop ee or subofficers or persons on the street that had been 
added to make up the 30. I shall have occasion to discuss this 
point more at length a little later on. 

The second ground taken by the Senator is that Watson did not 
become governor, but remained senator and speaker, exercising 
the office of governor. 

The third, that if by chance he should continue to exercise the 
office of governor after the period for which he was elected to be 
senator or speaker he would exercise it neither as speaker nor sen- 
ator nor governor, but would exercise the office as a person upon 
whom the constitution had devolved the duty of exercising the 
office of governor. 

In this respect, if I understand him correctly, the learned Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] differs with the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. TurPIE]. According to the Senator from 1 
instead of his exercising fhe office as a person he claims that the 
office of i is continued—elongated, as it were—stretched out 
after the term for which he was elected senator, and continues on 
and on for the purpose of supporting the office of governor. 

Fourth, that as speaker and senator he had the right and power 
to exercise at one and the same time all the functions of legisla- 
tive and executive duty. That is, that he could sit in the Senate, 
preside over its deliberations, vote as a member, present bills to 
the same extent, and at the same time veto bills as the executive. 
Exercise the two functions hand in hand—pari passu. 

The fifth position assumed by the Senator from Indiana—that 
the act of Watson going into the senate, taking the chair of the 
speaker a few moments before the vote on the 9th day of May at 
12 o’clock m., and marching with the senate into the joint assem- 
bly and there voting without objection on the part of any other 
senator or any member of the assembly, was a judgment and 
adjudication of the senate as to his membership; and 

ixth, that the adjudication of the Delaware senate thus ren- 
dered is binding upon the Senate of the United States, even 
though upon its face that judgment should appear to have been 
rendered erroneously—that is, if upon its face it should appear 
and should be found that Mr. Watson was not authorized to vote 
at all or be present—he claims that the action of the Senate of the 
State of Delaware is final in this adjudication, and the adjudica- 
tion is the evidence of the finality of that action. 

It is claimed on behalf of Du Pont that at the common law the 
office of senator and governor is incompatible. Putting it in 
other lan the mere statement of the fact that one and the 
same person has assumed to be governor, or to exercise that office, 
and assumed to be senator, strikes the average republican mind 
as wrong in principle, impossible that the same man can at the 
same time exercise these two offices, so contradictory in their 
functions. This is a sentiment that grows not merely out of 
common law, to use the phrase which has been so much com- 
mented upon here, but it grows out of the very nature and exist- 
ence of the education of all free people. It has becomecrystallized 
into all State constitutions; it is the theme of essays and discus- 
sions on political freedom. Even the distin hed counsel who 
argued this case before the committee (I do not speak of the 
members of the Senate, but the counsel who apports before the 
committee) against the application of Mr. Du Pont, say at page 9 
of their brief : 

Ue maoa edly Ht, ta ront department the creative lg 
0 nto three epartmen e ec! „ 
SUNT and th? Sc ene 

This comment made by the able counsel—and I take it they are 
among the very ablest of the State of Delaware—who framed the 
brief was made before they had heard the argument of the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi, in which he asserts that there was no such 
doctrine and that it did not exist at the common law. It is funda- 
mental because in all the education of a free people, of all English- 
speaking people, the theory and thought of keeping these three 
functions separate has been continuous. From the earliest begin- 
ning of liberty in England the distinction was recognized, a dis- 
tinction that has been made wider, and deeper, and more consist- 
ent from that ice to this, a distinction which has grown with the 
growth of republican principles and with the growth of liberty 
itself, 


To refer to the brief again of opposing counsel, they assert that 
that thought has gone back clear to the early Greeks, and I quote 
again from the language of that brief: 


The idea is at least as old as Aristotle, who, in his Polities, says that there 
are in every State three divisions—the deliberative, or legisla’ ve assembly, 
the magistracy, and the judiciary. 


The great thinkers cf republicanism have always expressed this 
thought as the pri corner stone of civil liberty. The report 
contains, the briefs of counsel contain, and there has been quoted 
in this debate the e Montesquieu and Lieber and Paley, 
showing the unbroken ad of thought on this matter. No 
only have the sa thinkers expr the same views, but it 
flowers in the eloquence of the orators of the United States. It 
is emphasized by Webster, as already quoted before this Senate, 
Law writers Kent, Cooley, Sutherland, etc., have echoed this sen- 
timent. The 1 of this country have over and over again 
stated this division o wer as the vital one of republicanism. 
Judge Waite, in the Sinking Fund Case (99 U. S., page 718), says: 

One branch of the government can not encroach on the domain of another 
without danger. The 88 our institution depends in no small degree 
on the strict observance of salu’ rule. 

We say, then, that these two offices of governor and senator are 
incompatible. Not merely incompatible at the common law, but 
in the sense of republicanism. hereyer there is a republic ex- 
isting or has existed, the executive and legislative are incompat- 
ible positions. g 

The Senator from Mississippi, in his able and careful argument, 
has challenged us toshow that at the common law the office of the 
executive was incompatible with that of the legislative, and since 
I have listened to his argument I turn to a few of the fundamen- 
tal definitions, to which I wish to call attention. First, I quote 
from Bacon's Abridgment the language of Lord Coke. He was 
a judge of the common law, if anybody was, as good as the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi, and this is his language: 

Offices are said to be incompatible and inconsistent so as to be executed by 
the same person when from the multiplicity of business in them they can 
not be executed with care and ability, or when their being subordinate and 


. with each other it induces a presumption they can not be exe- 
syed with impartiality and honesty. (Bacon's Abridgment, title Offices" 


This authority will surely be recognized as common law. Let 
us apply the test of it to the case we have now. Can these offices 
be exercised at the same time, in such manner as not to interfere 
with the full, free, and complete exercise of each other; or would 
the fact that the person claiming to exercise the office of governor 
was a member of the legislature interfere with his ody mate or 
interfere with the prerogative of the legislature? Can the legis- 
lative power be free and not be interfered with when the execu- 
tive is a part of it, directing it, voting with it, casting the tie 
vote, exercising in that manner, to the extent that the determina- 
tive vote will, the entire power of the legislature? And on the 
other hand, which is the necessary stor tov to be considered, 
is the executive not subordinate to the legislative power when the 
chief executive is a member of the legislative and sits in its body 
subject to its orders? 

ese are correlative questions and go to the definition of incom- 
wong yet when the question is propounded to the Senator 

‘om Mississippi he says t they are foreign to the issue; that 
he is not here to answer conundrums; that he can not answer it; 
but he states frankly and fully and completely that if the execu- 
tive is a member of the legislative he must be subject to its orders 
and surbordinate toits commands, When the Senator from Ore- 

n asked him the 8 whether the legislature could compel 

r. Watson under the circumstances in which he was situate, Ka 
member of that body, to ap before it and attend its sessions, 
the Senator from Mississippi frankly answered he must obey the 
orders of the body of Which he is a member; but when asked the 
result and the effect, if Watson as the chief executive was engaged 
in the act of putting down rebellion or sedition, whether the Sen- 
ate could control him by requiring him to attend upon them, he 
replied, as I said above, that these were questions which were im- 
material. But is it immaterial to determine whether each office can 
be exercised so as not to interfere with the other? The common- 
law definition which the Senator has challenged us to produce 
showing incompatibility says that they can not be exercised 
together if they interfere in their operation, either on account of 
the multiplicity of objects or on account of the nature of the func- 
tions. Other definitions show the 3 in the sense 
that they interfere with the proper performance of the functions 
of each other. 

I will read a brief section from Throop on Public Officers, a 
recognized authority on this subject, I believe: 

A learned American judge, discussing this question, has forcibly said that 
it has been erroneously supposed from the remarks of Lord Tenterden in 
Rex vs. Jones (1 B. & Adol., 677) that in order to render two offices incom- 
patible there must be some such relation between them as that of master and 
servant—that one must have ‘‘controlment” of the other; or that one must 
be charged with the duty of auditing or supervising the accounts of the 
other; or that one must be chosen by or have the power of removal of the 
other. But these are only instances of incompatible offices, not definitions; 
and therefore it does not follow that these are all the instances in which 
offices are incompatible. Thus a judicial office and a ministerial office are in- 
compatible. And in Rex vs. Tizzard (9 B. & C., 418), Bayley, J., gave another 


instance of incompatibility when he said: Tuning that the two offices are 
poor ea when the holder can not in every instance discharge the duties 
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If we were to go to the extreme extent which it has been claimed 
is the test of incompatibility as laid down in the case of Rex vs. 
Jones, that one must be under the ‘‘controlment” of the other, we 
would in this case have an illustration of it in the fact that when- 
ever Mr. Watson claimed to exercise the duty of a legislator he 
is under the control of the legislature, he is under the control of 
the senate, and he could not exercise the executive office freely 
and independently while he is under that control. 

I have one or two other definitions to which I wish to call atten- 
tion from very fundamental and well-recognized writers. Black- 
stone, who is supposed to be a common-law writer, says: 

In all ical gov ts the supreme or the right both of 
. is vested in leg tee eine 8 one and 
the same body of ery whenever these two powers are united ther 
there can be no public liberty. (1 Blackstone's Commentaries, page 1 2 

In Rex vs. Hughes (12 Eng. C. L. Rep., 886,) I find the following: 

th rning charter of a borough, there were to be ten aldermen and 
8 bar f and 8 body of aldermen were to be filled 
out of the capital burgesses: Held, that the acceptance of the office of alder- 
man by a capital burgess,even under a void election, operated as a surrender 
of the latter office, and that a person so elected and afterwards o! on 
uo warranto was not thereby restored to the office of capital burgess; and 
8 where a capital burgess became an alderman de facto by means of 
a void election and in the character of an alderman attended and voted at 
the election of a mayor, but was afterwards ousted on quo warranto: Held. 
that he could not be considered as having attended and voted as a capital 


butthe case of Rex vs. Tizzard, in 9 Barnewall and Cresswell, which 


is referred to, is as follows: 
In the borough of W the town clerk is ap ted a the mayor, aldermen, 
and baliffs to hold the office durin; th a salary which they 


their e e 

have power to control in amount or draw altogether; and one of the 
town clerk’s duties is to attend all corporate meetings of the mayor, alder- 
men, and bailiffs and burgesses and draw up minutes of their proceedings 
under their inspection. Held, that the offices of alderman and town clerk are 
incompatible, and that an alderman by accepting the latter vacated the former 
office, (The vs, Tizzard, 17 Eng. C. L. Rep., 418.) 


I quote a few definitions from our own American writers to the 
same Reef ad In Judge Sutherland’s work on Statutory Con- 
struction, page 1, he says: 

In the Federal Constitution and in the State constitutions the three funda- 
mental powers Se lej tive, executive, and judicial haye been separated— 


o ct departments. This se tion is deemed to be of 
the greatest ri tenes absolutely essential to the existence of a just and 
free government. b 


Judge Wright, in the case of Bryan vs. Cattell, 15 Iowa, says: 

Incompatibility in offices exists where the nature and duties of the two of- 
fices are such as to render it improper from considerations of public policy 
for oneincumbent to retain both. 

That definition is adopted by Judge Dillon in his work on munici- 
pal corporations, and it is the law. 

What is meant by the quotation from the Federalist upon which 
the Senator from Mississippi pins his argument, which he has 
brought here? That quotation is as follows: 

r of one ot partments ought not to be exercised 
Paral o's yb, Go Roe fe whole power of Acker ar the dane 
departments. 

What is the whole power of the legislature as referred to in this 
clause? The legislature must act by the majority vote of each of 
the houses concurring as to the particular act or measure; in the 
election of a Senator the majority of the joint assembly, but in 
determining the action of the majority, it is the action of each 
that constitutes it. Every member must exercise his function 
equally with every other. It is the vote of each individual mem- 
ber that is final and decisive of the icular question that may 
be involved. Each one determines it and each one exercises the 
whole power of the legislature. Each member of this Senate is 
equally the judge with every other in this case, and his vote isthe 
exercise of the whole power of adjudication. ‘When a court con- 
sists of several members, each one is a complete judge of rat 
case. If for any reason one member of the court is so disqualifi 
by consanguinity or otherwise that he can not sit as the sole jud 
in the case, the entire judgment of the court is null and void; the 
disqualification of one disqualifies the whole bench, and it was 
so held in the celebrated case of Oakes vs. inwall,3 New York 
court of appeals. It has never been denied to be the law by any 
law writer or by any authority. 

This is an illustration of the argument that I make, that each 
one of a composite body is necessarily a portion of the whole, and 
as such is exercising the whole power. en Watson came into 
the joint assembly and attempted to exercise with the 29 others 
legislative authority;he was attempting to exercise the whole power 
of the le ture. His casting vote gave him the entire power of 
the le; ture if it is to be coun He had the whole power 
of the executive, and was at this same time attempting to exercise 
the whole power of the legislature. 

On the other hand, if the senate can control Watson by arrest, 
bringing him before the body when he was exercising the office 
governor; if they can bring him before the legislature and make 

him act as a of it when he is at the head of the army, the 
senate is exercising the whole power of the executive. Taking the 
extreme definition which the Senator from Mississippi has given 
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us, then, we find that to permit Mr. Watson at once to exercisethe 
office of governor and to exercise the office of senator gave the leg- 
islature the exercise of powers of both and gave him the exercise 
of powers of both. 

The Senator from Mississippi has turned to the illustrations of 
our own history, and has claimed from them that they disprove this 


common-law rule of 5 of offices; t they fall 
within different branches of duty of the Government. The illus- 
trations taken from our own history by the Senator, instead of 
disproving the general definition of republican 88 all 
show that the founders of our institutions re ed the division 
into three branches as essential to republican om. So far as 
there was any departure from the division in the early organiza- 
tion, it was temporary in its nature and has been changed, and 
was intended to be changed by those that constructed the Gov- 
ernment, as soon as circumstances would permit. The States 
that in their organization infringed the rule, changed their obnox- 
ious constitutions to conform to the common standard as soon as 
poen; and recognized the incompatibility of the executive and 
egislative by abolishing that power of the executive that inter- 
fered with the legislative as soon as possible. The ordinance of 
1787, to which reference has been made as being an illustration 
of a contrary rule, only authorized the governor and ju to 
select laws from those of other States for a brief period. it it 
is provided that as soon as the organization of the Northwest Ter- 
ritory could be effected there should be a joint assembly which 
should consist of the governors and legislative council of the houses 
of representatives, and that the organized Northwest Territory 
was designed to be, and was, a mere temporary arrangement until 
that territory could be divided and the States admitted to the 
Union upon the common pattern and the division of the three 
powers into separate branches. 

This incompatibility is defined and recognized by the constitu- 
tion of the State of Delaware. On every occasion the constitution 
has to mention the duties of the person succeeding to the office of 
governor there is either an spa or express prohibition, The 
clauses have been read many times. 

Section 12, Article II: 

No person holding any office under this State shall be a senator. 

Section 5, Article III: 

No person holding any office under this State shall exercise the office of 
governor, 

Section 14, Article III: 

Upon pf Oikos a in the office of 3 by his death the 
speaker of the senate shall exercise the office until a 
3 Bed Mealy vache, reise t governor elected by the 

These three have been in the various constitutions of the State 
ever since the State was a part of the Union. These three must 
be construed together, They are in pari materia. When con- 
strued together it would seem that there is but one construction 
which shall be consistent and which gives meaning to each of 
them, and that is the construction which has already been given 
Ly hae majority of the committee, and stated by the Senator from 

ichigan [Mr. Burrows], that the language used in section 14 
designates the person who shall succeed as heir to the high office 
of governor and does not designate an office which shall hold the 
office of governor ancillary or attached to it, and that when the 
speaker begins to exercise the office of governor he ceased to ex- 
ercise the office of senator. 

The distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] has ar- 
gued with great ability and ingenuity that because the fourteenth 
section of Article III prescribes that the speaker shall exercise the 
office, that he does not thereby become governor, and therefore 
there would be no incompatibility in his continuing to be er 
and exercise the office of governor. That whole branch of the ar- 
gument turns upon the distinction between exercise the office of 
governor” and the governorship itself. But the prohibition of 
section 5 of the same article is not against an officer of the State 
being governor, but a prohibition that the speaker of the senate 
shall exercise the office of gevernor. ‘‘No person holding any 
office under the State” must include the ker of the senate, 
and as long as he holds the office of senator he shall not exercise 
the office of governor. The prohibition is emphatic and can only 
be made consonant with the other section in the construction that 
upon his acquiring the office of governor or exercising the office 
of governor he ceases to be speaker. 

he second position taken by the Senator from Indiana is that 
Watson did not become governor, but remained speaker and sena- 
tor, exercising the office of governor; that the office of governor 
is attached to that of er; that the lesser office swallowed up 
the greater, made anci to it in such sense that it become one 
of the duties of speaker in the same manner, to use one of the 
illustrations of the distinguished Senator, that the Chief Justice 
of the United States exercises the duties of presiding over the 
Senate in case of impeachment of the President. The discussion 
as to whether Watson becomes governor or merely exercises the 
office is perhaps an immaterial one in the result of this case. 
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Whether we call him governor or merely a person exercising the 
office of governor, the peonon of his exercising the two offices 
at one and the same time is equally strong for all reasons that 
may be brought therefor, and is equally strong in the of 
the constitution of Delaware forbidding any person holding any 
State office to exercise the office of governor, and the incompati- 
bility must certain! 1 him by one name 
or call him by another. the illustrations which the learned 
Senator from Indiana brings rather tend to comfirm him actually 
e f the office rather than as exercising it as a part of an- 
other. He says that he acquires it asheir. He was the person 
whom it devolved upon as an estate devolved upon the heir at law; 
a precisely as the Prince of Wales acquires the title of King of 

gland. It devolved u bim as heir. He inherits it; but does 
he exercise it as a part of the office of the Prince of Wales, or does 
he become the actual Crown itself, and does not the other office de- 
volve upon somebody else in turn? By whatever name you call 
him the person that exercises the duties of the executive is the 
executive itself. ‘The addition of the title neither adds to nor de- 
tracts from. He is still the supreme executive, and that vested 
in William T. Watson upon the death of Governor Marvil and the 
taking of the oath of office by Mr. Watson, 

The constitution of the State of Delaware seems to differ. The 
whole position of the learned Senator from Indiana, that there is 
a distinction between exercising the office ot ree and being 
governor itself, is set at rest and ended by the very first section 
of Article III: The supreme executive power of the State shall 
be vested in the governor.” That is equivalent to saying that he 
shall be the governor, in whom the supreme executive power is 
. vested. What is meant by supreme executive power? It can 
mean nothing but an exercise of the duties of this great office, no 
matter by whom or whenever exercised. Watson was to exercise 
those duties when he took the office; exercise them fully to 
the same extent and the same manner and in the same fullness 
that a governor elected by the people could exercise them. The 
supreme executive power must be completely carried out or else 
he is not exercising the duties of the office. He was isi 
the supreme executive power when he voted against Du Pont an: 
‘was vested with that supreme power. What is vested? Webster 
says, to vest, to clothe with authority; power; to put in posses- 
sion.” Watson was put in ion of the supreme executive 
power. He was clothed with the authority of supreme executive 

wer. He could not exercise the office of governor without 
bein g vested with supreme executive power. In the language he 
was governor because he was vested with supreme executive 

Wer. 
ag Bat su that the term of office of Watson—or of any other 
person who thus enters upon the duties of governor—as speaker 
expires before any governor is elected by the people and qualified 
as provided in the other section of the constitution? This ques- 
tion was to the Senator from Indiana, and he was asked what 
position Watson would hold under those circumstances, and he 
said he would be a person upon whom would devolve the office of 
governor; in other words, he would cease to be speaker, he would 
cease to be senator, he would not be, according to the argument, 
governor, but he would simply be the m upon whom devolved. 

Now, let us take the illustration a {ittie further, and not an im- 

obable one, because this constitution i that in case 
Shere should be any controversy as to the office of governor, = 
contest, the person then exerci the office shall continue to hol 
over, so that at the expira on ot tis term oF Mr. Watson, or any 
other of these persons similarly situated as speaker, he would be 
Still exercising the office of governor. The contest might last three 
or four 8 During me E Oa or as long bod that contest 
lasted. a eo governor, another speaker is 
elected of a new senate; this new speaker thus elected the right 
to assume the office of governor or to exercise the duties of the office 
of governor? If the governorship is but an appandani, a watch 
charm, an attachment, an auxiliary to the office of senator-speaker, 
if thereis a new speaker elected he would be the governor, as there 
is no contest to his election, If Mr. Watson should continue to 
this dffice a new election is held, a new legislature takes its seat in 
January, 1897, a new legislature assembles, a new er is ap- 
pointed, Watson still exercises the office of governor, the governor- 
elect, if any shall have been had, is contesting his seat, if it is a 
mere appendant and duty of the speaker of the house, as has been 
ar: y the Senator from Indiana and the senior Senator from 
Ne this man is by right speaker, for Watson can no longer, 
by any imagination, be held to be speaker, must have the right to 
enter upon the duty of governor, and yet we are flatly met with 
another prohibition in the constitution, because it is provided that 
the who once to exercise the office shall exercise it 
until a governor elected by the people shall have duly qualified. 

If the Senator from Mississippi meets this question by saying that 
there are States and there may be Contingencies in which there 
May be twospeakers, I answer, true: There might possibly be such 
a provision made in the constitution; but, as he reminded, us we are 
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not making a constitution, but we are construing one, and by the 
constitution of Delaware there is but one speaker created. There 
is no provision for two a There can be but one; and there 
is none other provided for. If the position of the Senator from 
Mississippi be correct and ark Bore is lengthened out until 
a subsequent contest is dec and a su ent governor has 
duly qualified, then there would be no place for Watson. If he had 
the right to cast a vote before, he would have the right also to 
casta vote afterwards. He would become the thirty-first mem - 
ber of the legislature and his right would have been just as great 
after a new legislature had been created, after they had taken their 
seats, as it was when Du Pont was being elected. If he could vote 
for Du Pont, and there should chance to be no election for gover- 
nor next year, he would have the same right, under that argu- 
ment, to turn around and go in and vote again upon the senator- 
ship and cast the thirty-first vote. 

he illustration of impeachment has been made by many of the 
Senators asking this question, and has been answered, that if a 
person who thus succeeds, as Watson did, to the duties of the office 
of governor, should improperly exercise it, how would he be im- 
peached? They say he isimpeachedassenator. But sup that 
after his term of senator has expired, after he is not and 
another person is elected 


tution which e fully and clearly for im t as this 

i shall be construed State without 
the power to exert that method of punishment at the very emer- 
gency 8 rene be 8 be most ee e person exer- 
cising the office of governor, elected, simply holding it, would 
have more temptation and more occasion perhaps to violate the 
duties of that of governor than one who was duly elected. The 
distinguished Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] has asked for 
the analogy between this constitution and the laws of the United 
States with regard to the succession to the Presidency, and has 
read to Senator fron oe . dis- 
cussing this question the statute royi for that 
succession, and the Senator from Delaware catered to the old 
statute as it existed prior to 1886, when the succession devolved 
upon the Speaker of the House. 

Let us look at the illustration for amoment. If the Secretary 
of State succeeds to the office of President of the United States or 
acts as President hashe no power to create anew Secretary of State 
to take his place? If heshould resign as Secretary of State would 
he resign as President? Does he not, asin the case of the Prince 
of Wales eee Be ing—does he not, too, assume the crown and 
leave behind him office for some one else to occupy; vacate 
the office of Secretary of State in favor of the greater office that he 
. Under the old law was it the design or tation of 
the law if the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the 
United States should, under the circumstances provided in the act, 
become President of the United States, that he would still continue 
as Speaker, that he would exercise the duty as a member of the 
lower House, originating legislation, di ing legislation, recog- 
nizing the members tospeak andacting as czarand autocrat therein, 
as it is said the Speaker does, and at the same time have the power 
to veto? This is the question which the Senator from Delaware 
says has been affirmatively answered by one of the Senators u 
this floor. This affirmative answer, however, would show that 
the Government of the United States might in that contingency 
cease to be republican in form. 

The uniform construction of one hundred years of Delaware has 
been a ed to as the construction of this constitution. It bei 
clai that because four or five senators who have succeed 
from the office of speaker to that of exercising the duty of governor 
reentered upon their duties as senator, that was a construction 
of the whole State of Delaware. My answer to that is, in the 
first place it is a construction of a fact wholly immaterial to the 
issue here. It makes no difference in the issue here whether after 
the duties of the incumbent shall cease he can retake his position 
as senator or not. The thing which is of vital im ce is, can 
he exercise both at one and the same time; can he exercise the 
duty of senator, speaker, and governor on the same day and on 
the same occasion and altogether concurrently? Upon that we 
have the affirmative construction, not merely the construction by 
“neglect,” as the Senator says, but the affirmative construction of 
the conduct of every legislature in the one hundred years. When 
the question has arisen we have the affirmative construction 
placed upon it by this very legislature, and this very officer recog- 
nizing the construction p upon it by all the previous 
We think the construction placed upon the constitution by the 
four or Seo gomg back and acting as senator when their duty as 
governor ceased was an error upon the part of those gentlemen, 
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thing y. The distinguished Senator 
ppeals to us and asks us to put the case of Du 
on, 

y one 
of these roads would lead to the same conclusion and lead Du Pont 


but it is an immaterial 
from issippi a 
Pont upon the issue as to whether it was a vacancy, or as 
or an a ce. It makes no difference which it was. 


anywa; 


into the Senate. To that it is replied there is and can be but one 
right, and if we can not select the right one none is t. We 
may not be able to agree upon which is right, wemay differ which 
is right, but know that the right is among them. One Senator 
may think that the office is in suspension; another may think it is 
vacated; may think it is in abeyance; but as the argu- 
ment arrives at the same result in each case, it must be entirely. 
— by which one of these methods we travel to that com- 
mon 

We find another argument against the claim that the duty of 
exercising the office of governor is attached to the speakership 


in the language of the constitution at page 30, as printed, part of | courts 


section 14, Article III, as follows: 


constitu 
. 
assembly, who shall er rag op Nera to elect by joint of 
. until a governor elected by the 
y qualified. 


Argum i 
sippi that the words at the top of page 30, in section 14, The 
person holding the office shall continue to exercise it until a gov- 
ernor shall be elected and duly qualified,” must necessarily ap ly 
to some other case than to . 
to the duty of exercising the office of governor; and this is the 
only reason given for it, that on the previous it had already 
been provided that in such case the speaker exercise the 
office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly quali- 
fied. The learned Senator says that constitution having al- 
read: ones for the office being exercised in that contingency 
until e governor elected by the le shall be qualified, it can 
not be that in the next sentence the same contingency would be 
podea = r again, and 8 some 8 a 

ven to provision. argument must presuppose as i 
— that the constitution makers of Delaware always use the 
most concise age and were never guilty of any repetition of 
thought, and use every word in its precise meaning, and so the 
Senator has taken occasion to tell us at various times how care- 
fully this constitution was drawn and how accurately the lan- 
guage is used. A further examination of this same section, how- 
ever, will show that this constitution repeats the same thought 
and the same protection over again in other language, even un 
the construction paced upon it by the Senator from Mississippi 
himself. We find that the command the speaker of the sen- 
ate that he shall exercise the office until a governor elected by the 
people shall be duly qualified is repeated in the latter part of the 
section, where it is stated— 

If the trial of the contested election shall continue longer 
third Tuesday of le next ee tho election ot a , the gov- 
ernor of the last year or the speaker oi of house of e- 
sentatives who may then be in the exercise of the executive authority 
continue therein until a determination of such contested election. 

Of course if he must continue until his successor is qualified he 
must continue until not ome the contested elections are deter- 
mined. but still longer, until the qualification of the successful 
contestant has taken place. Here we have an instance and illus- 
tration of how this constitution repeats the same provision by the 
same authority over and oyer again. It would seem to be that 
each one of these different commands were but different forms of 
5 the authority and maintaining the protection to the 
people of having an executive by providing that the same n 

1 exercise the office and shall continue to exercise the o in 
different forms of language. All three mean one and the same 
thing, in two places describing the person who is to exercise it or 
continue to exercise it as speaker, and in another as the person 
holding the office. 

Counsel who argued this case before the committee have placed 
in their brief, and cited at page 52, a case from Pennsylvania. It is 
said that the Pennsylvania constitution at that time was word for 


than until the 


in the office of governor there be no other | €l 
within vision of the tion, 


that the yvernor 


con- 


before, on the 18th dag o January, 1849. Whether it was before 
or after the time for whi 


It is argued by the Senator from Mississippi that if the presiding 
officer of the HRALO eee e e oE Un Rons 
was not authorized to act as we claim, that then there was no 
joint assembly, no senate there, and that the election would be 
yoid for that reason. The act of Congress does not prescribe that 
each house shall be there, nor does it provide anyone to preside 
over that joint assembly. It was not necessary that there should 
be two presiding officers in a joint assembly, one over the senate 
and one over the House. It was competent and has not been un- 
common for the joint assembly to select their own presiding offi- 
cer. It is not the two houses that are met there, as has been so 
extensively argued without authority, or rather asserted, it is 
under the act of Congress. Itis the members of the two houses 
who convene in joint assembly. J 

Discussion has been had in some of the States as to who would 
be the proper presiding officer where there is a lieutenant-governor, 
who can not take part in the election of a United States Senator. 
In some States they have selected a member of the senate to pre- 
side over the joint assembly, in others they have selected the 
speaker of the house; but they might as well select any other 
member of the house or any other member of the senate. The 
formality of one body marching in form and order into the midst 
of the other was an unn ing. If, without 
form assemble that is tthe statute requires. 
that is necessary is that the roll shall be called and the vote 
recorded. When that is done the members of the two houses 
have ‘ormed their duty, and it becomes then the duty of the 
United States Senate to act upon the record thus made. It is not 
for the State alone to be satisfied with this record; the United 
States has an equal interest in seeing that the members of the two 
houses have voted. As was illustrated by the question during the 
argument of this case, if there was a majority of all the members 
of the two houses, that would give jurisdi iction to the joint assem- 
bly to elect a Senator although there was not a full quorum of one 
of the houses. In other words, 15 members of the house and 1 
senator would make amajority of the members of the two houses, 
and they would have jurisdiction to elect a United States Senator 
though there was no senate there except as represented by that 
1 member. Perhaps I might even go further and say that 21 
members that being a majority of the members of the two houses, 
might have all been from the lower house, and the senate not 
there at all. It is not necessary, however, to go to that extent; 
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but that might be, and yet be within the pale of the statute of the 
United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the distinguished Senator think that an 
election for Senator of the United States under the Constitution 
could be had where it was made by the members of one house 
alone, and still conform to that provision of the Constitution 
which says that the Senators from each State shall be chosen by 
the legislatures thereof? 

Mr. BROWN. I think it could. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Dela- 
ware whether it has ever been disputed, since the passage of the 
act of 1866, that if there is a majority of all the members elected 
to both houses present, there is a competent assembly to elect a 
Senator, although the members may all come from one house, and 
there is not present any from the other house? 

Mr. GRAY. It has been disputed, notably by the distinguished 
Senator from Vermont, Mr. unds, the predecessor of the pres- 
ent junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I had the impression that there had been 
no serious dispute on that point, it being the whole object of the 
law to prevent the menrbers of one house from defeating the elec- 
tion of a United States Senator, if there was a majority numer- 
ically of all the members elected to both houses present. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the pardon of the Senatorfrom Utah. This 
is not material to his argument. 

Mr. BROWN. It is not material; but the position I have taken 
certainly can not be disputed if the act of Congress is a constitu- 
tional and valid one. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That was one of the Al pia oe 
questions raised and argued when the objection was urged that the 
act was not constitutional. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That was Senator Edmunds’s point. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Senator Edmunds’s objection was, 
as I understood him to argue very strenuously, that in his opinion 
the act of Congress was unconstitutional. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But there has been no dispute as to the 
meaning of the law as it stands on the statute book. 

Mr. BROWN. The distinguished Senator from Mississippi, 
among other positions, has insisted that the-title of an officer de 
facto of any kind or character can not be assailed collaterally, or 
in any proceeding collateral or direct, unless in a suit where such 
officer is himself made a party and the public is represented by 
the State, and some Massachusetts authorities have been read here 
to show what a de facto officer is, and that a de facto officer applies 
to one as well who occupies an incompatible office as one who is 
wrongfully in office for any other cause, all toshow that 9 
incompatible office did not vacate the first. But after the 
definitions and on the reasoning of all the cases which have been 
read or can be read, it is n to constitute a de facto officer 
that he must be in possession of the office and exercising the 
office. The very first case cited by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi in the ist Allen begins with the definition by saying one 
wie comes into office by the forms of law,” etc. The next one 
was the one who was in the office under color of title. To all 
of these we answer that Mr. Watson was not in office either with 
or without color of title. When, on the 9th day of April, he 
formally left and was thanked for the services which he had ren- 
dered as speaker, when he took the office as governor, when the 
legislature by its he officer dropped his name from the roll, 
and in every other public manner possible showed he seyered his 
relations with the office of s er and of senator, he ceased to hold 
de facto or under color of title or had any ion or exercise of it. 
If he was not in possession he was not an officer de facto, whether 
he had the authority or did not have the serge pA There can 
not be found a printed case where the doctrine of de facto officer 
has less application than to this of Mr. Watson. There always 
must be a person continuing consecutively and constantly to exer- 
cise the tithes. When he has formally renounced the office, when 
he has ih oh out of the office and says, I am not h it,” 
he can not go back to it on some other occasion and say, I am 
now de facto officer and now exercise the duties.” 

To this effect I quote a few authorities. First, I read an ex- 
pression from The People vs, Carrique (2 Hill, 97): 

It is therefore said that by continuing to act in the ice’s court this was 
rather an election to hold the first office, notwi 2 . on 8 
the oath, and ente on the duties of the second. e cont 
enix 2 py settled, and the effect directly opposite to that which is sup: to 

It is said in the book already cited (same page) that a resignation by impli- 
cation may take place by being appointed to and 0 a new office in- 
co tible with the former one. d it is added to a note (N. 4) that 
is an absolute determination of the original office and leaves no 
shadow of title to the possessor, so that neither ane warranto nor amotion is 
necessary before any other mg be elected. (Vid Willock on Mun. Corp., 
240-617 to the same point.) . Mansfield in Rex vs, Trelawaney, 3 Burr., 
1018; Buller, J., in ward vs. Thatcher, 2 T. (87). 


In Biercourt vs. Parker, 27 Tex., 562, the court used this lan- 
guage: 
On the acceptance and qualification of a person to a second place incom- 


tible with one he is then holding the first office is ipso facto vacated. 

le vs. Carrique, 2 Hill, 93.) A resignation by implication will take p. 
by being a ted to and accepting a new office incompatible with the for- 
mer one. It is said to be an absolute termination of the original office and 
leaves no shadow of title to the possessor. So that neither quo warranto nor 
amotion is — — before another may be elected. (Rex vs. Trelawaney, 
8 Bun., 1616; Mil vs. Thatcher, 2 T. R., 87; Willock on Mun. Corp., 240-617; 
Ang. and Am. on Corp., 255.) 


In The People ex rel. vs. Common Council (77 New York, 510), 
the court says: 


The moment he accepted the new office the old became vacant. His ae- 
ce ce of the one wasan absolute determination of his right to the other and 
left him “no shadow of title, so that neither quo warranto nor amotion was 
n . (People, ex rel. Whiting, vs. ue, 2 Hill, 95-97; Dill. on Mun. 
Co. „Section 164, and cases cited in note 1. ese cases also show that this 
w be so at common law and 8 ent of the statute. He was no 
bo oe alderman de facto or de jure. plea of Ae on which the ap- 

`s counsel insists, or that the office was * of him," and which 
also set up in the answer to this proceeding, is in no sense well founded. It 
can not be sustained even by a legal fiction. The office was and is as vacant 
as if Mr, O’Rielly had never been born; his removal is 8 asif caused 


when the 5 against is either de facto or de jure 
session of office. (King vs. Corporation of the Bedford Level, 6 East., 68.) 
And an office that is vacant is in ion of no one. Besides, such writ is- 


sues when the facts are in dispute, and one object aimed at is toascertain the 
facts. Here no fact is disputed, but a mere question of law. 

Yet, notwithstanding these authorities, the 5 Sena- 
tor from Indiana would argue, and did argue, if I understood him, 
that some action was necessary; that he must be kicked out by the 
senate; he must be determined by the senate of Delaware not to 
be in office, or he must have resigned. The action was in being 
sworn in as governor. That was a resignation; that was a termi- 
nation of his office as senator or speaker. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
a ad Senator from Utah yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 

ire 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Utah will allow me at 
this point I should like to call his attention to what doubtless he 
has not hitherto seen, the very best statement of that doctrine 
which I have yet noticed. It is to be found in the constitution of 
the State of Mississippi, adopted November 1, A. D. 1890. With 
the Senator’s permission I will read what it says, 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Section 2 reads: 

No person or collection of persons being one or belonging to one of these 
a a ents shall exercise any power properly belonging to either of the 
othe: 

Now, I call the Senator’s attention and also the attention of the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] to the following clause: 

oe 98 of — ooe in 1 = sen departments shall AR gees ap 
at once vacate any an: ces 
tlie other Gepartne nts. z P 

That, to use the Senator's own expression, is the crystallization 
by the Senator from Mississippi as late as 1890 of the doctrine on 
this A which the Senator is exhibiting to the Senate. 

Mr. CHELL of Gire What is the date of the constitu- 
tion, if the Senator will allow me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. November 1, 1890. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will ask whether the distin- 
guened Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] was not a mem- 

r of that convention? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihave no doubt it is the work of the great 
mind and brain of that distinguished constitutional lawyer, the 
Senator from Mississippi, who I find 
5 Mr. MITCHELL of on. He was a member of the conven- 

on, 

Mr. CHANDLER, I find that J. Z. GEORGE was a delegate at 


large. 

Mr, GRAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Utah allow me to 
proceed? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Mississippi has been 
drinking in constitutional law ever since boyhood, and in 1890 he 
eh hex the whole American constitutional law upon this 
subject, and here it is in the constitution of Mississippi absolutely 
conclusive gee the poms which the Senator from Utah is making. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Utah will allow me, in the 
absence of the Senator from Mississippi, whom the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] so felicitously says has been 
drinking something since childhood—I did not catch what it 


was—— 
Mr. CHANDLER. Law; law; nothing but law. No other 
liauid or fluid. but substantial law. 
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Mr. GRAY. Allow me to say that it is exceedingly interesting 
to find what he calls this crystallization of a proposition in the 
written text of the constitution, and it will be exceedingly inter- 
esting when Delaware comes to summon its constitutional con- 
vention, as it may shortly do, to consider whether it also will 
crystallize that provision mto the written text of the constitution 
then to be formed. But as it stands now it seems to me that it 
points very decidedly in the direction which we have been arguing 
on this side, that it takes an express constitutional provision in 
order to enforce that doctrine. 

Mr. CHANDLER, That is where the Senator from Delaware 
and I differ, as we frequently do on great constitutional questions, 
I hold that that has been the law for a hundred years. 

Mr. GRAY. Then it was not necessary to state it in the con- 
stitution of Mississippi. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; but constitutions are full of unneces- 
saryassertions. The Senator from Utah has already called atten- 
tion to the fact that there never yet was a constitution with no 
unnecessary word in it. The Senator from Delaware does not 
contend that in every case where there is a prohibition in the con- 
stitution the thing prohibited would have been lawful without 
the prohibition. It is a mere assertion of the law as the Senator 
from Mississippi has gathered it in his long experience. It was 
the law before he comprehended it; it was the law before he enun- 
nt it, and it is the law of America to-day and has been for a 

un years, 

Mr. BROWN. In other words, constitutions, the same as stat- 
utes, are often merely declaratory of what is the common law. 
The Bill of Rights which, was supposed to have existed in this 
country before the Revolution, before the Constitution was organ- 
ized, was merely framed in words and made a part of the Consti- 
tution of the United States. It is not eee, y a change of the 
law because it is made in Agee, 

I think I discovered in the reading which the Senator from New 
Hampshire has given us a reason why the argument of Hur friend 
the Senator from Mississippi deviated from the argument of the 
Senator from Indiana. It was the Senator from Indiana who so 
emphatically and so lengthily said that it would require some act; 
that there was no ipso facto doctrine; but that some act of Mr. 
Watson or some act of the legislature or some act of the senate 
was necessary to sever Mr. Watson’s relations as senator. He 
must be kicked out, he must resign, is the effect of his ar ent. 
The Senator from Mississippi, however, takes a little different 
tact. He evidently had in view the constitution which he himself 
had drawn. 

I wish to read another definition of the effect of accepting in- 
compatible offices. I did not suppose it would be a kee till 
both Senators seemed to discuss it so lengthily. Therefore I read 
from an elemental authority. I read from Judge Dillon in his 
work on Municipal Corporations, section 164: 

An office may be 8 resigned or vacated by the incumbent being 
elected to and accepting an incompatible office. The rule, says Parke, J., in 
a leading English case on this subject, that where two offices are incompati- 
ble they can not be held together, is founded on the plainest principles of 
public policy, and has obtained from very early times. e principle applies 
not only where the second office is the superior and more important one, 
but also where it is not. The rule has been generally stated in broad and 
unqualified terms, that the acceptance of the incom ble office, by whomso- 
ever the appointment or election t be made, absolutely determined the 
original office, Baringo shadow of title in the possessor, whose successor 
may be at once elected or appointed, neither quo warranto nor amotion 
being necessary. 

The same rule was 8 in the case of Rex vs. Hughes (5 
B. & C.). There were 10 aldermen and 10 capital burgesses, a 
house and senate. One of the aldermen was elected a capital 
noe. and after being elected to that place he continued to act 
as alderman, as he claimed, de facto. The court held that he could 
not be considered as acting at all; thatit was a mere nullity. 

The nie eee Senator from Mississippi read authorities 
from Massachusetts on the subject of a de facto officer and as to its 
requiring some action to remove him; and as he read them I did 
not know but that there might be some conflict on this subject. 
To-day I sent down to the library, and I find that one of the very 
cases which he himself cited, not quoted to the Senate, also lays 
down the rules as strongly as any that no action is n ; 
that he is not an officer after he takes that incompatible office. I 
read from Commonwealth vs. Hawkes (123 Mass.): 

a the common law, when two offices of public trusts are incompatible 
with each other a ponon holding the one is not disqualified to be Sopanen 
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of the incumbent, without the assent or concurrence of a superior authority. 


Then the court quotes a long list of authorities— 


There er — municipal or county offices that a person can not decline to 
accept, and therefore has no right to at his own will. But under the 
Constitution of the United States and of Commonwealth, at least, a judi- 
cial office, depen upon the a; tment of the Executive, no person is 
obliged to accept or Id longer 8 te right 
toresignatany time. (United States vs. Wright, 1 McLean, 500.) 


Did Watson not have the absolute right to resign the speak 
ship at any time—theabsolute right to resign the senatorship at 
any time? He did not have to ask the consent of the other mem- 
bers of the senate. That was an absolute right in him, and when 
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he accepted the office of governor or accepted the duty of exercis- 
ing the office, it was ipso facto a resignation— 

It follows that the defendant, by taking the seat to which he had been 
elected in the house of representatives— 

Taking the seat of governor in this case 

Mr. GRAY. Would not his resignation have to be accepted by 
the senate? 

Mr. BROWN. I think not. I think it is an absolute right of 
the senator to leave the office. Ido not know that any Senator 
of this body is liable to resign, but if any of them should, I think 
he has theright to resign without the consent of the other members 
of the Senate. 

It follows that the defendant, by taking the seat to which he had been 
elected in the house of representatives, legally vacated his judicial offi 
unless there is something in the constitution itself which controls the gen 
law. Upon examination of all the poreon of the constitution on the sub- 


ect, we are of opinion that the „rather than reverse or qualify, 
8 the common law as applicable to the case. $ $ 


When the Senator referred to those authorities it seems as if he 
believed they disputed the doctrine laid down in the common-law 
cases which I have read. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator whether the case from 
which he has just read is one of implied resignation of the legisla- 
tive office? 

Mr. BROWN. No, sir. He was a justice or a judge of some 
kind, and he accepted the position of member of the legislature— 
of ee senate or of the house of representatives—I do not know 
which. 

Mr. President, on another ground I claim that the office—— 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me, because the point is 
interesting? Which office was held to be vacated in that case? 

Mr. BROWN. The first one. 

Mr. GRAY. The office of justice of the peace? 

Mr. BROWN. The office of judge. 

Mr. GRAY. Not the position of member of the legislature? 

Mr. BROWN. No, sir. Accepting the second office vacates the 
This authority is in conformity with the universal rule, 

Mr. GRAY. Where the first is not a legislative office. 

Mr. BROWN. It makes no difference what the office is, 

Mr. GRAY. You can not get any authority 

Mr. BROWN. The first is held to be vacated. 

The executive offices are incompatible with legislative offices in 
the meaning of that clause of the Constitution of the United States. 
section 4, Article IV, which provides ‘‘that the United States shall 
guarantee each State a republican form of government.” This 
clause of the Constitution of the United States has had less occa- 
sion to be adjudicated and considered in courts than most any 
other. Decisions upon it are few, but its meaning would seem to 
be plain that all departments of the United States Government, in 
whatever manner it may be appealed to, shall maintain only the 
Lh afer ana form in the State governments. The determination of 
what is a republican form probably primarily rests (7 How.) with 
Con itself. It has been consigned at times by Congress to 
the Executive with regard to some of the States growing out of the 
reconstruction. It was for the Executive to determine whether the 
new States were republican in form or not. 

In the case of the very latest State admitted into the Union, in 
the act of admission or the enabling act to permit the formation 
of a constitution it was provided that the constitution of the new 
State when framed should be submitted to the Executive and by 
him determined as to whether or not it was republican in form. 
But the power of the Executive to thus determine its republican 
form came from the act of Congress and not from the Executive 
duty alone. It is the duty of Congress to maintain that guaranty. 
It is needless here to inquire how far Congress would be called 
upon to interfere with the State government in paray local mat- 
ters in case the State government was not republican, but when- 
ever the State government comes before Congress itself, or any 
branch of it, legitimately, and the question arises incidentall 
whether the State has a republican form of government or not, it 
is the duty of such branch of Congress itself to so construe the acts 
and conduct of the State as to perfectand maintain that guaranty. 
i nen 7 duty is recognized in Luther vs. Borden, 7 How- 

» Dage 4. 
The republican form of government had already its definition 
when the Constitution was created. It meant what the writers 
and thinkers on civil freedom had said it should mean. It 
meant what the common law had determined, to wit: The preser- 
vation of the distinction of the duties between the executive, the 
legislative, and the judiciary. No State that amalgamates these 
three forms into one and obliterates this distinction can be said to 
be republican, If a new State should be formed which should 


er e the chief justice of the State the power to pass laws 
and the power to exercise the office of governor and combine them 
all in one in his person, it could not be said to be republican in 
form. It would be directly the reverse. Call it byrepublicanism if 
you will, it is a contradiction of itself; the terms of the constitu- 
tional guaranty would not be kept, and it would be the duty of 
Congress to interfere and prevent such a State exercising the 
forms of a State government. If a government is not repub- 
lican, in extreme cases, where all three powers are vested in one 
and the same person, it must be true in less extreme cases to the 
extent that the distinction is obliterated and wiped out. A State 
that says the executive shall make laws in whole or in part is just 
as objectionable to the guaranty of this clause of the Constitu- 
tion as it would be to authorize the executive to be the judge as 
well as the governor. It is abhorrent to the very terms of the 
English tongue and abhorrent to the very idea of republican gor: 
ernment. Itis therefore contradictory to this clause in the Con- 
stitution, which says: 

That the United States shall guarantee to each State a republican form of 
government. 


It has been stated here in the debate that there is one State, or 
was at one time one State, in this Union where the governor was 
required and empowered to act as the chief legislator, with the 
chairman to be the presiding officer of the grand committee, the 
presiding officer of the senate to have the casting vote in certain 
cases, and to be the executive in addition. Such a State govern- 
ment was con to the hibition contained in the section 
which we are considering. It would have been the duty, when- 
ever the act of such a State came before Congress, or before the 
Executive of the United States, to decide that it was not repub- 
lican in form and could not be enforced as a e govern- 
ment. It was brought before the courts and held that Con 
must decide. It might possibly have been in the power of the 
United States Congress to have interfered and in some manner 

ted the maintaining of such a government in the State of 
Rhode Island. But the Constitution of the United States has pre- 
scribed no method by which this guarantee shall be fulfilled. 

The constitution of that State was brought before the court in 
the case I referred to, Luther vs. Borden, and Judge Tawney, 
among other things in a long decision, gave this opinion: 


‘ourth of 
1 ey tee to every State in the 
Union a republican form vernment, and shall p: each m 
invasion and, on the application of the ture or of the executive 
(when thel lature can not be convened) domestic violence. Under 
this e of the Constitution it rests with neces to decide what govern- 
ment is lished one ina State. For as the United States guarantees 
to each State a republican form of gov: > necessarily 
decide what is established in the State before it can determine 


enough . issue, and as no Senators or 
Representatives were el under the 1 of the goror panat of which 
Mr. Dorr was the head, was not upon to decide that contro- 
versy. Yet the right to e is placed there and not in the courts. 
In other words, the question as to whether it would be accord- 
ing to a republican form of government for Mr. Watson to act as 
islator and governor both is i re, and we exercise it by 
itting Senators and Representatives into the councils of the 
Union. 
That is the expression of the judge: 
Representati the admitted into the 
the etna tne authority 4 3 under which they 
character, is recognized by the proper 


It is for us, when a Senator applies here for admission, wap 
whether he has been elected by a legislature under a republican 
form of government. One means of carrying it out we have here 
in this case. Now, a case where we can apply the principle and 
maintain the ty is here in this i tee case of Du Pont’s 
by saying that the constitution of Delaware must be construed as 
to be consistent with the idea of republicanism, and can not be so 
co as to be contrary to republican form of government. 
Giving this constitution upon which these differences have arisen 
the construction which has been contended for by the minority of 
the committee and the Senator from Indiana empowers the gov- 
ernor to act as at the same time, and senator at the same 
time, introduce bills as senator, vote upon them as senator, to 
decide upon their vote as speaker, and enforce them as governor; 
at one and the same time to exercise all classes of duty, legisla- 
tive and executive, on the same day, in the same person, at the 
same hour, and at the same place, from th n 1A 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator think that if that merely was 
embodied in the constitution of the State of Delaware it would 
constitute a form of government nonrepublican? 
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Mr. BROWN. I do. 

Mr. GRAY. What does he think of the 
Hampshire, where the constitution provi 
should have two votes in the legislature? 

Mr. BROWN. That was passed. 

Mr. GRAY. First a vote and then the 38 

Mr. BROWN. I do not think it was a repu form of gov- 
ernment while it existed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 

Mr. BROWN. Just a moment. It was the constitution prior 
tothe Revolution. It has been changed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator kindly allow me to refer 
to it? As it was stated by the Senator from Mississippi it seems 
he did not get it from the Constitution. He got a copy of Madi- 
son’s Notes on the Constitution and read from it. 

Mr. GRAY. L have it here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; it was in the constitution. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It was in the constitution of 1784, and it 
was knocked out in the constitution of 1792 as being absolutely 
unrepublican. That was getting along with tolerable rapidity in 
— Wee of the American doctrine for which we are con- 

g. 

Now, as to Rhode Island. Rhode Island was so conservative 
that she did not have any constitution, I think, until 1842 until 
the time of the Dorr rebellion. She was content to live under her 
old colonial charter, and under the colonial charter the governor 
did preside in d committee. 

Mr. GRAY. And vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And vote in grand committee. When I 
asked the Senator from Delaware the other day if he knew of any 
other such case, he declined to becatechised. I did not know but 
that he knew of some other case of that sort. He has told me 
to-day that he did not know of the New Ham case. If ho 
had asked me I would have enlightened him about it and would 
then have told him that in 1792 we got rid of that monarchical and 
old country e Sree for a little while in 1784. The 
Senator from Rhode Island can explain the conservatism of Rhode 
Island if he wishes. 

Mr. GRAY. I admire the conservatism of Rhode Island. 


ernment of New 
that the governor 


tates, 
the common law, the common understanding, and the constitution 
of Delaware. 

Let us take up the views of the Senator from Indiana on the 
question of our power of inquiry. First, that the record shows 
30 votes were cast, and that the record can not be disputed because 
it is the journal of the joint assembly. To enforce thi ent 
the learned Senator assumes, and very y assumes, that this 
entry of the journal is equivalent to the record of courts, and it has 
been very generally held, perhaps universally held in the United 
States, that this journal can not be disputed as to any fact therein 
stated. But all records, whether of courts of record or of courts 
not of record, of legislatures, or acts of the Executive, must be con- 
sistent with themselves. If they dispute ves, then, in any 
collateral or direct attack er must be construed in co 
with the fact of the law applicable to such cases. The record 
must be a verity to itself; the verdict and ju ent must agree. 
To illustrate, if the record had shown that there were 81 votes 
cast, it would show on its face that there was 1 more than the law 
allowed or that the constitution of the State of Delaware permit- 
ted. It could not speak a verity, because on its face it spoke a 
contradiction to the fundamentallaw. If this record had stated 
that there were 34 votes cast and that those 34 votes were mem- 
bers of the legislature, the argument of the learned Senator from 
Indiana would have been just as appropriate. He could have said 
to make a majority of 34 we must have 18, and therefore any num- 
ber less than 18 would not be an election; that the record said 34 
members were present and that could not be disputed. Would 
the Senator deny that in such a case, where there were 4 votes 
more than the fundamental law permitted, that it would bein the 
power of any court not only to examine the record but expurgate 
and take out the 4illegal votes? That was the Kansas case, which 
has been quoted here. The fundamental law permitted but 125, 
and 129 voted. 

Thecourt, in determining the constitutionality of an act, inquired 
by the record as to who voted for the act, and finding that the 4 
who were not entitled to seats voted for it, determined that the 
law was unconstitutional. If this is true where there were 4 
extra votes, it would be true where there is 1. The record in this 
particular case shows that there were 30 votes cast, it is true, but it 
shows who cast the 30 votes, and it shows as well that there were 29 


1896. 
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members of the legislature cast 29 of them and that the other yote 
was cast, not by a member of the legislature, or any senator, or 
any representative, or by eny person that had theretofore been 
recognized by the legislature, but by William T. Watson, then 
acting governor. The record works its own contradiction. We 
must give verity to the record, but in ing verity we recognize 
that ero were but 29 votes that 5 and 1 vote that was 
illegal; therefore Du Pont received the 15 votes, a majority of the 
legal votes cast, and he is unaffected by the 1 iliegal vote. 

The Senator from Indiana, however, says he might concede, for 
the sake of the argument, all that had been said for Du Pont, with 
the single exception that the action of the State of Delaware was 
final; that the clause, section 6, Article II, of the constitution, which 
provided that each house shall be the judge of the election and 
returns and qualifications of its own members, has been exercised 
in this case, and its action is final and conclusive u the Senate 
of the United States. It is but a restatement of the first * 
To maintain it the learned Senator must assume that the 
that were done on the 9th day of May was the adjudication. He 
has said, however, in another part of his argument, that this ad- 
judication must be the record. Let us see what was done of rec- 
ord and not of record on that day, as claimed by the Senator. 

It is claimed in the affidavits (which are not of record) that 
2 before 12 o'clock Mr. Watson appeared in the senate, as- 
sumed the place of speaker, exercised the duty and office of speaker, 
voted as speaker, and when 12 o'clock came marched at the head 
of the senate into the joint assembly room. None of this is of 
record and most of it contradicts the record. The record shows 
that he did not vote in the senate. The record is silent as to 
whether he ever took the seat of speaker; it does disclose Mr. 
Ricords, speaker pro tempore, did preside, and so far the judg- 
ment, as it is ed, the adjudication behind which we are not 
permitted to go, is merely the affidavit of those who are attacking 
the seat of Mr. Du Pont. It exists wholly dehors the record; 
there is no record of any judgment so far. The fact that he 
marched at the head of the senate is not of record. 

It is said here, and an eloquent argument has been made, that 
the sergeant-at-arms of the senate was the proper person to see to 
it that no intruder marched at the head of the senate and that his 
failure to put Mr. Watson out was an adjudication by the senate. 
‘To that it may be replied that neither the constitution nor the law 
nor the action of the senate could ever refer the question of its 
membership to its sergeant-at-arms, and the is silent as to 
whether he did or did not object. As each ‘house is to be the 
judge and not the joint assembly, we might pause here and say 
that there was no adjudication whatsoever upon this subject. By 
the senate alone the adjudication is to be found, not the joint 
assembly. 

The journal of the meeting is— 

0 E 12 m. ha arrived, the senai receded by the er and 
atten ed by the clerk Dn sergeant-at-arms, ees — ed 20 iis 2 — 

The record does disclose that on the first vote the speaker did 
vote and that that speaker was some other than Mr. Records, be- 
cause there is the record of the vote, Mr. Records, speaker pro 
tempore, being called in his own name and some one answering to 
the name of speaker. The proof shows that this was Watson, 
that he was there, and this is claimed as an adjudication by the 
senate of Delaware that he was a member duly qualified as a mat- 
ter of fact, and that as a matter of law he was entitled to be a 
member and entitled to vote, and that adjudication of fact and of 
law is conclusive upon us. The ts dp that is that the same 
record shows that he was not a member because he was governor. 

‘The record shows that the er, Mr. Records, was the real 
speaker, had already voted, and that the record thus contradicts 
itself by showing that somebody under the name of speaker was 
voting that had no right to vote. If Watson had the right to vote 
of course the conclusion in the record that there were 30 votes 
cast would be correct. The position of the right to vote gains no 

ater weight by the There is no adjudication of any 
fact or of any law which should change it in any manner. The 
record stands as a record of a judgment of a court of law would 


manner it is possible to recognize them 
until the final day, and after the arguments have been made and 
EE O T ( 


other 11 jurors in ey 


about to go to their jury room to 
going, another person not a member of the jury, not sworn asa 
juror, an ec ak should mingle in with the 11 and go to the 
jury room, should there participate in the deliberations of the 
jury, and should return with them and find with the 11 jurors a 
verdict, and when the roll was called as to what the verdict was, 
the 11 jurors should answer to their names, and the twelfth per- 
son, who never was a juror, should answer to his name, would 
that verdict be the verdict of any jury, or would it not on its face 
show that it was not the verdict of a jury, but the verdict of 11 
jurors and one interloper, and could the action of that one inter- 
loper be recognized in any court of law? = 

ut to go a little further with this adjudication, if there can be 
any such thing as mere adjudication by the conduct of a senate, 
then we have more adjudications in this case. Let us see whatit 
was on the 9th day of April, when Governor Marvil’s death was 
announced. Mr. Watson took the oath of office as governor; he 
accepted the duties of governor; he proceeded to exercise the office 
of governor; he vacated the seat he formerly occupied as sen- 
ator and as speaker of the senate; he adjudged as far as it was in 
his power to adjudge by that conduct and that act that he was 
not a senator. 

The distinguished Senator from a says that no weight 
is to be attached to the fact that the oath of office as governor 
was taken by Watson, because it was merely extra caution or 
extra form; that no oath was required; that the only oath that 
the constitution contemplated was that applicable to all officers 
and stated in the constitution. The language, however, of that 
section would imply that each one should vary the form of oath 
by inserting in it office which they are to perform the duties 
of; but whether it does or does not, the interpretation and con- 
struction put upon this oath by Watson, by the legislature of 
Delaware, and by James L. Wolcott, chancellor, was that it was 
necessary to take an oath, and if it was in fact unnecessary, itis all 
the greater proof that all these the chancellor, the legis- 
lature, and Watson himself—believed that he was entering upon 
a new and different office from that of senator. If he had eae 
taken the oath, and the statute did not contemplate the of 
another, as argued by the Senator from Mississippi, then the vol- 
un ing of it was an emphatic construction and adjudica- 
tion that at that time he was entering into a new office. 

Look at the record. First, the legi e e -a resolution 
that James L. Wolcott, chancellor, invi to administer the 
oath to Mr. Watson. Next, that James L. Wolcott did adminis- 
ter the oath to him, and that the oath which Watson took was 
that he would perform the duties of the office of governor of the 
State of Delaware with fidelity—precisely the oath which has 
always been administered to the governors of that State—and this 
was the interpretation and construction which this same legisla- 
ture that voted for Du Pont placed upon the act that they were 
performing. It was a construction that Watson was the gov- 
pr and became governor, as he had sworn to perform the duties 
of it. 

‘Let me read the record not only with regard to what Watson 
did, but with regard to what the legislature did. ‘The legislature 
passed the following resolution: 


ot, in fact as they were 


reason of the death of the governor, the 
„Shall. under the constitution, exercise the office 
of governor until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. 


That was the act of the legislature. The Hon. James L. Wol- 
cott then administered, in the presence of the members of the 
senate, to Hon. William Tharp Watson, speaker of the senate, the 
following oaths of office as governor, to wit: 

William T. W. a 
See e he be ley 
me 
William T W. tson, do solemnly swear on the Holy Ev: 
Gua that I will Sapper’ the . of the State of re 


stand if it had appeared that the judge who had jurisdiction had me God 


vacated the seat, and that a mere intruder, not in any manner 
eee the function, sat upon the bench, signed 

e judgment roll, and rendered judgment. Such a judgment 
=< aes would be an actual nullity and could be collaterally 
attacked. 

In an illustration the other day in this debate this case was com- 
pared to an alien sitting upon a jury and voting. Let us make 
the comparison more exact. It is not the case of an alien or one 
sitting constantly. Watson has not been sitting for thirty days. 
Suppose a jury of 12is called; they sit and hear the evidence in part, 

long trial, as long as the trial that was had in producing this 

e ee 

0 ; upon , one of the jurors sho 
— excused, both counsel sat by and said nothing; recognize the 


I. William T. Watson, do solemnly swear on the Evangels 
God that I wi 5 the dation of the afia ae of the State of 
Delaware with fidelity. So help me God. 

That was an adjudication, in their presence by them, so far as 
their conduct could make it, that he was pear i upon a new 
and different office and was no longer a member of the senate. 
After they went there the senate dropped his name from the roll, 
they elected another presiding officer, and every day when the 
roll was called to vote on the question of electing a United States 
Senator Watson’s name was not called. If judgment can be ren- 
dered by the joint assembly and by the senate sitting in joint 
assembly by their conduct, here was the most solemn declaration 


on the part of the senate in joint assembly that William T. Wat- 


son was not a member of the 
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Tt was not one adjudication on but every week day from the 
9th day of April to the 9th day of May, and on some days man 
times a day, did this voting go on, and as often as it went on eac 
time the joint assembly and the senate adjudged as solemnly as 
such a performance can be, an adjudication that William T. Wat- 
son was not a member of the senate and had no right to vote. 

If the adjudication of the Senate of Delaware upon this subject 
is to be binding upon the Senate of the United States, then we 
have the adjudication over and over and over again; not merely in 
the heat and excitement of a fighting contest at the closing day, 
but deliberatively week after week, that Mr. Watson was governor 
and not senator. But, Mr. President, the Senate of the United 
States also has power to adjudge of the qualification and election 
of its own members, and in the duty of exercising that power 
mer have the right to determine the legality of every legislature 
and every legislator. 

The duty of the United States Senate is not performed by merely 
asking the State of Delaware or its legislature or any branch of 
its government what it decides as to its constitution or what it 
has decided. The oe, pero elects the United States Senator. 
Its right and duty end there. Our right and duty begin there, to 
determine whether that election is a constitutional one; that it 
wasa fair election; that it was an election by the legislature within 
its duty and its function. We can not say what is a constitutional 
election without deciding upon that constitution and construing 
it for ourselves and determining every branch of it that is within 
our duty. We can not say what is an election by the legislature 
without inquiring who is the legislature and in determining that 
fact. We must decide not only which of two bodies may be the 
legislature, but who are the lawful components of it. That is, 
we have the right here to go back into the election of each and 
every member of the legislature, determine his election de novo. 
If a man has been elected a member of the legislature illegally, 
9 wrongfully, fraudulently, it is our duty in the exer- 
cise of our power to weed him out from the legislature which 
sends a Senator here. 

The Senator from Mississip pe ht GEORGE] has read at great 

1 the case of Potter vs. bins (Taft, 94) and spent agreat 

deal of time in pss pay the different statesmen who took part 

in that decision, and yet when asked what the real object in read- 
ing it was, and if it does not simply establish the fact that the 

Senate of the United States would have the right to determine 

between two bodies which was the genuine legislature, he answers 

es, that that was the point of the decision. It is not only not 
disputed on this side, but it is one of the chains in the argument 
which we make, that the Senate of the United States have the 
right, where there are two distinct legislatures, each claiming to 
be the lawful one, to determine which, in the opinion of the Sen- 


ate, is the lawful one, and in exercising that right the Senate of S 


the United States may differ from the supreme court of the State 
from which that legislature came. There is nothing in the Con- 
stitution of the United States that says in any manner that the 
Senate of the United States is bound by the decision of the judges 
of the State or the lawyers of the State or anybody else in the 
State. In every case where there is a conflict between two legis- 
latures this y must be the ultimate tribunal and when a seat 
of a United States Senator is at stake, and in determining that 
question it may be that it will be necessary to determine the 
proper election of some one person. 

it be conceded for the sake of the argument, and that only, that 
this body could not go into the details of the election of any mem- 
ber of the legislature where there is a conflict as to the legislature, 


yet in case of conflict between two legislatures, if the determination | POS 


of that question would say which was the rightful legislature, it 
would be within the power and duty of this body to inquire into 
the election of one member of it. this is certainly within the 
implications of the case of Potter vs. Robbins. It was also held 
by the courtin the celebrated cases between Governor Garcelon and 
the supreme court of the State of Maine. (See Answer of Judges, 
70 Maine.) There two bodies each claimed to be the legislature, 
each set up ae that each house shall be the judge of its own 
e 


membership, vernor had r ized one y as the law- 
ful legislature; another body had out contesting that claim, 
and the appeal was made to the supreme court by question for 


them to answer, and the supreme court of Maine were just as 
much prevented from determining the ee boa any par- 
ticular member of the legislature as the Senate of the United States 
is. The inhibition was just as broad there as here, but for the 
sake of determining which of these bodies was lawfully elected the 
supreme court deemed it their dutyand proper to examine the re- 
turns, details of election of the different members, and to deter- 
mine that certain ones were lawfully elected and certain others 
were unlawfully elected, and that same power would be within 
the scope and duty of this Senate. 1 

If the constitution fixed a definite number of the legislature—as 
all constitutions do, the constitution of Delaware fixing 30—and it 
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shall = agar acrowd of 34 or 45 have been electing a Senator, 
it is wi the scope and duty of this Senate to say that that bod 

was not a legislature. It is not denied, but has been admitted 
here, that the Senate of the United States could determine which 
isthe 5 and what is the legislature. They can determine 
here under that clause that 45 persons are not the legislature, and 
they would not be required in that determination, in case there 
was a vote of 45 persons for United States Senator, to say that 
they reject the illegal spe There may have been a legitimate 80 
who had voted; it would be our duty to protect that exercise of that 
right. It must follow, then, as a part of our right and duty to 
determine which is the legal legislature and select out that part 
of it which is the illegal branch of the legislature, to determine, 
as the chairman of the committee said, whether there is an office 
vacant or not; to determine if any extra votes were cast, and 
who had d the place and tried to exercise the office to 
which they were not elected or entitled. Here we are determining 
whether there was a vacant office in this thirtieth place. We have 
the same right as to this thirtieth place as if there had been 15 


a. 

The constitution of the State of Delaware providing and desig- 
nating the speaker as the person who shall become governor, and 
that he shall cease to be speaker, it is our duty to protect our own 
membership and our own rights, to select out of those 30 offices 
that were being voted any illegal place. The constitution of Del- 
aware so provides that upon this contingency there were but 29 
in the 5 It is our duty to see that there are but 29 votes 
cast and but 29 votes had the right to be cast for the office of Sen- 
ator. We must select that 29; we must determine who the legal 
legislature were, what were the legal offices, legal holders, and 
strike out the illegal office of the thirtieth. In doing that we put 
our hand upon the record; we need not go behind the pects to 
see who the ill voter was. We discover that there were but 
29 persons entitled to vote, and we discover from the record that 
the person eron mng the illegal right was William T. Watson, and 
that he was c r Edward Ridgley. Casting him out, as it 
is our duty to do, Mr. Du Pont got à majority of the votes of this 
joint assembly and is entitled to his seat here. 

Mr. LER. I desire to speak upon the resolution, but 
prefer not to go on to gbi Therefore I ask that the resolution 
may go back upon the Calendar, and Ishall request that it be taken 
up at the conclusion of the routine business to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaALLINGER in the chair), 
That order will be made. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, stating that a de- 
ficiency appropriation of $100,000 is needed to complete the United 

tates court-house and post-office building at Omaha, Nebr., 
ich Wen refered to the Oommatites te Appeopriations, 
purpose; which was ; e Committee on ropriatio 
and ordered to be printed. 3 oye 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, stating that a deficiency appropriation of 
$116, is needed to complete the United States post-office and 
court-house building at Kansas City, Mo., and recommending that 
this amount be appropriated for that paspo which was referred 
to the Committee on 3 and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, ranig that. a deficiency appro riation 
of $355,000 is imperatively needed to complete the Uni States 
t-office building at Washington, D. C., as at present designed, 
and that a deficiency 5 of $115,000 additional, maki 
a total of $470,000, will be hn big for the completion of th 
building if an independent light and power plant is to be sup- 
plied therein, and recommending that this amount be appropri- 
ated for that purpose; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN RESERVATION, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, the title of which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to open for public entry all that certain 

rt of the public domain in the State of Utah known as the 

ncompahgre Indian Reservation. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it the desire of the Senate 
that the unfinished business shall be laid aside informally? 

Mr. CANNON. 1 desire, if possible, to go on with the unfin- 
ished business. It has been pending here for nearly three 


weeks—— 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the Senator from Utah will 
yield for a motion to 8 It is late. z 
Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senate to pass a very short bill, 
that will not take a minute. : 


and recommending 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah [Mr. 
oma has the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask the Senator from Utah to 


yield to me that I may submit a motion to adjourn. 

Mr GRAT 5 session. 

CA A ill yi or ` 

Mr. MITCHELL of fireman: Very 1 [move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. k 

Mr. FAULKNER. I understand the Senator from Oregon is 
willing to withdraw the motion temporarily. ; 

Mr. CHELL of Oregon. I withdraw it temporarily. 


ST. JOSEPH’S CATHOLIC CHURCH, AT MARTINSBURG, W. VA. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 435) for the relief of the trustee of St. Joseph's 
Catholic Church, at Martinsburg, W. Va. : 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the 

mmittee on Claims with an amendment, in line 8, after the word 

“full,” to strike out the words of rent and damages”; so as to 
make the bill read: 


authorized and directed to y to Bishop Augustine Vandebyver, trustee o! 
St. Joseph's Catholic Church, at Martinsburg, W. Va., out of any moneys in 
the not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2, 

in full for the use and occupation of 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. > 4 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time. and passed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of on. Irenew my motion. 

Mr. CANNON. Let the Chair lay the ished business before 
the Senate, so that it may remain pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business was 
laid before the Senate, and the Chair is under the impression that 
it was laid aside temporarily. ag 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; I simply want to have it retain its 


lace. 

x The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 8 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
April 14, 1896, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 13, 1896. 
CONSUL-GENERAL, 

Fitzhugh Lee, of Virginia, to be 8 of the United 

States at Habana, Cuba, vice Ramon O. Williams, ed. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

William H. Fowle, of Virginia, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the Sixth district of wena, vice Fitzhugh Lee, this day 
nominated as consul-general at Habana. : 

ASSISTANT ENGINEERS IN THE NAVY. 

John P. J. Ryan, a citizen of New York; John R. Morris, a citi- 

zen of Missouri, and Chester Wells, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to 


be assistant engineers in the Navy, in acco: ce with the pro- 
visions of public resolution No. 30, approved March 20, 1896, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 13, 1896, 
POSTMASTERS. 


William E. Miller, to be postmaster at Mason City, in the county 
of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa. 
Bernard Indlekofer, to be postmaster at Weston, in the county 
a OE NE penne ton, tho coat t 
omas M. Greene, to at Tifton, e county o 
Berrien and State of Georgia. z 
Israel K. Deckard, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county 
eee 
8 ey, a on, e county o: 
p and Stat o Pohio, aate tT City, in the oe 
g $ r at Tennessee in coun 
of 8 and State ot Tennessee. ZEA 8 5 
errier, to postmaster yette, coun 
Fulton and State of Ohio. ty 


William O. Wallace, to be postmaster at Glenwood, in the county 
of Pope and State of Minnesota. 

Alfred G. Rodgers, to be postmaster at Wymore, in the county 
of Gage and State of Nebraska. 

Charles S. Millen, to be postmaster at King City, in the county 
of Gentry and State of Missouri. 

Francis Simonds, to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the county 
of Pike and State of Missouri. 

Louis Schuknecht, to be postmaster at Mayville, in the county of 
Dodge and State of Wisconsin. 

Mathias Melchior, to be 1 at Ahnapee, in the county 
of Kewaunee and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 18, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. CoupDEN. - 

Tho Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved 


JOHN RUHM, SR. 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1882) for 
the relief of John Ruhm, sr., of Nashville, Tenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to par, out of gogoe in the Treasury not other- 
ap ted, to John Ruhm, sr., of Nashville, Tenn., late United States 
district attorney for the middle district of Tennessee, the sum of $295, for serv- 
ices rendered the United States in the case of the State of Tennessee for the 
use of the United States against W.J. Hill and others, and other cases. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask for some 
explanation of the bill. $ i 

. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, pending the right to object, I 
should like to hear the a read. 

The report (by Mr. DR Witt) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on having under consideration the bill R. 
for the relief ot Ichn Ruben’ uhm, ST., of Nashville, Tenn., report the —— back t 
the ee with the recommendation that it do pass with the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out in line 8 of the bill the words "and ninety-five”; so that the bill 
will read the sum of $200 for services rendered the United States,” ete. 

It ap from the proof in this case that John R Sr., was United 
States ict attorney for the middle district of Tennessee for some years 
Ape to 1894, when, on February 1 of said year, he retired from said office, 

e had received his maximum emolument up to and including the calendar 

ear of 1893, and for services rendered by him for the month of January, 

894, there was allowed by the Attorney-General the sum of $405, the maxi- 


mum being 5 
Of this sum of allowed him he was paid the sum of The re 


$200 was allowed for services in the cause of the State of Tennessee for the use 
of the United States. J. sh z sure cause was 
ended Feb 1, 1894, the day on which General Ruhm retired from office. 
The Attorney eral, in a eying General Ruhm's account of $200 for fees 
in this case, placed $100 for the 1892 and $100 for the fiscal year 1898. 
These amounts were disallowed by the Comptroller for the reason that the 
attorney had received his maximum compensation for those years. 

While it 1 that the services for which this $200 was allowed were 
rendered in , 1893, and in January, 1894, at which time the cause in which 
they were ealmed was ended, your committee is g the opinion that the fees 
were not due until the termination of the suit, 3 1, 1804, and the 
attorney not having received his maximum emolument for January, 1894, that 
this sum of should be paid him and not charged back to the years 
1892 and 1 for which years his emolument account had reached its maxi- 
mum and had been cl 


Mr. HOPKINS. Was the service for which this bill proposes 
reimbursement rendered in 1892 or 1893? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Ruhm went out of office in 
February, 1894. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then, as Iunderstand the cir egy he was paid 
the maximum allowed United States seers or 1892 and 1893? 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. This case not been settled. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But the service was rendered and he was paid 
as he went along. 

Mr. McoCALL of Tennessee. Not for this case. The rule of 
the De ent is that fees are not allowed to district attorneys 
until cases in which they are earned are terminated. This 
gentleman went out of office in January, 1894, and for the month 
when this case was disposed of he did not earn his maximum fee, 
and that was the only month in which he did not earn it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I understand, then, thatthe maximum fee is 
allowed in each case and not on the gross amount of the business 
of the office? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. So much on each case. The At- 
torney-General recommends the payment of this claim. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I withdraw my objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, Is there further objection? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to know why the Depart- | full 


ment did not allow this claim? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. The Department did make the 
allowance. The Attorney-General allowed the claim, but in the 
settlement of the account for January, 1894, the Comptroller, i in- 
stead of paying the full amount allowed by the Attorney-General, 

jgant Mr. Ruhm $200, and arbitrarily charged him with $100 for 
year 1892 and $100 for 1893, the years for which he had received 
his maximum fees. I have a letter from the Attorney-General 
= payment. 
Is there objection to the present consideration 


There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended in the second paragraph of the 
1 Was agreed to. 

e bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill as amended was passed was laid 
on the table. 

A MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the sce ai Sa of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6248) making appro- 

ions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
he Government for the — year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
other purposes; had receded from its amendment numbered 102; 
FTT the bill disagreed to 
8 tives; had asked a further conference 
the House on the disagreeing 3 of the two Houses 
FFT Mr. TELLER, and Mr. 
COCKRELL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


UNITED STATES COURTS AT MISSISSIPPI CITY. 
Mr. DENNY. Mr. 8 , [ask unanimous consent for the 
tconsideration of the bill (H. R. 8043) to amend chapter 58 


presen 
of the Revised Statutes, an act to provide for holding terms 
of the United States ne Mississi ppd City. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit etc., That cha: 58 of the Revised Statu: an act to 
provide for h ‘terms of vpn giao pega 2 
proved April 4, so amended as to insert the word 


and where the pond or © Mississip pi City” occur in sections 1, 2, 3, and 4 of 
said act. 


ANEAN Is there objection to the present consideration 
5 
Mr. DENNY. Speaker, the committee recommend certain 
1... ALE TANGIA Sika tober ANDIDE, 
The amendments were read, as follows: 
Strike out the words 8 ihe Bovisa — being; ta Tae 8, 


anil insert in Hou thereof the “the act entitled.” 
Strike out the word “insert,” feline k and insert in neu thereof the word 


“substitute.” 

Strike out the words and where,” in line 7. 

Strike out all of 3 insert in lieu thereof the words “wherever the 
same may occur in said act. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
3 was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
ly read the third time, and passed. 
4 he ti e was amended by striking therefrom the words - chap- 
ter 58 of the Revised Statutes, being.” 
On motion of Mr. DENNY, a motion to reconsider the vote by | r 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


RITA STINE. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. er, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the t consideration of the bill (H. R. 2813) granting 
a ion to Stine, amounting to $20 per month. 


e bill was read, as follows: 


it aare etc., hanger the Semey of ne i St be, — he is ge 
orized directed to name tine, of Memphis, 
= and pes orphan —— W. Stine, late lieutenant of 
ong ary 5 first Missouri Vi Voluntoor try, upon the pension roll, 
Rita Stine be allowed a pension of $20 per month. 


“The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
right to object pending an explanation. 
£ Missouri. I will ask to have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, ee 


CVVT 


2313 Bita 
daughter of . Leutonant 
first Missouri olunteers, at the rate of $20 per mon 


company, First 1 Missouri ey. 5 
to Compan: pay — eee Infan 12, ee 
to second Heutenant uly 29, 1802, and as first lie 1863, and 

The ——< o owe that Rita —.—— a . — 


8641. 
Seal of the soldier, has been 
that her limbs are now en 


honorably mustered out and 


trom hydroce 
Sort ont ot ates 3 d and requires 
care and attention. 
r mother died about 1883 from overwork and exhaustion in caring for 

and lifting this helpless invalid T hang a y E ape, eater Her 55 
soldier in Fe since then his has been ex- 

hausted in paying ng at the rate FF ol his 
0 aughter. 

"On Mare March 7, 1893, there was onl 33 and since 


and ne m En 
Mo., the remainder necessar 8 provide 
for Rita Stine She She bas 2 — relatives living—an uncle in uri and a 
Ain vier of all the fects stated, which are th — angi 
iow e —— sup and shown 
reliable commit A end 


y, your tee belie child should not 
be turned into the poorhouse . 
wor recommend that ce bill be amended by striking out the word 


twenty, i thereof, and 
that the title of the bill be amended by striking out all after the word “ Stine,” 
and as amended that the bill do pass. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wish to ask the gentleman 
why this bill has not been considered at a Friday night session, in 
Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Simply because we have not been 
able to reach it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What circumstances 
demand the consideration of it to-day? Why 5 pon it not take the 
regular order? Why do you not laya it considered at a Friday 


night session? 
777700000000 ͤ DARUI Comins Adar: 
v case and o a 0 v. 
r. BARTLETT of New Y 


Ë New York. pong nemo this bill to 
F of this person? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. e object is to relieve the invalid 


daughter of an old soldier from the pauper's position she now 
occupies. 

Me BARTLETT of New York. Is not the object to relieve 

of Missouri. No, sir; I do not reside in the county 


3 county from supporting her? 
at 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Well, to relieve the county in 
popes she resides from the burden of supporting her. Is not that 

e object? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No, sir. The object is to relieve the 
invalid daughter of a worthy soldier who lost his life in conse- 
quence of his services to his country—to keep her out of the poor- 


house. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does the gentleman take the 
position that every helpless daughter of a soldier must be sup- 
ported by the Government? 

CLARK of Missouri. Itake exactly that 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No matter 
are in the ESRAS 

Mr. 5 Missouri. There is not a doubt on the subject 
in my min 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended in the Was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed an: read a third time. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from New York inquires in 

to this idiotic or z permanently helpless child 
. BARTLETT of New York. I beg to correct the gentle- 
man. m did not use the term ‘‘idiotic.” 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, oe is a permanently helpless child, 
and the case comes within the general law except that she did 
not apply before she was 16 years of age, That is the case as I 
remem ber it. 

ue 7 5 of oo aoe r nee 

KLER. gener: w is, t raked peer gs y help- 
less or idiotic or insane child of a soldier i is recei a pension 
before 12 years of age, it continues to receive it through life, but 
the must have begun before that age. The intention of 
the law is to cover the cases of permanently helpless or indiotic 
or insane children and those only, and the Government has come 
up to the point of saying, under the general law, that such chil- 
dren shall receive $12 a month while they continue in that condi- 
tion. That is all there is in this bill, but this helpless child of a 
soldier is not able to come within the general law on account of 


er age. 

Mr} BARTLETT of New York. I would like to know, Mr. 
12 — why we have this speech from the gentleman from South 
Dakota? I did not object tothe bill, nor did any gentleman object, 
and it was about to go through. 


tion. 
ow many there 


1896. 


Mr. PICKLER. Well, I thought from the gentleman’s state- 
ment that the House might get a wrong impression as to the 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair sug that the amendment which 
has been ado’ ted fixes the rate at 7 instead of $12. 

Mr. of Missouri. That 1 just the amount to which 
her father was entitled. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not desire that there should be 
any misunderstanding as to what the bill provided. 


e bill was 
On motion Mr. CLARK of Missouri, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was was laid on the table. 

The title of the bill was amended by striking out all after the 


name Stine.“ 


VESSELS PROPELLED BY GAS, FLUID, NAPHTHA, OR ELECTRIC 
MOTORS. 


Mr, BENNETT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1046) providing for certain 3 
for vessels propelled by gas, fluid, naphtha, or electric motors. 

The bill was read. 


Mr. LOUD. I may be in favor of this bill, but I could not hear 
enough of if as to understand what it is, and I listened as 
attentively as I could. 

The SP . The House will bein order. The Clerk will 

in read the bill. i 
e bill was in read. 
pin) . of New York. I wish to ask my colleague 


ant Pal ei the intent of this bill is not to oblige 

Raph Taane Leg to eop ploy 3 URES ee 

NNE o; it is not. It speciall vi naph- 

tha launches above 15 tons burden run for 1 8 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It would appl 

Mr. 1 Only those that are run Sent 


oe as fe 
BARTLETT of New York. Well, I object. 
STRATTON H. BENSCOTER. 


Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8771) for the relief of Stratton H. Ben- 


scoter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
it 
eee n Satie seniors of court-martial 
ton H. Benscoter, of Company I, Ninth Iowa Cavalr 
erent him o honorable Gohan Seams the said 
December 

Mr. LACEY. As the report is somewhat voluminous, I think a 
brief statement by the gentleman from New York [Mr. MOCLEL- 
LAN] would be all that is needed to make the matter understood. 

. McCLELLAN. I think the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Lacey] who introduced the bill would be better qualified to make 
the statement. As I remember the facts, this soldier, toward the 
close of the war, was in a billiard room and was approached by his 
officer, who was wearing citizen's clothes, who was not in uniform. 
= officer cursed Nae 1 ee eee 

similar language. officer charges against 80 
dier, who was thereupon court-martialed. He was 5 young. 
He made no defense. He did not know enough to makea defense. 
So he was convicted and sentenced, and in consequence thereof 
was dishonorably discharged from the Army. The officers who 
constituted the court-martial have united in petitioning that the 
sentence be set aside, and that ee ee onorable 
discharge. The case is a very clear one, and the committee re- 

T 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is it the object of this bill to 
give the man a pension? 

Mr. LACEY. The object is to give him an honorable discharge. 
That is all there is in it. He was dishonorably di in con- 
ba Sat of the finding of the court-martial. 

ere being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
ok read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 

Onn moton OF Ms: LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
‘was laid on the table, 


ice, said 


E. R. SHIPLEY. 

Mr. TRACEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 67) for the relief of E. R. Shipley. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to hear some ex- 
planation of this bill. 

Mr. TRACEY. I will 5 an explanation. Let me 
state, in the first place, that this comes from the Senate, where 
it has been three or four times. I believe this is the fourth 
time it has sent here from that body. It has been reported | ha 
favorably by every committee to which it has ever been referred 
in either House. 

The facts are simply these: Mr. Shipley was a postmaster, and 
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nis One es See by burglars and one package of 
ve ee rinon — ET 3 
un W,. pal 3 the post-office 
amount of mone be contained in the 
J 
m Ww not thus ve re- 

8 g 
Mr. LOUD. Has there been any report on this case by the post- 

office authorities? 

Mr. TRACEY. There has been a favorable report on the bill 
some half a dozen times. It has passed the Senate three or four 


7 een that has examined it. It is now on 
rted favorably by the House committee. 
mmittee 


wer is ris righ 


t co it come from? 
Tho SPEAKER The Chair su to the tleman from 
Missouri [Mr. TRACEY] that the official copy of Senate bill is 


not at the desk. 

Mr. TRACEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I should like to have the 
House take up the House bill and substitute the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The trouble is, the Senate bill is not-here. 

Mr. TRACEY. Then I should like to have the House bill taken 
up. I do not know why the Senate bill is not here. It passed the 
Senate on the 5th of March. 

The SPEAKER. It was, no doubt, referred to a committee in 
= natural course. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Missouri 
that it will further his business if he will wait until the commit- 
ee the Senate bill. Then it can be taken up some morning 
and passed. 

55 I understood the committee had reported the 
Mr. DINGLEY. At any rate it does not seem to be at hand 


- | just now. 


Mr. TRACEY. I did not know it had not been reported. 
Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman will not further the matter, 
mets onl ee it, by having the House bill passed. 
Then I withdraw my proposition for the 


Pro 
GEORGE ALCOTT. 
Mr. LEIGHTY. Mr. S , I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2412) to remove the charge 


of desertion now standing against George Alcott on the rolls of 
the War Department. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
cted, etc., That the Secretary of W. here rized 
aad Sirectod fo. ca from the rolls anid records of the Wark Department cons 
t w t 
© charge of desertion no’ One hundred and ee George A oe te 


a private in Company C, One hun: 
Volunteer Infantry, and to him an pag BoA ey to —.— date 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 


9 Se i 
Mr ; Has this bill been considered ata Friday night 
session 
Mr. LEIGHTY. It has not been. 
Mr. TALBERT. I reserve the right to object until the report 
is read or a statement made. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I suggest that the report be 
read from the desk, as I may interpose an 5 even if the 
gentleman from South Carolina declines to do so. 
The report 8 FENTON) was read, as follows: 
to whom was referred the — oe 


2412) to the of deserti standing t George Alcott 
remove € ion now 
on > Femove the chargo of des 5 


2 — having Sonal 


1 2 Eaa oa their commands; 
should ei remain in Indianapolis or return to his home, and that he would 
be — * when wanted. SORR was not notified, and was not present when his 


evidence su adap g v Š 5 of his regiment seems to 
“Bho following s the repart in the case from the Record and Pension Omen 
to Senator Manderson: 


e ee ee ee . 
com ce vo pithy toa fora 
et the reocrd in. the ease ot George Alcott, late ber of Company O, One 
hundred and fifty-second olunteers, I ny ole es —— 
ol. War to inform you as follows: 
“ The official records show this soldier to have been enrolled Fe 
see 145 6 ‘have peen granted seed he twenty Cape 
0 27 ap ve been a twen 
roe Mailing to rejoin his command npon its expiration, . 
u., 


e Banas peli 8 
ced Absent, deserted; left Summit Geen a., May 
* 805, on m twenty da days "furlough, pet never returned.’ is regarded as 


Y Mo following isa 00 of the testimony heretofore submitted to the 
aay e wing is a synopsis o application fi for TOVE Of the chacas oF Ge: 


Under date of October 8, 1890, the soldier testified that he received a 


15, 
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furlough for twenty days from Ma: e tion he re- 
— to the — ‘cers at . Ind., on June 18, tor trans- 
portation to regiment, but which was refused him for the reason, as the 
officers all 8 t they received orders not to forward any more men 
as the war ended and regiments were about to return to be mustered 
out; that the said officers his name and post-office address, and directed 
him to either remain in Indianapolis or to return to his home, and they would 
inform him when to return for muster out; that his t came back and 
was mustered out without his knowledge, the said officers having failed to 
notify him; that he would have rejoined his regiment had he not been pre- 
vented from doing so by the officers in power and command at Indianapolis. 

There is no record of the man at e eee su 

“George E. Young, late lieutenant and adjutant, and P; 
late — —— Company C, One hundred and fifty-second I 
under dates of October $ and 9, png aad af testified that upon their arri 
home at the close of the war they learned tha 


to May 1, 1865. amounted to a less period than 
of reportin 2 


tion po g at Indianapolis and of being rtation is not 
borne ou by the reco! favorable action can not be taken under the law, 
cation must be denied.’ 


and the a 
a Robert oore, under date of March 1, 1 testified that he remembered 
meeting the soldier on the morning in which he said he was going to his 
ent from his furlough; that he (affiant) met the soldier at 
as he started, and remembered distinctly what he told affiant, who had eve 
n to believe that he told the truth, as he had 


reaso on knapsack, etc., and 
now, and he has 45 * reputation.“ 
James Collins ed, 12, , that he was a member of Company 


©, One hundredth Indiana Volunteers, and that about June, 1865, while re- 
turning to his command from furlough, he met the soldier, also on furlough, 
at Ind., the soldier declaring that he was ing to Indianapolis for 
the purpose of rejoining his command, to which affiant accompanied 


“This affiant (Collins) corroborated the soldier's testimony as to reporting 
to the officers at Indiana for transportation to his regiment, end t the 
refusal of the officers to furnish it, on the ground that hisregiment was about 
to return to be mustered out. 

“Collins, as a member of Company C, One hundredth Indiana Voluntee: 
entered the general hospital at Indianapolis on May 17, 1865, and was muste 
out there June 13, 1865, on an individual muster-out roll. 

“On April 15, 1890, the Department held that the additional testimony pre- 
sented did not warrant a reversal of the former adverse decision, and the 
application was again denied. 

Since that date the status of the soldier has not been changed by the intro- 
dete —— hese oni > F. C. AINSWORTH 

“Ve à . O. 5 
23i sf . and Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 

“Hon. CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 

“United States Senate.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. I submit that we have every Friday after- 
noon ee 1 * of ad eee = — They ought 
to rought up re; y and we o no exceptions. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope my friend from South Carolina will 
waive the rule in this case, 

Mr. TALBERT. I will not object to this. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LEIGHTY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


PINTSCH COMPRESSING COMPANY, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 5790) to permit the Pintsch Compressing Com- 
pany to lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington, 

e bill was read, as follows: 


sq city, per on to la 
of the gas manufactured at its plant for the per of lg go light to 
mail cars and the puosc he United States Light- House 
8 ts said city — 1 Washin; to wit: 


Potomac Railroad depot; also contin’ 
west, and thence along Third street to 
north to First street west, thence along First 
and thence along Indiana avenue to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad de 
and across nth and E streets to the yards of the Southern - 
way; also from their said plant or station along nth-and-a-haif street 


southwest, or along such other street or streets as upon, to the Poto- 
mac River; that said pipe lines shall be laid under the direction of the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia. 


Sexo. 2. That said Pintsch Compressing Company shall furnish said Com- 
mission with bond or bonds or such other secu as they may 
guarantee the strict com: ce with the permit t may be gran 
3 and to insure the complete restoration of all pavements and other 
public or private property disturbed in laying said pipe line as aforesaid. . 


The Committee on the District of Columbia recommend the 
adoption of the following amendment: 


SEC. 3. That said Pintsch 8 Company shall also lower or relay 
any K o so by said Commissioners by reason of a 


uire to 
said 


to 
of the streets or the construction of any public works 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to offer two amendments so as to cor- 
rect clerical errors in the bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 9, strike out the words!“ 
and in line 2, in sectii 
“ Commissi: 


postal mail”; so as to read, “ railwa: 8 
oners.“ 4 


on 2, strike out the word commission an 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; andit was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

TAXES AND TAX SALES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 4149) in relation to taxes and tax sales in the 
District of Columbia. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important bill 

Mr. DOCKERY. Exceedingly. 

Mr. DALZELL (continuing). And should properly be consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole. I ask unanimous consent that 
it be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why not in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, we will accomplish the same end. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULICK. I would like to have the report read. It is not 
lengthy, and embodies the amendment recommended by the com- 

i 


mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now open for general debate, and 
if the 3 desires it, the report can be read as a part of his 
remarks. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This bill now, Mr. 5 8 is being consid- 
ered in the House as in Committee of the ole. Iwould like to 
ask if that would not require the bill to be rege paragraphs for 
debate and amendment under the five-minute rule after the gen- 
eral debate is concluded? 

The SPEAKER. It will have to be considered by paragraphs, 
just as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HULICK. In view of the suggestion that has just been 
made, and as this bill must be considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, I ask consent to withdraw the bill for the 
pons as there are other matters from the committee which may 

disposed of without discussion, and we can take this up after- 


wards. 

The SPEAKER. It can be done by unanimous consent. With- 
out objection, the bill will be laid aside to be called up under the 
same conditions hereafter. 

There was no objection. 

CONTESTED ELECTION, GOODWYN VS. COBB. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wisconsin 
yields to me for a moment to make an announcement, and also a 
request with reference to the case of Goodwyn vs. Cobb. Itseems 
that owing to the illness of a gentleman on the minority of the 
committee he has not been able to prepare the minority report, 
which was to have been handed in on Saturday, but be able 
to prepare it and hand it in on Wednesday. On account of the 
delay occasioned in this manner it is agreed that the case shall be 
called up for hearing before the House on Tuesday of next week, 
and that each side shall have three hours for the purpose of sub- 
mitting their views. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from New York desires unani- 
mous consent that the views of the minority in the case mentioned 
may be filed on Wednesday next. The gentleman also asks that 
this case be called up for consideration on Tuesday next and that 
three hours’ debate on each side be allowed, after which the vote 
will be taken. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, JOHNSTON VS. STOKES, SEVENTH DIS- 
TRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on Elections No. 3, presented 
the report of the Committee on Elections No. 3in the contested- 
election case of Thomas B. Johnston vs. J. William Stokes, from 
the Seventh Congressional district of the State of South Carolina; 
wee was ordered to be printed, and referred to the House Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. JENKINS. In connection with this report, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the minority have ten days in which to pre- 
sent their views. 

Mr. DALZELL. Is not that too long a time? . 

Mr. JENKINS. I will m that uest, at the his, nae 
of some gentlemen here, and will ask that the minority have an 


opportunity to file their views without fixing the time. 
R I should like to ask the gentleman if there 
has been an ent with the minority in respect to this case? 
Mr. S. It was understood that the minority should 


have time to present their views. - It was hoped that it could be 
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done inside of ten days, but gentlemen whose views I respect very 
much say that time is too long. je 
Mr. RY. No representative of the minority seems to 


be present. 
e SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman propose? 
2 S JENKINS, I will say, for the present, five days, Mr. 
er. 

Ar. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman, was there 
not some understanding when the gentleman from South Carolina 
pe 3 went away as to the time in which the report would 

su 


understand the gentleman to say there was none, 2 
Mr. JENKIN; 8. Not with reference to the presentation of the 


report. 

Fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin . JEN- 
KINS] asks that the minority have five days in which to present 
their views. Is there objection? A 

Mr. DALZELL. I suggest that three days is 8 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwill say to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that the gentleman from South Carolina px STOKES] is 
absent, and he made the statement to me before he left that the 
time had been extended, as I understood him, almost indefinitely, 
for him to remain away, and that he expects to be gone some two 


weeks. 
= DALZELL. The leave could be extended only by the House, 
of course. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The committee could agree not to take 
up the case, of course? 
Mr. HOPKINS. That sort of delay would defeat the very 
cheek for which the three Committees on Elections were estab- 
ed. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. _Isuggest that the gentleman from Illinois 
certainly does not wish to attempt to override any agreement 
made with the gentleman? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Nobody knows anything about the agreement, 
except the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RIC DSON. That is sufficient, if I know it. I made 
the suggestion to the gentleman from Pe lvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] in view of the statement made to ET the tleman 
from South Carolina, who, I know, went away with 
standing. 5 

Mr. DALZELL. Of course I would not undertake to interfere 
with any agreement that has been made with the committee, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That was all I was suggesting. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, confirmatory of the remarks of the 

entleman from Tennessee, I will suggest that the records of the 
Frouse show that the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. STOKES] 
has leave of absence for ten days. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is no reason why there should be ten 
days’ delay in the presentation of a report on a contested-election 
case—sim) iy because the gentleman goes away. 

Mr. RIC! DSON. It is the contestee himself who is away. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposition that the 
minority have five days in which to file their views? 

Mr. DALZELL. I object. 

ANTON GLOETZNER. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 6104) 
for the relief of Anton Gloetzner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


t under- 


and that all forfeitures incurred by force of said 
estate be, and they are hereby, remitted 
Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have some explanation of that bill. 
Mr. HULICK. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. HULICK) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6104) for the relief of Anton Gloetzner, have given consideration to the 
same and recommend its 8 

The benefi under this bill has resided in the District of Columbia for 
more than twen 
tion of bei 
government of the District. H 
rance of the law 1 8 
1 being advised of his disability in this respect, he filed his 
application me a citizen of the United States. 

e claims that through inadvertence he failed to become a citizen, and not 
through any desire to retain or hold allegiance to any Torei A ar gge 
P oe affidavit of Mr. Gloetzner is herewith made a part report, as 

‘ollows: 
“ DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 88! 


such continuously since September, 1873. I was born in Bav; Germany, 
September, and have 


lum 


ecessary steps to summer 

to the existence of the law referred to, and I 5 took the initiative 
turalization, namely, the making a declaration of inten- 

tion to become a citizen of the United States, Itis = 8 follow this 
with the other steps necessary to become a citizen of the United States—a 
fan which I would have taken long since except, as already stated, through 


vertence. 
“ANTON GLOETZNER. 

“Subscribed and sworn to before me this llth day of March, A. D. 1896. 

[SEAL.] “HIRAM W. BARRETT, Notary Public.” 
Also the testimony of Fred Weiler: 
“DisTRICT OF COLUMBIA, es: 

Before me, H. W. Barrett, a e in and for the District afore- 
said, y 8 Ferdinand Weiler, who, being first duly sworn, 
deposes and says: I am a citizen of the United States and a resident of the 


Distri 
the United States Treasurer's Office. I know Anton Gloetzner, professor of 


the other necessary —.— to enable him to x 
ner is a man of unquestioned character, and I have no doubt of his honest 
purpose to become such citizen. 
“FRED WEILER. 


“ Subscribed and sworn to before me this llth day of March, A. D. 1896. 
[SEAL.] “HIRAM W. B ETT, Notary Public.” 
The Commissioners of the District recommend favorable action. 
z Er letter from the district attorney is appended as a part of this report, as 
OWS: 
“OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
“Washington, February 21, 1896. 

“t GENTLEMEN: I have considered the bill (H. R. 6104, Fifty-fourth Congress, 

first session) for the relief of Anton Gloetzner, which you referred to me 


for examination and report. 

“It would be well, I think for Congress to fy oe the act of March 3, 1887, 
restricting the ownership of real estate to the merican citizens, so far as it 
applies to the District of Columbia, and thus avoid repeated applications for 
exemption from its operation, since I do not believe the thing sought to be 
prevented by that act ever existed or is likely to exist in this District. 

“The bill to be in good form, and is herewith returned. 

“Very respectfully, 
S. T. THOMAS, 
“Attorney District of Columbia, 


e priety of repealing the act of March 
o propriety of and hence no 8 


“Hon. COMMISSIONERS, ETO.” 
TN Aa SEE TO ONICA DT. 
tion thereon is submitted. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill for the relief of Anton 
Gloetzner, which proposes to relieve property purchased by him 
from the operations of the act of March, 1887, referred to in the 
bill. Heis nota citizen of the District, but he purchased the rop- 
erty that he seeks now to have released from the operations of this 
act without knowing the disabilities under which he labored in 
regard to holding property in the District of Columbia. The 
testimony is that he is a good citizen, and that as soon as he ascer- 
tained that this disability existed, as far as his right to purchase 
or hold property is concerned, he immediately made application 
to become a citizen of the United States. He has resided in the 
District about twenty years, and he brings testimony as to his 
character and reputation as a citizen. The committee are 
unanimous in spang favorably on this bill. 

Mr. KIEFER. Has he taken out his papers? 

Mr. HULICK. He has taken out his first papers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no doubt that this bill is entirel 

roper, but I wish to call attention to a fact which I think should 

suggested, although I do not desire to make the point in this 


case 

Mr. HULICK. Very well; I should like to hear any suggestion 
from the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is that under the rule all bills in the nature 
of claims—and this is, in the nature of a claim—should go to the 
Committee on Claims. The simple fact that an applicant resides 
in the District of Columbia does not give the Committee on the 
District of Columbia jurisdiction over aclaim. I call attention to 
the fact, in order that this may not form a precedent for sending 
other private claim bills to that committee, thereby giving them 
an advan that they would not have if referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HULICK. I thank the gentleman for his suggestion. It 
will relieve the Committee on the District of Columbia from these 
bills, and we should be glad to be relieved from the duty of con- 
sidering them. A suggestion has been made by the District attor- 
ney that it is his opinion that the law of 1887 should be repealed 
so far as it applies to the District of Columbia. The committee 
have not acted upon that suggestion, but have reported in favor 
of the passage of this individual bill, without reference to the 
broad principle contained in the general bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 


it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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On motion of Mr. HULICK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


DRAINAGE OF LOTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. S. „call up the bill (H. R. 7264) to 
provide for the drainage of lots in the District of Columbia. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That each lot or subdivisional lot situated on 
any street in the District of Columbia where there is 


— yar whether water or liquid refuse of an d. except human urine 


a matter, shall flow into said sewer; and if such original lot or sub- 
divisional lot is situated on any street in said there is a public 
sewer and water such or subdivisional lot shall be 


A ed, 
on such original lot or su 8 
to be connected with a public sewer only when it has 
* officer of said that such 
the Commissioners of said District 
required by this act to be con- 
governing 
F 
uired within * 


by this act days after the re- 
shall be deemed ity of a misde- 


or to make such connections. 

4 case the owner or owners of any such lot be a nonresident or 

nonresidents of the District of Columbia, or can not be found therein, then, 

and in that case, the said Commissioners shall give noti N a agertouperg! “nr 
n 


whers shall fail lect to compl 

aforesaid within thirty days it shall be the ay An joners to 
connection to be pense be paid out of the emer- 

with necessary expense of advertisement, shall 
such lot, which tax shall be carried on the regular 

oe 5 and shall be collected in the manner pro- 


es. 
Mr. CURTIS Ea 8 1225 iy I = not non ai neces- 
to e time ouse by the ing o report, 
pan’ She it shon d be desired Ly de 3 floor. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
ask the gentleman what change in the existing law is contem- 


the same s ine case be made by the property owner. The 
bill is recommended by Judge Thomas S. Miller, of the police 
court, by the District Commissioners, by Dr. Woodward, the health 
officer of the District, and is also unanimously recommended for 
by the Committee on the District of Columbia. The health 
officer in reference to the need of such legislation, in his last re- 
port, says it has been— 
demonstrated the recent investigations which have been made to ascer- 
sams alae deen plated and e fern 
DE ORVELA OAA not be overe: 1 it remarkable in the recent 
3 for improvement in the sewer facilities ot this 
d have been said about the need for new sewers and so little about the 
importance of availing ourselves of those we already have. 


18 not think, Mr. Speaker, there can be any objection to this 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me 
that this bill requires of the property owners of the District of 
Columbia unusual and in some instances unnecessary expense. I 
notice here in the beginning the bill says— 


Now, I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill if under 
it a person ber a lot in the District of Columbia is compelled 
to connect that lot with a sewer where there is a sewer—for 
instance, in an 
the trap in the alley and then into the sewer? there must be 
in such case an independent connection with the vacant lot, if it 
8585 it is an outrage on the people of the District of 
umbia. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say this, that where any lot is 
drained it is not mired to furnish additional drai It is 
simply where standing water becomes a menace to the health of 
„ , and it is intended to provide for the drainage of 

ose lo 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, The bill, unfortunately, does 


alley, where the water naturally runs down to |. 


not say that. If it said that, there would possibly be no objection 
toit. The bill says that if it can be connected with the sewer it 
must be conn with the sewer. Now, for instance, su 
there is a lot represented by about the shape of this bill, and from 
it the water would run into the alley. T are usually sewer 
traps in the alley, and, the lot draining into the alley, the water 
runs off freely in case of showers. Under this bill, if the health 
officer or some other officer does not like the owner of that lot, he 
aor, regui hin pore poe te and ind dent connection 
with the sewer. Would not the bill fully justify that order? And 
if it does justify it, itis wrong. There is no justification for it 
in . to the public health or otherwise, and such a provision 
if enforced will ruin many a lot owner in the District of Colum- 
ie. 1 v my opinion, and I would like to have some answer 
on int. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I do not think, Mr. Speaker, it was con- 
templated by the party who drew this bill to provide for drainage 
of lots which are already drained, or on lots located and situated 
as stated by the gentleman from New Hampshire. It may be seen 
clearly that it would be impracticable to drain them where the 
slope of the lot would be in the opposite direction to the sewer. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But su in the same di- 
rection as the sewer and the rainfall nat runs off, leaving 
nostanding water whatever, then under this bill that man may be 
compeiled to make a connection with the sewer in the „While 
usually the water runs into the alley and down the alley into the 
rata traps, which are provided in nine out of ten alleys in the Dis- 

c 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman will read the bill from line 
Pit it fully sets forth all the purposes sought to be accom- 
p x 
a BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not see any answer in 

a 

Mr. BABCOCK. If you will read it you will. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Suppose you read that part 
which will be an answer to my inquiry. 

Mr. BABCOCK (reading): 


ed, N 
bbb 
lot shall be connected with a public sewer and water main or with a public 
sewer, as max be required with this act; and whenever there is no such 
building, stable, shed, pen, or place, as aforesaid, on such original lot or sub- 
divisional lot, then such lot shall be required to be connected with a public 
sewer only when it has been certified the health officer of said District 
that such is necessary to public health. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Let me call the attention of the chair- 
man of the committee to lines 14 and 15, which he omitted to 
read, in which it is expressly stated as follows: 

Provided, That the connections required to be made by this act shall be 
made under the following conditions. 

The conditions are expressly stated, and I am sure, Mr. Speaker, 
fany cover the objection of the gentleman. 

. BAKER of New Hampshire. I think the bill is still open 
to the criticism I have made, and that as drawn it would become 
a useless, unnecessary, very expensive, and unjust charge on 
many of the lot owners of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HULICK. Does not the gentleman think there is need for 
some legislation of this kind? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do. 

Mr. HULICK. What suggestion have you to make, if any, as 


to an amendment to this bill? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshi I could not suggest any 
amendment u the spur of the moment which would probably 
cover the whole subject as it ought to be covered, but I think the 
bill should apply only to such lots as contain ‘‘ pockets,” where 
water will stand and may breed disease. There should be sewer 
connections made in cases where there are human habitations or 
stables or other buildings whenever the absence of such connec- 
tions shall be found by the health officer to be injurious. But 
this bill, as I apprehend, requires everybody who owns a lot, 
whether there is standing water on it or not, or whether it is oc- 
cupied or not, at the beck and call of the Commissioners or the 
health officer, to make the connections. This is the grandest bill 
that has ever been mted in this House for the benefit of 

umbers. I certainly must object to its passage in its present 


orm. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Has not the bill been explained to the 
gentleman's satisfaction? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No, sir. 

The amendment was to. 

The question 3 on ordering the bill to a third reading, 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire asked for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 40, noes 2. 

Mr. of New Hampshire, No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER (having made a count). There are 179 members 


1896. 
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mt. The ayes have it, and the bill as amended is ordered to 
bo engrossed and read a third time. 
Tbo D WES RENA : : 
On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


UNCLAIMED FREIGHT, BAGGAGE, ETO. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. S er, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. ) to authorize and regulate the sale of 
5 Sy t, baggage, and other property in the District of 

umbia 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it te ig etc., That patie sy Seno she oye wo ffi 


nod point in ab in py a omon 5 of Columbia, s 


9 ony ae thereon 
ag peth ® arrival af cho point to which the same 
rected or transported, or after deposit as aforesaid, and the owner or person 
gine seat! the sameisconsigned, or by whom the same ‘shall have been deposited, 
deposited, notice of such arrival, or after notice to take away such property 
ted, neglect or refuse to ive the same and pay the 
for such podari to 


h freight, baggage, or o then it shall be la 
1. * * 3 at fs Raper auction, after giving 
and 


J FT 

ce: A W. a ne u e of 

Sxc. 2. That upon the ear of such carrier, verified by affidavit, to 

the supreme court of th ict of Columbia holding a special term, set- 
at thee 8 the owner or consignee of an 


ht, baggage. or other property 
er is of mea 
Foie mone 

di vid 


admit of an 


Raa 
d ee on ma the peace. 
ste. That oo residue — 2- Ar on any e sale, andes either 
first or second section of this ac r deducting the amount o 
for trans tio cost of handling and 


rage, de- 

‘oceedings to authorize the sale, 
and of 8 and sale, d paid to the owner of such freight, bag: 
gage, or other property, on di 

An amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
— in line 7, after the word ‘‘of,” the words “sixty days” 

in lieu thereof the words “six mon’ 

nr, MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, another amendment is neces- 
sary in order to conform the language of another part of the bill 
to the amendment just adopted. I move to strike ont, in line 14, 
page 2, the words sixty days” and to insert in lieu thereof the 
words six months.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MEREDITH, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SECTION 416, REVISED STATUTES, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. S. , I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4452) to amend section 416 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 410 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to the District t of Columbia, be, and the same is, amended 


mone = on suspicion of having been feloni- 

8 of crime, and for which there is no 
5 —— such Peron t 

on of any mem 


as follows. 

ASEC. 416, An or 
ously obtained, 85 — being the 
other claimant than the person 
lost property coming into 

prope: 


taking care of themselves, 
propor! clerk, to be fally 
nterested, and for Jhe ormation of the pens as to the a and 
ition of the property so taken into y by when- 
eror bt Rr mone leceased ee Contig 8 coming in 
moet one one year without being ed by the . 55 such 
M, aat ey or property; when not ex: in value, 
of as lost or aban as pr pter: 
when the value of such money or property shall exceed $50 
and shall haye remained in the pape hs ni the ee the ae 
all records pertainin ZO ee ee to 
the pine ek court of the District of Columbia, W. en Thall a an admin- 
istrator of such estate according to law: Provided further, —— 
trator soa ted by the o hans’ court shall deposit with eee 
the Un tates, to the of the . any balance re: 
ing in his hands after the time limi final se 5 
of deceased persons under existing law. 95 
The report (by Mr. Huticx) is as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
R. igo] to provide for the tment o 
rict of Columbia; also — R. 4452) 
that they have considered both of said bills 
oe it is to estab 
its indefinite mement, and in lieu thereof recommend the passage of 
H. R. 4452, e section 416. In support of this conclusion reference 
and property cler 


District of Columbia, addressed to Maj. William G. Moore, 
Washington, 


. t of police, D. C., as follows: 
“ HEADQUARTERS OF THE METROPOLITAN POLICE, 
“Washington, D. C., January 6, 1896. 
“Srr: Theaccompanyin: was handed to me by Hon. Truesdell 
Commissioner District of f Galumbia with directions K report necessi 
for such legislation and to suggest any amendment, if there should be su: 


required. 
as known. At the time of his death 


wi e Ist of 
— — — 


July. MO ger a nase Sagan womens e oE ee ea 
t leaving any next of kin, so far 
of deceased 838.10, which on July 19, 1884, he turned over Fagen le 


m in the F 


cler 3 ter, in obedience to the orders of the Co: 8 

as E F in = ormity section 416 of the Revised Statutes relative to to 
the District Coleman an as had been the practice for years, I deposited 

ite amount tothe erodi? 0 men's fund. 


oe. * 8 who claimed to have ap- 
3 utope; applied for let- 
of appeals, 


where it 

6 lied for shoul: . p: 
rene amount that had pct eposited to the — of of the Policemen's ig 
the amount to the administrator thus appointed, with interest. This 
t interference with what had been the practice in over twenty 


and what 


was’ 


te -e polary holds the lost and trade eae la 
son a pens anda on wW 
to, be deficient (section 418-4 rey rel. D. C.). s 
The records show that voor S he past calendar year there came into my 
abandoned ollows: 


nder the er law, the 
such inferior estates. On the other hand, if ee 


h small, roperty G RA Eh teg 
owever Wo ways prove 
to the deficient polieemen’s fund, 

ve-enumerated cases illustrate the average run of estates coming 
into my custody each year, and include those returned to me by the coroner. 
The Patterson case is the only case I can call to mind in my years’ 
Gxbocded $100, there were no heirs found and where the —— involved 
excee! 

“I have inquired of the office of the register of wills, and learn that the 
business, ade Gear the character of cases I have just referred to, which 
would be be assigned to to a public administrator would be 

25 pense — clear . evident that such valueless estates w 8 re the ex- 
papers in the orphans’ court, let alone desk room or fees. 


Pr other ae there rok gods be insufficient business to maintain the office of 
public the policemen’s fund would be deprived of deposits 
which might be e at it. 


“Another objection, under which Sonicare might arise should the bill 
become a law, is eee deposit of balances remainin g in the hands of the public 
administrator at the end of one year 3 the credit of the policeman's fund. 
(Section 4, lines 5 and 6.) 
z Existing and immemorial laws concerning estates presunie next of kin or 
claimants, etc., to be living for a period 5 ment y t 9 it would 
eigen Sy be unreasonable to close the proceeds of sep ing a wife or 
hin a period other than that ones a allowed bi a5 
pe ee therefore to recommend that th ens erre ill be abandoned, 
and that in lieu thereof section 416 of the Revised Bt Statu £ the United States 
relating to the District of Columbia be amended and followed by an addi- 


8 as follows: 
sty en money or man in tis of deceased pores, rsons, coming into the hands of 
the ne yen mi shall remain in the 3 of the property clerk ton mp period 


yd person 
have remained in es custody of the property 


administrator to 
to law: That any such administrator soap 
the Treasurer of the United ne to the credit oft Dt gee peg oe und, 
any unsettled balances remaining in his custody for a period of at least five 


ears.” 
“The present depleted condition of the policamen’s fund suggests the above 
amendment. 


I. RICHARD SYLVESTER, 
“Chief (also Property) Clerk, Metropolitan Police, District of Columbia, 


“Maj. WX. G. MOORE, 

“ Superintendent of Police, Washington, D. C. 

The attorney for the 3 of Columbia is of the opinion that the proposed 
legislation eè * the bill H. R. 2653 can be better attained as proposed 
by the bill H. R. 4452. The Commissioners of the District of Columbia recom- 
mend and favor the adoption of the latter bill. 

In view of the and statistics set forth in the Said r of the chief ef 
rict, who have 


Pa and the, the concurrent opinion of rose 3 of the 
. of the bill (H. R. 4452) 
amending section 416, Revised Statutes of the 


m consulted, the committee recommend 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a substitute for House 
bill No. 2653, which provided for the appointment of a public ad- 
ministrator for the District of Columbia. Upon consideration of 
that measure the bill that is now before the House was presented 
by the Commissioners and was approved by the District Commit- 
tee. The property that is to be cared for by this bill, such as that 
8 the proceeds of crime, property which is lost, prop- 

erty of parties who are insane, and property for which there has 
not been a claimant, is provided for by the existing law in this 
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way. Ifitremains one year unclaimed had legal representa- 

tives of the parties concerned, then it is to 8 in a cer- 

tain way, as provided in section 6417 of the Revised Statutes. 

ik- es of this section begins with the word ‘‘Provided,” 
e 25. 

The amendment provides that an administrator shall not take 
possession, or be appointed by the courts to take possession, of the 
property until a year shall have elapsed, and then only where the 
amount of the property exceeds 850. Within the last year, ac- 
cording to the returns made by the chief of police, out of fifteen 
instances the total amount of 3 from this class of 
persons was only $56, and to have an inistrator appointed for 
each one of the items would cost far in excess of the amount in- 
volved. The highest amount of property received during last year 
from the sources indicated was $14 and the lowest 2 cents. The 
statute as it now stands provides absolutely what shall be done 
with the money, and this bill amends it so as to provide that after 
the money has remained in the hands of the officer for twelve months 
then, instead of having an administrator e it shall be paid 
over into the Treasury of the United States for the benefit of the 
police fund. I do not think it necessary to make any further ex- 
planation of the bill unless some gentleman desires to be informed 
as to ial points, I therefore ask for a vote. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULICK, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


FALLS CHURCH AND POTOMAC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7139) 
to authorize the Falls Church and Potomac Railroad Company of 
Virginia to extend its line into and within the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. LACEY. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I have an amendment which I propose to 
offer on behalf of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Bancock] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, at the end of section 1, the words “ and across Seventh street to 
the Baltimore and Potomac Railway station at its terminus” and insert 
“the west building line of Ninth street northwest”; so as to read, thence 
eastward on B street to the west building line of Ninth street northwest.” 

Mr. LACEY. That is the amendment I was about to offer. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This makes the terminus of this line Ninth 
street instead of Sixth street. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER of New pshire. Loffer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 3, after the word “no,” insert the word “horses”; so as to read: 
“Provided, That no horses, overhead trolley, or steam locomotive shall be 


Mr. BABCOCK. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordin ly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MEREDITH, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


VALIDATION OF TAX-SALE CERTIFICATES, 


Mr. BABCOCK. I call up the bill (H. R. 8610) for the relief of 
holders of certain District of Columbia tax-sale certificates, and 


for other purposes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


eem such of the eee Aree mt 1 
as shall 


rt of the sale, in respect of which such ce 
to be recorded among the land records of the District of Columbia, as re- 
uired by law, by g to the holders and owners thereof drawback cer- 
fificates ‘or the amounts respectively found to be due them on such tax-sale 
certificates, including interest thereon to the date of this act, namely: 
Certificate of sale of October 14, 1872, of part of sublot 64, in square 545, 


7.00. 
Certificate of sale of October 15, 1874, of part of lot 12, in square 535, $24.91. 
Certificate of sale of October 15, 1874, of lot 15, in square 400. $15.96. 
Certificate of sale of October 15, 1874, of part of lot 2, in square 767, $7.23. 
Certificate of sale of October 15, 1874, of part of lot 1, in square 529, $102.09. 
Certificate of sale of October 15, 1874, of part of lot 14, Holmead’s addition 


Georgetown, $13.97. 
to Seat of 25 of December 10, 1874, of part of sublot 15, in square 451, 


. 80. 
Certificate of sale of December 10, 1874, of part of lot 9, in square 345, $42.56. 
Certificate of sale of December 10, 1874, of part of lot 10, in square 756, 1 
Certificate of sale of December 10, 1874, of sublot 27, in square 499, 
sale of December 10, 1874, of sublot.31, in square 499, $13.63. 
Certificate of sale 2 December 10, 1874, of lot 10, in square 928, $30.21. 


7 499, $26. 
Certificate of sale of June 29, of part of lo’ Square 529, 80. 
S ere 


Sectitonts of eae of Sennary 8, 106; of tot 1), te square 

Certificate of sale of January 3, 1876, of sublot 44, in square 719, $2.73. 
Certificate of sale of January 3, 1876, of lot 4, in square 13, 
Certificate of sale of January 3, 1876, of part of lot 1, in square 87.24. 
Certificate of sale of January 3, 1876, of part of lot 16, in square 140, $27.22, 
Certificate of sale of January 3, 1876, of part of lot 1, in it. 
Certificate of sale of January 3, 1876, of lot 5, in square 1134, $4.41. 
Certificate of sale of January 3, 1876, of lot 23, in square 1087, $4.80. 

Ce 6, of sublot 10, south 


cate of sale of January 3, 1876, of 
Certificate of sale of January 3, 1 
gs sale of Decem 10, 
Certificate of sale of December 10, 1874, of east half of lot 2, in square 43, 
tte 
NS ein of sale of December 10, 1874, of west half of lot 2, in square 48, 
Certificate of sale of December 10, 1874, of lot 9, in square 928. $19.24 
O! 


Certificate of sale of December 10, 1874, of part of lot 4, in square 755, 9.54, 
Certificate of sale of December 10, 1874, of part of lot 6, in square 847, $37.01. 
Certificate of sale of December 10, 1874, of part of lot 7, in square 847, $17.77. 


Certificate of sale of October 15, 1874, of west half of lot 2, in square 43, 1.51. 
Certificate of sale of December 10, 1874, of lot 802, Uniontown, $4.08. 
Certificate of sale = 8 10, 1874. o lot 38, section 5, n Ban $4.61, 


Certificate of sale of December 10, 1874, of lot 3 and improvements, section 


AR. 
Certificate of sale of December 10, 1874, of lot 14 and improvements, section 


5 oath k farm, $4.97. 
Certificate of sale of December 10, 1874, of of lot 7, in square 847, $13.45. 
8 of sale of December 10, 1874, of part of sublot 2, in square 556, 


Certificate of sale of January 3, 1876, of part of lot 17, in square 491, $46.45. 


08. 
Certificate of sale of J: soner i 
Certificate of sale of September 9, 1875, of part of lot 
Sec. 2. That the drawback certificates herein provid 
able for all arrears of general taxes due and unpaid on and prior to the 30th 
day of June next succeeding the issue thereof. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 
In line 2, page 2, strike out the words “including interest thereon to the 
ac ” 


date of this 
In the last line of the bill, strike out the word "succeeding "and insert 


“pn g. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This bill, as I understand, provides that 56 
tax-sale certificates, amounting in the aggregate to $1,559.04, be 
made receivable for taxes. These certifi cates have been held by 
the courts to be invalid because the collector of taxes did not make 
his report to the recorder of deeds within the time fixed by law. 

Mr. HULICK. He never made a report; he failed entirely to 
make any report to the recorder, as the law required him to do, 
of the sales that had been made, by virtue of which these tax 
certificates were issued. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And therefore the committee hold that, in 
view of the he of the officer, these tax-sale certificates 
should be validated by making them receivable hereafter for 
taxes. Now, the question I wish to ask is, whether the holders of 
these certificates had not some remedy at law,so that they could 
have Be in some way, the issue of tax deeds? 

Mr. LICK. The committee are of opinion that they had no 

at law. 


remed: 

Mr. DOCKERY. My reason for asking the question is this: I 
find in a letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners 
this statement: 

When these holders were entitled to the deeds weed should have demanded 
them. and failing to get them, should have sought their remedy at law. As 
they failed to resort to their legal remedy, they are not entitled to interest 
after that period. S 

In viewof thisstatement, the query arose in my mind, What was 
the legal remedy of these parties, and if there was a remedy of 
which they failed to avail themselves, whether they were not at 
fault as well as the officers of the District? 

Mr. HULICK. The committee considered that question, and 
were of 7 that, in view of the fact that the city government 
received the money of these parties, they ought in equity to have 
it refunded to them, but without interest. The Commissioners 
recommended not only a refund of the money actually paid, but 
the payment of interest. 

Mr. DOCKERV. I understand that the committee has very 
properly amended the bill so as to strike out the provision for the 
payment of interest. But the theory on which this bill is based is 
the alleged negligence of the officers of the District who failed to 
make a report within a certain time. 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir; and that in equity these purchasers 
should have their money refunded. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. That seems to me clear, unless they them- 
selves failed to employ some legal remedy of which they might 
have taken 5 I wish to know what their remedy was, 
because Mr. Ross, the president of the Board of Commissioners, 
states that they had a remedy. 2 

Mr. HULICK. Section 175 of the Revised Statutes of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia required the collector of taxes when he made a 
sale for taxes to report it to the recorder of deeds of the District, 
and by him it was to be recorded among the land records. When 
this property was sold in the first place it was in 1874, 1875, and 1876, 
as stated already. These taxes had been previously anticipated 
and converted into revenue by the District authorities and had 
been used by them to discharge certain obligations of the District 
of Columbia. This was done through the issue of these certifi- 
cates, and it was determined that a sale of such property as was 
in arrears and should not be redeemed within one year should be 
made upon application of the holders of the certificates. By an 
act of the legislative assembly in June, 1873, because the city of 
Washington then had a loon government, the governor of the 
District had authority to anticipate these revenues from taxes in 
arrears in the District after July, 1873. Under the statutes, with- 
out going into detail and seeing up the time of the House in stat- 
ing what took place between that time and the decision of the 
court, the certificates were issued. Then the courts Pap on the 
question of the legality of the certificates and decided that they 
were not legal. In this case the courts held that the requirement 
was mandatory—that is, the requirement that the officer should 
make the returns to the recorder, and the failure to do so would 
render void the deed of a purchaser at such sale—and for that 
reason, no doubt, the purchasers referred to in the bill failed to 
call for their d $ 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is the statement of the Commissioners. 

Mr. HULICK. Now, the question is, Why did not they pro- 
ceed to protect their rights by an action of law? The commit- 
tee—for I personally could not see what right they had to sue 
the Government or bring action at law to obtain judgment—the 
committee thought that if they had any remedy at all it was a 
remedy in equity. You must remember that these parties at- 
tended the sale and made the purchases just as they are in the 
habit of doing when property is offered at tax sales and a specula- 
tion is in sight. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will my colleague on the committee yield 
to me for just a moment? 

Mr. HULICK. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In answer to the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, I wish to say to him that the legal remedy 
which the Commissioners say in Mr. Ross's report that these par- 
ties failed to pursue was not a remedy to get their money back, 
as the gentleman seems toimply. Let me quote the language: 

The object of these suggested modifications is to restrict the interest-bear- 
in; od from the date of the issue of the certificates to the time when the 
holders thereon were entitled to deeds for the property. When these hold- 
ers were entitled to the deeds, they should have demanded them, and failing 
to get them, should have sought their e at law. As they failed to 
resort to their legal remedy, they are not entitled to interest after that period. 

Not that they were not entitled to their money, not that they 
did not pursue the remedy that they had to recover their money, 
but that the interest ought to be stopped at that time, and that is 
a reference to the question of interest upon the purchase money 
paid by them, as the gentleman will see. 

Mr. LICK. Now, let me propound the same inquiry to the 
gentleman from Tennessee: What was their remedy? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They had no remedy. I do not claim 
that they had, but the gentleman from Missouri says that Mr. 
Ross intimates that they had a remedy for the recovery of the 
money. That was not the question at all considered by Mr. Ross, 
a this extract from his letter shows. He had reference to the 

terest. 

Mr. HULICK, But what remedy did they have, or had they 


any at all? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not es that they had any. I agree 
with the gentleman from Ohio in that cts and we on 
the bill on the assumption that they had no remedy. 

But the gentleman from Missouri, I think, misunderstands the 
suggestion of the District Commissioners; not that they had a 
remedy for the money paid, but that they failed to pursue some 
remedy which would give them additional interest. 

Mr. HULICK, My judgment is, and my attempt to answer the 
gentleman from Missouri was, tosay that they had noremedy at all. 

Now, let us see what equities they have. We concluded that 
they had a right to the money actually paid by them into the 
treasury. They purchased these certificates asa matter of invest- 
ment or speculation; there was a high penalty upon the holders 
of the property who failed to pay the taxes; and this bill, if 
adopted, will give to these parties the actual money pha out, and 
that would be evidenced by certificates to be issued by the hold- 
ers in the ent of the taxes here. 

Mr. Y. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to pursue this 
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subject further than to suggest that this bill seems to establish a 
dangerous precedent. The beneficiaries of this bill invested in 
tax-sale certificates—a speculative venture and by the failure of 
the officer-required to perform a certain duty in respect to them 
they were invalidated. In Missouri we had a similar statute some 
years since, authorizing delinquent property to be sold for taxes 


and tax deeds to be issued. A great many persons purchased land 
under this law, and subsequent to the time of the purchase the 
supreme court decided that the law was invalid. But I never 
heard that the State of Missouri refunded the money to the holders 
of tax deeds, 

Mr. HULICK. Now, it appears, Mr. Speaker, that this remedy 
may have been the one in the minds of the Commissioners, that 
the legal remedy of the party was against the officer for violatin, 
the law in failing to perform his duty. I do not know but tha 
would have been a cause of action upon his bond for damages, 
It was incumbent upon him to make returns of the sale in order 
to validate the certificates under the law, and these parties might 

ibly have had a just cause of action against the officer for 
ailing to do his duty. But the committee considered that these 
parties were purchasersfor speculative purposes, and that in order 
to protect themselves they should have gone and inquired about 
whether the report of the sale was properly certified or not; that 
it was their duty and incumbent upon them to see that the cer- 
tificates were pro BS a out. 

Mr. DOCKER . Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HULICK. And the purchasers, on the rule of caveat 
emptor, were required to see that the officer did his official 
duty. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask to print this report as a part 
of myremarks. If there are no further questions, I will call for 
the third reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentlemanasks that the report be printed 
as a part of his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. HULICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom House bill No. 3610 
= Totor rad; have considered the same and respectfully submit the follow- 

ng report: 

Rhee are 56 tax-sale certificates embraced in this bill which the owners 
ort to ane redeemed, amounting in the aggregate to $1,559.04, exclusive of 

interes 

These certificates were issued by the District of Columbia to purchasers 
at tax sales held in 1874, 1875, and 1876, of property on which certain arrears 
of taxes were then due and unpaid. 

These arrears of taxes had been previously anticipated and converted into 
revenue by the District of Columbia and been used to discharge its cur- 
rent obligations, through the issue of lien certificates for the amount of such 
arrears and their payment as money to the creditors of the District. 

By act of the legislative assembly approved June 25, 1873, the governor was 
authorized to anticipate the revenue from all taxes that may be in arrears to 
the District of Columbia on or after July 1, 5 5 issuing certificates there- 
for and d ing of the same; and it was provi in said act that to enforce 
the collection of these lien certificates a sale of such 125 rty as shall not be 
redeemed within one year should be made upon application of the holders of 
these lien certificates. 

Lien certificates were issued as provided in said act tie the various 
ieces of property described in this bill and paid out and u by the Dis- 
riet of Columbia in disch of its monetary obligations, and in default of 

their being redeemed by the xeeporsive roperty owners within one year 
sales were made upon peso 1874, 1875, and 1876, to enforce their col- 
lection as provided in said act, and at such sales the o lien certificates 
were surrendered and tax-sale certificates drawing 15 per cent interest per 
annum 9 embraced in this bill) were issued. Thus the District of Co- 
lumbia in effect issued its own scrip secured Span the lots mentioned in the 
bill and paid it out to its creditors in satisfaction of its just debts, dollar for 
dollar, and when this scrip became due or overdue and not redeemed, it made 
sale of the pledged (the property) and issued to the holder tax-sale 
certificates in its 7 

As no other relief to the holder was obtainable, the rule of caveat emptor 


would not apply to the purchaser at such sale, since the sale served the pur- 
pose only of converting the lien certificates into tax-sale certificates upon the 
same pr 8 

It ap owever, that the purchaser at these tax sales or the holder of 
these tax 


e certificates ari n no advantage, but rather lost everything 
by reason of the tax-sale certificates themselves proving invalid through the 
negligence of the District in not perfecting the salo as required by law. 
he statute (R. S. D. C., section 175) required the collector of taxes when 

he madea sale for taxes to pie pe it to the recorder of deeds of the District, 
and by him it was to be recorded among the land records. That was not done 
in the present case, and the courts in this District have held that this re- 
quirement was mandatory and the failure to make such a report on the part 
of the District authorities would render void any tax deed of a purchaser at 
a sale not so reported. (MacArthur and Mackey, 56, and 6 ckey, 574.) 
These 56 certificates are therefore unconvertible and worthless. By reason 
of these decisions no tax deeds have been issued upon these tax-sale certifi- 
cates, since if issued oy, would be null and void and create no lien upon the 
property, so that the holders of these 56 certificates of sale are as great losers 
and as effectually without remedy as if they held tax deeds in their place. 

The committee are of opinion that, as the lien of these certificates has been 
lost by the 7 pe of the District officials, and as the certificates have thus 
become invalid and uncollectible (this through no fault of the present hold- 
ers thereof), and as the District has hud the benefit of the holders’ money, 
they should have the opportunity to convert these cates into draw- 

receivable for general taxes, as provided by this bill. 

The following letter from the assessor of the District of Columbia is re- 

ferred to as a part of this report: 


“OFFICE OF THE ASSESSOR, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
“Washington, February 5, 1896. 
Mx DEAR SIR: I beg to call your attention to the bill forwarded to you 
the Commissioners some time aan In rolation to taxes and tax sales in 
District of Columbia.’ We consider this a very important measure, and 
hope for prompt action. On page 7 of my annual report, herewith inclosed, 
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Failing So sse ihah iho sales wera Anly cartina to the vesondier sè the ttime, 
at the end of two years they should have demanded their deeds, and, as 
—.— at law. ge —.— rr 

7 W. no vo king 

The — fi ggest an amendment. by in lin 

e commi erefore su an t, by si t 
first page, the words ‘including interest thereon to the dates tt act.” 2 
ee 5 i out the word 
“succeeding,” line 24, page 8, and inserting in lieu root word pre- 


—.— with these amendments the committee recommend the passage of the 


Mr. CONNOLLY. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt 
him, why should a different rule be applied to these purchasers 
from that which applies to hasers at ordinary tax sales or 
judicial sales of any kind? It is well known that everybody who 
buys at sales of that kind buys at his own risk. If he gets noth- 
ing, why there is no mode of relief. That is the general rule 
which obtains in all the States in sales of this kind. Now, why 
should a different rule be applied to these individuals? 

Mr. HULICK. The cases cited by the gentleman are not par- 
allel to the one under consideration. Here is a public official who 
has certain duties incumbent upon him, to make certificate of the 


17 ive a few reasons for its 
at ng cre any information on the subject please inform — — 
es or m 0 
V. v * MATTHEW TRIMBLE, 
ours, very truly, E g 2 
„Hon, J. W. = a 


“ Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia.” 
The following is that part of the annual report of the assessor referred to: 
“CANCELLATION OF TAXES, 
“I deem it my duty to call attention to my report of last year on the subject 
gancetlation of — —— x 3 
* some years past it has n customary for 
quest of the party holding the tax-title deed, to issue orders directing this 
office to cancel all taxes due and unpaid ie per ov enna the sale of the 


in the Brewer and Pilling cases, and since those ecisions have been 
rendered a great many thousand dollars have been lost to the District reve- 


nues. 

As the full force and effect of the ruling in this matter is better 
n . their taxes 
suey, are letting the various payments go by default, forward 

the fact that th the taxes unpaid 


on re- 


fy these orders of e prompt taxpayer in order to make up deficiencies caused 


BS song Rong pantie 8 March 19, 1800, property which | sales. Now, the sales referred to by the gentleman from Ilinois 

advertised for the same tax. and hen a other than the | [Mr. CONNOLLY] are sheriff's sales, assi sales, trustee sales. 

ict á 8 of sole Ta fou — ne ayos and so forth, and in those sales the pure must be governed 

only, the TSAS OE DWO vente tee holdon Gf the — spew Aau by that rule which Ihave just suggested, that the urchaser must 

toa deed, and here, I think, the issue d be made. When the deed is | beware and look out for the title to the property he is buying at 
oos titles of every description up to the date of the | an official sale. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. That same rule obtains at an blic sale. 


of all unpaid taxes prior to the date of the sale under which he | Mr. HULICK. Let me goa little further. In all those cases, 
holds title. A bill (H. R. ) was introd: the House of senta- | as far as my gerry ig Da when the money is paid over at an 
tives under date of ber 21, 1888, w. with some amendments, would | assionee’s sale, sheriff's sale, trustee's sale, and other official sales, 


correct the evil com ed of, and I trust the Commissioners will urge its 


The Commissioners of the District have expressed their views of this bill 
in a letter of February 18 last: 
“OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF 2 oF COLUMBIA, 


„ 18, 


“Dear Sin: „TTT were 
ann 


if the money is paid to the sheriff or the officer before the sale is 
confirmed, and it turns out that there is an im eet sale, an il- 
legal sale, that there are conditions precedent that have not been 
performed by the officers, the court as a rule always sets aside 
the sale and orders the money to be refunded to the purchaser; 
but after the sale is confirmed there is no remedy, and the pur- 
chaser must look to the property, and if he gets no title it is his 


58 5 each certificate — e sum by e pur- a A ER e ae $ 
chaser Distr: us 
law convertible 12 tax deeds atter the > expiration of two years from t ne a 8 That is e is 5 is it not? 
‚Wers o w ugth £ Me 
which to redeem K. oui pata By section 175 of the Revised Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, why except these people from that 
8 salos ies tania tein N of Jaa e 8 1 Bec I have tried to state, this i b- 
r. i ause, as ve is a pu 

among the lend records af the District. It appears that such report waanot li sale in which a public officer has failed to-do his daty, and tho 
omission has invalidated the certificates in the hands of the t holders, OREA ON eee beneficiary of his failure to 
58, and Benlo ve Brow: . Mackey, | do his duty. and has got this $1,500 and more. 

tial 8 t has been complied with any tax | Mr. CONNOLLY. Does not the purchaser take that chance 
deed taken by a is void, becanse of Columbia has not done | of the public officer failing to do his duty when he makes the 
S grec ee TT age v. Thus purchase and pays his money? 
no valid tax deed could issue to the purchaser upon any of the certificates | Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will pardon me, the 
terms of sale. Sothat the holders of these — ve nothing for their | broad Gomera ving es gen pe" eo a 9 
purchase money ex e, ce: i e distinction clearly, an think the gentleman from 
TAN: DI raoa E E ates cecil tree ce Ife will—the distinction ta the casa he suggests is where the 


sale is completed and the purchaser fails to get title to te prop 
he purchases. In that case there is no refunding, and that 
is the case to which the gentleman refers. There is no refund- 
ing then because the sovereign does not warrant the title to what 
he is selling; but in this case the difference is that the officer did 
not make any return of the sale at all, thereby omitting some- 
thing necessary to make the sale complete. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. But under the rule the purchaser takes the 
chance of the officer doing everything which the law requires in 
order to complete the sale? 


through the courts 

= law, they believe that these owners . entitled ms D of 
purchase reon. They ‘ore rec- 
T . the words ‘at th 
“After F z 0 on Wo ‘at the 
rate of 6 per cent per annum.’ CCC 


holders were entitled to the deods they should kave demanded them. ama | Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman asked for the distinction 
to resort to their remedy they are not entitled to interest after that and I told him. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. That is not a distinction. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the gentleman from Tennessee takes 
his seat I should like to sa 

Mr. HULICK. I have the floor, and I do not care to yield to 
an Bery except by request addressed to myself. à 

Ar. OP. 8. As the gentleman from Tennessee was occu- 


*The Commissioners have recommended 6 per cent interest as being a fair 
circumstances aforesaid and the of Congress 

on claims against District, as ted in the 

sparse ag woah Rey, a the rate of interest to be allowed on 
the Distri. umbia (U, S. Stats, volume 26, page 514): 
interest, when authorized by law, on ju: earn canines She 
8 Colum in suits begun after the passage of act, be at 


4 t ying the floor, I supposed he had it. But Ido not care to whom 
Spe A AIAR reateamiand AEA tive bill be farther anmoda brei Pinbasit my question. 
ing out tne wora Pomp rorya lines 24 and 25, on page 8, and the] Mr. HULICK. I only want to know whether I retain the floor 


or not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I did not take you from the floor. It was the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. HULICK. No one as yet has taken me from the floor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I see by the report accompanying this that 
Commissioner Ross says: 


When these holders were entitled to the deeds, they should have demanded 
8 failing to get them, should have sought their remedy at law. As 
they ed to resort to their legal remedy, they are not entitled to interest 
after that period. - 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We do not give it to them. 
Mr. BABCOCK. We do not give them any interest after that 


00 y. JOHN W. ROSS, 
“ President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
“Hon. J. W. B. 
Chairman Committee on 9 peg oes) = 
louse of Representatives. 


The committee can not indorse the suggestion of the Commissioners as to 
— — of interest to these claimants. The equities are not in their 
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5 The gentleman will observe the amendment to 
e — 

Mr. HOPKINS. But you eg them their money back. 

Mr. HULICK. The point the issioner tried to make was 
they were not entitled to interest for the entire time, but that they 
- Shona have interest from the date only on which they demanded 

eir deeds. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Notatall. The construction to be placed on 
the letter of the Commissioner is simply this: That these gentlemen 
who now seek the remedy proposed in the pending bill had an 
opportunity, had they exercised their rights, to have demanded 

ese deeds, and the Commissioner expressly states in his letter 
that they were derelict in their duty 

Mr. HULICK. That is not the point, if the gentleman from 
Illinois will notice. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Wait until I get my statement completed. 
The Commissioner states that they were derelict in their duty 
and failed to make application at the proper time for the execu- 
tion of the deed, and he says that if es fb oe done that, then they 
could have gone into court if there been any failure. Now 


it seems to me—— 
What should they have gone into court 


$ Mr. RICHARDSON. 
or? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It seems to me, if any credence is to be given 
to the letter of the Commissioner, the man who ought to know 
more about this than anybody else, and whose interest is certainly 
not to deprive any honest man of his money, that these men are 
at fault, and that if they have lost any money, why it is by reason 
of their own misconduct, and in law and in equity such men are 
eee from recovering the ona 

r. HULICK. I see the force of the gentleman’s suggestion, 
and the committee took that into consideration in considering the 
letter of the Commissioner; but the committee did not with 
that view, in fact did not believe that they had any ie remedy 
unless, as I have just suggested, they might have their legal 
action against the officer who failed todo his duty, one which was 
3 upon him in order to validate these sales. 

Now, w. er the Commissioner has stated a legal 88 
to which we agree or disagree is not the question here. ey did 
not demand these deeds; and if they had the deeds could not have 
been given, because they were based on an illegal sale. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If they had demanded the deeds, then they 
would have discharged their duty, and they would have had some 
equities then to come to Congress on, if they had no 1 rights; 
but, mark, my point is that the Commissioner says that if they had 
demanded the deeds then they would have had a legal reed. 

Mr. HULICK. That only upon the question of interest. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That bears upon the question of the allowance 


of this money. 

Mr. HULICK. We do not so understand it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Commissioner does not say that. 

Mr. HULICK. The Commissioner is there offering an argu- 
ment why these tax-sale purchasers should not have in from 
the day of sale up to the end of the two years in which they had 


the right to demand their deeds; and he said they should not have] may be. 


interest from that time, but that the interest to be paid to them 
should be after the time they were entitled to the deeds and up to 
the present time. The committee did not look at it in that way; 
and we thought that so many years had been allowed to pass, 
while these persons have slept upon their 4 ey co 

hile these pe ha an gd ati rights, that they could 
not in equity demand interest. We therefore recommended against 
the allowance of interest on their claim. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then your purpose is to refund the money 
3 Bags, ithout any interest at all? 

Mr. CK. Yes, sir; to refund the money without a cent 
of interest. That the Government having received the money 
from these persons, they had the right to have it refunded and to 
use these certificates that were given for taxes when they came 
to wey the taxes upon their property. 

. TRACEY. Have all these sales been canceled? 

Mr. HULICK. They have all been canceled and declared illegal 
by the court of this District. They are held to be illegal and 
void on the theory that it was the duty of this officer—the man- 
datory duty—to make reports of the sales, so that there would be 
notice of the sales to innocent parties, and it was decided that 
these tax sales were not a lien upon the property. 

Mr. BABCOCK., L ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DINGLEY). The question is 
on the amendment reported by the committee. The Clerk will 
= the first amendment. 

e Clerk read as follows: 
Line bi 
F300 rae cas Abe wore including interest thereon to the date 

The amendment was agreed to. 8 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
amendment, 


the point of no quorum 
Mr TALBERT. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 6, page 9,strike out the word “succeeding” and insert the word 
“proceeding.”? 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
rea. and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
e 


The question was taken on the passage of the bill; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. KERY. Let us have a division, Mr. Speaker, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 11, 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina makes the point of no quorum. [After a pause.] Does the 
gentleman insist 15 7 the point of no quorum? 

Mr. HULICK. the gentleman from South Carolina has any 
reason why the bill should not pass, I should like to hear it. 

The SP. protempore. Does the gentleman insist upon 


? 

y I do not withdraw the point. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will count. 

A count was taken. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point of no 
quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. apt dings of no quorum is with- 
drawn. The ayes have it, and the bill is passed. 
Mr. moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 

— from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as 
‘ollows: 

A bill (S. 1306) to authorize and encourage the holding of a 
er marae F and international exposition at the city of Omaha, 
in the State of Nebraska, in the year 1898—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

A bill (S. 1468) extending the time allowed the Blue Mountain 


frrigation and Improvement Company for the construction of its 
reservoir and canal in and through the Umatilla Indian Reserv: 
tion, in the State of Oregon—to Committee on Indian Affairs, 


MARRIAGE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. S. er, I call up the bill (S. 1904) to 
regulate marriages in the District of Columbia. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That if any male person intending to ma: 
trict of Columbia be under 21 = Se 7 ofa R ee in She Dis: 


g su 
the clerk of said court that said writing was 


ed or acknowledged in the 
presence of said witness, by such father, guar 


or mother, as the case 
Seo. 3. That 


Columbia, 
that he is 


of this act, such court ma an order authorizin; celebrate the 
rites of marriage in the trict of Columbia. ‘ween persons 
aaa E Ap En Ay ig mkin tie rekap eatin ie 
em son a an manner 
practiced in any 2 society by 
EC. 3. That no one but a minister er person an by act 
shall hereafter celebrate the rites of in this District, anything in 
any law now in force in said District to the con 


ze marriages in this District 

y with the provisions of section 8 of this act, the 2 
of such bond be deemed to be thereby broken; and if a justice of the 
peace shall fail to comply with the provisions of section 8 of act he shall, 
upon conviction, be in the discretion of the court, not exceeding $500. 
Sno. 8. That it shall be the duty of the clerk to examine and ascertain the 
full names, color, whether married previously or le, whether re- 
VFC es d to marry, 
which facts shall appear on the face of the appli and shall be in the fol- 


lowing form: 
Number ——. Application for license. Dai ; names of parties, 
7 : whether he or she is a citizen 


—; —; color, ——; 
of the United States or of a foreign country, — a citizen of a foreign 
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country, whether all the 
the country of which he or 


uirements of the laws regulating marriage in 
e is a citizen have been complied with, —. 
. — — 
oon shall be in the following form: 
umber ——. 
To any minister or other person authorized to celebrate marriages in the 
Dist rict of Columbia, greeting: 
You are hereby autho to solemnize the rites of marriage between 
—— and ——, o „and. having done so, you are commanded 
to make return of the same to the clerk's office of the supreme court of the 
said District within ten days, as the law directs. 
Witness my hand and seal of said court this day of „A. D.—. 


By Assistant Clerk. 
Said return shall be made in person or by mail on a coupon attached to and 
issued with said license a 


and corresponding number therewith, 
ro ten days from the time of said ceremouy, and shall be in the following 
‘orm: 
Number —. 


—— ——, who have been duly authorized to celebrate the rites of mar- 
riage in the District of Columbia, do hereby certify that, 13 of 
license of correspo: number herewith, I solemnized marriage of 


D „named therein, on the day ot at im said 
A sore cou of corresponding number with the license shall be attached 
toand issued with said license, to be given ir the officiating minister or other 
person authorized to celebrate the rites of marriage in said District to the 
onan tomy parties, and shall be in the following form: 
umber ——. 

I hereby certify that on this day of „at —, ——— and 
were by me united in in_accordance with the license issued by the 
clerk ob the supreme court of the District of . 

ame, — 
Residence, ——- ——. 


SEC. 9. That the clerk shall provide a record book of his office, consisting of 


the preceding sec 
him in accordance with said forms, and 
said applications, licenses, and certificates of the officia minister or 
rized to celebrate the rite of marriage shall numbered 


other person autho: 

correspon ama and consecutively from one upward. 
And the sai hane when produced shall be full authority to any minister 
or other person authorized to marry receiving the same to . — with the 
of the es named therein. ` 
SEC. s That e onde! of er raed ort of bee ec A Re 
shall neglect orjrefuse to comply e provisions o „he upon 
viot, ES Aaa toe town Clos $5 nor more than $500, in the discretion of 


o court. 

Sud. 11. That the clerk shall providea record book of his office, in which 
shall be filed in the order of their number the certificates upon their return 
to said office, corresponding tosaid record book of licenses issued, and a 
of any license and certificate of martias so kept and recorded and certifi 
by the clerk under his hand and seal of the court shall be competent evidence 

the 


pacat ‘That this act take effect from and after thirty days from the ap 

proval thereof. 

. 13. That sections 4, 5, ô, 8, 9, and 10 of the Maryland act of 1777, chapter 
Sand sections 190, 721, ah of the Revised Statutes relating to the Dis- 

— of Columbia, now in force in this District, are hereby repealed, and all 

laws or of laws heretofore in force in this District inconsistent with or 

in ve oe oe with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
bill. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, this is a pretty 


important matter, and I should like to hear an explanation of it. 
y should this measure be passed? What is the trouble with 


the existing law? h 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. 5 5 I have no desire to occupy 
the time of the House longer may be n to explain 


briefly the provisions of this bill as it is proposed to be amended 
by the 1 All will concede, Mr. Speaker, that there are 
no laws more important than the marriage laws. They are the 
foundation of our society. Upon them rest not only legitimacy 
but the right of property. This bill having passed the Senate an 
containing many important provisions not incorporated in the 
Honse bill, which the Committee on the District of Columbia had 
under consideration at the same time, the committee, after v 
mature deliberation, unanimously recommend the Senate bill, wit 
amendments, for passage, believing that when the members upon 
this floor understand the provisions of this bill and its necessity 
as the members of the committee understand it, they will permit 
the bill to without prejudice. ; R 
Mr. ICK. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Jost one moment, and then I will an- 
swer any question the gentleman desires to ask. 
Mr. Ht CK. I do not desire to ask a question. I just want 
to make a statement. The bill as reported was not the unanimous 
rt of the committee. While a unanimous zopari was made, 
it was not the unanimous judgment of every member of the com- 
mittee. It would be mine with one amendment, which I would 
like to have introduced. ; r 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. If the gentleman will excuse me, I will 
reach that feature to which he refers and give him ample oppor- 


Wire women f repared and presented for the pur 

ro measure was an r - 

pose of 8 many of the 8 ant doubts in the present 
W, 


many of the provisions of the law being obscure, obsolete, 
and toa ré majority of the people of the Bistact are entirely 
unknown. Iam informed that under a strict interpretation of 


the law, or in conformity with the law as it now exists, there has 
not been celebrated or solemnized a marriage in the District of 
Columbia for more than fifty years. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that there have been no marriages performed in the District of 
Columbia for the last fifty years? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I do not believe there has been one pe — 
formed in strict conformity to the provisions of the Maryland act 
5 Sa least I am so informed, The statement has been pub- 

c e. 
r. BARTLETT of New York. Then all of the marriages that 
have taken place have been defective and irregular? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I am not raising any question as to their 
legality, but I am informed that there have not been any mar- 
riages celebrated in this District in strict conformity with that 
law; and that is my opinion. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshi Will the gentleman state in 
what particulars they have failed to conform to the law? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Iwill, directly. The courts have wisely 
held such matko to be valid under the common law, but at 
the same time I have serious doubts as to whether or not those 
who have violated the provisions of the statute are not subject to 
some extent to its penalty. I want to call the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that there has been recently, in the Senate 
and elsewhere, much discussion with respect to the marriage laws 
of the District of Columbia, thus publicly directing attention to 
their obscurity and uncertainty. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What is the Edmunds Act? 
Does this bill interfere with the Edmunds Act at all? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I think not. As I was saying, Mr. 
Speaker, there has been much recent discussion of the marriage 
laws of the District, by reason of which their obsolete and anti- 
quated character have become known, hence the seeming great 
importance that the law be speedily amended and certain sections 
repealed, thus protecting an innocent public against the possible 
malicious ution of the blackmailer. 

As will be seen by section 1 of this bill, the a of consent is 
fixed at 21 years for males and 18 for females, which I believe is 
in exact accord with the law in nearly every State in the Union— 
certainly in a large majority of them. The present law treats 
marriage in the District of Columbia as wholly a religious rite. 
It provides that iage may be solemnized only by a clergyman 
representing the Church of England, a dissenter from that church, 
a Romish priest, or a representative of the Quaker Society in ac- 
cordance with the rules of that society. Under this bill it is pro- 
posed to recognize marriage as a civil as well as a religious con- 
tract or rite, and the bill provides that marriage may be celebrated 
by the judge of any court of record or by any justice of the peace, 
as well as by any minister regularly ordained according to the 
rites and ceremonies of his church. tion 5 of the bill is impor- 
tant, inasmuch as it very wisely protects our American girls (than 
whom there are 8 none more beautiful or attractive) from 
what I may perhaps call the unholy ambition of the foreign ad- 
venturer, no matter whether he be titled or untitled. I think 
that the laws of foreign countries with respect to marriages are 
no generally understood I, at least, have known very little about 


em. 

Mr. TALBERT. I understand that this bill applies only to the 
District of Columbia? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. It applies only to the District of Colum- 
bia. In most foreign countries, Mr. Speaker, a lawful marriage 
can not be contracted by a person under 25 years of age without 
the consent of his parents, and if he be over 25 years of age he 
must still notify his parents in writing of the proposed marriage, 
if they be living, in order that they may have an 8 to 
file objections, even though their consent may not be necessary. 

Gentlemen can readily see that many injustices have occurred 
in this country by reason of ignorance on the pr of our poopia 
of these foreign laws in relation to marriage. ile this bill was 
under discussion in the Senate the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts er Hoar] presented a communication from Mr. 
Wilson, formerly, I believe, our consul at Nice, supplying much 
valuable information on this subject and setting forth the neces- 
sity for the enactment of this section of the ding bill. Should 
there be serious opposition to this section, I shall ask the privi- 
lege of having Mr. Wilson’s communication read from the Clerk’s 
desk for the information of the House. 

A MEMBER. What section is that? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Section 5. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What is the present age of 
consent in the District? 

Mr. as of Iowa. Twenty-one and sixteen are the ages, 
ba she x 

x BARTLETT of New York. And you now propose to raise 


the limit to 18? 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Yes, sir; to 18. 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Suppose the consent of the 
parents has not been obtained, what effect does that have on the 


e? 

Mr, CURTIS of Iowa. Idonot understand that under the com- 
mon law it would invalidate the marriage at all. 1 2 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. But you are inserting a provi- 
sion in your bill that consent must be given. Now, suppose the 
consent is refused and yet the ceremony takes place, what then? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Well, under the common law the mar- 
riage, as I understand, would not be invalid. The courts have so 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then what effect does your 
provision have? ; 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. The bill provides that a judge, or jus- 
tice of the penos; minister, or other person authorized to perform 
marriage, shall not solemnize or celebrate any marriage unless 
the license is produced, and the clerk of the court will not have 
authority to issue a license to persons under the age of 21 and 18, 
respectively, unless the consent of the parents or guardian has 
been obtained. ; 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Suppose a young girl says she 
is 18 years of age when she is not, and upon her statement a li- 
cense is issued, then what happens? If she makes the statement 
that she is of legal age when she is not is the subsequent mar- 

i void or voidable or ? 

. CURTIS of Iowa. Ido not understand that the marriage 
is void or voidable. The proposed law provides that the clerk 
shall examine the applicant for license under oath; and he would 
be authorized to re a license if satisfied in his own mind that 
the statements made to him were not true. The gentleman from 
New York is a lawyer, and I am not. He no doubt understands 
questions of this kind better than I do. 

Mr. MEREDITH. In such a case a . be intlicted 
upon the clerk for granting a license, if he did so knowing that 
Ler party was not of J age; but the marriage would not be 


voi 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The gentleman from Iowa 
holds, as I understand, that such a marriage would hold good. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I think so—at common law. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then it would not be void or 
even yoidable? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Certainly not. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I think that would be a question for the 
courts to decide. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. One other question. Why do 
you impose on the husband the necessity of paying $1. Suppose 
& young man wants to be married and does not care to Bey, a dol- 
lar. Why make the payment obligatory upon him? ,if an 
payment is required, why should it not be $5 or $10 just as we 


as $1? 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. There are many peoplein the District of 
a eee I presume, who would not have the necessary $5 or $10. 


8 TT of New York. If a man is so poor as that, 
bale? Sage he pay 3 - 
. CURTIS of Iowa. It is within the power of the person 


celebrating the marriage to remit the fee. 

Mr. ER of Nebraska. The gentleman might reply to the 
question of the gentleman from New York by asking, what busi- 
ness has a man to get married if he can not pay so small a fee as $1? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I call the attention of the gentleman 
from New York to the fact that the evidence as to the validity of 
the poi oie marriage must be filed with the clerk of the court, 
without which he is not authorized to issue a license. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will not such a law as this 
make 5 very difficult in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I think not. 

Now, let me say that section 8 of this bill is importantalso, from 
the fact that it provides that the minister, judge, justice of the 

eace, or other person authorized to perform this ceremony shall 

e the certificate of such marriage with the clerk of the court, to 
become a part of the records of his office. This, Mr. Speaker, is 
one of the important features of the bill. Its importance has been 
bay upon the committee not only of the House but of the Senate, 

. BAKER of New Hampshire. Urged by whom? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. By the judges of the supreme court and 
by the clerk of the court of record. These persons have repre- 
sented to the committees that less than one-half of the marriages 
celebrated or solemnized in the District of Columbia are of record 
in the office of the court. I call the attention of members to this 
Gerri as being, in my opinion, one of the important features of 

e bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is there only one penalty im- 
oe is, the fine of $25—for violating the provisions of the 
ac 


Mr, CURTIS of Iowa. A failure to comply with this section 
section 8—will subject the minister or other person performing 


the ceremony to a fine,as provided for in section 7, of not less 
than $50 nor more than $250, in the discretion of the court. 

Mr. TERRY. I should like to ask the gentleman what is the 
object of section 5,in relation to persons who are not citizens of 
this country? Suppose a lady should come here from France, 
where, as I understand, the legal age for marriage is about 25. 
Would she be obliged to get a certificate of the French consul be- 


fore she could get married in the District of Columbia? A simi- 
lar question might be put with regard to persons from other 
Continental nations where the legal age for marriage is 25 or in 
that neighborhood. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Iwill refer again to this section briefly, 
although it was discussed only a few moments ee. Let me givethe 
gentleman as an example a case that happened in the State of Tli- 
nois. A German residing in that State was married and continued 
to live there for eight or ten years, having several children. He 
then went to his original home, taking this woman with him, and 
lived with her in Germany as his wife a little while. Then he 
married another woman, his American wife being still living; but 
the American marriage was held to be void. 

Mr. TERRY. That may be true; but I think the general rule 
is that a marriage valid where performed is valid the world over, 
Of course there may be exceptions. 

Mr. CURTIS of lowa. I will read from the French law upon 
the subject of marriage. 

Mr. TERRY. I say that the statement of the gentleman may 
be true as to some particular case, but I believe the weight of 
authority is decidedly the other way. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. A man in any foreign army can not 
marry except with the consent of his Government. No citizen of 
France can leroy marry, whether at home or abroad, if under 
25 years of age, without the consent of his parents. Such a mar- 
ee will not be recognized in his own country as legal. 

. TERRY. In regard to that, if the gentleman will permit 
me, I will state that this is the rule in the United States. Suppose, 
for instance, in the State of New York there is a law fixing the age 
at 21 years, and a man not that old, but 19, which we will suppose 
is the lawful age in the State of New Jersey—if he goes out of the 
State of New York with the intention of violating and evading its 
law, and marries in New Jersey and then comes back to New 
York—I understand it has been held that the marriage in such 
State is not a valid one. But unless it is shown that he went out- 
side of his own State for the p of perpetrating a fraud on its 
laws and a marriage followed, being duly celebrated under the 
laws of the other State, such marriage is valid the world over. 

The committee has doubtless examined the matter, but you can 
readily see how a lady, say from France or Germany, coming here, 
who had not acquired citizenship, would be placed in a very diffi- 
cult situation by the enactment of such a provision. See the hard- 
ships to which she would be subjected even though she never 
intended to go back to the other country at all. Such hardships 
should be ded against. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. If the gentleman from Iowa 
will permit me, I will state that in so far as the New York law 
goes, it has been decided by our court of appeals that when you 
go out of the State, intending to violate the prohibition in a decree 
of divorce, and a op takes place contrary to such decree, 
the marriage will be good—that is, if a man be the offender; and 
if a decree of divorce against him provides that he shall not 
marry again, he can go into the State of Connecticut or New Jer- ` 
sey and violate the decree or order of the court, and although he 
is in contempt of court, the marriage is good, if it is a legal mar- 
riage according to the lex loci contractus, or the law of the place 
where the marriage takes paco. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. It will be seen that this bill does not 
seek to protect the people of the District of Columbia against the 
laws of other States of this country, but only against the enact- 
ments of foreign Governments and foreign marriage laws, which 
are not in harmony with our own. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. If the gentleman will permit 
me a question just there, according to the New York decisions, 
where it is illegal for a girl to marry until she is of a certain age, 
if she violates the statute and does marry she can be taken from 
her husband and consigned to prison. ill not that be the effect 
of this enactment? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. No, sir; not at all. 
case, the committee would be against the bill. 

_Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Now, let me call your atten- 
tion to one defect which it seems to me ap in the first section 
of the bill. You provide if a girl be under 18 years and a man 
under 21, that consent must first be obtained. Consent of whom? 
Of the father, the mother, or the guardian. Now, let us sup 
a case where the father is dead and the mother is dead and no 
guardian exists. Who is to give consent? If consent can not be 
obtained under this bill the parties can not marry. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. ell, I think it would be competent to 


If such were the 
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create a guardian or secure the appointment of a guardian for 
the minor. 


with existing law in that regard. It may perhaps not go as far 
as it should in this direction. Butitseems to me, and your com- 
mittee believes it to be, a step in the right direction. It is a good 
bill, and I believe, with the committee, that the bill should be 
allowed to pass. 

There are some amendments, Mr. Speaker, that I ask to have 


read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, if in order,I desire to say a few 
words upon the bill at this time. 

The . Certainly; the gentleman is in order. Does 
the gentleman desire to oppose the amendments or to favor them? 

Mr. WALSH. I shalloppose the amendments; but would rather 
hear them read first. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read, after which 
the Chair will the gentleman from New York. 
8 Clerk read the amendments proposed by the committee, as 

OWS: 


Strike out all of section 13 and insert in lieu thereof the follo: 7 

“Seo. 13. That sections 4, 5, gaa 10,15, 16, and 17, in chapter 30, of the com- 
piled statutes now in force in the District of Columbia, and all laws or parts 
of laws heretofore in force in this District inconsistent with 
with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed,” 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I believe that this is a very serious 
matter. I believe in throwing around the marriage tie all of the 
safeguards that we can, because I am a firm believer in the prin- 
ciple that once a marriage has taken place no power on earth should 
dissolve it. In other words, I believe in the biblical maxim, that 
“what God hath joined together let no man put asunder.” 

At the same time I 5 the fact that diverse laws are in 

ation in nearly every State of the Union on that subject and 
that an age of consent is established yd nearly every State. I 
think the of consent is founded on the deliberate judgment 
and the opinion of ages, and has been fixed at a period when 
the male and female are best supposed to understand the contract 
into which they are to enter. 

Most of the States of this Union have fixed the age of 16 fora 
girl. It is a matter that should be regulated to some extent by 
nature. Nature can dictate better than any statute or the delib- 
erations of any men, outside of the persons interested, what is the 

per age. think nature can better than any statute or the 
del tions of anybody, outside of the person interested, to whom 
the cag Fay should take place, when, and under what circuin- 
stances it should occur. I say that when a marriage is con- 
templated by the individuals who desire to be married, the State 
does an minete if it puts any impediment or any obstruction in 
the way of carrying out that contract. us ; 

But this is not all. In one of the provisions of this bill it is 
required that— 

When any minister or other person ap 
the rites and ceremonies of his church s 

trict of Colum 


as such, and that he 


or in conflict 


or ordained accor: to 


such court may make an order authorizing him to 
District um bia. 


Now, that is a provision that is not, Iam sure, in the statutes of 
as many as five States in this Union. To compel a minister of 
religion to furnish the court with proof of his right to act as min- 
ister of that religion, and to compel him to wait for a decree 
of that court allowing him authority to solemnize marriage—I do 
not feel there is any such provision in five of the States repre- 
sented here. I do not know that such a provision exists in any 
State; but from my knowledge of the statutes I will say I am 
sure it does not exist in as many as five States. Section 3 provides 


No one pirs kopre oe other porion, piore 
after celebra) 0 n this District, 
in force in said District to 3 notwithstanding. 


this act shall here- 
in any lawnow 


So that, unless a minister does get that privilege through the 
supreme court, unless he goes to the tronble—and sometimes the 
extraordinary difficulty—of furnishing proof, notwithstanding 
his own church, his own denomination, recognizes him as a min- 
ister, he is debarred from performing the marriage ceremony. 
He may be established beyond all question, i by his 
supporters, ized by his congregation as one who, from his 

Ming, has au ity to orm the marriage ceremony. Not- 
withstanding that, he must go to the trouble of satisfying a court 
that he has been regularly ordained, and must get a decree from 
that court before he can solemnize a ge. 

Now, what is the trouble besides? Section 3 subjects a minis- 
ter to the penalty provided in section 7. Section 7 says: 

That if any minister, justice of the ee, or other 
ized to celobrate marriages in the ct of Columbia shall fail to compl. 
with the provisions of section § of this act, he shall, upon conviction, be fin: 


for each and every offense, in the discretion of the court, not Tess than fifty - 
nor more than two hundred and fifty dollars. 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Section 7 only provides the penalty on 
condition that the minister or other person performing the cere- 
mony shall fail to comply with the conditions of section 8. 

Mr. WALSH. Let us see what section 8 says, 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. That he shall file with the clerk of the 
oon: a certificate of such marriage. It is merely a police regu- 

on. 

Mr. WALSH, That provision is in force in most of the States, 
but I do not even agree that that is a wise provision. It may be 


who is author- 


for the p se of keeping statistics of es and statistics 
regarding the legitimacy and illegitimacy of children, but fre- 
quently it has a very bad effect. ere a young boy anda young 


girl have made a serious mistake, and want to rectify that mistake 
y marriage, the case arises very often where it would publish to 
the world the disgrace of the boy or the disgrace of t 
the very filing of those certificates, and poa thereby prevent 
what religion and law both agree is best to be done under the cir- 
cumstances. I say religion requires that these things should be 
looked upon with a charitable eye, and there are often waxy good 
reasons why even that provision should not be in the statute. 

But the main thing is this: You should not impede or obstruct 
the accomplishment of something that we all r ize as a step 
in civilization. Marriage is a great factor in civilization. The 
greatest factor, in my judgment, for I believe the family is the 
unit of society. The freer we make it, the better, where the con- 
ditions are such that the persons entering into the contract under- 
stand it. We can not fix the age at which it is proper for a per- 
son to enter into the marriage contract minus the consent of some 
other person without invading individual liberty and perhaps the 
sanctity of a sacrament. The persons manying are those most 
concerned. Theirs is the happiness involved. eirs is the prog- 
eny which will possibly affect generations afterwards; and wecan 
not go so far as to say that every marriage between a girl of 16 or 17 
and a young man under 21 is not a proper marriage. And while 
I would advise all yonng couples to get the consent of their parents 
or guardian® before ing such a solemn step, I think that we 
should, as Isaid before, leave the question to those concerned, except 
in so far as the statutes already regulate it. The statutes go far 
enough to prevent what it is intended by the law to prevent, and 
I think we should leave this now as it is u the statute books, 
or, if circumstances required it, that we should even repeal the 
statutes as they now exist and lower the-age of consent, so far as 
marriage is concerned, under some conditions. 

Now, another thing: Herein the District of Columbia, where this 
bill is to operate 5 we have a e that comes 
from the South—I refer to the negro population. They mature 
more rapidly than the whites. They are physically fit for mar- 
riage earlier than the whites; and when Soop are fit by nature for 
marriage, and feel inclined to enter into that state, you can see 
yourselves it is much better to allow them permission than to dis- 
courage them by such acts as this and tempt them in some way 
to enter into a condition which is unlawful. Of course, morality 
has a great deal todo with all of these questions. It must be taken 
into account; and I do not impute to the colored man any immo- 
rality that I would not impute to his white brother existing under 
like conditions. They are just the same to me. They have both 
a human soul, and in that respect there is no distinction between 
them; but at the same time it is a physical fact, recognized by all 
students of sociology, that people coming from a southern or warm 
climate will 3 than those from the north. You will 
see, therefore, for that, as well as the other reasons I have given, 
we should hesitate about changing the age of consent in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. N 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make 
a few remarks upon this bill—abont fiye or ten minutes. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer some amendments 
to ne bill, 3 the gentleman will permit me to offer them now. 


girl by 


8 LET IT of New York. I will, if it will not deprive mo 
of the right to debate the bill generally. 
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The SPEAKER. It will not. 

Mr. HULICK. I send to the Clerk’s desk the following amend- 
ment. 

8577 SPEAKER. There are two committee amendments already 

ng. 

Verhe lerk read as follows: 

i 4,5, 6, to and includ: 
b person of the age of T 
years and female persons of the of 16 years not nearer of kin than second 
cousins, and not having a hus or wife living, may be joined in marriage: 
Provided always, That male persons under the age of 21 years and female — 
sons under the age of 18 years who have not been previously married 
first obtain the consent of the father or or, if there be neither of 
those, then of the mother of such person, which.” 

Mr. HULICK. Ialso send to the Clerk the following, which I 
offer as an amendment to section 13. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

inserting in . after w “section,” 
wore ote ar ana thee in tine 1, ater the porn K Gelen bfr the following: 
“And sections 721 and 722 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of 
Columbia now in force in the 

Mr. HULICK. Does the gentleman propose to speak now? If 
the gentleman does not—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wish to oppose the amend- 
ments and the bill. 

Mr. HULICK. Iam in favor of the bill with the amendments 
I have offered. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. aker, there are certain 
practical reasons why this bill should not becomealaw. Wehave 
à certain compilation of the statutes here referring to the District 
of Columbia, which has been edited by Messrs. Lovejoy and Abert, 
and purports to contain all the laws in force governing the District 
of Columbia. The measure now under consideration proposes to 
wipe out some nine or ten of the forty-five sections contained in 
chapter 30, the chapter controlling the relations of husband and 
wife. Now, lagree with my colleague from the city of New York 
in the view that no human relation is of graver importance than 
that of husband and wife. The other relations of guardian and 
ward, of parent and child, of master and servant—all the old sub- 
divisions—are of far less importance; and yet we propose now, 
without any consideration, to amend, to change, to alter all ex- 
isting laws. I think this is too important a matter to be disposed 
of in this way, and I think it should be recommitted and sent to 
the Committee on Judiciary; and then, after careful considera- 
tion, it can be bronght before this House at some later day in the 
session. 

The measure proposan contains some manifest absurdities on its 
face. One is the osition of a tax on the husband for mar- 
riage. Does the legality, the validity, of themarriage ceremony 
depend upon the fee which is paid to the minister or clergyman? 
In a case where a man is worth thousands and thousands of dol- 
lars the 3 is often paid little or nothing, and yet here it 
is to be pr bed that in every case, in order to give a sort of cachet 
to the importance of the ceremony, why there must be paid at 
least $1! this measure seriously proposed in the interest of 
the clergy of the District? Do they want a dollar for each cere- 
mony; and will they say to the expectant parties, when they a 
pear before them: Have you your dollar with you?” And 
the intended husband says, “Nay, not so,” must the ceremony 
cease, or will its validity be affected? Now, is it theright thing, 
in so sacred a law as this, to inject provisions which are thor- 
oughly absurd; or, if not absurd, absolutely nugatory? 

. ODELL. Does the gentleman think the marriage should 
not take place unless the money is paid? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should not declare that a 
pun should be imposed on a man who desires to marry. I 
ink he should receive some reward, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Would the gentleman from New York under- 
take a contract to solemnize the marriages in the District of 
Columbia for less than $1 oppa 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. IfI were a judge of a court of 
record in this District, or a justice of the peace, or a minister of 
the gospel, or a priest, I should say: Come one, come all; I will 
marry you for nothing. I do not want your dollar as a penalty.“ 
Of course if a man, in the fullness of his heart, chooses to pay 
$50 or $100 or $1,000 to the clergyman who marries him, it is 
money well spent; but I say that I have never yet seen in any 
statute of any State a provision making it obligatory to pay $1, or 
sr aha sum, as the value of the marriage rite. 

. HULI How would it be to amend the bill by giving 
the person officiating the privilege of kissing the bride in lieu of 
the dollar? au “pod 
Mr. BART of New York. That is the old common-law 
privilege. There is no need of any legislative enactment on that 
r can be settled by the clergyman and the bride. 

ughter. 
Mr, CURTIS of Iowa. I wish to correct the gentleman on one 


point. In the State of Iowa a justice of the peace is permitted to 
charge $2 for performing the marriage ceremony. He is not com- 

lied to charge $2, but he may do soif he chooses. Now, this 
bill provides that the minister or the justice of the peace may 
charge $1, but there is nothing in the bill to prevent him from 
rebating the charge if he likes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In answer tothe position taken 
by the gentleman from Lowa, let me call attention to the words of 
2 section. They are not permissive or directory; they are man- 

tory: 

6. authorized to celebrate the rites of ma: shall 
be pad bo ths beaten a foa of at least $1 in each case. e 

„Shall“ be paid, not may be paid. It seems to me that that 
would give a right of action against the husband. It would bea 
contract which could be enforced as soon as the ceremony was 
performed. 

A MEMBER. And cheap at that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. ow, who determines the ma; 
nitude of the fee? Is it determinable upon the basis of the weal 
of the husband or of the bride? What is to be the test? Let us 
look at the bill seriatim. In the first section it provides— 


That if any male person intending to in the District of Columbia be 


under 21 years of and if a fi e under 18 years of age, and has not been 
previon y married, the consent of the father or „or, if there be none, 
of the mother of such person, shall be given, etc. 


As Lindicated in a question a few moments ago, if there be no 
parents living or no guardian, you must wait until the lady 
attains the age of 18 or the man attains the age of 21 before the 
marriage ceremony can take place. Is not that manifestly absurd 
on its face? There is no provision, practically,in this District, 
under any existing law coming down from yland, or in the 
form of a notion ph enactment, for an application to the court for 
the appointment of a guardian—not even a guardian ad litem— 
but a sort of special guardian for the purpose of giving consent 
to the 1 8155 z 

Mr. FISCHER. Does not my colleague consider that thisis lib- 
eral enough? If he will look at the language in the sixth line he 
will find that special privileges are given to bigamous women who 
have been previously married, while no provision is made for the 
death of previous husbands. [Laughter. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I shall not ad- 
dress myself to that question. I can not answer these somewhat 
jocular remarks or adopt this method of treating the question, I 
am considering it from a serious standpoint, from the standpoint 
of alawyer and a man, who, as a Representative, is interested in the 
well-being of this District. In everything that concerns the wel- - 
fare of the District of Columbia I am interested, as I showed the 
other day by voting for the free-library bill. Now, it is useless to 
insert a provision such as this, requiring consent, if there be no 
way to enforce it, if it is to be simply a brutum fulmen. It is cer- 
tainly a peculiar spectacle to see the Congress of the United States 

a bill to amend the marriage law of this District which 
can not be enforced. We have here a very serious chapter relat- 
ing to the relations of husband and wife, a law which comes down 
to us from the time when the District of Columbia was first formed, 
in 1801. Here is a part of the old Maryland law, and although 
some gentlemen have said that it is antiquated, yet there are some 
very salutary provisions in it. We find in the first section a list 
of the degrees of kindred or affinity within which marriage shall 
not be contracted, and later on re is a penay imposed for 
marrying ms who come within the specified degrees. 

Mr. BABCOCK. We do not repeal those provisions. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. You repeal the penalty. More 
than that, you the penalty now imposed for celebrating a 
marep oa the parties are under the age of consent. : 

Mr. OCK. I think the gentleman is in error about that. 
If the gentleman will look at section 13 he will discover that those 
sections of the law are not r ed. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Let us see. Section 13 sa 
that sections 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 15, 16, and 17, in chapter 30 of the 
Somy statutes now pap pe 5 District of sy pony are 
repealed. @ Now, section 5 is one imposes a penalty for marry- 
ing ee degrees of kindred or affinity 1 

Mr. BABCOCK., Is it? 

1 ball hy York. And section 10 = Pane section 
whic poses a or marrying persons when are 
under age. Now, Toit wise to abolish tiono penalties? 

Mr. MILNES. Will the gentleman inform us who can perform 
the marriage ceremony in the District of Columbia under the 
existing law? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Ministers of the Church of 
England, ministers dissenting therefrom (which would cover near? 
all the others), and priests of the Roman Catholic or Romish 


Church. 
Mr. MILNES. So that marriage is recognized under the pres- 
ceremony? 


ent law as entirely a religious ceremony, not as a civil 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Section 718 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the District of Columbia also provides that— 


For the purpose of preserving the evidence of Ter be 
every — —j— — 1 —.— 9 or ordained accor 


in the District 
to the rites and 
ceremonies of hi whether residence be in the trict or else- 
where in the United States or its Territories, may be licensed to celebrate 
marriages in the District. 


So we see that under the Maryland law ministers of the Church 
of England, ministers of all churches dissenting therefrom, and 
ministers of the Romish Church can celebrate marriages, whereas 
in the Revised Statutes the old Maryland 3 is enlarged 
80 as to embrace all ministers of whatever religious denomination. 

If you want to amend the marriage law of the District and 
authorize marriage by a justice of the peace or a judge of a court 
of record, propose such a provision and I will vote for it. But 
why change the existing law in what seems to me this absurd 
manner? 

Mr. CURTIS of lowa. The gentleman, I presume, recognizes 
the fact that there are many eoon, moral people who refuse to 
recognize marriage as other t a civil contract, and who would 
insist upon being married by a judge or a justice of the peace. I 
believe that every State in the Union allows this ceremony to be 
performed by a court of record or a justice of the peace. Wein 
this bill pro to adopt that provision with reference to the 
celebration of marriage in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Now,the answer to that is 
simply this: A bill should have been brought in to amend section 
718 of the Revised Statutes by adding the following words: 


Marriages within the District of Columbia may be celebrated by the judge 
of any court of record or a justice of the peace. 7 j 


That is the only sensible provision in this whole bill—the only 
wise provision. The imposition of a fee of $1 is an absurdity; it 
is ridiculous on its face; and it might well excite the risibilities 
of the whole United States to say that we measure the value of 
marriage by the imposition of a fee of $1. 

Mr. “CURTIS of Iowa. Then let the gentleman offer an amend- 
ment to make the fee larger. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Or less. Suppose the gentleman makes it 90 
cents. 

A MEMBER. Or let the man who wants to get married give his 
due bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. If the existing law is to be 
changed—if we are to have a more modern marriage law—why 
should it not conform to thestatutes in force in the various States? 
If a man be a minister of any religion and is empowered to per- 
form the marriage ceremony, why should he be obliged to apply 
to the court for an order—an order—that he be permitted to per- 
form the ceremony? That is absurd. Ifa man isa minister of 
any established church, or if he is authorized by the existing pro- 
vision of the Revised Statutes to perform the marriage ceremony, 
why do you want to abridge or take away his power? He may 
apply for a license now; but why should a minister apply to the 
court for an order directing that he be allowed to unite persons in 
the bonds of wedlock? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. 
swer his question? : 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr.CURTISofIowa. The committee were informed that there 
are in the District of Columbia many irresponsible individuals 
assuming to be ministers of the gospel; and therefore this section 
was regarded as important by all the ministers who were heard 
before the committee. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It certainly would be a grave 
offense for anyone to assume without authority to be a minister 
of the gospel and to undertake as such to perform the e 38 
ceremony; andif that offense is likely to occur, there ought to 
some penalty provided. But this bill provides no penalty of im- 
8 for a person who is so base as to undertake to perform 


Will the gentleman permit me to an- 


e mar ceremony when he has no authority so to do. 

Mr. TALBERT. I think I agree in general with the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BARTLETT]; but I would like y ask him 
this question: When two pernan agree in the presence of wit- 
nesses to become man and wife, without any ceremony by any 
officer of the law, is not that a valid marriage at common law? 
And is it not so recognized in all the States? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It is, provided the marriage 
be consummated. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have in the fourth section of this bill this 
provision: 

That no marriage heretofore solemnized shall be deemed or adjudged to be 
invalid, nor shall the validity thereof be in any way affected, on account of 
any want of authority in any person sole g the same, if consummated 


ted. 
with a full belief on the part of the persons so married, or either of them, 
that they were lawfully Joined in marriage. 

Now, that is all right with reference to marriages heretofore 
solemnized; and I see that the words “or hereafter,” which were 
originally in the bill, have been stricken out by the committee. 


But there is no provision made in reference to marriages which 
are not solemnized in conformity to the provisions of this act. 
How can you enforce your act? hat does it amount to? What 
need is there of legislation such as this? It seems to me, gentle- 
men, in all seriousness, that this is too grave a matter to be dis- 
posed of in this way without careful consideration. Isubmit that 
the proper course of ing—one which certainly must com- 
mend itself to every lawyer in this body—would be to refer the 
bill to the Committee on the Judiciary and let that committee 
bring in a complete, logical, well-arranged marriage law for the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word in 
reply to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT]. I have 
no doubt but that the Judiciary Committee would have proven 
competent in the consideration and preparation of this bill, but 
unfortunately, by reason of the character of the legislation pro- 
posed, under the rules of the House the bill went to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia for its action. 

I wish to say this, that this bill was considered in the Senate b 
the Committee on the District of Columbia there, and by suc 
able lawyers as Senators FAULKNER, Hoar, and others; was con- 
sidered on the floor of the Senate for two consecutive days, and 
finally passed that body, It came before the Committee on the 
District of Columbia of the House and meets their approval in 
the shape presented here. 

Three or four hearings were given to individual ministers and 
others in reference to the matter embodied in the bill, together 
with the House bill, which we had before us, both of which were 
considered by the committee at the same time. 

I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that the only objec- 
tion interposed by the ministers, who came before the committee 
in considerable force, was with reference to sections 2 and 7, which 
provide for the bond; and after giving that matter careful atten- 
tion, at the suggestions of the ministers themselves, the bond fea- 
ture was eliminated, and the penalties provided for, which have 
been made to apply to judges of the court and justices of the 
peace as well as to the ministers. I believe that this bill must 
necessarily pass if there is to be any legislation here in this Con- 

ress on the subject, and I trust that the gentleman will withhold 

is objection. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. 5 

Mr. WALSH. I wanted to ask the gentleman why it was made 
discretionary in the court of the District of Columbia to grant 
a license to any minister under the terms of this bill? You say 
such court ‘‘may” make an order. Even though he proves that 
he is a qualified minister, you leave the matter entirely in the dis- 
cretion of the court. À 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I think, under the interpretation of the 
language of the section, the court would construe it as a duty to 
grant such authority, if the person applying was suitable and pre- 
sented and sufficient proof to the court. 

Mr. WALSH. The language of your statute is against you. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. S er, I have offered an amendment to 
the bill which I trust will receive the consideration and approval 
of the House. 

It has been stated that this is a very important measure. That 
I concede, and I approve of the bill most heartily as it comes from 
the committee, with the adoption of the amendments I have al- 
ready proposed. I hope to be able in a very brief time to present 
reasons why these amendments should be adopted by the House 
and made a part of the bill. 

There is great necessity for legislation in this respect, as has 
been suggested, and while we are considering the marriage laws 
for the District, it is very important that we have a bill that will 
commend itself to the citizens of the District of Columbia and 
the bar, as well as to all interested in such legislation. 

The first section of the bill provides— 


That if any male person intending to m in the District of Columbia be 
under 21 years of age, and if a female under 18 years of age, and has not been 
previously married, the consent of the father or pununa, or, if there be non 
of the mother of such person, shall be given cither personally to the clerk o 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia or his deputy, or in writing 
subscribed by a witness, who shall make oath before the clerk of said cour 
that said writing was signed or acknowledged in the presence of said witness 
by such father, guardian, or mother, as the case may be. 


Now, I ask to have the first part of this section stricken out 
down to and including the word “ person,” in the seventh line, 
and have it declared specifically in the bill who can marry in the 
District; not such persons as are intending to marry, but let it 
designate who may be married or be permitted to marry in the 
District. The amendment I offered is to strike out all of that 
portion of the first section 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question? How many amendments have you? 


. HULICK. Two. The other is merely formal, and will fol- 
This is to amend the section, the 


low the adoption of the first. 


1896. 
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first section, of the bill, so as to provide who may marry in the 
District of Columbia. i 

I pro to strike out, then, all of lines 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, down to 

and including the word person,“ and insert the following: 
le persons of the age of 16 year: 

Mpk cc ete eign der ead Yes having a husband or wife Heine: 
sey | be ee in marriage, providing always that male persons under the age 
of A and female persons under the age of 18 years, who have not been pre- 
viously married, shall first obtain the consent of the father or guardian, and 
if there be neither of these, then of the mother of such person, which shall be 

ven either personally to the clerk of the supreme court of the District of 

lumbia or his deputy, etc. 

This defines and declares who may be married in the District. 
This bill, as it is offered by the committee, does not. I will here 
say, as a member of the committee, that the amendment was of- 
fered in the committee, and I thought until to-day that it was car- 
riedin the bill—that it met the id pay ofthe subcommittee. But 
I find that it isnotincluded. Ido notknowthereason why. We 
should declare who are the persons authorized to be married in 
the District. 

Now, male persons of the age of 18 years can be lawfully mar- 
ried under this amendment, and female persons of the age of 16 
years can be lawfully married. At present male ns under 18 
and female persons under 16 can not be married under the law. 
I believe below that sons ought not to be permitted to 
marry in the District of Columbia or anywhere else. 

The question was asked by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BARTLETT] a few moments since what would be the result if per- 
sons are married, and cohabited, or consummated the marriage, 
who were under the ages of 18 and 16, respectively? Well, now, 
that is a question, of course, that would have to be determined 
by the parties who run that risk, If, however, the marriage be 
consummated, while it may not be void, itis voidable only. And 
if the circumstances are such that the marriage ought not to be 
set aside, it would not be affected by this bill. Now the impor- 
tant question is to determine who shall marry in the District of 
Columbia. The other bill leaves it open entirely. 

Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT. If this bill is enacted into law will it have 
the effect of r ing all other statutes now in force in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and also the provisions of the common law? 
Will it repeal all of these,and will this be the only law bearing 
upon the subject? A : 

Mr. HULICK. It will repeal such sections as are designated in 
the last section of the bill—section 13—and then it provides in 

neral terms, as most of these bills do, that all laws or parts of 
ABS: heretofore in force in this District, inconsistent with or in 
conflict with the provisions of this act, are hereby repealed. 

Mr. TALBERT. It will virtually be the only law bearing upon 
the subject? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. It only repeals those in conflict with 


this statute. s 
Mr. HULICK. Those inconsistent with this statute are re- 
pealed; but I want to call the attention of the House now to the 
section that is intended to be re ed by the second amendment. 
The statute in force in this District relating to marriage was 
enacted by the Maryland legislature in 1777. This amendment 
fixes not only the age but the relationship, which shall not be 
nearer than that of second cousin. Then the bill pro an 
amendment to section 2 of the statutes in force in the District of 
Golumbia, which now fixes the relationship which shall exist, or 
rather shall not exist, between parties who are determined to 
I want to call the attention of the House to that meas- 
ure. Under the law now in force, which was enacted over a hun- 
dred Pend ago, it is provided in section 2, which would be re- 
pealed by this amendment and which ought to be repealed, that— 
If any person within this District shall hereafter marry with any person 
related within any of the degrees of kindred or affinity expressed in the fol- 
lowing table, such marriage shall be void. 

Then follows the table of the degrees of kindred and affinity 
within which no persons related shall marry. I want you to listen 
to this, to see the absurdity of a law, passed over a hundred years 
ago, which now controls the e of this District as to the rela- 
. Which they not marry. A man shall not 

i Geet 2 

Mr. DOCKERY,. Well, why should he? nent) 

Mr. MILNES. I will ask the gentleman if he wants to author- 
= A man to marry his grandmother? This law says he shall not 

oit. 

Mr. HULICK. No; we want to change the law and say he 
shall not marry any person of a nearer relationship than second 
cousin, and that will keep out the grandmothers. 

Mr. BAKER of New pshire. Does not this bill repeal that, 
and allow a man to his grandmother? 

Mr. HULICK. My amendment proposes to 


1 this section, 
but the bill as it now stands will not repeal it. 


nder the terms 


of this old statute a man shall not marry his grandmother, grand- 
father’s wife, wife’s grandmother, father’s sister, mother’s sister, 
mother, stepmother. I do not suppose anybody would want to 
marry his stepmother, with her reputation, but if he did, he may 


not marry his stepmother in the District of Columbia. 
Sh T ERT. The gentleman must be reading from the 
‘ible, 


Mr. HULICK (continuing). Nor his wife’s mother, daughter, 
wife’s daughter, son’s wife, sister, son's diughter, daughter’s 
daughter, son’s son’s wife, daughter’s son’s wife, wife’s son’s 
daughter, wife’s daughter's daughter, brother’s daughter, sister’s 
daughter. That is what a man can not do in the District of 
Columbia. 

Now, I want to call your attention to what a woman can not 
do, and if this bill passes without the amendment which I propose 
this section will remain the law of the District so far as that is 
concerned. Now, I ask, Mr. Speaker, whether it is true that the 
good people of the District have to be prohibited by law from doin, 
the things above referred to? Now, again, a woman shall no 
marry her grandfather, grandmother's husband, husband's grand- 
father, father’s brother, mother’s brother, father, stepfather, hus- 
band’s father, son, husband’s son, daughter’s husband, brother, 
son's son, daughter’s son, son's daughter's husband, daughter’s 
daughter’s husband, husband's son's son, husband’s daughter’s 
son, brother’s son, sister’s son. : 

Now, if the le of this District want such a law as this, if 
they are a hun ears behind the age and can not live in this 
year of our Lord 1896 withont marrying their grandmothers and 
others prohibited by that antiquated law, then I pray you, Mr. 
Speaker, let the House reject my amendment. “Based ain 
simply provides that no one in the District of Columbia can marry 
any person of nearer relationship thana second cousin. The per- 
son who to the clerk of the court for a license must state in 
an affidavit provided for in the bill, under oath, that he is of a 
certain age—over 21 years of age—that he is not nearer of kin to 
Nancy Jones than second cousin, and that she is over 18 years of 
age. And thereupon the clerk issues the license, the minister sol- 
emnizes the marriage, he makes his return of the marriage, the 

som = his bonny bride go off on their honeymoon, and every- 

is happy. 
x BURTON of Missouri. You also stop the stepfather and 
stepmother from being married. 

Mr. HULICK. I want seriously to ask this House whether we 
should leave on the statute books for the District of Columbia 
such a law, passed g e legislature of Maryland in 1777, over a 
hundred years ago? ould you leave such provisions, so ridicu- 
lously absurd, upon the statute books, and have this Congress say 
that such laws areneeded for the people of the District of Columbia? 

Now, my amendment proyides for the repeal of that antiquated 


Section of the statute, and fixes in one sentence that no one shall 


be married in the District of Columbia that is nearer related than 
second cousins. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would ask the gentleman whether, in view 
of the very diverse expressions of opinion that have been had on 
this bill, it would not be better to let it go over until the next 
District day, and then we can consider it. 

Mr. ICK. I do not know whether it would or not. Iam 
not prepared to speak in behalf of the committee. I think that we 
ought to fully and seriously consider this important matter; and 
if when we get through with a consideration of all the provisions 
of the bill it 5 Myisable to let it go over, it will be all right. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman what par- 
eo ee a is or the passage 5 this bill. Has there 
ever been any trouble about being married or given in marriage 
in this District? S 

Mr. HULICK. Oh, yes; there is very much embarrassment 
under the statutes that are now in force relating to marriage. 

Mr. TRACEY. I do not want to talk about the statutes, but I 
want to know what is the trouble about the existing law. 

Mr. HULICK. I want to answer the question of the gentleman. 
y . for the repeal of other sections of the statute that cause 

oubt. 

Mr. TRACEY. I do not want the point I made lost sight of. 
The question is, Has there ever been any trouble in marrying or of 

ople being married or given in marriage under the existing law? 

at is the question. 

z Mr. HULICK. No serious trouble, I apprehend, for when a mar- 
riage is consummated the common law would come in and legalize 
them. Another statute is proposed to be repealed that has caused 
some embarrassment, Itis this: 

Sec. 4. The rites of marr between any whi ? j 
aea a Tuer 

g e) unless by m ini 
dissenting from that Sera oe Romish 8 5 5 R 

Now, there are Romish priests in this District that can solem- 
nize marriages, and there are ministers dissenting from the Church 
of England that can solemnize marriages under that section, 
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but Methodist and Presbyterian and other os can not under 


ba section, a) leak = I want it 5 more i 
. BAKER ew Hampshire, e gentleman permi 
age ANETE ATO: A ELAO O ang 

Mr. HULI If ministers belong to the Church of England 
they can solemnize marriage under that section. The gentle- 
man from New Hampshire may tell you that other ns have 
solemnized marriages in the District since the compilation of this 
statute. And that is true, I admit. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the gentleman will look at 
section 718 of the Revised Statutes of the District he will find that 
there was an act passed June 7, 1870, and that says that every 
minister of the gospel appointed or ordained according to the rites 
of his church as a minister of his church, whether his residence 
be in the District or elsewhere in the United States, may perform 
the ceremon censed. 


not leave it to the courts to construe. 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. You ought to have it that he who 
Ar. UPDEGRAFF, Will it tion? 
8 s u permit me a question’ 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir. 2 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. If your amendment should be adopted and 
the bill become a law, would it not be impossible for a male to 
marry at all, under any circumstances,if he were under the age 
of 18 years, or fs female vě 75 (Tau pen mee roe 5 years, how- 
evor premina he necessi ughter. uld such a marriage 
be celebrated under your amendment? 

Mr. HULICK. No, sir; it would be ill It is the opinion 
of the committee that there should be a limit, and if a young man 
is not over 18 years of it is the opinion of the committee he 
should not be permitted by law to marry, and if this bill should be 
adopted with my amendment he can not get a license from the 
clerk, and of course could not get married according to law in 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MILNES. He can not under the bill. 

Mr. HULICK. Under my amendment a female under 16 years 
of age can not be married, and we think there should be a limit. 
My amendment fixes it by declaring by law who shall be married 
in the District of Columbia. We have reason and history and every- 
thing that contributes to the formation of opinion on the question 
of i that would indicate that 16 and 18 years of age, 
respectively, are low enough to authorize people to enter the mar- 

e relation. Now, if the members of this House think differ- 
ently, if they have any reason to say that it is too high or too low, 
3 $ would be pleased to hear their suggestion and the reasons 

efor. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to lay this 
aside and take up some public business? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has charge of the 

i „ 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. As soon as the gentleman yields the 
floor I will just say one word. 
Mr. H CK. I will yield to you for you to say a word, but I 
do not wo 555 to yield the floor. 
Mr. TIS of Iowa. I was simply going to say 
Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Speaker, would a motion to recommit 
this bill be in order? z 
The SPEAKER. Not while the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Ho ick} has the floor. 
Mr. SPALDING. I understand that he has yielded the floor. 
Mr. HULICK. No, sir; Lhavenot yielded except for a moment 
to saoter member of the committee [Mr. Curtis of Iowa] to 
say a wo: 
. SPALDING. How long has the gentleman from Ohio a 
right to the floor? 
e SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has about 
minutes sg (Laughter. ] 
. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, there are two other amendments 
that must necessarily be adopted if this bill is to be ected. 
Mr. TALBERT. Let me ask the gentleman whether a demand 
has come from the citizens of the District of Columbia for the en- 
actment of this bill? 
Mr. HULICK. Oh, yes; and from all the ministers. The sec- 
tions to be repealed imposed a penalty of £500 current money 
(81,8334) for improperly solemnizing marriage, and for other vio- 


lations o law. 


Mr.-BARTLETT of New York, Is that too high a penalty for 
80 grave an offense? 

Mr. HULICK. Well, Solomon told me a long time ago how 
to answer such foolish questions—according to their folly; cer- 
tainly no other member in this House would say that such a pen- 
alty should remain in the law. Mr. Speaker, I now call attention 
to sections 721 and 722. This bill does not repeal these sections. 
Section 721 provides that— 

The clerk shall provide a record book of his office, consisting of licenses in 
the form 1 in the preceding section, printed in bl . one of which 
he shall fill up with the names of the parties for whose union any license has 


been issued, and beneath it shall be printed a certificate to be made by the 
minister who solemnized the š 


Now, you provide in this bill for a record to be kept without 

— i ee old section, that provides also for a record to be kept 
y the clerk. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. We repeal that by the repeal of section 
16 of the compiled statutes now in force in the District of Colum- 
bia, and we repeal section 722 also. 

Mr. HULIC But section 16 in the compilation is not the sec- 
tion of the Revised Statutes. Here is a compilation that has no 
more binding force than if the gentleman himself had compiled 
it. It is sections 721 and 722 of the Revised Statutes that should 
be repealed, because that is the law controlling thismatter. How- 
ever, that is an amendment that can be adopted without contro- 
versy later on. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no further suggestions to make ex- 
cept that, ha stated that the most important amendment is 
the first one, if that be adopted the others must necessarily fol- 
low. Whether this bill should be di of at this time I do not 
know. Perhapsit would be better to have it recommitted, because 
this is a very important matter, and the sections are not proper} 
num On the whole, I think the bill should be 5 
to the committee for further consideration. I do not wish to move 
to recommit it without consulting the chairman of the committee 
and others of the committee, but 1 think the suggestion is a 
because the bill in its present form is very imperfect and un- 


8383 inquiry. 
The SP AKER: The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire to know when a mo- 
tion to recommit the bill to another committee will be in order— 
whether after the amendments are voted upon or before? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that motion would be in 
order after the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. If the gentleman will permit me, I will 
say one word with respect to the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair assumed, in answering the inquiry 
of the gentleman from New York, that the gentleman from lowa 
[Mr. Curtis] intended to move the previous question. If tho 
Previous question is ordered, then at any time after the bill is 
ordered toa third reading the motion indicated by the gentleman 
from New York will be in order. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Someamendmentshave already 
been offered. Will other amendments be in order? 

The SPEAKER. Not if the previous question is ordered. That 
will cut off amendments. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I have the floor, I believe, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has the floor. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the amendment re 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HuLicKk]} was considered by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia at considerable length, but 
they were unable to agree to report it tothe House, for the reason 
that they believed it decidedly unwise to recommend a law whith 
would make it impossible for persons to marry under any circum- 
stances, no matter what conditions might arise, if they were under 
the ages of 18 and 16 respectively. 

Mr. LACEY. One question in this connection: In cases of se- 
duction, where 3288 marriages are encouraged, how will 
this pro bill operate : 

Mr. e 43 Iowa. It a provided that os under 2e 
ages o an , respectively, may marry with consent o 
parents or guardians; and I suppose that without such consent 
moa marriage under the common law would not perhaps be 
inyalid. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to say anything further on the 
subject, and will merely call for the previous question on the 
amendments and the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 
to offer an amendment? : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks the previous 

uestion, as the Chair understands, on the amendments and on 

e bill to its passage. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 49, noes 12, 
Mr BARTLETT of New York. No quorum. 
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The SPEAKER (after counting the House). There are 98 mem- 
bers present—no quorum. 

Mr. DINGLE I move that the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 30 
minutes p. m.) rss pers adjourned, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. HENDERSON, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to which were referred House bills Nos. 
18, 259, 1208, 2913, 3550, 3956, 7446, and 8110, reported in lieu 


thereof the bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a uniform law on the sub- Mrs. 


i of bankruptcies throughout the United States, accompanied 
AY fe (No. > which said bill and report were referred 
By the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. private bills and resolutions were 
5 from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referr e Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The 3 (H. R. 7958) for the relief of Edward E. Schreiner. (Re- 

rt No. 1230 
ae Mr. NOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill * 5585) for the relief of William L. Orr. (Report 

0. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

h the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OWS: 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: A bill (H. R. 8165) to pension all sol- 
diers who reenlisted as veterans and have an honorable discharge 
from said latter service at $20 per month—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 8166) to 3 the post- 
ago on monthly publications when admitted to be carried assecond- 

matter—to the 5 on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 8167) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Red River of tbe North—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commer 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 8187) to reduce the expense 
of transmission of local or drop“ letters, mail matter of the first 
class, to.1 cent per half ounce and secure letter-carrier delivery 
for the same—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were di 

. consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
‘ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 2232) for the relief of Arthur H. Lupfer—Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The bill vo R. 2991) authorizing the payment of the amount 
due Stella J. Coolbroth—Committee on Private Land Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to 8 e. on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 7283) pension to Mary Dozha Com- 
mittee on Pensions mane referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


ed from 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
9 clause 1 of Rule XXII. . pirato bills of the following titles 


By Mr. G resented and referred as follows: 
COX: A bill (H. R. 8168) for — relief of Joseph Wil- 
Wasa ots ·¾ co ae 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R.8109) granti an in- 
erease of pension to S. R. Smith—to the Committee valid 


Pensions, 
By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 8170) granting an increase of 
Poni ne O Isabella Graham, widow of John L. 5 of 
37 Ir 5 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
G: A bill (H. R. 8171) granting a ion to 
Elizabeth Bryant, widow of Ray Bryant, late a soldier in the 
Meina war—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 8172) gran e E arpatapas a 
Matias 5 the Committee on n 1 1. * — 
Also, a ) granting a pension to Lydia Sompsell— 
to the Committee on Invalid | sna aby 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8174)toremove 5 desertion against 
e Cah ar gt reader 
y ( 175) a on to 
7 A. Wilcox—to the ittee on toed pS a Ponsi 
wah . LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 8176) for the relief of Elisha M. 
born—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. LITTLE (by . A bill (H. R. 8177) to grant a 
pension to E. M. Smothers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8178) to remove the charge of 
POREO NOAE BARTA nel S. Prater—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

By Mr. MoCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8179) for relief 
of the estate of John Richards, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8180) for relief of Dr. J. N. Houston—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. 8 A bill (H. R. 8181) to increase the pension of 

H. Cooper, widow of the late Rear-Admiral George 
H. 2 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SMITH of IIlinois: A bill (H. R. 8182) unting s 
sion en Isaac N. Phillips, late provost-marshal in and for Phir 
teenth district of Illinois, in the war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. ped core dhe oe rec- 
ord of William B. Smith—to the Committee Atairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8184) g . 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: 4 bill (l. R. 8185) granti a pension to 
Rowland C. Harmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 8186) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Christopher Par- 
ish—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 5 and papers 
wee laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

y Mr. ADAMS: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
in goss of Senate bill No. 2447, to establish a t of com- 
nan and manufactures—to the Committee on the J DURT. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Pa Fait to accompany 
bil 0. 10.6140 for the relief of William S. Williams, late of Gams: 
pany D, Forty-fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petition of citizens of Greenbush, Wis., 
favor of Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the 
CE on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BELKNAP: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5500, 
tor ihe relief of Bernard J. D. Irwin—to the Committee on War 


Pio ae eas acing a he Phi — 5 
0 vo e passa, Torre ukru —to 
the Committee on the J 3 A pior 


By Mr. BLUE: Petition of F. G. Adams and others, of Topeka, 
Kans., in favor of the adoption of the metric system of weights 
and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 


ures. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Memorial of the Tower Bible and Tract 
Society, co’ ing rates of postage on second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of Joseph Williamson, praying that his 
claim for property taken by the rage during the late war be 
referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War . 

ris Mr, DANIELS: Petition of farmers of Erie County, N. X. 

1 regarding the im ation of stock from Canada 
for eged breeding purposes; also favoring a duty on certain 
produce—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of citizens of Red Rock, Ark., to 
remove the of desertion against William Pierce—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDDY: Petitionof Gay bay no ding and other Red Lake 
Indian chiefs, relative to Indian legislation—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HART: Petition of citizens of Lansford, Pa., favoring 
the Committee on 


. petition of the Manufacturers’ Association of the North- 
west, for preference to Portland, Oreg., for bidding for supplies to 
Government posts and other agencies of the Government in the 
Pacific Northwest—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: Petition of Irish-American citizens of Fort 
Wayne, Ind., favoring a movement to secure amnesty for political 
prisoners confined in English prisons—to the Committee on For- 


Affairs. 

By Mr, LITTLE: Memorial of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Central Christian Church of St. Louis, 
Mo., asking for eee e, of the sale of intoxicating liquors 
2 the Capitol building—to the Committee on the District of 
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Poy Mr. KERREN 3 oe — . of 
tionary Engineers of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the age 
of House bill No. 8618, to organize and increase the eee of 
the personnel of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

, resolutions of the city council of Aurora, Nebr., favoring 
the transmississippi and international exposition of Omaha—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: Petition of Martin McDonald and 
500 others, of Kansas City, Kans., in regard to the Marquette 
statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the Presbyterian Church of Barne- 
gat, N. J., preying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of Messrs. Kasson & Palmer, of Boston, Mass., 
protesting against the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Henry Turner and 56 other citizens of Brock- 

„Mass., asking for adoption of the metric system of weights and 
measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of C. C. Cole and 84 others, of the 
Milwaukee National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, favor- 
ing the paano of an act enabling any inmate of the Home to live 
with his family at a cost not to ex the average expense of such 
inmate at the Home—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. QUIGG: Petition of Adolph Alexander and others, for 
the passage of a bill for the adoption of the metric system—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of Hon. J. B. Van Bergen and 
other citizens of Carbondale, Pa., in favor of the metric system— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of Perseverance Council, No. 83, 
Daughters of Liberty, of New Haven, Conn., praying for the pas- 
sage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Eli Whitney Lodge, No. 80, Order United 
American Mechanics, of Hamden, Conn., in favor of the Lodge 
ey eae bill—to the Committee on immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolutions of the Teachers’ 
Institute of Chester, Pa., in favor of the adoption of the metric 
sem of 0 0 and measures to the Committee on Coinage, 

eights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of Great Bridge (Ye) Chapter of 
Daughters of the American Revolution, asking for an appropria- 
tion for the publication of the official documents relating to the 
American Revolutionary period—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of citizens of Newport News, Va.; also petition 
of George P. Dravo and 12 others, of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring 
the metric system of weights and measures—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of J. T. Howell and others; 
also of W. L. Dudley and others, all of Nashville, Tenn., in favor 
of bill for the adoption of the metric system of weights and meas- 
ures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of S. J. Woelfly and 125 other citi- 
zens of Jonestown, Pa., favoring the parage of joint resolution 
ae 11, amending the Constitution—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 14, 1896. 


The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., offered the follow- 
ing prayer: Seno 
A imizhty Father, we come into Thy presence with joy and 
thanksgiving, as we commemorate the birthday of Thy venerable 
servant, the senior Senator from Vermont. e bless Thee that 
Thou hast brought him to his eighty-sixth birthday hale in body, 
clear, sound, and vigorous in intellect, happy in his family, in the 
warm and loving esteem of his brothers of the Senate, the poopie 
of his own State, and his fellow-citizens throughout this broad 
land. 
We bless Thee, too, for his memorable service in the two Houses 
of Congress through this long areton of years, for his noble and 
eminent service in behalf of the honor, safety, and welfare of our 
country, and we humbly pray Thee to spare him to us yet many 
ears. And t him, when the end of life shall come, to pass 
ence with a conscience void of offense, full of love to God as his 
life has been full of love to his fellow-men. We humbly pray, 
through Jesus Christ our Saviour. Amen. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 
Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent that the prayer de- 
livered by the Chaplain this morning be inserted in the RECORD, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. The Journal of yesterday's proceedings 
will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 8 pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT ee oh the petition of Rev. J. E. 
Rankin, D. D., LL. D., president of Howard University, Washing- 
ton, D. C., praying that the annual . for the support 
of that bend Yar be considered favorably by the Senate; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of Great Bridge Chapter, Daugh- 
ters of the American Revolution, of Norfolk, Va., praying for 
the publication of the records and papers of the Continental Con- 
gress; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the board of reference 
and control of the World’s Columbian Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States: 


At a meeting of the board of reference and control of the World's Colum- 
bian OAOA held in . D. C., on the 15th day of February, 
A. D. 1896, a committee cc | of the prenan of the Commission an 
Commissioners P. H. Lannan, of Utah; O, V. Tousley, of Minnesota, and 
J. W. St. Clair, of West Virginia, were appointed a committee to present the 
following preamble and resolutions to the Committee on pon ee wa in 
the two Houses of Congress and urge upon them the adoption of the sug- 
gestions therein contained: 

“ Whereas section 13 of the act of Congres approyed July 25, 1890, entitled 
‘An act providing for 5555 our hundredth anniversary of the 
discovery of America by Christopher Columbus by holding an international 
ries, manufactures, and products of the soil, mines, 
in the State of Ilinois,’ provides 

of the Commission to make report from time 
e United States of the p the work, and 
ta full exhibit of the results of the exposition’; and 
orld’s Columbian Commission, created by said act of Cons 
gress,in order to secure in a p r and economic way the ee of 
said the following: 
ro- 
vided that the Com 
United 


economic and i pion og manner, 
“*Resolved, That a 


which committee, when so appointed, shall proceed to 82 for sub- 
on to thoritative action the said final re- 
port referred to in section 13 of the said act of Con; 

**Resolvéd, That all resolutions or orders of this Commission, in so far as 
they may connie with the provisions of the foregoing resolution, are hereby 
re an 

“ Whereas on the authority of said committee on final report. a subcommit- 
tee thereof has already p: ed so much of said final report as could be 
done without the trans: on of the report of the various departments of 
the tion, and more especially that of the Director-General and the 
committee on awards; and 

“Whereas the committee on awards has now finished its work and trans- 
mitted to the dent of the Commission its report, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury has now about completed the medals and diplomas to be deliv- 
ered to the exhibitors at the World's Columbian Exposition, and has been 
authorized and instructed by this board to make delivery thereof to the 
parties entitled thereto; and 

“Whereas the World's Columbian Commission on the 3d day of November, 
1893, adopted the eatin F 

“* Whereas it is essential to the proper preparation of the final report of the 
result of the Exposition that the official ir, ode of the various de ments 
„ should be prepared as speedily as possible, so that the special 
co! ttee charged with the duty of preparing and submitting such final 
report for the consideration’ of the Commissi thereto: 


ion may have access 
Z whan end aa sash officiel xevorts skall be conipleted th 

“* Resolve when and as such o 8 comple ê; 
shall be immediately delivered to the president of the Comuntasion and by 
him submitted to the said ial committee; and further, that all officers 
whose duty it is to make such official reports be enjoined to discharge this 
duty as pompt as practicable,’ which was a direction to the Director-Gen- 
and allchiefs of departments and other subordinate officers of the Com- 
mission to transmit to said committee on final report the final reports to be 
made by them, . neverthel: the said Director-General has up 
to this e failed to deliver to said committee his report, which necessaril 
incorporates the reports of the heads of all the departments of the Ex - 
ian. bate as this board is informed, has filed the same with the Congress of 
the United States; and 

“Whereas the Senate of the United States has, by an amendment to the 
urgent deficiency bill now pending in Congress, provided that the entire 
compensation of the Director-General for the work of preparing his final re- 
port and for all sums expended or paid out by him upon such work, and for 
any sums due under ments or contracts for assistants for such work: 
provided that the or 

+ all illustrations, 


typewritten or written manuscript of such work 
all plates and negatives of photogra: 
5 hall pah him 


and plans incorporated in such work, and 
hs taken therefor in the hands of the 
Director-Gener: eposited with the Joint Committee on 
Printing, which amendment, if concurred in by the House of Representatives, 
1 1 beyond the control of this board or said committee on final 
re an 

PY Whereas by an act of Con, approved August 18, 1894, an appropriation 
was made in amount and for the purpose, as follows: 

To enable the co: ttee on final report toarrange the reports of the 
various departments and prepare a synopsis of the same, $3,500, or so much as 
may be necessary, to be expended in the discretion of the committee; and said 
reports with 2 including index in each volume, shall not exceed ten 
quarto folios in all, or not exceeding 1,000 pages each; and 

“ Whereas this board has taken the necessary action to finish the work of 


1896. 
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reparation of said final report as indicated by said last-mentioned act: There- 


Commission to be transmitted 


sary may be incorporated into the final report, which will be completed on 
the 15th day of October, 1896, and which state, as req by section 13 
of said act of Congress, the results of said e: ition. 

“ Resolved, That it is the sense of this board that the Director-General shall 
be paid the sum c y him for his services, including the expenses 
incident thereto, in the pre tion o d report, and it y requests 
an appropriation to be e to pay the same.” 

Your petitioners would ully call attention to phs marked 
on 5 vely, 1, 2, zi 6, and ask consideration of the same. 


In such case your petitioners eve that your honorable body will come 


to the conclusion that the poa method to be pursued will be t the re- 
pors of the president of the Commission, the secre „the Director-General, 
he committee on awards, and the president of the of lady managers 


shonld be made to the World's Columbian Commission, as they are all crea- 
and that the Commission should transmit the same to the 
President of the i in accordan: i of 1890. 


nited States, . 

It seems to your committee that this is the only way to comply with the 
mandates of the law, with the! tion of the World's Columbian Commis- 
sion, an agent of your own creation, and the only method by which a report 
worthy the World's Columbian Commission can be made. 

Any conditions, limitations, or restrictions your honorable body may see 
fit to impose will be observed by your petitioners. 

Your petitioners would call attention to the fact that at the meeting of 
the board of reference and control above mentioned there were present 
seven out of the eight members of the Commission of which the said rd is 
composed, and that said board will meet on November 15, for the 

urposo of reviewing the several reports and ordering their on to 
The ent of the United States. 


The ter part of the appropriation of 1891 for the work of the commit- 
tee on report is 1 — unexpended, necessitating 
if any. for the comple’ 

Ihave the honor to be, for the committee, very 


Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Rev. H Branch, 
D. D., president, and Rev. W. G. Herbert, secretary, of the Mary- 
land State Temperance Alliance, praying for the 5 of 
an impartial national commission to fat ia into and investigate 
upon the alcoholic liquor traffic, its relations to crime, pauper- 
ism, taxation, and the general public welfare; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of the Federated Trades Coun- 
cil, American Federation of Labor, of Madison, Wis., praying for 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to1 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Winnebago Christian En- 
deavor Union of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of a Sun- 
day-rest law for the District of Columbia, for the enactment of 
legislation raising the age of consent in the District of Columbia 
and the Territories to 18 years, to prevent interstate gambling by 
telegraph, and to defeat race-track gambling in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of Erie Council, No. 92, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Huron, Ohio, re- 
monstrating inst the appropriation of money for sectarian 
institutions; which was or to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented resolutions of the legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, relative to the extermination of the gypsy moth; which 
were read, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, as follows: 0 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the year 1896. Resolutions relative to 

the extermination of the gypsy moth. 


Whereas the gypsy moth, an insect pest, has found a lodgment in this 
Commonwealth, and careful and persistent work is necessary to prevent its 
spread over others of the United States; and this Commonwealth has appro- 

riated and expended, under the direction of the State board of ulture, 
oes sums in the work of exterminating said pest; and said has asked 
kor she Spor Oren of the sum of $200,000 for the current year, to continue 

work: 


States to use their influence to induce the United States Government to take 

up the work and carry it on to completion or to secure from Congress a lib- 

eral atone rege to mmonwealth in defraying the necessary 
mses of the work. 


ved, That a copy of these resoluti properly attested, be trans- 

mitted by the secretaryef the Gomncen wealth to each of our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress. 

CTC April 8. 1896, 

ouse of representatives, concurrence 
Atrue copy. Attest: 72 oes, 
WM. M. OLIN, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


Mr. VEST presented the poum or Arnold Long and sundry 
other citizens of TOND DE, o., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation giving to second-class mail matter, suchas religious tracts, 
full advantage of the act of July 16, 1894; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of American Waiters’ Union, No. 20, 
of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the free and unlimited coinage of 


both gold and silver at the ratio of 16 to 1; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. MANTLE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Mon- 
tana, remonstrating against placing the statue of Pére Marquette 


in Statuary Hall, and praying for its immediate removal; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Library, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2828) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 


m; 

A bill (S. 2829) granting a pension to Plumy E. Marden; 

A bill (S. 2787) granting a pension to Simpson Everett Stilwell; 

A bill (H.-R. 152) granting a pension to Ann Tracy; 

A bill (S. 2790) for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell; 

A bill (H. R. 577) granting a pension to Lydia A. Taft; 

A bill (H. R. 5254) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
G. Howell, late a private of Company F, One hundred and six- 
tieth New York Volunteers; and 

A bill (H. R. 1139) granting a r ponei to Caroline D. Mowatt. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3426) granting an increase of on 
to gp oo R. Sweeney, widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Swee- 
ney, deceased, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

r. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1181) for the relief of Maria E. Wilson, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1883) to grant a pension to Charlotte O. Van Cleve, widow 
of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2780) to make an 5 adjustment of 
the grants of land to the several States of the Union for State 
normal schools, and for other purposes, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW on the 8th instant, pro- 
viding for the collection of statistics in relation to criminals and 
paupers, etc., intended to be pro to the sundry civil appro- 

riation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be re- 
erred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 
Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.682) for the relief of the heirs of Sterling T. 
Austin, deceased, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. MANTLE on the 
18th instant, intended to be propona to the sun civil appro- 
peann bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be re- 

erred to = Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was 5, 
Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1869) granting a pension to James Radley, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2542) granting a pension to Stephen Maines, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

1 i Leet 52 e same 8 to whom was referred the 
8 g an increase o ion to Elijah A. Gilbert. 
reported it oth asi amendment. A = s 
. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2475) for the relief of Solomon S. Cross- 
white, asked to be dischar, from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, 
which were to;,and the bills 5 indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1474) granting a pension to Elliott H. Benton; 

A bill 5 2076) granting a pension to Sarah C. Moody; and 

A bill (S. 2493) grant anincrease of pension to Albert Flanders, 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 536) granting an increase of pension to Sa- 


mantha Barnes, reported it without amendment, and submitted 


a gad thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2430) granting a pension to James W. Whitney, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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pin 3 cer oa same ric pune No r iiri referred ihs 
8. granting a pension to rge E. Tuttle, reported i 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. 2428) ing an increase of pension to Jacob P. Fletcher, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
ce ea 280) on the same nonmas to 3 ee 

ill (8. granting a pension to Abraham es, reported i 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2441) granting a pension to George D. Noble, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2077) granting a ion to Richard T. Seltzer, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. MCMILLAN), from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 949) 
to incorporate the East Washington Heights Traction Railway 
Com of the District of Columbia, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was indefinitely. 

Healso (for Mr. Mo LAN), from the same committee, to whom 
the subject was referred, 3 (S. 2840) to incorporate the 
East Washington Heights tion Railway ea al of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Mili . 
was referred the bill (S. 2324) to relieve John McCarthy from the 
charge of desertion, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 261) for the relief of Arthur P. Selby, 
* it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1212) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims, and for the relief of Samuel Fitzhugh, administrator of 
Henry Fitzhugh, reported it without amendment, and submitted 


a thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2060) for the relief of Briscoe B. Bouldin, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1913) for the relief of Louisa S. Guthrie, widow and execu- 
trix of John J. Guthrie, deceased, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
Dill (S. 2059) for the relief of William Bushby, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1915) for the relief of the residuary legatees of Mark Davis, 

reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereo: 


n. 

Mr. MCBRIDE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. LopGE on the 2d 
instant, intended to be proposed to thesundry civil appropriation 
pill, the amendment providing for the establishment of four lighted 
beacons in Lynn bor, husetts, re it with an 
amendment, submitting a report thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. ; 3 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 581) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Hiram Somerville, reported it with amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to ad git naar f him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2624) Gey be any State having a claim 
for expenses incurred in defense of United States the right to 
have the same adjudicated by the Court of Claims, reported it 
with an amendment. ` 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Bacon, on the 10th in- 
stant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, the amendment providing for the purchase of a site, and the 
commencement of the construction of a United States ntiary 
south of the thirty-ninth degree of north latitude and east of the 
Rocky Mountains, reported it without amendment, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Public ane and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
Donots on the 13th instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil 1 bill, the amendment providing for the con- 
struction of the post-office and court-house at Boise, Idaho, re- 

it without amendment, and moved that it be referred to the 
ittee on 1 and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


amendment submitted by himself on the 10th instant, intended to 
be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, the amendment 
limiting the cost for construction of post-office and court-house at 
Cheyenne, Wyo., reported it without amendment, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by 
himself on the 9th instant, intended to be to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, the amendment providing that the reports 
of the divisionof hydrography of the Geological Survey be printed 
it without amendment, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was to. 

He also, from the same committee, towhom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 10th instant, intended to 
be 3 to the e civil appropriation bill, reported it 
y aos ee mares = it eee to the Com- 
mi on Appropriations and printed; w. was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. BAKER on the 18th instant, intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil app: tion bill, re it 
without amendment, and moved that it be referred to Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

NASHVILLE (S. DAK.) PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am directed by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2816) granting the 
northwest quarter of the northwest quarter of section 30, town- 
ep 17 north, range 3 east, Black Hills meridian, to the Nash- 

ille Presbyterian Church, of Nashville, S. Dak., to report it 
favorably without amendment, and I ask unanimous consent for 
its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
OSCAR SONNENKALB. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2277) for the relief of Oscar Son- 
nenkalb, to report it favorably without amendment. Lask unan- 
imous consent to put the bill 7 t its passage. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Idaho that we go 
on and complete the routine morning business, and that he then 
make the request. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] desires to address the Sen- 
ate, according to previous notice, immediately after the routine 
business is completed, and it will take but a moment to get the 


bill through. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall interpose no objection, but the other 
pr ing would be the more eee 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to pay $575.45 to Oscar Sonnenkalb, of Pocatello, 
Idaho, on account of surveying public lands in Idaho, under con- 
tract, this sum being the cost and value of the work done under 
the survey contract, according to the rates fixed by statute. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REPORT ON AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported aconcur- 
rent resolution and submitted a report thereon; and the concurrent 
resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved Senati 0 presen 
re. of Aid 22 = 92 socom — u the expenditures ‘of the agri- 
cultural experiment stations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, in com- 

with the act approved August 8, 1894, making appropriations for the 
partment of Agriculture, be prin as a document; and that there be 
printed, in addition to the usual number, 2,000 of seid report, the extra 
copies to be distributed under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture, 


CHICKAMAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. PALMER. The Select Committee on the Dedication of 
the Chickamauga and Chattanooga Nationa] Park have instructed 
me to report a resolution, which I send to the desk for reference 
merely, Isend also to the desk papers which explain what is in- 
tended to be done, which I ask may be printed. The Committee 
on Military Affairs also favor the passage of the resolution. Lask 
unanimous consent that it may be now considered, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


. That the Committee on the Dedication of the Chickamauga and 
Chattan 


in octavo form, repo 


tatives concurring), That the 


Mr. SHERMAN. The rule requires that such a resolution shall 


go to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 


1896. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so referred, 
and the referred to by the Senator from Illinois will be 
printed, in the absence of objection. 

THE SENATE MANUAL, 
Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Rules, reported the fol- 
i ; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 


to: 
Ordered, That the Committee on Rules is instructed to a new edi- 
tion of the Senate Manual; and that there be printed 2, for the use 


of the Senate and 500 copies for the use of the Committee on Rules. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2841) ting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Lou Gobright McFalls; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (hy request) introduced a bill (S. 2842) to ineo ate 
the Columbia Subway Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. seg hee authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of 
Boonville, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and ref to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 2844) granting a pension to 
Nancy Piper; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. s 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2845) for the relief of Mrs. 
L. A. Barber; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2846) to protect State anti- 

bling laws from nullification ugh interstate geashling by 
8 telephone, or otherwise, by extending to such gambling 
the penalties provided for interstate gambling by mail or express; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 2847) for the relief 
of the Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the - 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 2848) to amend section 4 of 
an act entitled An act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895,” approved March 18, 1894; which was read twice byits title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2849) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the militia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. BAKER submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

inted. 

a HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro 

by him to the sundry civil nearer bill; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL NATIONAL MUSEUM BUILDING. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to state that on Thursday, after the 
routine morning business, I shall ask the Senate to hear me for 
ten or fifteen minutes upon the. bill (S. 698) to provide for the 
erection of an additional fireproof building for the National Mu- 
seum, which has been reported from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds with an amendment, when I hope to sat- 
isfy the Senate that an additional building for the National Mu- 
seum is an absolute necessity. 

SALARY ACCOUNTS OF SENATORS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution reported by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, relative to the 
salary accounts of Senators, coming over from a previous day. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask that the resolution may lie 
over until to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Washing- 
ton yield to me a moment? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Certainly. 

PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN SHERMAN, JR. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to call up at this time and put on its the bill 
(S. 605) relieving the personal representatives of John Sherman, 

r., late United States marshal for the Territory of New Mexico, 
om the requirements of section 833 of the Revised Statutes. It 
is a small private bill, to enable the 
the accounts of the late John Sherman 


accounting officers to adjust 
Jr. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, to consider the bill. It to relieve the 

‘representatives of the late John Sherman, jr., from 

the rendition of his emolument returns for the periods from July 

1 to December 31, 1881, and from January 1 to April 21, 1882, as 
mired by section 833 of the Revised Statutes, 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NATIONAL DEFENSES, 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I desire to call up the bill — 
1159) to provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses, for 
the p of submitting some remarks thereon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
bill indicated by the Senator from Washington, upon which heis 
entitled to the 3 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, what are our ideals as a nation? 
What is our 8 ion of our 3 = 3 We 
are for peace. we for peace at any price e are for inde- 
pendence. Are we for independence without ing stepsto main- 
tain that independence? eare for progresa advancement 
of the interests, not only of our own people, but of all mankind. 
We are full of sympathy for the oppressed and downtrodden in 
every part of the civilized world. e are for the Monroe doc- 
trine —for the preservation of the soil inviolate from European 
aggression on both the American continents. Are we willing to 
support our belief in the Monroe doctrine” by something more 
ep em 8 aieh are ‘‘as sounding — and tak: 

cym ain, we are for economy in expenditures. 
we for that false economy that takes no proper thought of to- 


morrow and makes no provision against the test possible risks 
to our safety, dignity, and peace as a nati 

What an absurd spectacle has the of the United States 
presented during the present session by its istent talk in favor 


uring persis 

of the intervention by the United States in behalf of Cuba anå 
Venezuela. How cheap is all this talk, sincere though it may be 
on many occasions. Every man who has informed himself on the 
e e of national defenses knows that as a nation we are not in 
condition to undertake war or suffer war. It is the very last thi 
we can undertake or suffer in our present condition, because it wi 
certainly bring the greatest loss and humiliation. Our courage 
and numbers would not avail, and it is folly to depend upon the 
8 and ee of the 3 We Spat eee ets and long 
an ‘ess sym: v. resolutions, and make believe to our- 
selves that we are 5 taking a hand in the diplomatic affairs 
and international questions of great moment; but those who are 
not self-deceived by egotistical glamour and who know the facts 
are perfectly aware of the pai truth that all this demonstration 
is mere talk and bluster and ty yas sentiment, or, at most, it is a 
8 that is easily satisfied with merely verbal expressions. 

ot that the great body of the American people understand it so; 
they are not acquainted with the facts as to ourabsolute inability 
to maintain a high, dignified, honorable, intelligent stand upon a 
great international argument in case we should be pressed by the 
threat of war, the last ent of kings. 

The people are cherishing the ideals of which I have spoken. 
They do not know how shamefully their interests are being bandied 
and pagod with by those who nacre them in the Halls of Con- 
gress. They suppose, in the simplicity of their hearts, that we are 
prepared to protect ourselves in case of war with any of the sec- 
ond or third class powers, or even against a first-rate power. They 
know that the nation has millions of brave and patriotic men who 
would gather at the call to arms. But they do not know that there 
is no means of arming these hosts upon the emergency that ma; 
arise. They do not know that the great seacoast cities, throu 
which extend the arteries of trade and commerce with each other 
and with the people of foreign lands—populons though these cities 
may be, and teeming with wealth—are yet and defenseless 
against attack by foreign navies with v far outnumbering 
ours in s The people do not know that their commerce 
can be so easily ruined. They do not know that our Navy itself 
may be hopelessly crippled by the destruction of our undefended 
— — depots of supplies, dock yards, powder mills, and 
arse’ 


If the people understood these facts as they exist they would 
say, Stop building ships—as you do not mean to protect our cities, 
a ards, and bases of supplies, it is folly to spend so much 
money upon the Navy.“ If they knew the hollowness of our talk 
the people would cry out for shame at this travesty upon the main- 
tenance of the Monroe doctrine and the intervention for Cuban 


inde ” have no patience with the discussion that has 
been on, so devoid of practical benefit toanyone. It has 
not o to make us ridiculous in the eyes of those who 
are well informed, but it has brought ruin and financial embar- 


rassment upon thousands and thousands of people who have lost 
millions of dollars in 5 of this agitation in 3 
Nay, more, it has held out false and elusive hopes to people be- 
yond the seas—hope of relief and assi never to be realized 
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in the very nature of things. It is keeping the word of promise 
to the ear to break it to the hope, and thus bringing untold misery 
upon hundreds of thousands who look to America for help in the 
time of their struggles with tyranny and bloody wrong. ether 
all this is merely politics I know not; but it seems to me exceed- 
ingly wicked and useless, If we are in earnest and mean what 
we say let us show our purpose by our deeds, by pre tion of a 
wise, prudent, and ample character to enable us to be consistent 
and to make good our professions. 
PRESENT CONDITION OF COAST DEFENSES. 

Now, what is our condition as to national defenses? How that 
appears to the average S fp may be learned in the follow- 
ing passage from Rudyard Kipling’s American Notes: 


The Eis, fat Republic that is afraid of nothing because nosing up to the 
poms te has happened to make her afraid is as unprotec as a jelly- 
Not 3 course—it would be madness for any power to throw 

men into America; they would die—but as far as regards coast defense, from 
5 miles out at sea aa of tha power of Her esty's ship Collin: would 


service. The Secretary of the Navy has presented in his annual 
report some very instructive tables showing the general condition 
of foreign navies and their building programmes. 

As to the 3 of our Navy with that of England, I pre- 
sent a very excellent résumé, which Admiral Walker in his state- 
ment to the committee said was practically correct. The article 
containing this in the Scientific American is so good that I venture 
to incorporate the whole of it in my remarks: 

THE NAVAL RESOURCES OF THE UNITED STATES AND THE BRITISH EM- 
Capt, A. Mahan, of the United States Navy, has pointed out in his osl 
brated work on the influence of sea power ii histor that aoe re 
of naval power has been the controlling element which fos ultimately 
brought victory to the nation that pomana it. His conclusions are largely 


t. 
based upon the European wars of the time of Nelson and the late civil war 
in America. 


wipe out every town Francisco to Long Branch; and three first- | tries, and also to uire as to what are the battle-ship building resources 
bs —— e eee ee, account for New York, oldi’s Statue, and all. possessed by each. It should be noted that in the su cone tables no ac- 
u n this: "Twould be “pay up or go up" round the entire coast of | Count is taken of ships that possess a speed of less than 7¢ knots per hour or 


that are armed with obsolete smooth-bore guns. Ships that are building, but 
within measurable distance of completion—such, for instance, as th 15 u 
are included in the following tabulation: T 


First-class battle ships of the line. 


The Committee on Coast Defenses received statements from the 
Major-General Commanding the Army, from a distinguished ad- 
miral of the Navy, from the Chief of Engineers, who has charge 
of the land defenses of the United States, and from the Chief of 
Ordnance, who has charge of the construction of the modern high- 
power guns and the appliances wherewith they are handled. The 
evidence has all gone to show that the condition of our seacoast 
defenses is lamentable in the extreme. The defensive works are 
of a character incapable of resisting modern artillery. The guns 
are of obsolete pattern, of Sigh ee value for service, except, per- 
haps; for that of a subsidiary character, but in no way fit to engage 
with the great armor-clad vessels of modern times and their pow- 
erful armament. The evidence is overwhelming that in case of | United States 
war our whole people would suffer immeasurably; not only as to | Great Britain... 
the cities on the seacoast, but as to the entire country by reason of 
the interruption of commerce. The evidence is also plain that 
several years will be erg tot to procure the guns for the necessary 
armament for the fortifications on our coasts, and we are not only 
E the risk for the present time but for at least eight years 
ah by, our failure to inaugurate this work on a suitable scale. 

From suchinvestigation as has been practicable it isevident that 
a large amount of destructible ade gre estimated at not less than 


Country. 


United States 
Great Britain 


United States 
Great Britain 


Coast-defense battle ships. 

United States: The 6-knot boats, armed with smoothbore guns, are rech- 
oned as obsolete. 

Great Britain: 13 ships; 4,040 tons; 11 knots; 8 to 12 inches; 52,530 tons. 

Total battle ships of all classes. 

United States: 12 ships, with a total displacement of 81,404 tons. 

Great Britain: 65 ships, with a total displacement of 621,280 tons. 

In estimating the relative strength of the two navies from the above table 
it must be borne in mind that the basis for comparison should be the total 
displacement rather than the total number of ships. Displacement is the 
capital which the naval designer has to go upon; and if he make a judicious 
distribution of 8 he Will 70 g uce the more effective fighting 
machine out of the bigger ship. If a 10,000-ton and a 15,000-ton ship carry the 
same armament, the ee vessel will carry that armament more steadily, 
more ppan, with greater command, and, owing to the wider separation 
of the individual gun stations, with less e re todisablement of guns and 
crew. Estimated on this basis, Great Bri agg eer: superiority of fight- 
ing power in first-class ships of the line of 9to 1. In battle ships of all classes 
the superiority is 7} to 1. 


$10,000,000,000 in value, is to attack or at least to heavy 
assessment for the poe of securing immunity from destruc- 
tion. The president of the Chamber of Commerce of New York 
has informed me that he has given careful attention to the ques- 
tion of the property risks that would at present be sustained in the 
cities of New York, Brooklyn, and Jersey City. He has consulted 
with many of his colleagues in the great business institutions of 
New York and he estimates that property valued at $4,000,000,000 
in those cities issubject to destruction or to the imposition of a ran- 
som in case of ca of the port of New York by a hostile fleet. 
Ten per cent on that amount would not be an unreasonable tax 
by anenemy. Tho seacoast cities largely represent the wealth of 
the nation. They exist not for themselves alone but for the en- 
tire country that finds in them its centers of exchange. The 
dence which provides for individual and collective safety by 
o institution and maintenance of fire departments, e pro- 
tection, national guards, prisons, and hospitals, besides the pre- 
miums paid for insurance, would consistently require that provi- 
sion be made for protection against invasion by a hostile fleet. 
Coast defenses— 
Says a distinguished military writer— 
the word in the proper sense, may be divided into two distinct ele- 
ments, namely: First, the means adop to best Sher gr waters to an ene- 
my vessels; second, the resources, men, orga: tion, supplies, and land 


rtificatio: hero reps and permanent, available to the attack of 
forces landed outside the zone of protec water. 


It is with the first of these elements we now have to deal. First, | United States . .f ggg 855 
because greater interests are involved in a sudden blow easily t Britain ... 
ini by a hostile fleet, and, second, because greater time 
is required to make suitable preparation for resistance. What do 
we depend upon as to the first? We have a fairly good navy and 
eth advantage of the great distance to be traversed by a foreign 
eflet to reach our shores, which is a principal element of strength 
in our fayor as to all possible foreign foes excepting one nation. 
England has great fortified bases of supplies in our immediate 
Nasa fe on both the Pacific and Atlantic oceans. That is, she has | United States. 
the supply which is absolutely essential for naval operations. | Great Britain 
In the first place, as to the size of our Navy, that has already 
been disc by the Senator from Vermont; but it may not be 
amiss for me in ing to present briefly the comparison of the 
navies of the world with our own, as brought out before the Com- 
mittee on Coast Defenses, especially in ree our Navy with 
that of Great Britain. It was stated that we were but 
Admiral Walker afterwards qualified this statement by saying that 
the navies of Spain and Holland, in some respects, were superior 
to ours, taking into consideration the number of men and the tor- 
pedo boats, the latter being an important arm of the modern naval 


First-class armored and protected cruisers. 
[Of 20 knots speed and upward.] 


First-class armored and protected cruisers, 
[Of 19} knots and under.] 


United States 
Great Britain 


Total cruisers of all classes. 


United States: 31 ships, with a total displacement of 99,421 tons. 

Great 5 ips, yen a 7 ——ů— ö H 

Estima‘ as before, on the basis of displacement, this pro- 
Pham neg me Great Britain in cruisers of 5} to l. 
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Of merchant steamers which are built to meet the naval requirements for 
conversion into cruisers, the United States have 4 and Great Britain 26. 


Torpedo-boat destroyers built and building. 


By ent C o boats is 40 to 1. 
8 up the to for battle shine and cruisers combined, we get: 
splacement of 180,825 tons. 
descriptions of 64, to 1. 
In the event of a war with that country, these are the odds against which 


we should have to contend at the outset. 
As ning that we are a resource- 


gro’ 
created. The modern battle ship, costly and intricate, puts a heavy discount 
upon mere resourcefulness and energy, of which we have abundance, and a 
heavy Fo ype ye upon gun, ship, and armor building 4 of which, for the 
— i de of the task in hand, we should find that we possessed an alto- 
gether Ena ig geet supply. With every factory, mill, and shipyard working 
at Tuhi res 1 would take from seven to ten years to cancel that preponder- 
ance 
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There is no sentiment in statistics. 

It is certain, moreover, that Great Britain would steadily add to her fleets 
as the war ; and with her great shipbuil tacilities she could 
float six our one, as the following faci ow: In reply to in- 


of the designs they could build 
British navy in 


Government d and shops. The un resources revealed by 
this investigation call for no elaboration on our part to show that Great Bri 
ain could rapidly increase her preponderance of naval strength if challenged 


to do so. 

The fact that European diplomats seem 9 to take the British view 
of the question at issue makes it highly probable that in the event of hostili- 
ties we should have to en this colossal navy, with the power of redupli- 
cation which lies behind it, unaided. 

Incidentally, in closing, we would remark that the ink is scarce dry u 
the paper in which our General-in-Chief, Nelson Miles, has just told us 
the very opening of hostilities with a great naval power would see every sea- 
coast 14 on the Atlantic and Pacific subject either to the humiliation of an 
np or to the horrors of bombardment. 

In ng the foregoing comparison it is assumed that the United States 
would not submit to a conflict merely defensive; that her enterprise would 
soon cause the field of naval operation to become conterminous with the 
shore lines of both hemispheres. The estimate consequently assumes that 
the total force of both fleets would be available. 


In this connection I present a statement of all the steel vessels 
in the American Navy, showing their character, tonnage, cost, 
speed, and their battery. This list includes all that are author- 
ized by law, as well as those already constructed. Several years 
will be required to complete them. 


Battery. 


4 13-inch; 4 8-inch; 4 (inch; 30 
machine. 

4 12-inch; 8 inch; 6 Cinch; 28 
machine. 

4 10-inch; 6 6-inch; 19 machine. 

4 13-inch; 4 8-inch; 4 Cinch; 30 
machine. 

4 13-inch; 4 inch; 4 Cinch; 30 
machine. 

212-inch; 66-inch; 24 machine.. 

413-inch; 48-inch; 14 5-inch; 30 
machine. 

413-inch; 48-inch; 14 5-inch; 30 
machine. 

88-inch; 12 B- inch; 20 machine. 

68-inch; 12 4inch; 16 machine. 


4 machine 
4 10-inch 
410-inch 


833 


12. in 
10-inch; 8 machine 
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16-inch; 10 f- inch; 12 machine. 
18inch; 26-inch; 8 4inch; 20 
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»Rebuilt under Repairs,” and $3,178,046 appropriated to complete. 


3938 


This list does not include the cost of armaments of the ships, 
which would nearly equal the cost of the ships without armaments. 


Thus we see in d the extent to which the United States has 
already committed itself on the question of new naval construction. 

Now, after 2 this outlay . to date, with- 
out counting the outlay e bill recently reported from 
popes r angh iy Senge t is our situation as compared 
with the other great naval powers of the world? Z 

I have examined a book that has recently been issued, entitled 
The Naval Pocket Book, by W. Laird Clowes, in which the author, 


who is deemed reliable, as I learn at the Navy Department, pre- | e: 
sents a comparative summary of the fleets of the world, dividing 
the vessels according to their strength to resist and their power to 


attack. 
The New York World of April 8, under the head of “ Naval 


fighting strength,” referring to the same book, gives the substance 
of these data as follows: 


Those “for lines of battle” hre divided into five classes: 


de - 
SS. 


. 
which be the chief work of the cruisers, the United States is no quite 
80 badly off. There are six classes, according to size and weight of guns. 
which G. H, and J are protected by some armor, K partially protected, and I 
and L unprotected. 


S Steeg 
cuewooo’ 
eos o 


For coast defense Great Britain 1 
sia 83, France 28, Sweden 23, China 16, Norway 16,Germany 13, United States 
18, and Spain 12. 


This summary is believed to be the most favorable to the United 


with 53 vessels; Holland has 52, Rus- 


States that can be made from the records, and still it shows this 
country to be far behind the great nations of the world in naval 


stren; Moreover, it leaves out of sight our deficiency in torpedo 
boats and to o- boat destroyers, of which latter we have to-day 
only one vessel in commission, whereas Great Britain has 


181, Germany 116, France 108, Italy 106, Russia 78,and even Spain 
has 36, torpedo vessels; all in the list I have given being 115 feet 
inl and over. Sixty-two of the British vessels are torpedo- 
boat yers, having superior tonnage and speed. 

RELATIVE ECONOMY—COST OF OUR NEW NAVY. 

The question naturally arises as to the relative efficiency and 
economy of land defenses and ships of war. Our people ha 
shown their disposition not to neglect the Navy. They have be- 
stowed upon it generous appropriations, as follows: 


3 


Appropriations for “ Increase of the Navy.” 
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If to this amount there be added the cost 
Atlanta, and Dolphin, authorized by the 


The appropriations for Increase of the Navy” have aggregated 
8 , Which amount includes all the appropriations made 
the fiscal 1886 to that for the fiscal year 1897. This sum 


has therefore expended during eleven years in the armament 
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and construction of the ships of ournew Navy. If we also take 
into consideration the sums which have previously been spent in 
rebuilding the donble-turret monitors, the total amount t in 
forming the fleets of steel war vessels will exceed $100,000,000. 
The battle ships Kearsarge and Kentucky have also been con- 
tracted for, and an additional $10,000,000 will be required to put 
these vessels in commission. 

The several Congresses have therefore av 
tion of $10,000,000 per year in building up our Navy. The ques- 
tion naturally itself: What have we to show for this 
mditure in the shape of ships which could be of service in the 
defense of our coast or sea’ ? We have, of course, cruisers 
and gunboats, which may do great injury to the enemy's com- 
merce, but these ships, with little armor, will play a very unim- 
portant part in the defense of our harbors. 

5 actually ready for service 1 battle 
ship (Indiana), 2 armored cruisers (Maine and New York), 5 
monitors (Monterey, Amphitrite, Miantonomoh, Terror, and Mo- 
nadnoc), and 1 ram (Katahdin). These ships mount 4 18-inch, 2 
12-inch, 16 10-inch, and 10 S- inch guns, or 32 armor-piercing 
in 8 ships. When all the vessels now building een 
completed, we shall have afioat in armored ships 20 18-inch, 12 
12-inch, 20 10-inch, and 42 8-inch guns. 

‘These 94 guns will be distributed in 16 ships. In other words, 
each gun that we have afloat in an armored vessel of and above a 
caliber of 8 inches represents an 3 of $1,000,000. This 
is merely the expenditure to place guns afloat. 

This startling fact shows that if we regard the Navy as a shield 
it is the most expensive fortification and defense that even a mil- 
itary man, who takes no account of cost, can conceive of. 

The expense of maintaining one of these floating forts in com- 
TT of the Navy 
showing (page 446) an diture of 8438, 101 during the year 
ended June 30, 1895, for the lightest armed and armored of the 
ships I have considered, the armored cruiser New York. Probably 
the annual expense of each battle ship in commission will not be 
less than $500,000 a year. : 

As a weapon the Navy is more useful, for in considering its 

wer of offense we should then take into consideration the use- 

Iness of the boats and the cruisers. 

There is such a wide diversity of opinion in ard to the effl- 
ciency of torpedo boats that I have not considered them in connec- 
tion with the armored vessels. Personally I believe in their use- 
fulness and fully indorse a statement made to me to-day by a high 
naval authority, that we ought to have 100 of these vessels to 
render our present and prospective Navy efficient in accordance 
with modern developments. In this line of construction foreign 
governments have made wonderful „and have gone on 
increasing the size of their boats until they now build no more 
small ones, but confine themselves almost exclusively to what are 
called “ torpedo-boat destroyers,” the latest types of which in the 
British navy are of about 300 tons displacement and have a speed 
of as much as 31 knots. 

Battle ships are believed to be a necessity despite their great 
cost, for we must be prepared to take advantage of any circum- 
stance which would Some us to overcome the enemy before he 
reaches our coast. e need more of them to maintain with dig- 


will be far from home; those mounted in our 
fortifications will always be at hand for a defense to the country. 
As a shield, the e iture of $100,000,000 upon coast defenses 
will be worth five times the amount of money spent in ships. 

It may be asked, Why does England spend such an enormous 
amount u her fleets? The answer is plain. Because she has 
distant colonies to defend, and it may be necessary for her to at- 
tack an ger Ons almost any portion of the globe. It is therefore 
essential to t nation that she provide herself with a weapon 
rather than with a shield. On the other hand, it has been the 
policy of America not to enter upon any colonial acquisitions, and 
public sentiment has justified feces expenditures for defensive 
purposes, while the — — of large sums for anticipated 
ag ive work has never commended. : 

e suggestion to defend our coasts and seaport cities by fleets 
is impracticable, for it will require sig aac running up into 
5 e oe to do the work e et 5 

e Navy is designed for aggressive operations. To retain i 
2 and its payer make offensive 3 it should not be 

to our great cities for the purpose of protecting them. 

Before continuing indefinitely to spend great sums upon our 


an authoriza- 


1896. 
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Mary, it is essential that the stra! ts and the various construc- 
tion boards should settle upon some definite line of policy and deter- 
mine the value for offensive and defensive purposes of the yarious 
classes of vessels. 

The usefulness of the armored cruiser is yet an undetermined 
sesh and her right employment has not yet been satisfactorily 
Be 

Admiral Jouett commends the building of vessels of the monitor 
type for coast defense pure and simple. Other authorities see 
very little merit in this class of ships. Admiral Ammen is a dis- 
tinguished advocate of the usefulness of the ram. 

hen, again, the question of homogeneity of construction of ves- 

sels must be determined before we should enter upon a great naval 
policy. All these undetermined questions make the building up 
of our Navy expensive. While they are being solved our coast 
should at least be placed in a condition of safety, particularly as 
the cost is but a ee of 1 cent of the injury that could 
be inflicted by a foreign foe, being only one-tenth of 1 per cent, 
FAAN, fa eight years, upon the destructible property directly 
yore at the ports. 

e vessels authorized or proposed to be authorized by Congress 
during the month will cost not less than §25,000,000, Before the 
end of the year we shall therefore have provided for $135,000,000 
worth of , but this does not include all the sums which will 
be required to carry out the policy outlined in the construction of 
these fleets. Besides all the private or commercial shipyards and 
4 docks, we have now eleven United States navy docks, at eight 

ifferent places, viz: Portsmouth, N. H.; Boston, New York, Phil- 
adelphia Norfolk, Port Royal, San Francisco, and Puget Sound. 
It is vitally important that these docks be protected. But these 
docks are not sufficient for military purposes. Officers of the 
Navy state that it will be an imperative 8 provide even- 
tually for four great stone docks—at Boston, Port Royal, San 
Francisco, and t Sound—for we must be prepared to place 
these four stations in such condition that each can be made a base 
of operation for our naval fleets. 

Environing these docks must be engineering and repair shops, 
Bo Wah ie: SA Saemnre: OR nett nem Of Elsen GXP DAA On 
secu: 

At this time it is impossible to tell in detail the military reasons 
why such docks will be eventually built at the four places I have 
mentioned, but that they will be constructed within a few years 
is e a ty. f ; 

proper system of land defenses is essential to the pr ion 
“ae additional dock structures and possibly to the ships them- 

ves. 

The construction of these four docks, the building of necessary 
sea walls, the dredging of channels leading to the docks, the estab- 
lishment of machine and repair shops, and the supplemental small 
docks for the use of lighter crafts will probably necessitate an ex- 
penditure of $20,000,000 more. 

The more carefully one inquires into the cost of constructing a 
fleet for defensive purposes the more amazed he becomes at the 
enormity of the expenditure. 

Our naval service is small compared with what it will eventu- 
ally be, but I unreservedly declare that the time has now come 
when the construction of forts and land defenses is of such vital 
88 that if funds can not be found in any other way the 
bu tponed. 1 would I favor 

y for coast de- 


. country than 


sums in prep 


It can not be too strongly insisted upon that, while an adequate 
appropriation for land defenses now will add many millions to 

e effective value of our Navy without spending an additional 
penny on it, by enabling it to operate unhampe by the neces- 
sity of coast and harbor defense, the failure to provide these de- 
fenses actually invites attack before we are y to repel it and 
subjects us to the risk of losing the Navy that we have. It is not 
to be supposed that foreign countries are looking on undisturbed 
as we prepare ourselves, like a mighty athlete, to enter the arena 
and contest with them for the prizes that areinview. Theyknow 
that every addition to our force brings them nearer to the day 
when our just claims will be backed by nee to enforce them. 
There is, therefore, continually present with them the temptation, 


in the conduct of diplomatic negotiations, to force an issue with 
us at a time when they may well hope to crush this growing power. 


The capture or destruction of only a part of our fleet, the de- 
struction of our docks and our great shipyards (more to be feared 
than a barbarous bombardment of our cities) will check our prog- 
ress for many years to come. And to prevent this nothing will 


-planned and well-armed fortifications. It is true 
that it will require eight years, with ample appropriation, to 
complete such a system in its entirety. But long before the ex- 
piration of that time a large part of the work will be done and 
we will have obtained a very satisfactory degree of protection. 
With sufficient appropriations now there 1s no reason why every 
dock and shipyard shonld not be aeg secured before the 
battle ships abont to be provided for will be ready for the sea. 
Our t position, however, is like that of a man who, with a 
costly house approaching completion, refuses to insure it until 
ready for occupancy. e individual position of some of us is 
worse than that, for it is that of a man who thinks that the nearer 
his house is ready for occupancy the less need is there to insure it. 


CONSISTENCY AS TO OTHER ELEMENTS OF DEFENSE. 


Does not consistency require a reasonable appropriation for the 
land defenses? 

Why do we continue to lay stress upon one of the accepted ele- 
ments of national defense withont connecting therewith the one 
remaining element which is lacking to such a lamentable degree, 
thus weakening our entire system of defense, which is of necessity 
correlated, one element depending upon and assisting the other? 

This system in its entirety is well established in the policy of 
onr Government from the commencement of its existence down 
through successive reports of its highest officials, as well of the 
Navy as of the Army, and of the eminent statesmen who have 
held the portfolio of the govermental administration. Poinse 
Cass, and Webster have added their weighty words to those o; 
Toa der, Bernard, of the Army, and those of Morris and Dupont, 
of t avy. >» 

The logical relation of these different elements of defense is 


answer but w 


tically the same to- as it was in 1826, when Totten and 
d made the “‘ revised report of the Board of Engineers on 
the defense of the seaboard.” 


Fay there be any difference, itis more favorable to modern land 
enses. 

It has been generally admitted by military and naval experts 
that one gun mounted suitably on shore is equal in efficiency to 
several guns on ship, General Miles places the dee of 
superiority at 1 ma ee POT dae at 1 to 3. evated pars 

or guns, thick parapets, . 
concealed mortar pits give the land force many advantages. 
Observations can be taken on land at many points clear of smoke 
and can be communicated instantly by wire to the officer direct- 
ing the battery. The ship has one advantage in that she can 
choose her position, but she is a frailer fortification, with more 
complex elements and more points of exposure. One fortunate 
shot might sink her. Her capacity for carrying ammunition and 
Konplis is limited, and she is liable to besetment with accidents. 

8 of destructive hits, disablement of guns, and 
loss of life is greater on ship. And most important of all is the 
disinclination of ships to attack well- 1 forts with their 
modern accessories of torpedo mines and other obstructions to the 
channels of ports. Thus they dare not attack where torpedo mines 
such as I propose are efficiently protected by The argument 
as to fleets and fortifications runs back hundreds, yes, thousands, 
of years in history. 

POLICY OF OUR GOVERNMENT. 


It isnot my intention toreview this t from the N 
of Syracuse, 414 B. C., under Nici Alcibiades down throug’ 
the stories of Rhodes, Malta, Gibraltar, and, more recently, Sebas- 
topol, Lissa, Drewrys Bluff, Charleston, and Fort Fisher, and still 
later Alexandria and Port Arthur, all showing that ‘ where the 
task lies outside of the sphere of purely naval action there will be 
failure“ on the part of fleets—that is, as against fortifications. It 
is the rather to refer to the fact that under the time-honored 
polog: adopted by our Government there was no antagonism be- 
‘ween the two elements of defense. There are admitted to be 
four elements in all, each considered of great importance: First, 
the Navy; second, fortifications; third, interior communications 
by land and water; fourth, the Army and militia. 
In the language of the official report of 1826— 
Our s. of defense is com of elements whose numerous ocal 
e with each other and poet the whole constitute its Hie ho one 
is scarcely more dependent on another than the whole s; ison 
sny cae. Withdraw the Navy, and the defense becomes mere pasiya; 


draw interior communications from the system, and the Navy m 


cease in a measure to be active for want of supplies; and the fortifications 


can offer but a feeble resistance for want of timely reenforcements; with- 
draw fortifications, and there remains only a scattered and naked Navy. 
Our Government has never receded from the system our fathers 
adopted. General Grant and Admiral Ammen advocated it. Why 
do we ignore it in part to-day? 
The great leaders of our military and naval thought urge us to 
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f ush forward the land defenses of our seaboard without 3 
Roar- Admiral Jouett with Lieutenant-General Schofield, 
land Rear-Admiral Walker concurs with Major-General Miles, 


co ing the Army. They all practically agree that the 
relation of fortifications to the Navy is that of a sheltering, suc- 
coring power, while the relation of the latter to the former is that 


of an active and powerful auxiliary, and that the latter ceases to 

be efficient as a member of the system the moment it becomes 

í ive, and should in no case be relied upon as a substitute for 
ortifications.” 

I do not wish it to be supposed that Iam opposed to the increase 
of the Navy. On the contrary, I am in favor of such increase. 
At present I would not have the fleets less, but I would have the 
fortifications more, simply because of the lack of the latter—the 
two go well together, especially for defense. This is well brought 
out in the following paragraph of the report: 


selected point of attack, every point must be simultaneous! 
separate squadrons may therefore be r in detail by 
fleet of the attacking power. If we attempt to concentrate under an idea 
that a favorite object of the enemy is foreseen, he will not fail to push 
his forces 7 — the places thus left without protection. This mode of defense 
o further objections of being exposed to fatal disasters, although 
ngaged with an enemy, and of lea 
determined by accident, in spite of all the efforts of courage and skill. If it 


use being w 


e under a necessar. 
be 


Mr. MITCHELL of rekon pote ask the Senator a question? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair), Does 
the Senator from Washington yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. SQUIRE. With pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator spoke of theinerease 
of the Navy. I desire to inquire of him whether the bill to which 
he refers contemplates any increase of the Army, and if so, to 
what extent? 

Mr.SQUIRE. I shall be glad to answer that question, although 
I had not included any reference to it in my remarks. The War 
Department has made a careful examination of this subject, and 
the statement has emanated from that Department that the in- 
crease in the Army necessary in time of poe for manning all 
the coast defenses contemplated by the Endicott Board and by the 
subsequent boards of engineers who have been occupied on this 
subject, when the entire system shall have been completed, will 
amount to 70 foot batteries. A foot battery is at present com- 

of 64 enlisted men and 4 officers, there being 3 lieutenants 
to a foot battery. In what I now say I refer to the establishment 
in time of peace. In time of war, of course the number of men 
and of officers would have to be increased. It is estimated that 
under such circumstances the full complement would amount to 
25,000. It will, however, take us many years to complete these 
works of defense and to manufacture the necessary guns, so that 
if we should enter in full upon the work contemplated by the bill 
now before the Senate the increase immediately in prospect would 
be very small. I understand that an increase of two regiments of 
foot batteries would be sufficient for the immediately prospective 
requirements, 

HISTORICAL GROWTH OF OUR SYSTEM. 

A glance at the historical development of our coast defenses 
will show that the question now under consideration does not 
indicate a new 5 but is a logical step in continuation of 
the settled policy of this Government since its foundation. 

Strictly speakin it is nota new system of defenses that we are 
seeking, an ptation of the existing to meet new 
conditions. It is true that, due to our long delay while these new 
conditions were . fully determined, so many new construc- 
tions are now requi as to make the proposed system, by itself 
considered, practically a new one. But that indicates no chan 
in policy. It only means that we have ski ” some of the 
steps in the process of evolution, to the great advantage of the tax- 
payer. Instead of costly experiments with new machinery before 
we knew just what work that machinery must perform, we have 
waited until some of the conditions have settled into comparative 
permanency or until all probable new conditions can be foreseen 
and can be anticipated before they occur. 

Even if we could suppose the most radical improvements in 
naval construction to-morrow, it would be many years before the 
navies of the world would be Craig dea so as to embody them. 
But it is now as certain as an 7 uman can be that these im- 
provements will be slowly made and will occur along lines already 
marked out. They will be in the direction of armor of greater 
resistance, of guns of greater penetration, and of explosives of 


higher power. But all of these conditions have been anticipated 
in the plans upon which we are already working. Our parapets 
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and magazines are being built to resist the assault of far heavier’ 
shells charged with more | seb explosives than any now fore- 
seen and fired from guns far more powerful than any now afloat, 
And the guns to be mounted behind these parapets are more power- 
ful, caliber for caliber, than those carried by any battle Le or 
cruiser that sails the seas. 

Therefore, while it may have been wise to delay this work so 
long, there can now be no question as to the propriety, not of 
8 a new step in a new direction, but of completing the step 
already commenced in the direction of the well-established policy 


of this nation. 

The system of defenses now pro and already partially com- 
leted ci for convenience be called the fourth system,” to dis- 
inguish it from the three preceding ones out of which it has 

grown. 

Prior to the Revolution there were along our maritime frontier 
no dockyards, no arsenals, or other Sees of military or naval 
stores. Cities which now lay the world under tribute for their 
wealth were then inconsiderable towns or mere fishers’ hamlets, 
But even then such harbors as those of Boston, New York, Phila- 
delphia, Charleston, etc., were protected by small works. These, 
however, were of little use during our first war. England, with 
her all-powerful navy, taking advantage of the long coast line, 
the sparseness of population, and the absence of roads, which 
made it impossible for us to meet her with an armed force at all 
points, d and did use the ocean for her base and landed troops 
where she pleased. 

Even under these adverse circumstances there was one brilliant 
event which thrilled the hearts of our forefathers and taught them 
their first lesson in the value of fortifications. In 1776 the gallant 
Moultrie, behind a parapet of sand and palmetto logs, defended the 
harbor of Charleston against the-attack of a British fleet of 2 
frigates and 6 sloops of war. There were 270 puns afloat against 
80 on shore; yet after an action of more than hours the fleet 
was . and with great comparative loss an event 
which gave that part of the country absolute rest from the calam- 
ities of war for the next two and one-half years. 

After the establishment of our independence Washington ur; 
the necessity of proper land defenses for our coast, and after the 
outbreak of the nch Revolution in 1789 most of the Atlantic 
and Gulf ports were defended by small works. These formed what 
the engineers have called the “ first system” of defenses. 

Continued friction with the French and English Governments 
led to further appropriations for defense, resulting by 1812in what 
is known as the “second system.” These works were not only 
small and weak, but being built, for the sake of economy, of cheap 
material and workmanship, were very perishable, as shown by 
General Totten: 

The Government, aware of this weakness, called out to their support dur- 
ing the war vast bodies of militia at enormous expense, covering these troops 

th extensive lines of fleldworks. 

Bad as it was, this system was not without its value. It pro- 
tected New York and ton from capture, but nearly the whole 
of the New England coast was kept in constant terror by maraud- 
ing expeditions, while the shores of Long Island Sound and Ches- 
apeake Bay were ravaged by the British fleets. 

It was a lesson taught by costly experience and learned in bitter 
humiliation, This experience and humiliation bore speedy fruit 
in the steps taken by the first Congress which met after our second 
war with England, toward the creation of the “third system” of 
coast defenses. It is this system which we are now slowly, too 
slowly, replacing, as it replaced its predecessors. It is represented 
by those magnificent granite fortresses which still rise out of the 
lagoons of the Mississippi; which from the Tortugas and the reefs 
of Florida frown over the blue waters of the Gulf; which for 
three generations have stood guard at the entrance to every har- 
bor on our coast from Louisiana to the farthest frontier of Maine, 
and for half a century made our seacoast cities and dockyards 
and arsenals as safe from attack as an inland city on the banks of 
the Ohio. The black muzzles which fringed their parapets and 
were thrust through their embrasures spoke silently but eloquently 
in support of the diplomacy that guided us to more than one 

aceful treaty, and, in conjunction with a still formidable Navy, 

d their due influence on the measures culminating in the arbi- 
tration of Geneva. 

The third system—our first permanent one—originated with the 
board of engineers constituted by the Government in 1816. 
With this board were associated navy officers of rank and expe- 
rience whenever their examinations included the sites of dock- 
yards, naval depots, etc. 

The board devoted several years of unremitted labor to this 
duty, and to carry out their plans Congress e e ants 
for fortifications until our coast was admittedly the defended 
of any in the world. 

The principles established and defined by this board have been, 
and, so long as fortifications are needed, will remain the guide for 
their construction. And, as I have already shown, any one who 
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cares to study in detail their reports, extending over a period of 
many years, and the opinions of naval officers which were solicited 
by the War Department, will be struck by the unanimity with 
which they concur in the belief that strong fortifications are 
indi sable for the well-being of a Navy, no matter how power- 
ful the latter may be. It may be well to further amplify the 
showing on this point for the benefit of any doubting Thomas, if 
such there be. Not long before the outbreak of our civil war a 
distinguished officer of the Navy (Dupont) wrote to the Secretary 
of War in paca Sexi glad of land coast defenses from the naval 
point of view. He said: 

In truth it can not be questioned that our principal seaports, naval depots, 
and all important points on our sea should receive commensurate pro- 
tection; neither should there be, in our 8 a question as to the mode 
in which this protection should be given. It would seem unnecessary to set 
forth the advantages for such purposes of fixed defenses of fortifications. 
These advantages have been shown over and over again by our ed 
engineers and never controverted. Torun oversome of these once more— 

Once more, as I have done to-day— 
it may be said of forts that they are the only permanent defenses, and the most 
economical. * * * Forts offer means by which a small force is enabled to 
resist a large one, a small number of mena army. In the event of an 
attack by a competent power upon & pacs liable to be put under contribu- 
tion the injury e 0 be accom before sufficient means of ce 

. Forts can be made impregnable against any naval force 
that could be brought against them, and are needed for the protection of our 
own fleets wale operas. for hostilities upon the ocean. ey secure depots 
for munitions of war, and render defense certain and easy, and above alla 
defense which rarely involves the loss of life, leaving the ordinary state of 
society undisturbed. 


Again he says: 

To employ our active Navy, in whole or in to the entire or partial 
abandonment of our system of fortifications, would be to supplant impreg- 
nable bulwarks by pregnable ones—a fixed security by a changeable one; it 
would be ex g ourselves to the chance of being suddenly left for a time 
without defense, through new discoveries in the art of war; it would be 
oppg the way to expenditures of money of which no estimates could count 

e sums; it would be depriving our commerce of its legitimate protection, 
and would be resi our sense of ity, of mind, and continuance 
in our pursuits out interruption, in the event of war. 

In conclusion— 

He said— 
whatever may be decided in relation to the national defense fortifica- 
tions, I beg leave to express an emphatic dissent from all theories having for 
their object the su tution of active ships of war for permanent works. 
This would be placing the Heyy in a false panon before the country; giv- 
ing it duties to perform for which its organization is inapplicable; pre 
for its future discredit and loss, throug! ures to execute that which shoul 
never haye been undertaken, which is not embraced in the general scope and 
design of a naval establishment. 

The plan to retain the Navy for harbor defense was entertained 
as the commencement of the last war with England; the proposition 
to do so sprung from the apprehension that it could not compete 
with the vastly superior English forces upon the ocean. But at 
that time some brave and sagacious officers in the high ranks 
saved the Navy from the fate which threatened it, and to those 
gentlemen it owes all its subsequent honors, usefulness, and pros- 
peny: If any such ideas prevail at this day, in or out of the pro- 

ession, those holding them would do well to pause and consider 
what the Navy would have lost if our ships of war had, at that 
eventful period, been deprived of the opportunity of filling so 
ed a page in the Nation’s history by their achievements upon 

e ocean. 

In this connection an eloquent passage in the speech of a great 
statesman is recalled, delivered in the Senate of the United States 
in 1838. After alluding to our being at war with England ata 
moment when she had gained an ascendency on the seas over the 
whole combined powers of Europe, and quoting the familiar 
verses of her poet— 

Her march is o’er the mountain wave, 
Her home is on the deep— 
Mr. Webster says: 


Now, sir, since we are at war with her, I was for intercepting this march; 
I was for upon her and paying our respects to her at home; I was for 
giving her to know that we, too, had a right of way over the seas, and that our 
officers and our sailors were not entire strangers on the bosom of the deep; 
I was for doing something more with our Navy than to keep it on our shores 
for the tection of our own coasts and our own harbors: I was for giving 
play to ite gallant and burning spirit; for showy it to go forth upon the 
seas,and to encounter upon an open and an equal field whatever the proudest 
or the bravest of the enemy could bring against it. The ocean, therefo 
was the 8 theater for deciding this controversy with our enemy; an 
on that theater my ardent wish was that our own power should be concen- 
trated to the utmost. 


In commenting upon these words of Webster. Dupont adds: 


It would be ill-suited, indeed, to the spirit of this nation toretain its naval 
forces in its own waters during a war, especially if that war was with a naval 
power. Steam, this new element in the affairs of the world, has 8 
rially changed our position with reference to other nations. Our 
from Europe, measured in time, is now reduced to a brief period of ten days. 
These United States have hitherto been advancing the general cause of human 
libe: by an active and progressive you: but do not events abroad more 
and more indicate that we may, atno t day, be forced into our defense— 
to aid this cause of freedom by an active war? 


Similar views were expressed by such officers as Morris, Perry. 
Stewart, Maury, gren, and others. Those who deprecated 
the idea of very elaborate fortifications did so in the expressed 


belief that it would lull the nation into an undue sense of security 
and lead to the neglect of the Navy which must be our offensive 
arm in a foreign war. 

I have already referred to the true relation of fortifications and 
the Navy to each other, and to the general system of defense, as 
well set forth in the earlier reports of the Board of Engineers. 

The coast being properly fortified, the Board adds: 


prom theater of action, though inferior to the enemy, with confidence; 
owing 


that, whether victorious or whether endange y the vicinity or 
the pursuit of a superior force, they can strike the extended of 
coun at numerous points, where succor and protection await them. 


Hove: 


accomplished, although contending a nn whose 
been eled as to force and efficiency, with a navy apparently, as to num- 
be: own history shows that the reason why our infant 


rs, t. 

Navy did not accomplish still more was that the enemy, be: 
unfortified harbors, was enabled to enforce a blockade 
a portion within our waters. That this portion was not captured is to be 
attributed solely to a respect, so misplaced that it could only have been the 
fruit of ignorance, for the then existing fortifications, a result amply com- 
h the nation for the cost of these works. 

It would be difficult—nay, impossible—to estimate the full value of the re- 
sults follo the career of our Navy when it shall have attained its state of 
manhood under the favorable conditions heretofore indicated; i. e., with 
well-fortified coasts. 

We shall find the war and all its terrors shut ont from our territory by our 
Hi Dron and erred 

e coun’ 


Secretary of War Cass, in a report to President Jackson, said: 


I consider the duty of the Government to afford adequate protection to the 
seacoasta subject of paramount obligation, and I believe we are called upon 
by every consideration of Lge pt Gas push the necessary arrangements as 
rapidly as the circumstances of country and the proper execution of the 
work will allow. 

Secretary of War Poinsett, in a letter to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives transmitting the report of a board of 


officers on the subject of coast defenses, said: 


my p on, prove a most fatal error to with them and to rely upon 
our Navy 


f 

8 io 55 the attacks of an enemy e na val 
all the avenues to our great commercial cities and important naval depots the 
Navy of the United States must be very superior to the means of a of 
the most powerful powers in the world; and this naval armament, in- 
stead of performing its proper function as the sword of the State in time of 
war, and sweeping the enemy's commerce from the seas, must be chained to 
the coast or keep within the harbors. 

These opinions and many others which might be quoted show the 
universal belief among military and naval men that the fortifica- 
tions and a navy are indispensable complements in any well-consid- 
ered system of defense, neither of which can be employed to the 
exclusion of the other. Fortifications protect our harbors from 
occupation and our seaport cities from bombardment and capture. 
But to protect the incoming and outgoing commerce a fleet is nec- 
essary that can move with freedom to any point that may be de- 
sired. Let us suppose, as many naval authorities do, that a fleet 
of 12 battle ships, with its proper complementof armored cruisers, 
torpedo boats, etc., will besufficient for this purpose on our Atlantic 
and Gulf coasts, and that 4 battle ships, with cruisers, etc., will be 
sufficient for the Pacific coast. It is evident that this number is 
based upon the supposition that the vessels shall not be confined 
in their work to mere coast-defense duty. In the latter case some 


‘one port must be selected for defense, leaving the others 5 


or the fleet must be scattered and liable to annihilation in detail. 
United it may easily be able to destroy any fleet likely to attempt 
the blockade of our coasts. And this freedom of action for the 
Navy can only be secured by a sufficient system of land fortifi- 
cations. At this moment our Navy is not able, and unless it 
should be made more powerful than even that of England it 
never will be able, to 5 our scattered dockyards. Its ay 
chance of saving itself from destruction by a powerfulenemy wi 
lie in its ability to concentrate to meet the attack. From this 
point of view it is not too much to say that the immediate erec- 
tion of suitable fortifications will add many millions of dollars to 
the effective value of our fleet without spending an additional 
penny for ships. 
COAST DEFENSES OF EUROPEAN POWERS. 

And if this view be correct we should naturally to find 
that the great naval powers of the world have acted and are act- 
ing in accordance therewith. Let us scan for a moment tlie coasts 
of Europe, 


The authority for the following statements is the standard work 
ished in 1894 ho Didelot, lieutenant de vaisseau, entitled 


“La Défense des Côtes d’Europe; étude descriptive au double 
point de vue militaire et maritime” (the defense of the sea- 
coasts of Europe; a descriptive study from both the military and 
the naval point of view). 

There are now u e maritime frontiers of Europe, including 
Malta, 139 fortified seaports, besides a number of others where 
the modern conditions have made it unnecessary or inexpedient 
to maintain the fortifications which, th still existing, are now 
more or less out of date. Of these ports 35 are known as de 
guerre (war ports), where are concentrated the dockyards, the 
arsenals, the depots of supplies, and the other es i ents in- 
dispensable to the naval services of the countries to which they 
belong. These in particular have received every attention 
that the art of the engineer can bestow, and have been fortified at 

gland has in Europe alone 21 fortified including two in 
pe alone 2 „including two 
Ga Channel elgads Lo Gibraltar and Walke Seven of these, 
PI th, Portsmouth, Sheerness, Milford-Haven, Queenstown, 
tar, and Malta, are military ports fortified with especial 
care and great expense. 

If there be any nation that could safely rely upon its fleet alone 
for the protection of its coasts, it certainly is Great Britain. It 
will therefore be both interesting and instructive to note in a few 
cases what she has deemed necessary, in the way of fortifications, 
for the defense of her principal ports: 

England has now mounted in her coast defenses 920 heavy guns, 
as com with the 517 which we propose for our system. 
of the English gums are still of the older and weaker models. 

Their number will doubtless be reduced when these are rep. 

the best modern guns. Their calibers are 6, 7, 9, 10, 12, 16, and 
17.72 inches, as compared with our 5, 8, 10, 12, and possibly in 


future years 16 inches. 

The naval port of Pl ath and Davenport is defended against 
attack by sea or land ee eps Ang of works, Limiting 
our attention solely to the of the water approaches, we 
find for this one purpose that 15 powerful forts and ies have 
been constructed for 232 heavy rifled guns of from 8 to 12 inches 
caliber, besides mortars. The most important of these are entirely 
plated with armor, £ 

For the defense of Portsmouth and Southampton, at Spithead 
and the Needles, against attack by sea there are 20 forts and 
batteries, most of them comp within the last few years. 
Four of these forts are entire plated with armor, and are d ed 
for 130 guns of from 8 to 12 inches caliber. The total defense 
against sea attack contemplates over 300 heavy guns, besides 


mortars. 
Dover, which is not a naval , is defended inst the sea b 
three powerful works, one of w is armored and mounts 16-i 


expended upon her fortifications by the nation which might be 
to have 


pe her continental coast alone 28 fortified ports, of w. 
are “war ports.” German R 
sia has 14, with 4 war ports” of 
ond class. Italy has 20, with 4“ War pre” Spain 
8“war ports. Denmark has 7, with 1 “war port.” Sweden and 
Norway have 9, with 3 “war X 
U; the coast of Europe, excluding Turkey; 

— d, France, Belgium, Holland, Y, Russia, weden 
an 3 


leaves no doubt that many of them i 
degree of elaborateness and expense far beyond what is now con- 
ac eas for any of our own ports. . 

us we see what the wisdom of all these enlightened nations 
has led them to provide for their home seacoast defenses in addi- 
tion to their powerful navies. 

If we are to consider the fortified of England throughout 
the world it would appear that the number of guns. she has 
mounted is much greater than I have described relative to her 
own home defenses, 

Take the English 


time to time that Great Britain is now 
cations and heavy armament in Canada on both the Atlantic and 
Pacific coasts. us, for the defense of Halifax there are 8 
powerful works mounting at least 62 guns of from 7 to 12 inches 
caliber, besides rapid-fire guns, mortars, and a most complete 
system of submarine defenses, At Esquimalt an elaborate sys- 
tem of land defenses is being rapidly pushed to completion, but 
details as to the works and their armaments are not available. 
However, from what England has done and is doing at other 
places of equal im we may infer what she is doing here. 
At the Bermudas, for the defense of her two harbors and the dock- 


tresses and rege stations impervious to attack, while our rich 
seacoast cities an Portlan 


tt Bay, 


ganse 
hia, Baltimore, Wilmi Del, Novtalk Wilmington: N. G. 
. n, Del., Norfolk, oa or . 
85 vannah, Pensacola, Key West, Mobile, 
New Orleans, and Galveston, within a few hours’ rapid — 
from the 2 fortified ports of Bermuda, Nassau, Habana, a 
Kingston; „on Pacific const, San Diego, San Fran- 
cisco, Portland, „ and t Sound, with its United States 
dry dock, coaling places, and cities, some of them within sound of 
British cannon at Esquimalt, all lay dominated, exposed, and help- 
less against the attack of any foreign power that possesses a navy. 

Fabulous wealth lies at the mercy of a freebooting enemy if 
such shall at any time elude our and scattered Navy. 

Our foreign commerce and coasting trade are alike without 
harbors of refuge behind land defenses. Our great docks and 
shipbuildin our arms factories and powder near the 
coast, aresubject to easy destruction, and our Navy is without pro- 
tected bases for receiving supplies and effecting the repairs that 
are constantly required. And yet we plume ourselves on our 


diplomacy! 

8 are taking lessons of England and imi 
her as best we can in the increase of our Navy, and im our na 
architecture, it may also be well to consider to what extent we 
should imitate her in the policy of 3 defenses, at 
least for home protection on our own shores. wisdom will 
not be satisfied with an unequal and “lopsided” system of defenses.’ 
Whatever there is in our position and character as a nation that 
calls for a navy also calls in if not louder tones for land 
defenses. If we are to neglect one because of its expense, or 
because of the assumed lack of its then to be consistent 
we should omitthe other. To build up am nt navy, or even 
a fairly good navy, without the use of fortifications, is but to invite 
disaster at the first shock of arms, and is the height of folly, 

EVANGELIZATION, 
Much has been said in regard to the ameliorating influence 
a ec amo 
which advancing Christianity and civilization are afl. g mg 
the great nations of the times. It is occasionally said in answer 
to the demand for defensive works that the spirit and tendency of 
the age is toward peaceful p: and the avoidance of wars and 
conflicts, and toward the cy of arbitration and mediation to 
ents of vexed between 


forbearing our policy; that nothing will conduce more to an un- 
ted 8 —— that state 


those who control human en The wisest nations of 
our day do not disregard these conditions. Procrastination and 
weak credulity as to our fancied moral and physical have 
been carried too far in our case, leading us to neglect prepa- 

tions as are in accordancs with the matured opinions of the 


wisest and soundest thinkers, 
from the Committee on Military 


. F. P. Blair, jr., in 1862: 
Congress must not only make a riations, but make them at suitable 
times and in sufficient —— i oe met 


be not only adequate but also 
waste of — result, as 4 


ve, riations must 
consenutrve; oles idie hands aad 
‘ore, in unnecessary losses. In the 
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construction of ships and fortifications delays increase their cost. Fore- 
thought and tude, faithfulness and in „Will, at an early day, 
at reasonable cost, call into existence admirable defenses, of the ce 
of which our nation will be proud. 


EXPLANATION OF THE BILL. 


Mr. President, I desire in conclusion to make a few words of 
explanation of the bill. The bill presented by the Committee on 
Coast Defenses is intended to meet the wants of the nation in this 
ape It has received the approval of thə Secretary of War 
and of the Chiefs of the two great ts of Engineers and 
Ordnance. If it shall be adopted, provision will be made for the 
construction of the fortifications necessary for the defense of the 
principal seacoast cities of the United States. 

The situation and armament of these fortifications has in each 
case been the subject of study by the Board of United States En- 
gineers, whose plans have been approved by the Chief of Engineers 
and by the Secretary of War. ; 

The aggrezate number of direct-fire high-power guns of all cali- 
bers required is 517; the aggregate number of mortars is 1,058. 
For the construction of these guns, emplacements, and car- 
riages about eight years will be ired and the sum of at least 
$80,000,000. is sum can not be judiciously expended in a less 
time except under t stress and at additional cost to the Gov- 
ernment; and even in that case it will be very difficult to complete 
the armament in a much shorter period. 

It is provided in the bill thatthe sum of only $10,000,000 be ap- 
propriated for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and that an 
expenditure be authorized of $10,000,000 for each of the su i 
seven fiscal years, ending June 30, 1904; thus the tax would be com- 

tively light for each year, not equaling that of the river and 
bor bill, which for the past ten years avera annually 
between thirteen and fourteen million dollars. ink of it! 8279. 
916,317.69 has been appropriated since 1872 for the improvement 
of rivers and harbors, that is, for the benefit of commerce; and 
yet we have been so afilicted with ‘‘ coast-defense blindness” that 
we have expended only ten or eleven million dollars for the pro- 
tection of these harbors during the same period. 

It is also provided in the bill that the expenditures are to be 
made proportionately to the estimated cost of the defenses at each 
of the ports to be 8 that so far as practicable all the 
e. seaport cities in the Union may be itably and con- 

poraneously benefited by the outlay. This is intended to avoid 
favoritism and the protection of the country from undue expendi- 
ture at some ports to the exclusion of expenditures at other im- 
mt places. It is proposed to leave this outlay to the great 
departments of the engineers and crdnance, under the provisions 
of existing law ially made and adapted to the purpose. 

If any additional saf shall hereafter be deemed necessary 
in the working out of the present system it can easily be added 
by subsequent legislation. It has not been thought advisable to 
present in connection with this bill any method of raising the 
money proposed to be expended. The amount to be expended 
annum under the provisions of the bill does not seem to be so 

as to render n any d from the established 
methods of raising the revenue of the Government, and it has been 
feared that if an effort be made to raise the money for this pur- 
pose by any specific device of legislation, differences of views as 
= a oo = raising this money DN cause injurious de- 
securing the legislation necessary for defenses. 
therefore h that the bill will be adopted without serious 
modification, either as a separate measure or in the fortifications 
appropriation bill. An economic, sound system of national de- 
sarge the rock upon which rests permanent safety and success- 
plomacy. 

Since the people have commenced to receive information on this 
subject they are being heard from in no uncertain tones, and the 
indications are that they expect this Congress to act. 

SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call up the resolution di A. 
Du Pont entitled to a seat in the Senate from de Sate uf Dor 
Ware. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections February 18, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, That A. Du Pont is entitled toa seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1595. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, thisis certainly acase of new 
impressions. Delaware has treated the country to a novel sight. 
This 5 has existed 5 oe onary a 
than one hundred years. During that period probably 1, — 
ators have been elected. This, so peel gat are aware, is the first 
Sw 2 a — nbd a State ged a United States Sen- 
ator. generally been supposed governor belonged 
to the executive branch of government and not to its legislatiye. 
Here, however, being the executive, he leaps over into the legisla- 
ture and votes for tor; and the question is whether in this 
case Governor Watson could do that thing while he was governor. 


per member of the 1 


The Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] was impressed with 
the humor of the case, because he said that if the centention of 
the advocates of the admission of Mr. Du Pont is correct, then 
Mr. Du Pont was elected Senator twenty-eight times on the same 
day. The Senator said that ordinarily it was an honor for any one 
person to be elected Senator three or four times in the course of 
three or four times six years; but here, he said, Mr. Du Pont was 
elected, if at all, twenty-eight times, which the Senator thought 
was extraordinary, and, with humor somewhat grim, he com- 
mented upon that curious circumstance. 

Mr. President, it was curious, and yet it was true. Mr. Du Pont 
yas elected on the 9th day of May United States Senator t 8 
eight times, but the difficulty was to get the election declared. 
at the end of any one balloting he had been declared elected, the 
subsequent e would not have taken place. But here was 
Watson. The trouble was, as has been the trouble all through, 
too much Watson. There firmly stood the —- of the State. 
Delaware is an anomalous State under any legislative conditions, 
because she has but 9 senators and 21 representatives. Thirty - 
men in two little rooms constitute the legislature of Delaware. 

I GRAY (in his seat). How many senators has New Hamp- 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ordinarily I should ask the Senator from 
Delaware, if he addressed aremark to me, for which I would yield, 
to rise; but I will answer without the Senator doing that. 

Mr. GRAY. I will do so, Mr. President. With the permission 
of the Senator from New . if I have his permission 

CHAND: Certainly 


. GRAY. I ask him how many senators the State of New 
Hampshire has? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Twenty-four, and nearly 400 representa- 
tives—a State quite as small in all other respectsas Delaware, and 
yet it has 24senatorsandnearly 400 representatives, while Delaware 

as 9 senators and 21 representatives, and when they elected a 
Senator 15 to 14, behold there was Watson among them, the gov- 
ernor of the State, trying to make the thirtieth, and 3 

Mr. GRAY. The constitution of New Hampshire, which Thay 
here in a 3 course I shall be glad to be co: 

8 t New Hampshire has 12 senators. 

. CHANDLER. TheSenatorisdelving in antiquities. There 
were but 12 under the original constitution. About a dozen years 
ago we changed it to 24. But we always had, I will say to the 
2 a very large body of representatives, varying from 300 
up k 

Now, I repeat, Mr. President, that the trouble in Delaware was 
that there was Watson, the governor, presiding, and he would 
not declare an election; and so the ballotings went on all day on 
the 9th of May until the time came when law adjourned the 
legislature; and during that whole 1 the joint assembly was 
compelled to go on electing Mr. Du Pont over and over again be- 
cause it had Present the governor of the State sitting as a 

ture, and not only, as we contend, thrusting 
his vote illegally into the balloting, but presiding and declaring 
that there was no choice. 

Mr. President, there he was, and the legislature could not get 
rid of him. They were in the predicament of Sindbad the Sailor: 
The Old Man of the Sea on the neck of him 

Who-seven times crossed the deep, 
closely each lean and withered limb, 
Like the nightmare in one's sleep. . 

Watson was the nightmare, the incubus, the terror, theusurper, 
that epee the 8 = —.— oen oR = a Senator — 
made it necessary for the legis! keep electing over an 
over 1 Senator whom they had once chosen. 

eat 


= 


in this 
. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me? 

Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator to say that there was an 
election on these various ballots, but that Mr. Watson declared 
that no one was elected. Did any Republican senator request the 
governor to declare an election? 

Mr. CHANDLER, There was, as the ballotings went on, a 
protest 1 the governor's right to vote. 

Mr. That is not the question I asked. Did anybody at 
that time make the point that there was an election ä 
the governor to an election? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think there was no request that the gov- 
ernor should declare an election. There was at some time a 
test against the right of Watson to vote, and Tthinik ne that 
Du Pont was elected. 

= HILL. That was after all the votes had been taken, wasit 
not 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not certain whether it was after all 
the votes had been taken or not. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes; it was after. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But here was this incubus, here was Wat- 
son, William T. Watson, Senator Watson, President of the Senate 
Watson, Governor Watson, Pooh-Bah Watson, the executive of 
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the State of Delaware, possessed with all the executive power of 
that State. There he stood, and it was, I think, to the it of the 
State of Delaware and to its representatives that no effort was 
made to thrust him from the legislative halls back into the execu- 
tive chamber, and that the representatives and senators chose to 
op from his declaration and the apparent result of his vote to 

e Senate of the United States, as they do now appeal. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Fifteen Senators protested in 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Oregon calls my atten- 
tion to the fact that 15 senators at that time made a protest in 
writing against what was going on. But, Mr. President, it affected 
no legal right whatever. It is admitted that Governor Watson 
went in, that he presided and voted, and it was not until the close 
of the balloting that protest was made, and then it was made in 
a 8 and dignified manner. 

R HILL. as there any protest made during the balloting 
a 

Mr. GRAY. None whatever. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from New York asks whether 
there was any protest made during the balloting, and the Senator 
from Delaware, in his seat, says there was none; and unless I was 
very sure I was right Ishould not think of contradicting both 
those Senators. 

Mr. HILL. I asked the question. I did not make an assertion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not know. 

Mr, HILL. I understood the Senator to say a minute ago that 
during the balloting they contented the: ves in a dignified, 
Std way with pro g. Thatis the point I wanted to know 
a 


ut. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It was during this anomalous proceeding. 

Mr. HILL. I asked whether it was the fact. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Whether it was while the balloting was 
going onor at the close Ido not undertake to say, nor does it 

e any difference. 

Mr. .I understood that the Senator had undertaken to 
say it was during the balloting. I ask whether it was not in fact 
after the balloting had been finished? 

Mr. CHAND. It was during the proceedi which were 

ing on. There were no proceedings, as I remember, except the 

otings, and as soon as the hour came when it was incumbent 
upon the governor to declare the legislature adjourned it did 


ourn. 
HILL. The journal does not show that there was any pro- 


test at all presente: 

ee CHANDLER. Probably not. It was presented as a mat- 
ter of fact. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will state, if the Senator from 
New Hampshire will allow me, that it was conceded in the affi- 
davit, I think of Governor Watson himself, that the protest was 


made; at all events, it was conceded in certain affidavits filed in 


Sgt to Mr. Du Pont. 3 
.CHANDLER. Lam very willing to have oe pointa made, 
because it is very clear to my mind that the fact es no differ- 
ence whatever; that if Governor Watson’s vote was illegal, if it 
was absolutely null and void, as we contend, then no rights were 
lost even if there was a failure to object or to protest. A 

Mr. ALLEN. Ifthe Senator from New Hampshire will t 
me, I think the affidavits of both Senator Recordsand Mr. Watson 
show conclusively that no protest was made until after the last 
ballot and just before the final adjournment. _ r 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senators may be right, My point is 
distinct, that it makes no difference whatever. 

The arithmetic of this case is simple. The Senators have also 
seen some humor in the claim which they say is made by us that 
15 is a majority of 80. No, Mr. President, we have not put forth 
any such arithmetic. We have put forth the proposition that 15 
isa majority of 29, and that when 80 votes are nominally and 
apparently cast, but one of them is a void vote, then it does not 
count, and 15 is more than 14. Our whole case rests upon the 
sopie proposition that Governor Watson could not lawfully, 
while he was governor, enter the qom assembly and vote as asen- 
ator; that the vote which he did cast was null and void. His 
conduct was tion. We admit that the burden of proof is 
upon us to establish the 1 that in the vote of 15 to 15 
one vote not cast for Du Pont was void, absolutely null and void. 

Now, Mr. President, was Watson’s vote null and void? I have 
oy ag mind upon the question by asking another question, 
W. ; 

Can the Vice-President of the United States become President 
upon the happening of a vacancy, take the oath of office as Presi- 
dent and perform his duties at the Executive Mansion, keep 
watch of the 5 of the Senate, and, finding an important 
House bill about to be defeated by a tie vote, come from the Ex- 
ecutive Mansion to the Senate Chamber, crowd from his seat the 
President pro tempore and preside himself, declare the vote a tie, 
give his casting vote in the affirmative, securing the passage of 


the bill, and then return to the Executive Mansion and sign the 
bill and make it a law? 

Mr. President, I am willing now to have an answer, yea or nay, 
to that proposition. I have written it out, three or four copies, 
and they will be enough for all my anditors, unless I secure more 
than did the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] the other 
ae to whom I send my last remaining copy. 

the Vice-President can do this, then William T. Watson, 
who had become a State senator in Delaware and speaker of th 
senate, had upon Governor Marvil's death surrendered the chair 
of the senate to a president pro tempore and succeeded to the office 
of governor, performing the duties of the executive office, could 
keep watch of the proceedings of the ap Spy and finding it 
about to elect a United States Senator by 1 majority, could go 
from the executive office to the legislative hall, crowd from his 
seat the president pro tempore, preside himself, vote for a Sena- 
tor, thereby apparently defeating the choice, declare that no elec- 
tion had taken place, again vacate the er’s chair, and return 
to the executive office and on with his functions as governor. 
On the other hand, if the Vice-President of the United States can 
not lawfully do the acts first described, then William T. Watson, 
of Delaware, could not lawfully do the acts next described. 

Let us see exactly what the case is which Ihave supposed. We 
will take the case of President Arthur, who, as Vice-President, suc- 
ceeded to the Presidency upon the death of President Garfield. 
He left this Chamber, he took the oath of office as President, he 
began performing the functions of President at the Executive Man- 
sion, and he remained there for over three years, and the Senate 
chose a President pro tempore. Suppose exactly the case I have 
stated in the clause which I have read. Suppose the Vice-Presi- 
dent, pee, thus become President, became interested in the pas- 

ə of a bill. Suppose that bill which he desired to have become 
a law had passed the House of Representatives and came to the 
Senate, where it was supposed to have a majority. President 
Arthur, however, learning that some Senators supposed to be in 
favor of the bill had concluded to vote against it, and learning 
that in all probability the vote would be a tie, comes to the Capi- 
tol. The bill is about to be voted upon. The President pro tem- 
pore is in the chair. The door opens Phew before the vote is to be 
taken. The President of the United States thereupon goes to the 
chair, ousts the President pro tempore, takes the gavel of the Sen- 
ate, the result of the tie vote is announced, he declares it a tie, 
votes in the affirmative, declares the bill to have passed, retires 
from the chair, goes out the door, returns to the Executive Man- 
sion and again begins the performance of the functions of Presi- 

en 

Mr. MITCHELL of n. And signs the bill, 

Mr. CHANDLER. An 2 ia as I have suggested, the very 
bill which he, by his vote, thus forced through the Senate of 
the United States. Mr. President, can a President of the United 
States do that thing? 

Mr. GRAY. Not unless he remains Vice-President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does he remain Vice-President for that 


purpose? 
Mr. GRAY. Do you want an answer? 
Mr. CHANDLER. Iam willing to have a direct answer, yea 


or nay. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Vice-President, in the contingency assumed 
by the Senator from New Hampshire, becomes President of the 

nited States, then he ceases to be Vice-President and can not 
preside in the Senate. He can not be Vice-President to himself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Could President Arthur have done that 
thing? Ido not think any Senator will undertake to say that he 
could have done that thing, or that any Vice-President can become 
President and take upon himself the performance of the executive 
duties, and then watch his chance when there is to be a tie vote 
in the Senate and come back here and thrust himself into the 
chair, ejecting therefrom the President pro tempore, and vote 
when there is a tie upon the of a bill. 


Mr. President, if he could not do that, I say Governor Watson 


could not do what he did. Governor Watson had succeeded to the 
executive power of the State of Delaware. The elected governor 
had died. Watson had taken the oath of office. He had left the 
senate and had gone to the executive office. Asa senator he had 
yoted for United States Senator for some two or three months 
whenever a vote was taken. When he became governor he ceased 
to vote for United States Senator. He ceased to vote in any way; 
he severed himself from the senate, and for amok days the sena 

and the house in joint assembly went on voting for United States 
Senator and Governor Watson did not come there. But on the last 
day of the session, or on the last half of the last day of the session, 
when Governor Watson heard that probably a Senator would be 
elected on that last half day, he leaves the executive office a little 
before 12 O clock at noon, goes to thesenate chamber, thrusts out Mr. 
Records, the speaker pro tempore of the senate, and at the head of 
the 8 senators marches to the other room, where were 21 representa- 
tives, and there presides at this joint assembly, and the vote which 


1896. 


he 5 it is a valid vote—prevents the election of a United 
States Senator. I say that can not be done, unless by an equal 
authority the Vice-President of the United States, after he has be- 
come President, can do the acts which I have described. 

It may be said that the two constitutions are different. It may 
be said that the Constitution of the United States is different from 
the constitution of Delaware. I read from the Constitution of 
the United States everything that is material to this question. I 
read from Article I, section 3: 

4. The Vice-President of the United States shall be President of the Senate, 
but shall have no vote, unless they be equally divided. 

5. The Senate shall choose their other officers, andalsoa President pro tem- 
pore, in the absence of the Vice-President, or when he shall exercise the office 
of President of the United States. 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES, 


Mr. PEFFER (at 2 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.). I wish to 
call the attention of the Senate to the fact that a unanimous-con- 
sent agreement was entered into some days ago that at this hour 
Order of Business 332, in reference to bond sales, should be laid 
before the Senate for consideration. I ask that that may be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the te the 
order of business indicated, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution (by Mr. PEFFER) providing for 
a committee of five Senators to investigate and report erally 
all the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale of 
United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 
1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator whether he 
desires to go on with that resolution to-day? 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not desire to take the Senator from New 
Hampshire from the floor, and therefore will yield to the Senator 
until he concludes his remarks. After he has concluded, however, 
I shall insist on the r order. 

Mr. GRAY. Perhaps I ought to state in the hearing of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, if my friend will give me his attention for a 
moment, that when the Senator from New Hampshire gave notice 
that he would address the Senate to-day on the Du Pont case I 
also gave notice that I should, if the Senate would permit me, fol- 
low hi I think, so far as this side is concerned, we are ap- 
proaching the close of the debate upon that question, and I ho 
the Senator from Kansas will allow me to take the floor at the 
close of the remarks of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. PEFFER. With the understanding that it shall not dis- 
lace the bond-sale resolution, I should not object to that at all. 
see the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] is present. He has 

taken a more active part in opposition to the resolution than any 
other Senator, and if there is no objection on the part of that Sena- 
tor I should make none. I only want to have this matter kept 
pee the Senate that it may be disposed of at the present session, 
at least. 

Mr. CULLOM. In the absence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, I will say that I hope this privileged 
question will not occupy the attention of the Senate so much and 
so long that we shall get no appropriations this year. : 

Mr. GRAY. So far as I am concerned, I will say to the Senator 
from Illinois that I shall not obstruct other business unreasonably. 
I shall not occupy a great deal of time. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam not referring to the Senator's speech. 

Mr. GRAY. I thought there was an understanding that I 
should follow the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There was that understanding, but I had 
forgotton at the time that the Senator from Kansas had procured 
this special assi, ent by unanimous ment. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Indian appropriation bill seems to have 
been laid aside for some reason, I suppose to accommodate Sen- 
ators who desire to speak. When two appropriation bills are 
waiting, I hope there will be no arrangement made which will 
keep them back. 

STEWART. I hope there will be an arrangement whereby 
this resolution, which I regard as far more important than the 
appropriation b 

. CULLOM. To which resolution does the Senator refer? 

Mr. STEWART. Irefer to the resolution in 0 ata to bond 
sales, which ought to be disposed of, for if we are tohave a polic 
of constantly selling bonds, and if that policy is to be pursue 
regularly, it will have a very material influence upon appropria- 
tions, and we shall need almost unlimited appropriations. If the 
country is going to be inyolved in two or hundred million 
dollars a year, we want to get the money out. Before the appro- 
priahon bills are disposed of the country ought to know what ex- 

t of money we are going to have. If this business of piling up 
moneyin the Treasury is to continue, we shall have to rely on the 
good offices of the Committee on Appropriations to get it out. So 
we shall need liberal appropriations. There is $300,000,000 now 
in the 5 ought to be in circulation. 

Mr. The money will get out fast enough. I hope 
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It is going 


the Senator will not be worried about getting it out. 
out fast enough. 

Mr. STEWART. The trouble is that the people can not get it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The trouble is that it does not come in. 

Mr. STEWART. My dear sir, please listen to what I have to 
say. With $300,000,000 in the , taken out of circulation 
and piled up there, the country feels the pressure of the want of 
money, whether the Senator from Ilinois does or not. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Illinois has always felt the 
want of money. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEWART. Then you are in the same condition as the 
American people, and you ought to be willing that it should be 
brought out of the Treasury. 

Mr. HILL. If the bond resolution is up, I want to take a hand 
in this discussion 0 [Laughter.] 

Mr. CULLOM. T only wanted to call attention to the appro- 
priation bills which are awaiting the action of the Senate, and 
all I desired was that there should not be a policy adopted here 
which would indefinitely keep them back. I did not know what 
the Senator’s resolution was. So I hope he will understand that 
I am not trying to interfere with the discussion and disposition of 
that subject. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwant the Senator from Ilinois and the Sen- 
ate to understand that the bond-sale resolution is the special order 
for this hour, and while courtesy is my nature and practice, if 
there is any design to prevent action on that resolution I shall 
object right now, even at the risk of being discourteous to my 
friend from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not know what the resolution was, so 
there was no eniga on my part. 

Mr. STEWART. I am glad to hear the Senator from Ilinois 
mi that, and I hope he will facilitate the disposition of the reso- 

ution, 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know the nature of the resolution, and 
I should like to know before I make any ment about it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the Senator from New 
Hampshire will be allowed to finish his speech. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
from New York to rise to a parliamentary inquiry. : 

Mr. HILL. The suggestion Iwas going to make was that if the 
bond resolution is now up for consideration and discussion, I de- 
sire to be heard before it is terminated; that is all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Kansas indi- 
cate his uest? 

Mr. PEFFER. It is that the Senator from New Hampshire may 
be permitted to proceed with his remarks with the understandin 
that so soon as he has concluded we shall then go on with the bni 
resolution, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. GRAY. I object to that. 

Mr. HILL. What is the request? 

Mr. PEFFER. If that request is objected to, then I see no 
other way than to go ahead with the resolution and let the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire address his remarks to the resolution, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Kan- 
sas whether he expects his resolution to be voted on without debate? 

Mr. HILL. If he does, he will be disappointed. 

Mr. MORRILL. I make the point of order that there is now 
under consideration a question of privilege of the highest char- 
acter, and therefore no agreementin relation to considering another 
subject by unanimous consent can displace a question of that kind. 

3 CHELL of Oregon. The point is well made. 

Mr. CHANDLER. e I think the point taken by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont is correct, yet I wish to say that if I had known 
of this unanimous-consent agreement and the anxiety of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas and the Senator from New York to discuss the 
bond resolution, as they have done many times hitherto, I should 
cate have e to address 1 Senate. 5 

HIL ere is no special anxiety to discussit on my part 
I will 8 Senator. > 7 i 

Mr. C DLER. I should not have taken the floor on the 

Du Pont case at this time had I known of the unanimous-consent 


agreement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is ready to rule upon the 

pomi of order made by the Senator from Vermont . MORRILL]. 
e Chair sustains the point of order. It is for the Senate to de- 
termine whether the agreemant shall be carried into effect. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. President, I understand that the pro- 
ceeding to take up the bond-sale resolution at a quarter past 2 
o'clock was by unanimousconsent. If we are proceeding by unani- 
mous consent, of course a point of order does not affect the unan- 
imous consent. If it were upon a request of the Senator from 
Kansas to take up the resolution investigating the bond sale, and 
if the point of order were made by the Senator from Vermont, 
that would be one thing; but if we are proceeding by unanimous 
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consent to take it Hp, ns certainly is superior to and beyond any 
mestion of order which can be raised. {apprehend the Chair, in 
etermining the point of order, did not consider the fact that there 
had been unanimous consent that at this hour the resolution should 
be taken up. 

Before Tiere the floor I should like to say a word as to the con- 
venience of Senators. Certainly no one would desire to interrupt 
the p of the remarks which are being made by the Senator 
from New Hampshire, unless he desires that his remarks should 
be in because of the unanimous consent, but if the res- 
olution is not to be taken up now, at the time we all had agreed it 
should be taken up, I think there should be unanimous consent to 
take it up at some other time, or else it ought not to lose its place 
before the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL. My point of order amounts to this, that the 
Senator from New 8 was on the floor on a question of 
the highest privilege, and therefore no Senator could take him off 
the floor until po thro with his remarks. 

Mr. CHAND . As I said, I think the point of order was 
well ruled by the Chair: Ido not myself wish to interfere with 
the unanimous-consent agreement in which so many Senators par- 
ticipated who are now here desirous of going on with the discus- 
sion, — 5 yet I should prefer to go on at this time and finish my 
remar. 

Mr. PEFFER. My desire is to accommodate the Senator from 
New Hampshire. I have never yet seen a unanimous-consent 
agreement broken en Org ces since I have been a 
member of this body, and I feel that itis discourteous upon the 
part of Senators to insist that it shall be broken at this time. I 

ow very well what the rules of the Senate are, that the Chair can 
not enforce a unanimous-consent agreement, can not enforce any- 
thing that proceeds by unanimous consent. The Senate goes along 
at random in such cases. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me a 
moment? 

Mr: PEFFER. I will yield ina moment. I want. this resolu- 
tion to retain its place according to this unanimous consent. At 
the same time I want the Senator from New Hampshire to be 

itted to conclude his remarks, but if it is necessary, and abso- 
utely 5 it is forced upon me by the Senate that the 
Senator from New Hampshire should lose his place upon the floor 
in order to continue the consideration of the bond resolution, then 
I shall insist upon it. I have been put off from time to time on 
account of accommodating other Senators until I am tired, and 
do not propose to be taken off the floor again if it can be ayoided 
under the rule. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me to 
make a gu tion? 

Mr. P ER. Les, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has determined the point 
of order raised by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iso understand. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is for the Senate to take any fur- 


ition 
the 


Mr. PEFFER. y We are proceed- 
ing ner by unanimous consent. Ithinkthe Chairis exactly right 
and that the point raised by the Senator from Vermont is a cor- 
rect one. I do not understand, however, that the Senator insists 
that our unanimous-consent agreement should not be kept in good 
fai 


th. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. On yesterday, not having in mind, 
I presume, the unanimous consent given to the Senator from Kan- 
wat an understanding was arrived at between certain Senators, 
including the Senator from New Hampshireand the Senator from 
Delaware, that they should t 
tion, the Senator from New pshire to speak first and to be 
followed by the Senator from Delaware, who was very anxious to 

on. 
* my on is that the Senator from Kansas ask unani- 
mous consent that after the Senator from New Hampshire and 
the Senator from Delaware shall have concluded their speeches on 
the Lites, jai question now pending the resolution to which he 
refers come by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PEFFER. I shall not object to that at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
ear e es Sei Sig a The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. The Senator New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is 
entitled to the floor. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 


y on the privileged ques- | has 


Mr. CHANDLER. The question being whether the Vice-Presi- 
dent, having become President, could return to the Senate and pre- 
side and give the casting vote while President, I was from 
the Constitution of the United States the clauses applicable, 
Article II, section 1, provides: 

The Executive power shall be vested in a President of the United States of 
America. He shall hold his office during the term of four years, to- 


ther with the Vice-President, chosen for the same term, be elected as fol- 
WS. 


Then follows the provision as to the election: 


6. In case of the removal of the President from- office, or of his death, resig- 
nation, or inability to discharge the-powers and duties of the said office, the 
same shall devolve on the Vice- ident; and the Con, may by law pro- 
vide for the case of removal, death, resi or inability, both of the 
President and Vice-President, declaring w. 


t.officer shall then act as Presi- 
dent; and such officer shall act ly until the disability be removed or 
a t shall be elected. 


Mr; President, I cali attention to the fact that there is no express 
88 whatever: declaring that the Vice-President, when he 
as become President, shall not continue to act as Vice-President. 
There may be that inference from the provision that a President 
tempore shall be chosen; there is no declaration that the 
ice-President shall become President; there is no declaration 
that the Vice-President shall hold the office of President The 
cg re is substantially the same as that which is to be found in 
all State constitutions. It is of the same general character. 

In case of the removal of the President from office, or of his death, resig- 
nation, or inability to discharge the poraa and duties of the said office, the 
same shall devolve on the Vice-President. 

That is, the powers and the duties of the office shall devolve upon 
him; but it does not say that he shall cease to be Vice-President. 

Mr. President, I have no doubt that the Vice-President may act 
in case of a temporary disability of the President and later re- 
turn to the Senate and preside. ose this case, that when the 
British entered this capital in 1814 had also ca Presi- 
dent Madison; is there any doubt that at once, within a half day 
after the capture, the Vice-President at that time would have 
been sworn in as President, would have become President, and 
would have rmed the duties of President? And is there 
doubt that if President Madison had been recaptured he wo 
immediately have returned to the performance of the Executive 
duties, would have returned to the Executive office, and that the 
Vice-President, who had been sworn in as President, would have 
returned to the Vice-Presidency? Suppose that President Lin- 
coln had been captured, as undoubtedly was the first plan of the 
= in a time of great war, would not Vice-President 

in have been sworn in as President immediately after the 
ca was ascertained? 
HERMAN 


when Mr. Hamlin was Vice-President, * the first four years; 
i ithin one hour 
after the ascertainment of the fact the Vice-President would have 
sworn in as President; and, if there had been a recapture, 
President: Lincoln would have returned to the Executive office, 
and the Vice-President, whether President Hamlin or President 
Johnson, would have returned to the Vice-Presidential office. 
Mr. President, no express provisions in reference to these con- 
tingencies are to be found in the national Constitution. The 
clauses of the Constitution are those which I have read, and there 


the Vice-President, or when he i 
dent of the United States, is. there any declaration whatever that 
would prevent the Vice-President from acting as President and 
also acting. as Vice-President. There is not so much in the Con- 
stitution of the United States to prevent the Vice-President who 
beeome President from acting in both capacities as there is 
in the constitution of the State of ware tending to prevent a 
senator who has succeeded to the office of governor by a vacancy 
in the office filled by the governor elected by the people from con- 
tinuing to act as senator while he is acting as governor. I send 
to the desk and ask to have read extracts from the Delaware con- 
stitution. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr. CuLLomin the chair), The 
Secretary will TTC 

The Secretary read as follows: : 

From the Delaware constitution of 1776: 

“ART. 7. A president or chi bo chosen by joint ballot of 
both + * è who shall continue in that office three years, and un- 
til the sitting of the next general assembly, and no „ * „Aud on 
his death, inability, or absence from the 8 the speaker of the 
council for the time being shall be t. and in case of death, 

from the State, the of the house of assembly 


inn or absence speaker 
shall have A OT EA NOAS wre ae EASA the 
generalassembly. 
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From the Delaware constitution of 1792: 
“ARTICLE III. 
“Sxcrton 1. The supreme executive powers of this State shall be vested in 


a governor. 

SEC. 14. On the death or resignation of the governor, or his removal from 
office on impeachment or for inability, the speaker of the senate at that time 
alt pra 5 Pa of governor 5 new 8 be —— quali- 

and on or resignation o! speaker senate speaker 
of the house of 8 at that time shall exercise the office until it 
be regularly vested in a new governor. 

From the Delaware constitution of 1831: 
“ARTICLE IIL} 
“Srorron 1. The supreme executive powers of the State shall be vested in 


a governor. 

Src. 14. Upon any in the office of governor his 

death, removal, tion, or inability, the speaker of the senate ex- 

ercise the office un ernor el by the ponpe shall be duly qualified. 
w 


In the Delaware tutions of 1792 and 1831, Article II, section 5: 
Each house whose exercise the office of goyernor may choose 
a speaker pro tempore.” 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I call the attention of the 
Senator from Delaware and also the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that the Delaware constitution of 1776 provides for a vice- 
president: 

On his death, inability, or absence from the State, the s; er of the! 
lative council for the at being shall be vice-p: ent. wae pact 

There are noadditional words toshow that the vice-president shall 
act as governor, but the inference to be drawn, of course, from those 
words is that when there is a vacancy in the office of governor the 

er of the legislative council, who is declared to be vice-presi- 
ent, shall become the president or chief magistrate of Delaware. 
There isa close resemblance between the Constitution of the United 
States and the constitution of Delaware in the provisions which I 
have cited; while there is not to be found in the Constitution of the 
United States any one of theseveral provisions contained in the con- 
stitution of Delaware, about which there has been so much debate, 
declaring thata person holding one office shall notexercise the duties 
of another office. The 8 attention of the Senate and of Sena- 
tors who ate idering this question is called to the fact that none 
of the prohibitions that are to be found in the State constitutions 
are contained in the national Constitution; and yet I am sure that 
the Vice-President of the United States can not become President 
and yet continue to preside in the Senate and give the casting vote 
in case of a tie; no more could Governor Watson, when he was act- 
ing 5 and had become governor under the provisions of 
ware constitution, act as senator while he was the gov- 
cor of the State and possessed of the executive power of the 
tate. x eae 

My point now is that, so far as constitutional prohibitions are 
concerned, are more clauses to prevent a senator in the Del- 
aware legislature from acting as povar and senator at the same 
time than there are to prevent the Vice-President of the United 
States from acting as dent of the United States and also as 
Vice-President at the same time. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator allow me at that point? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does not the Senator know that in the consti- 
tation of Delaware there is a provision enumerating a certain 
number of offices no two of which shall be held by the same per- 
son? If the Senator is aware of that clause, does he not believe 
that that excludes all other offices? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think the Senator from Kansas 
would 3 that when the framers put the clause to which he 
refers in the constitution they intended to oat Aa exception that 
asenator of the State may be at the same time the presiding officer 
of the senate and also governor, controlling the executive power. 
The principle that the expression of one thing excludes another 
does not apply to produce any such result. The exclusions to 
which the Senator alludes were expressed because there was 
deemed to be some need of expressing them, but a provision in 
terms that when the speaker of the senate © governor he 
should not continue to act as senator was not because it 
was entirely unnecessary that it should be enacted, as the pro- 
hibition was to be derived from another and a er principle, 
to which I wish now to call attention. 

r answer to 


New pshire will allow me, is this, that the provision in the 
Delaware constitution to which he refers relates, as I believe, to 
that class of offices which are not incompatible with each other. 
Mr. PEFFER. I submit that the clause refers only to such 
‘offices as have poon in e ee the first in- 
stance, by the incumbents, and not to o which are placed upon 
men already in office. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator may be correct. I do not 
think the clause throws much light one way or the other upon the 
question weare discussing. Iproceed with myargument. When 


r 
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the President is dead, or when the President has been captured, 
or has been disabled by sickness, why can not the Vice-President 
become the President of the United States, invested with all the 
Executive power, and also sit here as Vice-President and give the 
casting vote in case of a tie? I submit to my Populist friends, 
whom I am now addressing, that they will find it very difficult to 
say that he can not, unless they also say that Watson could not 
be governor and senator at the same time. 

. PEFFER. Then, Mr. President, if the theory of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire is correct, in case of death or other 
disability of the President of the United States, and the Vice- 
President exercises the duties of that office, and the Vice-President 
should die, and the duties of the office devolve upon the Secretary 
of State, the same rule would hold good as to the Secretary of 
State that held as to the Vice-President, Will the Senator hold 
that the Secretary of State, when he becomes President, may send 
in a nomination to the Senate here of another gentleman to fill 
the office of Secretary of State, and so on and so on down to the 
end of the line? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes;Ithinkso. But the question is not the 
same. The of State and the President of the United 
States. belong to the executive department of the Government, 
and what I am now arguing is in favor of the American principle 
that a can not exercise the functions of two offices in two 
branches of the Government at the same time. That is the ques- 
tion that I wish to bring to the comprehension and apprehension 
and tance of the Senator from $ 

Mr, P . When theconstitutional provision or statutory 
provision comes in between the Senator's theory and the situation, 
it seems to me that the law ought to prevail as against the opinion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, 

Mr. CHANDLER. There are no such provisions; but the con- 
stitutional law is the other way. The Senator's claim is an intro- 
duction to the p itions which I am now going to make. The 
reason why the Vice-President can not be Vice-President and 
President at the same time, the reason why Senator Watson could 
not be senator and governor at the same time, is because of a 
fundamental principle of American constitutional law. I have 
written out my propositions under that head, and it pleases me 
to present them in my handwriting to the Senator from Delaware 
G. Gray], while I will read from a typewritten copy. 

President, FFF I ought 
to convince, the Chair will pardon me if I onally turn to the 
left. These, I think, are impregnable propositions which I sub- 
mit to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEW- 
ART]. At any rate, they are satisfactory to myself. 

1. In the United States all the governments, one national and 
forty-five State governments, are divided, each one into three 
branches—legislative, executive, and judicial. 

2. It is a universal, fundamental principle of American consti- 
tutional law that no officer of one branek of a government can 
exercise the functions of any other branch of that government. 
Any sen pt to do so is a usurpation, and any act done is null 
and void. : 

8. There is one exception to this broad general principle: Where 
an Officer in the legislative branch is compelled to proceed to per- 
form the functions of an officer in the executive branch suddenly 
3 or temporarily vacant. 

4. is exception exists only by virtue of provisions of written 
constitutions, and the fundamental principle boen disre 
only in the manner and to the extent required by the express 
words of the constitution, or by necessary and unavoidable infer- 
ence therefrom. 

5. In no such case tag Sago the national or any State 
constitution can an officer of legislative branch of a govern- 
ment, called to perform the functions of an office vacant in the 
executive branch of the government, continue while so emplo 
to perform the functions of his legislative office. The simulta- 
neous exercise of both offices isimpossible. It is anthorized by no 
express language, nor by any n inference. Itis prohibited 
in some cases by express words; in all cases by fair and reasonable 
inference. 

To prove that these are sound propositions of American public 
law I desire to exhibit to the Senate the various American consti- 
tutions. I find that the constitutions of thirty-nine States have 
each a clause prohibiting persons in one branch from exercisi 
the functions of another branch. Those which have not tha 


clause are Delaware, Louisiana, New York, Ohio, yanig, 
and Wisconsin, making six. So thirty-nine out of forty-five State 
constitutions have expressly declared this incompatibility of func- 


tions, and have enacted that no person conn with one branch 
of a government shall perform the functions of another branch of 
the government. 

Mr. ALLEN. At this point I should like to ask the Senator 
from New a question. If the State constitutions to 
which he refers not made that declaration, would not the 


States have possessed the power to devolve the duties of two or 
ae 1 upon the same individual, notwi ding incompat- 
ility 

Mr. CHANDLER. That would have depended upon how the 
United States concluded to construe its constitutional law. My 
belief is that in the absence of ress authority given in the 
State constitution the point that I am now arguing would be 
sound, and that it would be held that as a fundamental principle 
of American constitutional law no law could be iving 
any person authority to exercise the functions of two b es of 
the government at the same time. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will allow me at this point—I shall 
not trouble him any further—I wish to call his attention to the 
fact that every State constitution is a limitation upon power that 
is otherwise unlimited. So, if a State has not limited its power, 
the power exists and may be exercised. On the other hand, there 
is a distinction, to which I wish to call attention, between State 
constitutions and the national Constitution. The national Con- 
stitution is a mere grant of power. Without 5 or im- 
pliedly granting power the sovereignty exercised does not exist 
and can not be exercised. Therefore, when the Constitution de- 
volves the duties of President of the United States upon the Vice- 
President in case of the death or removal of the President, there 
is no provision in the national Constitution that he may return to 
his seat in the Senate and occupy the Vice-Presidency. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He undoubtedly may if the disability of the 
President of the United States is only temporary, in the cases 
which I have supposed, In the case which was first suggested to 
me by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], now in his 
seat, the capture of the President by a public enemy, the Vice- 
President, who has become President, may undoubtedly, upon the 
recapture and return to his functions of the President, again re- 
turn to this body and become Vice-President. But the point is 
that it is a fundamental principle that the same person can not 
exercise the functions of those two offices at the same time. Isay 
I have found this principle in thirty-nine of the State constitu- 
tions, the exceptions being Delaware, Louisiana, New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. I say further, that the principle is 
just as much a principle of constitutional law in those six States 
which have aor declared it in their constitutions as it is in the 
thirty-nine States which have declared it. 

Turning to the constitutions of the thirteen original States, we 
find six of those States declared this principle in their constitu- 
tions before the National Constitution was adopted. That is one 
reason why it was unn to insert the principle in the Na- 
tional Constitution. That is one reason why it was unnecessary 
to insert it in the constitutions of Delaware, New York, Louisiana, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. It was an accepted principle 
of constitutional law, prevailing whether expressly asserted or not. 

I read from the constitution of New Hampshire of 1784, the bill 
of rights, part 1, Article XXXVII: 

In the government of this State the three essential powers thereof, to wi 
the l tive, executive, and judicial, ought to be kept as separate fro 
independent < each other as the nature of a free government 

m 


will 
as with that chain of connection that binds the whole fabric of 
the constitution in one indissoluble bond of union and amity. 


The constitution of Massachusetts of 1780, part 1, says: 


ART. XXX. In the government of this Commonwealth the legislative de- 
partment shall never exercise the executive and judicial powers, or either of 
them; the executive shall never exercise the legislative and judicial powers, 
or either of them; the judicial shall never exercise the legislative and execu- 
tive powers, or either of them; to the end it may be a government of laws 


and not of men. 
The constitution of Maryland as early as 1776, in its declaration 
of rights, says: 


Art. VI. That the legislative, executive, and judicial powers of the gov- 
ernment ought to be forever separate and distinct from each other. 


The constitution of Maryland of 1851, declaration of rights, 
declares: 

ART. VI. That the legislative, executive, and judicial powers of govern- 
ment ought to be > pem separate and distinct from each other, . — no 


rson exercising the functions of one of said departments assume or 
Mecharge the duties of any other. 


The constitution of Virginia, 1776, declaration of rights, says: 
SEC. 5. That the legislative and executive powers of the State should be 


separate and distinct from the judiciary. 


The constitution of Virginia, 1830, expanded that principle in 
this way: 

Arr. II. Th tive, executive, and judicial departments shall be se 
arate and distin „80 that 8 the ý 
either of the others; nor shall any person exe: po 
one of them at the same time, except that the justices of the county courts 
shall be eligible to either houseof assembly. 


The constitution of North Carolina, 1776, declaration of rights, 


says: 
ART. IV. The 3 executive, and su e judicial powers of gov- 
ernment ought to fonever separate and distinct from each other. 
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The constitution of Georgia, 1798, Article I, says: 

SECTION 1. The legislative, executive, and judicial departments of govern- 
ment shall be distinct, and each . be eee to a Xi tel 
body of magistracy; and no person or collection of Toas, being of one of 
these 9 exercise any power pro y attached to either of 
the others, except in the instances herein exp: y permitted. 


The constitution of South Carolina, 1868, Article I, says: 


SEO. 26. In 1 of this Commonwealth the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judi powers of the government shall be forever separate and 
distinct from each other, and no m or persons exercising the functions 
— one of said departments assume or the duties of any 
other. 


The constitution of New Jersey, 1844, says: 


ART. III. The powers of the government shall be divided into three dis- 
tinct de ments—the legislative, executive, and judicial—and no person or 
persons belonging to or constituting one of these departments exercise 


any of the powers properly belonging to either of the others, except as 
herein expressly provided. P p 


So I repeat that before the national Constitution was adopted, 


in 1798, there had been in six of the original thirteen States a decla- 


ration that it was a fundamental rule of American law and was to 
be one of the principles upon which American governments, State 


and national, were to be founded, that under no circumstances 
should a 
exercise 

another branch of the Government. I wi 
to the Senate nor to incorporate in my remarks all the clauses of 
all the State constitutions, but I have prepared a table made up 
from Ben: Perley Poore’s Charters and Constitutions, giving 
the pages of the two volumes of that work where the various con- 
stitutional provisions on this subject can be found, which I will 


rson connected with one branch of the Government 
e powers and functions of a connected with 
not undertake to read 


POORE'S CHARTERS AND CONSTITUTIONS. 


EE VANA 47, 65 
701, 711, 725, 740-761, (no—see) 785 


— 1056-1061, 1069-1075, 1083-1086 
1105, 1110, 1143-1147, 1168 1178 
1216-1224, 1250-1254 


— — ½—·- 1316-1320 

--- 1856-1357, 1336 

— 420-1425, 1436-1441 

CR ATES) MOO e Mulepigenuasesues 1470 

DERG E A P A ENS E S S A R A E E AN 1495-1498 

AME a NA . 1578 
Rhodo island oo innana aA EAA NV ANN OINEI 1 

D . ͤ S S 648-1653 

1680-1682, 1698-1701 


1768-1775, 1786-1792, 1803-1809, 1826, 1834 
K* PROST ener 1870-1884 
- 1909, 1913, 1920-1981, 1989-1946, 1954, 1955, 1957 

1977. , 1998-2005 


I will also insert in my remarks the language of the clause in the 
constitution of the State of Utah, the last of our States to be ad- 
mitted, and to send its Senators into this Chamber (Article V, 
section 1): 

The paners of the government of the State of Utah shall be divided into 
three 


inct departments, the legislative, the executive, and the judicial; 


and no person c with the exercise of powers properly belonging to one 
of these departments shall exercise any functions appertaining 12 either of 


the others, except in the cases herein expressly directed or permitted. 


As I stated yesterday during the remarks of the Senator from 
Utah pas Brown], the very best expression that can be found of 
what I contend is, and has n for a hundred years, a principle 
of American constitutional law is to be found in the new consti- 
tution of the State of Mississippi, adopted November1,1890. That 
constitution was framed in part, I have no doubt in large part, by 
the distinguished senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], 
who is now in the Chamber. I find his signature annexed to the 
constitution. I will read part of it: 

SECTION 1. The powers of the government of the State of Mississippi shall 
be divided into three distinct departments, and each of them con ded to a,. 
separate m: „to wit: Those which are legislative to one, those which 
are judicial to another, and those which are executive to another. 
TTC 
the others. The acceptance of an os in e ther of said departments shall 


of itself, and at once, vacate any and all person so accept- 


offices held by the 
ing in either of the other de 7 


1896. 
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If it be argued that the insertion of the new and forcible words 
was making a constitutional principle instead of declaring a con- 
stitutional principle, I dissent from the assertion. It seems to me 
clear from an examination of all the constitutional provisions, 
beginning with the State constitutions of 1776, coming down to 
the constitution of Utah of two years ago and the constitution of 
Mississippi of 1890, that here is a pee of American constitu- 
tional law, a well-established declaration made on many proper 
occasions, which has become as fixed a part of our constitutional 
law as if it had been written in the plainest pone language in 
every single one of the State constitutions, including the constitu- 
tion of the State of Delaware. A 

Mr. President, that this is a fundamental principle of American 
constitutional law is not only proved by the citations which I have 
read from written constitutions, but by the actual practice under 
the American constitutions. President William Henry Harrison 
died April 4, 1841. John Tyler succeeded and held office four years, 
lacking one month. Zac Taylor died July 9, 1850. illard 
Fillmore succeeded and held office two years and nine months, 
Abraham Lincoln died April 14,1865. Andrew Johnson succeeded 
and held office four years, lacking one month. James A. Garfield 
died September 19, 1881. Chester A. Arthur succeeded and held 
office three years and flye months. During all the periods in which 
those four Vice-Presidents held the Presidential office it was never 
so much as dreamed that any one of them could come back into 
this Chamber and, under any possible circumstances: or in any 
possible contingency, preside over the Senate and vote in case of a 
tie. Wasitever Bo jg mare that such a power remained in the Vice- 
President who had become President? Never was it imagined, 
never was it suggested as a debatable question; and yet there 
is nothing whatever expressed in the Constitution of the United 
States to prevent the Vice-President who has become President 
from doing what is suggested except the clause whichis contained 
in the Constitution, that when the Vice-President exercises the 
office of President the Senate shall elect a President pro tempore. 
And there is in the Delaware constitution substantially the same 

rovision, except that it says the senate may elect a speaker pro 
pore of the senate when the speaker of the senate exercises the 
office of governor. 

Now, in reiteration, I ask Senators who take the opposite view 
of this question to explain to me if they can what 9 there 
is between the national Constitution and the Delaware State con- 
stitution which prevents the Vice-President after he has become 
President from coming back here and acting as Vice-President, 
and voting in case of à tie, and does not prevent the speaker of 
the senate of Delaware after he has become governor from com- 
ing back into the senate of that State and voting and presiding as 
a member of the senate of Delaware? 

I say I challenge Senators to point out any material difference 
in the two cases, unless they base it upon the simple proposition 
that the Constitution of the United States aaa that the Senate 
shall elect a President pro tempore when the Vice-President exer- 
cises the office of President and that the constitution of Delaware 
says that the senate of Delaware may elect a speaker pro tempore 
when the speaker of the senate exercises the office of governor. 
That is all the difference, and, according to a well-known princi- 
ple of law, that is not any difference at all, for the obligation upon 
the senate of Delaware to elect a speaker pro tempore is just as 
great with the word ‘‘may” before the senate as it would be if 
the word shall“ was before the senate. 0 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator from New Hampshire object to 
being interrupted at this point? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not at all. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from New Hampshire has challenged 
anyone to point out any difference between the case of the Vice- 
President acting as President and the speaker of the senate of 
Delaware acting as governor. It hardly needs to be said that a 
Vice-President is provided for in the Constitution of the United 
States one and upon the death or inability of the President 
of the United States he may act as President. His only other 
function is one given him while he is Vice-President. But he is 
provided expressly by the Constitution that he may be ready—I 
speak with entire respect of the office—he is the led horse who is 
to be at hand when the burden drops from the shoulders of the 
President, in order to take it up. hen he takes it, if, as the 
Senator contends, or as Lunderstood him to contend, he is Presi- 
dent to all intents and purposes, then, manifestly, he can not be 
Vice-President to himself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not see the distinction. I have the two 
constitutions before me—the Constitution of the United States 
and extracts from the Delaware constitution. I study them, and 
I do not see why the Vice-President, after he becomes President, 
whether permanently, by the death of the President, or tempora- 
rily, 1 ia temporary disability of the President, can not act as 
Vice-President at the same time, if the speaker of the senate of 
Delaware can become governor and also act as speaker of the sen- 
ate when he becomes governor. There is no statement in the 


Constitution of the United States that the Vice-President shall 
become President any more than there is a statement in the con- 
stitution of Delaware that the speaker of the senate shall become 
governor. The Constitution says: 

In case of the removal of the President from office. or of his death, 


tion, or inability to discharge the powers and duties of the said office, the 

same shall devolve on the Vice-President. 

f cs is, the powers and duties shall devolve on the Vice-Presi- 
ent. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from New Hampshire 

Mr. CHANDLER. Excuse me. Why can not he perform those 
duties and at the same time sit in the chair, Mr. President, which 
you now occupy, presiding over the Senate? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from New Hampshire has all along 
said, unless I have misunderstood him, and his proposition is that 
the Vice-President becomes President to all intents and purposes, 
Do I misunderstand the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think he does, The Senator does not 
misunderstand me. 

Mr. GRAY. If he becomes President his function as Vice- 
President has ceased, and he has filled that position for which he 
was elected, to 7 th vacancy in case of the death of the 
President. When he one that he ceases to be Vice-President, 
because, being the man kept in reserve to perform what another is 
unable to perform by reason of his death or removal, he is then 
functus officio Vice-President, and, not to Tepeàt myself unneces- 
sarily, he can not be Vice-President to himself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My point is that he is not a particle more 
functus officio than a senator of Delaware elected speaker of the 
senate of Delaware is functus officio as speaker and as senator 

when he becomes governor. I am arguing that there is no differ- 
ence in the two constitutions. I wish Senators to point out if 
there is any difference. 

The Senator does not deny, I suppose, that the Vice-President 
In case of the recapture of the President could come back here 
and be Vice-President. Does the Senator assert that the office 
of Vice-President is so far vacated that if the President, who 
has been captured by the enemy or has been sick for a time, 
comes back, the Vice-President has lost his office? By no means. 
The Vice-President (and that is evidently the contemplation of 
the Constitution) in that case can come back to the Senate. The 
Constitution, when it authorizes Congress to declare what officer 
shall act as President in case the President and Vice-President 
both disappear, says: 

The Con may by law ide f 
22 Woes ok tee Eressians smd View Pronina t doctrine hel 
officer shall then act as President, and such officer shall act accordingly until 
the disability be removed or a President shall be elected. 

Until the disability be removed” is the expression. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] suggests to me that per- 
haps that is the reason why we elect a President pro tempore and 
not a President of the Senate eo nomine, in order that the Vice- 
President may return. 

The new constitution of Mississippi, not making new constitu- 
tional law, but declaring existing gonstitutional law, contains in 
section 131, wherein is the provision that the lieutenant-governor 
shall be governor in case of vacancy, and if the lieutenant-governor 
is tag tg or absent the president of the senate pro tempore shall 
act in his stead, this clause: 

Should a doubt arise as to whether a vacancy has occurred in the office of 

vernor, or as to whether any one of the disabilities mentioned in this sec- 

ion exists or shall have ended, then the secretary of state shall submit the 


question in doubt to the judges of the supreme court, who, or a majori 


whom, shall investigate Ane g determine said question, and shall fu to 


said secre of state an opinion, 1 15 minin; i 
mitted payer th which e N 8 ye 8 mall be fn 
and conclusive. 

Mr. President, that is a very wise provision. It is one which 
might have been made by statute quite as well as by an insertion 
in the State constitution. It is a provision which might be made 
a law of the United States to-day. It is a provision which de- 
termines through the medium of the court whether the executive 
office is permanently or temporarily vacant, and when that ques- 
tion is determined, the constitutiou determines who shall it, 
and it also makes another very important provision, which is 
omitted in our Constitution and in all other State constitutions. It 
provides a method of determining when a tempo vacancy has 
ended, so that the person who has temporarily filled it shall lave 
it and return to his original office. 

_Mr. President, all these provisions are subject to and in recog- 
nition of the paramount principle that whenever the officer who 
has been taken from the legislative branch of the Government to 
perform the duties connected with the executive branch of the 
Government is engaged in the performance of those executive 
duties, he is incapable of performing any legislative duties. 

As it never has been i i during these four cases where a 
Vice-President has become President that the Vice-President hav- 
ing become President could while acting as such come into the 
Senate and eject from hischair the President pro tempore, preside 
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in the Senate, and give the casting vote, so it never had been im- 
agin edin Delaware until the year 1895 that a speaker of the sen- 
ate or a r of the house of representatives who had succeeded 
to the executive office could while continuing in the ‘ormance 
of the executive function return to the legislative yof which 
he was a member and then and there act as such. 

I have here and will insert in the RECORD a table giving all the 
cases which have happened in the State of Delaware where a 
speaker of the senate or a speaker of the house succeeded to the 
office of governor, specifying the dates of their accession, the date 
when each ceased to be governor, and his length of service: 

DELAWARE. 


Bassett Mar. 1, 1801 
John Clark... Jan. 15,1820 
John Collins 


Speaker of house. 


Each one of five senators marked with a star seems to have re- 
sumed his senatorial office, but not his place as presiding officer, 
after he ceased to hold the office of governor. It is not quite 
clear, however, from the evidence how many of these five did 
resume their senatorial seats. In some of the other cases a person 
who became governor continued to be such after his legislative 
term 


e 
We have, therefore, as a fact in the case that what Watson has 
done has never happened before in the history of the country, 
It never happened in the histo: ny of Delaware; it never happened 
in any other State. In the wh riod of one hundred and eight 
of national life under the Constitution, with more than a 
usand Senatorial elections, no executive of a State, so far as 
we know, has ever cast a vote for United States Senator. No 
Vice-President of the United States has ever thought that he 
could be Vice-President and President at the same time, and no 
senator of the State of Delaware ever thought that he could be 
governor of the State of Delaware and at the same time vote as a 
senator of the State of Delaware. 
Mr. President, that is a highly important fact. It su be- 
d doubt a consideration that should infiuence the opinions of 
tors in determining what is the constitutional law upon this 
subject. Is it ible that all this time in Delaware and the other 
States where president or speaker of the senate or the speaker 
of the house of representatives has become governor, these offi- 
cers of the legislative branch of the government transferred to the 
executive branch of the goverment could, if they had so chosen, 
have continued to perform their legislative functions at the same 
time? And yet no one ever dreamed of this power until, in the 
1895, William T. Watson entered the senate of the State of 
Delaware for the purpose 1 the election of a United 
States Senator, he discovered would on that day be 
made unless he performed this extraordinary and unheard-of act. 
Mr. President, there has been a great deal of learned discussion 
and in the — of Senators of the question 
uring the time w one of these legislative officers 
exercises the executive office, while a senator being mt of 
the senate becomes governor and acts as governor, his original 
office is vacated or is suspended. It has been very well shown, as 
it seems to me, that this question is immaterial. I do not regard 
it as one of importance. we , 
Under the present constitution of the State of r 5 as it 
was framed in 1890, there is the declaration to which I have ad- 
verted—that whenever this contingency happens the first office is 
of itself and at once vacated. But even that clause, as I conceive, 
would be so construed that although the office is vacated for the 
time being, yet the president of the senate of the State becoming 
vernor during the insanity, for instance, of the governor of the 
tate, which insanity subsequently ceased, would return to the 
office which he had left, and might take it up again and 
to the performance of its duties. 
Therefore I say, Mr. President, that the proposition which has 
satisfied my mind, the proposition upon which I think this case can 
be safely rested, is not affected in the slightest degree by the ques- 


tion whether the office which was filled first by the person who has 
become governor is absolutel whether it is what is called 
in abeyance or whether the ctions of it are for the time bein, 


suspended. The principle of law for which I contend and whi 
I think this case is that the who leaves the legis- 
lative branch of the government and es the executive of the 


State, the who leaves this Chamber and becomes the Exec- 
utive of the nation, can not, while he is in the performance of 
executive duties, continue to perform a legislative duty. That is 
the proposition in the simplest form in which it can bo put, and 
it is, as it seems to me. a proposition fairly and inevitably to be 
deduced from the condition of the public law of America as I 
understand it to have grown up during the one hundred and eight 
years of our national life, 

Asa further indication of the conviction of the American people 
that a member of the legislative branch of the Government can 
not at one and the same act as the chief executive, I refer to 
the special 3 in some of the constitutions of the States, 
The one in Maine has been already alluded to and its terms some- 
what discussed. In Ben: Perley Poore’s Charters and Constitu- 
tions, page 795, is found the Maine proposition: 

Whenever either the president of the senate or speaker of the house shall 
So exercise said office he shall receive only the compensation of governor, but 
his duties as president or speaker shall be suspended. 

The construction put by the Maine ye ee court upon this pro- 
vision, that it s nds president of the senate not only from 
his office as president of the senate, but from the exercise of his 
functions as senator, is to be found in 7 Greenleaf, 483. 

New Hampshire was equally wise. On page 1302 of the second 
volume of Poore's Charters and Constitutions is to be found the 
New Hampshire provision, section 49, constitution of 1792: 


But when peseident of she senate ball exorcise tha omas of vernor 
he shall not his offige in the senate. = 


And that clause is continued in all subsequent constitutions, 
At the last revision of the constitution the same provision was 
made, where the speaker of the house was authorized in certain 
cases to act as governor, That clause provides that 


Mississippi in one of its constitutions made the same provision. 
I call the attention of the Senator from Delaware and the Senator 
from W A to the following provision contained in the con- 


stitution of 1632 of the State of Mississippi, on page 1075: 
5 — 18. Eben either the ye yong om speaker of the house of representa- 


ce. receive the compensation of — 
ernor onlx. and his duties as president or speaker shall be oh andthe 
senate or of representatives, as the case may be, shall the vacancy 
until his duties as governor cease. 

Mr. GRAY. That is in the constitution of Mississippi? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is in the Mississippi constitution of 
1832, omitted in a later constitution, but in the constitution of 1890 
the exceedingly drastic provision is to be found on this subject to 
which I have already the attention of the Senate. 

New York had a similar provision, page 1336: 


XXI. That whenever the government shall be administered by the lieuten- 
poe ate! or he shall be unable tc attend as president of the senate, the 
Senn shall have power to elect one of their own members to the office of 
president of the senate, which he shall exe: pro hae vice. 


Pennsylvania had a still more radical provision, and that is that 
the seat as senator of the senator who has become governor shall 
become vacant. It is at page 1578: 


Sec. 14. In case of a wacensy <8 the office of lieutenant-governor, or when 
the lieutenant-governor shall be impeached by the house of representativ: 
or shall be unable to exercise the duties of his office, the pow duties, and 
emoluments thereof for the remainder of the term, or until the disabili be 
removed, shall devolve u the president pro tempore of the senate; and the 
president pro tempore of the senate shall in like manner e governor if 
& vacancy or disability shall occur in the office of governor; his seat as sen- 
ator become vacant whenever he shall become governor, and shall be 
filled by election, as any other vacancy in the senate. 

This is as strong as the new Mississippi clause of 1890. 

The Vermont provision is nearly the same. I read at page 1884: 

‘The lieutenant-governor shall be president of the senate, except when ho 
shall exercise the office of governor or when his office be vacant or in 
his absence; in which case the senate shall appoint one of its own membors 
to be president of the senate pro tempore. 

As I read the clause of the Kansas constitution, on page 620, I 
construe it as an express exclusion of the president of the senate 
who has become governor from any right to exercise the senatorial 
office while he is governor: | 

SRC. 15. The 888 shall be president of the senate, but shall 
vote only when the senate is equally divided, and shall be entitled to the same 
pay as the speaker of the house of representatives, and in case of his death, 
resignation, impeachment, removal from office, or when he shall exercise the 
office of governor, the senate shall choose a president pro tempore. 

The constitution of the State of Colorado, on page 224 of Char- 
ters and Constitutions, provides as follows: 

In case of the absence, impeachment, or disqualification from any cause of 


the Heutenant-governor, or when he shall hold the office of governor, then 


the president pro tem of the senate shall perform the duties of the 


lieutenant-governor until the vacancy is filled or the disability removed. 
And now I come to the Delaware constitution itself, on page 291: 


SEC. 5. Each house shall choose its speaker and other officers, and also each 
house, whose speaker shall exercise the office of governor, may choose a 
speaker pro tempore. 


- 
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Task Senators upon the other side of this question how they 
can contend that when the of the senate of Delaware is 
exercising the office of governor—that is to say, has become the 
governor of the State—and the senate has, in obedience to that con- 
stitution, elected a president pro tempore, the president of the 
senate who has become the governor can, while governor, come 
back and oust from office the president pro tempore who has been 
chosen to fill the office in accordance with the constitution? Lask 
that question in all seriousness of the Senator from Delaware. 
The speaker of the senate of Delaware becomes <p eS of 
the State, or the acting governor, or he exercises the office of gov- 
the senate, under this clause in the constitution of 
er pro tempore. 

The office of presiding officer of the senate has thus been filled. 


executive office. Is it not a fair inference that the eee offi- 
cer’s place is fully filled; that the framers of the ware con- 
stitution contem that it should be fully filled; and, further, 
that as long as original speaker of the senate should be the 
governor, or perform the functions of governor, or exercise the 
office of governor, his first office should remain filled braa 7 

tempore of the senate? Was it ever contemplated the 
— — the Delaware constitution that after senate had 
filled that office, and while the original of the senate was 
acting as 5 come 5 ee and thrust 
out from place speaker re, and w. exercising 
the office of governor algo exercise the fanotions of speaker of the 
senate? 

Mr. President, I say that such was not the contemplation of the 
framers of the constitution of Delaware, and that it is a fair in- 
ference from all the clauses of the constitution, and especially 
from this clause in the constitution, that when the speaker of the 
senate is exercising the office of governor he can not exercise the 
office of of the senate, and, a fortiori, can not act as a 
State senator. 

It is entirely immaterial in this connection whether, after he 
has ceased to be governor, if his senatorial term has not expired, 
he can come back again and act as a senator, and take up that 
portion of the senatorial term which has not expired and go on 
with his senatorial functions. The proposition still remains un- 
touched that, according to American law, and according to a fair 
construction of the provisions of the constitution of the State of 
Delaware, he can not perform the functions of the executive of 
the State and at the same time preside in the senate or vote as 
senator. 

Mr. President, I do not know that I desire to argue this question 
any further. I certainly shall not be encouraged to argue it at 
such length as the Senator from Mississippi gave to it in a speech 
covering 36 pages of the RECORD. I have read his and the 
various speeches that were interjected into it, both in aid of the 
Senator and in contravention of hisargument. The Senator from 
Delaware remarked to me that if I would read it with care I would 
be convinced of its soundness. I am not convinced, Mr. Presi- 
dent, by that perusal. I believe that the provision in the consti- 
tution of the State of Mississippi made in 1890 —the new provision 
in that constitution inserted there, as I believe, by the distin- 

ished jurist, the Senator from Mississippi—was declaratory of 
the existing law, and was not the establi ent for the first time 
of a new principle of constitutional law. That provision would 
absolutely preventan acting governor from voting as Statesenator. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshi 
stated a proposition rather interrogatively—I do not know 
whether he expected an answer at the time or no—in regard to the 
inference to be drawn from that provision of the constitution of 
Delaware which ordains that when the speaker of the senate shall 
exercise the office of 3 the senate may elect a president 
pro tempore. statin; own inference very pouver; but I must 
submit to him that he has not gone further to state the prop- 
osition which he believes, but he does not seem to have supported 
that proposition by any argument or illustration drawn from an 
other part of the constitution or any of those sources from whic 
argumentation is drawn. I could only answer in reply that the 
provision to which he refers would seem to me to indicate very 
clearly that the exercise of the office of governor by the speaker 
of the senate was of that provisional, temporary, ad interim char- 
acter as to create no vacancy and no suspension of functions, but 
only to make it convenient, if the senate saw fit, to have another 
officer to take his place when he should be absent for any cause, 
either in the performance of an executive duty or for any other 
reason; and to say that when he comes back he must thrust out, 
as the Senator phrased it, the speaker pro tempore and assume or 
usurp the office of r. would be only sa what we might 
apply as well to the dent pro tempore of the Senate when he 
exercises the office of President pro tempore, that he is thrust out 
on the appearance of the Vice-President or is pushed out or other- 
wise extruded violently or unlawfully; and that phrase is just 
about as applicable in the one case as in the other. On the con- 
trary, the permissive form of that provision, may electa speaker 


apna e would seem to indicate that he not only remains a 
senator but remains speaker, and that, therefore, being both the 
one and the other, his function is not vacant or suspen 

Mr. CHANDLER. I agree with the Senator that neither epi- 
thets nor rhetorical verbiage are constitutional arguments. I say 
it is a fair inference not only for me, but for the Senator from 
Delaware, if he will take a nonpartisan view of this question, from 
this clause in the constitution, that when the framers wrote it 
and provided that when the speaker of the senate should exercise 
the office 3 his office in the senate should be filled, they 


Of course I admit, notwithstanding this principle of American 
public law, which I havefeebly endeavored to expound, and which 
provides that a person connected with one branch of the govern- 
ment shall not exercise the functions of another branch of the 
government, that if a State constitution ap yews authorizes a 
particular officer to perform the functions of another office and 
also those of his original office, he may doso. There is no such 
express authorization here as there was in the constitution of New 
Hampshire from 1784 to 1792, and as there was in the constitution 
of the State of Rhode Island down to 1842. 
3232. 0 

0 i wo il as i general clauses 
in the constitution. There is no such ores provision, and on 
the other hand there is no express prohibition. Therefore this 
case arises. If there were an express authorization, or if there 

ress prohibition, as in some of the constitutions which 
I have cited, then this case would not have arisen. It is because 
there is neither an authorization nor a prohibition that this case 
is here; and I say that I am satisfied, and I wish Senators upon 
the other side of the Chamber were satisfied, that it is the true 
construction of the Delaware constitution, reached in the light of 
American public law, admitted to be such for a hundred years, 
that the —— of the senate while he is governor, having become 
governor by the death of the governor elected by the ple, can 
not at the same time, on the same day, on the same oon of 
Lea ame: day, perform an executive act and also perform a legis- 

ve 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know whether the Senator is about to 
close or not, and I do not want to keep him on his feet longer than 
he wishes to be, but the Senator said just now, and ted it 
several times during his interesting argument, that there is a 
principle of public law in the United States that no legislative 
officer shall ever exercise an executive function while he continues 
in a legislative position, and that it is the American doctrine that 
they can not be simultaneously exercised. 

. CHANDLER. That is the proposition. 

Mr. GRAY. Where is the evidence of 
from ific constitutional ordinance? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the Senator will admit that there 
is such a thing as the constitutional law of England, and yet there 
is no written constitution in England. 

Mr. GRAY. Lask what is the evidence of that American public 
law the Senator has spoken of as the American principle distinct- 
ively? To what case can the Senator refer me—becanse I should 
like to know eve ing about this to be known, and I donot know 
anywhere I could apply for recondite information better than to 
the Senator from New Hampshi to what case can he refer me 
where there has been a suspension of a legislative function from the 
mere exercise of a 8 executive office? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I refer the Senator to the important fact 
that in a hundred years no executive ever undertook to act as a 
member of the legislature at the same time, with the exception of 
the Rhode Island case and the New Hampshire case and the pre- 
sent case of Governor Watson in Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. That would be bere tas perhaps, there had 
never been an occasion in which the President pro tempore of the 
Senate in a hundred years had been called upon to act as President 
of the United States, and that, therefore, there is no law to author- 
ize him to act as such. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; because there has been a hundred 


cases 

Mr. GRAY. There has not been in a hundred years a call upon 
that provision of the Constitution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There have been hundreds of cases where 
the president of the senate of a State has become governor; and 
the Senator does not show one case except in the State of Delaware 
in the year 1895, where an officer, being governor of the State, 
has acted at the same time as a member of the legislature. 

Mr. GRAY. That is not an answer to my question, whether 


there is any declaration of the principle of public law, which the 


that public law apart . 


. 
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a legislative officer of an executive function there is a suspension 
of the former office. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will try to state the contention. It is a 
proposition deducible from all the facts which I haye exhibited 
to the Senate, just as much as any proposition of English consti- 
tutional law is deducible from history. The Senator will admit 
that there is a principle in the constitutional law of England that 
there can be no taxes exacted from the le except in pursuance 
of a law of the Lords and Commons. Let there is no written con- 
stitution of England which says that. The body of the consti- 
tutional law of England is deducible from the history of that 
country from its earliest days down to this time. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator will find repeated authoritative dec- 
larations of e of jurists, and writers; and those are 
the sources of constitutional law in England. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator in saying that vindicates my 
argument, which is that this American principle is deducible 
from declarations in six of the constitutions of the original thirteen 
States; from the declarations in the constitutions of thirty-nine 
out of the present forty-five States; from the construction of the 
constitutions of all the States, including that of Delaware, for 
over a hundred years, and it-is crystallized in the enunciation of 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] in the constitution 
of Mississippi of 1890. That is where the principle of American 
public law comes from. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, then it would seem to follow that 
it would not be necessary that any other State should ever make 
a constitutional inhibition in this respect; and these particular 
constitutions of particular States having made these particular 
inhibitions, then it ceases to be necessary for any other State to 
incorporate such a provision in the constitution of that State, and 
that there is a general public law applicable to all constitutions 
established by that historical fact. 

Mr. LER. I have been very dull this afternoon if I 
have not succeeded in making the Senator understand that such 
is exactly my proposition; that this principle of 2 law has 

own up in this country in this way; and when | cite as reasons 
or so believing the universal custom for a hundred years, under 
which the executives of the States who have been called from pre- 
siding officers of the legislature have abstained from undertaking 
to exercise the legislative office while exercising the executive 
office, if I have not demonstrated my Lath Soap ar then I can not 
demonstrate any proposition whatever. The Senator does not un- 
derstand me to contend that the constitution of Delaware says 
that when the speaker of the senate acts as governor he shall not 
act as speaker or as senator. 

Mr. GRAY. Some constitutions have said so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Two or three State constitutions have said 
so, and the present question could not arise in those States. But 
the Senator will not deny, when thirty-nine States enunciate the 
proposition as a fundamental one that the different branches of 
the government are to remain distinct and no person in one 
branch is to exercise the powers of another branch, but Delaware, 
Louisiana, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin omitted 
to do this, that the same principle of public law does not prevail 
in those six States that prevails in the other thirty-nine. the 
absence of an express constitutional provision the other way—I 
admit an express constitutional provision the other way would 
justify Watson’s act—when we are called upon to determine what 
the public law of America is and what the public law of Delaware 
is, and we find this provision in the constitutions of thirty-nine 
States, we have the right to infer that it is a principle of public 
law in the other six States, exactly as I say it is a provision of the 
public law of America, applicable under the National Constitution 
to the Vice-President when he becomes President of the United 
States. It is a well-established American principle, never violated 
until the year 1895, when the little State of Delaware undertook 
to trample it down. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not wish to interrupt the Sen- 
ator, as I shall have an opportunity of following him to comment 
somewhat upon this doctrine, but | understand that he stakes his 
ar; ent here this afternoon upon the assertion that there is a 

rinciple of American public law by which it is impossible, except 

virtue of an express constitutional provision, for a legislative 

oficer to exercise the executive function and not vacate the leg- 
islative office. That, I understand, is the proposition? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is my 5 and nobody ever 
dreamed that the same person could exercise both functions at 
the same time until an arrangement was made in Delaware by 
which if one more vote would prevent the election of a Senator 
Governor Watson should go in and cast that vote. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not want to go into matters 
dehors this question as to what occurred in Delaware, but, inas- 
much as the Senator from New Hampshire has indulged in that 
style of argument, I want to assert that there was not a moment 
on that 9th of May, when that joint assembly was in session, when, 
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if our distinguished former colleague, Mr. Hi had received 
16 votes, it would not have been acquiesced in by every Repub- 


lican and every other man in the State of Delaware that he was 


el 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not aware that I made any remarks 
to excite the wrath of the Senator from Delaware. I said an 
arrangement was made. I was not arguing Senator Higgins’s 
case. I was dealing with Mr. Du Pont's case. I simply said this 
thing never was dreamed of in the United States of erica—— 

Mr. GRAY. It was dreamed of. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Until 1895, after an arrangement was made 
by which Governor Watson's one vote was to appear to prevent 
an election. I said that arrangement was ae The tor 
says that is a bad style of argument. I ask the Senator was it 
not distinctly understood that enough votes were cast and would 
continue to be cast for Mr. Addicks to prevent a choice if there 
could be one more Democratic vote? 

Mr. GRAY. I know nothing about arrangements, and I am 
not a party to such arrangements. I know nothing about them. 
I will only ies Scart was not a time during that day when there 
was one member of the minority or majority of the legislature of 
Delaware or their adherents on the outside of that assembly hall 
who ever dreamed that Senator Watson was not exercising his 
clear right and performing a manifest duty in voting in that 
assembly. 

Mr. CHAN DLER. I have endeavored to argue this case as a 
question of constitutional law, and I had not intended to bring 
anything exciting into it; but I will, I think, before I finish, show 
the circumstances under which Goyernor Watson went into the 
joint assembly and voted. I did not suppose it was denied that 
Governor Watson wentin at 12 o’clock on the 9th of May because 
it had been ascertained that his vote would prevent an election of 
Senator, which would otherwise be made. I did not suppose 
anybody denied that such was the motive and the purpose and 
the plan—and I simply referred to it as an arrangement; where- 
upon . from Delaware says I am making a bad style of 
ar ent. 

r. GRAY. No; I did not say that. 

sears CHANDLER. The Senator criticised my style of argu- 
ment. 

Mr, GRAY. I said that what the Senator said had nothing to 
do with this question. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Isay it has something todowith this question 
whether ay propano is the public law of the United States and 
the public law of Delaware as well, that an infringement of that 
principle never had been dreamed of until an arrangement was 
made in the State of Delaware on the 9th of May, by which, if 
Watson would do that kind of an act, for the first time in history, 
the election of Mr, Du Pont could be prevented. 

Mr. GRAY. The question here is whether Mr. Watson was 
entitled under the constitution of Delaware to vote in that joint 
convention. If he was he no more prevented an election than an 
other man of the thirty in that assembly who voted as he did. 


The same msibility was on every other man if he voted 
iay and the whole question is whether he did so vote. 
. CHANDLER tisso; but the Senator asked me where 


I found this principle of public law, and I say I inferred it from 
historical evidence, coupled with the fact that it never was 
imagined the law was otherwise until the 9th day of May, 1895. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator will not find, will he, in the Consti- 
tution of the United States or in the constitution of any State, an 
expression that all governmental power is divided into three 
branches? 

5 Oh, yes; in plenty of the constitutions of the 

Mr. PLATT. He will not find it in all the constitutions. 

Mr. GRAY. Ina number of them, I will say to the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not in the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Mr. GRAY. No; but in most of the constitutions of the States. 

Mr. PLATT. It is not in the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. No; that is right. 

Mr. PLATT, And yet the Senator would not argue that it was 
nota ponpe of constitutional law in the United States, 

Mr. C L That is precisely what the Senator from 
Delaware does argue. I argue, on the other hand, from the asser- 
tion of that principle in -nine States, that it is a principle 
which exists in the other six States, and that it is a principle of 
American public law applicable to the United States Constitution. 
That is my argument, as the Senator from Connecticut would 
have h if he had been here. The Senator from Delaware in- 
fers, because these provisions do not exist in six of the States or 
because they have been recently inserted in an unusually emphatic 
form in the constitution of the State of Mississippi, that therefore 
they were not universally existing law. My argument is that 
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they were declared as existing law and were not declared to make 
a change of law. The point is clear enough. 

I call attention, Mr. ident, to the ten amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States which were proposed by the 
States when they adopted the Constitution. There was no bill of 
rights in the United States Constitution, and these ten amend- 
ments were adopted. I ask the Senator from Delaware whether 
every one of those provisions changed the existing law? For in- 
stance: 

ARTICLE I. 

Congress no law an establishment of religion, or pro- 
hibiting 8 3 a the freedom of z ah, 2 of 
the press; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble and to petition the 
Government for a of grievances. 

I ask the Senator from Delaware whether, prior to the adoption 
of that article, Congress had any right to make a law respecting 
the establishment of religion or ene the free exercise 
thereof, or whether Congress had a right to abridge the freedom 
of speech or of the diene | or had the right to prohibit the people 
from assembling and petitioning the Government for a redress of 
grievances? 

ARTICLE II. 

A well- lated militia being necessary to the security of a free State, 
the right of the people to keep and bear arms shall not be infringed. 

Does that prove that before Article II was adopted Congress 
might prevent the people from keeping and bearing arms? 

ARTICLE III. 


No soldier shall, in time of peace, be quartered in any house without the 
ag — of the owner, nor in time ot wast but ina Manner to be prescribed 


law. 
ARTICLE IV. 


„q75ßͤ wesrttien wad AACA shall 108 be vioseon ened 
no warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affir- 
mation and particularly 8 the place to be searched and the persons 
or things to be seized. 

I ask the Senator, could all those things have been done if those 
amendments to the constitution had not been adopted? I answer 
by saying that they could not have been done and that very few 

ple believed that these clauses were nec The right of 
Pre people to be secure st unreasonable searches and seizures 
and to have searches and seizures made only upon warrants issued 
upon oath was aright guaranteed by the common law of England. 
as it not so? ese declarations were made ex gratia; they 
were made ex abundanti cautela; they were not rade to change 
the constitutional law of America. all these declarations in 
the thirty-nine States were made in affirmation of the existin; 
public law, of law which existed in those six States which ha 
made no affirmation, of law which existed and was applicable to 
the conduct of government under the United States Constitution, 
which contained no bill of rights and contained none of these 
declarations, because the principles which the declaration enun- 
ciated were principles of American public law from the earliest 
date down to the present time. 

Mr. President, I will not take up the time of the Senate or of 
the Senator from Delaware if he proposes to speak this after- 
noon. 

Mr. GRAY. I would rather not speak this afternoon. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will not, however, take up the time of the 
Senate by arguing at length against the proposition of the other 
side that, whether Mr. Watson had the right or not, as an origi- 
nal question of law, to come back and act as speaker of the senate 
and as senator, he yet had the right through an adjudication of 
the senate made on the 9th of May, when he came back. I do not 
like to call absurd any proposition made by the other side, but it 
does seem to me that this argument which they have under- 
taken to elaborate is absolutely destitute of any substantial foun- 
dation whatever. ‘ 

There was no doubt about Watson’s original election to the 
senate; there was no doubt that he was once senator, and elected 

er of the senate. The other side put into the record evi- 

mce that he was originally elected senator, which nobody has 

ever denied. The present question is, Was he entitled to vote as 

senator on the 9th of Bay, and did the senate of Delaware adjudi- 
cate that he was so entitled? 

Mr. President, all that took place was this: Shortly before 12 
o’clock Governor Watson came into the senate chamber, saw the 
speaker of the senate pro tempore, Records, in the chair, sat around 
a few minutes talking to various senators, and just before 12 
o'clock went to the desk, and—I will not say thrust aside, but 
displaced Mr. Records, and at the head of this little body of 9 
men went immediately to the hall where the joint assembly to 
vote for a Senator was to meet. The toleration of this perform- 
ance is said to be an adjudication of the senate of Delaware. I 
can apply no other term to it than that of a ludicrous absurdity. 

I again refer to the case of the Vice-President. Suppose a Vice- 
President to become President by the death of the President; su 
pose him to claim to retain all through his Presidency the right 
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He learns that the votes of 
electors for President of the United States are to be counted, in 


to come into the Senate and preside. 


accordance with the rules, in the House of Representatives. The 
rules provide that the President of the Senate shall preside in the 
joint meeting in the House of Representatives. This count is to 
take place on a particular day, and suppose the President of the 
United States under those circumsténces, the former Vice-Presi- 
dent, a few minutes before the time fixed when the Senate is to go 
to the House of Representatives to see the Presidential vote 
counted, opens the door and comes in and displaces the President 
pro tempore of the Senate, and at the head of the Senate goes over 
to the House of Representatives, where the Presidential ballots are 
opened and the result exhibited and declared to the two Houses. 
Now, sup further that the legality or validity of his con- 
duct is called in question afterwards—as I am entirely sure it 
would be—would the Senator from Delaware say that the Senate 
had adjudicated that the President had the right to come back and 
resume the functions of Vice-President because the Senators did 
not at once thrust the usurper from his chair, because the Senators 
tolerated him in the position, and went with him to the House of 
Representatives and saw the Presidential count take place, and 
then came back to this body and took such action as they might 
think proper under the circumstances? 

Mr. President, the toleration of such an usurpation as that 
would not be misconveived. It would not confer any rights what- 
ever. So also it can not be possible that there is a single Senator 
who really thinks it was an adjudication of the senate of Dela- 
ware when William T. Watson left the executive chamber and 
proceeded to the senate chamber, and a few minutes before 12 
o'clock put himself at the head of the procession and went into 
the assembly room, because he was not immediately hurled from 
his seat by indignant senators. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from New Hampshire a 
question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator has said that no one would contend 
that any ack ate by the Senate of such an act 9 bres Vice- 
President would be regarded anywhere. I agree with him. But 
suppose that the Constitution of the United States had said that 
the Senate of the United States should be the judge of the pro- 
priety and the right of the Vice-President to act upon any occa- 
sion, which it has not said, would he then think that a ju ent 
by the Senate of the United States would amount to anything? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If a President of the United States who 
had once been Vice-President and had succeeded to the Presidency 
came into the Senate Chamber about five minutes before the Sen- 
ate went to the House of Representatives to witness an important 
function in the Presidential count, I should not say that the Sen- 
ate, by tolerating that act until it could get an opportunity to re- 

udiate it, had made a solemn judgment of the Senate that he was 
its Vice-President, even if the law were perfectly explicit that 
even a recognition of the Vice-President by the Senate would be 
conclusive upon all the world. 

The doctrine which Senators put forth tends to violence. It 
was becoming in the senate of Delaware to submit temporarily 
and to ap to some superior authority, as it does to us now. 
The doctrine which Senators advocate would have made civil war 
in Alabama on two occasions. Thesenate of Delaware submitted; 
the assembly of Delaware submitted. It took them some time to 
recover from their astonishment. The bodies were too small to 
work pp a great deal of indignation in a few moments. I do not 
know that anything would haye been attempted evenina ingala 
ture of three or four hundred members. But here was a little 
senate of 9 members and a house of 21, to be sure more than are 
sometimes present in the Senate when great constitutional ques- 
tions are argued, but not enough to get excited on any subject. 

Mr. GRAY. As we do here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As we sometimes do here. The senate and 
the joint assembly very wisely, as I think, when they came to 
recover from their astonishment, conceiving it to be utterly pre- 
posterous that anybody could claim that Governor Watson could 
vote as senator, submitted to the indignity as long as they could 
and came to this body with the claim that Governor Watson's 
vote was void, and that therefore the result was 15 to 14, and 
that Mr. Du Pont was elected. There was no res adjudicata; 
there was no violence, and the whole case is fairly before the 
Senate for its deliberate judgment. 

There is a moral question involved in this case, and it has been 
brought out by the indignation of the Senator from Delaware, 
who is sensitive upon the question whether or not there was an 
arrangement made by which Governor Watson should enter the 
joint assembly and vote in order to prevent the election of a Sen- 
ator, which would take place if he did not enter. In this connec- 
tion I shall ask to have read an extract from the affidavit of John 
M. C. Moore, dated January 14, 1896. It is contained in the re- 
port of the committee, in the appendix, at the bottom of page 78 
and the top of page 74. 
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t A. Du Pont. 

be the first ballot in the joint session.” To which Governor 
Watson replied to me, “If that be the case, I shall take my seat.” Against 
this I remonstrated, and said to him.“ Governor, I hope you will not do it. 
Ithink too much of you as a man for you to do it.“ That was the last of our 
conversation. He made no reply tomy remonstrance. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Task the Secretary to read from the affi- 
davit of George F. Pierce, dated January 13, 1896, at the middle 
of page 75, and also at the bottom of page 75 to the end. 

e Secretary read as follows: 


ernor of the State of Delaware, being 
of this deponent, and said to him. I gm going into the joint assem- 
d, “You are going to do 


What?“ He “Iam going to preside over the joint assembly to- 
day, and vote for a United States Senator.“ deponent then said. Do 
you think that is right?“ Governor Watson answered, No, I do not; but 
my party has overruled me.“ This deponent answered. Then sup 


there is nothing I can say now that would mind;” to which 
‘Watson replied, “No; my mind is full: — I 
* * 


* 
William T. Watson took a paper outof his 
handed it to me. I read it and 


by N Ball, Charles Moore, John Robbins, and Robert J. a 
first were mem of the house of representatives, and Mr. Hanby was 
a member of the senate. 


GEO. F. PIERCE. 


LER. I ask the Secretary to read from the middle 


Mr. CHAND; 
of page 78, being the affidavit of John S. Prettyman, jr., dated 


Jan 14, 1896. 
shag? Aas Pica read as follows: 


walk Governor W. 
3 of that end 1 . — to presid: 
senate, belie that he ve a 
6 


this, h. Sind ies pot colt we dgment and 
e „he pui e his own ju en 
Managed 10 


ent ot those whom he regarded as w. 
advise. Spay hat it anyone n him that he had acted 


as Senator u Presid 

weight with Senate in considering the seating of Mr. Du Pont. He seemed 
— “ante and blurted aut in an 
it? you would read a little you 


ort i and excitedly 
from his pocket a folded piece of writing paper, and said,“ Road this.” 
I took She peperene read the writing thro’ Was an 


of the Delaware 8 ed with their names, and to the effect that 
they would vote for J. Edw: Addicks for United States Senator, and that 
they would not vote for anyone else, even though no Senator sho 

elected. AsI e — — back to the governor he said. Wouldn't you 
have acted as I did under su: ces?’ Te question by say 
= ee the si, ine?” and he “Of course they are; 
1 ve the paper to me for the second time. I 


a e 
iar with the * of these men, but t the names were in different 
handwritings. He said that he was not familiar with the autographs of the 
men, but that he was sure names were uine. i 


United States Senate from Delaware rather than the Republican party. 


Mr.CHANDLER. Now, theSecretary will please read from the 

affidavit of Frank Reedy, where I have marked it, 
The Secretary read as follows: : 

Governor Watson said to me, “ You fellows t not to be so hard on me 
for not electing a United States Senator; you — 55 t to blame t hose other four 
men.“ I replied. We do not blame you altogether, but we think you ought 
not to have e in there at the time you did if vou had not gone before.“ at- 

paid, “1 did not go in until I th 


son then è best | talent of the party 
advising me so to do, and not until L had got this’; an peng pares, od 
This „as well as I can remember, read about as follows: We, the 
—5 ereby pledge ourselves to vote for John Edward Addicks first, last, 
and all the time.” There may have been a couple more lines, but I can not 
remember where or what they were. 

This by Charles Moore, Newall Ball, John Robbins, and 
Robert J. Hanby. e first three were members of the house of representa- 
tives of the State, and the said Hanby_was a member of the senate. 

uire Robert J. Beswick came up about that time and I handed sg? np 
to Governor Watson without anything further being said by either of 


us. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Delaware remarked a 
little while ago that he did not understand that there was any 
doubt in the mind of anyone in Delaware as to the right of Gov- 
ernor Watson to do what he did, to enter the Senate and vote. 


The Senator so stated, unless I am mistaken, 


ENT, GRAY. The Senator from New Hampshire is not mis- 
en. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator so stated. We have all this 
testimony about Governor Watson. Governor Watson may or 
may not always be so sound a constitutional lawyer as Chancellor 
Wolcott, who is said to have advised this proceeding. But on 
this occasion I think he was a much better constitutional lawyer 


than Chancellor Wolcott, as he evidently did not think he had 
the right to go to the senate and vote. e first discovery of this 
right in a hundred years was not made by Governor Watson. He 
himself has made an affidavit, dated January 28, 1896, which is 
contained in the majority report, page 88. o states his action 
in presiding over the senate and the joint assembly on May 9, 1895, 
but he does not deny any of the statements which I have put into 
the record, although the same were presented to the Senate on the 
29th day of January, 1896, and printed. 
Mr. HOAR. What is the date of Mr. Watson’s affidavit? 


Mr. CHANDLER. Jan 28, 1896. On the 29th of January 
these affidavits were presented and printed, and they never have 
been denied up to this moment. 


necessary 

yet had a right to vote, his yote should be counted. If he had not 
a right to vote, then his vote should be rejected, no matter how 

ure his motives may have been, no matter how pure may have 
5 the motives of his advisers, no matter how confident his 
advisers may have been as to his right. These facts are only a 
part of the history of this case. They are a part of the history of 
the effort, for the first time in one hundred and eight years, on 
the part of a governor of a State to give a controlling vote in the 
election of a Cnited States Senator. 

Mr. President, I do not think Governor Watson’s act was cred- 
itable to the State of Delaware; I do not think it was in accord- 
ance with the public law of the United States: I do not think it 
was an act which the Senate of the United States can afford to 
indorse with the seal of its approval. 

Mr. GRAY obtained the floor, 

Mr. PROCTOR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Delaware whether he wishes to proceed to-night. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not wish to proceed to-night. If I may be 
allowed to hold the floor on this question, I be much ob 
to the Senate if they will extend to me the courtesy of allowing 
me to resume to-morrow morning immediately after the routine 
morning business is concluded. 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the Senator from Delaware will yield to me, 
I will ask unanimous consent 

Mr. GRAY. Iask unanimous consent that I may resume the 
floor on this question to-morrow immediately after the conclusion 
of the routine morning business. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Delaware? 
Mr. PEFFER. There is a unanimous-consent ent now 


in force in which the Senator from Delaware is interested and in 
which he took part. I think the Senator from Vermont [Mr, 
PROCTOR], perhaps, is not aware of it. There was a unanimous- 
consent agreement entered into this afternoon by which as soon 
as the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] concluded 
his remarks the Senator from Delaware {Mr. Gray] should fol- 
low him and conclude the discussion upon the Du Pont case, and 
that then the bond resolution which has been before the Senate 
should be immediately proceeded with. Unless the unanimous- 
consent agreement is carried over the bond resolution may lose 
its place, and that is what I wish to prevent. 

. GRAY. Under the unanimonus-consent ent, as I 
understood it, the bond resolution of the Senator from Kansas 
would have the right of way immediately after the conclusion of 
my remarks, 2 

. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I will say for the benefit of the Senator from 
Kansas that I merely ask to call up a measure which I think will 
not be objected to. If there is objection, it can be withdrawn. It 
is a Honse bill of great interest to the District, and is designed to 


5 
Mr. P . Then Lask unanimous consent that the agree- 
aes we entered into this afternoon may be considered as con- 
tinued. 
oe pices tiga G OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will 
80 or n 
Mr. HILL. What is it? 
Mr. PEFFER. That the unanimons-consent agreement shall 
Mee ROAR Telesis a vidianantary toa 
5 I rise to a parliamen quiry. 
Mr. GRAY (to Mr. HILL). The Senator from Kansas asks 
unanimous consent that the bond resolution may be taken u 
after I shall have concluded my remarks, LIasked to be permi 
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to speak to-morrow, and he asks that the unanimous-consent 
eement may be extended. 
Se ALDRICH, What is the question before the Senate? 

Mr. PEFFER. I asked unanimous consent, and I understood 
the Chair had asked for it and it was conceded 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, such 
will be the arrangement. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a parliamentary ect, oak 

Mr. HILL. Ishould like to have the Senator Kansas state 
what he asks for. He starts in and does not finish the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas will 
restate his request. ‘ 

Mr. PEF What I ask is that these intermediate proceed- 
ings shall not interfere with the unanimous-consent agreement 
which was entered into this afternoon, that as soon as the Sena- 
tor from Delaware concludes his remarks the bond resolution shall 
be immediately taken up. f : 

Mr. HOAR. toe A0 © perenne io iry. What is the 
unanimous consent which Senate is asked to extend? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands it is the 
unanimous- consent agreement entered into to-day in relation to 
the bond resolution. Is that correct? the Chair asks the Senator 
from Kansas. ! z 

Mr. PEFFER. I will state the facts for the information of the 
Chair, as the Senator who now occupies the chair was not its occu- 

t at the time the agreement was made. The Senator from 
usetts [Mr. Hoar] will see by referring to the Calendar 

that several days ago a unanimous-consent agreement was made 
that at 2.15 Lo dockan this day the resolution ple 3 
resolution, the resolution pr ing an investigation es, 
should be taken up. But aan Goat hour was reached to-day it 
happened that the Senator from New Hampshire . CHANDLER] 
was occupying the floor in an address upon the Du Pont resolution. 
The unanimous-consent, agreement was then continued over by an 
additional consent, so that the Senator from New Hampshire 


ight conclude his remarks. 
Wk, HO AR obtained the floor. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Massachusetts it me? 
I will state that I have not objected to the reqnest of Senator 


from Kansas. and I do not now object. I simply wish to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact thata unanimous-consent agree- 
ment to take up a bill or a resolution at some future time is nothing 
more nor less making a special order of the measure for a 

icular time. It has no solemnity or importance beyond that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Oh, yes; it has. 

Mr. HILL. And it is subject to the right of the Senate to take 
it up or to pursue any other course in regard to it which it sees 
fit. If it has any other effect, then I shall desire to object to an 
agreement being made. ; 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think the effect of a unanimous-consent 
eement to take up a measure at a particular time is that every- 

g yields to the unanimous-consent ent unless at that 
time unanimous consent is given to avoid the previous unanimous- 
consent arrangement. It is a very serious proposition. 

Mr. HILL. It merely makes the measure a special order; that 


is all. F 

Mr. FAULKNER. No. A special ordef comes up in its turn, 
but a unanimous-consent agreement to proceed to the considera- 
tion of a measure at a particular time nothing can avoid in the Sen- 
ate that I have ever seen except a unanimous-consent agreement to 
avoid it, neces a majority vote or other procedure can set aside 


a order, 
-HOAR, Ishould like to have the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment carefully understood before we proceed to do anything else. 

Mr. PEFFER. So would I. 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair was kind enough to re ize me be- 
fore. One Senator stated—I think the Senator from Kansas—that 
there was a unanimous-consent agreement that the remarks of the 
Senator from Delaware should conclude the discussion on the Du 
Pont case. Now, I have never consented to any such ent. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is not the state of the case at al. 

Mr. GRAY. That is not concluded, 

Mr. HOAR. Ky well. 3 

Mr. PEFFER. Senators will bear with me for a moment, in 
the first place, as I said to the Senator from Massachusetts a few 
minutes ago, unanimous consent was given that at 2.15 o'clock 
this afternoon the Senate should proceed to the consideration of 
the bond resolution. It happened at the time when that hour 
was reached, 2.15 o'clock, that the Senator from New Hampshire 

T. CHANDLER] was engaged in a speech u the Du Pont reso- 
ution, and in order to accommodate that tor and to retain 
the bond resolution with its unanimous- consent agreement before 
the Senate the resolution at my request was laid before the Sen- 
ate, and then by unanimous consent it was agreed that the Senator 
from New Hampshire might continue his remarks, and at the 
conclusion of his remarks the Senator from Delaware—— 
Mr. GRAY. May L interrupt the Senator from Kansas right here? 
Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Delaware should proceed, 


and that at the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from 
Delaware—— 

Mr. GRAY. That is right. 

Mr. PEFFER. The bond resolution should be taken up. 

Mr. GRAY. May I say a word right here? I wish to state 
that the Senator from Kansas has stated what I understood and 
what I think the Senate understood to be the unanimous-consent 
agreement. I should regret very much indeed if the co 
extended to me to defer my remarks until to-morrow should at 
all interfere with what was the understanding as to the rights of 
the Senator from Kansas at the conclusion of my remarks. 

Mr. PEFFER. What I have asked for, and what I understand, 
andI think the Chair understands, has been conceded, is that these 
preliminary efforts that are now being made—the consideration of 
matters such as the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror] wishes 
to present to the Senate—shall not in any way interfere with this 
unanimous-consent agreement, and that to-morrow, when the 
Senator from Delaware concludes his remarks upon the Du Pont 
part ror we shall proceed to the consideration of the bond res- 
olution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the agree- 
ment as stated by the Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears 
none, and such will be the order. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its ‘ks, announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6248) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes; insisted upon its 3 
ment to certain amendments of the Senate to the bill upon whi 
the committee were unable to agree; agreed to a further confer- 
ence asked by the Senate on the di ing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. MCCALL 
of Tennessee, and Mr. DockERY managers at the conference on 
the of the House. 

e message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 
ne bill (H. R. 1882) for the relief of John Ruhm, sr., Nashville, 

‘enn. ; 

A bill (H. R. mas remove ne 7 50 e sor 8 now stand- 
ing against George Alcott on the rolls of the War Department; 

A bill (H. R. 2813) ting a pension to Rita Stine; 

A bill (H. R. 3610) for the relief of holders of certain District of 
Columbia tax-sale certificates, and for other pu : 

A bill (H. R. 3771) for the relief of Stratton H. Benscoter; 

A bill (H. R. 4452) to amend section 416 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 5790) to permit the Pintsch Compressing Company 
to ed yrs in certain streets in the city of Washington; 

A (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Anton Gloetzner; 

A bill (H. R. 6663) to authorize and regulate the sale of un- 
eres eens baggage, and other property in the District of 

umbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7139) to authorize the Falls Church and Potomac 
Railway Company of Virginia to extend its line into and within 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7264) to provide for the drainage of lots in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8048) to amend an act to provide for holding terms 
of the United States court at Mississippi City; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to provide for the proper dis- 
tribution of the publication entitled Messages and Papers of the 
Presidents. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions: 

A pill (S. 100) for the relief of the estate of John R. Bigelow: 

A bill (S. 1203) granting an increase of pension to Mary Double- 
day, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Abner Doubleday; 

Spri bill 5 to grant certain lands to the city of Colorado 
rings, Colo.; 

A bill (S. 2141) to amend an act approved August 24, 1894, enti- 
tled “An act to authorize purchasers of property and franchises 
of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to organize a corpo- 
ration and to confer upon the same all the powers, privileges, and 
franchises vested in that company”; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 104) directing the Secretary of War to 
transmit to Congress a report on the survey of the waterway con- 
necting the waters of Puget Sound, at Salmon Bay, with Lakes 
Union and Washington, and to submit an estimate of the cost of 

ing said waterway; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 123) directing the Secretary of War to 
submit a plan and estimate for the improvement of the Nebraska 
side of the Missouri River, opposite Sioux City, Iowa. 
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TAXATION OF PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I renew my request that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3281) to authorize reassess- 
ments for improvements and general taxes in the District of 
Columbia, and for other Bo ae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not desire to ghd pee an objection to the 
request of the Senator from Vermont, but I should like to have the 
unfinished business laid before the Senate with a view to taking 
it up this afternoon and concluding it. There seems to be an 
opportunity which has been 1 some weeks past. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. e Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, which will be stated by title. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to open for public entry all that certain 

rt of the public domain in the State of Utah known as the 

ncompahgre Indian Reservation. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the unfinished business may be 
temporarily laid aside. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be 3 
_ e Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 

ered. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill I have indicated. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with an amend- 
ment, in line 24, after the word“ assessments,” to insert: 


And any amount heretofore > pea upon an assessment which has been de- 


clared void shall be credited owner upon the reassessment made under 
the provisions of this bill. 

So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That in cases where such taxes or assessments shall be quashed 
or decla: void by said court, for the reasons hereinbefore stated, the reas- 
hall be made within — days after the 


sessments herein provided for s 
judgment or decree of said court quashing or setting aside such taxes or 


assessments, and any amount heretofore paid upon an assessment which has 
been declared void be credited the owner upon the reassessment made 
under the provision of this hill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I read a brief letter from one of the Com- 
missioners to the Hon. James McMILLAN, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia: 7 

I beg to call your 8 attention to the urgent necessity for an early en- 
actment of Senate bill 1376, to authorize the reassessment 1 local apear: 
ments and general taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 
heats bill, as I remember, passed the House and only awaits action by the 

nate. 

Every day writs are served upon the Commissioners to set aside special as- 
sessments; and as the bill does not propose to be retroactive, but only to re- 
assess those which are hereafter quashed or set aside, the sooner the bill is 
passed the greater the amount that will be saved from the wreck. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. f 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. A 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN RESERVATION, 


Mr. CANNON. Iask that the unfinished business may be laid 
before the Senate, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be 


ed with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R.102) directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to o for public entry all that certain part of the 

ublic domain in the State of Utah known as the Uncompahgre 
dian Reservation, the pen question being on the amendment 
of Mr. VILas to add the follo proviso: 

Provided, That any lands containi haltum. gilsonite, or like substances 
shall be reserved for proper disposition by Congress. 

Mr.CANNON. Mr. President, I think remarks are unnecessary 
on this subject further than to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that the 

Mr. . The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLAs] desires 
to be heard in regard to the joint resolution, and he was assured 
by the unanimous-consent arrangement that the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] was to speak, to be followed by 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], and that then the bond 
resolution was to be taken up. He left the Chamber with that 
understan , and therefore we can not very well proceed with 
this measure this afternoon. 

Several Senators. Let us 

Mr. HILL. I ask the Senator from Utah to move to adjourn or 
move an executive session, whatever is proper at this time. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not yield for at oat ay of permitting a 
motion to adjourn to be ade Before this matter proceeds fur- 
ther I think it fair to state that on a previous occasion, the only 
op’ ity which we have had for the consideration of this meas- 
ure since its first introduction, at the solicitation of the Senator 


adjourn. 


from Wisconsin 
heard. The joint resolution has been pending here for three weeks, 
confining myself and my colleague here constantly for fear that 
by some unanimous-consent arrangement the unfinished business 
might be relegated to obscurity. I think this is a good opportu- 


[Mr. VILAS], I waived our opportunity to be 


nity to go on with the question. The Senator from Wisconsin has 
been heard at ignat length; we also have been heard on our side, 
and I believe the Senate is as well prepared to vote on the amend- 
ment and on the original measure now as if we were to wait three 
weeks longer for a similar opportunity. 

Mr. HILL. Last Thursday afternoon both Senators from Utah 
sat in their seats and permitted another matter to take the place 
of their bill by not objecting to the making of another matter a 
special order for to-day. 

Mr. CANNON. We have 

Mr. HILL. To-day, a few moments ago, a single objection 
would have interfered with the unanimousgonsent agreement 
given about continuing another subject. We expected the Sena- 
tor from Delaware to speak this afternoon, following the Senator 
from New Hampshire. We can not very well proceed with the 
joint resolution this afternoon, Mr. President. 

Mr. BROWN. I wish the Senator from New York would per- 
mit me to correct him in regard to his statement that we sat in 
our seats when the arran ent about the bond resolution Was 
made. I was not here, or I certainly would have objected for one, 
as I had before, to taking up that particular measure. I did not 
intend to 3 and I do not really understand that we will now. 

Mr. HILL. Iwill change my expression and say the Senator 
ought to have been in his seat. 

BROWN. I will remark to the Senator from New York 
that it is merely a special order and we still have a right to the 


floor. 

Mr. HILL. I doubt the right to have presented this afternoon 
at 4 o'clock an unfinished business. We can not have three or 
four matters of unfinished business pending at the same time, 
each haying the right of way, to come in at any time any Senator 
wants one to be broughtin. There must be some system about 
this thing. I simply suggest to the Senator from Utah that we 
can not of the sree resolution to-night. When the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin left the Chamber he said to me, I assume 
the Delaware matter will be continued all the afternoon.” He 
has no di ition to delay the joint resolution at all. 

Mr. C. ON. It it is a poor rule which will not work 
both ways. The distinguished Senator from New York rebuked 
the Senators from Utah a few moments ago with the statement 
that they should have been in their places to watch that nothin 
should intervene. I think the Senator from Wisconsin shoul 
have been in a mie then, to see that nothing should occur here 
which would be detrimental to interests which he represents. I 
do not choose, however, to be as severe in practice as in speech, 
and if any interest of this country is likely to suffer through the 
absence of the Senator from Wisconsin I am willing to defer the 
consideration of the joint resolution, asking, however, that there 
may be some understanding on this subject. I suppose that the 

ished business has the right of way, and no unanimous con- 
sent can interfere with the 5 ed business unless by distinct 
understanding to that effect. Larrivedat that conclusion from our 
having risen in our 3 so often in the attempt to protect the 
unfinished business that it has become already a matter of amuse- 
ment to others. Now, if the unfinished business may stand on 
the Calendar to be taken up at the first opportunity to be afforded, 
and if it should be nec to d ourselves not only against 
the loss of our right on the Calendar, but inst the criticisms of 
Senators like the distinguished gentleman from New York for our 
failure to interpose every time a proposition is made here, I shall 
be quite willing to havethe joint resolution go over, pending the 
return of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. HILL. If it will relieve the feelings of the Senator from 
Utah I will say that under the rules the Senator from Wisconsin 
should have been here also; but he left the matter in my charge, 
and therefore I look after it. I will also simply suggest to the 
Senator from Utah that if he to get his joint resolution 
acted upon within a reasonable time in the future somebody will 
have to be here to prevent unanimous consent being given in 
regard to other measures. It has already been demonstrated 
that unanimous-consent a ents do take the place not only of 
privileged questions like the Du Pont case but matters of unfin- 
ished business. We have now Rating before the Senate, first, 
the privil question. What that exactly means nobody seems 
to know. en we have the unfinished business; then we have 
two or three fe ee orders, and then we have unanimous-consent 
agreements, all demanding recognition at the same time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And appropriation bills. 

Mr. HILL. And 5 bills, as my friend from Arkansas 


on my left su ts, demanding priority. 
Mr. FAULBNE . With one appropriation bill half through. 
Mr. HILL. Half through, and suspended between heaven and 
earth, Therefore, I think somebody will have to be present here 
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to look after these bills. Now, having exhausted the time until 
59 85 „ the proper time for adjournment, I move that the 
ate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the motion to adjourn 
the Chair will lay before the Senate sundry House bills for refer- 
ence, 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 

The following bills were 5 twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: — 

A bill (H. R. 3610) for the relief of holders of certain District of 
Columbia tax-sale certificates, and for other pa OSES; 

A bill (H. R. 4452) to amend section 416 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 5790) to permit the Pintsch Compressing Company 
to lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington; 

A bin 1075 R. 6104) for the relief of Anton Gloetzner; 


A bill R. 66669 to authorize and regulate the sale of unclaimed 
freight, e, and other pooner in the District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R. 7189) to authorize the Falls Church and Potomac 


Railway erage geet of Virginia to extend its line into and within 
the District of Columbia, and for other p 


urposes; and 
A bill (H. R. 7264) to provide for the drainage of lots in the | Pe 


District of Columbia. P . 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 2412) to remove the charge of desertion now stand- 
2e against George Alcott on the rolls of the War Department; 


an 

A bill (H. R. 3771) for the relief of Stratton H. Benscoter. 

The bill (H. R. 1882) for the relief of John Rubm, sr., Nash- 
ville, Tenn., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ; ; 

The bill (H. R. 8043) to amend an act to provide for noide 
terms of the United States court at Mississippi City was 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to provide for the proper dis- 
tribution of the publication entitled“ Messages and Papers of the 
Presidents” was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask the Senator from New York to withdraw 
his motion so as to enable me to call up a bill. 

Mr. HILL. I withdraw the motion 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill 115. The bill has been reported in several 
Congresses from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the Senator from Minnesota yield to me 


for a moment that I may make an inquiry? 
Mr. DAVIS. I yield to the Senator from Utah for that pur- 
OSe. 
p Mr. CANNON. Will the Chair kindly state the status of the 
unfinished business at the present time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will 
come up to-morrow morning at the conclusion of the morning 
hour, at 2 o'clock, 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope nothing will occur here that will poi 
aside the unfinished business represented by the Senator from 
Utah, so that it will lose its right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Chair understands it, the 
unfinished business will come up to-morrow, provided it is not set 
aside by an absolute unanimous-consent agreement of the Senate, 
or by an 1 ih eee bill, or by the privileged question. 

Mr. HILL. Or by a vote of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Or by a vote of the Senate. 
There are several contingencies. 

Mr.CANNON. The exceptions, it appears, are stronger than 
the rule. I desire to give notice to the Senator from New York 
that if opportunity shall offer to-morrow for the consideration of 
the unfinished business, if we may have the consent of the Sena- 
tor to proceed with it, we shall be compelled to do so even if the 
Senator from Wisconsin shall not be present. 

Mr. CULLOM. The other bill will displace it unless it is laid 
before the Senate prior to adjournment, and the Senator will lose 
his right to have it considered. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to have the unfinished business hold 
its place, and will therefore ask that it be temporarily laid aside 
so that the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] may call up the 


bill he wishes to have considered. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER.. That will be the order. 


ESTATE OF RAMSAY CROOKS, 


Mr. DAVIS. Task leave to call up Order of Business 622, being 
the bill G TON the relief of the estate of Ramsay Crooks. 

Mr. RIS. Does the Senator from Minnesota desire to 
proceed with the bill this evening? 

Mr. DAVIS. If it gives rise to any debate I shall not desire to 


roceed with it. But the bill has been reported so many times 
t I think it will not give rise to any discussion. 
Mr. CALL. Let the unfinished business be laid aside tempo- 
rarily for the . 97 ss 
The PRES G OFFICER. Such is the request of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. Is there objection? 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The preamble recites that Ramsay Crooks, late of the State of 
New York, was, during the years 1842 to 1847, inclusive, a duly 
authorized and licensed trader, doing business with the Indians 
of Lake Superior, during which period he furnished the Indians a 
large amount of supplies necessary for their subsistence, and to 
enable them to carry on the chase; that in the year 1848 he was 
succeeded by others as traders for the Indians, whereby of neces- 
sity he left an outstanding indebtedness due to him from certain 
bands of the Indians, which has never been paid to him nor to his 
legal representatives. Also, that in his lifetime he filed claimsin 
the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, showing that 
there was due to him from the Pillager and Lake Winnibagoshish 
band $6,410.80, and from a certain other band, known as the Chip- 
wa Indians of the Mississippi, $3,308.82, making a total amount 
of such indebtedness of $9,719.62. 

The bill proposes to pay $9,719.62, to enable the Secretary of the 
Interior to examine the claims and pay the amount, or so much 
thereof as he shall find to be due, to the administrator of the estate 
of Ramsay Crooks, and charge the same to any annuities or other 
moneys due, or to become due, from the United States to these 
Indians, in such proportions as shall be found tobe due therefrom. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

The preamble was agreed to. 


PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Task unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of House bill 5731. 

Mr . If that can be done without prejudice tothe Du Pont 
case, and without prejudice to the Utah joint resolution, and with- 
out prejudice to the bond resolution, I have no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihave none, if it is done without prejndice 
to the Senator from New York. z 

Mr. HARRIS. And without prejudice to the long endurance 
of the Senate. ughter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It being a medical bill, it will not preju- 
dice 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation, and the Chair will then inquire if there is objection to its 
Present consideration. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill Jan R. 5781) to regulate 
the practice of medicine and surgery, to license physicians and 
surgeons, and to punish persons violating the provisions thereof, 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire not to 
press the passage of that bill at this time. I shall be compelled 
to ask that it may ngo over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iwish the Senator from Florida would not 
oppose this bill. Ihave been waiting for three months to get con- 
sideration for it, and the entire medical fraternity of all schools 
in this District are urging me to callit up. I want very much to 
have it acted upon. 

Mr. CALL. I dislike to oppose anything that is suggested by 
the Senator from New Hampshire, but I have very grave doubts 
whether all efforts to relieve or remedy human suffering should 
be made a crime unless made by half a dozen individuals. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
object to the pe consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just one word. T hope the 
Senator from Florida will withdraw his opposition to the bill. 
I will say to the Senator that every State and Territory in the 
American Union but one has passed bills very similar to this 
oarre „including the State of Florida. I think he will not 
object. 

. CALL. I understand that, too, but at the same time I 
gravely question whether the r people of this country who can 


not employ 33 should be prohibited from having any phil- 
anthropic efforts made to relieve them and it should be made a 
crime unless it be done by license. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator object? 

Mr. CALL. I object. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all right, Mr. President. I shall 


bad Hd take care of it later on. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The consideration of the bill is 
objected to. 
r. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 2 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, April 15, 1896, 
at 12 o'clock meridian, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, April 14, 1896, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved, 
A. B. PEDIGO. 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The bill (H. R. 1280) for the relief of A. B. Pedigo was read, as 
follows: 
b 
Vir 


otherwise of $331.06, same 
carrying United S tates mails in the State of Texas from 
y 


oe 3 If there is a report on this case, I should like to 


rt of the Committee on Claims was read. 
NEY. I shall have to object, I think. 

Ar. SOOPER of Texas. I ask the tleman to withdraw his 

objection until I can present some of the evidence in this case. 
. PITNEY. I am willing that the richt to object be reserved, 

in order to enable the gentleman from Texas to make a statement. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Lask that a letter from the Auditor 
of the Post-Office 8 be read. 

The Clerk read 

Y DEPARTMENT, 


TREASun 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 27, 1896. 
Stn: In repl 3 toa ely 8 8 raive to the claim of Mr. A. B. Pedigo, 


balance due for 
ber 1, 1860, to 


for ee Ihave the honor to inform you that 
the records Senne show that AB. Pedigo was the mail contractor on 
route No. 8610 Woodville to Beaumont, in the State of Texas, under a con- 
tragt commen bing July 1, 1858; that he was paid in full to September 30, 1800, 


and that a j stands to his credit for service from October 1, 1860, to 4 55 
81, 1861, the date to which service has been certified, amounting to $331.06. 
The record of payments made by the Confederate States government, of 


claims of contractors for perf prior to June 1, is found 55 
a register which is incomplete, there being a number of leaves and parts of 
leaves „but VCC 
ment having made to Mr. Pedigo by the Confederate States government 
for service under his contract with the United States. 

Very respectfully, 


GEO. G. HOWARD, Auditor. 
. B. COOPER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Now I ask that the other documents 
which I have sent to the desk be read. They are short. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
THE STATE OF TEXAS, County of Tyler: 


T, A. B. a citizen of the State of Texas and count ler, do 
solemnly aay — tI 28 — 8 t from the United States 


payment 

N curving mails in the State of Texas from 
Setter 1, 1860, to Ma: 1861, and that the 8 States government 
never paid me tor — 


mail se: rvice, and that the $331.06 is a just debt, and 
has never been paid. 


A. B. PEDIGO. 
Sworn foana sobscriber Dafora: mey A. B. Pedigo, well known to me, on 
this the 6th day of February, A. W. E ADAMS, 


A Notary Public 2 Wy Qualified and d Acting 


and for Tyler County, Tex. 
Mme S. Durham, a citizen of tho St 12 A 8 
William S. Durham, a citizen of the State of Texas and county o 
1 ear that I am well acquai with Mr. A. B. who is | agree 
also a citizen of sai said ses and coun van have been acquainted with him 
from resent date, and have siways known him to be 
Se the year ee 


tates of America. 
W. S. DURHAM. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me, the undersigned t public duly 


8 and 25. in and for Tyler County, Tex., on this the 6th day of 


E. ADAMS, 
A Notary Public in and for’ Tyler County, Tex. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. S the gentleman for whose 
relist this bill is presented was four years ago the Republican 
candidate for Congress in my district. His loyalty has never been 
uestioned. The records of the Post-Office Department show 
that this debt is due, and it has never been paid either by the 

United States Government or by the Confederate States. 
Mr. CANNON. Is this one of the so-called mail contractors’ 
claims, aggregating a large amount—something like $300,000 or 
$400, 000 or $500,000—growing out of transactions happening about 


one be of the war? ; 
OBER of Texas. I do not understand this to be one of 
the ep to which the gentleman refers. The Government con- 


tracted with this man for carrying the mail, and he 8 
the service. Hostilities broke out, and he never was able to get 
hs Bey, no appropriation for that purpose having heretofore been 


Mr. CANNON. In 18612 s 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Les, sir; anterior to secession. 

Mr. PITNEY. As I understood the reading of the bill, the claim 
covers a ending in 1863. 

Mr. PER of 3 No, sir; that is incorrect. 

2 eee Whether that 8 is pas a man 
who, having been engaged in mail transportation for the Govern- 
ment, en afterwards the Confederate postal service? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. No, sir; it nek. This man has been 
a loyal citizen—and a loyal Republican—all the time. As I have 
stated, he was the Republican candidate for Congress four years 
ago in the district which I now represent. He was loyal during 
the war, and his whole family have been loyal. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? a 
Mr. PITNEY. I object. 


Mr. CANNON, I call for the regular order. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION, BILL, 
Mr. BINGHAM. I ask the reading of the conference report 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the ho ball CE 


on the amendments of the Senate to the 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial 


votes of the two Houses 


8 


for the DEN ear en June 30, 1897, and for 89 purposes, having . 
af ter full conference have to recommend and do recommen 
to their — tive Houses as — —.— 


That the te recede from its amendments bered 49, 57, 
805 wi, Oh Oh 0,68 Ty TH, Ty 1D 0,19, 949, ribs 10k, 12, Les 120. 18 UL DA 


That the House recede from its di ent to my 8 of the Sen- 


to 
store the matter stricken out by said amendmen’ 
. — insert the following: And $280 additi 
resent incumbent"; and the 


agree : 
sore the matter stricken out by said amendment, and in lieu of the matter 
insert the following: “And $200 additi while the office is held by 
e incumbent"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

t the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 45, and — 4 to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pro 19.20"; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House 83 its greement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 46, and agree 15 the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: The 
Secretary of State is 9 to use not exceeding $3,120 for the Poe — of 
the employees in the Burean of Statistics. De ent of State, in the work 
= the apprope and distributing consular and other commercial reports, ni = 
ropriation of $20,000 for pre prea printing, ca pet ication, an 

tne Department of State, of the consular and other 2 
e in the diplomatic and consular appropriation act approved Feb- 
. 27, 1896"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House re recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 47, tothe same with anamendmentas follows: In lieu 
of a matter inser by said amendment ronal on e 67, after line 2 of 

the bill, as a separate paragra ph, the Ce Ae For man, to care for 
the monument and wharf at V at Wi akefield, hewn wharf to be used by the 
Large under such rules and eee ans may be bed therefor by the 
of War“; and the Senate 0 . 
e House o from its d eement to the amendment of the 
Senats numbered 59, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: For 
— ef of division of judicial accounts, $2,000"; and the Senate agree to the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 70, and eto the same with Lovett amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum pro in. said amendment insert $800"; and the Senate 


to the same. 

hab t the House recede — — its 8 to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 81, and same with an amendment as 5 —.— In 
lieu of the sum p: . — ky 1404.00 and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its reement to the amendment of the ne 
ate numbered 86, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
lieu of the matter inserted by saidamendment or the following: A ypes 
* ne elerii fo „800%; and the Senate agree to the 

‘hat the House recede from its disagreement to the pihesisandment of the Sen- 

su numbered 87, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pr insert $50,000"; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amen: tof the Sen- 
ate numbered 100, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum um proposed m said amendment insert $250"; and the Senate 


the 
That tho House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 105, to the same withjan amendment as follows: In 
lieu of aa sum im proposed by said d amendment insert $1,800"'; and the Senate 
hat ens the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 106, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
p ess amd the Senate agree to the same. 

the — recede from its ent to theamendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 107, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
line9 of the matter 8 5 said amendment strike out the words“ twenty- 
five thousand“ and insert in lieu thereof the words “twelve thousand five 
hundred“; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 128, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pro insert “$1,300”; and the Senate to the same. 

t the House recede from its s disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 143, and to the same with an nt as follows: In 
line 3 of the matter inser by said 3 strike out the words “two 
eg egw and insert in lieu thereof the words “a term”; and the Senate agree 


re 


z tin dape oari fo ine baana Of. Min 


1896. 
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Senate numbered 14 rae to the same with an amendment as follows: On 

106, in line 13 Pas the 

Thereof t the word is'; and the Senate agree to the 
That the House 5 


ent to the amen 
ate numbered 151, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lien of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“SEC: E Section 166 of the Revised Spear ten is amended to read as follows: 

from time to time, alter the 
ices of his Department of the 
or employees 
some 


made are hereby revoked, but may be renewed as pro’ herein.“ 

And the Senate to the same. 

The committee of conference have been unable to on the amendments 
numbered 11, 12, 1 n Bt ORT Be D , 83, 88; 89. 98, 99, 101, 102, 
108, 109, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 190, 131, 182, 138, 134, 185, 136, 187, 142 
144, 155, 157. 158, 128 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 108, 160, 170, 171, 172, 
178, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181. 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189. 190, 191, 
15 1 10E 195" 1901 107 180 159 200. ZOL 25 204 20. AS A. ET 2 208. 210, 
211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 223, 224, 225, 228, 227, 228, 229, 
280, 23), 222, 233, 234, 235, 236, 237, 238, 230, 240, 241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 248, 
249, 250, 251, 252, 253, 254, 255, 256, 257, 258, 259, 200, 261, 262, 263, 264, 205, 266, 267, 
268, 280, 270, 271, 272, 273, 274, 275, 276, 277, 278, 279, 280, 281, 282, 283; 284, 285, 286, 
287, 2388, 289, 290, 201, 202, 208, 294, 295, 296, 297, 298, 209, 300, 301, 302, 308, 304, 306, 
806, 307, 308, 309, 310, 311, 312, 313, and 314. 

HENRY H. BINGHAM, 


JOHN E. McCALh, 
ALEXAND 


ER M. T, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
S. M. CULLOM, 
H. M. TELLER, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the — 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 3 
executive, and judicial eee bill (H. R. 6248) submit the eee, 
written statementin explanation of the action agreed upon and recommend: 
in the accompanying conference 7 7 namely: 

On amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6.7, 8,9, 510,15 17. 18. 20, and 21, relating 
to the Senate: eee oF the additional nal compensati posed. by the Sen- 
ate for the financial clerk: 


an assistant clerk at 81. 4 to 
to. the Committees on Woman Suffrage. 
of the Nicaragua Canal, at $2,100 each; 8 for the tenes for one hundred 
and twenty-one days instead of on e hundred and seventeen days during the 
coming short — strikes out e ig hag ind in the 5 and ance ine 
pristen 2115 3 of $4,000, as proposed by the House, for folding speeches 
and pam: 
On pt tag numbered 24: Ap tes $300, as proposed by the Senate, 
amaa oK 00, as proposed by the House, for contingent expenses of the Cap- 
On amendments numbered 25, aa 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, and 35, relating 
to the House of Representatives: Approp: propriates for compensation of the 
session employees for one hundred an it pes days instead of one hun- 
dred and seventeen days for services during coming short session of this 


On amendments wre cyte 39 and 40: Appropriasen S000; as 8 
the Senate, instead of $3,500, as proposed by the House, for 8 
vate secretary of the President. 
She amendments numbered 41 and 42: SEO TOE a messenger at $340, 
— h the a, for the Civil Service Commbssion boys at $400 each, as pro- 
8 y the Senate, for the Civil Service 
On amendments numbered and 45: Strikes out the appropriation 
o Senate fora a law clerk, and a opiates for 10 clerks 
Senate, instead 8, as proposed by th 


reports fo: 
tment of State. 
amendment numbered 47: A priates $300 for a watchman for care of 
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Fe enie 3 5 F000 
cial account instead of at $2,200, roposed Sena‘ 
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Authorizing the Secre of the Interior, in his discretion, to extend the 
present contract for photoli phing for the Patent Office one year; 
Increasing the amounts for clerks in the offices of the surveyors-general of 
New Mexico, Oregon, Utah,and Wyoming; 
Providing for 2 additional assistant attorneys, at $2,500, and for 4 additional 
n . nd distributing ad sheets of the opinions of 
or 3 an ri vance sheets o o 
the — — Court to all circuit and et judges; 
Providing for a messenger, at $2,000, to perform the duties of librarian and 
of the Eighth judicial circuit: an 
e aggregate of the salaries pro; the House for United 
attorneys $66,500, and those of United States marshals $71,500, 
and striking out the provision proposed by the House regulating the appoint- 
ment and fees of United States commissioners. 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
i JNO. E. MCCALL, 
ALEX 


. M. DOCKERY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, whileI think the report, together 
with the statement of the conferees, is ample for the information 
of the House, if gentlemen had been able to hear, I will submit for 
further information a few references to the questions which have 
been in contention between the two Houses upon this bill. The 
bill as it passed the House has substantially, with the exception 
of the paragraphs pertaining to marshals and district attorneys, 

the Senate. Therefore many of the matters embraced in 
the House bill have not been in conference between the two Houses, 
because, as is shown by the statement which has been read, the 
House bill has been substantially agreed to by the Senate. The 
contentions have been wholly upon the bill as re by the Senate 
committee or upon the bill as amended in the Senate. 

The House committee in reporting this bill followed a close, 

haps severe, line of action and determined that for the next 
Fecal ear but few, if any, additions to the subordinate force of 
the different Departments of the Government was needed for the 
proper conduct of business. Further than that, as private enter- 
rise and general industries are nowhere adding to the compensa- 
Hon of subordinate force, your committee deemed it ine ient 
to allow additional compensation to clerks in the several Depart- 
ments. If the line which we drew was somewhat too close and 
exacting, we soon discovered in our contentions with the Senate 
that the line drawn by that body was far too generous—not war- 
ranted either by the condition of the country or the condition of 
The Senate added to the bill 314 amendments, 159 

ining to the judicial sections of the bill. And right 
in that connection, Mr. Speaker, permit me to state for the infor- 
mation of the House that the committee, in this preliminary con- 
ference report, have left in abeyance for the next report all of the 
phs pertaining to the disagreements between the House 

and te on the matter of the fees of marshals, district attorneys, 
clerks, and commissioners. While there have been agreements in 
reference to a number of the paragraphs, it was deemed wise to 
leave all of them out of this report, in order that the paragraphs 
of the bill might be 5 for the second conference. 

It is well for me to note in connection with this part of the 
pill that your committee in conference, following the same course 

arsued by the House in its deliberations upon the bill, and also 
the Senate when the matter was before that body for considera- 
tion, called largely to their aid the gentlemen, members of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, who reported and advocated that 
bill on the floor of the House. Thus we had the advan of the 
aid of Judge UppEGRAFF, and the gentleman from Texas, Mr. CUL- 
BERSON, Senator TELLER representing the Judiciary Committee 
of the Senate, Senator Hoar being at that time necessarily absent 
from our meeting. We concluded, after several hours of discus- 
sion and consideration, to refer the entire question to these four 
gentlemen, to have a conference again with the Attorney-General, 
going over each one of the paragraphs in detail and examining 
the objections that had been made to them in the discussion of the 
matter in the two Houses, so that when the committee of confer- 
ence would meet again we would have submitted to us the best 
judgment of the representatives of the Judiciary Committees of 
the House and Senate after a consultation with the Department. 
The Senate added to our bill $247,229.20, of which sum $57,000 
has been disposed of by the House agreeing to $37,189 and the 
Senate yielding $19,450, leaving $189,590 involved in the amend- 
nients di to, beside the proposed increase of the salaries of 
the Uni States attorneys, amounting to $65,500, and United 
States marshals, the increase amounting to $71,500, 

For the information again of the House, I would state that the 
attrition in the conference was largely with reference to the mat- 
ter of additional clerks, allowances, and increases of that charac- 
ter for the different Departments of the Government, which were 

over after discussion for further consideration. 

The Senate contention was with reference to the increase of 
compensation of certain of the clerical force in the Senate, that 
is, certain clerks of Senate committees, increased from $1,440 to 
$1,800, making a sum total of $7,560, and 

Mr. DOC Y. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania state 
also, for the information of the House, that the salaries of the 
annual clerks for Senators have been increased by the Senate? 


Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly; I will come to that in the course 


of my remarks, 
Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). And also the increase in the 
pay of certain annual clerks. 
. BINGHAM. As far as the clerks of Senators are con- 


cerned, they are increased from $1,200 to $1,500 a year. But I 

will come to that in the course of my remarks 8 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If my colleague will permit me, did I 
understand him to say that the Senate not only retain their an- 
nual clerks, but increase their salary beyond the figure they are 
now recei 

Mr. BING Spee i "es 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What is the amount of the increase? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will come to that increase, naturally, as I 
proceed with this part of the bill. 

I have already stated that there are certain clerks to the com- 
mittees in the Senate which are increased from $1,440 to 81, 800, 
making a total of $7,560; 10 messengers at $1,440 in lien of 12 
laborers at $1,000 each, making an increase of $2,400; 2 laborers 
increased from $720 to $840 each, making a total of 8240. 

Now we come to the provisions for clerks to Senators. Thirty- 
eight clerks to Senators, who are not chairmen of committees, 
increased from $1,200 to $1,500 each; sum total, $57,000. In other 
words, the Senate increased the compensation of its subordinate 
force in sum total $67,200. 

The Capitol police is also increased and is in controversy—12 
privates at $1,100 each, instead of 7 watchmen at $840, an increase 
of $7,320. Li of Congress, the register of copyrights in- 
creased $2,000, and 8 clerks at $900 each, an increase of $4,700. 
Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury, from $4,000 to $5,000, in- 
crease of $1,000. 

Other items jd e ‘ naani 1 
Assay office, Boise, o, for contingent expenses . $1,000 
Printing 1,000 copies Naval Records 14,000 

Under the Interior Department: 


Laborers to distribute Census reports 3. 960 
Ten examiners, Land Office 20, 000 
Classification division, Patent Office , 020 
Clerks to surveyors-general in New Mexico, Oregon, 
Utah and Wyoming. 22a ost seen 11, 000 
Making a total increase jj. 78, 980 
Under the Interior Department: 
Under the head of Department of Justice— 
For assistant attorneys and clerks__.___.............. 12,100 
For printing decisions of Supreme Court „000 
For messenger to circuit court, Eighth circuit 2,000 


I submit these are the paragraphs now in contention, all of which 
have been added to the bill by amendments either coming from 
the Senate committee, or by the Senate itself in the consideration 
of the bill in that body, leaving, therefore, between the two Houses 
$189,590. With reference to the nditures on the part of the 
Senate, I desire to briefly state that I have in this House heard dis- 
cussed more than once the rights, privileges, and prerogatives of 
the respective bodies. The House has upon many occasions fought 
persistently and determinedly as to the large increases and the 
very large allowances given by the Senate to its subordinate force. 
I have seen this House held hour after hour in dispute upon this 
issue. 

I have never seen but one result, and that result has been the 
absolute concession on the part of the House to the Senate. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will ask the gentleman if the Senate does 
not patie’ 5 concede to the House the right to determine what help 
they shall have, and what salaries they shall pay? 

. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr, HOPKINS. And they simply exact 

Mr. BINGHAM. The same. 

Mr. HOPKINS. They simply exact that the House shall not 
interfere with them in their organization. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes. I would state—it is hardly nec 
for me to do it, because my remarks, I think, warrant the conclu- 
sion—that they have persistently fought for what they claim to 
be their rights and privileges in the control of their own body. 

But I have felt it but justice to the House to state that in view 
of the large increases at the present time, without attempting now 
to express an opinion as to whether the respective bodies should 
absolutely control their own organization—I haye my own view 
about it, which is that they should—I propose to enter into no de- 
bate upon the general proposition, but in view of the large increases 
I have deemed it just to those of us who are identified closely with 


the people and who are held almost directly responsible for the 
expenditures of the Government that we should not be held re- 
sponsible for a very large sum of money that goes to the conven- 
iences of the other body. 
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In that connection permit me to state that the bill as agreed on 
5 $338,162.50 for compensation of 295 officers and em- 
ployees of the House, exclusive of reporters of debates and com- 
mittees, and reimbursements to members for clerk hire, actual 
expenditures not exceeding $100 per month during the session, 
which is an average of about four officers and pe dees with 
average pay of $1,115 each to every five members of the House; 
average cost per member of the House for compensation of offi- 
cers and employees, $939. That is our domestic exhibit. 

The bill as it passed the Senate and as insisted on by the con- 
ferees appropriates $403,528,90 for compensation of 273 officers 
and employees of the Senate, exclusive of reporters of debates and 
committees, and clerks of Senators, $1,200 each, now increased to 
$1,500 each, which is an average of more than three officers and 
employees with average pay of $1,478 each to each Senator, while 
the House has four employees with an average pay of $1,115 each 
to every five members of the House, 

Now, Ido not propose to make any contention, so far as I am con- 
cerned, in this matter and in this statement to the House. The 
contest we make shall be made in committee; but I submit that 
it is but justice to the House that there should be made notorious 
upon the records of our Congress, in the deliberations on this bill, 
the fact that so far as the House administers its own affairs 
economy and care are exercised. 

Whether there is extravagance at the other end of the Capitol I 
will not state nor assert. 17 8 Rae same economy does not 
exist there which I think exists in this body. 

With that statement, believing that the Senators will force a 
fight unremittingly for what they claim to be their rights and pre- 
rogatives—as I believe this House would if the balance sheet were 
on the other side—having made this statement to the House, I feel, 
as representing the conferees, that I have done full and fair jus- 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to suggest to the gentleman that 
he might bring that comparison into more intelligible “og de by 
showing what the per capita expense of the members of the House 
is, in contrast with the per capita expense of the Senate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ihave done that, and emphasized it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman has done it in a rather 
bulky manner. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The gentleman has stated that there 
are four House tr be to every five members of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. have stated it, and I will give it to you 
again. The average cost for each member of the House, for com- 

nsation of officers and employees, is $939. For each Senator, 
for compensation of officers and employees of the Senate, the cost 
is $4,483. That covers it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Nearly five to one, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Meany five to one. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now yield to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DockEry],if he desires any time. 

Mr. DOC V. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] desired to submit some observations on Senate amend- 
ments numbered 89 and 40, but was compelled to leave the Hall in 
order to attend a session of the Committee on Elections of which 
he is a member; and he requested me to make that statement, and 
also to ask leave to print some remarks in the RECORD in respect 
to those amendments. 1 prefer that request in his behalf. 

The SPEAKER pro tompon (Mr. DINGLEY). The gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] desires leave to print remarks on the 
amendments suggested by the gentleman from Missouri, With- 
out objection, that leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I do not feel that it is necessary 
to add a single observation to the very able statement made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrycHam] in charge of 
this conference report. He has given in detail and in aggregate 
not only the items upon which the conferees have agreed, but has 
also as to the items yet in disagreement. 

It may be well to state, in addition to what he said, that sub- 
stantially all the provisions, so far as they relate to the judicial 
paragraphs of the bill, have been informally agreed apon, except 
the salaries of marshals and attorneys. These are, 19 8 ps, items 
that may occasion much 3 in conference. e paragraph 
in reference to commissioners is also yet in disagreement. I think 
it is well that the House also understand the contention between 
the conferees in reference to the increase of force and salaries 
made by the Senate as to its own N The aggregate in- 
crease, as given by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, amounts to 
about $67,000. The House is familiar with this old controversy. 
We have brought it back to the House in order that you ne be 
advised of the situation before we recede, if such action shall be 
found to be wise or necessary hereafter. To speak in detail, it may 
be well to say that the House should know that the Senate has 
inserted a paragraph providing 38 annual clerks for Senators not 

irmen of committees, and has also increased the salaries of 
those clerks from $1,200 to $1,500 each. I make this statement, in 


addition to what the gentleman has so well said, in order that the 
House ma advised. 

Mr. B of New Hampshire. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question, if he will yield. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would like the gentleman 
to state what objection there is to the allowance of the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 142, providing for advance copies of the 
decisions of the Supreme Court for the judges of the district and 
circuit courts of the United States. It seems to me entirely obvi- 
ous that those judges should be furnished with the decisions of 
the highest tribunal of the country before they are issued in the 
bound volume. I do not think 3 in the House would 
object to that if it was fully understood, and I simply wish to 
make this a matter of inquiry. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is one of the items in disagreement, 
The conferees desired some further information in respect to it. 
I do not think the fact that itis reported at this time as one of the 
disagreements necessarily means that it may not ultimately be 


agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwill state to the gentleman from New Ham 
shire, for his information, that the court now furnishes about 31 
copies to the circuit courts, but it is not sufficient, and they have 
asked for this additional number. They have been paid for out 
of the surplus fees of the court. One of the contentions of the 
committee is that this should go on the sundry civil appropriation 
bill and should not stand upon this legislative bill, and it is a 
matter also on which they desire further information. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I desire to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania a question, 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. One moment. I understand 
the judges of the circuit courts are now getting them, and this is 
to give it also to the judges of the district courts? 

. BINGHAM. y, et 31, I understand. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. understood the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania correctly, the bill as reported now by the conference 
committee allows clerks to Senators at a salary of $1,500 a year. 

Mr. DOCKERY,. That is the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM, That is a matter in disagreement, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That has not been agreed to? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Correct. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Are not the Senate conferees insisting 
upon that amendment? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; I have so stated. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the status of clerks to members 
on this bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM, The clerks to members have no status what- 
ever. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no allowance for members’ clerks 
in the bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The allowance for members’ clerks in this 
bill is $100 per month, when the member certifies that he has 
5 that much during the month, during the session of 

ongress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, then, I want to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the hill if he is going to recommend that the House 
give its assent to the proposition that Senators shall have $1,500 a 
year for annual clerks, and confine ourselves to this $100 a month 
while Congress is in session only, and then when certified only? 
Will the conferees recommend us to agree to that? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwill state to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that the paragraph providing for 38 clerks to Senators, which are 
clerks to Senators not chairmen of committees, is an amendment 
added to our bill by the Senate. There is no disagreement be- 
tween the two Houses as to the allowance in the bill for clerks to 
members of the House. The Senate has agreed to that paragraph 
of the bill as the House reported it. Therefore, there is no con- 
tention as to that; but there is a contention, until we reach an 
agreement in final report, as to what shall be the allowance for 
annual clerks to Senators not chairmen of committees. There is 
no contention between the two Houses on that point. The para- 
graph covering the allowance for clerks to members has been 

upon by the two Houses; and therefore it is not in dispute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the question I ask is, whether the 
conferees on the part of the House intend to recommend to the 
House to a to that difference between the compensation of 
Senators’ clerks and the compensation of clerkstomembers? The 
Senators can not get $1,500 a year for their clerks unless the House 
agrees to it, I Appo 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly it can not be done unless the House 
agrees; but that is not a subject of contention here. That para- 
graph is not even under consideration. 

. RICHARDSON. The fact is that the Senators are claim- 
ing that the salaries of their clerks should be increased from 
$1,200 to $1,500 a year, is it not? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is an amendment to the bill, but we are 
in the House now upon our conference report. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. The House conferees are disagreeing to 
that amendment on the part of the Senate? 


Mr. BINGHAM. We are di eeing to that—just what the 

tleman desires, as I understan 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ea is, whether the conferees in- 
tend to recommend to the House to yield that point and agree to 
the amendment? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That Ido not know. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that when the 
opportune time arrives I shall move to instruct the House con- 
ferees to recede from their disagreement, with an amendment 

roviding for annual clerks for Members of this House and for 

Delegates, Hera 

Mr. LA Lask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to yield 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. With pleasure. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, in to the item numbered 142, 
Iam not sure that I understand what it involves. I understand 
the gentleman to say that it is a provision to furnish advance 
sheets of the various law reports of the United States courts. I 
wish to say that the necessity for advance 1 seo no longer exists, 
There is no judge who does not avail himself of the present oppor- 
tunities for obtaining the published reports of Federal court pro- 
ceedings through the various weekly publications, which are long 
ahead of any of the regular official reports, so that there will be 
no necessity for furnishing advancesheets from the regular reports. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is a matter for consideration by the 
committee. Now, there is a further question as to that para- 
graph—not about the substance of the paragraph, but about its 
relation to legislation—as to whether the paragraph should be on 
this bill or on the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If you are going to give these advance sheets 
to the circuit judges you certainly ought to give them to the dis- 
trict judges also. A F 

Mr. LACEY. There is no necessity for giving them to either. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But you do now allow them to the circuit 
judges, and you ought either to take them away from the circuit 
judges or else extend the allowance to the district judges. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I thank the gentleman for the nformation he 
has given me. He understands that that matter is in controversy. 

Mr. S er, I yield now to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Cannon] such time as he may desire. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of the 
House until I tell what I am going to talk about, I have no fear 
but that I shall have it afterwards. 

A MEMBER. Clerks? 

Mr.CANNON. Yes; clerks. I want to talk for a few minutes 
about that which is in the minds of most of the members of the 
House, touching the transaction of their business and the proper 
aids thereto, especially in relation to clerks to members. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAN] has just said that there 
is nothing in conference between the House and the Senate touch- 
ing clerks to Representatives. Thereis in conference between the 
House and the Senate the bare question as to whether the clerks 
to Senators who are not chairmen of committees shall have an 
increase of compensation from $1,200 per annum to $1,500 per 
annum. The gentleman from Mon [ME Harrman] gives 
notice that at the proper time he will move that the House recede 
from its disagreement to that provision for Senate clerks, with an 
amendment providing for clerks for members. The gentleman 
from 5 has well said that that is not germane, and no 
doubt, if necessary, he will say later on that it is subject to a 

point of order, as there is no existing law authorizing it. I call 
attention to this now for the p of making a suggestion to 
the House. If it be really the opinion of the House that clerks to 
members should receive pay during vacation as they now receive 
it during the session, there are two ways to get at it and to get at 
it under the rules, and only two ways. y 

I am in full sym y with the practical notice which is given 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania in charge of this bill, that 
this thing can not be done out of order upon a general appropria- 
tion bill. But it can be done, it is entirely practicable, and it will 
be done, if the House by a majority desires it should be done, br 
independent legislation, the passing through this body of a bill 
iving the allowance to clerks for members during the vacation. 

fiar no doubt that the Senate would make haste to pass such a 
bill if we should send it to them, and then we would do by right 
what otherwise would have to be done without law and in an 
irregular manner. 

That is one way to doit. There is another way to do it without 
such independent legislation. For several years the Senate paid 
the clerks to Senators from the contingent fund by a resolution of 
the Senate. Gentlemen all understand what the contingent funds 
of the Senate and the House are. You can appropriate whatever 
amount is necessary for the business of the House or of the Senate 
for the . and moneys are paid from the contingent 
fund of either body by resolution of that body. So that if it be 


really in the minds of members that this compensation should be 
allowed for clerks to members during vacation, it can be arrived 
at by the introduction of a resolution covering that authority, its 
reference to the Committee on Accounts, and the reporting back 
of that resolution by the Committee on Accounts as a matter of 
privilege for the consideration of the House. 

Now, either of those ways is legal, and either is manly and in 
order. I say oran thatif gentlemen want this allowance in vaca- 
tion and are willing to stand up and be counted and go upon the 
roll, and a majority of the members of the House vote for it, it can 
be done without any trouble in either of the ways I have named. 
3 BINGHAM. And without any violation of the rules of the 

ouse. 

Poss CANNON. Without any violation of the rules of the 
ouse. 

A MEMBER. And without any violation of propriety. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; without any violation of propriety. As 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania states i 8 Jam in full sym- 
pathy with him), if this is to be done at all it will be done in one 
of those two ways. 

Now, I would not be entitled to any allowance for clerk hire 
under such a 3 because I happen to be the chairman of a 
committee. Yet I did vote in the last Congress for a law to au- 
thorize it, and I went upon the record to that effect. 

I think the statement that the nditures for a member of 
the House are less than a thousand dollars while those for a Sen- 
ator are pretty well up toward $5,000 tells one of two things: 
Either the expenditures for the Senate are extraordi and ex- 
travagant or the expenditures for the House are too little. Per- 
haps there is some truth in both branches of the statement. I 
think our expenditures might well be enlarged along the line in- 
dicated for the pay of these clerks in vacation, and I am of opinion 
that the expenses of the Senate might well be reduced. 

I have thought it proper that I should say this much, dealing 
with the House in ect frankness touching the matter before it. 

Mr. FAIRC . Can the gentleman state any way in which 
any separate resolution or bill for this purpose can be brought be- 
fore this House without unanimous consent or through the Com- 
mittee on Rules before the adjournment of the present session? 

Mr.CANNON. Certainly. Ihave already answered that ques- 
tion. The Committee on Rules is the creation of the House, from 
its chairman to all its members. I have found in this Congress 
and in former Congresses that the Committee on Rules was al- 
ways ready, like other committees, to meet a decided wish of the 
majority of the House. I have no doubt that it is so now. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman suggest a petition to the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; not at all. The gentleman under- 
stands that whenever there is a well-settled desire on the part of 
the House to consider anything the Committee on Rules, as I un- 
derstand—I have not the honor to be a member of it—is now, as 
it has been at all times heretofore, ready to respond, because the 
House is greater than any of its committees. 

I will tell the gentleman—indeed, I did tell him a moment ago— 
another method of proceeding. Independent of any special order, 
it is quite in order, as I understand, for any member to introduce 
in this House a resolution authorizing the payment of this allow- 
ance during vacation from the contingent fund of the Honse; it 
is entirely in order to refer such a resolution to the ittee 
on Accounts, which is a privileged committee; and it is quite in 
order and perfectly practicable to get that resolution before the 
House for consideration. If such a resolution were adopted such 
payments would undoubtedly be made. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman guarantee a favorable 
report from that committee? 

. CANNON. Ido not care whether the report is favorable 
or unfavorable. The committee will no doubt report; and then 
it is in the power of the House to do whatever a majority pleases 


with the resolution. I perhaps ais dais the matter another way, 
and I do not put it offensively—whatever a majority believes is 
[Applause.] 


is and has the courage to do may be done. 
. FAIRCHILD. I think that both the answers of the gentle- 
man have enforced the point I desired to make. Now, I wish to 
ask him another question. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. . 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. If the House conferees should request the 
Senate conferees to agree to add to this bill an amount for annual 
clerks of members of the House, does not the gentleman from Ili- 
nois believe the Senate conferees would assent to the Proportions 

Mr. CANNON. The matter is not in conference. It is impos- 
sible under the rules of the House to get upon this legislative bill 
in conference any provision that will make it in order to consider 
this question of allowances for annual clerks to members. 

Mr. BLUE. May J ask the gentleman from Ilinois a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLUE. If the House should see fit by resolution to au- 
thorize members to employ clerks for the rest of the year, would 
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it not be in order to add to the general deficiency bill an amount 
sufficient to cover the expenditure? 
Mr. CANNON. in order. 
Me BLUE. Andthat bill has not yet come in. 
. — CANNON. The House can pass an appropriation for its 
t fund of one dollar or any number of dollars. 


. ULBERSON rose. 

Mr. BINGHAM Does the tleman from Texas [Mr. CUL- 
9 to be 

The SPEAKER. Does the pl from Pennsylvania yield 


3 — the gentleman from Texas? 
INGHAM. With pleasure. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand that one point of difference 
barwe the House and the Senate is the pay of clerks to Senators. 

that so? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is correct. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Then the committee will have to recom- 
mend either that the Senate recede from its amendment or that 
the House recede from its ent and concur in that amend- 
ment. Now, I want to know if it is not entirely competent for 
the House conferees to recede from the ent to the Senate 
amendment with an amendment of the character suggested? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Of what character? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Providing for clerks to the members of 
the House at $100 per month. 

Mr. BINGHA On an amendment pertaining to the em- 
ployees of the Senate, not the House? It would not be in order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In other words, such an amendment would 
not be 


e 
g 5 GHAM. Not at all. They are entirely different parts 
e 

Mr. CULBERSON. Why would it not be in order? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Because itis a change of existing law, and 
we are acting under the rules of the House. 

Mr. CULBERSON. But who is to object to it if it is put on 
in the Senate? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the adoption of the report. 


The previous 3 was ordered, under the operation of 
which the report of the committee of conference was adop 
Mr. BING Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 


further insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendments, and 
agree to the conference asked for by the Senate. 

Mr.HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, Idesire to move that the House 
recede from amendment numbered 19, relative tothe annual clerks 
for Senators, with an amendment which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proposed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the House recede from its disa ment totheamendment numbered 


jerks to —_ Senators, and agree tothe 
erks to Members 
and Delegates of the House, at $100 pone month, 445. 000.” 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I must make the point of order 
that the amendment is not germane, point, if nec- 
essary, that it is contrary to existing law. 

The SP. DEAKES Does the gentleman from Montana desire to 
be heard n the question of order? 

Mr. RT IIA N. Not on the point of ordir, but I would like 
to appeal to my friend from Pennsylvania, who I understand is 


in harmony with the legislation asked for here, with the idea 95 
aiding the Representatives and Delegates on the floor in the 
po lcs harge of their duties, to withdraw the point of 


Mr. BINGHAM. ThatIcould not do. Iam in charge of the 
conference report, and therefore have no individuality in the mat- 
ter. I must act for the whole body. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iknow; but is it not proper to insert what is 
songas to be inserted here in this approprianion bill? 

. BINGHAM. I think it has been clearly stated by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois por CANNON] — there is another and a 
proper way to reach the conclusion the gentleman seeks, if it is 
the wish of the House. It is contrary to the rule now, and sub- 
ject to the point of order. and under the circumstances it becomes 
a hae to make the point of order and insist upon it. 

TMAN, Speaker, I do not desire to be heard on 
the point of order it * gentleman from Pennsylvania feels com- 
pelled to insist u 

Mr. BING 8 1 am compelled to insist. 

The SPEAKER. In accordance with the rules of the House, 
the Chair must hold that the point of order is well taken. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania chat the House reget: gee its ment to the other 


amendments of the Senate agree to the conference asked by 
the Senate thereon. 

The motion was vg oy 

On motion of Mr. BIN GHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 


vote was laid on the table. 


The Speaker appointed Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. MCCALL of Tennes- 
see, and Mr. DocKERY as conferees on the part of the House. 
FORTIFICATION BILL. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
— of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. HorkINs in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole under the order of the House for the consideration of gen- 
yao os anan bills, and the Clerk will report the title of the 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. S100) making 8 for fortifications and other works 
of defense, for the armament the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, in presenting to 
the consideration of the committee the current appropriation bill 
for fortifications a brief time spent in retrospect may, I think, be 
not without advantage. 

It is well known to the older members, as well as to those who 
have given this subject consideration, that at the of 
the late civil war our seacoast wasin the then development of the 
sam of warfare well defended. In other words, and generally 

py signs og principal ports had such works of defense as would 
RRS m to successfully resist the encroachments of any navy 
of any nation in the world which might be sent against ns, 

Commencing, however, with that period, a period remarkable 
for invention and improvement in every direction, we find a cor- 
responding improvement inarmament, in ships,in armor plating, 
in guns; in short, in every matter connected with offensive or 
defensive warfare. 

I know of no better way in which to illustrate and bring home 
tothe members of the committee the fact to which I have alluded 
than to say that the weight of the projectiles used in modern war- 
fare exceed by twentyfoild the weight of the A ae nape used prior 
to 1860. The energy with which the shots of to-day are delivered 
exceeds even byt old the energy of the shots w: were fired 
prior to that time. We have entered upon an era of armored ves- 
sels, of rapid-firing guns, of heavy guns which possess immense, 
energy or smashing power. It therefore follows that the arma- 
ment which was entirely sufficient prior to 1860 is practically 
useless to-day. 

The Army and Navy, the civilians of our country, those who 
are mostly interested in the defense of our country, were not slow 
in marking this wonderful advance, and we find at an early date 
the attention of the Army and Navy and of our most thoughtful 
civilians was directed to the necessity of a better defense of our 
seacoasts. 

Time passed, and while we had much of agitation and much of 
talk, practically nothing was done until 1885, when the pressure 
upon Congress was so great that an act of Congress was passed 
authorizing the President of the United States to form what was 
known as the Endicott Board, consisting of two officers of the 
Army, two of the engineering force, two of the Navy, and two 
eminent civilians, presided over by the Secretary of War, who 
were charged with the important duty of 8 ur ee en- 
tire subject and presenting a comprehensive sch 
for the country. That board, after nine see of pers st pe 
made an elaborate report, which is now before me, known as the 
Report of the Endicott Board, a report which has remained the 
foundation of all that has been since done. 

Although there have been some modifications of this report, 
caused by changed conditions and some further investigations, that 
report remains to-day as the foundation not only of all which 
was a deemed proper and wise to do, but what is so deemed 


That report pointed out the immense need of fortifications, 
that need which must be apparent to every thinking m in 
the United States. They pointed out the fact that we 4,000 
miles of seacoast, which was then and now is practically un- 
defended. We the fact, when we come to think of it, 
that there are at these great seaports, the harbors of our sonnig; 
to which access has been made easy HT SATO A we in 
which we have deepened to receive the largest ships that 
at least $10,000,000,000 worth of property which may be pyr 
by the navy of a warring power. We recognize the fact that 
within those cities there are $100,000,000 worth of public buildings 
alone, which might be so destroyed. And yet 1 per cent of the 
total destructible property in those cities is sufficient to constitute 
what would be to-day a perfect and impregnable defense for that 
immense property and our country. 
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It seems to me, it has seemed to your committee, it has seemed 
to every thoughtful person who has investigated this matter, that 
these stupendous figures cull upon the people of the United States, 
through their Congress, to take some efficient s looking to a 
proper defense of our country. In these cities which thus invite 
attack we spend annually for police and fire protection an amount 
sufficient to thoroughly defend them. One per cent of $10,000,- 
000,000 of destructible property would place this country in a con- 
dition where it could successfully meet at the boundary any force 
which might be brought against it. 

With this conceded condition of the country, the question arises, 
What has been done? 

The Endicott Board, in its consolidated estimate which I find 
on page 28 of its report, provided for the defense of 27 of these 
principal ports. Their estimate of the Sp eta pe pe eg was, 
in round numbers, in the aggregate, $126,000,0U0, of which $9,700,- 
000 was for torpedo boats, 87500000 for submarine mines and their 
adjuncts, $18,875,000 for floating batteries, and the remainder, 
about $97,000,000, for ordnance and engineering work. 

Now, turning to page 24 of the same report, I find the defense 
which is recommended contemplates the erfiployment of 44 16-inch 
guns, 6 14-inch guns, 203 12-inch guns, 222 10-inch guns, 102 8-inch 
guns, 4 6-inch guns, and 724 mortars, being 700 of 12-inch and 24 
of 10-inch caliber, respectively. 

That, in brief, is the scheme which was then outlined. Gentle- 
men will observe that in this plan the expenditure contemplated 
oe about $29,000,000 for floating defense and $97,000,000 for land 

efense. : 

What has been done since? We have expended and authorized 
for our floating defense, from that time up to the present, $110,- 
000,000; and during this session of Congress the House has passed 
a bill which authorizes the expenditure of $26,000,000 more. In 
other words, the provision thus far made for floating defense has 
aggregated over $136,000,000. What has been done in the way of 
land defense? The testimony which I have before me shows in 
that time we have ee for engineer work only $4,500,000 and 
for ordnance work about $7,200,000. In other words, as against 
the recommendation of $97,000,000, we have expended $11,700,000, 
while for the naval defense we have expended and authorized up 
to the present time about $136,000,000. we proceed at that rate— 
if in eight years we have expended only $11,000,000, while a total 
expenditure of $97,000,000 is required—I ask you when we may 

t to have a sufficient and efficient defense in this country? 

Let it be remembered also that when we expend money so par- 
simoniously for this or any prost object a very large proportion of 
the amount which we actually expend must necessarily be taken 
up in the work of repairs, maintenance, salaries, and other general 
fixed charges, and but asmall portion of it can be devoted to the com: 
pletion of the system of defense which all concede the country de- 
mands. A navy, while an effective arm of defense, is not sufficient. 
It needs the protection of fortifications, under the shelter of which 
it may make n repairs, obtain e and from which it 
may go forth on its work of offensive warfare. The navy is to sea- 
coast defense what the cavalry is to the army. It does the skir- 
mishing, it carries the flag abroad, and is much in evidence on oc- 
casions of pomp and vay nae © but after all, theinfantry inland and 
the forts on the coast do the real fighting. All history and ex- 
perience are to this effect. 

Isubmit in this condition of the country the people may well 
look to Congress to borrow of experience and take heed of the 
lessons of prudence and ordinary foresight. To-day, while the 
country is awake to the importance of this subject, it is our duty 
tomake sufficient appropriation and thus meet the demands of the 
country, insuring its safety. 

Our danger to-day is not from within. Our people are united. 
Peace dwells within our borders. Momentarily we are depressed 
and our industries languish, but in the near future, unless all signs 
fail, our wealth will again grow apace. Our people will be fully 
employed and our accumulations will more and more tempt the 
avarice of the world. 

What appropriations have been made in the past? 

From 1875 to 1886, inclusive, the appropriations averaged only 
$540,750 per annum. 

In the years 1887 and 1888 no appropriations were made. 

From 1888 to the present time the appropriations for fortifica- 
tions aggregate $22,489,224.50, or an average of $2,811,128.06 per 
annum; but even of this only about one-half was appropriated for 
the p contemplated by the Endicott Board. 

Notonly was the aggregate of appropriations ridiculously small, 
but the Secretary of War called the attention of the country in his 
last report to the fact that even under the small appropriations 
there has been no sort of correspondence between the several 
items of the bill, and the several branches of seacoast defense have 
not been symmetrically developed. In other words, that while 
we have expended a small amount for guns appropriate for de- 
fense we have appropriated a much smaller amount proportionately 


for carriages upon which these guns must be mounted, We 
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have appropriated a still smaller amount for emplacements in 
which these s must be fixed in order to be effective. For gen- 
tlemen will r in mind that a gon must be mounted on a car- 
riage and it must be emplaced before it can be rendered effective 
if it is to deliver shots against theenemy. Guns without carriages 
and carriages without emplacement are of absolutely no force or 
effect as an agency for defense or offense. 

This appropriation is made doubly important by the further 
consideration that a gun on land is vastly more effective than a 
gun onaship. Let me call the attention of the members of the 
committee who do me the honor to listen to the fact that the testi- 
mony before our committee showed that a gun on board a vessel 
has an effectiveness of only one-fifth to one-third of the effective- 
ness of a gun on land. The testimony also shows that the cost of 
a gun on shipboard is from three to five times as great as the cost 
of a gun on land. In other words, that a dollar expended on land 
defense is from nine to twenty-five times as effective, in the first 
instance, as on board a vessel, while the cost of maintenance of a 
naval defense is infinitely greater than that of a land defense. 
Place a fortification once in condition and there it remains 
for your posterity and mine; but place it on a vessel, complicated 
as it is, while that vessel to-day may be a splendid instrument of 
offensive and defensive warfare, the next year it has already been 
relegated to the past, either because of improvements constant] 
being aaas or by the destructive agencies which necessarily wor. 
upon it. 

Such being the case, it behooves us to place in proper condition 
our land defense; and to that end your 0 has devoted 
itself. We brought before us the experts, those who are quali- 
fied to speak on the matter, and we went about it in a business- 
like way, and I believe in a patriotic way, with a view to present 
here to the consideration of this House and this committee a bill 
making substantial progress in the direction of providing an 
effective defense. I am . impressed with the over- 
whelming necessity for ering in a new era of national defense. 
The bill which we present provides in bulk $11,884,000 for this 
defense. Of this amount there is a direct appropriation of $5,842,- 
3 contracts are authorized in the additional amount of 

Up to this time in our appropriation bills which have become 
laws, provision has been e for 129 guns, 61 carriages andonly 
34 emplacements. In other words, we have provided for 68 more 
guns than we have carriages, for 95 more guns than we have em- 
placements, and for 27 more carriages than we have emplace- 
ments. Under the provisions of this bill, however, we shall have 
provided for 173 , 140 carriages, and 122 emplacements. In 
other words, at the end of the next fiscal year, if this billis en- 
acted into law, the guns will be only 33 in advance of the carriages 
and only 41 in advance of the emplacements, while the carriages 
will be only 8 in advance of the emplacements. That is to say, 
the guns will not be to exceed one year in advance of the other 
branches of the service. 

On this point let me suggest for the consideration of the com- 
mittee that perhaps no mistake has been made in the past in per- 
mitting the existence of the discrepancy to which attention 
been called by the Secretary of War and to which I have alluded 
thus far in my remarks, for we find that in order to construct 
these large seacoast guns from two to three years are required. 
The forgings for these guns must necessarily be provided in ad- 
vance even of entering upon the construction of the guns proper. 
Much time is n for the construction of the guns, very 
much more time than is required for the construction of the car- 
riages or emplacements, and it was therefore, perhaps, the part of 
wisdom to construct the first and to make a considerable 
advance in that branch of the service. 

Another thing to which the attention of the committee is spe- 
cially challenged is the marked advance which has been made in 
the work of constructing carriages. Under the provision of the 
Endicott Board, and as was contemplated for many years there- 
after by the Engineering and Ordnance Departments, these heavy 
guns were manipulated by means of enormous lifts, which were 
operated by machinery complicated in its structure and neces- 
sarily very costly. In these later years invention has proceeded, 
so that instead of these heavy gun lifts, involving an enormous 
outlay of money and labor, there has been gradually evolved what 
is known as the disappearing gun carriage, which enables the gun 
to be loaded under cover, then raised and fired, and returned to 
its position completely hidden. This disappearing carriage is very 
much cheaper the old-fashioned gun lift and fully as efficient 
(viewed from an engineering standpoint, much safer for the gun- 
ners), and it has been estimated by experts there will be a saving 
by the substitution of the disappearing carriages of fully $19,500,- 
000, while the saving in the casements, in engineering work, wi 
be about $9,500,000. In other words, it is estimated that there will 
be a saving from the use of the 1 carriages of about 
$29,000,000. So that the work which been proceeding more 


rapidly in the direction of making heavy guns than of 
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carriages has, in the end, inured to the financial advantage of 
the country. We have not had the benefit of protection mean- 
while, but we have saved our monay, applying it on our debts, 
and thus far have suffered no loss. e have, in other words, been 
extremely fortunate. : 

There has been already evolved, as I have said, a perfectly satis- 
factory disappearing carriage for the 8-inch and 10-inch guns, an 
it is now believed by the Ordnance Department they have also de- 
vised a perfectly satisfactory disappearing carriage for the 12-inch 

ns; so that we can now 3 and I think properly proceed, to 
ring these several branches of our service more nearly into cor- 
respondence. Proceeding on this theory, we have recommended 
a large increase for carriages and emplacements. We have al- 
lowed for our gun and carriage factories an amount sufficient to 
enable them to work at full time, and have made corresponding 
appropriations also for the Engineering Department, so that at the 
en of the fiscal year for which we are providing we shall have 
the several branches of the service into something like reasonable 
correspondence, and with the expiration of another year it is 
thought the several branches will be brought as near: 7 upon a 
Bere, of equal development as the nature of the undertaking 

ts. 

Ihave now only to call the attention of the committee to the 
amount which we have provided for contract work. Let me sug- 
gest further on this point 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If I may interrupt the gentle- 
man, I was unable to hear his statement with r to the whole 
amount appropriated by this bill. What is the amount? 

Mr. ER of Nebraska, Theamountappropriatedin money 
is $5,842,337, while contracts are provided for in addition amount- 
ing to $5,543,276, and for which appropriations must hereinafter 
be made. The cash appropriation will carry the work to March 


1897. 
$, Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. That makes about $11,000,000. 
is bill carries in cash and by 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, 
contract obligations $11,385,613. 
Mr. MCR Vof Kentucky. The bill gives authority to the 
Secretary of War to make contracts involving, as the gentleman 
* an 1 of over $5,000,000. 
. HAINER of Nebraska. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. In what length of time is that 
money to be drawn from the Treasury? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Thereisno stated time. The gen- 
tleman understands that this is not an annual bill. The amounts 
rly ga here are made immediately available and remain 
available until they are expended. Thereis no limitation placed 
on the Secretary of War save the limitation of his discretion, a 
discretion upon which we thought we could safely rely. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The bill carries an i eh ag 
tion, then, for coast defenses amounting to about $6,000,000, as I 
understand? 

A rot HAINER of Nebraska. This is practically all for the coast 
efense. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then the amount for coast 
defenses would be practically about $11,000,000. Will the gentle- 
man please ever where those defenses are to be located—at what 

es 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, That is a matter within the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War. The bill does not undertake to 
make any apportionment between cities or ports. I have called 
attention to the fact that by the report of the Endicott Board and 
the Puget Sound Board, which was made supplemental thereto, 
28 principal ports have 8 for the erection of fortifi- 
cations, and the appropria Hona thus far made have been used for 
bat et ie of ma suitable defenses at those points. z 

r. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I suppose the committee, in 
estimating how much money would be required, took into con- 
sideration the points where works of defense would probably be 
constructed, and I should like the gentleman to state, if he can, 
where the money will probably be expended. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman, on reflection, will 
certainly see that it would not have been wise for the committee 
to go into that question, nor would it be proper for such a ques- 
tion as that to be discussed here in this bon 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Does the gentleman believe 
that the amount proposed to be appropriated by this bill will be 


bist ng Tae our coast? 
Mr. of Nebraska. Oh, no; certainly not. But if suc- 
ceeding Congresses take up the line of work for which we have 
here appropriated 

a Y of Kentucky. Then this is only acommence- 
men 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It is practically a commencement, 
but a very good one. I have already called attention to the fact 
that the recommendations of the Endicott Board involve an ex- 
penditure of about $126,000,000. This amount will be reduced by 
changes already discussed, and, on the other hand, additions must 


d | of about $11,000,000 more. 


be made for new points not considered by the board. We have 
thus far appropriated about $22,000,000, and very nearly one-half 
of that amount has been for objects not contemplated by the En- 
dicott Board. So that thus far we have appropriated only about 
$11,000,000 for the purpose of carrying out the recommendations 
of that board. We now make provision here for the expenditure 
In other words, this bill proposes to 
do substantially as much for coast defense as has been done in all 
the years since 1888. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then about $100,000,000 more 
will be required. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I thought the gentleman said 
that something over $120,000,000 in all would be necessary. 

Mr. GROUT. That was the estimate of the Endicott rd. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. What I wanted was an esti- 
mate or opinion of the committee as to how much would probably 
be 2 for coast defenses beyond the appropriations contained 
in 5 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. In my individual ju ent—I 
would not undertake to bind the committee by any such expres- 
sion of opinion—it will require about $75,000,000 more. In other 


words, it will require about eight years to complete these defenses. 
On this subject I call the attention of the Committee of the Whole 
to this lan . which was used by the direct representative of 


the Secretary of War in the hearings before the committee: 


The completion of the project depends ultimately upon the maximum rate 
of construction of 4 — and mortars, that rate being the slowest in the con- 
struction of any of the items entering into the system. The quota of 8, 10, 
and 12 inch can be completed in eight years, with sufficient appropria- 
tions to at the maximum rate at the Government factory; the quota of 


sagre da, petom wage as rapidly as the guns soa mortars. But sio 
large Q! e rtars 

3 — de finished. ei ee wt fixed an the ans seal 

limit for the completion of the entire work. 

The committee have taken this statement as approximately cor- 
rect, and have made appropriations not only covering the estimate 
8 submitted to us, but exceeding that amount by abont 
$4,000,000, thus, so far as we could, committing Congress and the 
country to a speedy completion of our coast defenses and within 
“the minimum ible limit” suggested by the Secretary of War. 
In this, Mr. Chairman, we believe we are obeying simply the wise 
demands which are made upon us by the people. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman’s statement is 
very interesting to me; and I hope he excuse me for another 
question. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Whatlength of time and what 
amount of sg to pent per annum will be required, in the judg- 
ment 1 ns eman, to complete our coast defenses? 

Mr. of Nebraska. In my judgment we have just 
about determined the annual limit in this bill. If each succeed- 
ing Co! makes an . and gives equal author- 
ization these coast defenses will be completed in about eight years, 
That is about as rapidly as, according to our present information, 
ay can be completed. 

ow, gentlemen of the Committee of the Whole will bear in 
mind that the work on the guns, upon which manifestly the entire 
system of defense must hinge, can not be pushed beyond a certain 
limit. The work of producing the forgings out of which the guns 
are made consumes n ily a large amount of time; the assem- 
bling and finishing of these guns necessarily takes much time, 
The work of constructing carriages can be expedited; while there 
is practically no limit other than the financial one which can be 
8 upon the work of the engineering department. So there- 
ore it behooves us to continue and press forward this work of 
completing our heavy seacoast guns, keeping that work in advance 
of the other branches of the service. This we have undertaken to 
do in the bill which is before us. 

I have already called attention to the fact that we have made 
adequate provision for our gun and carriage factories. There has 
been no stinting of provision for these important factories, estab- 
lishments which it seemed to the committee are deserving the 
ene meed of praise for the excellent work they have thus far 

one. 

Our guns there made are conceded by experts to be as good as 
the best. Our carriages are 33 to the War Department. 

The gee Gr! what we have is excellent. Our only lack isin 
quantity. t lack time and money will supply. 

We have also made a reasonable appropriation in this bill for 
field and siege guns, looking, as we thought we had a right to 
look, to a proper equipment of the land forces of the United 
States that might be ed upon to meet any forces which might 
land upon our coast. We have also made an aig SY ae i up to 
the full estimate for the procurement of sites for fortifications, 

The other items of the bill are those which usually abound in 
bills of this character. Respecting them I need only say we have 
in almost every instance given the full amount of the estimate. 
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Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman from Nebraska state the 
character of the engineering work towhich he hasreferred? Does 
it relate to the — S of the guns and carriages, and work 
of that character? z 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The usual character of such work. 
Mr. STEELE. Since the advent of the 2 gun car- 
sa do they build these on the same plans as formerly? 
i HAINER of Nebraska. Not necessarily. Of course the 
tleman will understand that the disappearing gun carriages 
not require the immense fortification or masonry that was 
former! uired. 

Mr. STEELE. Nor of dirt, either. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No; but they do necessarily 5 gn 
engineering construction of a most important character and in- 
8 much labor and expense. I assume, of course, neither the 
gentleman nor the committee care to go into a technical discussion 
of these emplacements. 

These, Mr. Chairman, are some of the considerations which oc- 
cupied and prompted the committee in reporting the bill, and 
they believe in its 3 they have risen to the plane to 
which the people of this 53 thoughtful consideration of 
W. 


ernment is about to be involved in a war. No threat of any em- 
broilment with a foreign power in any manner prompted our 
committee in recommending the work to be done, or which we 
would have the country enter upon at this time. On the con- 
trary, we believe that the mission of the United States is to-day, 
and that it will be in all the years to come, one of ; but we 
have not felt it either wise or prudent for this Government to 
longer delay the work of reasonable protection to our exposed 
ports and of organizing an efficient system of coast defense against 
such attack as may possibly be e upon it. 

The Government of the United States and the people have no 
desire to build up an enormous Lief Beton shall exceed or equal 
that of any other power. A navy is necessarily offensive in its 
work and character. Our work and our mission is not of that 
description; and while we have no desiga on any foreign power, 
while we are strangers to any yet of subjugation or increase 
of territory by force, while we will cultivate peace with all the 
world, common prudence, which should guide every enlightened 

vernment, uires that we place ourselves in a position at all 

es to be enalled to defend ourselves against aggression. We 
believe that peace can be best and most securely maintained by 
entering upon the work proposed here and carrying it to a speedy 
completion. While we do not believe the purpose of the Govern- 
ment or our people is to engage in war, we yet believe it is our 
duty to be ready for it. We believe the best way to avoid danger 
is to be prepared to meet it when it comes. War is not our mis- 
sion. I would not encourage a taste for it. : 

Neither would I, as a member of this committee, the 
Government of the United States in the line of the great 
naval powers of the world. We are to-day, at best, only at the 
head of the second-class powers respecting our Navy. e can 
not hope, without the expenditure of enormous sums of money, 
to place ourselves in the ranks of the first great naval powers of 
the world. But we can, by the expenditure of a small amount in 
the other direction, place ourselves in a condition where we ne 
rest secure against the encroachments of any power. We wi 
not then place ourselves in the position of a wealthy but thought- 
less person, 8 attack by going into unfrequented paths 

are beset by footpads. this spirit the committee have 

and presented this bill for theconsideration of the House. 

. COOKE of Ilinois. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 

him a question in this connection before he takes his seat? Will 

the gentleman from Nebraska please state what the Endicott Board 

reported as to the question of inland ports, such as those on the 

Great Lakes, with regard to this matter of fortifications and coast 

defenses? Will the gentleman kindly state, in brief, what the 

report recommends in that regard, if there is information acces- 
sible on that point? 

Mr. of Nebraska, I may say, in response to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, in a general way that the report classifies as 
of im with reference to a system of coast defenses, first, 
the city of New York; second, the city of San Francisco; third, the 
city of Boston, and fourth, the on the Great Lakes. That, I 
conceive, covers the question of the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. And the Endicott report, if I under- 
stand the gentleman's answer, deals with the subject of the lake 

rts as of importance when we come to consider the matter of en- 

coast defenses? 


Feo ad KE of Illinois. Iso understood the gentleman’s former 
statement. 

Mr. STEELE. That would apply also to New York, Boston, or 
San Francisco. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. That is a matter left 
entirely to the discretion of the Secre' of War, and there is 
nothing in the bill to direct that this work, at any port, shall or 
shall not be entered upon. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I so understood the statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow mea question? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. If I understand it, in a general way, living as 
I do in the Mississippi Valley, after something of general inquiry 
on the subject, it is sup that with 3,000 miles of boundary 
between our country and Canada on the north, there being some 
70,000,000 people on our side of the line as compared with their 
small population, our ready communications by rail and water- 
ways, the fact that the St. Lawrence is the boundary line for 
hundreds of miles between New York and Canada, the Welland 
Canal on one hand and Canada on the other, that in the event of a 
war with Great Britain, neither country having a naval force on 
the Great Lakes, it is suppone that the conditions I speak of 
would enable us to đefend northern border by attacking what 
might be the enemy in theevent of trouble; and that, so far, there 
has been no estimate or work in pursuance of estimates looking 
toward the fortification of any lake port? . 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is 
substantially correct, and yet 9 The Endicott Board 
did make estimates referring to these lake pea Speaking for 
myself, and having no military experience, I feel that a certain 
degree of modesty is most ing, yet it seems that the very 
conditions which have been suggested by the gentleman from 
Tilinois 3 at least to the lay mind, 
defense for lake ports is the wonderful pre 
power that we have, and since these lake ports could be attacked 
only by our Canadian neighbors, the best way to tect them 
would be to capture Canada, which probably would be done if 
such a necessity presented itself. It is also true that under our 
treaty with England only one armed vessel can be floated in the 
greatest of these lakes, and that bearing only a single of 8 
pounds caliber. So there is nothing serious to apprehend in that 
quarter at present. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Does the gentleman mean to say that 
oy ea of that limited capacity could enter the lakes from 

e sea : 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Oh, no; not at all; because, as I 
understand, vessels of 14 feet draft could enter, unless the Wel- 
land Canal is closed; but that is of easy access and could practi- 
sig doe destroyed in twenty-four hours after war was declared. 

. COOKE of Ilinois. ee e pas ton Welland Canal 
they could float very much larger vessels 

Ne. HAINER of Nebraska. Yes. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. And do I understand the gentleman 
to say that ot Sata not pass the Welland Canal? 

Mr. HAIN of Nebraska. That would be my impression. 
Of course I am not prepared to discuss these questions from the 
technical standpoint of a trained soldier. 

Mr. STEELE. Is it nota fact that the Canadian Government 
now has modern fortifications on her frontier at several places? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Unquestionably; and same 
may be said of Halifax, which is a strongly fortified city. Eng- 
land has proceeded upon an entirely different theory than have 
we hitherto, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I should like to ask the gentleman if it is 
not within the knowledge of the committee that the British Goy- 
ernment is now and has been for several years past expending 
many millions of dollars in fortifications at uimalt, across 
the Strait of Juan de Fuca from Puget Sound, in the State of 
Washington, and that no American citizen and no citizen of that 
province is permitted to have any knowledge of the extent of 
those fortifications, or permitted to know anything, except that a 
vast number of the most modern and powerful guns are being 
placed in position there all the time? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I thank the tleman for his 
information; it affords additional argument for the passage of 
such a bill as we have here presented. . Chairman, I now 
yield 5 the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] such time as he 
may desire, 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I expect to consume but afew 
minutes of the time of the committee. The bill itself, as stated by 
the gentleman in charge of it [Mr. Harver of Nebraska], carries 
an immediate appropriation of $5,842,000, and in addition author- 
izes contracts to the extent of $5,542,276. 

I heartily concur in the provisions of the bill. I think—and I 
may say it ILON ON SA L DAN no share in the tion 
of the bill, it havi n prepared by a subcommittee and sùb- 
mitted to the 


ving 
general committee—that the amount appropriated 


1896. 


is wisely distributed between the two branches of the military 
service which have in charge the construction of fortifications 


along our coast. s 5 

As gentlemen well know, the Ordnance Bureau and the Engi- 
neering Office are the two branches of the military service that are 
charged with this work. Heretofore, with the exception of the 
establishment and maintenance of the gun factory at Watervliet, 
N. Y., there have been but small appropriations, except for the 
purpose of making guns and mortars. In the Fiftieth Congress, 
in order to carry out the provisions of the report of the Endicott 
Board, an appropriation was made for the construction of Water- 
vliet Arsenal, . It was several years before the requisite 
machinery could be secured in order to put that arsenal upon 
a proper footing. That having been done, appropriations have 
been made, year by year, to keep the arsenal running eight hours 
a day during the entire year, and for the purchase of steel ingots 
from the manufacturing industries of the 32 so that we now 
have quite a number of guns of 8, 10, and 12 1 caliber, 

The bill carries larger appropriations than have heretofore been 
made, for the purpose of putting these guns in place at different 
localities on our coast. 


Congress has refused to authorize the construction of so large a 
gun; but the subcommittee on Appropriations, and the general 
committee to whom the bill was committed, have thoughtit wise 
that authority should be given to construct such a gun to be put 
to the extreme test, when it shall have been built, so as to ascer- 
tain by actual experiment whether it would be wise to continue 
the construction of so heavy a gun in the future. 

I will say in conclusion, because the tleman in charge of the 
bill has very clearly and fully i all of its provisions, that 
the bill meets my entire concurrence. I think it is a good bill. 
It is not an extravagant one. I believe the contract features to be 

oper, and think the bill ought to be passed in its t shape. 
Tis not an extravagant one, as I have already said, in any sense 
of the word, and the entire appropriation which has been made 
and the contracts which it authorizes have been divided between 
the two different branches of the military service, the ordnance 
and the engineer offices, in a thoro y practical manner. y 

Mr. COOKE of Ilinois. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
he considers the amount of the appropriation is as large as could 


be Sor pai advantageously for this purpose? Does he not go 


further 

Mr. SAYERS. I think the appropriation carried in the bill is 
as large as it ought to be, and I trust it will not be enlarged in the 
House or in the Senate, but that it will go to the Executive just 
as it is before us. It is all that the Department asks; and, as 
stated by the gentleman in charge of the bill, Watervliet Arsenal, 
which isthe Army Gun Factory, is provided for through the entire 
year at the rate of eight hours’ labor each day; so that there will 
not be a moment's cessation in work on account of the want of 
necessary funds, And then authority is given to purchase mor- 
tars and to contract for carriages. my 2 the bill is 
sufficiently to meet the necessities of service. 

Mr. HILL. the gentleman know whether there is any pro- 
vision in this bill for the location of a site for one of these fortifi- 


cations on Long Island Sound? 
Mr. SA There is a general appropriation of $250,000 for 
e Secretary of War to acquire such 


the purpose of permitting 
sites as to him may seem best. 

Mr. HILL. You do not know whether any portion of that is to 
go to cee a site on Long Island Sound? 

Mr. SAY ERS. We did not undertake to locate the places where 
the fortifications are to be erected. If we had done so, it would 
simply have advertised the fact to parties who own the sites, and 
thus enabled them to extort from the Government. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, the reason why I asked the gentle- 
man this question is because in the Endicott p. there is a recom- 
„ for a fortification at the eastern end of Long Island 

un 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no provision at all made for that place 
in this bill. That is a matter which is and should be intrusted 
entirelx to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. TALBERT. I desire to ask the gentleman a question for 
information, if he will yield to me. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT. In the consideration of the river and harbor 
appropriation bill it was stated that it carried on its face about 

„000,000, and yet the expenditure which would be authorized 
under it would amount to $60,000,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is not the case as to this bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman from Nebraska, in answering 
a question of the gentleman from Kentucky, stated that to carry 
out the 5 of this bill it would require $75,000,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, not at all. The gentleman is mistaken. 
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gentleman from Nebraska. What the gentleman from Nebraska 
said was that, according to the report of what is known as the 
Endicott Board, made a good many years ago, and in order to 
carry out the recommendations of that board, it would be neces- 
to d. in his judgment, about $75,000,000. 
SE T. That does not apply, then, as I understand 
the gentleman, to the present appropriation? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say, . Chairman, to the gentleman 
from South Carolina that this bill shows upon its face every cent 
that the Government will be required to expend under it. 

Mr. TALBERT. That is what I wanted to get at. 

er oe car It is $5,842,337 in cash and $5,542,276 under 
contract. 

Mr. TALBERT. I understand now. 

Mr. SAYERS (continuing). Making the total amount that can 
3 be ded under this bill 811,384,618. 

AL That is the utmost limit. That is the t. 

Mr. SAYERS. And I will state to my friend that it will take 
at least two, and probably three, ee to expend the $5,542,276 
authorized to be contracted for. ow, there is nothing whatever 
deceptive in this bill. Any gentleman can read it and can easily 
understand just what it carries. Each amount is stated its 
sar each amount can not be exceeded by the War Depart: 
ment. 

And I will say further, in answer to my friend in front of me, 
that I do not believe that it would be wise for Congress to specify 
the places that should be fortified and what character of forti 
tions are to be erected, for the reason that the responsibility ought 
to rest solely upon the War Department. That branch of the 
executive department of the Government is charged with the 
defense of the country; and upon it ought to devolve the entire 
responsibility. The only duty that belongs to Congress is that of 

oviding the proper 8 to enable the Secretary of 

ar to carry out his plans for an appropriate defense. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said all that I desire, and yield back my 
time to the per] from Nebraska. 

Mr. BAR T of New York. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the committee, as one of the Democratic members of the 
Committee on Secs and one of the two Democratic 
members on the subcommittee which had charge of this bill mak- 
ing appropriations for fortifications and the armament thereof, 
and as the only Northern member of that subcommittee, I feel it 
eA duty to submit some remarks to the committee before this 
bill is passed. The views which I shall utter will represent, I 
presume, the views of Northern Democrats, and, I trust, the 
views of the Democracy of the whole country as to the propriety 
of suitable appropriations for our coast defenses, for our coast 
fortifications, and for the armament of those fortifications. 

Let me first, gentlemen of the committee, call your attention 
to the present condition of this country in respect to defense. As 
to that condition there is no secret. There is no foreign govern- 
ment, there is no European power, which does not have accurate 
and definite information as to our strength and fighting rr a oh 
both offensive and defensive, to aman and to a . Soif I draw 
attention to our defenseless condition, to the helpless condition of 
our harbors and our seaports, I betray no secret. It is well known 
to all of you and to every intelligent man in the United States that 
we are powerless to-day to resist the inroads or incursions of any 
foreign fleet. One of the most distinguished of our naval officers, 
one t whom there is no man in the service of higher ability or 
finer character, Admiral Walker, testified not long since before a 
committee that within ten days, in the event of a war eee 
great Euro power, most of our seacoast cities could be rui 

The gentleman from Nebraska . Harner] said, if I mistake 
not, that we were asecond or third rate naval power. If we take 
the schedule of armored vessels we are at best only the fifth power, 
and if we take the aggregate of all the vessels in the ah Meck 
should be placed seventh in rank. It is well known that Great 
Britain is first, that France is second, and that Russia is third; 
and if we take the armored vessels as the test, Germany would be 
placed before the United States of America, whereas if we take 
the vessels armored and unarmored, all the vessels on the list, we 
shall be obliged to concede to the Netherlands and to Italy a po- 
sition superior to our own. So, Mr. Chairman, the most that we 
can claim is that to-day we are a fifth-rate naval power. I read 
the other day a very able speech by the Senator from Vermont, 
Mr. PROCTOR, on coast defenses, delivered I believe on the 27th 
day of February in the Senate of the United States. In that 

Senator Proctor deprecated any further substantial ad- 
vance in our Navy. He maintained that the only proper thing 
was to have a satisf: system of coast defenses with adequate 
tions and for the strengthening and 


i the 3 of coast defenses should go 
hand in hand, and t, year year for some years to come, 
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we should make provision for the building of at least four new 
battle ships, and this year I should have been willing to have 


voted for the construction of six new battle ships. Itis hardly 
necessary, I presume, to call the attention of members of this 
committee to the great numerical, overpowering strength of the 
British navy as compared with our own; tothe fact that Great Brit- 
ain has y 50 battle ships against our 3, and will have in a few 
months 60 in commission as opposed to the 8 which we may have 
in commission two years hence. The same discrepancy is found 
throughout the whole list of vessels, cruisers, coast-defense ves- 
sels, torpedo boats, and all the vessels of the two navies, armored 
and unarmored. Then, sir, reflect for a moment upon the fact 
that Great Britain has a navy of nearly 89,000 men, while our 
total force is only 18,460, including the marines. 

So, gentlemen, we must assume that it never will be in our 
power until we have a surplus revenue greater than any for which 
we may soon hope to maintain a navy which can compete with 
the navy of Great Britain, or with the navy of France, or with 
the navy of Russia. But what can we do, gentlemen? What is 
the imperative and the essential duty that is now incumbent upon 
us? Itis to defend our helpless coast. It is to defend our great 
seaports. It is to begin a tic, continuous provision or 
plan for the construction of adequate coast defenses along our 
whole coast line. Gentlemen must remember that, in rough fig- 
ures, the Atlantic seaboard runs along for some 2,043 miles; that 
in the Gulf of Mexico our coast line is 1,810 miles; that on the 
Pacific Slope our coast line is 1,850 miles; and, of course, these fig- 
ures do not include the indentations along the coast. 

Now, we do not, of course, Boke ope ‘to construct fortifications 
along the whole coast line of the Atlantic seaboard, the Gulf, and 
the Pacific, but we do propose to 8 our principal seaports 
and the mouths of our great harbors and rivers. Let us say first, 
however, that in submitting these views I do not assume for one 
moment that my conception of the plan to be adopted is to be con- 
sidered as binding upon my associates. I do not know that my 
conception is the same as that which is entertained by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska, who has submitted this bill. I do not know 
but that my views differ somewhat in substance or in detail from 
the views entertained by the pona who has just addressed 
the committee. But I will tell you what I think should be done; 
and I will give you my idea as to the vote which I cast when I 
vote for these appropriations. 

To-day, as I have indicated, we are absolutely at the mercy of 
a fleet of any foreign power, unless that foreign power be weaker 
in its naval armament than we are to-day. e should be power- 
less as against the fleets of Great Britain, France, Russia, or even 
Germany. The experts tell us that any foreign fleet, any forei 

uadron of ordinary power, could do one of three things: It could 
eigher occupy an American harbor, for instance the harbor of one 
of our great seacoast cities, or it could shell the city, or it could, 
by its presence within the harbor lines, extort contribution and 
ransom equal in value to all the property lying exposed to the 
shells of the foreign vessels. Do you gentlemen, irrespective of 

arty—do you as patriots—hesitate for one moment as to your 
duty not only to your constituents but to the whole American 
people? Will: there be any man on either side of this House who 
Pat venture for one moment to oppose pth sewage of this bill? 

I say that if we could use more money within the fiscal year 
if we could provide wisely for larger 8 for one 
should gladly vote for larger sums. e have, according to my 
con tion of our report, declared ourselves substantially in favor 
of 3 Endicott plan —that is, a plan similar in its scope to 
the plan adopted by the Endicott Board of 1886, but simpler and 
somewhat modified in details, because it has been found that 
owing to improvements and new inventions, certain guns can be 
made at a less cost. It has also been found that the old gun lift 
must be superseded for the new disappearing gun carriage. I 

ak now as to the gun carriage for 12-inch steel guns; for we 
8 have disappearing gun carriages for the S- inch guns and 
for the 10-inch guns. : 

Gentlemen will remember that the plan of the Endicott Board 

rovided, in substance, for the erection of coast defenses or forti- 
8 Whether this matter be important to members of this 
committee or not, I think, gentlemen, you will all agree with me 
that no appropriation bill, nor any bill of any form, has come 
here for consideration during the present session which is of 
graver importance to the American people than this. The whole 
American people, irrespective of party, demand the adoption of a 
complete and satisfactory system of coast fortification and coast 
defense. The interests of commerce and navigation, the manu- 
facturer, the banker, and the business man in every avocation, 
the professional man, the whole press of the country, the artisan, 
the mechanic, the day laborer—all unite, Mr. Chairman, in favor 
of the system of continuous construction of coast defenses 
throughout our whole coast line. 

And, gentlemen, although we can not conclude the War Depart- 
ment as to the ports which are to be fortified—as to the special 


seacoast cities coming within the purview of the general plan—it 
is no secret that the plan must include all the principal seaports 
along the Atlantic Seaboard, commencing with the Penobscot and 
Kennebec rivers, taking in Portland, Me.; coming along to Ports- 
mouth, N. H.; thence taking in Boston and New ord, Narra- 
gansett Bay and the east entrance of Long Island Sound, and in- 
cluding New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Washington; 
passing on to the South and taking in all the Se seria seaports 
on the South Atlantic coast—that is, Hampton Roads, Wilming- 
ton, N. C., Charleston, and Savannah; thence on to the Gulf Coast, 
taking in Key West, Pensacola, Mobile, New Orleans, and Galves- 
ton. I shall not attempt, Mr. Chairman, to enumerate each of the 
seaport cities or harbors that should be defended. But on the 
Pacific Coast we have San Diego, we have San Francisco, we have 
Portland, Oreg., and also Puget Sound. So there would seem to 
be an intent on the part of the General Government, on the 

of the War Department, to make in every instance a fair and just 
appropriation of the money which is given to the Department or 
to the Board of Ordnance and Fortification for distribution. 

Now, Geir the plan which we have adopted has the sup- 
port of the Chief of Ordnance, General Flagler; it has the support 
of the Chief of Engineers, General Craighill; it has the support 
and approval of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications—that 
continuous Board which is presided over by the Major-General in 
Command of the Army, General Miles, and which has one civilian 
in its membership, General Outhwaite, our colleague in the Fifty- 
third Con , and which also has as members Col. Royal T. 
Frank, of the artillery; Col. Peter C. Hains, of the Engineers, and 
two ordnance officers, I believe, Major Phillips and Captain Ayers. 
This Board, composed of efficient officers, supports the project 
now submitted by the Committee on Appropriations. 

In answer to the s tion made to me sotto voce by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], I wish to say that the 
bill now before the Committee of the Whole has the unanimous 
support and approval of all the members of the Committee on 
5 Republicans and Democrats alike. 

believe that the original plan of the Endicott Board contem- 
plated an e diture of $97,000,000. It has been asked by certain 
entlemen, Mr. Chairman, how much money we propose to expend. 
he distinguished gentleman from Kentuc: Mr. McCreary], 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, evin a few moments ago 
his interest in this question. He desired to know how much money 
it was proposed to expend. Now, my idea of the general plan is 
that we must expend in all either $85,000,000 or $97,000,000. The 
money will be distributed, in round numbers, as follows: For the 
ns and gun carriages we shall have to spend in all about 
„600,000. And, Mr. Chairman, as to the guns, let me call the 
attention of the committee to the general plan contemplated. Itis 
settled that the guns are to be 8-inch guns, 10-inch guns, and 12- 
inch guns, made of steel, and of course the carriages will be of a 
character to correspond with the size of the guns. We are then to 
have 12-inch mortars, a small number of 10-inch mortars in addi- 
tion to these, and we are to have 360 rapid-fire for flank fire 
or defense. In addition to these items, $115,000 is appropriated for 
the purpose . steel forgings in order to construet a 
16-inch gun. e Board of Ordnance and Fortifications report as 
to the 16-inch gun that it will be an absolute necessity, that we 
must have guns of that caliber in the future; and I call your atten- 
tion to the fact, in this connection, that Great Britain has alread: 
sixteen 16-inch or larger caliber guns, France has eight of 164-in 
caliber, and that Italy has guns of from 17 to 174 inch caliber. 

Under the general plan it is proposed to construct, build, or 
purchase 203 12-inch guns, 180 10-inch guns, and 98 8-inch guns. 
Some of these guns have been already constructed, but the work. 
as yet, may be said to be scarcely more than just commenced, and 
it is very incomplete. We have some 86 mortars already built, 
with their carriages; that is, of the 12-inch size and type, the most 
favored size being the 12-inch mortars. In all, provision is made 
for the construction of 1,032 12-inch mortars and 24 10-inch mor- 
tars, with carriages of the necessary size to mount them. That is 
the general plan contemplated by the bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have already stated, we appropriate 
forty-four million and some hundreds of thousands of dollars for 
guns and mortars and for their carriages. The guns and mortars 
will cost of that sum, in round numbers, $26,800,000 and the car- 
riages $17,800,000. For the emplacements, or the places, in ordi- 
nary la e, where the guns are to be mounted and set in posi- 
tion, we have to expend—it all coming under the general 
head of fortifications—the sum of some $41,000,000, in round num- 
bers; * 1 cyte ee ace hes or ae aurin the 

resent on o mgress di ave been produce illus- 
Fas a point, I shall produce one myself for the 5 of the 
members of the committee from the edition of the Scientific 
American of the 14th of March of this year, to illustrate an 8-inch 


barbette in ition at Fort Wadsworth, New York Harbor. 
to which I ask the attention of the members who take an interest 
in this discussion. 
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A in barbette, I may say, ineans a gun upon a mound or 
1 fires over the parapet of a fortification, instead 
of firing throughanembrasure. It is raised upon a platform, which 
enables it to fire over the parapet. And permit me to say in con- 
nection with this explanation that “emplacement,” a word fre- 
quently used in connection with fortifications, is a military term; 
you will not find it in thedictionary, but it seems to be in essence 
the same as the placement or placing in position. It is the posi- 
tion or place where the gun stands, and the word itself may be 
defined, from a military standpoint, as embracing the site or plat- 
form on which the gun rests to protect the parapet and the maga- 
zine. So, if we have the emplacement, consisting of the platform, 
the ine, and the parapet, we have the whole fortification, and 
the only other items to be considered are the gun carriages and 
the gun itself. So the whole subject of fortifications may be said 
to be included in the emplacement, the carriage, and the gun. 

Now, of the $85,000,000 we must expend in any event some 
forty-four and one-half millions, as I have already said, on the 
guns and carriages; some forty-one millions on the fortifications, 
that is, on the masonry, armor, platforms, parapets, and the gen- 
eral line of fortifications, and then two and one-half millions more 
for submarine defenses or torpedoes, and a million and a half 
more for the purchase of the sites, and adding all of these together 

ou will find the aggregate carried by the whole of the items I 

ve mentioned will reach about eighty-nine and one-half mil- 
lions of dollars. But, gentlemen, we must have projectiles; we 
must have armor-piercing shot or deck-piercing shell in addition; 
and the cost of armor-piercing shot and deck-piercing shell will 
amount to $7,500,000more. So we have in round numbers $97,000,- 
000 to be voted as a total for the fortifications and their armament 
to be provided for the protection of our seacoast. 

When I voted for this bill in committee I believed I was voting 
for the initial step in a continuous system 8 for the con- 
struction of fortifications and coast defenses; and I believe that 
we shall be compelled, if this plan be inaugurated, for the next 
eight years to contribute either ten or eleven million dollars a 

ear, or to pay that sum, in the continuation of the work on coast 
efenses and fortifications. 

Now, a word as to the other measures which have been intro- 
duced into the Congress of the United States bearing upon this 

uestion. The Senator from Washington [Senator SQUIRE] intro- 
daos a bill in the Senate providing for some eighty millions of 
dollars to be expended on coast defenses. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Senator LODGE], I believe, in another bill proposed an 
expenditure of about a hundred million dollars for the same pur- 

. It is proposed by the bills now before the Senate of the 
United States, in other words, to do what? To use eighty million 
or a hundred million dollars for coast defenses and fortifications 
and to pay for them by the issue of bonds; that is, materially 
increasing our national debt for all time to come. 

This 5 bill will render all such measures unneces- 
sary. e provide funds for all that can be done for the year 
coming, or within the period of time that should be covered by 
the general appropriation bill. In other words, there is no need 
of appropriating another dollar other than that which is appro- 
priated in this bill. It has been the p of the committee, 
well defined and well considered, to use for coast defenses and 
coast fortifications all the money which could be used within the 
fiscal year. These appropriations become available at once. So 
we have intended to appropriate all the money which could be 
used before the ist of Rach, 1897, and, in addition to that, to 
provide for contracts which have no definite limits, but which may 
run throughout the fiscal year, or even for two years. 

Now, if the bill introduced by the Senator from Massachusetts 
or the bill introduced by the Senator from Washington should 
come here for consideration, it would not be necessary for this 
House to consider them during the present session or at any time 
in the future, provided the plain, businesslike proposition we 
submit to the committee to-day receives the approval of the com- 
mittee and of the House; and I submit, gentlemen of the commit- 
tee, that it is far better to pay for these coast defenses out of our 
current revenues than it is to add to and increase the enormous 
national debt under which we are suffering to-day. 

For two reasons, Mr. Chairman, I submit that this bill should find 
favor. In the first place, because it is demanded by the danger of 
the hour. Itis demanded by the imperative necessity which now 
lies upon us. And there is another reason. It is demanded by the 
interests of American labor. It is well said, Mr. Chairman, by the 
Board of Ordnance and Fortifications, in their report which was 
submitted on the 3lst day of October last, that it is a ity to 
build ificent workshops and to allow them to lie idle. In 
other words, the workshops should be run up to their fair workin, 
capacity of eight hoursa day. And, Mr. Chairman, in the bil 
which we have now submitted we have made provision for the 
running of our great gun factory at Watervliet for eight hours a 
day throughout the whole year. And let me say in passing, gentle- 
men, that we ought to congratulate ourselves upon the present 
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condition of our arsenals and our manufacturing establishments, 
We have, in all, one armory and four arsenals which are entitled 
to ial attention. 

At the armory in Springfield, Mass., the small arms, that is, the 
improved Krag-J orgenan rifles, are manufactured, and we turn 
out now some 15,000 per annum. At the Frankford Arsenal the 
cartridges are manufactured. Atthe Rock Island Arsenal, in Illi- 
nois, the artillery harness, the equipments for the infantry and 
cavalry, and the target material are manufactured. And then we 
come to the „ or which, that at aren, is 
our gun-carri ory. the gun carriages not purchased 
for our 8 manufactured at Watertown, and it is said in the 
report of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications that the estab- 
lishment of the 1 factory at Watertown has been a 
great success, and that it has demonstrated that the Government 
of the United States can manufacture gun carriages that in quality 
of workmanship, in cost, and in celerity of delivery compare most 
favorably with those manufactured at any other gun 5 or 
even surpass them. That is to say, that the gun factory in those 
qualities surpasses the private factories. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, while we are able to manufacture our gun 
carriages, and while we are able to make the guns, we are not 
able to make the steel, and that has to be purchased either from 
the Bethlehem Iron Company or from the Midvale Steel Company, 
or from some other private corporation. But in that we should 
find rather a source of congratulation, because as long as the 
money goes to the support of American labor, aslong as it goes to 
keep American factories running, it ought to be a subject of con- 
gratulation rather than of dismay or of disappointment. 

At the gun factory at Watervliet we manufacture some 35 or 40 
guns per annum, and it is proposed, in the plan which will probably 
be adopted by the War De ent, that all the heavier seacoast 
guns shall be manufactured at the Watervliet factory, that is, at 
the Army Gun Factory near Troy, N. Y., and that the heavier 
gun carriages shall be manufactured at the Government factory 
at Watertown. Some 100 guns, under the law of 1891, have been 
18 for under an existing contract in force with the Bethle- 

em Iron Company. 

I think we have sufficiently gone into details; and now, Mr. 
Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, in conclusion, whether 
you be in spirit for war or for peace, whatever position any one of 
you may have taken on the stirring questions of the hour or of the 
past few months, I believe that every one of you will advocate an 
efficient system of coast fortifications or coast defenses; and I call 
your attention to the words of a great English writer on inter- 
national law. 

Of the primary or absolute rights of a nation, the most essential, 
and as it were the cardinal right, upon which all others hinge, is 
the right of self-preservation, and all these rights, he tells us—that 
is, the primary or absolute rights of nations—are founded on 
moral truth. And then, as an adjunct to the right of self-preser- 
vation, he tells us we have the right of self-defense. He says: 

an nee uua ——— bday cree not bagi 3 = ropal ag 

Ssion against O again: mem - 

rs is unequal to the object of its institution. an 3 

And I cite further, gentlemen of the committee, the words of 
the great writer on international or public law Vattel, in his 
Droit des Gens, where he says: 


The nation ought to put itself in such a state as to be able to repel and 
humble an unjustenemy. This is an important duty which the care for its 
own perfection and even its self - preservation imposes both on the state and 
on its conductors. 


And after thus citing the words of Vattel and of the English 
law writer in support of my position—that is, in support of my 
theory and view that we should take care for the preservation of 
our own, and that we have the right to defend our own coast—I 
desire to call the attention of the committee to the words of one 
of the greatest Democrats that ever lived in the United States. 
I allude to the Hon. Samuel J. Tilden, at one time President of 
the United States. pangen] 

Mr. HARDY. Did he draw the salary? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No, gentlemen; Mr. Tilden did 
not draw his salary. He received the votes, that is, the fair votes, 
and he was duly elected President of the United States; and I be- 
lieve that is conceded by almost everyone save the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. HARDY. If the gentleman will allow me—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield?- 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No, sir; I can not. 

on CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York declines to 
yield. 

1 CHILD. Will my colleague permit me to ask him a 

u on 
i Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the committee, I do not wish by an innocent remark of mine 
to be drawn into a political discussion. I had conceived that 
after a lapse of 2 . all political question as to the elec- 
tion of Mr. Tilden ied out; but I will refer to his letter as 
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the letter of a great Democrat; and this letter was written about 
the ist day of ber, 1885. It was then that Mr. 
Carlisle the Hon. John G. Carlisle - would be S of the new 
House; and on the 1st day of December, 1885, Mr. Tilden, from 
his country home known as Greystone, addressed a letter to Mr. 
Carlisle on coast defense and the urgency of making due provision 
therefor. The condition of affairs in this country then was some- 
what peculiar. We then had a surplus, and the question first 
considered by the great Democratic statesmen was, t shall be 
done with thes us? Shall we apply that surplus to a reduction 
of the revenue; we apply it to part payment of the public 
debt, said Mr. Tilden, or shall we devote it to the coast defenses, 
and make due provision therefor? He alluded to the Monroe doc- 
trine, that doctrine which had found fayor in the United States 
of America, in this language: 
It is now more than sixty years since we announced to the world that we 
d resist any attempts, from whatever quarter they might come, to make 
any new coloni erican con ; that while we 
rotec’ of the different 
from every attempt to subject them to the 
power or to interfere with their undisturbed 
self-government. Thisannouncement was formally 
0 President Monroe. after consultation with Mr. i and Mr. 
Jefferson. It wasformulated by John Adams. Our Government has 
ae meee 3 Monroe doctrine, Foi rer so late as 1865 it warned 


Napoleon Mexico. It is foresee, in the recent scram- 
ble of the European for uisition of colonies, how soon an occasion 
may arise for our pu’ in ce the Monroe doctrine. 


And then come these sound words of wisdom, and I call the 
attention of the members of the committee to this concluding sen- 
tence, and whether you be in favor of the Monroe doctrine or not 
I think you will concede that that doctrine has found utterance 
on more than one occasion since the beginning of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress. Mr. Tilden says: 

It is clear that there ought to be some relation between our assertion of 
that doctrine and our preparation to maintain it. 

But, I say, whether we desire to assert that doctrine or not, 
whether we do assert the Monroe doctrine or not, even the most 
peace-loving American citizen, even though he be about to attend 
the sessions of the arbitration convention or committee, must 
admit that it is an imperative duty now incumbent upon us and 


upon every patriot to appropriate money for our coast defenses 
and fortifications. Whyshould we appropriate money? Because 


the great deterrent force lies in having our seaports and our har- 
bors ready for an incursion or an inroad by any foreign people. 
Let us fortify them, whether it take even more than eight or 
nine years. Let us commence to-day. Let us on this 14th day of 
April, 1896, pass this bill and take the initiatory step toward the 
building and construction of a complete cordon of fortifications 
around our whole coastline, extending from Maine to Washington. 

In conclusion, let me direct your attention to these remarkable 
words of the same great statesman, Samuel J. Tilden: 


fense luvites want of consideration in our diplomacy, Mfustioe, arrbeaace, 
in wal era n 0¹ „ „ 
and insult at the hands of foreign nations. * sts 

So, gentlemen, I appeal to you, without distinction of party, to 
pass this bill at once. It will find su t in the platform of 
every party at the coming election, and it will meet the hearty 
sopore: and acclaim of all your constituents, no matter what 

e political faith may be which you are sent here to represent. 
[Loud applause. ] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. BINGHAM having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
bills of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House 
‘was requested: 

A bill (S. 485) for the relief of the trustee of St. Joseph's Cath- 
olic Church at Martinsburg. W. Va.; and 

A bill (S. 2783) to establish a life-saving station on the coast of 
New Hampshire or Massachusetts between the Hampton and the 
Merrimac rivers. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Resolved i ing), 

ori Se Sat hs to ee a ep tare oc ai 

tural riment sta for the fiscal ending June 30, 1895, in compli- 
ance with the act approved August 8, 1 making appropriations for the 
ud ine of Agriculture, be printed as a document; and that there be 
ted, in addition to the usual number, 2,00 copies of said report, the extra 
Copies to be distributed under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee again resumed its session, Mr. HOPKINS in the 


Mr. LIVINGSTON, Mr. Chairman, this bill carries something 
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over $11,000,000. I take it for granted that there will be no op- 
position to the bill on the floor of this House. It may appear 
somewhat extra t to some members of this committee and to 
some persons on the outside that we should jump from a little 
above two millions last year for fortifications and armament to 
eleven millions this year, especially at a time when our Govern- 
ment is borrowing money on bonds at a very heavy sacrifice to the 
taxpayers of the country, and when there is very little money in 
the I want to te the country, however, that 
now, when it is a settled fact that Mr. McKinley will be the Re- 
publican nomineeand that theA. P. A.’s will defeat him [laughter], 
and when it is an acknowledged fact that the true Jeffersonian 
Democracy of this country take charge of the next Chicago 
convention and bring ample relief to the people [laughter]—I de- 
sire, I say, to tulate the . upon this state of facts 
and to say to those who may be inclined to be apprehensive on ac- 
count of this large a poon that they may just as well rest 
PEA DIOE Sor y, for this country will be safe after the 4th 
of next. [Cries of That is right,” and applause on the 


3 side.] Z 
committee, in formulating this appropriation bill, has fol- 
lowed closely the suggestions of Gen ler and others who 
know far more about the condition and requirements of our arma- 
ment and fortifications than any individual or member of this 
House can know. Therefore, if your committee has made a mis- 
take, it has been led into it by those who ought to know and doubt- 
less do know what ought to be appropri for the several arms 
of the service. Secretary Lamont, in his rt last fall sug- 
i = 5 e a — 8 ot anan: $6,610, 
included an appropriation for guns, mo , carriages, etc., 
of $4,175,155, and for emplacements, sites, fortifications, casema’ 
submarine mines, and galleries, $2.135,000, making a total o 
over six millions of money. Now, this bill carries for guns, car- 
riages, mortars, etc., $5,542,276, and for emplacements, sites, for- 
tifications, and submarine mines, $5,842,337, making in all over 


$11,000,000. 
The advantages in the appropriations in this bill over any other 
bill that has been before the House in a long while is in this par- 
i „that we have endeavored to even up the armament and 
fortifications of the country so that the guns that are now on 
skids will be on carriages, and the guns and carriages will be on 
their emplacements, so that in case of an emergency we can util- 
ize all of our guns, and at the same time provision is made for a 
sufficient number of rounds of ammunition for all these guns. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not take much stock in the danger of 
an early war with Spain or with England. Ido not think that 
either one of those countries intends to fight us. 

Mr. TALE y the 88 ely that 7 British 2 
ernment sent forty-four or forty-five rapid-firing guns 
Kingston, Canada, to protect the lakes? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Oh, yes; and if they had 145 it would not 
make any difference; not a particle. This Government can take 
Canada in three weeks from to-day, with any number of fortifi- 


cations, guns, and men that Eng can put there. Butitis 
good policy. common sense, opu our defenses in proper 
pass without any lengthy 


condition, and I trust that this bill 
discussion. There does not appear to be any opposition to it, and I 
presume rites there is nobody on the floor of this House 3 
question propriety making these appropriations. ey 
might have seg E r, much larger, and perhaps they ought to 
have been larger. I want to say this: It has been given out 
from some quarters that we are in very great er, and that if 
we should have a war with England or with Spain or with both 
our defenses are in such a condition that we could not make a 
respectable defense. That is a mistake. And if the su, tions 
of the distinguished tleman from New York, to which my 
friend who has just taken his seat alluded, had been carried ont 
thirty years ago, those very defenses and those very guns would 
have been y out of date—would have been of no use to us. 
It is the policy of this Government to go slowly and gradually 
in this sort of work because of the improvements which are being 
made from year to year, and I might almost say from day to day. 
Why, sir, the guns which we had twenty years ago are to-day of 
no use; the fortifications we had fifteen years ago are to-day prac- 
tically useless. We have got to keep pace with the progress of 
improvements. I think we have enough money in this bill to pur- 
sue that line of policy. If we cover now the latest improvements 
in guns, fortifications, etc., we can a year from now make further 
appropriations covering improvements as they are made, thus 
securing the best types of guns to be had in this country or any 
other. In this way, by moderate though liberal appropriations, 
we can keep pace with the progress of military science, without 
being extravagant or waatea] with the Ae money. ; 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, it is particu- 


larly gratifying that the Appropriations Committee is unanimous 
in reporting sued a bill as the one under discussion. My only 
regret in connection with it is that the bill has not gone further 
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and appropriated alarger sum of money; that its purpose has not 

been to put this country in the completest position of defense 

which money can accomplish within a reasonable time. That is 

the only criticism which can be made upon the bill. I presume, 

however, that a majority of the House will be satisfied with this 

measure as it is, because it is so much better than anything pro- 
in any recent Congress. : Se: 

But it is to be borne in mind, Mr. Chairman, that this bill does 
not come up to the requirements of the War Department or of 
the General in pened of the Army. : 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman will allow me to suggest 
that we have absolutely gone beyond the estimates of the Secre- 
tary of War and of the heads of the different departments of the 
Arm 


Mr BAKER of New Hampshire. If the gentleman will wait 
a moment, I think I will convince him absolutely that I am cor- 
rect in the statement I have just made. 

In 1886, as has been stated here, the Endicott Board reported a 

tem of general coast defenses, which included 27 ports, to which 
the Puget Sound country was subsequently added, making 28 
ports. e estimated cost of that system was $97,782,800. T. 
was asked at that time an appropriation of $21,500,000 for that 
immediate year, and an annual appropriation of $9,000,000 for 
each subsequent year until the whole system of defenses should 
be completed. the recommendation of the Endicott Board had 
been carried out by sufficient appropriations, the year just closed 
would have ONA I the 9 = our ae coast acces = 
cording to that ; andins of being y practi with- 
ont a coast Jafon, we should have a system which would need 
only to be brought down to and preserved in the ever-present 
state of the art. 

It is true, as the gentleman who has recently addressed the 
House says, that there are continual improvements in the line of 
defense, in the making of guns, etc. But the same remark will 
apply to every avocation of life, to every pursuit in which indi- 
Sian or nations engage. Of course it is appropriate that every 
nation, while being each day and each hour in a proper state of 
defense, should also keep up with every improvement made in the 
arts of war and peace. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman will allow me to 
say that there has been no special improvement during the period 
arpe to in guns. The only improyement has been with re- 

t to i . In that period we would have lost about 

000,000 in the purchase of gun carriages and the gun lift, 
which the disappearing carriages are about to supersede. 

Mr. BAKER of New ire. And that loss, taking into con- 
sideration the security which it would have given us, would have 
been gladly approved by every patriotic citizen. This matter of 
coast defense—the providing of guns, fortifications, and arma- 
ments—is in the nature of an insurance poli t 
give security to the nation and comfort to the individual citizen. 

As it is, we find that at present only 3 of the 18 ports under 
= psig consideration have any kind of defense. Of these, New 

ork has 2 12-inch guns and 16 12-inch mortars; San Francisco, 1 
12-inch gun and 16 15-inch mortars; Boston, 16 12-inch mortars 
and not a single ; and all the other ports of this great country 
are absolutely defenseless. 

Now, as the peneman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] pointed 
out, the fleet of a hostile nation may come so close to the city of 
New York as to demand a ransom, which would be greater than 
the whole amount of money which the Endicott Board asked to 
have appropriated or which is now asked by the Secretary of War 
for the defense of our several ports. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, I 
should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I suppose the tleman has given this 
subject a good deal of attention, and therefore I wish to ask how 
these mortars, under the plan of the War Department, are to be 
used in defense of the harbors? According to ä 
they have always been used for the pore of bombarding be- 
sieged cities or in some similar line of warfare. 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. They are equally valuable to 
bombard a fleet, and the deck-piercing shells which are spoken of 
in the blll will of course be fired from the mortars, 

Mr. GROUT. And with unerring precision. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. With such precision as al- 
most to equal a direct-firing gun. The mortars, I might say, are 
rifled as well as the guns. It is ve gratifying that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BARTLETT made so good a b- 
lican speech, and I only regret, Mr. i , that at the last he 
was compelled to drag into it something of 2 litics, when 
otherwise his whole remarks had been upon the high plane of na- 
tional patriotism. We can forgive him, however, for that, be- 
cause it is so much better than we have been accustomed to hear 

tlemen of like political views. 

But I promised to state to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
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LivINGsTON] the reasons why I made the remarks with which I 
began, I find in Senate Document No. 104, which is the report of 
the Secretary of War in reply to a resolution of the Senate, that 
he says, under date of February 3, 1896, a little over two months 
ago: 

Ihave the honor to state that the sum of $25,678,860 . 
used by the War Department for the purpose of coast defense prior to July 
1, 1897, of which amount, if itshould be appropriated, Seppe should bemade 
available during the present fiscal year, to be expen as follows— 


That is, the present fiscal year, ending on the 30th day of June 


P sate 
‘or working gun factory full capacity eight hours 
day in finishing and assembling guns during 2 


y 
Too Dae Oa ooo once Ra ae noc a aai aS $55,000 
By the Engineer Department: 
SE as a ko ͤ —-! — ees 0, AT, OOD 
Pe, RE ae ee St BE Oe EE A 


And you will notice that the present bill, not for the present 
fiscal year alone but for the coming year as well, provides an ap- 
propriation of $250,000 for this purpose— 

For submarine defenses 2 $850,000 

Then, again, he says: 


Seen million nine hundred and fifty-six thousand eight hundred and 
sixty d would be expended during the fiscal year June 30, 1897, 
as follows: 
By the Ordnance Department: 
For mortars, carriages, powder, projectiles, etc.......... $6,318,860 
By the Engineer Department: 
r eee Sepa De PS eR en PS Na PE 12,340, 000 
717... y . — 000 
For submarine defenses „„. — 1,650,000 


22 tee fx Trenien emi fn 
ie amonn or work W. h 
total amount . for ordnance work would be $6,371,860. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I feel justified in saying that, gen- 
erous as this bill may be regarded, it does not meet the emer, 
upon us, and does not fully, or even a 


oximately, meet the de 
mands, and the very recent demands, of the War Department for 
necessary funds to ded in coast defenses. 


But the Secretary of War goes still further and points out in 
this report the special advan which would t from such 
an immediate appropriation. Using his own language: 


hing the relative cost for supervision, inspection, light, 
heat, power; (2) the are rapid armament ot mae fortificati 2 
measure would add to the number of carri already built, building, and 
estimated for, about eight 12-inch. eight 10-inch, and seven 8-inch of 
the types most thus enabling most of the guns that will be comp! 
during the next fiscal year to be mounted as rapidly as emplacements can 
be provided for them; (3) an addition of twelve mortars and carriages to 
those already estimated for, which, with those now on hand, will soni a 
16-gun battery of this much-needed t ; (4) the purchase of an additional 
deck-piercing shells, one hundred and twenty-five 8-in thirty-tive 
10-inch, and twenty 12-inch armor-piercing shot; (5) a supply of y mate- 
w y mor- 
tars, with their carriages, ns, and equi ts, and (6) the more 


rapid construction of em receive mi car- 
JV 8 

He still beyond this; and I commend this document of the 
Senate to the careful consideration of every member of the Honse. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Will the gentleman from New 
Hampshire allow me an interruption just there? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. inly. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. About six weeks after that docn- 
ment was published the War ent was called on by the 
Committee on Appropriations to make a revised estimate, if it saw 
fit to do so, . proposed expenditures for ordnance and 
engineering work. ese estimates were made and submitted to 
the committee, and I will say to the gentleman, as I have alread 
stated to this committee, that we have given in this bill every dol- 
lar called for in the revised estimates, based upon the most careful 
consideration the Department could give to the subject, after much 
time spent in such consideration, utilizing every that they 
felt could be utilized for the prosecution of the work during the 
time to which I have referred. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Why, Mr. Chairman, the 
very fact that the Committee on Appropriations saw fit to call 
upon the War Department for revised estimates was an intima- 
tion that the estimate which had been already submitted did not 
meet the approval of the committee—that they intended to cut it 
down—and in accordance with that intimation the new estimates 
were submitted. 
an HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman is entirely mis- 

1 1——— 

Mr. GROUT. On the contrary, they increased the estimates 
over a third. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. As a matter of fact, we did not 
have the document before us to which he refers. We had the 
estimates, and it was after consultation with the Chief of the Ord- 
nance Department, and feeling that the estimates should be revised 
up instead of down, that a new and revised estimate was given, 
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and as a matter of fact the revised estimates very much exceed 
the original estimates. 
Mr. GROUT. In every point. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. And it was evidentlyin accordance 
with the feeling of Congress on the subject—in fact induced and 
coe ee thereby—that this revised or increased estimate was 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If there is any difference of 
aie between the Secretary of War and his Chief of Ordnance, 
I leave the War Department and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to settle it. It is no matter of mine; but I stand here quot- 
ing. he document which the Secretary of War sent to the Senate, 
and upon which to this date, so far as any public statement is 
concerned, he now stands. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. As a matter of fact, the Secretary of War 
reduced the estimate for emplacements furnished by General 
Craighill when first submitted. They came to the Committee on 
Appropriations in that form. Notwithstanding the fact that the 
report shows that the guns were away in advance of the emplace- 
ments, the Secretary of War did not decrease the estimates for 
guns, but he did decrease the estimates for emplacements. 

W GROUT. And then in the revised estimates he increased 
em. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then he was requested to revise the esti- 
mates in such a way as to establish a proper balance between the 
5 Department and the Ordnance Department. 

. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman in charge of 
the bill [Mr. Harner], the chairman of the subcommittee, in his 
able remarks, to which I listened with great interest, informed us 
that it is much easier to mount the guns than to make them, 
andif, in ere of that general idea, the Secretary of War saw 
fit in that particular to diminish the gun-carriage aup riation 
to conform to that theory, it is a matter of detail to which I need 

ive no attention; but I will say for the information of this House 

at since this bill was reported to it I have personally asked an 
officer of the War Department of high rank if the bill was satis- 
factory, and the answer was, ‘‘It is satisfactory to this extent, 
that it is better than we expected.” And that, to my mind, Mr. 
Chairman, tells the whole story—that it is so much better than pre- 
ceding Congresses have done, that many people feel satisfied and 

atified with it, and for one I am gratified that it is so good; but 
E does not reach up to the height of the report that is before us, 
and which I believe the American people demand that we should 
meet. 

I hope that when this bill reaches the Senate the Senate commit- 
tee will take it and make it conform to the wishes of the Secretary 
of War, as stated in the document to which Ihave referred. Cer- 
tainly there is no money saved by doing this work by piecemeal; 
by so doing the cost will be increased and its efficiency diminished. 
Let us put ourselves where we shall be able to say to our people 
and to the country that we have done all that is possible to put 
our nation in a condition of defense, where she can meet, with all 
the advantages of modern science, any assault which can be made 
upon her; and in so doing the people will say we have done well. 

The CHAIRMAN. If noother gentleman desires to address the 
committee, the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. There are several gentlemen who 
desire to be heard. Lask that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HEMENWAY], my colleague on the committee, be recognized. 


[Mr. HEMENWAY addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I will only claim the attention 
of the committee for a very few moments. I want to say that I 
am justified in complimenting the 1 in charge of this 
bill, the gentleman from Nebraska . HAINER], the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWay], the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. Grout], and the other gentlemen on the subcommittee that 

pared it. It has been prepared, to my knowledge, with great 
ioe. after much of investigation; and while I am not competent 
to criticise the bill throughout, I do feel I am competent to say 
that in my service in the House of Representatives for over twenty 
years there never has been a bill for fortifications so well pre- 
para and so amply providing for the public service as this bill. I 
o not agree with the gentleman from New Ham » [Mr. 
BAKER] in his statement that we are not going fast enough in this 
session of Congress. We have recommended appropriations for 
every dollar that can be used in the coming year economically for 
fortifications. . 

We have gone beyond that, and authorized contracts for forg- 
ings and for emplacements, the money to pay for which will be 
furnished, where this bill does not furnish it, at the next session 
of this Congress. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER] 
called attention to the fact that this bill makes and emplaces as 
many guns and does as much work for fortifications as all the bills 
9 been passed from 1888 up to the present time. It does 
as much money as those bills carried in the te; 

iod referred to much of the 
in mere housekeeping. You 


not 
but for many of the years of the 
money appropriated was consum 


have to support your Ordnance Bureau and your engineers. You 
have to have all the machinery, whether you make guns and em- 
place them or not. 

Now, then, we keep that machinery and recommend enough 
money to pg to by the provisions of this single bill Sy 
as the t was covered by the appropriations from 1888 up 
to the present time, and that is all I desire to say about it. I do 
not want to abuse anybody. Some people think that in former 
years we did not go fast enough. Ithinkat times we did not, but 
when we recollect that since the close of the late civil war there 
has been a complete revolution in ordnance and fortifications, in 
seacoast defense, and in naval warfare, it would be well to recol- 
lect that if we had not had a breathing spell for the purpose of 
determining the proper of guns and proper fortifications, and 
so forth, that we might have ene much money where the 
product of the nditure would before this time have become 
obsolete. Butat last we have as good, if not the best, guns on the 
earth, and as to the time when we are likely to have a war, I want 
to say that I do not believe that we will have war the coming year 
no war this year nor next year nor the px after. Idonbtif there 
will be any during this century or perhaps the early years of the 
next century. But if you will stop and think a minute, with our 
70,000,000 of people in our present territory, with the hemisphere 
to the south and Canada to the north, in a lifetime, in the coming 
generation, this 8 will increase, as it now increases, so 
rapidly, that while our porion boundaries may not extend, our 
children will pass over the boundary and will possess themselves 
of the hemisphere, economically, industrially, and commercially, 
and it is right and proper that we should be in position to give 
them by our diplomacy, by our readiness for war, if war must be 
had, in proper self-defense, the encouragement of that defense 
that they are entitled to look for. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understood the gentleman to say that 
we were making the best guns that had ever been made, or the 
best that this country had ever made. 

Mr. CANNON. I say my information is that our guns are 
equali if not superior, to the best that have eyer been made in the 
wor 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has the gentleman's attention been called 
to the bursting of one of them in New York yesterday, whereby 
General Miles came near losing his life? The shell stuck in the 
barrel and the gun burst. 


Mr. CANNON. I suppose that was testing a new t of gun, 
I suspect, however, that there never will be guns e so stron: 
that once in a while one of them will not explode. I had no 


noticed the incident to which the gentleman calls my attention. 
I do know, though, that our guns are strong enough and good 
enough so that if people get in front of them they will get Tart 
ughter], and I think that perhaps there is less danger at the 
reech than there has been heretofore in the older types of gun. 

Now, in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that, when 
the expenditure authorized by this bill is made, our principal sea- 
ports will, in my judgment, be so fortified that we can rest in 
substantial security, and if those who, in the fullness of time, 
come after us in Congress shall be wise enough to continue this 
work, there will ultimately be complete defense of the 27 or 28 
greater seaports of this eoun ary In the meantime, by the mere 
making of this appropriation, by the mere demonstration of our 
capacity to make the forgings from which to make the guns, b 
showing that we have that capacity to-day to make the guns an 
that we have the skill to emplace them, even before the guns are 
emplaced, our diplomacy will be strengthened among the nations 
of the earth, and that is one of the brnapat points to be gained 
by getting into a state of Bude soir ain and by making these appro- 
priations. For my part I never have had any fear but that, even 
without fortifications, the 70,000,000 of people in these United 
States, in a contest with any or with all the nations of the earth, 
could defend this country against all who might assail it. Even 
if we did not havea gun or a fortification I believe we could 
defend ourselves, but we would get terribly hurt for the first year 
or two or three. 

Now, if we pursue this line of policy it will keep us from being 
hurt the first year or the first two years. Aye, more; in my judg- 
ment, this policy, wisely adopted and carried out, will insure 
peace and quiet to the United States against all comers by the 
mere influence of our diplomacy thus reenforced. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, I do not often speak upon an 
appropriation bill, and I never like to antagonize the conclusions 
of a committee that have presented a bill for the approval of the 
House, but it does seem to me that this bill, contemplating, as it 
does in the end, before the work that is laid out by it shall be 
finally concluded, an expenditure of perhaps $150,000,000, might 


have been more wisely drawn, so that, instead of confining our 
fortifications to a few special localities, we would take the same 
amount of money and expend it upon great ships of war, movable 
batteries, that could go from one point to another, wherever the 
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enemy might befound. Those ships could be marshaled upon the 
high seas, and we could say to Great Britain and to the world: We 
have floating batteries here that dare meet any nation that comes 
to attack us from any part of the world.” 

I have confidence, as the distinguished chairman of the commit- 
tee, Mr. Cannon, has, in the capacity of this American people 
upon land, united as we are now and numbering 70,000,000, to de- 
fend ourselves against any power that might attempt to plant its 
flag upon American soil. But Ido believe that, instead of expend- 
ing this money in fortifications at given points here and there 
along the seaboard for a thousand miles or more, if we could turn 
out upon the high seas forty or fifty or more powerful naval vessels 
and say to the world, Let our enemies come on; we will meet them,“ 
it would be a much more judicious expenditure of this money than 
to nd it upon fortifications at particular places. Instead of 
buildin up great fortifications at different points ai e coast, 
we mi it construct a powerful Navy, which would be equal to 
that of Great Britain, if need be; and in that way we could de- 
fend our towns and cities, as well as any other places within the 
territory of the United States that any enemy might choose to 
attack, 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, if no gentleman 
desires to RERS further upon the bill, I ask unanimous consent 
that general debate be now closed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk, reading the bill by paragraphs, read as follows: 
1 and forgings for one type 10-inch gun in quality 

rmin m a 
Stage af manmlackure, and facludlog all parte of each caliber, TUSON 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 3, line 3, after the word gun,“ insert a comma. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For rapid-fire guns, including their mounts and ammunition, $150,000. 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. This is an appropriate place, because to carry out the pur- 
poses provided for in the section just read uires a high order 
of education, and I desire to call the attention of the House to a bill 
which I introduced providing for the use of public lands in the 
State of Alabama for educational purposes. 

I am encouraged to do this because it is in the line of policy 
which has always been approved by the lawmaking power of this 
Government during its entire existence. 

Pie May 20, 1785, the Continental Congress enacted the follow- 

g: 

There shall be reserved the lot No. 16 of every township for the mainte- 
nance of public sch 


And the tendency of Congress has been to extend this so that the 


late States have received four sections of a township instead of | b 


one—Utah, the last State admitted, receiving more than 6,000,000 
acres, and the total grant to the nine States admitted since 1861 
amounting to some 70,000,000 acres. 

The total amount received by Alabama when it became a State 
was 902,744 acres, while the average given to the nine States lately 
admitted is agns times that amount. 

The State of Alabama is doing her full duty with regard to the 
education of her citizens, both black and white. The money pro- 
vided for this purpose, pamant to the laws of Alabama, is ter 
in proportion to wealth than that of many of the most liberal 
States of the North. The efforts of sni St in this commend- 
able line ought to be responded to by Congress, especially when 
it can be done without any expense to the Government. 

There are now but 600,000 acres of public lands in the State of 


to do a 
measure of justice to north bama, I introduced the following 
bill in the Fifty-third Congress: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the governor of the State of Alabama be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to select, out of the unoccupied and uninhabited lands of 


the United States within the said State, 23,040 acres of land. in 1 
gos, being a total equivalent to one township, and shall certify 
e 


5 
tary of the Interior, who shall forthwith, upon receipt of said 
certificate, issue to the State of Alabama patents for said lands: Provided, 
That the proceeds of said lands, when sold or leased, shall forever remain a 
fund for the use of the Alabama State Normal College at Florence, Ala. 

So impressed were the Committee on Public Lands with the 
justice of this bill, and the great good being done by the State 

ormal College, that the bill received the unanimous report of the 
Committee on Public Lands. The report was No, 1938, Fifty- 
third Congress, and was made by Mr. bbs. It is as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8925), granting a township of land for the use of the Alabama State Normal 
College, haying conside: the same, make the following sopor 

The Alabama State Normal College at Florence was establ: 
of the legislature of Alabama, and been maintained as a first-class insti- 
tute and coilege, where pupils may acquire a thorough normal-school edu- 
cation. It has now an attendance of 300 students, which, with the requested 
assistance, could be increased to between 500 and 1,000. 

The college has been the means of educating hundreds of young Ae 
who have not only been benefited themselves by this op nity for their 
education, but are devoting themselves to the profession of teaching, and 
assisting in promoting and improving the efficiency of the schools of the State. 
The curriculum is of a very high grade. Theestablishment and maintenance 
by the State of a college of character is deserving of the highest com- 
mendation, and where a grant, as here requested, that does not require the 
appropriation of any money, nor of anything that will avail to uce 
money for the Treasury, will contribute so much to encourage as well as ma- 
terially benefit the institution, it ought to be made. 

Your committee recommend that the bill, without amendment, do pass. 


It was too late in the session for this bill to pass during the last 
Congress, and when we met last December I reintroduced the 
bill. It is House bill 217 of the present Congress, and I ted 
that it would receive the immediate favorable consideration of 
the Committee on Public Lands. You can scarcely imagine my 
disappointment and surprise to find that instead of ing my 
bill and doing partial justice to north Alabama by giving a most 
important institution in that part of the State 23,040 acres of land, 
as provided for in my bill, the committee neglected my bill alto- 

er and in place thereof reported a bill giving 50,000 acres to 
wo institutions in south Alabama, thus doubly intensifying the 
injustice to north Alabama instead of alleviating it, ag g the 


bills to the ones reported favorably by the House com- 
mittee were introduced in the Senate, combined intoone bill, num- 
bered Senate bill 2461, and passed by that body, and the friends of 
those bills are seeking to pass this Senate bill through the House. 
Jam ye be in favor of that bill, and think it should but 
I think that the fair-minded, generous men of this House will concur 
that it ought to be amended so as to give to the schools of north 
Alabama an amount of land equal to that which is proposed to be 
donated to the south Alabama schools. I introduced a bill to at- 
tain that p . It is No. 7266, and if the House will amend 
the Senate bill as A it will give north Alabama 50,000 
acres, leaving south bama two and a half times as much. I 
afterwards introduced another bill, No. 7372, which I respect- 
Ses submit would be the proper one to substitute for the Senate 


The bill is as follows: 

Be it „ That all the public lands within the State of Alabama are 
aaron dona tothe State of Alabama for the purpose of improving the 
school system in said State, and the Secretary of the Interior shall issue to 
the State of Alabama patents for said lands: Provid ed, That the proceeds of 
said lands, when sold or leased, shall forever remain a fund to be used for 
the purpose of improving the school system of Alabama; the said proceeds 
to be apportioned between the schools for colored children and the schools 
for white children in proportion to their 3 in said State as shown 
by the census taken by the United States authorities. 

Sec. 2. That in case of the forfeiture of any land of the United States within 
the State of Alabama which, previous to the of this 2 had been ac- 
guea by homestead, preemption, or any other laws, said land so forfeited 

all be patented by the Secretary of the Interior tothe State of Alabama for 
the 3 si in the first section of this act and under the provisions 
and limitations as stated in section 1 of this act. 

Sec. 3. That after the lands d ted in section 1 of this act have been 
patented tothe State of Alabama the land offices in the State of Alabama 


shall be abolished and all officers connected therewith shall be honorably 
d from the service of the United States. 
The passage of this bill would be wise legislation. The State of 


Alabama could use the lands to great advantage in the cause of 
education, while, as we have shown, not only are they of no value 
to the United States, but they are a great expense, the annual 
cost to the Government being about equal to the total amount of 
money the Government can ever hope to realize from their sale. 
The last census shows that there are more than 400,000 people 
in the State of Alabama over 10 years of age who can not write. 
It is not ni to to this intelligent body of the im- 
portance of education. I think my fellow- members will concur 
with me that every dollar used for this great and good purpose is 
returned more than a thousandfold by the improvement and 


development of our citizens. 

5 | those 400,000 illiterate beings in Alabama there may be 
minds of great natural deur which, cultured, would equal 
any of the brilliant intellects that history has ever kno t 
which, like the priceless gem hidden beneath the surface of the 


3974 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Apri 14, 


earth, while there iment performs no function moreimportant 


than does the common pebble by its side. 

Iconsider— 

Said Addison— 
a human soul without education like marble in the q which shows none 
of its inherent beanties until the skill of the polisher fetches out the col 
makes the surface shine, and discovers every ornamental cloud, spot, an: 
vein that runs through the body of it. * * 

What sculpture is to a block of marble education is to a human soul, 

The philosopher, the saint, the hero, the wise, the good, or the great man 

often lie hid and concealed in a eee Which a proper education 

might have disinterred and brought to light. y 

Leibnitz said: 

The way to reform the human raceis to reform the education of the young. 
The good education of youth is the first foundation of human happiness. 

I will also quote these eloquent words from Daniel Webster: 

If we work upon marble it will perish; if we work upon brass time will 
efface it; if we rear temples they crumble intodust; butif we work upon 
immortal minds, if we imbue them with principles, with the just fear of 
and love of our fellow-men, we engrave on those tablets something that will 
brighten to all eternity. 


That distinguished French writer, Mgr. Dupanloup, beautifully 
says: 
The work of the educator bears a likeness to the work of the Creator. If 


he does not create from nothingness, he draws from slumber and lethargy 
the benumbed faculties; he gives life and movement and action to an exist- 


ence yet re eens 
In light an intellectual, moral, and religious education is the highest 
the highest and noblest work 


possible human work. It is the continuation o 
of divinity the creation of souls, 

These beautiful phrases carry our minds back to the first pel 
of creation. We recall these words, which are found in the third 
and fourth verses of the first chapter of Genesis: 

And God said, Let there be light, and there was light. And God saw the 
light, that it was good. 

These sublime words of the Almighty as He called the world 
from chaos, His first recorded utterance, His command to the be- 
ings about to be created to Let there be light,” might convey an 
idea involving something more than a change from the darkness 
of night to the light of day. May we not indulge the pleasing 
and beautiful fancy that this was an admonition to us to enlighten 
minds that were to be implanted in the human frame, a command 
to the people of all nations and all ages to give light unto the mind? 

I appeal to the House to consider this great and most important 
question in the spirit of the broadest statesmanship and most gen- 
erous philanthropy. I appeal to them to enact into law the bill 
which will extend its blessings to all the poopie of the State, and 

ially do I ap to them to do justice to that part of Alabama 
which has heretofore received no grants of this character. 
enactment into law of the last bill which I have read will accom- 
but to confine this proposed grant of 50,000 
ools of South Alabama, making the special grants 
CCCCCCCCCCCC part or tie Heats 

e young ein mos u part of the 

Which is called North Alaherha. who are seeking education. This 
50,000 acres will take all the lands which are really valuable; 
therefore, unless the schools in North Alabama are included in 
the t proposed 1 Senate bill the lands they might after- 
. would be of very little value, and incalculable in- 
justice would be done to the people I represent. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill as amended to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that it pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HOPKINS re that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 8109) making Ne for forti- 
fications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and 
for other purposes, and had directed him to report the same back 
with an amendment, and with the recommendation that the bill 
be passed as amended. 

r. HAINER of Nebraska. I move the previous question on 


the amendment and on the bill to e sen 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the ee reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
= read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
an 
8 of Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. E 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 
A bill (S. 1203) granting an increase of pension to Mary Double- 
day, widow of Byt. Maj. Gen. Abner eday; 


Doubl 
bill (S. 100) for the relief of the estate of John R. Bigelow; 


— 


A bill (S. 1317) to grant certain lands to the city of Colorado 
Springs, Colo. ; 

A bill (S. 2141) to amend an act approved August 24, 1894, en- 
titled “An act to authorize purchasers of the property and fran- 
chises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to organize a 
corporation and to confer upon the same all the powers, privi- 
leges, and franchises vested in that company”; 

oint resolution (S. R. 123) directing the Seer of War to 
submit a plan and estimate for the improvement of the Nebraska 
side of the Missouri River, opposite Sioux City, Iowa; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 104) directing the tary of War to 
transmit to Congress a report on survey of the waterway con- 
necting the waters of Puget Sound at Salmon Bay with Lakes 
Union and Washington, and to submit an estimate of the cost of 
constructing said waterway. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave to withdraw papers from the files 
of the House, without leaving copies (there having been no adverse 
tepore), was granted as follows: á 
5 o Mr. Prrney, in the case of Horace B. Gardner, Fif ty-first 


ngress. 
To Mr. Woop, in the case of Jesse Durnell, Fiftieth Congress, 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. Linney, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 

a s : 
To Nir. McCormick, for three days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. HUTCHESON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
8 
To Mr. KYLE, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family, 

To Mr. PARKER, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. > 

To Mr. Jonnson of Indiana, for ten days, on account of sick- 
ness, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent that House bill No. 
8268 be transferred from the Union Calendar to the House Calen- 
dar. The reference to the Union Calendar was a mistake. 

Several MEMBERS. What is the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. It is a bill to facilitate the procurement of evi- 
dence and to compel the attendance of witnesses in matters 
before registers and receivers of the local land offices of the United 


The | States 


The SPEAKER. Does not the bill 
of fees? 

Mr. LACEY. It does not. It provides for subpoenaing wit- 
nesses and compelling their attendance in cases before registers 
and receivers. It involves no econo ne pao 

Mr. PAYNE. If fees are to paid, does not that involve a 
charge upon the Tre ? 

Mr. LACEY. This bil relates to land contests between private 
individuals? There is now no way to compel the attendance of 
ere in such cases, and this bill is to supply that defect in 

e law. 

Mr. PAYNE. But if the bill provides for the payment of fees 
of witnesses it seems to me it involves a charge on the Treasury. 

n It relates simply to land contests between indi 
vi 0 

The SPEAKER. Are not the fees, or some of them, to be ad- 
vanced by the authority of the United States? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all, unless the Government of the United 
States should in some instances have a lawsuit before these offi- 
cers, in which case the Government could compel the attendance 
of witnesses in the same way as the bill propose to authorize 
private individuals to do. But there is no charge upon the Treas- 
ury involved in any way. I ask consent that the change of ref- 
erence be made. 

The SPEAKER. Even if the reference should be changed, the 
bill would be subject to a point of order when it comes up—— 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly, if the point shall be well taken. 

Mr. SAYERS. So that no trouble may arise from the action 
now asked, I will reserve points of order at this time. 

The SPEAKER. A point of order would be good if taken at 
any time before the consideration of the bill is entered on. If 
there be no objection, the reference of the bill to the Union Cal- 
endar will be rescinded, and the bill will be referred to the House 
Calendar without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Harmer of Nebraska (at 4 o'clock 
and 25 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the transmitting a communication from the 


provide for the advancing 


_| Attorney-General requesting an appropriation to pay W. Hallett 


1896. 


er's table, 


Phillips for le servi was taken from the 
DA AOE E ra ordered to be 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations, a 

printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
- RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: ? ? 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 870) to provide for the 
relief of certain officers and enlisted men of the volunteer forces, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 

o. 1241); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
endar. 

Mr. CORLASS, from the Commiitee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, . waich Was 5 the bill ra the ee 
authorizing the Secretary o exchange in 
of the United States the tract of land at Choctaw Point, Mobile 
County, Ala., now belonging to the United States and held for 
light-house p „with the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City 
Railroad Company for any other tract or parcel of land in said 
county equally well or better adapted to use for light-honse 
poses, reported the same without amendment, accompanied a 
report (No. 1242); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred House bill No. 5108, with certain amend- 
ments thereto and.a proposed substitute therefor, reported in lien 
thereof a bill (H. R. 8210) to authorize the any of the Navy 
to donate to each ent of the Grand Army of the Republic 
of each State and Territory six pieces of condemned cannon for 
the use of those organizations, accompanied by a report (No. 1259) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
following sundry bills and joint resolutions, reported the same, 
accompanied by reports; which said bills, joint resolutions, and 
reports were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, as follows: 


WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 


The bill (H. R. 4824) authorizing the of the Navy to 
deliver one condemned cannon nagereg — Beads 
County, III. No. 1252.) 8 : 
The bill (H. R. 4557) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Navy to donate two pieces of condemned cannon and four 
yramids of condemned cannon balls to the St. Boniface Union 
Boidiers’ Monument and Memorial Association, of Chicago, III. 


Mors eee No. 1255.) 

e bill (H. R. 4992) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 

the Navy to donate four pieces of condemned cannon and four 
mids of condemned cannon balls to the city of Reedsburg, 

Wis. (Report No. 1258.) 

The bill (H. R. 5638) to grant two condemned cannon and fifty 
cannon to A. G. Reed Post, No. 105, Grand Army of the 
Beroe, of Butler, Pa. (Report No. 1261.) 

bill (H. R. 6129) donating one condemned cannon and four 

ids of condemned cannon bails to Jewell Post, No. 3, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Pleasanton, Kans. (Report No. 
1263. 

The bill (H. R. 6686) granting to Maj. C. A. 1 Post, No. 20, 
Grand Army of the meg hr Lambertville, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon 


The bill (H. R. 6786) authorizing and directing the of 
the Navy to donate four con: cannon to Paul Revere Post, 
ac be vee Army of the Republic, Quincy, (Report 

0. È 


The bill (H. R. 6510) authorizing and Siong the Secretary 
of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids 
of condemned cannon balls to L. E. King Post, No. 105, Grand 
Army of ano 5 17 8 of Augusta, Kans., and for other purposes. 


(Report No. 

The bill (H. R. 7084) granting to Charles C. Baker Post, No. 16, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Wickford, R. I., 5 condemned 
cannon and 25 cannon balls. (Report No. 1270.) 

The bill (H. R. 7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 
cannon shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Asso- 
ciation of Colorado. (Report No. 1272.) 

The bill (H. R. 7140) renting to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon balls. (Report No. 1273.) 
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The bill (H. R. 7143) 
ument Association of 


1277.) 

The bill (H. R. 7215) donating condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Col. Joseph H. Wilson Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Zelienople, Pa. (Report No. 1278.) 

The bill (H. R. 7216) donating one condemned cannon and can- 
non balls to Grand Army of the Republic post, No. 578, of Evans 
City, Pa. (Re No. 1279.) 

e bill (H. R. 7260) donating 2 condemned cannon and 10 con- 
demned cannon balls to Washington Post, No. 12, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Lawrence, Kans, (Report No. 1280.) 

The bill (H. R. 7381) directing the Secretary of the Navy to 
donate one condemned cannon and cannon balls to Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Monument Association of the city of Middletown, N. X. 
(Report No. 1281.) 


a of the Grand Army of the Republic. (Report 
o. 1287. 

The bill R. 7824) directing the Secretary of the Navy to do- 
nate two . cannon and cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Home 
at Grand Island, Nebr. ( + No. 1288.) 

The bill (H. R. 8012) donating one condemned cannon and balls 
to Grand Army of the Republic post of Sparta, Dl. (Report No. 


1289). 

The bill (H. R. 8044) donating one condemned cannon and four 
pyramids of cannon balls to George K. Bird Post, No. 169, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Norwood, Mass., and for other purposes. 
(Report No. 1290.) 

The bill (H. R. 8077) granting to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Westerly, R. I., two condemned mounted brass 
cannon (Report No. 7 5 5 = 

e joint resolution (H. Res. 119) authorizing and directing the 

of the Navy to furnish one condemned cannon for the 

use of Wisner Post, of Montezuma, Iowa, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, for the ent of Iowa. (Report No. 1292.) 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 122) au izing the Secretary of 
the Navy to deliver condemned cannon to lain Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, to be posted by the soldiers’ monn- 
ment at St. Johnsbury, Vt. (Report No. 1293.) 

The bill (S.1846) authorizing and reap geen e k ee 
Navy to donate condemned cannon to Custer Post, Gran 
of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans., and Mathies Post, 

Army of the Republic, at Burlington, Iowa. (Report No. 1295.) 
WITH AMENDMENTS. 

The bill (H. R. 4341) empowering and directing the Secretary 
of the Navy to furnish not more than four pieces of condemned 
cannon to the city of Mount Vernon, N. X. (Report No. 1253.) 

The bill (H. R. 4456) to authorize and direct the of 
the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of 
c ed cannon balls to the cemetery association in the city of 
St. Paul, Minn., to be used at or near the foot of the soldiers’ 
monument in said cemetery. (Report No. 1254.) 

The bill (H. R. 4980) donating condemned cannon and vycon- 
demned cannon balls to Judson Kilpatrick Post, No. 36, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, at Newton, Kans. 
( ort No. 1256.) 

bill (H. R. 4981) donating condemned cannon and con- 
demned cannon balls to Eggleston Post, No. 244, Grand Army of 
m eg a aaa of Kansas, at Wichita, Kans. (Re- 
0. g 

The bill (H. R. 5567) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
donate 1 condemned cannon and 15 cannon balls to McDowell 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Enid, Okla. (Report No. 


. 
The bill (H. R. 5947) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
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of the Navy to furnish to L. L. Eggleston Post, No. 184, Depart- 
ment of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of Deposit, 


N. Y., a condemned cannon. (Report No. 1262.) 

The bill (H. R. 6181) to donate condemned cannon and con- 
demned cannon for the monument to the Union soldiers of 
Tennessee, (Report No. 1264.) 

The bill. (H. R. 6256) eue and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish to George F. Fuller Post, Grand Army of the 
aio, of Manistique, Mich., a condemned cannon. (Report 

0. š 

The pin (H. R. 7050) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish not more than four pieces of condemned can- 
non to the vil of Sing Sing, N. Y. (Report No. 1271.) 

The bill (H. R. 7671) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and condemned can- 
non balls to U. S. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Repub- 
2 Washington, Ind., Department of Indiana. (Report No. 


) 

The bill (H. R. 7771) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Navy to donate condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
balls to certain posts of the Grand Army of the Republic. (Re- 
port No. 1285.) 

The bill (H. R. 7777) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
furnish condemned cannon to Fort Thomas, Ky. (Report No. 


-) 
The joint resolution (S. R. 15) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate to the Mountain View Cemetery Association, at 
Oakland, Cal., certain cannon, etc. (Report No. 1294.) 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, pay te bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from commi , delivered to the Clerk, and 
ref to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BLACK of Georgia, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The La PA 25 4076) for the relief of Abner Abercrombie. (Re- 
port No. . 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
a a F R.7962) granting a pension to Horace Perry. (Report 

0. : 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill Aa R. 3605) granting a pension to Grotius M. Udell. 
(Report No. 1234.) 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (S. 1816) granting a pension to Eliza Craig Heck- 
1228 widow of Brig. Gen. Charles A. Heckman. (Report No. 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 2395) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Young, 
late private . F G, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cay- 

8 0. \ 
ag Mr OOD, from be Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 3607) to increase the pension of Mrs. Kate Grant. 
(Report No. 1237.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 6922) to pension Catharine Harris. (Report No. 1238.) 

By Mr. THOMAS. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill = R. 3842) to increase the pension of Edward Vunk. 
(Report No. 1239.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 4539) granting a pension to Zolman Tyrrell, imbecile 
son of Lewis R. Tyrrell, late Company A, First New York En- 
gineers. ae No. 1240.) ; 

Dr: OWE, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
g H. 15465 granting a pension to Caroline A. Groshon. (Report 

0. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 


The bill (H. R. 649) granting a pension to Joseph S. Bunker. (Re- 
port No. 1244. 

By Mr. CO IN, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 


No. 1245. 
Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. K. 5501) for the relief of W. P. Marshall. (Report No. 1246.) 
By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War s: A reso- 
lution (House Res. No. 249) to refer the bill (H. R. 99) for the relief 
of Joseph Curriden, with all the rere papers, to the Court 
of Claims, reported in lieu of House bi o. 99. (Report No. 
1247. 
B Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
H. R. 7506) for the relief of the Portland Company, of Portland, 
e ( rt No. 1248.) 


94) granting a pension to Frances M. Roberts. (Report 
) 


By Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 1355) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Somerville, (Report No. 1249.) 


The bill (H. R. 7805) for the relief of George M. Clapp, of the 
Washington Iron Works. (Report No. 1250.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims: A bill (H. R. 8209) for the relief of oe Segoura, re- 
ported in lieu of House bill No. 1356. (Report No. 1251.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
5 5 following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 8188) to determine the lineal rank 
of medical officers of the Army upon entrance into the service— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 8189) to amend an act entitled 
An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the 
Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other 
1 approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved 

uly 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amend- 
ment of said first-mentioned act and other acts amendatory thereof 
and supplemental thereto, and to provide for the settlement of 
claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction 
of certain railroads, and to secure the payment of all indebtedness 
to the United States of certain companies therein mentioned—to 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 8190) to provide an American 
register for the bark Ceres—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 8191) to extend the act of July 
28, 1866, for one year—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 8192) to establish 
the ie ig a Institution—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 8193) to aid and enco the 
holding of the Tennessee centennial ition at Nashville, Tenn., 
inthe year 1897, and making appropriation therefor—to the Com- 


mittee on 9 

By Mr. G LE: A bill (H. R. 8194) to amend chapter 120 of 
volume 25 of the United States Statutes at Large, approved Feb- 
ruary 9, 1889, entitled An act to punish the carnal and unla 
knowing a female under the age of 16 years—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 8195) to grant permits for the 
laying of pipe lines for commercial purposes in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 8196) to provide for the reorganiza- 
tion and improvement of the musical service of the Army and 
anr and Marine Corps of the United States—to the Committee 
on Mi 


litary Affairs. 

a Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 8208) gor to 
A. B. Bateman Post, No. 60, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Cedarville, N. J., 4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A resolution (House Res. No. 248) pro- 
viding for annual clerks to Members and Delegates—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A resolution (House Res. No. 250) to pay 
Frank Burke for services in stationery room from December 2, 
1895, to January 14, 1896, $86.64—to the Committee on Accounts, 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A memorial by the legis- 
lature of Massachusetts, in fayor of an appropriation by Congress 
for me extėrmination of the gypsy moth—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

y Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A memorial of the general 
court of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, relative to the ex- 
termination of the moth—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A memorial of the Massachusetts legis- 
lature, relative to the extermination of the gypsy moth—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SIMP. S: A memorial of the Massachusetts legis- 
lature, relative to the extermination of the gypsy moth—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 5 

By Mr. BARRETT: A memorial of the Massachusetts 2 6 5 
ture, relative to the extermination of the gypsy moth to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 

re consideration of the following bills; which were referred, as 
‘ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 2997) for the relief of George W. Warren, of 
Vermillion, Kans.—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4261) to pension Mrs. Susan M. Sessford—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred, as follows: 

By . BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8197) for the relief of John 
T. Guerin—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H.R.8198) granting an 
increase of pension to George C. James—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R.8199) to increase the pension 
of Oscar W. Lowery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. ELLETT of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8200) for the relief Sp 


of Charles S. Mills—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. LOUD (by request): A bill (H. R. 8201) to increase the 
msion of Mrs. Helen A. Henton—to the Committee on Inyalid 


ensions. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8202) for the relief 
of Thomas F. Lee—to the Committee on Claims. x 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8208) to remove the charge of desertion against 
G. B. Gibson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R.8204) ane a pension to 
Ellen Charlton to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 8205) for the relief of Samuel 
Webb, for medicines furnished Enrolled Missouri Militia in 1863 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 8206) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Sarah C. Abbott, widow of Commander Trevett 
Abbott, United States Navy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. r a pension to 
James McQuarter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


—— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following a and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petition of C. C. Cole and others, of the 
Milwaukee National Home for Disabled Soldiers, favoring the 
passage of an act enabling any inmate of the Home to live with 

family at a cost not to exceed the average expense of such in- 
mate at the Home—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of J. T. Guerin—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of A. A. Trocon and others, of 
Leavenworth, Kans., in favor of the 2 of the metric sys- 
tem of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Papers to 7 House bill No. 6514, 
for the relief of James O. Knox, of Nebo, Ky.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Samuel Mayes, of Washington County, Ark.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Remonstrance of John Gray and 44 others; 
also of Charles F. Stuart and 21 other citizens, all of the State of 


Montana, against itting the statue of Pére Marquette to re- 
main in Sta all—to the Committee on the Library. 
By Mr. ERSON: Petition of A. M. Chamberlain and 95 


other citizens of Blackhawk County, Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment ofa law to prohibit railroads from using cars without exten- 
sion or adjustable roof or some method to close the space between 
the roofs of cars to prevent persons falling between them—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill 
No. 3400, appropriating money for sewer built by A. Bruner ad- 
jacent to United States arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Com- 

By Mr. HULL: pa relating to the case of William L. Stone— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of 48 citizens of St. Paul, Minn., 
in favor of the passage of a bill for the adoption of the metric sys- 
tem—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. LINTON: Petitions and remonstrances of citizens of 
Scranton, Pa.; also of citizens of East Las Vegas, N. Mex., pro- 
testing against the statue of Marquette remaining in Statuary 
Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MoCALL of Tennessee: Papers to accompany House 
2 for the relief of Lamson Woods to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Thomas 
F. Lee—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Petition of J. H. Wagner 
and 18 others, of Millwood, W. a rac ey against the statue 
of Pére Marquette remaining in the Capitol of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Library. 


By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of George P. Dravo and others, of | th 
Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of bill for the adoption of the metric 


stem of hts and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 

eights, and Measures. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of Frederick Fisher, in relation to his 
pension claim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Mrs, Rachel R. 
Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of Rey. D. F. Bradley 

and 862 others of Park Congregational Church, Grand Rapids, 
Mich., in favor of Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of Deer Lake Lodge, No. 17, of 
ringfield, Mo., International Association of Machinists, asking 
for an 3 of the Brooklyn Navy-Yard—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, papers in support of bill for the relief of John H. Alex- 
ander—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper in Bayer’ of bill for the relief of Samuel Webb— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILBER: Petition of citizens of the Twenty-first Con- 
8 district of New York; also petition of citizens of 
chenectady, N. Y.; also petition of citizens of Oneonta, N. Y. 

in favor of the adoption of the metric system of weights an 
measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petitions of F. E. Mungor, W. D. Davis, Adam D. Smith, 
and J. B. Hall, of the State of New York, for favorable action on 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the — laws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 15, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
ee Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore took 

e chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The signature of the President pro tempore was announced to 
the following bills and joint resolutions, which had previously re- 
re the signature of the Speaker of the House of Representa- 

ves: 

A bill (S. 100) for the relief of the estate of John R. Bigelow; 

A bill (S. 1203) granting an increase of pension to Mary Double- 
day, widow of Byt. Maj. Gen. Abner Doubleday; 

8 A bill 3 to grant certain lands to the city of Colorado 
prings, Colo, ; 

_A bill (S. 2141) to amend an act approved August 24, 1894, en- 
titled “An act to authorize purchasers of the property and fran- 
chises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to organize a 
corporation and to confer upon the same all the powers, privi- 
leges, and franchises vested in that company”; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 104) directing the Secretary of War to 
transmit to Congress a report on survey of the waterway con- 
necting the waters of Puget Sound at Salmon Bay with Lakes 
Union and Washington, and to submit an estimate of the cost of 
constructing said waterway; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 123) directing the Secretary of War to 
submit a plan and estimate for the improvement of the Nebraska 
side of the Missouri River opposite Sioux City, Iowa. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of 82 citizens of Hunting- 
don County, Pa., and a memorial of 140 citizens of Newburg, 
Pa., remonstrating against placing the statue of Pére Marquette 
in Statuary Hall; which were referred to the Committee on the 


Lib 3 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of W. R. Jewell and 70 
other citizens of Vandalia, W. Va., praying for the removal of 
the statue of Père Marquette from Statuary Hall; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. ALLEN (for Mr. THURSTON) presented resolutions adopted 
by the Nebraska Club, in favor of the enactment of legislation 
requiring educational tests of immigrants; which were referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also (for Mr. THURSTON) presented a petition of Omaha 
Lodge, No. 1, United National iation of Stationary Engi- 
neers, of , Nebr., praying for the reorganization of the 
Engineer Corps of the United States Navy; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. THURSTON) presented the petition of Leo Wolf- 
son, 9 7S the I 5 Trade of Dallas, Ta, praying for 

e e so- o; bankru ; which was 
ardaoa to Do on the table, N S 
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Mr. PEFFER. I present a petition of sundry citizens, and as 
I have not had time to indorse it I hardly know how to state its 
contents except by reading the first. sentence, which is as follows: 


We, the undersigned citizens of the United States, most 
resent to your honorable bodies that there exists within our 5 of 


em in many 
single ane of them in many instances being Able to accomp 

I assume from the language of the petition that itis a request 
for legislation in the interest of laboring people who have to com- 
: with machines. Imove that the petition be eee to the 

ittee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the Connecticut Temperance 
Union, praying for the appointment of an impartial national com- 
mission of inquiry, to investigate and report upon the alcoholic 
liquor traffic, its relations to crime, pauperism, taxation, and the 

eral public welfare; which was referred to the Committee on 
2 and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Purcell Bar Association of 
Purcell, Ind. T., remonstrating against the repeal of the existing 
law, which gives e jurisdiction to 1 ol the aaua 
Territory over all criminal prosecutions in erritory; whi 
bac referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

resented the memorial of J. R. Stubbert and 113 other 

eg of New London., Coons and the memorial of Thomas E, 

Packer and 86 -other citizens of Mystic, Conn., remonstrating 

inst the introduction of military training in the public schools 

of the country; which were referred to the Committee on Military 
‘Affairs 


Mr. TURPIE (for Mr. VOORHEES) 5 e e adopted 
by the Young Men's Democratic Club of Boston, Mass., favoring 
the election of Senators by popia vote; which were referred to 
the Committee on ee. and Elections. 

Mr. SHOUP presen ma panaon of Mrs. Rebecca Mitchell, 
Eva Craig Bartin, Ma: 3 7 3 „and Susan E. Holbrook, officers 
of the Women’s White Ribbon Association of Idaho, praying for 
the a tment of an ee board of arbitration between 
Great Britain and the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

We, White Ribbon women who wear the badge of peace and represent the 
home, the church, the school, and the philanthropies that seek to enthrone 
the Golden J Rule of Christ, that 


golden of man, hereb: y tion your honorable bođy to adopt 
a resolution and a 5555 e 


in the land would = eae do the 
. — no longer bear sword. 
but that instend the keen blade used betwee and the the ammunition of of cogent 

nations noes. 
on, their common 


y to the home, Wich is 


we a ower of a Christian civilization., nonce 
F eto be in vain. 
MITCHELL, 


Sr pe Re Idaho N. C. T. U. 

EVA TIN, 

Recording 1 Beoretary Seti TETEA C. T. U. 

Correspondi: 5 — a . C. T. U. 
Roe of 921 Lache W. C. T. U. 


Mr. PETTIGREW ted a memorial of the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw Nations of Indians relative to their claim to an interest 
in the lands embraced in Greer County, Okla.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed as 
a document. 

He also presented a communication from Henry W. Elliott, of 
Cleveland, Ohio, relative to the een and driving of fur seals 
on the Pribilof Islands, Bering Sea, Alaska; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and to be printed as a document. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2741) to reclassifyrailway 
postal clerks arpa rescribe their salaries, reported it without 
amendment, and itted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, fron the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
ee bill (S. 2822) to increase the pension of Theodore V. 


Purdy, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1902) granting a ion to Jennie E. Burch, 
rted it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. WOLCOTT. I am directed by the Committee on Post- comman 

Offices and Post-Roads, to whom were referred four bills, to report 


that our Bone to 


them adversely with the recommendation that they be indefinitely 
Soe ye Isup , to meet the views of the Senators intro- 
ucing the bills, t y may be placed on the Calendar. 

The bills were 8 to be placed on the Calendar, as follows: 

1 (S. 983) to consolidate mail matter of the third and fourth 
c 

A bill (S. 1030) to require preference to be given to citizens of 
the States and localities where the mails are to be carried in all 
mail lettings; 

A bill (S. 1162) making an a intion for the purchase of 
Fairbanks & Co.’s Infallible American Held and silver coin scale 
and counterfeit- coin detector for use in the post-offices throughout 
the United States; and 

A bill (S. 2243) for Dam relief of Rev. Robert Meacham. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
Haw ey on the 10th aR providing that after J; caren E 1, 1897, 
no postage 1 shall be manufactured or furnished by the 
Bureau of g and Printing, etc., intended to be proposed 
to the sundry civil a Pe propriation bill, reported favorably thereon, 
and moved that it ie to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ted; which was agreed to 

Mr. RICH. I am directed by the Committee on Rules to 

report two amendments intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appro . bill, one Er for the extension of the 
electric-li lants in the itol and to the grounds about.the 
Capitol, — e other for es ventilation of the Senate wing of 
the Capitol. The second amendment is accompanied by a report 
made by Prof. S. H. Woodbridge. I move that the 5 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed, to- 
gether with the accompanying report by Professor Woodbridge. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 227) requiring bills 
of sale, conditional sales, or deeds of trust of chattels 
in the District of Columbia to be recorded, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by 
Mr. WHITE on the Ith instant, intended to be proposed to the 
sundry civil ap ion bill, the amendment to 


appropriate $12, or additions to and alterations in the United 
States court-house and office building at Los Angeles, Cal., 
reported it without am t and moved that it be referred to the 


Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 
BREVET APPOINTMENTS, F 
Mr. SEWELL. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3719) to provide for 
3 by brevet of active or retired officers of the United 
tes “pet to report it favorably 3 an amendment; and as 
the bill not excite any opposition, I ask unanimous ‘consent 
9 it on its passage. 
The PRESIDENT protempore, ‘The amendment reported 
e 0 © amendment 
the committee will be stated. y 
The amendment was, in line 5, to strike out shall“ and insert 
ae at the discretion of the President”; so as to make the bill 
rea 
Be itenacted, etc., That all ofS gers of the Regular Army of the United States, 
active or retired, who served in the volunteer forces during the —_ e 
v. at the discretion of the President, receive a brevet in the Re; 
— to the highest rank held or the highest brevet received in 12 10 ia vale 
unteer forces and be commissioned 3 as t the date of such brevet: 
Provided, That they have not already ved a brevet of equal or higher 
grade in the Regular Army. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Ido not care to object, but I should like 
bie know whether the bill increases the pay of these men or not? 
SEWELL. It does not cause a dollar of expense to the Gov- 
N It affects a few officers who are still living and who 
received brevets in the volunteers. It will give them a brevet 
equai to that rank in the Army for the remainder of their 
lives. There can be no possible objection to the bill. 
Mr. ALLEN rose. 
Mr. SEWELL. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska that 
I have amended the bill, by order of the committee, so that it is 
entirely in the discretion of the President to grant the brevet. 
Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from New Jersey 
if the bill does not carry pay either now or hereafter? 
= SEWELL. Not at all. 
Mr. ALLEN. J! Sear eS 


— the bill: 

Mr. ELL. It is simply the pride that men have 

. ox forty, o inposa re ai N 

co or forty, ) who servedas major-gen 
1 divisions and corps, and they are now lieutenant: 

colonels colonels in the Army. They. would like to hand 
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down to their offspring the rank of brevet major-general in the 
United States Army. That is the sole purpose. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The same rank they received in the volunteers. 

Mr. SEWELL. The same rank they received in the volunteers. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Which lapsed when they were transferred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. With one word, I thinkI will withdraw my ob. 
jection to it. I hope the Senator from New Jersey, who is liberal 
in this matter—and I feel that he is liberal in all other matters— 
will consent to amend the bill so that it will embrace all noncom- 
missioned officers and private soldiers as well. Let it be pro- 


vided——__. 
Mr. SEWELL. Ishould be glad to do that if I knew what to 
give them. i 
Mr. ALLEN. Ithink they performed services equally merito- 


rious and conspicuous, 

Mr. SEWELL. But they did not receive brevets in the volun- 
teer service. The bill refers only to officers who received brevets 
in the volunteer service. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New Jersey has no doubt that 
we could create a rank of brevet colonel or brevet brigadier-gen- 
eral for all the private soldiers and noncommissioned officers and 
authorize the President to commission them. = 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say to the Senator that the Congress of 
the United States might make us all major-generals if it chose to 


0 80. 

Mr. ALLEN. I believe I will object to the consideration of the 
bill at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Nebr. to object? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the bill 
will be 5 2 5 on the Calendar. 

Mr. SEWELL. I believe this is an exceedingly meritorious 
bill. It is one that passed the other House without the least 
objection, and I have amended it, by order of the committee, so 
as to take the peremptory part of it out and leave it entirely at 
the discretion of the President. I move to take the bill up, not- 
withstanding the objection of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such a motion would not be 
in order now. 

Mr. ALLEN 5 said: I send to the desk, and ask to 
have printed and lie upon the table, an amendment to House bill 
8719, which was rted by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL] a little while ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be re- 
ceived, and ordered to be printed and lie on the table, in the 
absence of objection. 

ERIE (PA.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. QUAY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to report a joint resolution relative to the improvement of the 
harbor at Erie, Pa., and to ask for its immediate consideration. 
The joint resolution calls for information from the Department 
which is immediately required by the Committee on Commerce. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 131) relative to the improvement of 
the harbor of Erie, Pa., was read the first time by its title and 
the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secre- 
tary of War be, and he hereby is, di to examine into the feasibility and 
advisability of the improvement of the harbor of Erie, Pa., by the construc- 
tion of dikes to prevent the closing by sand of the entrance of said harbor, 
and to make report thereon with an es te of the cost of such improvement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 


as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was rted to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be en for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. j 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY REPORT. 

Mr. HALE. I report from the Committee on Printing a con- 
current resolution, and ask for its passage. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows; 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of esentatives concurring), That the 
Committees on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be auth correct en- 
rolled joint resolution S. R.116 by striking out the word “eight” in the said 
enrolled joint resolution and inserting seven.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United States relating 
to this subject, which the Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


In compliance with a resolution of the Senate (the 1 
tives e return herewith the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 
5 blic Printer to print the Annual Report of the United States 
Coast and T 
VER CLEVELAND. 
Executive MANSION, April 14, 1896. 


Mr. HALE. The resolution simply cures the defect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Senator from Maine asks 
for the present consideration of the resolution reported by him 
from the Committee on Printing. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent 


and agreed to. 
BURIAL PLACES OF SOLDIERS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1466) 
to purchase, inclose, and improve the sites, or portions thereof, of 
certain forts, battlefields, an re of American soldiers, sailors, 
and marines in the Maumee Valley, and to erect thereon appro- 
priate monuments and commemorative tablets, to report it favor- 
ably by substitute, and I ask that it be considered at this time. 
ane a is somewhat lengthy, and I suggest that the substitute 
only be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the substi- 
tute will be read for information, instead of the original bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the substitute. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the bill leads to debate—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tem Does the Senator from Iowa 
object to the consideration of the bill at this time? 

n ALLISON, Ishall not object to it if it does not lead to 
te. 


The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the sub- 
stitute; which was to strike out all after the enacting clause of the 
bill and insert: 

t 
e cot ol aad sapien ta O Treacy ace RENEA KONOA A 


sum of $17,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to enable the 

tary ar, on behalf of the United States, to acquire by purchase, or to 
accept the donation of, the site of Fort M and the burial places adjacent 
thereto, in the State of Ohio, and the burial on Put-in-Bay Island, in Lake 


Erie, in which burial place are interred 
sailors of 


ppropriate monuments or tablets in commemora- 

tion of the men who lost their lives in the service of the United States on said 
battlefields Erie: Provided, Tha is appropriation 
is made upon the express condition that a like sum of $17,000 be TE pe peg 
ti P at 


an 
e er Wer Lor the arposes of this act: And pro- 
vided further, That upon the fulfillment of the condition above 9 
the 8 of War may cause 8 to be instituted in the name 


the United States in any court ha ju ot ion of such for the 
of any iand or 


acquirement by condemnation right pertaining thereto needed 
to enable him to carry into effect the provisions of this act, such 

to be prosecuted in accordance with the laws relating to suits 
—— of property of the State wherein the proceedin; 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Vaen —— — — consider the ae i 

e pro tempore. e question is on agreeing to 

the amendment reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
in the nature of a substitute. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the protection 
and preservation of the burial places of certain soldiers and sailors 
of the war of 1812, and for other purposes.” 


MARIA E. WILSON. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Yesterday the bill (H. R. 1181) for the 
relief of Maria E. Wilson was reported from the Committee on 
Pensions. Further facts having come to the attention of the com- 
mittee concerning the bill, I move that it be taken from the Cal- 
endar and recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2850) granting a pension 
to Charles C. Onderdonk: which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN (for Mr. Taurston) introduced a bill (S. 2851) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Geor; 
W. Witting; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S.2852) granting a pension 
to Eveline Sheridan; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2853) to remove the charge of de- 
Sanon Tn os anne a Weigel; which aras read Emoe 

its title, and, wi e accom i referred to 

mmittee on Mili Affairs. E 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill 1 2854) for the relief of 
Thomas W. Cardwell, late of Company E, Twenty-first Regiment 


tho con- 
gs may be insti- 
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Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and Company H, Fourth Regiment 
Kentucky Mounted Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Say Affairs. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2855) granting an increase 
of pension to Dora Z. Allen, widow of Robert W. Allen, late pay 
i r, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2856) . pension to Sarah 
E. Jenkins, daughter of the late Admiral Thornton A. Jenkins; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2857) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ella S. Mannix; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 2858) to provide for the con- 
struction of the Maryland and Delaware free ship canal as a 
means of military and naval defense and for commercial purposes; 
which was read twice Mets title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2859) changing the time for 
holding circuit court of the United States at Hartford, in the 


district of Connecticut; which was read twice by its title, and, 


PEEN the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2860) granting a pension to 
David Hunter; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanyin, pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. REWEL introduced a bill G 2861) to establish a military 
and national park upon the Palisades of the Hudson; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 2862) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Cor- 
nelius Farrell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affai 


irs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2863) to amend section 
8287 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, authorizing in 
certain cases the storage of distilled spirits in metal tanks in dis- 
tillery warehouses; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2864) to amend an act entitled 
„An act to refer the claim of Jessie Benton Fremont to certain 
lands and improvements thereon in San Francisco, Cal., to the 
Court of Claims,” being chapter 80 of the private acts of the 
Twenty-seventh United States Statutes at Lar e, approved Feb- 

10, 1893; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 132) to carry 
into effect two resolutions of the Continental Congress directin 
monuments to bs erected to the memory of Generals Francis Nas 
and William Davidson, of North Carolina; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 


of ar the grand cross of naval merit with the white distinction 
mar. 


forei 
held 


at said Spence to be imported free of duty, under regulations 
prescribe 


re. Towhat committee does the 
to have the joint resolution re- 
ferred? 
Mr. BATE. I suppose the committee having charge of that 


subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on Finance, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. BATE. I suggest that the joint resolution be referred to 
the Select Committee on International Expositions, to which com- 
mittee I understand bills and joint resolutions similar to the one 
I have just introduced have heretofore been referred. Ido not 
care, however, as to what reference may be given the joint reso- 
Intion, but merely make that suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary informs the 
Chair that the joint resolution came originally from the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, and 


therefore the Chair supposes it should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance of the Senate. 

Mr. BATE. Very well; I have no objection to that reference, 
though we have a committee which I suppose was created for the 
special Bal eho of taking charge of such subjects. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the joint resolution will be referred to the Committee on Finance, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
woro ze erred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
5 the . on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to 

rinted. 

r. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be Nac aa 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the naval 1 bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MANTLE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

CONTROL OF SLEEPING CARS, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Isubmit a resolution and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred Senate No. 1901, a bill to empower the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion to control sleeping cars, and for other purposes, on February 4, 1896, be, 
and a by, direc to report said bill to the Senate at the earliest day 

Mr, CULLOM. I do not know where the resolution comes from, 
but I do not think it necessary to adopt the resolution. The Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce is trying to do its duty in these 
matters without any instruction from the Senate. I can assure 
whoever introduced it that the committee has been giving and 
will give proper attention to this and all other business which has 
been referred to it. I hope with this statement the Senator will 
not undertake to force a resolution through carrying with it the 
idea that we are not doing our duty with reference to this subject 
or any other, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
object to the 8 consideration of the resolution? 

r. CULLOM. I do not care to object to its consideration. I 
want the Senator who offered it to say what he wishes about it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I meant no slight upon the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. The bill was referred to the committee on 
the 4th of February, and I simply wish to call the attention of the 
committee to the matter. I was informed by the older members 
of the Senate that to offer such a resolution is not a matter of dis- 
courtesy or one that ought to lead to any possible objection on the 
part of the committee. I intended nothing of that sort. It seems 
to me the resolution can do no harm, and I hope the Senator from 
Illinois will withdraw his objection to it. 

Mr.CULLOM, I think it is a reflection on the committee itself, 
because it is a declaration that the committee has not yet reported 
a bill and the Senate is asked to direct us to report it at once. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me suggest that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am perfectly willing to allow that to be done, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. ery well; I do not object to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro 8 Without objection, the reso- 
lution will be referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 14th instant approved and signed the act (S. 2132) for the 
relief of settlers upon lands within the indemnity limits of the 
grant to the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company. 

REMOVAL OF CLERK IN POST-OFFICE AT PENSACOLA. 

Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution, which was con- 

sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, directed to 
send to the Senate the correspondence relating to the recommendation of the 
ter at Pensacola, Fla., for the removal of a clerk in the post-office at 

Fla., and the action of the Pest-Office Department thereon. 
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said: I desire to call the attention 
of the Senator from Florida . CALL] and of the Senate to a 
resolution which was unanimously this m intro- 
duced by the Senator from Florida. I noticed only a word or two 
of it and interposed no 5 for I was engaged at the time. 
The resolution reads as follows. 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby,directed to 
send to the Senate the correspondence relating to the recommendation of the 
Stans ad at Pensacola, Fla., for the removal of a clerk in the post-office at 

nsacola, Fla., and the action of the Post-Office Department thereon. 

I do not apprehend that the Senator from Florida desires to put 
in motion the machinery of the Senate in order that we may ask 
the Postmaster-General to send to this body the correspondence 
he may have had with a postmaster at Pensacola looking to the 
removal of one of his clerks or that the letter of the postmaster at 
Pensacola to the Post-Office Department should necessarily be 
sent here for the consideration of the Senate and given publicity. 

It may or it may not be such a subject as should be investigated, 
but in any event, Mr. President, not to occupy the time of the 
Senate further, I deem it my duty to interpose a motion to recon- 
sider the yote by which the resolution was passed. Perhaps I 
can by conversation with the Senator from Florida fix the resolu- 
tion in such terms as shall meet his views and at the same time 
save the possible construction that might be put upon the resolu- 


tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
enters a motion for the reconsideration of the resolution. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to say, in reply to the observation of the 
Senator from Colorado, that I shal entirely willing to have 
the vote by which the resolution was passed reconsidered, pro- 
vided the Senator will give me some reason why it should be done. 
When the matter comes properly before the SenateI shall have 
something further to say regarding it. 

AFFAIRS IN CUBA PRIOR TO 1878. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing m from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


Mr. WOLCOTT subsequenti. 


the subject of mediation or intervention by the United States in the a 
of that island, I edna D A Topos 1 the i of 775 forwarding 
such papers as seem ‘or by the resolution in question. 

= GROVER CLE 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, April 15, 1896. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate authorizing the Commit- 
tees on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses to correct the enrolled 
joint resolution (S. R. 116) authorizing the Public Printer to 

rint the Annual rt of the Superintendent of the United 


tates Coast and tic Survey in quarto form and to bind it 
in one volume. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the 


concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 5,000 additional 
copies of the paper entitled “Economic geology of the Mercer 
mining district,” being a part of the Sixteenth Annual Report of 
the United States Geological Survey. 

The m e further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
s; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


pu 
The message also announced that the House had a con- 
current resolution providing for the printing of 10,000 additional 


copies of Bulletin No. 15 of the Office of 555 Stations of 

the Department of Agriculture, entitled Handbook of Experiment 

Station Work; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, pursuant to the notice that I gave 
yesterday that I would resume the floor iy Alito the privileged 
question, the resolution for the admission of Henry A. Du Pont to 
a seat in the Senate, I will, if the Senate will so far indulge me, 
proceed to consider that matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Delaware 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a resolution 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. MITCHELL of 
Oregon, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, February 
18, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, That Hi A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware for the full term commencing 4, 1895. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Delaware, 

The motion was agreed to, 


re. The resolution is before the 
Senate, and the Senator from Delaware is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator from Delaware proceeds, 
I should be glad to know from those having charge of the privi- 
leged question before the Senate when it is their purpose to 
secure a vote upon the proposition? I do this with a view of get- 
ting the question out of the way in some form, because it ma- 
terially interferes with other important business. I know it is 
also an important question, and I should be glad to learn what 
the is of those having the matter in charge, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oragon What is the Senator’s question? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to know whether some dispo- 
sition can not be made of the Du Pont case so as to finally dispose 
of it? It has been going on here for a good many weeks at inter- 
vals, by unanimous consent and otherwise, and we have allowed 
appropriation bills to be laid aside and taken up at the close of 
business in the evening. For that reason I should be glad to 
haye some understanding with our friends who have charge of 


1 resolution. i 
. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iwill state to the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations that as far as Iam concerned, I haye 
been anxious from the first, and I am still anxious, to reach a con- 
clusion in the Du Pont case at the earliest possible moment. 
8 have been made, as the Senator knows, on both sides, and 
ere are yet a number of speeches to be made on both sides, as I 
am advised. I have no objection, so far as I am concerned, as 
I know the appropriation bills should not be delayed unneces- 
sarily, that after the Senator from Delaware, who has the floor to 


The PRESIDENT pro tem 


speak to-day on the Du Pont case, has concluded his speech the 
oe proceed with the Indian appropriation bill, at all 
events, 


Mr. HALE. I will state to the Senator from on that in 
addition to that measure the naval appropriation bill has been 
reported and I am very desirous to go on with it the moment the 
Indian 11 bill is out of the way. We expected to get 
both bills into conference before this time, but, as the Senator 
from Iowa has said, they have been pushed aside for s; hes upon 
the Delaware case. Senators feel, I think, gener y, that we 
ought to be at work upon the Soper sea bills. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There are at least three or four 
Senators on this side of the Chamber who have notified me that 
they desire to be heard on the Du Pont case; and on the other side 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] at least has indicated to 
me that he desires to be heard. 

Mr. ALLISON. What I desire is that we shall have some un- 
derstanding as respects the business of the Senate, so that if the 
Du Pont case is to be considered now it will be understood that 
the appropriation bills shall be set aside. Otherwise we should 
have an understanding that when an appropriation bill is taken 
up for consideration in the Senate it be concluded without 
oe ras other business. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will make to the Senator from 
Iowa this suggestion, at all events, that after the Senator from 
Delaware have concluded his speech and after the bond ques- 
tion shall have been disposed of, then the Senate shall proceed with 
the consideration of the Indian Gi Hee bill to a finish, and 
perhaps by that time we shall be able to have some understanding 
as to the order of business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to give notice that after the conclu- 
sion of the remarks of the Senator from Delaware to-day I shall 
move an executive session. Senators are probably aware of the 
object of the executive session. 

r. PEFFER. I wish to say to the Senator from Ohio that 
there is an agreement by unanimous consent to proceed, when 
that time comes, with the bond resolution; but we can doubtless 
arrange as to that matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will not disturb that arrangement. 

11 PEFFER. With that understanding, of course, I shall not 
pose. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bond resolution is subject to ere 
tion bills by a distinct statement made by myself the other day 
when it was sought to make that resolution a special order. Of 
course the Senator from Kansas does not expect to go on with the 
bond resolution to the exclusion of the appropriation bills; at least 
I hope not. I do not understand that to be the order. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand the agreement to be just as it was 
made, Mr. President. There was a unanimous-consent agreement 
made a few days ago that yesterday at 2 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p. m. we should proceed to the consideration of the bond resolu- 
tion, but yesterday at 2.15 o’clock we were not ready by reason of 
the fact that the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 8 
was on the floor in the midst of a speech. Then, by unanimous 
consent, the eement was postponed or delayed until to-day 
at the conclusion of the speech of the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Smr 

Mr. N. Then I understand the unanimous-consent 
agreement embraces theidea that the bond resolution is to be the 
unfinished business. Ihave no objection to that, 
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Mr. PEFFER. At that time? 

Mr. ALLISON. At that time. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is the understanding. 

Mr. ALLISON. Giving way. of course, either by unanimous 
consent or otherwise, to appropriation bills. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is rulable, undoubtedly. 


Mr. PALMER. I wish to say that I desire to address the Sen- 
ate on the Du Pont case, and will be ready at any time it suits the 
convenience of the Senate to hear me after the from Del- 
aware has concluded. So there need be no delay so far as I am 

y concerned. 

Mr.GORMAN. I trust the suggestion made by the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, the Senator from Iowa, will 
beagreed to. We have considering this pete question 
in the Senate at odd times for the last month. e have now 
reached a pet where all the £ proposo bills are nearly 
ready for the consideration of this y. It is unfair and it is a 
loss of time to attempt to bring the appropriation bills in here as 
we have done and sandwich them between the . ques- 
tion and the ordinary business of the Senate. e have reached 
appropriation bills in which there are great questions involved 
besides the mere amount of money to be appropriated, and those 
bills will have to be considered by the Senate veryfully. Itseems 
to me it would expedite business if we could have an agreement 
now to vote upon the privileged question on Wednesday next at 3 
o'clock without further debate. If such an agreement is made 
we can then proceed with the ordinary business of the Senate 

Mr. MIT of Oregon. I can not agree to a vote upon the 
Du Pont case at that time in view of the notices I have received 
from Senators on both sides of the Chamber who desire to be 
heard m it. 

Mr. GORMAN. That would give one week. 

The PRESIDENT pappe Objection is made to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. DoI understand the Senator from Oregon to 
object to fixing a time? 

Mr. MIT of Oregon. Ihave already stated to the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, the chairman of the ttee on ie eed 
tions, and I now repeat to the Senator from Maryland, that per- 
haps after the Indian appropriation bill is out of the way and we 
ascertain just who desire to be heard further upon the Du Pont 
case— 


Mr. HALE. And the naval * pill, I also. 
That bill is on the Calendar and y to be brought before the 


Senate. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Well, I suggest that we may 
probably be able to see our way clear to make some arrange- 
ment. But at present I am unable to agree to any time for a vote 
n the Du Pont case. 4 
re GORMAN. That, I take it, practically means that this 
case is not to be considered until after the 1st of June. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It does not, by any manner of 
means. 

Mr. GORMAN. In view of the condition of the business of the 
Senate, with the debate that will necessarily occur upon the ap- 

priation bills, with the very full consideration which those 
portant measures now coming on uire, and which ought to 
be di of before the ist day of June—this is a question 
involving the right of a gentleman to a seat in this body it is a 
ivileged question; and it seems to me that some time should be 
Bred for taking the vote Spon it. If one week will not do, ten 
days hence ought to be fixed, so that we can get it out of the way 
of all these important measures. 

Mr. MIT of m. Iwill say what the Senate appre- 
ciates and understands, that this privileged question has not been 
proceeded with regularly. It has been taken up only at odd times, 
a speech made now and another then. We have not proceeded 
with it any one day for 3 As far as I am concerned, I 
have a desire to accommodate the business of the Appropriations 
Committee and other business of the Senate, and Iam now willing, 
having charge of the privileged question, that after the conclusion 
of the speech of the Senator from Delaware . GRAY] the Indian 
appropriation bill and the naval appropriation bill 1 be taken 
up and concluded, and then I desire to go on and proceed to a 
finish with the Du Pont case. 

Mr. STEWART. What has become of the unanimous-consent 


agreement? 

Mr. of Oregon. That is included. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debateis proceeding by unan- 
imous consent. 


Mr. STEWART. I wish it distinctly understood that there is 


a unanimous-consent agreement to consider the bond resolution 
after the conclusion of the speech of the Senator from Delaware 
I should like to sa 


pir. . 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not wish to interfere With 


that, of course. 
Mr. STEWART. The bond resolution might be passed without 
any discussion. Everybody can read it and know what it is. 


There is no necessity for any discussion of it. I think it obvi- 
ously ought to be passed, and it is very important before the 
1 bills are disposed of that we should know what the 


probable revenue will be. If the nt policy continues—— 
Mr. HOAR. I shall object to de , L believe, when the Senator 
from Nevada gets throngh. f 
Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Massachusetts can not 
take a Senator off the floor. 


Mr. HOAR. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. STEWART. If the present policy is to continue 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts calls for the ar order. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not wish to interpose until the Senator from 
Nevada has finished. 

Mr. STEWART. I will finish my sentence. 
isk HOAR. Isay Ido not wish to cut off the Senator from 


Mr. STEWART. I do not want to break off in the midst of a 
sentence. I say if the present policy of selling bonds continues it 
will be necessary to make very large appropriations in order to 
get the money out of the Treasury, or we shall 
the country with which to do business. 

Mr. N. I think the Senator will be satisfied with our 


efforts. 

Mr. STEWART. If that resolution should be passed we could 
perhaps be a little more economical. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, in what I have to say in regard to 
the claim made on behalf of Mr. Du Pont that he was elected by the 
legislature of Delaware in May, 1895, as a Senator from that State to 
this body I shall endeavor to be as brief as clearness of statement 


have no money in 


will permit. As a citizen of the State where the 1 ity of that 
claim isstrenuously denied, [have beenmorsthan ing that other 
Senators, free from any supposed bias in this matter, should bear 


the burden, such as it is, of the argument on this side in opposi- 
tion to that claim. I do not mean that I am conscious of 3 
bias as would interfere with the clear and impartial exercise of 
the judicial function we are now called upon to assume. At all 
events, Iam most fortunate in approaching the discussion of this 
case free from all prepossession against the personality of the 
claimant, who has long been known to me as an accomplished gen- 
tleman and worthy of the high esteem and regard in which he is 
held as a citizen of my State. Itis only because the claim made 
of his election is utterly unsupported by any view of the consti- 
tution of Delaware heretofore taken, or by any just view capable 
of being taken, that I conceive it my duty to oppose that claim. 

Mr. President, at the outset it is proper to remark, in view of 
what has been said by all the Senators who have spoken in sup- 
port of this claim, that all fair prepossessions founded upon the 
merits, founded upon the situation in the State of Delaware, are 
in favor of the propositions that I now support and which have 
been supported by the minority of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections in ition to the claim of Mr. Du Pont. If Mr, 
Du Pont shall be seated, he will be seated because a communi 
in the State of Delaware has been disfranchised; he will be sea 
because one of the regularly elected members of the legislature 
upon which the duty of electing a United States Senator devolved 
has been deprived of the right to exercise the function of an 
elector, and thereby made a result possible which, if he had not 
been thus ree could not have brought about. In other 
words, Mr. ident, those who support the claim of Mr. Du 
Pont to a seat in this body can only hope to be successful by the 
accident of a vacancy in representation, which they argue has 
been brought about under the provisions of the constitution of 
Delaware. 

No one doubts that if every person elected to the legislature of 
the State of Delaware by the le of that State was present and 
voting when the election for United States Senator was being 
held Du Pont would not be seated. No one doubts if Kent 
County in the State of Delaware had its full representation, which 
it had elected under the constitution, in that electoral body that 
Mr. Du Pont would not have been chosen. So that, if he should 
be admitted here and it should be declared that he was elected 
and entitled to a seat in this body, it would be by reason of this 
casus in the situation in the State of Delaware, and not by reason 
of the will of the people as expressed when they elected the mem- 
bers of the legislature. 

So that, Mr. President, what I have said seems to me very ap- 
posite when we consider how each of the Senators who have sup- 
ported this claim has animadverted in terms of more or less 
severity upon what they term a usurpation upon the part of one 
of the members elected from one of the counties in that State to 
the senate of Delaware, on what they variously call a seizure of 
office, an extrusion of the rightful speaker of the senate, and a 
seizing of the position. Mr. President, none of these epithets is 
applicable, none of them is justified ‘by the situation, none of 
them applies justly to the situation that was created by the exer- 
cise by Mr. Watson of the office of governor under the constitu. 
tion of Delaware. 
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I do not think it worth while to continue further in this line 
that has Gosn opened up by Senators on tise oihar atile of Pie gece: 
777 AA bo zeit this oade ace Wine co 
ceive to be the clear meaning o s 
we claim is that the provisions of that all 3 
set aside by the Senate of the United States. All we claim is that 


every legislative elector sent to the assembly of the State 
of Delaware by the pooni of that State shall be allowed to exer- 
cise the right and the privBege and the duty that was imposed 
upon him when he was elected by his consti! ; and it is only 
by depriving one of them of that right and of t commission 
en to him by his constituents that Senators can hope to seat 

e claimant in this case. 1 
Mr. President, I pass for the present the attempt of the majority 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections to have the Senate of 
the United States rewrite the constitution of Delaware and assume 
jurisdiction over the qualifications of a member of the Delaware 
senate, a jurisdiction belonging exclusively to that body. I wish, 
first, to vindicate the action of § Watson in voting for 
United States Senator after he assumed the exercise of the 
office of governor; and I do this, not because I believe that this is 
the tribunal where that vindication should be made, but because 


say, in passing, that the statement was made twenty-seven times 
by the speaker of the senate of Delaware as presiding officer of the 
joint assembly, that no person having received a majority of all 
the votes cast for United States Senator there was no election to 
said office, and that noone out of the full membership of thatassem- 
bly ever rose in his seat to , much less to-protest, that that 
statement was not literally accurately true. 

This belongs to the recital of the history of events upon which 
all argument must be founded. These proceedings a in the 
regular journal of the joint assembly, as attested by 
the senate, who was the clerk of that joint assembly, and a copy 
of the same appears as an exhibit in the report of the majority of 
the committee. . 

The parts of the constitution of Delaware with which we are 

incipally concerned in this discussion are those which I send 

the deak and ask the Secretary toread forme. They are from 
Article II, which treats of legislative pore 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BUTLER in the chair). The 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


ARTICLE II. 
Section 1. The tive power of this State shall be vested in a general 
assembly, which consist of a senate and house of re tati 


presentatives. 
Sec. 2. The representatives shall be chosen [for two years] by the citizens 
residing in the several counties, 


No person shall be a representative who shall not have attained the age of 


year of t term an inhabitant of coun be chosen, 
unless he shall have been absent on the public business of the United States 
or of this State. 


There shall be seven representatives chosen in each county, until a tor 
number < ig pogo by bord regs assembly be ju mp eet 
sary; and then, two-thirds of each bran egislature concurring, the 
may by law make vision for increasing their number. 3 

Sec. 3. The rs shall be chosen for four years by the citizens residing 
in on several counties. 

0 


person shall be a senator who shall not have attained to the of 27 
, and have, in the county in which he shall be 


200 acres of land, or an estate in real or personal property, or in either, of 
the value of £1,000 at least, and have teen * citizen and inhabitant the 


State three years next preceding the first 5 the legislature after 
his election, and the last year of that term an inhabitant of the county in 
* he be chosen, unless he shall have been absent on the public Busi- 
ness of the United States or of this State. 

ere 


of said term. 

When there is a vacancy in either house of the assembly, and the 
general assembly is not in session, the governor A Rae . issue a 
writ of election to fill such vacancy; which writ shall be executed as a writ 
issued by a speaker of either house in case of vacancy. 

* * * + * * + 

SEC. 5. Each house shall choose its speaker and other officers; and also each 
house, whose speaker shall exercise the office of governor, may choose a 
speaker pro tempore. 


Serc. 6. Each house shall elections, returns, and qualifications 
of its own members; and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do 
business; but a smaller number . day to dax. and shall be 
authorized to compel the attendance of absent members in manner and 

sw as 3 
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* + 
Sec. 12. No senator or representative shall, during the time for which he 
shall have been elected, be appointed to any civil office under this State, which 
shall have been created, or the emoluments of which shall have been increased, 
during such time. No person concerned in any army or navy contracts, nor 
mem) Congress, nor any person holding any office under this State, or 
the United States, except the attorney-general, officers usually appointed by 
justice, vely, attorneys at law, and officers in the mi- 
no disqualifying office, shall, during his continuance in Congress 
or in office, be a senator or representative. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I now read from Article III of the 
constitution, which relates to the executive power: 
Articie III. 
SECTION 1. The supreme executive power of the State shall be vested in a 
vernor. 


1828. 2. The governor shall be chosen by the citizens of the State. 

There is no suggestion, much less any authorization, in that first 
section, or inany other provision of the constitution, that a governor 
can be in any other ion— 

The governor shall be chosen by the citizens of the State. 
= 2 * + 2 * s 
Sec. 3. The governor shall hold his office during four years from the third 
Tuesday in January next ensuing his election, and shall not be eligible a 


second to ssid office. 
Sec. 4. He shall be at least 30 years of age, and have been a citizen and 
inhabitant of the United States twelve years next before the first meeting of 


the legislature after his election, and the last six of that term an inhabitant 
of this State, unless he shall have been absent on the public business of the 
United States or of this State. 
Sec. 5. No member of Co: nor person holding any office under the 
United States, or this State, exercise the office of governor. 
= * +$ + * 


* * 

After reading these clauses of the constitution of Delaware there 
will be no difficulty in understanding the true bearing of section 
14, which is the important one in this case. 

It provides as follows: 


there 
happening in the office 
or inability, the eater, of —.— house of 


. If the person elected 


re’ 
shall be gove: 1 
‘ore the commencement of his temm of office, or shall refuse to 


disqualified, 


ting of the 
immediatel 3 to elect, joint ballot of 
ercise the — by th 


governor. 
the senate, or of the house of 


It is submitted, sir, that an intelligent and careful reading of 
these provisions would not leave a doubt of the following propo- 


sitions: 

First. That the scheme of the Delaware constitution provides 
for a governor, to be elected by the people, in whom the supreme 
executive powers of the State shall vested, who skall hold his 
office for a term of four T and have certain prescribed quali- 
fications and not be eligible for a second time to the office. 

Second, That no other than one so elected for the term and 
with 5 prescribed by the constitution is a governor 
in the constitutional sense. 

Third. That the framers of that constitution, regarding the 
vicissitudes of human life, have provided in case of the death of a 
governor so elected that the duties of the office shall be discharged 
by a person holding a place of high dignity in the legislative 
department of the government, to wit, the speaker of the senate, 
who is necessarily a senator elected to represent one of the coun- 
ties of the State. 

Fourth. That the speaker, upon whom the constitution in such 
a contingency devolves the exercise of the office, exercises a tem- 
porary and ad interim function until a governor in the full con- 
stitutional sense can be elected by the people. That he does not 
exercise the office for a full term of four years or for the remain- 
der of the term of the deceased governor, but only until an elec- 
tion for governor can be had; it sas be only for a few weeks. 

Fifth. That the constitution in devolving this temporary ad 
interim function upon the speaker of the senate has not provided 
that thereby such speaker shall vacate the place of a senator from 
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the county to which he was elected. And the whole scheme of 
the constitution negatives any implication of the intent to create 
such a vacancy. 

The speaker of the senate in such cases is a guardian of the 
ee office, like the civil law term in loco parentis—in 

loco gubernatoris—custos; like the great seal, being in commis- 
sion when there is no chancellor. 

Those are cases which seem to me analogous and most like the 
provision that is made by the Delaware constitution for the con- 
tingency of the death of a governor elected by the people. All of 
these exercises of authority are well understood and well known 
as not conferring either the rank or the power or the substance of 


the office, but are stop-gaps; they are made for a tem emer- 
gency. which it was thought best should be provided for in order 
t 


t the machinery of Fe might not break down. It 
does not require any refined exegesis to explain that to the plain 
people of the State for whom constitutions are made. They can 
understand that one officer may, upon a temporary emergency, 
exercise the duties of another office without stepping into the 
shoes of that officer, or being ar becoming the officer whose duties 
he is performiug. It is a thing which belongs to the common 
affairs of everyday life, and when the constitution makers of 
Delaware framed provision to meet a temporary emergency 


they knew that they were g to le who would under- 
stand the machinery that been provided to meet the case that 
was described. 


It is inconceivable that intelligent men, engaged in the serious 
business of framing the organic law of a State, should have neg- 
lected to expressly declare and provide for a vacancy in the rep- 
resentation in the senate from a county, if one was intended or 
contemplated, when the speaker of the senate should exercise the 
office of governor upon the happening of a contingency for which 
they were then providing. Think of it for a moment, Mr. Presi- 
dent! Here were presumably intelligent men, selected from the 
body of the citizenship of the State, a State that has proved its 
capacity for self-government through a hundred years of Ameri- 
can history, and theze men, thus selected to e a framework 
of government, after providing for the deposit of executive power, 
8 coming to the obvious suggestion that there might be by 
resignation, death, or removal a temporary vacancy in the office 
of governor, proceed to pora for that contingency. And they 
do provide for it, not by leaving the office vacant for a time, how- 
ever short, for they knew that the inconveniences of having an 
absolutely vacant office, or having no one to exercise the execu- 
tive power when it should be necessary to exercise it, would be 
great, but they said that, although we have provided that the 
governor shall be elected by the people, or chosen by the people, 
as is the more apt phrase of the constitution, andin him all execu- 
tive power is lodged, yet if during his term he dies or is removed 
or is unable to perform the duties of his office, then until we can 
have another governor elected by the people we will take the 
obvious, common-sense, 5 ure of devolving the 
duties of that office upon a man already elected by the people and 

romoted to a high and dignified office, to wit, the s. ership of 
The senate of the State, and say that he shall exercise it for what 
time? For the balance of the term? No; but until the people 
shall elect a governor and he qualifies. 

Mr. President, is there anything remarkable about that? Is 
there anything to justify the epithet of ‘‘ anomalous” applied to 
it by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] yester- 
day afternoon? Imagine that haying done that, these framers of 
the organic law of Delaware, having devolved that duty upon the 
speaker of the senate of Delaware as a stop-gap, should have been 
confronted with the suggestion you have probably made a va- 
cancy in the office or position or place of representative in the 
senate from Kent County, or Newcastle, or Sussex,” and the 
said, as the Senator from Oregon in effect declares they said, 
„Oh, well; let it go; we will leave it open for construction 
when the occasion arises.” Or suppose they had been told that 
„there was an American system, an American common law” 
that was so binding, that was so well understood, so all-pervasive, 
that of its own forceit would work a vacancy, as was said by the 
Senator from New Hampshire yesterday. If there was such a 
law, as claimed by the Senator from New Hampshire, we must 

resume that those framers of the constitution of Delaware un- 

erstood it as well as he, that John M. Clayton, George Read, 
James Rogers, Willard Hall, and Charles Polk, and their col- 
leagues knew as much about the American system as even the 
distinguished Senator from New Hampshire. Yet we are asked 
by the distinguished Senator to believe that when these men were 
confronted with this American doctrine which is said created a 
vacancy in the representation from a county, depriving the con- 
stituency of one-third of its representation, they said, ‘‘ We will 
not provide for it; let it go; let one-third of the people of that 
county go unrepresented.” Vacancy in the representation of a 
county where t are only three to represent it is about as im- 
portant a matter as a vacancy in the Executive office, and yet we 


are told that those men, confronted with that situation, were 
willing that the ee trae Spa go unprovided for, and never 
wrote one line to show that they recognized that vacancy, much 
less to provide for filling it. 
I am here to defend my State from the imputation of ever hav- 
ing had a constitutional convention composed of men so fatuous, 
so unfitted for the ie duty they were called upon to perform 
that when confronted with an exigency like that they did not 
have intelligence enough to deal with it. Oh, no, Mr. President; 
I said it was inconceivable. So it is. When they said that the 
duties of this office shall devolve apan the senator who happens 
to be speaker it never entered their heads that they were vacatin 
the office of senator from one of the counties, or else we know tha 
tney would have provided for the filling of that vacancy, 

e might stop and leave the case here, taking the plain lan- 
guage of the constitution in section 14, which says: 

Upon any vacancy ha; in the office of governor, by hisdeath * * + 
the er of thi ected 
me nom as 2 July s bony pahaa the office until a governor el by 

We might stop there, with not a word in the section or in the 
constitution about the effect of that provision upon the representa- 
tion of a county in the senate, not a suggestion that a vacancy 
was ever contemplated, and say we will not do violence to common 
sense, to the Fania of the people of a sovereign State, by here in 
the Senate of the United States undertaking, under our power to 
judge of the qualifications and elections of a Senator of this body, 
to unseat a senator or vacate a place in the senate of Delaware. 

Mr. MILLS. May I ask the Senator from Delaware a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLS. Suppose the office of governor should have been 
cast upon the speaker of the house of representatives, as is con- 
tended for, and then an election should be ordered for governor 
of the State and a governor elected in accordance with the con- 
stitution; would the speaker then be out of office? . 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. As soon as the governor is qualified 
the speaker would cease, in the language of the constitution, the 
exercise of the office of governor. 

Mr. He would not be speaker? He would have lost 
his office as speaker entirely? 

Mr. GRAY. He would not have lost his office as speaker or 
senator. I will come to that point presently. The practice for 
one hundred years under the 1 g constitution, Which was 
precisely similar, has been that he resumed his place. 

Mr. MIL . I think the word “ until” would imply that he did. 

Mr. GRAY. I think so. I do not think there is any other con- 
struction to be put upon it. 

We are not to make pawns of the rights of the citizens of a State 
upon the political chessboard. We are not to gamble away the 
rights of great communities, and to stultify our own common sense 
in order to accomplish a predetermined 8 poas or end. Consti- 
tutions, as I said a while ago, are made for the paa people of a 
State. They were meant to be Spe ype by those plain rules 
which govern the meaning of the English lan „in which they 
are written, and it will not do here in this high place by argu- 
mentation, by dialectics, by refined and subtle reasoning to reason 
away the plain, obvious, common-sense meaning of these great 
charters, and leave the people dazed and amazed at the conse- 
quences of what they themselves have done. 

They had provided that each county should have three senators, 
and the 5 that all vacancies should be immediatel 
and without delay. filled by a special election. They ee 
the serious consequences of a vacancy in the representation of a 
county. Did they intend to create a vacancy of which they did 
not speak, or leave it, as the chairman of the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections says, an open question whether there was a 
vacancy or not, to be determined by the casuistry of lawyers and 
United States Senators? 

One of the most remarkable of all the remarkable and ingenious 
arguments that have been made in this case on behalf of the claim- 
ant was made by his counsel before the committee and indorsed 
by the chairman of the committee when he says: 

The true construction— 

As if this section wanted any construction in the sense in which 
they are speaking here— 

The true construction of this section is not that it is optional with the 
speaker, either of the senate or of the house, while exercising the office of gov- - 


ernor also to perform the functions of speaker and senator or representa- 


tive, but that when the speaker shall exercise the office of governor the house 


shall have authority to choose another speaker. 

He is alluding now to an interpretation of that clause in the con- 
stitution which says that when the speaker of the senate shall 
exercise the office of governor the senate may elect a speaker pro 
tempore. 

This— 

Says the counsel— 
leaves it open for construction when occasion arises to determine whether or 
nok by becoming goverticr the speaker thereby vacates his offices of senator 
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Is it worth while to pursue further an argument which has been 
driven into that corner, that here a solemn provision of the con- 
stitution of a State is said not to be amenable to the plain, obvious 
construction which it bears upon its face, but the true construc- 
tion is that it is left open when occasion arises to determine 
whether or not by becoming governor the speaker thereby vacates 
his office of senator and speaker? As though constitutions were 
made in order to raise questions, moot questions, to exercise the 
wit and ingenuity of lawyers, and not made for the government of 
a plain, honest, and intelligent people. He says the true construc- 
tion is that it is left open for determination when the occasion 


arises. 

Mr. GEORGE, That would mean that those who were the 
framers of the constitution refused to do so and left it to their 
successors in after years to frame it for them. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. t.is what it means, that they were 
derelict in their high duty of framing the organic law of the 
State, but in this important particular left it open for future de- 
termination when the occasion arises; borrowing trouble from the 
future; going to seek it, instead of quietly—by a plain, simple pro- 
vision—setting all question at rest. 

No such absurd argument, I say with all due respect to the com- 
mittee, was ever before made in regard to the interpretation of 
any constitution of a free State. 

. PUGH. What reason can be imagined for leaving it open? 

Mr. GRAY. Nothing we can suppose, except to tify those 
who delight in the display of ingenious and refined argument. 
That way of looking at this provision has done this, I grant you. 
It has given to us the pleasure of seeing the most remarkable 
exhibition of the ability and ingenuity and dialectical skill of the 
chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. But if 
there is any other conceivable purpose for which they should have 
adopted an interpretation which Senators solemnly say they did 
adopt, that is, the open construction theory, I am not competent 
to imagine it. 

According to the other side these men were eng: in making 
& provision for the given contingency of the death of the governor, 
by compelling a senator temporarily to exercise the office, yet 
they either did not know that their action was creating an almost 
equally important vacancy in the representation of a county, or 
if they knew it they did not consider it a matter grave enough to 
mention and provide for or even to allude to. e do not believe 
. it. Noargumentation can convince a reasonable man that either 

alternative was true. On the bd Bg express language of 
the constitution tells us that they did have in mind and did con- 
template the consequences and possible effect of what they were 
doing, for it says that each house whose speaker shall exercise 
the office of governor—may elect another senator in his place? 
No—bnut may choose a er pro tempore. 

The framers of the constitution thereby declared, not only by 
their silence but expressly, that the exercise of the office of gov- 
ernor by a senator in the contingency provided for should not 
work a yacancy in the representation of any county in the senate. 
The whole scheme of the constitution is in harmony with this 
plain meaning and construction. Could anything more clearly 
show that they knew what they were doing? Here they were 
providing for the consequences of imposing the duty of exercising 
the office of governor on a senator. How did they doit? By pro- 
viding for a vacancy or suspension? No. But by a provision 
that negatived a vacancy or suspension. 

Mr. President, imagine, if such a feat of imagination were 
possible, that here, when they had ordained that in the event of 
the death of the governor the speaker of the senate should exer- 
cise the office until a governor could be elected by the people, and 
thatimmediately thereafter they had said when the speaker of the 
senate or of the house shall exercise the office of governor either 
house may elect a speaker pro tempore—imagineany one getting up 
in the convention and saying we have adopted this provision for 
the temporary exercise of the office of governor and we have pro- 
vided that when the speaker is in the exercise of the office of gov- 
ornor a speaker pro tempore may be elected by the senate or 
the house, as the case may be; but there is an American law, to 
use the parad of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER], which provides that whenever a legislative officer is called 
upon to exercise executive duties he shall vacate his legislative place. 
Imagine, then, that they, by silence or by express assent, go on 
with their work on other branches of the constitution without a 
syllable to show that they either recognized that American public 
law, as it is called, or attempted to provide for the consequences 
it might work. 

The constitution does not make the speaker of the senate gov- 
ernor, and if I understood aly the exceedingly able and inter- 
esting argument of my friend the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Burrows], the whole force of what he said was directed during 
the hour that he spoke to show that when the constitution did say 
that the speaker of the senate shall in the contingency of the 
death of the governor exercise the office of governor it made him 
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ent. It was insisted 
TCHELL], the chairman 
of the committee; it was dwelt upon by the Senator from Utah 
pe Brown] and by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
RITCHARD]. The framers of the constitution could make just 
such provision as they pleased. They could say that the speaker 
of the senate ‘‘shall be governor” or ‘‘shall me governor” 
npon the . this contingency; but they did not say it. 
e Senator from i 


governor. That was the burden of his ar 
upon by the Senator from ee [Mr. 


ississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has shown in his in- 
teresting and exhaustive argument that they knew the English 
language and they knew how to say become“ and ‘‘be” when 
they wanted to say become“ and “be.” But they did not say it 
here. What are you going to do about it? They have chosen to 
make a distinction between being governor and exercising the 
office of governor, and who shall say them nay? Do you deny the 
. to make that distinction? Do you deny to the people of a 
tate in framing their organic law the right to use such language 
as expresses their intent? You say they said he shall become gov- 
ernor, but when we turn to the constitution we find that it says 
the speaker in such contingency shall exercise the office of gov- 
ernor. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Delaware 
allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The provision in the Constitution 
of the United States with ect to the Vice-President does not 
say that the Vice-President shall become the President, and yet 
would the Senator from Delaware contend that the Vice-President 
does not become the President of the United States to all intents 
and p ses in the event of a vacancy? 

Mr. GRAY. We are not discussing the Constitution of the 
United States at the 0 moment; at least I am not. But if 
it were necessary, and I may have something to say about it be- 
fore I conclude, to take up the line of argument suggested by the 
Senator from Oregon, I would merely suggest to him that it has 
been a matter of considerable difficulty with jurists in this coun- 
try wherever it has been discussed whether he became President 
or was acting President, and I think that the weight of authority 
and opinion, as far as I am able to estimate it, is on the side of con- 


6 Vice-President in that event as acting President, just 


as the Constitution describes him, and not as President. However 
that re e we are discussing the constitution of Delaware and 
not the Constitution of the United States, and I will say that any- 
one who reads that constitution will agree with the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], and I take pride in saying it, that its lan- 
guage, its style, its verbiage, and the knowledge it implies of the 
use of words and the force of lan ge are equal to that displayed 
in the Constitution of the United States. 

Of course there is no limit to the exercise of the human intellect. 
Ingenuity, dialectical skill, from the time of the scholiasts to the 
time of the Senator from Oregon, has been employed to make the 
worse appear the better reason.” There is no human lan 
that can be employed, however plain and direct, which, when 955 
jected to this sort of intellectual exercise, can not be made to cre- 
ate at least conundrums and puzzles for the ingenious and skillful, 
But, Mr. President, we are here exercising the high judicial func- 
tion imposed upon us by the Constitution of the United States, 
and it has been over and over again declared in this body and in 
every other tribunal which has been called upon to consider such 
questions that when you are called upon to construe a statute 
much more the or; c law of a State, Words are things,” an 
that the plain, obvious meaning of the English language employed 
in setting down the landmarks of a State’s government shall not 
be tortured or twisted or strained out of their natural and ordi- 
nary te in order to make occasion for the exploitation of 
the skill of the particular expounder, and that where words are 
used ex industria they are to be taken as meaning something, and 
that where one word or set of words is used in contradistinction 
or in apposition to another there is meant to be a clear line of 
demarcation between them, and you are not at liberty to disregard 
that use of language. 

The constitution does not make the speaker of the senate gov- 
ernor. It does not say that in a certain contingency he shall be 
governor, but it everywhere keeps separate and distinct the gov- 
ernor elected by the people from one who on the death of the gov- 
ernor exercises the office temporarily and ad interim. It is all 
well enough to say that they mean the same thing, and that the 
governmental machine runs along when somebody is exercising 
the office, but it will not do to disregard the plain distinction that 
the framers of the constitution chose to make between the two. 
Nowhere in the constitution where it is necessary to speak of such 
a person is he spoken of as governor, but he always is called 
by the long and more inconvenient locution of aker of the 
senate 5 house exercising the office of governor. that mean 
nothing 

When speaking of this man after the duties have been de- 
Yolved upon him, not when they are making the provision which 
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devolved the duties upon him, they always speek of him as speaker 
of the honse or of the senate exercising office of governor. 
Why did they not say “governor”? They could have said it. 
is shorter, less roundabout, 

Mr. GEORGE. Because they did not want him to be governor. 

Mr. GRAY. They had a purpose. sage chose to distinguish 
them, and they had a right to distinguish them. 

Article III, section 1, says: 

The supreme executive powers of the State shall be vested— 

Where? 
in a governor. 

Section 2 says: 

The governor shall be chosen by the citizens of the State. 

A governor in the full constitutional sense must, as I have before 
said, be elected by the people. 

Section 3 of this article says: 

The governor shall hold his office during four years. 

“The er of the senate,” says section 14, when there is a 
vacancy in the office of governor,” shall exercise the office until a 
governor elected we the people shall be duly qualified. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Would it disturb the Senator 
from Delaware if I ask him a question right here? 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Perhaps I should like to ask two 
questions. The first one is this: Is there any one function that a 
governor eee | the geons of Delaware can exercise which 
can not be exerci by the person who as speaker of the senate 
succeeds to the exercise of the officeof governor, or is there any— 
I was about to say penalty, and I will sayit—penalty to which the 
governor elected by the people of the State is subject or may be 
subject to which the speaker of the senate who succeeds to the 
exercise of the office of governor is not subject? That is the 
question. 

Mr. GRAY. Is that the whole of it? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is all of this question. 

Mr. GRAY. There itisagain. The constitution of Delaware 
or its framers have seen fit clearly to distinguish between the gov- 
ernor, who they say shall be chosen by the people for four years, 
and the speaker of the senate, who in a given contingency shall 
exercise the office of governor. They have chosen to do it; they 
have continued that distinction all through the constitution; and 
yet the Senator comes here and says that it means the same thing 
as be or become“ governor, because the person who thus 
exercises the office performs every duty that is imposed upon the 

. -That may be, but in between the performance of those 

uties I take it he is not governor, nor is he governor when he is 

orming them, but he is the person whom the constitution 
ts to perform them. 

They have seen fit to make that distinction, and yet the Senator 
from n says they had no right to make it. He says it means 
something else; it means that he shall be governor—just as the 

of Pennsylvania after having a constitution such as we 
ve, acting upon it as we have in State of Delaware, wren 
they came to amend their constitution said the speaker of the 
senate in that contingency shall become governor. They had a 
Soden it, to make the distinction. 
MITCHELL of Oregon. That was a very long answer to 
a question that might have been answered yes or no. 

Ar. GRAY. I am not here when I am making my argument to 
be catechised categorically by the Senator, to answer yes or no. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Certainly not. Then do I under- 
stand the Senator from Delaware to admit in substance and 
effect that there is not a single function which the governor of 
Delaware elected by the e can exercise but can be exercised 
and is exercised by the of the senate who succeeds to the 
exercise of the of governor? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not admit it. I say that the speaker who ex- 
ercises the office undoubtedly performs the duties that are imposed 
upon the governor. That is what I say, and Ido not choose to 
put cog Feat in any different form from that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well. Now, one other ques- 
tion bearing on the same point. Does the Senator from Delaware 
regard that there is any Kifference at all in the character of the 
person (call him governor or what you please, that is his official 
character) who is the speaker of the senate and who succeeds to 
the exercise of the office of governor and the person who may be, 
under certain circumstances, elected by the legislature to exercise 
the office of governor until a governor el by the people shall 
be duly qualified? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know, Mr. President 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In the one case an official is taken 
and in the other case a person ib taken, not an official. Do they 
occupy any different position? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know, and if the Senator from Oregon 
will excuse me, I do not think it n to answer that conun- 


drum. I am not prepared to answer. I have not thought much 
of it, but I have my view of it. : 


It | has any materiali 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think itis very important. 
Mr. GRAY. Ido not think it is important. Ido not think it 
here at all. 

Mr. President, there is a difference which the common mind 
recognizes between the officer full panoplied with all the dignity 
that the constitution ordained by the ple can give him and 
the one who temporarily performs the duty when he is unable or 
when God has smitten him with death. Is there no difference 
between the chancellor of England and the commission who holds 
the seal? Is there no difference between the custodian of the 
property and rights 3 when the proper owner is dead and 
that proper owner? Is it nota common distinction everywhere 
that the one stands in a relation temporarily, as I said a while 
ago, where a man stands in loco parentis? Is the guardian 
the father because he exercises the duties of natural parent? 
Not at all. The distinction is important. We do not choose in 
Delaware to invest this temporary stop-gap with the dignity and 
with the supreme power of governor elected by the people. We 
say to him, We want you and command you to exercise the 
duties when this visitation of Providence has come and taken 
our governor away until we can elect a governor, one who shall 
exercise the office of governor until a governor is elected by the 


people.” 
5 e they make the distinction in the first place, and 
it runs all through the constitution. Iam here to show that the 
Senate of the United States has no right in the exercise of the 
powers conferred upon it by the Constitution of the United States 
to ignore that distinction. It has no right to invade a State and 
override its constitution according to its notions of what that con- 
stitution ought to be. It may be that the Senator of New Hamp- 
shire was right in his learned argument and the distinction he 
made between legislative powers and executive powers. It ought 
always 25 oe money rienced the stric * fashion. But can we 
impose upon a 0; we are to recognize the peo- 
ple of the State and the organic law that they ordain as equal au- 
thority and binding force with the Constitution of the United 
States. It is of our scheme of government. The Consti- 
tution of the United States recognizes it. The preservation of 
the rights of the States is just as important to the integrity of the 
National Government as the enforcement of the provisions of the 
National Constitution itself. 
What is our scheme of government? It is a dual scheme. That 
. here. It is just as much our business to pre- 
serve that dual e in all its integrity, it is just as much our 
duty to be jealous of the rights and powers of the States, as it is 
that we should keep ourselves within Brae observance of the 
provisions of the Constitution of the U States. You can not 
get away from it. That is the American doctrine. That is the 
atmosphere we breathe, and we can not live as American citizens 
out of that atmosphere. 

Mr. President, I was ing, when I was interrupted, of the 
distinction the constitution of Ware has seen fit to make in 
the very beginning between a governor elected by the people and a 
speaker of the senate or house who shall on a given contingency 
exercise that office. The ernor elected by the people is not 
eligible a second time to the office; but a senator who exercises 
the office may be elected at the next or any subsequent election. 
That is a pretty considerable difference between the one who 
exercises the office and the one who is really the governor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a difference of function or of power, 
the Senator from Delaware will allow me to say. 

Mr. GRAY. The constitution says that 


The governor shall hold his office d four years from the third Tuesday 
in Jan next ensuing his election, and shall not be eligible a second time 
to said office. 

But a senator who exercises the office may be elected, as I said, 
at the next or any subsequent election. Senator from Oregon 
says that on a vacancy happening in the office of governor all the 
constitution does is to make the speaker ‘‘eligible” to the office 
of governor, and if he does not waive it he becomes governor. 
The constitution says that when there is a vacancy by reason 
of death in the office of governor the speaker of the senate 
“shall ” exercise the duties of the office, but the Senator says, and 
I repeat, that when a vacancy pappas in the office of governor all 
the constitution does is to make the speaker“ 1 What is 
the moema of “eligible” in the clause ‘‘eligible to the office”? 
Why, capable of being chosen. But the constitution says he 
“shall exercise the office.” It is mandatory. He can not get 
away from it. It is not for him to accept. It is just as much a 
part of his duty as senator and speaker as if is to attend on the 
sessions of the senate and perform his duty to his constituency 
when there. 

Mr. The governor, they contend, can be governor half 


adozen times. 
Mr. GRAY. Yes, but the Senator from Ore disregards 
this peremptory and imperative command, exercise the 
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office,” and merely makes the speaker eligible to the office of 
governor. 

Now, look at what violence they have to do to the text of the |. 
constitution in order to accomplish that result. We read it as it 
is and take the plain common-sense interpretation. They say 
that they brush aside this clear command that the “shall 
exercise the office” ina given contingency, and it only means—I 
quote the language of the Senator again — “ that the speaker shall 
be eligible to the office of governor.” If he does not waive it and 
voluntarily takes the oath of office he becomes governor. 

Mr. President, does not the statement itself of that position re- 
fute it? How cer tee make it any plainer that they are talking 
about a thing on of the constitution of Delaware, and that we 
are arguing upon what we find within its four corners? That is 
all there is about it. They are, as the Senator from Mississippi 
said, striking out and inserting. We are taking the text as tt 
came from the representatives of the 9 and giving 
effect to the plain language that they have The governor 
must be at least 30 years of age,” but the senator who exercises 
the office may be less than 30 ade Ur old. The governor must be 
en citizen and inhabitant of 
before the first meeting of the! after his election,” but 
a senator exercising the office need only be a citizen and inhabit- 
ant of the State three years.” Is there no difference between the 
two? 

Mr. CALL. I should like to ask the Senator from Delaware a 
question. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. Task him if the ker should resign his office as 
senator and speaker what would me of the governor? Would 
he be governor under that ag liom ee the constitution? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator fro: assachusetts argued that case 
at considerable length and made a most interesting exposition of 
his view of a similar situation in to the President pro 
e of the Senate exercising the office of President, or acting 

ident, whatever the language may be. He said that every. 
ae the President pro tempore resigned or was removed and 
another put in there would be a new man to act as President. 

But there was one point that I had overlooked. Iwas 
of the distinction, made by the constitution and carried throngh al 
its provisions, between a governor elected by the le a the 
speaker, who temporarily exercises the office. Iw not dwell 
upon it except that it seems to be the burden of the ent upon 
the other side. Certainly it was the sole burden of the argument 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. Of course he considers it 
important that the er, when he exercised the office, actually 
became governor an there was no distinction between him and 
the governor elected by the people. 

In section 14 they commence by saying that— 

The speaker of the senate shall exercise the office until the governor elected 
by the pecple shall be duly qualified. 

They also say in section 5 of Article IT that— 

Each house shall choose its er and other officers; and also each house, 
See oftice of governor, may choose a speaker pro 

Why did not the framers of the constitution say, if what the Sen- 
ator from Oregon says be true, that each house whose shall 
become governor shall choose a speaker. But they seem to have 
understood what they were about, and knew howto use proper 
language when they wished to make a discriminative use of it. 
Why did they say, ‘‘Each house whose speaker shall exercise the 
office of governor may choose a speaker pro tempore”? 

Mr. M. A speaker pro tempore is chosen temporarily. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. They go further on and say: 

If the trial of a contested election shall continue longer than until the third 
Kipr Eai January next ensuing the election of a governor, the governor of 

That is, the governor elected by the people; it can not be any- 
body else— 
or the speaker of the senate or of the house of 
bein the exercise of the executive authority 
termination of such contested election. 

Mr. President, what is to be said about a contention that there 
is no distinction in the constitution of Delaware between the 
W000 speaker of the senate of 

office 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BUTLER in the chair). The 
Senator from Dela ware will suspend. The hour of 2 O clock hav- 
ing arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution E S. R. 102) directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to open for public entry all that certain 
part of the public domain in the State of Utah known as the Un- 
compahgre Indian Reservation. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask that the unfinished business be laid aside, 
in order that the Senator from Delaware may proceed with his 
remar 


tatives who ma; 
continue therein un 


then 
a de- 


United States seg years next | ing 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. VILAS. The unfinished business is laid aside simply that 
“the Senator from Delaware may finish his remarks? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is laid aside temporarily. 


Mr. GRAY. Now, let me read again. What are you going to 
do with this language? Will they say that it does not mean any- 
thing? Of course it is possible to say so, but the language will re- 
main whatever you say about it. The constitution will remain as 
the leof Delawaremadeit. Whether the Senator from Oregon 
or nator from New Hampshire says that it means nothing, 
it will remain there to be construed by lawyers and sensible 
poesio as sor as the people of Delaware choose to have it remain. 

read it again: 

If the trial of a contested election shall continue longer than until the third 
Tuesday of January next ensuing the election of a governor, the governor of 
the last year, or the speaker of the senate or of the house of representatives, 


who may then be in the exercise of the executive authority, shall continue 
therein until a determination of such 1 election. 


nor member of Con- 


English lan- 
porer, the man elected by the people, and distinguished him all 
But that is not all. The second clause of section 1 

the house of representatives shall exercise i mo 
pronoun his“ stands for no other noun 

easily been employed if a different intent had 
relating to this subject-matter, and which I have read in the hear- 

senator. That section is as follows: 
te or the United 
ce, juance 


ing. 3 
guage when they, all through ae tories in that respect, so 
carefully distinguished between the person whom they set upina 
democratic government as the one ry of the executive. 
ough from the temporary exercise of that-power, the mere 

stop-gap to prevent the machinery of the government falling into 
desuetude, to the inconvenience and detriment of the 8 
II of the constitution reads as follows: 

If there be f the 
in the office by Ma death, —— ee 8 or 5 

Here is a clear reference to the spree of the, senate ex 
Sip Ont of Gaverais ab etn being the svete of the senate. It 
refers to a berg DE ppening by his death, ete.—that is, the 
8 's death. 

the speaker of the senate just referred to. 

So we find the constitution is consistent throughout with the 
intent so clearly expressed at first. Different lang could have 

The temporary and provisional character of the arrangement 
made by the e in case of the death of the governor is 
apparent from even the most cursory consideration of the sections 
ing of the Senate. But the Senator from Oregon,and the counsel 
for Mr. Du Pont, say that section 12 of Article II of the Delaware 
constitution expressly prohibits Mr. Watson from acting as 

No person concerned in any army or navy contrac 
Restos sunere Gea A geminal Grmorenmentin es 
of eo —— — aD attorneys 5 Soar — — 
te a senator or Sopresentative. 

That is section 12 of Article II. 

It is obvious, however, that this section is prescri 


prescribing disquali- 
fications for senators and representatives 3 whether as 
concerns their eligibility or nig Ree status election, and can 


have no application to a subsequent and particular provision of 
the constitution expressly commanding that in a certain contin- 
gency the executive duties shall devolve upon the of the 
senate. That was section 12 of Article II, ee 14 of Article 
III. A subsequent provision says: 
Upon any ning, ete., the r of 
the Pics we pages Bs sym E by the eae ball be duly, aA oe 
Common sense as well as the common law of statutory construc- 
Hon have approved the rule universally recognized, which I will 


That rule is as follows: 
Where there are words general intention and then of a par- 
ticular intention incom le with fe the P particular must be taken as an 


e ion to the —.— 
b 


Mr. President, that is A the enunciation by an authoritative 
law writer of one of those rules of the human intellect which 
must govern the in tation of all written instruments, consti- 
tutions, statutes, or whatever they may be, that where a eral 
proposition is made and a particular one „55 — 
e, the Proposition is an ex tion e gene 

one. That is all there is about it. It is e ee day. Tou 
can not construe a contract or a law, and, as my friend from Mis- 
tho Bibl [Mr. GEORGE] said the other day, you could not construe 
ble or the Ten Commandments unless you applied this law 

of construction, which, as I said awhile ago, isalaw of the human 
reason. Itis alaw governing the processes of the human intel- 
lect. You can not proceed one step in any intellectual process of 
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interpretation of a written instrument without applying it. So 
you must read that i emai of the constitution which says he 


shall exercise the office as senator as an exception out of the gen- 
eral 5 if that prohibition applies at all in the language 
which preceded it. It would read this way: 

No adage concerned in any army or navy contracts, and no person holding 
any office under this State, shall be a senator or representative, but upon a 
vacancy happening in the office of governor by death, etc., the speaker of the 
senate exercise the office of governor. 

That is all there is aboutit. You can not read it any other way. 
You can not get away from that mode of construction. Other- 
wise the constitution would come to a halt. There would bea 
deadlock in the intellectual process of interpretation which could 
not be got over. The Senators on the other side, as well as the 
counsel for the claimant, recognize that difficulty, and they pro- 
ceed ay to deny it, for they can not deny it, but proceed to work 
around it. 

Section 12 of Article II was intended to apply to a class of dis- 

ualifying offices very different from the functions imposed upon 
the speaker of the senate by section 14 of Article III. But if this 
were not so the particular provision of section 14 of Article III 
would have to be read as an ere es out of the preceding general 


vision of section 12 of Article So also of section 5 of Article 
, Which is as follows: 
No member of Co nor person holding any office under the United 


States, or this State, exercise the office of governor. 


The subsequent particular provision of section 14 must be read 
with it as an exception to the 1 5 aaa! of this language, even if 
a State senator may be said to hold an office under the State in the 
meaning of that provision of the constitution. 

As I said, the Senator from Oregon and the Senator from New 
Hampshire and the Senator from Michigan are lawyers of too 
great experience and too much learning and ability to deny this 
plain proposition. But how do they seek to evade it? The Sen- 
ator from Oregon gets around it in this way. He says: 

Twice over, therefore, does the fundamental law of Delaware declare in 
the most express and positive terms that the dual function of senator and 
executive shall not be exercised simultaneously by the same person. 

I only pause to say that the fundamental law of Delaware does 
not, with all due respect to the Senator from Oregon, do anything 
of the kind. It says nothing about the exercise simultaneously of 
the two offices, but it says that persons holding certain offices or 
concerned in certain contracts shall not be senators or representa- 
tives. 

ow to the point of the Senator from Dela- 
ware says to each and 8 of Delaware, in substance and legal 
ec! 

You see the Senator from Oregon can not trust himself to em- 
bark upon the yeasty waves of this debate upon a craft made out 
of the plain language of the constitution. He has to create a con- 
stitution for himself He states that the constitution of Delaware 
says 

„in substance and 1 effect, in the 
most emphatic and unequivocal manner: “You can not 8 n of 
governor while you continue to exercise the office of senator; neither can you 
exercise the ce of senator while you continue to exercise the office of 


te) * 
OT declares in legal effect to the person who is speaker of the Senate— 


Now, in quotation, this is his reading of that plain provision of 

the constitution which says that when the governor dies the 

ker of the senate exercise the office until the governor 
be elected. The Senator from Oregon proceeds: 

in a certain contingency—that 


tion, or inability of the governor elec 
— 3 ton of the State to become governor and exercise 


option. 
The Senator from Oregon puts that in quotations as his inter- 
pretation of that plain command in the constitution to the speaker 
of the senate—that in a given contingency you shall exercise the 
office of governor, ‘“‘ you have a preference right.” He chan 
the 5 by the constitution into a rig t personal tò the 
er and to the senator. He makes this devolution of these 
gh duties a privilege belonging to the ership of the senate, 
instead of the imposition of a t and important duty in the 
event described in the constitution. A preference right”; the 
invention of another phrase; and I mi say that the mind of the 
Senator from Oregon has been very ile in the invention of 
hrases which seem necessary to support his argument all through 
e discussion of this question. He says there is nothing compul- 
sory connected with it. What does the English language mean 
when it says in the case of a vacancy in the office o governor, 
etc., ‘‘the speaker of the senate shall exercise the office”? What 
does the English language mean, if thatisnotcompulsory? Where 
is his right to waive it any more than he can waive any other 
duty which attaches to him as senator and er? Itis the ad- 
dition of duties which belong to him in his as speaker of the 
senate in a given contingency. 
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“You can waive it if you please,” says the constitution in legal effect— 

Iam quoting now from the Senator from Oregon— 

“and continue to be senator and speaker of the senate, notwithstanding your 
eligibility to become governor, notwithstanding you hold the preference right 
over every other citizen of the State of Delaware to become governor; but if 
you avail yourself of this preference right given you by the constitution, and 
take the gubernatorial oath, and enter voluntarily, as you must if you enter 
at all, upon the exercise of the office of governor, then, that moment, you 
cease to be senator, your right to exercise the functions of either senator or 
speaker of the senate is at once gone, or at Jeast held in abeyance and sus- 
pended so long as you continue to exercise the office of governor.” 

Mr. President, that long-winded paraphrase is what the Sena- 
tor from Oregon thinks necessary to substitute for the plain com- 
mand of the constitution of Delaware, the plain English, that in 
a given contingency the speaker of the senate shall exercise the 
office of governor. 

Mr. MILLS. Suppose he refuse to do it, then what? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not know what, Mr. President. In all human 
institutions se come at the last analysis to some point where the 
vital force of the machine of government depends upon human 
will and upon the recognition of human character. Suppose a 
State should refuse to send Senators to represent it in this Cham- 
ber; suppose the President of the United States after his election 
should refuse to act. So we come down in all free governments 
to the postulate at last that we have to depend—and that depend- 
ence has never, thank God, been mistaken or betrayed—we have 
to depend on the patriotic impulse of men of our race and blood 
to do the duty that is before them. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator misunderstood my question. I meant 
to say that the framers of the constitution of Delaware did not 
leave that question to be determined by the volition of the speaker. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly not. I did misapprehend the Senator. 

Mr. MILLS. They made a command upon him. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. MILLS. They imposed a duty on him, 

Mr. GRAY. They imposed a duty on him to prevent the exist- 
ence of an interregnum, and certainly where the Senator from 
Oregon says, You can avail yourself of this right or not at your 
own option,” the constitution of the State uses the imperative lan- 
guage of command, You shall exercise that office.” 

In criticising this paraphrase of the constitution made by the 
Senator from Oregon I do it with entire respect, because it was 
absolutely necessary that he should paraphrase it in order to make 
one premise of his argument which would lead to the conclusion 
that Mr. Du Pont was elected. Unless he reads it in that fashion 
and does that violence to the text and plain spirit of the constitu- 
tion he can not arrive at the goal that he set out to reach. 

Mr. President, another thing: The Senator from Oregon puts 
this long paragraph in quotation marks, thereby showing that that 
is his interpretation of this provision of the constitution. He has 
forty lines where the constitution has three to express that mean- 
ing. Let me read again what the Senator says that the constitu- 
tion of Delaware says to the speaker: 

If you avail lf o 
and Tae th Gubernatorial eal gd enio analy ag you sana ot 
enter at all, upon the exercise of the office of governor, then that moment 
you cease to be senator. 

All through theargument the Senator from Oregon, the Senator 
from Michigan, and the Senator from North Carolina have laid 
great stress upon the taking of the gubernatorial oath. As soon 
as you take the gubernatorial oath, says the Senator from Oregon, 
then you vacate your office as senator. There is no provision in 
the constitution that the speaker of the senate shall take any oath 
on entering on the exercise of the office of governor. It is true he 
took one, and it has been the custom on such occasions to take the 
oath, but there is no prescription of an oath for the speaker of the 
senate when heassumes the exercise of the office of governor; there 
is no line of demarcation between his office of speaker and his ex- 
ercise of the office of governor created by the imposition or pre- 
scription of an oath. The taking of the oath was voluntary. It 
has me a custom, I grant you, but it has no effect upon this 
argument, it has nothing more to do with the status of the man 
who exercises the office of governor than if he had chosen to sub- 
mit himself to baptism byimmersion before he undertook to exer- 
cise the office of governor. It may have added to the dignity of 
the occasion and given solemnity to the act he was about to per: 
form, the first act in the exercise of the office of governor, but 
there is nothing in it to affect the legal argument, though it has 
been dwelt upon over and over again. 

When Mr. Tyler assumed to act as President of the United 
States upon the death of President Harrison he protested against 
taking a new oath. He had been sworn in as Vice-President 
and taken the oath prescribed by the Constitution, he said, and 
rightly said; that no other oath was necessary; that the duty 
devolved upon him at the moment the death of the President was 
fixed, and it needed no new oath, and none was prescribed by the 
Constitution. He took the oath merely, he said, under protes 


to quiet the cavil of those who might think differently. I do 
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know, sir. that it is important enough to 8 time I have 


given it, but strangely enough, it seems that gubernatorial 
oath, so called, has become a veritable rock of offense or defense, 
I do not know which, in the arguments of all the Senators upon 
the other side. 

Right there the Senator from Oregon, in getting around the fact 
that these clauses of the constitution do not apply to the devolu- 
tion of the office of governor upon the speaker of the senate, re- 
ferred toa Minnesota case which he says is a case directly in point. 
That was a case, Mr. President—and as it has been given such an 
important place in the printed arguments I shall refer to it—where 
a provision of the Minnesota constitution, section 9 of Article IV, 
read as follows: : 

No senator or representative shall, during the time for which he is elected, 
hold any office under the authority of the United States or the State of Min- 
nesota, except that of master; and no senator or re tative shall 
hold an office under the State which had been created or the emoluments of 
which had been increased during the session of the legislature of which he 
Was Hopes until one year after the expiration of his term of office in the 

In that case John B. Sutton was elected to the office of repre- 
sentative of the Twenty-third legislative district of the State of 
Minnesota for the term commencing on the first Monday of Janu- 

, 1895, and bea on the first Monday of January, 1897. 
the 4th day of May, 1895, Sutton was appointed by the gov- 
ernor of the State to the publicoffice of inspector of boilers for the 
Fourth Congressional district of that State, which office is one of 
great public importance and responsibility, having been created 
y an act of the legislature prior to Sutton’s election as a member 


The supreme court of that State held that under this constitu- 
tional provision Sutton could not hold the office of inspector of 
boilers, to which he had been appointed by the governor, until 
the expiration of the full period of time for which he was elected. 

The court in its opinion said: 


any of the characteristi ` 
by the power” § of this State other than that which is transparent from the 
language itself 


That is just what I say about the language of the constitution 
of Delaware. The court said: 
The respondent could not nullify the constitutional 3 clause dur- 
ing 5 time for which he ia elected by his resignation of the office of repre- 
sentative. 


So they declared in that case that he could not hold the office of 


tor. 
. GEORGE. That he could not take it. 

Mr. GRAY. That he could not take it; not that his office as 
member of the house of representatives was vacated, but that the 
ey epee | office of inspector of boilers could not be taken and 
held by him. If that reasoning should be applied to this case at 
all, it would mean that this man could not exercise the office of 
governor, although the constitution says he shall. 

The Senator from Oregon says that is a case directly in point. 
There was no provision of the constitution of Minnesota saying 
that a senator shall exercise the office of inspector, mark you. 
Then it might have been a case a little more apposite, a little 
more applicable to this controversy. Weare dealing with a case 
where it is true the constitution says that no one holding an office 
under this State shall be a senator or representative, although the 
constitution afterwards says a senator in a certain case shall 
exercise the office of governor. This Minnesota case was one 
where the constitution provided that no person who is a senator 
or representative shall hold an office under the State; but the con- 
stitution does not say that thereafter, in a certain contingency, a 
senator or representative shall act as boiler i tor. So the 
case has no more application to the one in hand the rule in 
1 or any other inapplicable and irrelevant judgment 
of a court. 

Is it worth while, sir, in this presence to say that this word 
“ eligibility ” does not occur in the constitution of Delaware? It 
says that a governor elected by the people shall not be eligible to 
a second election. We know what the word “eligibility ” means. 
It means capable of being chosen, thatisall; and the Senator from 
Oregon, in the stress of his argument, is compelled to say that 
what this clause of the fourteenth section means, when it says 
that the speaker shall exercise the office of governor in a given 
contingency, is that he shall be eligible, have a preference 
right to be governor if he does not choose to waive it—if he chooses 
to take the Fegan office. 

I do not think any further commentary is necessary upon that 
point taken by the Senator. Clearly neither of those sections, 

concern us in this discussion; neither section 12 of Article 


III nor section 5 of Article I- those prohibitory clauses. The 
8 remains, was there a vacancy in the representation of 

ent County in the senate of Delaware by reason of the death of 
Governor Marvil? The constitution does not declare one, but 
its language expressly negatives the existence of a vacancy. Let 
us see whether it does not so negative it. Section 5 of Article II 


says that— - 
Each house shall choose its er and other officers; and also each house 
. — speaker shall exercise the office of governor may choose a speaker pro 
mpore. 


Does not that negative the ie: ee of a vacancy in the office 
of speaker of the senate and, of course, of senator? Though I 
have already read it, I shall read again section 14 of Article III, 
which says: 

If there be no of the senai further vacancy happenin; 
in the office by poaren or Ae ora or mg or Anale. the . — 
the house of r shall exercise the office until a governor elected 
by the people be duly qualified. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon and the Senator from 
Michigan argued at greatJength that that provision of the constitu- 
tion made for their in tation, because they said that further 
vacancy” meant the further vacancy in the office of governor, 
Now listen to the plain words of the provision: 

If there be no speaker of the senate, or upon a further vacancy happening 
in the office— 

How? By the death of the governor? No— 
by his death, removal, resignation, or inability. 

To whom does the pronoun his“ refer? Manifestly to the 
speaker of the senate. It can not refer to anybody else. Mind 
yon, we have got the speaker of the senate inducted into the exer- 
cise of the office of governor. We have passed that point. It pro- 
vides something else after he commences to exercise the office of 
governor. It says: 

If there be no er of the senate, or u a further vacancy ha 
in the office by death— * 5 3 

That is, the death of the speaker of the senate. So if we do, as 
we are always at liberty to do, strike out the pronoun and sub- 
stitute the noun for which it stands, it would read: 

ere be r e , 0! a further 
ints SOA ty ĩ ͥùVvd 0 ee 

So here we have in the very next clause of the section language 
used which, as I said, expressly negatives the existence of a 
vacancy in the office of either senator or speaker. Again, next to 
the last clause of section 14 provides—I have already read it, but 
I shall read it again— 

If the trial of a contested election shall continue longer than until the third 
Tuesday of January next ensuing the election of a governor, the governor of 
the last year, or the s; er of the senate, or of the house of representatives, 
who may then be in the exercise of the executive authority, shall continue 

erein until a determination of such contested election. 

What does that eg an 3 imply? Are we to disregard it alto- 
gether? Are we at li „in construing a constitution, to de- 
termine the end we wish to reach, and then leaye out, interpo- 
late, or alter the e in order to suit the exigency of our 
travel toward that end? e must regard it all; and hee we have 
these three epres provisions, which are absolutely inconsistent 
with the idea that there has been created any vacancy in the office 
of speaker of the senate or of senator by the exercise of the office 
of governor. Yet in the face of the fact that the constitution has 
not declared or provided for a vacancy, and of this express recog- 
nition in the section itself, of the fact that no vacancy exists, and 
that the speaker still continues to be er so far as this section 
affects him, the majority of the committee argue themselves into 
the belief that this provision of the constitution works a vacancy 
in the senate of Delaware. 

Mr. President, need I say more on the question as to whether 
any vacancy was created or intended to be created by the fram- 
ers of the constitution of Delaware upon the exercise of the office 
of governor by the speaker of the senate as they have provided 
for? Imagine the framers of a constitution co mted with the 
proposition that they had made such a vacancy and had in a cer- 
tain event disfranchised the people of acounty. What would they 
do? No case can be found anywhere in any constitution of any 
State where a doubt has been left as to a vacancy existing in rep- 
resentation. The constitution of Delaware has provided in three 
several places for filling vacancies in the representation in the 
senate and in the house when they occur. So anxious were the: 
that they have covered every possible period of time in which 
such a vacancy could occur in order to fill it. If the senate or the 
house were in session the speaker of the houses respectively must 
issue immediately writs of election to fill the vacancy; and if the 
vacancy occurs in vacation, the governor of the State is required 
to issue the writ in order that there may be no vacancy in the 
representation of any county in either house of the State legisla- 
ture. It shows the anxiety they had about this important sub- 

ect. The legislature was a small one; a single vacancy was a 
ge aliquot t of the whole legislature, and they studiously 
provided for vacancies; and yet we are told that herein 
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this important contingency they are confronted with a vacancy 
and yet toog Daro taken no means to fill it. The opposition 
abandoned t; they argued it and they abandoned it. They 
say, in effect, that there was no vacancy; that the interpretation 
put u both constitutions for a hundred years compelled the 
abandonment of the proposition that there was a vacancy. So 
they invent another phrase, and that is, suspension from office.” 
I was going to allude to what had been the interpretation of the 
constitution as to a vacancy having been created, but it has 
already been gone over by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] 50 Shomu as to compel the abandonment of this 
3 counsel for Mr. Du Pont and by Senators on the other 


e. 

In the one hundred years under these two constitutions, both 
constitutions having a similar provision in this regard, there have 
been five cases where oni eee the senate has been called 
upon to exercise the office of governor and has afterwards satin 
Sana and performed his duties as senator under his original 

tion. 

Mr. GEORGE. And without questioa from anybody. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘Without question trom anybody—drom say lawyer 
e igo or any citizen—so far as I know and so far as any 
records show 


Not only that, but three of those cases occurred under the con- 
stitution of 1792, where a senator exercised without question the 
office of senator after he had exercised the office of governor under 
this provision. When they came to make the constitution of 1831 
they kept that provision in it in totidem verbis, thereby affirming 
that construction which had been put upon it by forty years of 
actual usage and practice. Do you suppose, Mr. President, that 
if the occupancy of these senators, who had been exercising the 
office of governor, of their seats in the senate had been ques- 
tioned anywhere in the State under the constitution of 1792, that 
when we came to the convention of 1831 they would have retained 
that provision without a single alteration, without a single protest, 
without a ane objection or eriticism upon 1 

Mr. GEORGE. They would have changed language, as 
they did in Pennsylvania. 

. GRAY. ey would have c the language, as they 
did in Pennsylvania. So Isay we have the sanction of the people 
of Delaware in the most solemn form. I mean a sanction ex- 
pressly given in their convention, where they were making and 
altering their organic law as a sovereign people meeting in their 
erin capacity as citizens. We havethe sanction of that body, 
t constitutional convention, of this interpretation of the consti- 
tution. S 

Mr. VILAS. Ifthe Senator will allow me to make a estion 
to him, the familiar rule of law is that when certain words have 
once received a construction, if they are su uently adopted in 

islation, thatconstruction 8 the words. That 
e prevails even when the statute of one State is adopted by an- 


er. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If it will not inconvenience the Senator, I 
ask him whether I have understood him to argue that the speaker 
of the senate did not cease to be speaker of the senate when he 
became governor? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator’s argument is that he does not? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is now showing the cases in 
which the rs of the senate who have become governors have 
come back to their senatorial office? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, occupied their seats in the senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. WaR if a speaker can do that, and that is a 
fair and legitimate act under the constitution, does he not also 
come back to the office of president of the senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. Before the Senator from Delaware „1 
should like to add to the inquiry of the Senator from New Ham: 
shire this question: If the framers of the constitution of Delaware 
contemplated a vacancy in the office of the speaker of the senate 
by reason of the fact that the speaker of the senate was exercising 
the office of governor of Delaware, is it probable that they would 
have provided in that event for the election not of a speaker of the 
f!!! ß Ba cet oe 

re, a or ? 
FSV 
the question of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Tennessee a question, with the permission of the Senator from 
Delaware? 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I infer from what the Senator from Ten- 
nessee has said that he conceives that when the Delaware consti- 
VVVVVFVFPFPVVFVFV pees ealag oar peat 
when speaker of the senate should exercise the office of gov- 


ernor, that that implied that the speaker of the senate after he 
had become governor could come back to be again speaker of the 
senate? 


Mr. HARRIS. Unmistakably. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, I ask the Senator from Delaware to 
state why, in the five cases to which he is now alluding, the sena- 
tors, having come back to the senate, have in no one instance 
resumed the office of president of the senate? 


Mr. GRAY. That is very easily answered, because I have ex- 
amined those cases and I 


ieve in all of them the office of speaker 
had e 


ired. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I have an affidavit here that states the fact 
how that office was filled 

Mr. GRAY. Of speaker? : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Les; speaker of the senate. 

Mr. GRAY. By a new election, I suppose. 
Mr. HARRIS. The of the senate is elected for the en- 
tire term of the legislature, is he not? 

Mr. GRAY. For a legislature. 

Mr. HARRIS. And with the expiration of that legi 
may continue to be senator, but he ceases to be x 
that the fact? 

Mr. GRAY. That is the fact. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. GRAY. I want to say that of course the Senator from 
Tennessee is quite right; that when the constitution says that 
when the spe of the senate exercises the office of governor the 
senate may elect a pro tempore, it means that the office 
che proach 7 — o emere is pot Tae: otherwise 3 have 
said ‘‘s e a and not a speaker pro pore. 

But I want again to give notice that in this argent, such as 
it is, which I am endeavoring to make, I do not myself out 
to sore ag the questions and curious conundrums that may be 
propounded. 

I do not mean any disrespect to those who put such questions. 
There are a great many inconveniences, as was so ably ed by 
the Senator from Mississippi, which must always occur when . 
come to fill an office temporarily. We put up with them. e 
would rather have the inconveniences than to have the absolute 
desuetude of the functions for the exercise of which we tempora- 
rily provide. It is inconvenient to have the s leave his 
place and go into the executive office to sign bills or perform some 
other executive act. It is inconvenient, as it would be for the 
President pro tempore of this Senate, when acting as President of 
the Uni States. to be away from the Senate on certain occa- 
sions in the performance of executive functions, but not a hun- 
dredth part as inconvenient as to have those offices unfilled, 
unperformed, even for the short interval between the vacancy 
and the election of another governor by the people. That is all 
there is to be said about that matter. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
say that by an express provision in the constitution of the State 
of Rhode Island the governor of the State is the regular presiding 
officer of the senate and is entitled to vote? 

Mr. GRAY. I will come to that point presently on another 
branch of the case. 

In order to emphasize this action of the people of Delaware and 
their legislature during a hundred years, a uniform practice which 
has compelled the Senator from Oregon by his own admission to 
abandon the theory of a vacancy being created in the office of 
speaker and senator, and in order to emphasize the value of these 
precedents, let me call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
in several of the instances while the speaker of the senate was 
exercising the office of the governor vacancies occurred in the 
membership of the senate, by death or resignation or in some other 
way, and in every instance a writ of election was at once issued 
for the election of a new member, and at the same time the speaker 
of the senate exercising the office of governor was always con- 
sidered as a member, or otherwise you can not resist the conclu- 
sion that a writ of election would have issued to fill the vacancy 
occasioned by his exercise of that office. 

What does that mean? It means, of- course, but one thing, 
that those legislatures, at these intervals of time, one after the 
other, different bodies of men, never concei the possibility 
that there was any vacancy created in the office of speaker and 
senator by the exercise of the office of governor by the 7 
or they would have issued a writ of election in o to such 


vacancy. 

The eR the other side see the force of that argument, 
and therefore they abandon substantially that. proposition. But 
I will not abandon it until I have shown another matter which 
emphasizes it. I call attention to one of the cases to which I 
haye alluded. John Bird was elected to be a senator to a session 
of the legislature commencing in January, 1801, and his right to 
sit was questioned under that provision of the State constitution 


he 
Is 


forbidding any person concerned in any army or navy contract 
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to be a senator or representative. Here is an extract from the 
journal of the senate of Jannary 13, 1801: 


It was moved by Mr. Vining, seconded by Mr. Grantham, to adopt the fol- 
lo resolution, to wit: 


un 

“ Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed the senate to ex- 
amine the ises and report thereon.” = 

Tha question being put for the adoption of the foregoing resolution, it was 


resolved in Beary nao 15 ot the 
The committee a 8 foregoing resolution are 
Vining, and < Owens. 


Mr. Fitzgerald, Mr. 
On the following morning, Wednesday, January 14, immedi- 
following minute was 


ately upon the assembling of the senate, 
5 


the resolution — an; 


rred 
stitutio: ot the election of John Bird, returned as a senator in the 
of Archibald Alexander, who has to rt that sufficient 
evidence has appeared to the i that the said J Bird was at the 
time of his election nayal es the U. 


— which, by the constitution, vacates his patie senate. 

Resolved, therefore, That the speaker of the senate issue a.writ, directed to 
the sheriff of Newcastle County, to hold an election and notify the electors 
of said county that the said election will be held on Wednesday, the 2lstin- 
stant, for the purpose of supplying the said vacancy. 

That report was adopted.. The brief says: 

At the election held on the above date, Robert Maxwell was duly elected 
Soe county, in the place of the said John Bird, declared 

This shows not only that the senate had to act and declare a 
vacancy—the fact that he held a navy contract not working a va- 
cancy—but I think that was one of the cases in which there was a 
— of the senate exercising the office of governor, and they 

d not order any election for him, 

I wish to finish up this matter because our friends on the other 
side attempt to ride two horses. Although they abandon the doe- 
trine of vacancy occasioned by the exercise of the office of gov- 
ernor by the speaker of the senate, they say either one of two 
things is true; either there is a vacancy or there is a i 
from office. It is always a dangerous thing to a 
horses, for the rider may fall between them, and I think the Sen- 
ator from Oregon is liable to do that in this case. 

Now, one thing at a time. Although they abandon practically 
the theory of vacancy, I want to make it so that they can not come 
back to it when the other alternative fails them. is said by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, it is said by the Senator from 
Michigan, as well as by the Senator from Oregon, that there is an 
incompatibility between those offices which creates a vacancy in 
the legislative office, and that there is no instance anywhere to be 
found, except in Delaware, in which State they say there is an 
anomalous condition of affairs, where it is asserted otherwise. 
There never has been an instance in the history of any State in the 
Union where similar provisions of the constitution obtain and 
where similar emergencies have and where there has 
been no prohibitory clause in which there has been a vacancy de- 


In the State of North Carolina, back in 1854, under a constitu- 
tion which provided that— 
‘i E n E E A AN R ATEOA a e 
Mr. GEORGE. It is the same thing: 


Mr. GRAY. Here it is exercise the office of governor.” In 
1854 there was a. vacancy in the office of governor in the old North 
State, occasioned by the election, I think, of the governor to the 


Senate of the United States, Mr. President 
chair], you are more familiar with that case 
going to state it to the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Delaware give the 
date of that case? 

Mr. GRAY. It was in December, 1884. 

When the vacancy oceurred in the office of governor the speaker 
of the senate or the president of thesenate—I do not know which 
he is called - undertook to exercise the powers of governor. There 
was a resolution introduced into the senate, in substance if not in 
words, to the effect that the speaker of the senate by assuming to 
exercise the powers of governor had thereby vacated his seat as 
senator and his office as speaker; and that question was debated. 

J have here the speech in extenso of the Hon. Warren Winslow, 
who was the speaker of the senate or the president of the senate— 
Ido not know which he is called—who exercised the of 

ernor, in defense of his A ae to continue senator and speaker. 
is a speech which I would be very glad if I could have made in 
this case, because it is the most concise, compact, and spin 
argument of this very question that I have seen. I have y 
seen: so much of law- and eloquence within the same compass. 
Mr. Winslow said that he defended it not as a right personal to 
himeelf, but he defended his propona on the ground that he 
was bound to stand up for the right of his constituents to be rep- 
resented on the floor of the senate, and he did it in this powerful 


. BUTLER in the 
Tam, but lam 


argument which I hold in my hand. Atthe end of the debate 
the senate decided that under the constitution of North Carolina 
he continued speaker and he continued senator, notwithstanding 


that he exercised the powers of governor. 

Mr. President, the little State of Delaware is not such an anom- 
alous State as the Senator from New Hampshire would have the 
Senate think. She is a small State, but as the Senator from Indi- 
` 3 Sauer said, oe a charter 1 — 
odge of liberty. e is one o F 
is one we are not ashamed of. 

Mr. GEORGE. She was the first one to ratify the Constitution. 

Mr. GRAY. And we are willing to compare her history with 
that of any other State in the Union. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I — to that. 

Mr. GRAY. Right in great State of Pennsy 


Let me read it to the Senate. I read from the brief of the able 


counsel who argued the case on behalf of the governorof Delaware: 


as Delaware, in her constitution of 1831, sub- 
transferred constitution of 1792 the provisions iny: 
in the present case, so did Pennsylvania, in her constitution of 1838, substan- 
tially preserve in her constitution of 1790. 


‘The constitution of Pennsylvania ot 1838 provides, Article II. section 5— 
The same number— 

a ie ee 
Exactly the same language as the constitution of Delaware. 
And by section 14— 

The same number again— 

And. by seetion It ot the same article, that “in case of the death or resigna- 
tion of governor, or removal from office, the speaker of the senate 
shall exercise the office of governor till another governor shall be duly qual- 


Mr. GEORGE. It is the same thing. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no difference in the constitutional pro- 
visions with which we are confronted. 

On Ji 9. 1848, the assembly of Pennsylvania not being in session, 
— — ed, and Willam F. Johnston, who was chosen ag 
preceding session, took an oath faithfully to 

arge the executive duties, and entered upon the exercise of the office of 
governor. The general assembly met on January 2, 1849. 

July 9, 1848, he entered on the exercise of the office, 
6220101 kor governor had been held, and Mr. Johnston 

That is, the speaker who was exercising the office of governor 
was elected and became the governor-elect— 
but his term as governor did not begin till . 17. 1849. When the gen- 

y 


— — A 
my aun 2 's name. j as 
whose term was to continue till 1850; : ” $ 
But, still more unequivocal— 
The brief says— 
are the following extracts from the senate journal of J: 13, 1849, show- 
what Mr. J who was then exercising the office vernor, did 
= rene his Inauguration as elective governor on the 17th of the 
onth: 


To the Honorable the Senate of Pennsylvania: 
SENATORS: I hereby tender my resignation as speaker of the senate of 


remain, respectfully, your obedient servant, 


JANUARY 13, 1849. 

Then another: 
To the Hon. George Darsie, Speaker of the Senate: 

Sin 

They had elected a speaker of the senate after he had resigned 
as speaker 
To the Hon. George Darsie, Speaker of the Senate: 


WAL F. JOHNSTON. 


Sin: Permit through kindness, to present to the sanate resig- 
DAMUR e meni ber-of that boty: 15 site i 
Iam truly, yours, 3 WN. F. JOHNSTON. 
JANUARY 13; 1819. 


These communications having been disposed of, Mr. Darsie resigned 
office of speaker pra tempore, — was elected Anite = 

Delaware is not so lonely after all. This is not the only State, 
then, in which the speaker of the senate who exercised the office 
of governor has claimed the right to be senator and to represent 
the constituency that elected him and sent him to the senate to 
represent them. Itis not the only case, then, where it has been 
conceived by a great Commonwealth that all these things were 
possible and proper under the organic law of the State, and that 
no violence was done to American institutions or to American 
doctrine of any kind by the recognition of the right of a.constit- 
uency to be represented by a certain person, even though execu- 
tive duties were imposed upon him by the constitution, 
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North Carolina and Pennsylvania make a list, small though it 
mee Ot of compurgators with whom we are willing to stand. 

e majority of the committee and the Senator from Oregon 

and the Senator from North Carolina apparently have been over- 

whelmed by the argument of undeviating construction of the 


State of Delaware for a hundred years in support of the doctrine 
that no vacancy is created by the exercise of the office of governor 
by the a They therefore invent another phrase—suspen- 
on of ction. They are traveling outside of the constitution 
sgain. us they have been doing all the time. There is no such 
pi as suspension of function in the constitution of Delaware. 
ey are compelled to invent it; they are compelled to ed nt 
both the thing and the phrase. Where is the constitutional war- 
rant for suspension of function as distinguished from the creation 
of a vacancy? Where within the four corners of this constitu- 
tion or any other has there ever been adjudicated a msion of 
function where there has been no express constitutio rovision 
roviding for it? Not one. No case can be found, and yet the 
8 m Oregon glibly says, both in his report and his speech: 
The history of this country is full of instances where the right to exercise 
an office on the part of a person who holds an office for a time is sus- 
pended. I can point to numerous instances of that kind. 

And from the time he uttered those words until now he has not 
pointed to a single instance. There are afew instances where the 
constitution itself has provided for suspension in so many words, 
but notwithstanding that bold assertion, I venture to say he can 
not point to a single instance where a suspension of function has 
been created or adjud, to be created by a constitution unless 
done expressly by constitutional provision. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is never done by implication. 

Mr. GRAY. Itis never done by implication anywhere. 

Here is another violence done to the text and spirit of the con- 
stitution of Delaware in order to seat Mr. Du Pont. That violence 
is not justified even to seat so good a man as I believe him to be. 
Violence of that kind to the text and spirit of a constitution is a 
wrong done to the sovereign people of a State, and we ought to 
hesitate long before we gain our own consent to perpetrate it. It 
is true we have the power to ignore the law; we have the power 
to ignore the plain provisions and the plain meaning of the con- 
stitution of Delaware, but we will have stepped down from the 
high place that this body occupies in the dual scheme of Ameri- 
can Governciant when, in order to accomplish an end, we have 

consented to ignore the plain provisions of the constitution of a 
State or to whittle them away by refined, attenuated, and artificial 
reasoning. 

If more was wanted on the matter of suspension of office, we 
might turn to the constitution of Maine, where there is a similar 
provision. If I had it here where I could turn to it I would read 
it. The constitution of Maine provides in one place that the 
speaker of the senate shall exercise the office of governor. I have 
forgotten the phrase. Is that it? 

r. GEORGE. That is right. 

Mr. GRAY. But it also provides that when he thus exercises 
the office of governor his duties as speaker shall be suspended; 
and the other side bring in here a little three-line opinion of the 
chief justice of Maine in answer to a question, purporting to be 
acquiesced in by the two associate justices, with no reasoning to 
support the opinion, that when the speaker of the senate shall 
exercise the office of governor he is no longer speaker and can not 
vote as senator. Upon that the Senator from Oregon and the 
Senator from Michigan rely with great confidence. 

Mr. ALLEN. May I ask the Senator from Delaware a question 
at this point? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does not that very provision of the constitution 
of Maine establish the doctrine that but for the express prohibi- 
tion the right would remain with the speaker to exercise the func- 
tions of his first office? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly it does. You can draw no other con- 
clusicn from it. The framers of the constitution of Maine under- 
stood as well as the framers of the constitution of Delaware that 
if they were silent, after commanding the speaker of the senate 
to exercise the office of governor, he would remain senator and 
speaker, and so they said that when he shall exercise that office 

* his duties as speaker shall be suspended. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Delaware a question 
here, as he has investigated this particular matter with respect 
to the constitution of Maine and I have not? 


Mr. GRAY. Ce y. j 

„ Do they issue a writ to fill the vacancy tempo- 
rari - 

Mx. GRAY. Where, in Maine? 

Mr. HOAR. In Maine, when the speaker exercises the office of 
governor. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know. I can not answer the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose they do not, but I thought the Senator 


probably would have been able to say they did not. 


Mr. GRAY. I can not answer the question. I think they do. 
The constitution provides that the senate or house shall fill the 
vee I. 

Mr. HOAR. If they do not, then the constitution of Maine 
and I am not speaking now of the meaning of language one way 
or another, but of the probability of establishing a certain sys- 
tem—is exactly and expressly what the majorit of the commit- 
tee cit Aye the constitution of Delaware to be; t is, they have 

rovided in Maine that the speaker of the upper branch of the 
egislature shall exercise the office of governor. They have 
thought that it was not fit that he should exercise both offices, 
and therefore they have provided for a temporary vacancy or 
suspension of the office of senator, to which he comes back when 
he ceases to exercise the office of governor. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know whether he does or not, I say to 
the Senator from Massachusetts; but the provisions of the consti- 
tution of Delaware and Maine are not identical, because there is 
the important differences in the constitution of Maine that the 
framers of that instrument have seen fit to say that when the 
1 shall exercise the office of governor his duties as speaker 

bes nded. 0 

Mr. GEORGE. Expressly. 

Mr. GRAY. Expressly. Now, what I was g was that 
there was no case anywhere that 1 could find, none that I have 
been referred to where a suspension of office or function has been 
adjudged to be worked where there was not an express constitu- 
tional or statutory provision providing for it. 

Mr. HOAR. ay I ask the Senatora question which I hesitate 
a little to ask because I had to be out of the Chamber during a 
part of his very interesting argument and he may have answered 
the question before I came in? Is not the constitution of Maine 
as he describes it, precisely what the Constitution of the United 
States is in regard to the Vice-President, by implication without 
any constitutional provision whatever? The constitutional Pres- 
ident of the Senate, when exercising the office of President, is not 
declared by the Constitution to vacate his office of Vice-President 
or President of the Senate, and yet, as everybody concedes, he does 
so. Now, how does the Senator i ish the constitution of 
Delaware from that of Maine, except that Maine has written what 
in the constitution of Delaware andthe Constitution of the United 
States is left to be implied? 

Mr. GRAY. I answeredsubstantially that question, not to-day. 
but yesterday, in an interlocution I had with the distinguished 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and I am quite 
willing to repeat the substance of what I said then. 

The Constitution of the United States provides that when an 
election for President is had, at the same time and by the same 
electors there shall be elected a Vice-President, elected for the pur- 

of performing the duties of President or acting as President 
in case of the death, inability, or resignation of the President, 
elected expressly for that purpose and no other. 

Mr. HOAR. ores to preside over the Senate, 

Mr. GRAY. No; I will come tothatina moment. He is not 
elected to preside over the Senate. He is, as I said yesterday, a 
led horse, who is to take up the burden when it falls from the 
shoulders of the man who is elected primarily to bear it. He is 
elected for that very purpose and no other, and because the Con- 
stitution, in order, perhaps, to give dignity to the office and to the 
man who is set aside to wait for the death of the President, makes 
him ex officio President of the Senate does not alter at all the 
status to which this Constitution elects him. 

So in case of the death of the President and the accession of the 
Vice-President to the duties of that office, the thing has occurred 
which the Constitution provided for, and when he acts as Presi- 
dent or becomes President, I care not which, he must ex necessi- 
tate cease to be Vice-President. He is no longer the led horse. 
The burden is transferred to his shoulders. e can not be Vice- 
President to himself. He can not continue to be Vice-President 
and President too. For what is the Vice-President? One who is 
to take his turn as President when the President no longer exists. 
And those are two incompatible offices—incompatible ex necessi- 
tate—because you can not frame a sentence in the English lan- 
guage without absurdity that would make the Vice-President act- 
ing as President or when he becomes President continue also 
Vice-President. 

Mr. HOAR. Then how does he get back in case of capture? 
Can the Senator tell me? 

Mr. GRAY. Idonot know. Iam not bound to account for 
the way in which he would get back. When that case occurs it 
will no doubt ze rise to an interesting argument. Iam not to 
be turned aside from the plain, palpable point I am making by 
pahing one conundrum after another, and I say it with entire re- 
spect; I mean questions which may be linked one to the other ađ 


5 in regard to all human affairs. But there is that plain 
erence. 3 

While we are on this subject I wish to enforce ita little further. 
The Constitution does more than provide for the election of a 
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Vice-President. It provides for a case where there is neither Pres- 
ident nor Vice-President. The Constitution of the United States 
provides not only for the election of a Vice-President, but it looked 
ahead further. The framers of that instrument of course were 
confronted with the possibility or the probability that both the 
President and the Vice-President might be dead in one term and 
what should be done in that case. So they declared that Congress 
should provide by law who shall act as President in a case where 
both the President and the Vice-President were dead. 

Congress in 1792, shortly after the adoption of the Constitution 
of the United States, undertook to orm the duty which the 
Constitution imposed upon them, and under the clause authoriz- 
ing them to provide who should act as President when both the 
President and Vice-President were dead, they enacted thatin that 
case the President pro tempore of the Senate should act as Presi- 


dent. 
Now, for ninety-four years that law continued on our statute 
book without change. Itis true that in the providence and mercy 


of God its provisions were never invoked, but there that law was. 
It was often the subject of discussion as to what might happen if 
the contingency so provided for should occur, and so inconvenient 
did some of the co: uences of that law seem that the Commit- 
tee of the Senate on Privileges and Elections since I became a mem- 
ber—not of that committee, but of the Senate—took the whole 
matter up, and under the leadership of the distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who was then its chairman, there 
was, after due consideration, I 2 peo from that com- 
mittee a substitute for the law of 1792 which should repeal it and 
rovide another order of succession, the one which now exists. 
The distinguished Senator from Massachusetts performed on that 
occasion, as he has performed on many others, ee public serv- 
ice that will remain to benefit the people of the United States lon 
2 he and I have been removed from this scene of service an 
r. 

When the distinguished Senator brought that act into this 2 f 
and proposed that the Senate should adopt it in lieu of the o d 
one, which was that the President pro tempore of the Senate 
should act as President when there was neither President nor 
Vice-President, what ment did he use in order to persuade 
the Senate to mange that law and adopt the present? Here is 
part of what he said. In ing of the inconvenience which 
might arise under the provisions of the act of 1792, the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts said: 

It is inconvenient, also, because it would be almost impossible for the Presi- 
dent of the Senate to continue to perform the functions of his office, which is 
the principal office, to which the dency of the United States is made a 
mere adjunct or appendix in the contingency which is provided for by law. 
Nothing can be conceived more awkward, to our sense of 


more repugnant 
ropriety, than for the President of the United States to sit in the chair of 
the Senate and preside over and listen to discussions in regard to his 


nominations, voting upon them himself as an equal in the Senate, and presid- 
ing over and listening to the severe criticisms of executive policy which in 
times of high party an nisms must be always Chamber, and 
ores sone ways hi in this Chamber. 


hen the political functions are devolved by the present r yr eg upon 


body. The President of the Senate 


Mr. President, nobody rose in his 
reading of that interestin: 
that . to 

m 


lace in the Senate in the 

report and during the deliverance of 
eny the correctness of the conclusions 
of the Senator husetts. Everyone seemed to acquiesce 
in the Li sors that the President pro tempore of the Senate 
did not relinquish his office as Senator because the duties of the 
President of the United States were devolved upon him by the 
Constitution of the United States or by the law enacted in pur- 
suance of the Constitution. 

Mr. GEORGE. Nor suspended. 

Mr. GRAY. Nor suspended. The word „suspension“ was 


never sugges 

Why should we not apply this reasoning to the State of Dela- 
ware? Is it because the State of Delaware is weak and small and 
the Government of the United States is great and large, as the 
Senator from New Hampshire seemed to wish to have us think 
yesterday afternoon? Why does not the logic of that situation 
apply to this? Why heap contumely upon the little State of Dela- 
ware because her people have during all these years put a con- 
struction npon her constitution 8 the same as that put upon 
the Constitution of the United States and the laws of the United 
States in a similar regard by the Senate of the United States from 
1792 to the present time? Are we amenable to that criticism? 
Are we doing anything more than asking for a continuity of the 
logic and the judgment and the propriety which ought to obtain 
in all public affairs and in all public conduct, whatever may be 
the occasion which calls it forth? 

Tunderstood the Senator from Massachusetts to say the other day 
in an interesting interruption which he made to the distinguished 
Senator from Mississippi that there was a difference, and I listened 
very attentively to learn what that difference was, and lo, it was 
this: That whereas the succession provided for by the statute of 


the United States was in the second degree, and if I did not mis- 
understand him, because the contingency of a President pro tem- 


poe being called upon to act as President was very remote, never 
ving occurred in a hundred years, it did not make much differ- 
ence whether the inconvenience that he depicted there arose or 
not; but if it had been in the first degree, as it was in Delaware, 
then there was a t difference. Isay in all Iwas unable 
to comprehend that explanation of difference, and did not at all 
understand why you can make a rule of interpretation of a con- 


stitution to d & upon the remoteness or the probability of the 
ha ing of the event provided for. 
. HOAR. If the Senator from Delaware will pardon me, I 


do not think he quite understood my statement. 

Mr. GRAY. Possibly not. 

Mr. HOAR. I can not repeat the words, of course, at this dis- 
tance of time, but my statement was in substance that where the 
event was so exceedingly unlikely to nepo the inconvenience of 
having an officer created who should be held ready at all times for 
the succession and have nothing or little else to do would out- 
weigh the public inconvenience which might happen perhaps once 
in a thousand years of the other airy e My proposition 
applied to cases under our national and State constitutions of ex- 
press enactment or of affirmance in the Constitution of the incon- 
3 the two offices, as was done in Delaware. Our framers 
of the Constitution provided that executive offices should not be 
held by legislative officers, and that where the supreme executive 
office was vacant and a legislative officer was to succeed his 
functionsas a bs ema officer ended and stopped. Thatis what 
they did when they were providing for the probable case of the 
first succession or first vacancy. 

Then there is another case which, so far as I know, never ha 
pened in the United States. Certainly it never ps pS 
the Union where within the brief term of the executive office both 
the offices should be vacant, asin the case of President and Vice- 
President of the United States. There they have not established 
and provided a salary for the person to whom all these constitu- 
tions apply, but they say you may fix that any way, if that comes 
up, by legislation, and ess shall provide for the officer who 
shall succeed, 

Our ancestors did it, but if it had been an original question I 
should have thought it exceedingly doubtful whether, in the selec- 
tion of the officers to succeed, the First Congress had the right to 
select the two legislative officers, because of the e pray which 
our Constitution makers felt against the exercise of one of these 
er ay the other. But our ancestors did it, and we have re- 

it. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, Mr. President, to clinch the argument, that 
necessarily makes itself in the Pennsylvania precedent to which I 
have referred, I want to say that the constitution under which 
that incident took place was a constitution in which the provisions 
in regard to the exercise of the office of governor by the speaker 
were precisely the same as they were in Delaware. The prohibi- 
tions were just the same, and we have seen what its interpretation 
was py. no apr and by the legislature of Pennsylvania, that it 
was precisely what it has been in Delaware. That constitution 
has been changed. The constitution was adopted in 1838, but it 
was changed in 1873. Our constitution has not been c 
But what did they do when they changed it? Here is what they 


* 


Sec. 14. In case of a vacancy in the office of lieutenan or „ „ @ 
the powers, duties, and emoluments thereof for the remainder of the term, 
or until the disability be removed, shall devolve upon the president pro tem- 
pore of the senate; and the president pro tempore of the senate in like 
manner e governor— 

They did not any longer say ‘‘he shall exercise the office of goy- 
ernor,” but they ex industria changed the law and said he 
become governor ”— ; 


if a vacancy or disability shall occur in the office of governor; his seat as sen- 
ator shall becom: 


e vacant whenever he become governor, and shall be 
filled by election, as any other vacancy in the senate. 9 

They were confronted with that, and they came to the conclu- 
sion that it would be better probably not to leave the duties of 
senator upon the speaker exercising the office; they were too man: 
and too conflicting; and so they provided by express constitutio: 
enactment that he should become governor, and when he becomes “ 
governor his office as senator shall become vacant, but shall not 
be left vacant; it shall be filled. There was no suggestion of sus- 
pension, no suggestion of the unvacant vacancy of an office with 
no officer to it, but a careful protection and guarding of the 
interests of the people. 

The Senator from Oregon speaks of his private or real opinion. 
You see the Senator from Oregon (and I say it with due respect 
to his great abilities and his character) is compelled in this case 
to have areal opinion and an argumentative opinion. His real 
opinion, he says, in answer to a question from the Senator from 
Missiasip i, is that the exercise of the office of governor by the 
speaker of the senate works a vacancy in the office of both speaker 
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and senator. Yet in his mterruption of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi he says he believes that in the case mentioned there is no 
place subject to occupancy, and that during the speaker’s exer- 
cise of the office of governor the senate of ware consists of 
8 members and not of 9 members. 

Here are two statements of what the Senator believes to be the 
real in ion of the constitution of Delaware. He says his 
real belief is that the exercise of the office of governor by the 
speaker works a vacancy. He also says that he believes in the 
case before the Senate there was no place subject to the occupancy 
in the senate of Delaware, and that during the speaker’s exercise 
of the office of governor the senate of Delaware consisted of poy 
8 members and not of 9 members. Now, if that were so, how coul 
there be a vacancy? If there was no ninth place to be filled, then 
there was no vacancy in that ninth place. 4 ninth place was 


ised the office of í he x 
The is still there capable of being filled by election; there were 
still 9 seats, but now he says in hisinterlocution with the Senator 
from Mississippi that he believes there were only 8places, There- 
fore there wasno place, vacant or otherwise. 

Yon see, Mr. President, when you leave the plain text of the 
constitution and set up paraphrases of itin your t from 
artificial premises, even such an acute logician as the tor from 
Oregon is conceded to be is necessarily led into confusions and 
contradictions of this kind; and I might point out others in the 


course of his able and ingenious ar; ent. 
¢ Senator from Delaware will 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If 
allow me, it does seem to me the Senator is rather hypercrit 
in his review of what I said on that subject. I have said, and 
said ita great many times during this discussion, that two views 


might be taken of this constitution. One is that on the accession 
to the exercise of the office of governor by the of the sen- 
ate the place became absolutely vacant; other is that the right 


to exercise the function of senator and were simply sus- 
paaa: In the one case, of course, there would be no vacancy to 

filled so far as that is concerned, but that being true, the right 
upon the part of the exercising the office of governor to 
exercise the functions of senator and speaker would be absolutely 
suspended, while in the other case there would be a vacancy that 
would be subject to be filled. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator, as I say with due respect, falls be- 
tween the two horses that he has attempted to ride. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not at all. 

Mr. GRAY. I am glad to hear you are not injured by the fall. 
When we have a constitutional convention in Delaware we may 
put into the constitution a provision such as they have in Penn- 

Tvania; but it is prop now by Senators upon the other side 

t this Senate shall anticipate the meeting of a convention in 

Delaware and write a new constitution for that State. 

1 5 
tended, more ps oug 3 upon 
the other side of this question contend that apart from the express 
constitutional provision on the subject there is an inherent incom- 
patibility between the exercise of the office of governor and the 
exercise of the function of senator. Iam sorry itismy duty, 
but so itis, at this point to call attention to a mode of argument 
which I can not permit to continue any longer. The Senator from 
Oregon, with great astuteness. . the difficulty of his case 
and riding these two horses that I have spoken of 

ERG. ing i ite directions. 

Mr. GRAY. Has all along referring to the two constitu- 
tional prohibitions, one of which says that nobody Baiting an 
office under the State shall be senator or representative, and the 
other saying that no person holding an office under the State shall 
exercise the office of governor. The force and effect of those pro- 
hibitions are measured by their language. They prohibit because 
they are in the constitution. They are of effect 8 they have 
been given expression to by the framers of that constitution. They 
are to be measured by their on language. Lhave discussed them, 
and I think I have demonstrated what has been more clearly dem- 
onstrated before by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] and 
the Senator from Mississippi . GEORGE], t the 

ication.and can have no application to the exercise of the office 
vernor by the speaker of the senate. I take it it is not con- 

* tended any longer that they do in that sense. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, there has been all through the argument on the other side 
an attempt to run these prohibitions in, and to attract attention 
to them, and at the same time allude to what is called an inherent 

. between the executive and legislative offices. 

They have evidently been of the mind that neither of these argu- 

ments was by iel sufficient, but that they could in some way 

combine them and get the united force of both: that there was a 

sort of chemical union to take Peas between these two argu- 
ments, and, like some medicines, they wers to be well shaken before 
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clauses of the constitution stands by itself and can only be dealt 
with apart and by itself, and the argument on inhérent incom- 
patibility is independent of them and must be dealt with by itself, 
and we can not combine them. If these clauses do not apply, as 
I submit I have shown they do not, let us consider whether . — 
is anything in the doctrine of inherent appar meek The 
Senator from Oregon, and the Senator from New Hampshire even. 
more emphatically and at greater length, dwelt upon what I call 
the inherent incompatibility of legislative and utive offices, 
which the Senator from New Hampshire says is a great doctrine 
of American public law. 

Now, let us see just what he means by a doctrine of American 
public jaw. It is true that offices may be incompatible with each 
other, and the Senator from Oregon has shown, what is entirely 
admitted by me and by I think all who have argued on this side, 
that there are certain offices which, being incompatible with each 
other, the acceptance of the second vacates the first. That is true; 
but what are those offices to which he has referred? They are 
offices which by the nature of their duties are either physically 
hee of bei ‘ormed by the same m or whose duties 
are the one subo te to the other. The instances given are all 
recollected—I need not refer to the cases—the instances given are 
those most frequently mentioned, those of an inferior judge being 
elected to a superior judgeship which has a supervisory jurisdic- 
tion over the inferior judge. ifestly thereis something in the 
very constitution of organized government which forbids that the 
judge who supervises. should be the same one who is supervised. 

an accounting officer can not be elected and made the account- 
ant; he can not be permitted to account to himself; and it will 
be found that all the cases referred to are of that nature. I do 
—— pretend to have gone over them all, but they are all of that 
Then, what is this incompatibility between legislative and execu- 
tive offices? There is, it is true, in all American constitutions of 
government a separation of the three departments of government 
legislative, executive, and judicial -and a steady observance 
of the lines of demarcation between those departments. But what 
does it mean? Does it mean that there is never a point where the 
one impinges upon the other; that there is never any necessary 
interlacing of two departments, or that it is incompatible or im- 
possible that one man exercising or holding a position in one de- 
partment should never be permitted to perform a function of 
another? Not at all. That is not the American doctrine, because 
if it were contended that it was it could be very easily demon- 
strated that no writer of approved authority has ever so consid- 
ered it. 

There is no such American doctrine as that executive and legis- 
lative offices are in themselves incompatible. It is true that one 
department must not be allowed to encroach upon another, but 
that does not mean that a member of a legislature can not tem- 
porarily or otherwise exercise an executive or a judicial func- 
tion. 

What do you mean by the independence of the three great depart- 
ments of the Government? Story explains it, Madison explains it, 
Webster explains it. It means that one great department of this 
Government shall not encroach upon the powers and prerogatives 


of anyother; that the Executive of the United States, for instance, 


shall not be permitted to assume a legislative 1 that he shall 
not be permitted to dispense with law which the sanction of 
legislative enactment, as Mr. Webster so eloquently and clearly 
and forcibly demonstrated in his great on protest agains 
the action of Andrew Jackson in to the removal of the 
deposits. That the legislature shall not exercise a judicial func- 
tion;.that they shall not undertake to decide a case which has 
arisen under a law of their own enactment; that the judiciary 
department shall not undertake in interpreting the laws to legis- 
late or mar alaw. That is all that it means and all that it can 
mean in the history and practice under American constitutions 
and under American forms of government. 

Mr. President, let me read from Mr. Madison a short extract. He 
certainly will be considered an authoritative expounder of our form 
Sa Government. Commenting upon the doctrine of Montesquieu, 

e Says: 

these which Mon eu was guided, it may clearly be in- 
— 1 — armen there can eee yee co the le tive —— ex- 
ecutive powers are united in the same person or body of magistrates,” or, 
*if the er of judging be not separated from the ive and executive 
powers,” he did not mean that these departments * to have no partial 
agency in or no control over the acts of each other. meaning, as his own 
2 import, and still more conclusively as illustrated the example in 


can amount to no more t this, that where the whole power of one 


eye, 
department is exercised the same hands which posseas the whole power 
— constituti 


of 5 department the fundamental principles of a free on are 
subve a 

Of course, if the Executive exercised a legislative power in any 
one instance, then he would be exercising whole power of one 
department, 


But, Mr. President, the argument founded pon the prohibitive 


. 
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magistrate, 5 iets 
„ comple 

por or the supreme administration of justice, or if the cutive 

had reme judiciary or the supreme execu- 

vices of that constitution. 

i can not of him- 


This would have been tho case —.. arnot apm 


fso in person, though he has the appointment of those who do administer 
t. The judges can exercise no executive aly “ania though are shoots 
from the executive stock tive function, though y may be 
The entire legislature can 3 


offi and though one of its branches is pos- 
wer in the last reaort. The entire — 


Las! ee 
e reasons on which Montesquieu grounds his maxim are a further demon- 
— ——— ß — 
same or en; there can be no 
the —.— senate prada enact 


apprehensions may arise lest monarch or 
the power of juliging jolned with the legislative, the life and iberty of the 
wer wi e, e e 
be ex i control, for the ju would then be 


rubject won Were it joined to th ti ines. dge might be- 
FFF 
fei other passages; as they are came 
maxim of this celebrated 
Mr. Madison in the same essay was more practical still, and in 
establishing his contention as to what was meant by the limita- 
tion between the ts of the Government he instanced 
the frame of government of the different States, and among others 
instanced the government of Delaware, the very one with which 
we are now concerned, and said that 
eee the oat executive magistrate is annually elected by the leg- 


That is in the constitution of 1776— 
The 8 of the two legislative branches are vice-presidents in the execu- 
tive de ment. Thee: ve ci with six others, appointed three by 
each o went fn gress Log sot seas tes the supreme court of appeals; 
he is joined with the legislative department in the appointment of the other 
+ è + The principal officers of the executive department are ap- 
pointed by the legislative; and one branch of the latter forma a court ot im- 
peachments. All officers may be removed on address of the legislature. 
B sup that the meet from ao tampaire when he talked 
ut that great princip separation of the three depart- 
ments of the Government, meant just what Mr. Madison said. 
although he did not know perhaps that he was so — aen accord 
with him. But Ido not think the Senator from New Hampshire 
had allowed himself, as Mr. Madison had allowed himself, to make 
that practical application of that doctrine and show not 
only what it meant but what it did not mean, and to show clearly 
that it did not mean what the Senator from New Hampshire seems 
to have thought yesterday that it might mean, the prohibition of 
any exercise by a legislative officer of any executive function 
whatever; in other words, that there was a common law, ashe said, 
in that regard, the extent of which was ily undefined, but 
which the Senator from New Hampshire so ed as to meet 
this case, a common law which forbade any legislative officer ever 
exercising an executive function without vacating the legislative 
position. He said that is so universal, is so mandatory and im- 
rative, it does not need to be put in express words in a constitu- 
ion; it operates propria vigore, it surrounds us by an atmosphere 
and paralyzes any attempt to do otherwise than obey its mandate. 

Mr. President, ison did not think so. Madison limits that 

eat American doctrine; he distinguishes it; he makes a line of 

tion which excludes the very case we are considering, 
which the Senator from New Hampshire includes, 

The Senator from Oregon has also quoted at great length, as 
have the counsel for Mr. Du Pont, some eloquent from 
Mr. Webster's speech in the Senate on the occasion to which I 
have referred, on the necessity of preserving the great lines of 
demarcation between the three great departments of the Govern- 
ment. Admitting all that he so eloquently said, the Senator did 
not quote all that he said, and we find that he meant exactly 
what Mr. Madison meant, he meant exactly what I mean in this 
contention I am making to-day—that while the three departments 
of the Government are outlined in every American constitution, 
unless we find express prohibitive words to that effect there is no 
inhibition by any such general doctrine upon a legislative officer 
exercising temporarily, at the command of the constitution, an 
executive office. 

Mr. Webster's speech was made upon an occasion which is very 
well known. There was no charge of any incompatibility in that 
case of functions with which the President was supposed to be 
invested. The charge was made i the President that he 
was, without possessing any authority to do so, setting aside an 
act of Congress, and that he was e legislative power. The 
question at issue Was defined by Mr. Webster in these very words 
in the speech which the Senator quotes: 

The had fixeda by law for the keeping of the money. 
They SE Aea R by thesame law — — —— 
of removal, to be exercised contingently. This power they had vested i the 


Secretary (of the Treasury) b words. The law did not say that the 
deposits should be made in the! unless the President should er other- 


wise; but it did sa; should be made there, unless the Secretary of 
the shi order otherwise. I put it tothe plain sense and common 
candor of all men, whether the discretion thus to be exercised over the sub- 
ject was not the Secretary's own personal discretion; and whether, therefore, 
the inte tion of the authority of another, acting directly and equeſusively 
on the pai — deciding the whole gay even in its cularsand details, 
be not an assumption of poper e Senate regarded this interposition as 
an encroachment athe ecutive on other branches of the Government; as 
an interference with the legislative of the public treasure. (4 
Webster's Works, 108-109.) 


There was real occasion for Mr. Webster's eloquent invective 
in that case from his point of view. There had been a law which 


directed that the its should not be removed from a certain 
place designated by law except by the personal order of the Sec- 
of the The President, ignoring the discretion 


retary s 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, against his discretion and against 
his will, directed the removal of those đeposits and thereby en- 
croached upon the legislative power, dispensed with an act of 
Congress—so Mr. Webster said—and for that he was denouncing 
his conduct, and he was making a beautiful yg in one 
part of his speech of the necessity of preserving the lines of de- 
marcation between the legislative and executive branches of the 
Government. Buf here is something more which Mr. Webster 
said, to show that he did not often get confused in these matters 
of constitutional exposition: 

The separation of th 
1 e powers of governmen 
ed in any a of the world, and 


w. co! mate and House of tatives; and 
yet, in another article, it gu to the President a qualified tive over all 
acts of Congress. So the Constitution declares that the judi power shall 

vested in one Supreme Court, and such inferior courts as Congress may 


Senate; in 
Rooters = oe PE ree a Re treaty-maki d the 
on, where su e = ing power an a 
a of Senate. The irresistible inference 


gs Congress, all executive 
ot power to the courts of the United 


Now, the Senator from New Hampshire, differing from Mr. 
Webster in this respect, says that we do not need to look into the 
constitution at all. He says that whether there is any express 
provision in the constitution of Delaware or not declaring a va- 
cancy in the office of senator or a suspension of the office when 
the senator exercises the office of governor this common American 
public law operates to create that vacancy or to create that sus- 
pension, irr ive of what the constitution itself says. 

Mr. CH LER. Mr. President, the Senator does not wish 
to misquote me. I do not mean irrespective of what the constitu- 
tion says if the constitution of Delaware expressly allows or di- 
rects the exercise of the functions of two offices at the same time; 
but I do say that that principle of public law prevents the exer- 
cise of that office in Delaware in the a of an express pro- 
vision of the constitution of Delaware allowing it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of If the Senator will allow me,I 
will go 8 step further, and say that if the constitution of Dela- 
ware by fair inference allows it—it is not even necessary that it 
should ressed—but even if by fair construction, inferentially, 
it appears that that power was granted by the men who framed 
the constitution, then I assume it would exist. 

Mr. CHANDLER. TheSenatorfrom is right. I stated 

is is a fundamental 


Notwithstanding the departments are called the . 
and the judicial, we must yet look into the provisions of the Constitution 
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itself in order to learn first, what powers the Constitution as legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial; and, in the next place, what portions or quan- 
tities of these powers are conferred on the respective departments. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. That is just what I 


88. . 

Nr. GRAY. Well, I do not think it is just what you say. I 
think it is entirely different from what the Senator from Oregon 
says. He says if the constitution of Delaware provides that a leg- 
islative officer shall exercise temporarily any executive function, 
that there is a public law so well understood, so asive, so uni- 
versal, and so erican that it vacates the legislative office. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Why, Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. Madison says that you must look to the con- 
stitution itself to see what participation the legislative officer may 
have in executive functions, and you must be governed by that, 
and that alone. 

Mr. Madison, in No. 47 of the Federalist, also says: 

In a government where numerousand extensive 8 are placed in 
the hands of an rey, monarch the executive de nt is very justly 
regarded as the source of danger and watched with the jealousy w 1 
zeal for liberty ought to inspire. But in a representative republi 
where the executive magistracy is carefully limited, both in the extent an 
the duration of its Bower, and where pots, ya wh power is exercised b; 
an assembly which is inspired by a sup influence over the people wi 
an yg confidence in its own strength, which is sufficiently numerous 

the ons which actuate a multitude, yet not so numerous as to 
prescriina, Ik te apaitat the anvarprisizg subition of this department that 
the peopls ought to indulge all their rpn fe and exhaust all their precautions. 

Mr. President, there is a very startling difference between the 
Senator from Oregon and Mr. Madison in regard to the source of 
danger to our Government and to our people. He seems to think 
that in obeying the mandate of the constitution of Delaware the 
speaker of the senate, exercising the office of governor, should va- 
cate the office of senator from the county which he represents, or 
otherwise all the dan which the Senator from Oregon has con- 
jured up in his heated imagination to affright the Senate from its 
propriety and from its duty will come down upon the heads of 
the American people, that this is a frightful invasion, a frightful 
encroachment of the executive upon the legislative power; whereas 
Mr. Madison, on the other hand, thinks that in this country, where 
the executive is so limited, that encroachment of the legislative 
upon the executive is the source of danger and the source of ap- 
prehension against which safeguards should be made. 

But, Mr. President, in neither case is there any place for the 
heated imaginings of the Senator from Oregon. e ple of 
Delaware are in no danger in pmi the paths which have been 
* by their forefathers for a hundred years; they are in no 

ger when they interpret their constitution in consonance with 
the views of ison and Webster, nor are the people of the 
United States when we shall determine that a Senator of the 
United States, to be elected by a legislature, shall be elected by 
the whole body of the legislature elected by the people for that 
haa pgs for when we elect a legislature we take into account the 
that they are to perform that high electoral duty and to pro- 
vide a representative in this body for the State. 

Mr. President, to come back to the doctrine of inherent incom- 
ee think I have shown that the doctrine of inherent in- 
compatibility maintained by the Senator from Oregon and the 
Senator from New Hampshire, as well as by the Senator from 
Michigan, is a very different one from that maintained by Web- 
ster and by Madison. I might go further, if it were necessary, 
and show what Mr. Story says in his Commentaries on the Con- 
stitution as to how far incompatibility may be argued from the 
separation of the three great departments of the Government. 
Says Mr. Story, in section 525 of the first volume of his Commen- 
taries: 


cha 


But when we of a separation of the three great departments of goy- 
ernment and tain that that separation is indispensable to public liberty, 
we are to understand this maxim ina limited sense. It is not meant to affirm 
that they must be kept wholly and entirely separate and distinct and have 
no common of connection or dependence 
sligh egree. The true meaning is that the whole power of one of these 
departments should not be exercised by the same hands which possess the 
whole power of either of the other departments, and that such exercise of 
the whole would subvert the principles of a free constitution. This has been 
shown with great clearness and accuracy by the authors of the Federalist. 


Mr. SHERMAN. If it would be convenient to the Senator from 
Delaware to finish his argument to-morrow, I should like to have 
a brief executive session. 

Mr. GRAY. If it be any accommodation to the Senator from 
Ohio or the Senate, of course I will yield with pleasure to the sug- 
gestion; but I will remark that I have not a great deal more to 
say, and if I may be permitted to go on in the morning, I will un- 
dertake to not trespass upon the patience of the Senate at very 
great length. 


one upon the other in the 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 


Mr. PEFFER. Before that motion is put, I wish to have it 
understood that it shall not interfere with the bond sale investi- 
gation resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish to disarrange the matter in 
charge of the Senator from Kansas 


Mr. PEFFER. With that understanding, I have no objection 
to an executive session. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio. 
_ The motion was a to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After forty-five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


MEDICAL AND DENTAL COLLEGES, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Yesterday I asked unanimous consent for 
the consideration of a medical bill to which there was objection. 
I now ask for the consideration of a bill to which there will be no 
objection. It is the bill (H. R. 5488) to provide for the incorpora- 
Son and regulation of medical colleges in the District of Colum- 

ia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). Is 
there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CALL. I think that bill ought to receive careful consider- 
ation. The Senate is very thin. I have here a protest 

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill has received the consideration of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia in the House. It has 
passed the House. It has received the careful consideration of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia of the Senate. It has been 
unanimously W by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia and by the medical and dental associations of the Dis- 
trict. It has been on the Calendar for a couple of months. It has 
had all the consideration it can possibly have. 

Mr. CALL. All that does not make the Senate of the United 
States, and it is incumbent upon Senators to consider the bills that 
are brought here and that they shall have the approval of their 
own judgment. I do not know anything about this measure ex- 
cept that I do not think it is wise t any inquiry into any sub- 
ject of human knowledge shall be confined to any designated 
pe: The Tuman min: 1 be free to make its investigations 
in subjects, an is bill imposes a penalty upon icular 
forms of teaching and instruction, = 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator 

Mr. CALL. Wait one minute. Les; that is what this bill does. 
It makes it a crime for men to teach such convictions as they may 
have which are not approved by certain persons. 

I know nothing about the merits of these different schools, but 
anything which suppresses human myig and the liberty of hu- 
man thought and the teaching of any doctrines that are not them- 
selves against public order ought not to be permitted. Ihave here 
a paper which has been brought to me, and I want to read it. It 
is from some association existing here, signed by W. W. Hubbell, 
president of the University of Science. = 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Florida knows that no 
such university exists, does he not? 

Mr. CALL. Suppose it does not, and that only Mr. Hubbell 


exists? 

Mr. GALLINGER. He is the only one who does exist in con- 
nection with it. 

Mr. CALL. Very well; this Mr. Hubbell has a right to teach 
anyone else if he can convince the judgment of people that what 
he teaches is right, and he ought to permitted to do it. He 


T, 
. GALLINGER. He can do that in his individual capacity, 
1 will say to the Senator, even if this bill passes. 

Mr. CALL. Not at all. If he sets up a school you punish him. 
Not only that, but you authorize arbitrary punishment. You au- 
thorize information to be filed without any inquiry by a manda- 
tory order. Whatfor? For teaching his opinions upon the sub- 
ject of medicine. He says here: A 

The bills and efforts now being made in Congress, really tending to estab- 


lish medical monopolies in the olā schools of medicine, on pretext of examin- 
oes. after graduates have passed the ordeal of institutions incorporated by 
W. 


Is not that true? Can a man who comes here with a diploma 
from some of the incorporated institutions in a State practice 
ee without being permitted by this board to which you 
refer 

Mr. GALLINGER. IconfessI donot understand the Senator’s 
question; so I will not undertake to answer it. 

Mr. CALL. I will read it again. This man says: 

The bills and efforts now being made in Con; 3 to establish 
medical monopolies in the old schools of medicine, on pretext of examinations, 


after graduates have passed the ordeal of institutions inco) by law, 
orts to acquire 


not only tend to discourage and defeat young men in their e 
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knowl , but are practically a money-making imposition upon the inalien- 
able rights of the people to “life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness,” as free 
and independent, with na ht of choice in the advancement of science 


in medicine; and we call upon in favor of our “educational” system to 
oppose all such monopolies, in Congress and in the States, by defeat and re- 
peal; and maintain the rights of ourselves and our children as free American 


Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is reading the opinion of a 
3 concerning the bill to which he objected yesterday. 

he will confine himself to this bill and discuss the question—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. This is a mere dental bill. 

Mr. CALL. A dental bill? 

Mr. FAULKNER. A dental bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This is an entirely different bill, I will say 
to the Senator. 

Mr. CALL. I beg pardon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me to state 
what this bill is, I know he will not object. 

Mr. CALL. Is not the argument true about dentistry as in 
regard to medicine? 

. GALLINGER. We passed in the last Congress a bill regu- 
lating the practice of dentistry. TheSenator from Florida forgot 
to object to it. That act is on the statute books now. Under 
the general incorporation act of this District (and I presume no 
such authority is lodged in the general incorporation act of any 
State in the American Union) any two, three, four, or five men 
can organie a college for the teaching of medicine, dentistry, or 
any other of the learned professions. The result is that we have 
had two or three colleges that have brought scandal upon the 
professions in this District, and all the bill contemplates is 
that the Commissioners shall approve those colleges before they 
8 to impart the knowledge that they claim to impart. That 


is all. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and $ 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to provide for the 
incorporation and regulation of medical and dental colleges in the 
District of Columbia.” 

Mr. CALL subsequently said: I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill (H. R. 5488) to provide for the incorporation and 
regulation of medical colleges in the District of Columbia was 
pae Loran to examine the bill and have not had an oppor- 

ity to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion will be entered. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 8109) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 

urposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
on Appropriations. 


HANDBOOK OF EXPERIMENT STATION WORK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved v the House of Representatives (the Senate concurrin 
be printed 10,000 additional copies of Bulletin No. 15 of the Office of ri- 
ment Stations of the Depa: ent of Agriculture entitled Handbook of 
Experiment Station Work, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
members of the Senate, 4,000 copies for the use of members of the House of 
Represen Agricul 


), That there 


tatives, and 4,000 copies for the use of the Secretary of ture. 
SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA, 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2022) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to provide for the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska.” 

here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Fisheries with amendments, in line 8, 
after the word “fences,” to strike out ‘‘traps, pound nets”; in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘any,” to insert “such”; in line 12, 
after the word ‘‘salmon,” tos out or salmon trout”; in line 
20, after the word ‘‘salmon,” to strike out or salmon trout”; in 
line 22, after the word Alaska,“ to insert except only for pur- 
poses of propagation”; in line 24, after the word net, to insert 
trap, pound net”; in line 32, after the word! waters,” to insert 
except Cook Inlet, Prince William Sound, Bering Sea, and the 
waters tributary thereto”; in line 33, after the word from,” to 
strike out ‘‘noon on Saturday,” and insert ‘‘ midnight on Friday”; 
in line 84, after the words ‘‘six o'clock,” to strike out ‘‘postme- 
ridian” and insert antemeridian”; in line 36, after the word a 
pliances,” to insert ‘‘except by rod or spear”; in line 37, after the 
word ‘‘salmon,” to strike out or salmon trout”; in line 39, after 
the words in the,” to strike out morning and insert even- 
ing”; in line 40, after the words in the,” to strike out evening“ 
and insert morning“; in the same line, before the word “day,” 
to strike out same and insert following“; in line 43, after the 
word aside, to strike out certain“ and insert “any”; in line 


50, after the word increase,“ to insert Provided, however, That 
such power shall be exercised only after all persons interested 
shall have been er a hearing, of Which hearing due notice must 


be given by publication: And provided further, That it shall have 
been ascertained that the persons en in catching salmon do 
not maintain fish hatcheries of sufficient magnitude to keep such 
streams fully stocked”; in line 60, after the words “‘ salary of,” to 
strike out “ten” and insert one thousand eight hundred”; in 
line 61, after the word per,“ to strike out day and insert 
“annum”; in line 62, after the words ‘‘salary of,” to strike out 
‘ eight” and insert one thousand six hundred”; in line 63, after 
the word ' per,“ to strike out day and insert annum“; and in 
line 75, after the words “fine of, to strike out “fiye hundred” 
and insert two hundred and fifty”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act approved March 2, 1889, and entitled “An 
act to provide for the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska,” is hereby 
amended and „as follows: 

That the erection of dams, barricades, fish wheels, fences, or any such 
fixed or stationary obstructions in any of the rivers or streams of Alaska, 
or to fish for or catch on or on trout in any manner or by any 
means with the purpose or result of preventing or im the ascent of 
salmon to their spanning gronna is declared to be unlawful, and the Secre- 


tary of the Tre: authorized and directed to remove such ob- 


b; 
structions and to establish and. enforce such tions and surveillance as 


may be necessary to insure that this prohibition and all other provisions of 
law relating to the salmon fisheries of Alaska are ly complied with. 
„S8. 2. t it shall be unlawful to fish, catch, or any salmon of any 
variety. except with rod or spear, above the tide waters of any of the creeks 
or rivers of less than 500 feet width in the Territory of Alaska, except only 
for purposes of propagation, or to lay or set an t net, set net. trap, 
pound net, or seine for any purpose across the tide waters of any river or 
stream for a distance of more than one-third of the width of such river, 
stream, or channel, or lay or set — 2 seine or net within 100 yards of any 
other net or seine which is being laid or set in said stream or channel, or to 


take, kill, or fish for on in any manner or by any means in any of the 


waters of the Territory of Alaska, either in the streams or tide waters, ex- 
cept Cook Inlet, Prince William Sound, Bering Sea, and the waters tributary 
thereto, from midnight on Friday of each week until 6 o'clock antemeridian 
of the Sunday following; or to fish for or catch or killin any manner or by 
any appliances, except by rod or spear, any salmon inany stream of less than 
100 yards in width the said Territory of Alaska between the hours of 6 
o'clock in the evening and 6 o'clock in the morning of the following day of 

each and every day of the week. 
“Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the 3 may, at his discretion, set 
no will be permitted; 


aside any streams as spawning grounds, in whic 

and when, in his judgment, the results of fishing operations on an 

indicate that the number of salmon taken is larger than the capacity of the 
stream to produce, he is authorized to establish weekly close seasons, 
fishing entirely for one 


given a hearing, of which eerie ane yee must be given by 3 
m ascertain t the 
hatcheries of — mag - 


Spo. 5. That any person violating the provisions of this act or the regula- 
tions established in 8 thereof shall, upon conviction thereof, be 
peep by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or imprisonment at hard labor for a 

erm of ninety days, or both such fine and imprisonment, at the discretion 


are maintained.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
' RITA STINE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 
(H. R. 2818) granting a pension to Rita Stine; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that that bill may now be considered. 
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] is familiar 
with all the facts in the case. A like bill was by the Sen- 
ate and sent to the House of resentatives, giving the claimant 
therein mentioned, a helpless blind girl, $12 a mont The other 
House has not the Senate bill, but a House bill in the exact 

of the Senate bill, except the pension is $17 a month. I 
hope the bill may be considered and peed: 
. GALLINGER. I hope the bill may be passed. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pees to place the 
name of Rita Stine, of Memphis, Mo., invalid and helpless orphan 
daughter of George W. Stine, late lieutenant of Company I, 
Twenty-first Missouri Volunteer Infantry, upon the pension roll, 
and to allow her a pension of $17 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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APRIL 15, 


DAYS OF GRACE ON PROMISSORY NOTES, ETC. 


Mr. FAULKNER, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5105) to abolish days of grace on 


promissory notes, drafts, etc., in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR. I object to the present consideration of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts objects to the present consideration of the bill. z 

LEWIS C. SCHILLING, 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R.2224) granting an increase of pension 
to Lewis C. Schilling. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill, which was r from 
the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, before 
the word dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘fifty” and insert thirty“; so 
as to make the bill read: 


amendment in the nature of a substitute, which was agreed to as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment was adopted 
as in Committee of the Whole some time since as a substitute 
for the original bill. The question now is, Shall the bill as 
amended be reported to the Senate? 

The bill was ed to the Senate as amended, 

ar HILL. t is the precise amendment—the precise 
change? 

Mr. SQUIRE. The precise amendment is in line with the bill 
as p by the Senate originally. 

Mr. HILL. What is the precise change? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Let the bill be read. The precise changes are 
to conform to the bill as amended in committee, and passed by 


the Senate ori; y. 
REW, I object to the further consideration of the 


it enacted, ete, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby. ; 
CCC 
ws, name wis g. ea 2 s 2 
in Com ‘ourth Ohio Ca Innteers, and pay him The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is objection, and the 
reat the — Apt month in lieu of — . bill goes over. 8 ee 
The amendment was agreed to. Mr, GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
RIBBONS OF HONOR. 


Mr. SHOUP. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the joint resolution (H. Res. 85) relative to the medal of honor 
authorized 2 acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection tothe present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

. COCKRELL. When that joint resolution was before the 
Senate on a prior occasion I objected to it, not haying been able 
to read the report; but I find the report provides—it not a 
pear upon the face of the joint resolution—for a distinctive ri 

„ W is to be supplied when one is destroyed, and it will be 
ted by the Secretary of War, and not such an one as the 
holder of one of the medals might obtain in any other way. 
fore I make no objection to the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution has been 
heretofore consid as in Committee of the Whole and amended, 
and the amendment concurred in by the Senate. It is still open 
to amendment. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and 

Mr. SHOUP. I now move that the bill (S. 2512) relative to the 
medal of honor authorized by the joint resolution approved July 
12, 1862, and the act approved March 3, 1863, being precisely the 
same as the joint resolution which has just been passed, be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1537) to provide for the private sale 
of public lands in Missouri. 
FFC 

ole, consider whic! n 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, to add 
the following proviso: 


Provided, That the actual settlers shall have a preference right under such 
rules and regulations as the Commissioner of General Land Office may 


So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all public lands within the State of Missouri which 
have not heretofore offered at public sale shall hereafter be subject to 
disposal at private sale in the manner now provided by law for the sale of 
lands which have been publicly offered for sale: Provided, That the actual 
settlers shall have a ‘erence right under such rules and regulations as 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office may prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was con in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MERCHANT MARINE ENGINEER SERVICE. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3013) to amend section 4131 of the 


Revised Statutes of the United States, to improve the merchant | Pe Printed 


marine engineer service, and thereby also to increase the efficiency 


from 
with an 


of the Naval Reserve. 


This is a bill which had been reported by the Senator 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] from the Committee on Commerce 


Mr. WARREN. Iappeal to the Senator from Maryland to with- 
draw his motion to adjourn until I can ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of a bill. 

I withdraw the motion, Mr. President. 
HEIRS OF STERLING r. AUSTIN. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 682) for the relief of the heirs of Sterling 
T. Austin, deceased. x 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Florine 
A. Albright and Missouri A. Pollard, heirs of Sterling T. Austin 
deceased, $59,287, being the of the sale of 360 bales o 
cotton, the property of Sterling T. Austin, seized by the civil and 
military authorities of the United States and received into the 
Treasury, as found by the Court of Claims. 

an bill was proces to the Senate Vithont amendment, ordered 
to or a thi reing read the t time, and passed. 

Mr. HII. I move that the ate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, April 16, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


. GORMAN, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 15, 1896, 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

John H. O'Donnell, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of 
the peace in the county of Washington, in the District of Colum- 
bia (assigned to the city of Washington). Mr. O’Donnell’s pres- 
ent commission as justice of the peace expires April 20, 1896. 

CONSUL. 

Leo Bergholz, of New York, to be consul of the United States 

at Erzerum, Armenia, to fill a vacancy. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 15, 1896. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


Charles E. McChesney, of Hartington, Nebr., to be agent for 
the Indians of the Rosebud Agency, in South Dakota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 15, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. 

„ the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


ECONOMIC GEOLOGY OF MERCUR MINING DISTRICT. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of a resolution with reference to printing, 
favorably reported from the Committee on Printing. 
The S The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives 3 That there 
at Prin ate practica- 


illustrations; of which 
eopies for the use of the Senate, and 500 
by the Geological Survey. 
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There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was con- 
sidered and agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


HANDBOOK OF EXPERIMENT STATION WORK. 


Mr. PERKINS. I also ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 
ae Clerk read as follows: 


= the House of Representatives (the oe concurring), That there 

been printed 10,000 additional copies of Bulletin No. 14, of the ice of 8 
ment Stations of the De ent of culture, entitled Handboo! 

riment Station Work, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the 

members of the Senate, 4,000 copies for the use of members of the House of 

Representatives, and 4,000" copies for the use of the Secretary of Agriculture. 


There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 


agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION. CASE—GOODWYN VS. COBB. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. S er, I desire, on behalf of 
the minority of the Committee on Elections, to submit a report 
ee authorized by the House, in the case of Goodwyn vs. 

The SPEAKER. The views of the minority will be printed, to 
accompany the report of the committee. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—MOORMAN VS. LATIMER. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I have been directed b; 
Committee on Elections No. 3 to call up for present co: 
tion and move the adoption of the utions reported b 
committee in the case of Moorman vs. Latimer, from the 
Congressional district of South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Nie cu That Robert Moorman was not elected a 5 in the 

rin Se fourth Congress from the Third district of South lina, and is not 
entitled to the seat as such Representative. 

Resolved, That A. C. Latimer was . ae 


fourth Con from the Third © Co: onl South Carolina, 
and is entitled to retain his seat as su ö 


r. BELL of Texas. This is the unanimous report of the com- 
mittee; there is no controversy over the matter, and I move the 
adoption of the resolutions. 

e resolutions were to. 
On motion of Mr. BE of Texas, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 
JOHN B. BESLER. 


Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call 
up for a consideration the bill (H. R. 5258) granting an hon- 
55 arge to John B. Besler. 

. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
ion. 


ober 
ject bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War bans woe he is hereb; rooy satine 
— 3 te m C mipany Sf, First Regiment t 
a priva om en 
Conn: 8 Artillery. now es ot New Haven, Conn. 
Mr. TALBERT. I would like to ask if this bill has been con- 


sidered at a Friday-nig! 


era- 


ht session? 
Mz MoMILLIN. EPA AE mat the report 
c wo e accom: 
this bill be read, Mr. S er. panying 
The report (by Mr. Tarsney) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5258) zer the relief of John B. Besler, having considered the same, respectfully 


e committee have examined the evidence presented with this case, and 
on the showing made consider the claimant entitled to the relief asked for 


of this bill. 
The affidavit of Capt. F. A. Pratt, F report. 
full by numerous other affidavitsand state- 
conclusively shows that the 
by which the so! was submi to a cruel 


a imposed u . ——— to satisfy the mal- 
property characterized as inhumanand 
5 N 9 be granted to this unfortunate and 


t the bill do pass. 


Hon. N. D. Sunn 
E OT PENARIE Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Srp: In the case of John B. Besler, of New Haven, Conn. Wiot as 
civil war was a private in M company, First Regimen t Connecticut H 
an orably discharged, and ant tone abe thes 
and thas be med 1 tor our informa- 
larn eras of the 


8 gm Ya ten re 
its and reputation, li ew Conn., where 
orking f seal goers — the 


in carriage factories. Daring 
several of 5 5 — companions and fellow-workmen, he en- 
First Connecticut the 


to that date been a 


At some period during this time Besler, who had u 
lameness in back and 


most willing and excellent soldier, made a 
legs as resulting from the — and. rep declined to be- 
lieve him or excuse him, and returned him for —.— in coupen; wees 
he was favored somewhat and put on light duty, which, Iam informed b 

f..... ß mg pT Tt y and as well as able. He 


meagre for the for the colonel commanding or the - 
— — was 5 detail. This I know ho adju 


8 not tic or peat from a e uae natural under the 
circumstances: 3 The surgeon ord: 
him to duty and 3 DA. punished. here 

P con me todo ht KE FONDE ames company. 


Z 9 sur- 
unsympathetic man of tenacious opinions, = to be in- 
ition, no doubt — in belie Besl i 


tensified er was iving; 

but undou y strongly prejudiced in the case. The bles 
com) of, as I know from my own experience, can be se- 

vere and yet so obscure that a doctor can not determine them — a 

ing the statement of the-sufferer. r and 

1868 the surgeon treated Besler at the za mental hospital wi aoe 

and finding that he would not t. ee eee to return to 


acce 
disc drummed out of the service with loss of all pay. 
FTT. n comrades in regiment, be- 
oe contributed some S. offered to get him citizen’s cloth- 
that he might leaye and escape the ity of the execution 
of miana —— ce. He Hie replied that he would remain and suffer the sentence; 
that they ——— charge that he had played off, but should never truth- 
fully say Great to eke te ae after be ed out 


and to see what he ae do to get righted in Washington he did so. remain- 
ing some days in Washington. He secured an interview with 
Stanton, who rescinded the order 


further in the matter, 

e continued to be lame and suffor in 

health as in the Army; has never been able to resume his old occupation as 

maker, although has tried fora few days at a time, only to find that 
eee He has himself more or less in 

respect 

—— es in the and regiment, many of 

jock goo New. Haven, men who ‘wanker! -weth 4: — . — 

ogee was able and well, and who contrast his condition sines his discharge, a. 


* and convincing object lesson that doctors do make es. 
My home is in St. Louis. I have not seen Besler for nearly thirty years 
until about ten days ago. ea peat ra ie ag my Rahn h “Pink ane Soy 


wronged 
martial. I could no’ * 

living in New Haven that did cs believe this. The record of the First 

necticut Heavy Artillery, the three years 5 gen 2 5 Tear 

volunteer com ae mustered in the war, is not such as to credit the belief 

that any considerable number could have been found 3 of its mem- 

bers who estiga tion con aid or iden sa cowards or shirks. 

The investiga a fe? conviction that this man has been 
greatly wronged. Tha to suffering in health from harsh treat- 
ment and disgrace his ing —— and before his comrades in 
the field, he has ever since and still stands before the world, before his cum- 

chil hameful ul dis- 
the record can not be 
changed he e 
and 8 our Government can not „ to Sosa a penis Seager 
by mistake. That this has not been before brought tothe attent 5 of proper 
authorities is by reason of Besler’s not knowing how to proceed. If I can be 


of any — — assistance in this matter, you will oblige me by giving me the 
nity, 
Very A. PRATT, 


respectfully, F. 
Late Captain M Company, First Connecticut Heavy ‘Artillery, 
DISTRIOT OF COLUMBIA, City of Washington: 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 17th day of eee 
[SEAL] JO OGERS, 


Notary Public, District of 
WASHINGTON, February 17, 1896. 
Ihave known n Corea Pratt for many years as a gentleman of excellent 
character and fin record. 


e military reco: 
J. R. HAWLEY. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. TALBERT. I understood the Bees to state that the 
bill had been considered at a Friday night session? 

Mr. SPERRY. No; I said that it not been, 

Mr. HULL. It would not come under the provision of the rule 
for Friday night sessions. It is not a desertion case and could not 
be considered at a Friday night session. 

Mr. TALBERT. My idea was that this is one of those cases 
that could come up under the rule at the Friday night sessions. 

Mr. HULL. Not at all. This is a court-martial case, and the 
soday evening session would have no jurisdiction over it. 

TALBERT. Well, that is a distinction without a differ- 
aces I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SPERRY. I hope the gentleman will not object. Let me 
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suggest to him that this has been unanimously reported from the 
committee. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Some time su uently, 

Mr. SPERRY. . Speaker, the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina having withdrawn his objection to the bill for which I asked 
consideration, I move that the bill be put on its passage. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair desires to call the attention of the 
paun from South Carolina, Has the gentleman withdrawn 

is objection? 

Mr. TALBERT. Ihave. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
have an ae of the bill. 

Mr. SPERRY. I call for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will again read the report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report, 

During the reading of the report. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York stid: Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is withdrawn. Is there further 
3 [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

he bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec- 
retaries, announced that the President had N and signed 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On March 31, 1896: ; 

An act (H. R. 5286) providing for the disposal of lands lying 
within the Fort Klamath hay reservation not included in the 
Klamath Indian Reservation in Oregon. 

Note.—The following bill, having been presented to the Presi- 
dent on March 19, 1896, and not having been returned by him to 
the House of Congress in which it originated within the ten days 
83 by the Constitution, has ome a law without his 
approval: 

3 act (H. R. 1816) for the relief of Michael Ryan. 
On April 1, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 5828) to amend an act entitled An act to pro- 
age ag safety of employees and travelers,” etc., approved March 
2, 1893. 

On April 4, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 1861) for the relief of James Linsky from the 
operation of the act restricting the ownership of real estate in the 

erritories and the District of Columbia to American citizens; 

An act (H. R. 4698) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Matteawan. 

On April 6, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 6408) authorizing the sale of title of the United 
States to certain tracts of land in the District of Columbia to Mar- 
garet Shugrue, Caroline Lochboehler, and John R. Scott; 

An act (H. R. = for the establishment of a light-house and 
fog-signal station at or near the entrance to Maurice River, New 
J 


ersey; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 24) providing for immediate destruc- 
tion of income-tax returns, etc. 

Note.—The following bill, having been presented to the Presi- 
dent on March 25, 1896, and not having been returned by him to 
the House of Congress in which it originated within the ten days 
5 by the Constitution, has me a law without his 
approval: 

= act (H. R. 5564) N the Arkansas Northwestern 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 
On April 7, 1896: 
An act (H. R. 1244) to confirm certain cash entries of offered 


lands. 

On April 10, 1896: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 159) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to prepare and submit estimates for the improvement of the har- 
bor at Portland, Me. 

On April 13, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 5736) to authorize the Light-House Board to pro- 
ceed with the construction of the light-house and fog si on 
North Manitou Island, Lake Michigan; 

An act (H. R. 4632) for the relief of Frederick B. Betts, sur- 
viying partner of the firm of Betts, Nichols & Co, 

bn April 14, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 4053) repealing chapter 148 of the Supplement of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; 

Nork.—The following bills were presented to the President on 
April 2, 1896, and not having been returned by him to the House 
os Congress in which they originated within the ten days pre- 
scribed by the Constitution, have become laws without his ap- 


oval: 
Pin act (H. R. 4254) granting to the Duluth and North Dakota 
i mpany 5 5 way through certain Indian reserva- 
tions in the State of Minnesota; 


An act (H. R. 5914) to amend an act to authorize the Inter- 
oceanic Railway Company to construct and operate railway, 
telegraph, and telephone lines through the Indian Territory; and 

An act (H. R. 711) to increase the pension of Uzziel B. Church. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 115) for the relief of the estate of Baas Crooks; 

A bill (S. 605) relieving the personal representatives of John 
Sherman, jr., late United States marshal for the Territory of 
aoe age from the requirements of section 833 of the Revised 

A bill (S. 2277) for the relief of Oscar Sonnenkalb; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 131) relative to the improvement of the 
harbor of Erie, Pa.; and a 

A bill (S. 2816) granting the northwest quarter of the north- 
west quarter of section 30, township 17 north, range 3 east, Black 
Hills meridian, to the Nashville Presbyterian Church, of Nash- 
ville, S. Dak. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 3281) to authorize reassessment for 
improvements and general taxes in the District of Columbia, and 
for aan purposes; in which the concurrence of the House was 

uested. 

he message also announced that the Senate had the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: ; 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Committees on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized to correct 


enrolled joint resolution (S. R/116) by striking out the word “eight,” in the 
second line of said enrolled joint resolution, and inserting seven.“ 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 

1 resolutions were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
y the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 115) for the relief of the estate of Ramsay Crooks—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2277) for the relief of Oscar Sonnenkalb—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. . 

A bill (5.2816) granting the northwest quarter of the northwest 
quarter of section 30, township 17 north, range 3 east, Black Hills 
meridian, to the Nashville sbyterian Church, of Nashville, 
S. Dak.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 131) relative to the improvement of the 
harbor of Erie, Pa.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


ARMINDA STUCKER. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, H. R. 5853, granting a pension to Arminda Stucker, of 
Gallatin, Mo. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the eee roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. da Stucker, 
widow of John H. Stucker, late a soldier in Company B, Grundy County Bat- 
talion Missouri State Militia. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 


Add after the word “ Militia,” at the end of the bill, the words at the rate 
of $12 per month.” 

The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
5853) granting a pension to Arminda Stucker, widow of John H. Stucker, late 
sergeant Company B. Grundy County Battalion Missouri State Militia, hav- 
ing carefully examined and considered all the facts and circumstances pre- 
sented, respectfully report as follows: 

John H. Stucker enlisted September 21, 1861, and served as ser 
Company B, n Battalion Missouri State Militia, until 
1864. In October, he was sent with others to Alpha, Mo., to disa; 
rebel bushwhackers who were rendezvoused in that ocality, and who resisted 
pe aumoa and he received a gunshot wound entirely disabling the left 

nd and arm. 

He filed a claim for pension on account of this ary, July 19, 1875, which 
waere on the ground that the soldier was not the United States 
service. 

This battalion was one of the a tions of Missouri militia called into 
service by Governor Gamble, and the Auditor of the War Department certi- 
fies that the soldier enlisted September 21, 1861, and continued in service un- 


til March 18, 1862. Soldier claimed, and pgs it by testimony, that 
the Grundy County Battalion continued service until April 23, 1864, as 
Com y B, Eighteenth Missouri State Militia. 


to 
Soldier was pensioned February 22. 1887, at $30 per mon ial act of 
for canahot wound of left hand and 5 . — fatal Menlillty there- 
from, under certificate No. 355927. 
Soldier died August 10, 1894, from paralysis of left side, 5 with 
kidney disease or uræmic Potsoning: Dr. D. F. Hanna, a reputableand skilled 
hhysician, testified that he treated the soldier some months before his 
th for above-named complaints, and mere 
In my opinion the ot wound was the indirect cause of death.” 
Widow was married to soldier January 7, 1864, neither having been pre- 
viously married, and lived with him until death and cared for him, and 
remained his widow, and is now in needy circumstances. Her claim for - 
sion was rejected on the ground that War Department records failed to show 
* to have been in the United States service. 
our 


committee append the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


